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CHAPTER I
INTRODUGEION

 Good public relations are significant in the total
success of present day schools. Educators can dm'much to
bulld and maintain strong public relations with parents by
interpreting the aims and objectives of the school in vari-
ous areas. This study concerns itsélf with one of the many
facets of broad public velatlons, namely the ldentlfication
and appralsal af;techniguea currently used to intervpret the

first grade reading program o parents.

Statement of Yhe problem. It was the purpose of this
study to? (l) survey the orgenizetlon and administration of
the program currently used In the Modesto Gity Schools in in=
terprebting the first grade resding program bto pawsnbs, (2)
identlfy the characteristies of an effective program for in-
terpreting fiv&ﬁ grade reading to pavents a&,reve&;eﬂ by the
iitaratur&, (3) determine the schools' effectiveness 1nvin~
forming parents of first grade pﬁpils in the ares of reading,
and (4) offer recommendations for the effective improvamanﬁ

of the Modesto program.

Heed snd Justification of the study. Theve 1s a need

to inform parents of {irst grade puplils regevrding the reading

program so that: {1) they may betler understand the tobal




2
reading program, (2) they may better understand thelr child
in relation to his ability to succeed in reading, (3) both
the school and the parent wmay work together to lacilitate
pupll suecess in reading, and (4) ench school may be assured
of good parent relations,

Reading 1s probably the most lmportant skill subject
taught in the slomentary achaal.l There are meny probleoms
inherent in the learning of reading whiéh are not generally
known to the patronz of the schools. Uninformed pavents often

may not glve support to the Instructional program whenever

thelr child falls to make satisfactory progress or live up bto

their expsctatlons.

It is pointed out bthat promotions from first to second
grade are malinly based upmn poading &bility;g Namnpromstion
of first graders may affect as much as thivty~six per cent of
the class.® » |

The attiﬁuds of the parenis toward the schoolu, teache

ers, and procedures employed to teach veading are significant

" Blementar:

11rnest W. Tlegs, The gamagem®n of Learning in the
Sehools (ew York: Longmans,W?reen and Gmmgany,

;})&6.

Zelon Heffernan et gl., "What Researoh Says About Hone

promotion," falifprnia Journal of blementar% Education, Vol.
)

RXI, No. 1, (Bacramento: Cslifornis State
catlon, August, 1952), p. ll.

S1iegs, los. glt.

partment of Edu-
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factors in the learning process. Parents need be informed
of those known factora that may influence the rate of learn-

ing of thelr child.

Mathod of progedure. ﬁ eheck 1ist was prvgared and

'n&eﬁ im interviews with elght Modesto elemantar; prinelpals

to suvvey the ar&aniaatian and administration of a program

to lnterpret the first grade reading Lo parenis ln thelr

schools. A deseripbion of the plan they used to inform par=
ents in the area of reading was bpsed upon the responsges.
Belected parents from elght schools weve asked to Pew

spond to a questionnaire prepaved for the purposs of obbaine

'_ ing thelr evaluations of how well the schools informed them

regarding thoe flrst grade veading program.
Hocommendations for lsprovement of bhe procedures were
based upon the parents evaluatlon and bthe recommendations of

recognized authorlties as found in the lliterature.

Lilmitation of the study. Tha competence of the pavents

to form valid gudgments was not WLthiﬁ the gcope of the sure~

vey» Also excluded from consideratlen were the diffevent

characteristics of the several schools, the quality of the

ataff, the nature of the neighborhoods, and other variables.

Assassmant of such factﬁrs as the environmental cli~




among all persons concerned was. not determined.

Orvganlzation of the remalnder of the thesis. The or-

ganlzation of the éemaiméaw of the thesis ls divided into

five chapters. In Chapter II the invasﬁigatér has 1dentified
thé elemsnis and charaatewlsticﬁ of én efﬂaéﬁiva,pragram‘ta
Inform parents of the schools! educational program as found
~in the literature. The program currently used In the Modesto
Glty Schools to inform parents In the area of filrat grade
reading is described In Chepter IXI. The parents! avaluaﬁien
of the Modesto plen is vreported in Chapter IV. 4n evaluablon
of the program to Inform perents and recommendations for 1ts
iﬁ?favem@nt, based upon the findings in the pveceding chapters,
ls to be found in Chapter V. The summary, conclusions and rece

ommendations are contalued In Chaptew VI,




- parents suech

CHAPTER 1T
REVIEW OF THE LIVERATURE

A veview of the literature in the fleld of lnquiry re-

vealed that much of bthe informabion in the area of interprote

ling the educational program to parents was more arllass gen~

sral in nature., Host authovs were move concernsd with a total
publie relations program. There appeared to be a génaral

agreement among the authors that the procese of interpreting

 the essentisl elements of the Iinstructional program must be
encompassed within and wade a vibal part of the schoolas! pub=-

lie velablon program.

Little research &ndjaxparimantaﬁien was avallable to
serve as direct guldes to the reading prograum énlyg The in=
veabtligator found ﬁhaﬁ muech af the &xﬁensive'wsrk concerned
with publia,rﬁlatieng lends iteelf to &uppért this avea.,

Ferhaps ona of the most ﬁigﬂificant éh&nges»in our
Amarican 3oeiaﬁy'ia that of tné increased msvémﬁnt of the popw

ulation from rural to urbsn areas. Thls growth and urbaniza-

- tien hes -led-to the formation of lavger school sysbems.,

- The present trend of unifﬁing small districts bto provide
for a betber educstlonal program has removed many.sahsal& from
the lmmediate nelghbovhood. The present day teacher is in

many instances far vemoved from the personal acqualntance of |

torized our-early-Amoriean—schools,
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The impovtence of informing parents. There is general

agreemeni among educabors that schools must bulld and maln~-
taln & close warking relationship bhetween teachers and parw
ents. Through these cooperative efforts the child and society
in goneral will benefilt.

Whitelaw® stresses the uvgenay of educating the parents
to ﬁhe alms and objectives of our schools so that we may be
agsured of their eotive support. Heo states that yublia aduca~
tion 418 an ifmportant prineiple of our natlional gﬁiiay-am& that

the solution for good relatiaﬁahips is not slmply more moﬁsy;

_'buildings, and bteachers. The fundamental salutian in strengh«

jening‘public education he feels, lies in a clearer understands

ing of the Jjob of publie sducation in Amerlea 1ln the second
half of the twenbtisth century.

_Leipalés states, "An intellligently Informed public iz
the best guarantor of an adeguate school system.” It may be
sald that his succin#t gtatement reflects the philosophy of
WAnY. - |

Although parents ere active partleipants in communlty

—affalrs;-they have an even mors immediate Intervest in the

Guids for the Development of Dynamic School-Gomm

QJahn B. %hiﬁelaw, The Sehool a d Its Communitye
nity Ee;gtigns

(Baltimore: Jdohn Hopkins Press, 1981)y P 69,

8y, 5. Leipold, 50O Paranh&’ Miews {(Clearing ﬁ@u&&,
Septembar, 1950}, p. 19,
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welfare of thelr children and are vitally concerned with their
progresss The Child Study Assoclation of America® further

emphasized the need o inform papvents as revealed by the com=
‘mehﬁ, "parents are still yarﬁnbs, with the seme concerns and .
the same hopes and the same wisgivings of the paste. + "«
Witty and Gaomer? @ﬁphaaiza the value szinformeé-paﬁw
@ﬁts in helping children succeed in readings They state,
"Haximum educationel results are seldom achleved In school

unless there is full cooperation with the home."

The organizetion and administratlop of bhe program.
dhe orge and administratlon of bhe program

Reeder® states that "The public~relations program of a sehool
syétam should be orgenizad and systematized the _— a8 every
other phase of school work."? One of two plans may be ised,
The ¢entralized plen is regarded as a division of school ad=
ministratlon snd hemded by someone in the office of the super-
lotendent of schoolse He may (1) perform the dutles in person
or (2) delegate them to an asslstant, The representatvive ore

génization 1s headed by s commlittee ®f School offielals and

7 Gpapents! Questions, The Child Study Assooiation of
- America TNew Yorki Havper and Brothers, 1947}, po via

|  7paul Witty and Ann Coomer, "Fostering A Balanced Hesd=
‘ing Program! The Hole of Parent, Teacher and Librarian," fhe
Elementary English Review, XXIIT {1946), 241,

g@&rd @» Reeder, The ?uméament&la of Publie bchas Adw
ministrabion (New Yorks “The Maoéml i 9417, :

1btd, e 750,



employees.

10 suggeste the organivation end direction of

Yeager
school=community relaﬁi@ns as followss
(1) the superinvendent retains the functioni (2) he
delegates 1t to an administrative offlce; (3) he appoinbs
a director of schovlecommmiby reletlons with a full or
part time responsibillities; (4) he deecentralizes it in
each building principal; (5) he appolnte bteacher commib~
tees Lo carry 1t out, -
The direection of a program nesds to be orgsnized to
fit the needs of each particular communiby. |
Regardless of the type prograw followed it ls lmpers~
blve that standards be determlned for 1lis lmplementatlon.

Raa&arll 1ist& a minlmum of five standards that need

be met: (1) truthfulness, {2) unselfishness, (3) continuale-

ness, {4) elarity snd interest, and (5) proper amount end
desivable balance. | |

Menge and Faunealg

list four prinecipless: "(1) Yell the

facts, (2) use simple umderstanéabla language, (ﬁ) reach all

the people, and {4) keep at the program at sll time "
Ealmaﬂtlﬁ further suggests that a good program of in=

forming parents provides for attention getiing prineiples. To

Op5111am A. Yeager, S ) <G nlby atlor Ve
m A« Yeager, School-GCommunity Relations (New
York: Dryden Press, L955), pe 464

Llgoader, ops elbe, pp. 735-739,
13305&@& Wa Menge and Holand C. Faunece, Worklng Iogeths

ar For Better Schools (New York: American Book Company, 1953),
P 780 :

Lpgple What b '
rloy Belmont, What to Tell Peo
Schools (Teachers College, Columbia Univer

le About the Publilc
ggftyg 1928), ps 156
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éeeamplish this objesctive they must: (1) be concrete, (2) be
intimate, (3) be animate, (4) be unusual, (5) represent cone
~ fliet, (6) ve repeﬁitieﬁs; (?) be coordinated, and (3) make

-uaa'ﬁf grephle presentation.

Tmohnigues emploved to Inberpret the program. The

American Assoclation of School Administreators have explored
 the wide field of public relatlons end made many speclfic
suggestions as to procedures in thely 1950 y@&rbbak314 They
‘state that: | |

_ @b@ slze of the school sySﬁam affects the range of

publiec velations program. Devices,; technigues, and pro=

cadures must be mobilized so that theve is a direct cone

taaﬁ'witg every home in the arvea, be 1t small or metro~

politan. 8

Recomuendations as to the type, number, and varieby

of technlgues to be used to lnterpret the school program were
found to vary with esch autharity in the fleld, Menge and
Fauncel® indicate good program may be achleved through the
use ofs (1) parent teacher groups, (2) study groups, (&)
building advisory committee, (4) home visits, and (5) neighe

borhood meetings.

| - L44merican Assoclation of School Administrators, Publie
Relstions for Amevica's Schools (Washington: 1950), p. 489.

161114d,, pp. 275-876.

13Meﬂge and Faunce, gps gdb., ppe 9594,
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- Brammel1l? suggests that a program that best informs,

usess (1) the newspaper, (2) an annual school veport, (3)

Spaeial hulletina, (4) ! handbeok, {6) radio, (6) axhibits and
’»Qiﬁ@layﬂ, {7) gpeclal prograwms in which éamomstratiana are
~ held, (8) & film of activities, (9) open house, c:u:)) alass«

room- visita&iams, and (El) special m@etimg$@

i8

'ﬁym@a prasenta 8 eampﬁahansiva pvagyam aﬁé mgkag

‘  Q?natvﬁativa‘auﬁg@stiang a8 to the manner in whiah‘&ueh 8 pro=
 gramvmay be éuéaasafuiiy aémigists?adﬁ He suggestéd'that
:many_af»the:fallawing ﬁ&ehniguaa wgﬁl@_iﬁnd:themsélvaa to an

“éffadtive‘pragram: _(1) group meetlngs, {(2) in&ividﬁal,aanﬁ

- ferences, (3) home visits, (4) ?eﬁprt,aarﬁs, (8) mewal@ﬁtar&,

(6) parent observation and visibation, (7) start-to-sehool

‘baaklabg, (a) birth=to~six materials for perents, and written

e@mmnniaatmens. | :

_ Gsmearning ﬁhe use of a varieﬁy of t@ehniquaa that may
be used to inform, ths American Aasgeiatian of Behool Adminiss.
trators sbtated thaés |

The usual devices or medis far intarpra%ing gducation
bo the public are olten grouped under such mein headings

~-ag personal relationships, newspaper and vadio, sllide film
and motion pleture, graphie meterials, student publications,

l??apis He Bramoeell, Your S¢
4 gc@; ﬁina (maw Yorks
Honald Press, 19a2), Pe 3?4. aad

18 -
James L. Hymesa, &ffﬂativa E@mﬁ*ﬁ hool i elat;ana (ﬁew
York: Prentice~Hall, 1L954), ppe D5-BS6s :
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gchool district publications, school districet reports,
messaged to pavents, exhlbits, and demonstrations.l®

Menge and Faunaego 118t the various medis employed ass
(1) the newspaper, (2) the school paper, (&) raports, news~
letters, and bulleting, (4) exhivite, (5) radio and televi~
alpn,v(ﬁ) filmg and film~strips, and (7) public speaking.

Hymaﬁgl

supplements his recommended techniques. He
suggests that: (1) fﬁ@m meetbings be seheduled in addition to
larger meetings, (2) a wide variety of technlques be used as
the media far interpreting (e.g., lectures, reading penels,

sympasia, diacusaiwn meetings, films, dram&, buzz gsesslons

and panels), (3) one meeting be scheduled to explain the yesr's

- program, (4} grawsahaal parent meetings be scheduled, (5H) ex«

hibits be displayed at meetings, (6) pamphlets, reprints, and

books be avallable for sale to parents, (7) individusl confer-

- eneces be held, (8} there be classroom observations, (9) pro=

vialon for ovientation of parents snd questlons and snswey
p@ficéa be made at eaoh meeting, (10) Ffrequent, brief, personal

notes of pralse be used, and (11) nawslatﬁars ba‘prinﬁaﬁ re=-

gerting aativities cf the group.

ABipmerican Assceistion of Sechool Administrators, op.
Cait%p Pe 276 .

20jengo, op. olt., ppe 71-78.
BlHymes, ops Glbe, Pps 226-227.




~ Association of School Administrators 1950 Yearbook.
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Recommended criteris for evaluamtlon. Varlous means

and mothods can be used by the schools o evaluate the ef«
fectiveness of a program to interpret the flrst grade ﬁaad%
ing progranm to pavénts. These range from casual observation,
off~hand Impressions and oplnion, to carefully appliied mea«
guroments.

The American Assoolation of School Adwministrators sug-
gests that parental appraisal of the program then may be
evaluated informally by noting: (L) their intevest and sup=
port of the school as shown by thely reasponse to lnvlitatlons
to dttend those meebings scheduled by bhe school, (2) thelr
willingness to cooperate with the schosl, (3) the number of
complaints snd grievances, (4) the pupils' response to the
éeaéing'prggram as veflected in pard by attitude towsrd the
| subject, aﬁd (8) the menner in which parenta ﬁeah and greet
‘38h991‘@@?8GﬁH$1628

- A more objectlive and forwal epriterion méy he achieved
through a comprehensive set of questions whleh can be used as
& check list. Sample check lists may be found in the Awmerilcan
oF
The American Assoelatlon of School Admlinistrators sug-

gests that en QVﬁiuatary'pwseesﬁ must view & pr@gram in regerds

zg&ma?ieﬁm Agsooiabion of School Adwminiatrators, gp.
Ciltiey Do 212685, ,

#81vid., pps 264-272,
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3
to balance, appropriateness or focus, continulty, and timing;aé

Brief 8 marx. The 1iteraturé reviawad may bs brlefly

: summariéed 88 fallawa; In awﬁav to intarpvsb effectivaly tha

first grade reading program bo parents it is aaseutial that?

(;)‘aducaturs raeagnize the impartanaa and nesd of informing |

' yarants, CQ) provislon be made for the organization and ad«

winistration of o program wherein the dutles and respanéibili?
tles éf each partlcipant are clearly defined, (8) a wide vari-
éh& of‘ﬁaahﬁiques beiamyluyeﬂ in ite implementatlon, and (4)
the svaluaﬁery process consiatent with the ahjastivas af the

pvegram be acnat&nt and aontinuoua.




CHAPTER XIT

THE ORGANIZATION AND ADMINISTRATION OF
PHB PHOORAM CURRENTLY USED IN THE MODESTO GITY SCHOOLS

I, _QEVRLﬁFﬁﬁﬁE Aﬁn VALIDATION OF THE INTERVIEW CHECK LIST

ﬁa%a@mxnin bhe conhant gﬁ,%ha pgraia&ag 'nstrfmanﬁa

’ﬁhs eanﬁan% of %he appvaiaim@ sheek 1ist was achiaved byz'
‘{1) ravia%ing %ha liﬁayaﬁura in the field af inquiry to dew
tavm&ne the nambav amé ﬁypaa of ﬁeahniquaa employed to im%ar*
prat ﬁha raaéimg pragram t@ parenbe, (ﬂ) 3?@1&&&1&@ responses
wae@ivad fpom 1eﬁﬁera of 1nquiry wvitﬁan by %ha authar ﬁo
sohool administrators aﬁd ﬁuyriaulnm @arsannelg &ﬂﬁ {3) the
investigator's paaﬁ an@rianea in im%argre%iﬁg the pvagvam
while serving fiva yesrs ag a K-8 $ahaal @finaiyal in ﬁh& |
Hodesto ﬁiﬁy &Ghﬁﬁis¢

" The literature concerned wlih hamawaehmal ralatianahipa
is a relatively new £ialﬁ, ﬂy&a&fia pefevences o interprat~!
ing the first grade reading yr@gr&m wore afﬁan gﬁn&ral 1n naw

%ure» ﬁafawaneaa te parent %uiﬁanaa dn ralatian ﬁa the auhaol

were hawevar found in &th&# fields whieh Lend themsalvwa b0
this particulayr @xahlam* Poom the wa&dinga of the 1iherahura
& list af all paa&iﬁl& tsﬁﬂniquwa used ta’infarm pavents was

complleds
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3e%ﬁars,séaking more speclfic and detalled informablion
In the field of published aniunpublished materials used to
gulde parents so that they may bettor understand the first

grade reading progrew werse sent to forty educators each rep~

| reéenting difrevent sehool sysvems. The respondents were

omployed In thelr towns in the capacity of assistant supers=

k intendenta, administrative sasigtants, principels, primary

consultants, supervisors of reading clinies, or dlreectors of
publications. Of the responses recelved only eleven conbaln-

ed specific information. Responses were accompanied with

 samples of unpublished literaturse, references to published

flit@ratu?e each school found helpful, and materials and techw

niques uged for a complete program.

The 1ist of ftechnigues complled by a review of the
published literature snd the eleven responses regelved from
gehool educstors wore reviowed. Those technigues known to be

used in the Modesto City Schools were then complled into a

- magter lisbt., This list served as s basis for preparing an

Interview check 1List to be used in obtalnling from principals

{

—a-more-detailed-description of the orgenization and adminis«

tration of the program currently used to interpret the flrst

- grade raﬁﬂing.p?égram to parents. Yhe Interviewlng ocheck list

was used to aurvey the mspects of the following six techniquess

(1) individual parent-teacher conferences, (2) home visits by

dy snd discussiongroupsy—(4)

ntet st

the beascher, (B8) par




~———-Administering the chegk list. Bight principals were
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demonstration of classroom techniques, (B) published and un-
published materials for parvents, and (6) public exhibits on

reading.

Valldabing the check iist. The original check List
was revised four times during the %ﬁlidating process, The
first draft consisted of ten pages é@eking,respanaé& to one

hundred Quéatiﬁns. his instrument did not lend iha&lf aith@r

~ to the inteﬁviawing technilgue nor ta clarity‘in interpeeting.

5uggaatlmns for improvement af the format and critleal

»evaluatians of the 1nturviewing ingbtrument were made by eduw

cators whg were employed by the ﬁa&esta City mﬂhﬂ&lﬂ in the

following capaeitless (1) primary'eénsuitaﬁt, (%)'aﬁaishant
auperint@ndant of (K~6) sabealﬁ, (3) psychometrist, and (4)

bullding pvincipala The many aanatructive auggastiana made

led to the improvement and adoption of the final check list.

This consisted of a s@van~paga'insﬁrumaat, surveying six spe=
Qifie technigques through the employment of tnirt§~f?gr quess

tliong.

gselected to be interviewed. These principals sdministered
sehools that eontained forty~four pey cent of the total enrolle
ment in the first grada. They had been employed in thely re=-

spective poslitions frem fow o twenty yaaws.  The schools

selected weve loecated 1in key geographlosl sreas inthe—distvriot—
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and were representatlve of the soclo-economlc range within
the communltys ‘ B
| '” The purpose of 'the study waé'axplaineﬁ to the princgliw
‘pala end .appointments were made for bha interviewss Each in= S
| f%arview tsak place in the aeheal offia@ of tha prneipalsg
,:Thay were given a copy of the chaek iista Queﬂtigna were than
‘yraad fram the check list by the in»esvie%ar and anzwers noted
: 'upan the check 1llst, Before the iﬂtarviaw wes ﬁarmimab@d, the

:inharvieweﬂ weviaw&é the Qhﬁﬁk li&t and appvnpyiata adéitianal
| _natas;waxe medes ?aeh intarview 1aatad from f&rby»five minutes
” to‘an h0ur.. The inbarviawa @xt@ﬂﬂad from tha p@riad of Januw

”Wary 28, 1958 to March 4, 15588,

TT. DESCRIPEION OF THE ﬁ’ﬁz@m&zz&ﬁ%zw AND
| Am mxwawxm OF THE PROGRAM ’

mgggg_re& anaih”lit‘ far interpreting the sducational
grogr&m» nreviaian for staflf r@@pmnﬂabili&y for 1nb®rp?6ﬁiﬂ§
the aduaatiamel program bo yar@mts ig defineﬁ through & dalega»
tion of authovity as provided by the “Admimistramive-mada and

Procedure Book, Meé@ﬁte City Sah&@ls,‘as The Board of Léuca»

- %ion has péaeed ﬁhxa raspams?bility upcn th@ staffe

8oak, M@dgatﬁ itx
Board of ﬂéueatian.

Schoolg, aQWﬂit;en Auguﬂt.1, i957;'§ades o
i maagraphed, no pagina%iann)
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The Superintendent of Sohools as the chlef executive
officer ia primarily weaponsihleﬂfar initiating the programe.
The sechool's polioy States thats |
. The Superintendent is responaible for initlating and
developing in cooperation with the staff s suitable plen
of publle rvelatlons. While he may delegate any or all
responsibllities in this area, he personally will maine
tain direct conteet with the Preaa, Radlo, PJT.As, and
Dads' Clubs Cowncils, City and Gounty foiaials, and
obher governmental; publle, ov grivats agoncles direaﬁly
'~;affa¢ting the school situation,<b
The duties of informing parﬂnﬁs pre fuprther delegated
to the assistant superintendent. 4rtlcle A, asslsbtant super«
intendent in charge of elementary sohools (K=6), subsection
10, states: f
The assistant superintendent i# to be availsble to
parents on mabtbteors velatling bto the edueation of thelr
ehildren end insure thet problems and requests ave ade

justed in the best interests gf pupll edusation, ohild
welfare &ﬂﬂ publiec ralatians‘v

This delegation of aubhoriby and vesponsibility then
falls directly upon the varlous sehool prineipals, sccording

to Section A~2, subsections B and 8. Subseetion 5 states,

"o work with parents in every practical way in the joint

edusational zntarpriae of home ‘and aehaal"ﬁa_ Subsection 8

sbates, “?a tnterprat. tbe adopted aéucﬁtiunal program to the

365 ;a;, Section B-8.
gvﬁémifisbraﬂiva Code and Praaadmra Euak, Hodesto Gity

gahaa;a, <313 ci;.

2$£ < & 7&
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perents of the community."2?

Interpretation of the first grade veading program to
parents is but one phase of the principal's pesponsibility
for informing pavents, The varlous priueipais”ére'guiéad in

.,,ﬁheaauaativities in pert by the 1n*servi¢éé%fainipg yrmgréms
spcﬁaared\by the Board of Educatian and_direaﬁaavby the Bupers
intendént through thﬁvassistant supérintendeﬁﬁ. Mambers of
the eﬂ&aaﬁiangl sorvice division are called upon to help when
nesded. This assistance may be rendered at the general prin-
'cipaig' mzeting or gﬁ_%hﬁ building lavai &s'reguasted.

| Eac& principal may organize and adminlster the type

e PTOgraun 3hiah he feels best meels ﬁh@ needs of his parbicular

~achovl. Ag a ggsulﬁ of this flexibility the varlous programs

VATY .

ILX. DESCRIPYION OF THE PROGRAM AS
IMPLUMENTED BY THE SCHOOLS

A description of the program can best be presented In

the same sequentiasl order ss found In the interviewing check

tegral unit, An atvempt to demcribe in-séqu&ntial order the
entire program of ench school surveyed would detrsovt frmm a

valid analysis.

“Prnig.
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For the purpose of this study the elght schools will
be ldentified by the uaa of Roman numerals I thraugh VIil. -

&gﬁedul@ ing gvidq«;,garant*taagg S gagarenees. In«

- ddvidual parentntwaahar conferences for all p&ranta af flvsﬁ

grade pupils were plamneé by five schools,  Of the remaining

-:Ithrﬁg, school IV scheduled all of the pavents of the puplls

in one of the two clagses and only one~hall of the parents
whose youngsters were enrolled in the second elags. School V
ﬂahaduleﬁ-anenhalf of the parents of thelr flrvst grade puplls

for conferences, School VIIL scheduled mnly seven parents

out of 8 yossibln 127 and will not be ineluded in the descripe

tian cf this phase of the tobal program hetause there was no
seheduling of individual cunferences in true relation to the
study.

Teacheoras were rasponsible for ingtitﬁhing sehedules in
schools I, 1L, IIX, IV, and V. Principals and teacheras jJointly
prepared the sehedules in schools VI and VIii.

Although all of the principals preferred to schedule

individual parentmﬁeacher eenfarane&s after ‘gchool, thay'wsra R

_williny to maka r@asanabla adjustments in the time when speclal

requests for suech a ehange were made by parenis.
Sehoola I, III, V, and VI preferred to acheduls the
time before school as the seecond albernate.  Schools I and IV

chose to schedule time during the school day, and one school,
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- VII, preferved to schedule the time during the evening as

their alternabe cholca.

The third alternste was seldom used. ALl schools bub

. one "rarely" scheduied conferences in the evening.

- Bohool VII scheduled many‘par&ntwteaeher“Qoﬁfgreﬁeas
after five otclook. This sdjustment was made in recognition
of the hardship that conferences scheduled earller in the
day[wsula create Tor working parvenbs.

Table I 1llustrates the renk order in which each school

~scheduled lts individual pavent-teacher conferences.

TABLE I

RANE O#DER OF TINE WHEN PAKNT-TEACHER CONFERENOES
WERE SCHEDULED, BY SCHOOL

8

Time of Gonfervente T "7%_1 ) VIt
Bafore school 3 2 g8 3 2 2 3
 During the school day 2 5 = 2 = = .

After school 1 1 1 11 11
In the evening | - .- e e = - B

#iach of the soven schools that scheduled individual
parent~teachar conferences, sxeﬁpﬁing school IL, scheduled one
conference for parenta of each pupil enrolled in the first

grades, - School II scheduled two confersnces for parentﬁ of

pupiles enrolied in thefirst grades Of bthe 660 parents lavited
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to attend individual parent«tescher conferences BY8 attended.
Of the total conferences scheduled ninety and six benths per
cent of the parents abttended, |

To note the nuwber of different parents in ahﬁendanael

one must remember that 96 of the 598 came to schoonl IL twige.

| ‘Parénﬁ& repregenting B0% diffevent femlilles atbended at least

one scheduled conference.
| The sttendance of invited parents at the conforence
ranged Ivom elghty per cent in one school to ong hundred per
oent in three of the schools .« |
Speecific detall of the parenta' responses to Individual

parent«teacher conferences ls to bhe found in Table II.

TABLE II

PER CENT OF CONFERRNCES ATTENDED BY PAREWTS IN RELATION 10
| TOPAL CONFERENCES SCHEDULED, BY SCHOOL

o . _
”*l?f“vff“VEY Total

B e h

0
L

Conference data

Pupils enrolled In filvst |
grade 60 121 94 65 102 73 88 603

Total confeorences

scheduled = . . 60 2342 94 BB BL 78 8B 860

Humber of parents
attending _ B4 181 9L BE 46 75 88 598

Humber of conferences
scheduled for each .
parent 1

0
-
Yot
el
ot
ol
o

Parcontage of scheduls d
~paventa atiendlng

gonferevices 90 80 97 100 00 100 100 00.6
e : e e e e e e
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Teachers in all seven schools made speelal prepasratisns

that served as guides for each aanfaraﬁca» Notes prepared

from clasaroom observablons were used. These nobes were supw
'piaménteé in meny instances by semples of the pupils' work.

A mimeographed prepared cheek 1ist was used as a gulde by

teachers in gchools II, IIL, VI, and VIL.

The teacher, on gpecasion, Iinvited other school person-
nel to assist in parent conferences. Thelr frequency of atw
tendance at speelal donferences vavrled from school ﬁavseheul.
The prinalpal in school IV veported he did not attenﬁ the

usual scheduled sonferenses. The highest percentage (15) of

‘attendance by a prineipal was reported by the principal of

school I.
Only schaol V raparﬁed the attendsnce of the reading
consultant who attended five per cent éf the eamfarénaa&e
-»Tha school paychologist was veported as attending alx
§er‘eant of the conferences in school LI, five por cent of the
conferences in schaelv?, and one per cent of the conferencdes

in sehool VI.

advisor In attendanes in two per eent of the éanfmreﬁaes,
Bchool VII reported the femily heslth advisor in'aﬁtanﬁanea
in one per gent of the conferences,

The sehosl nurge was in abtiendanse at one per eent and

 two per ¢ent of the conferences in schools VII snd V respeetivelys

-The principal of achool V peported the family health
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Table IIL shows the estlmated frequency, ss reporbed
by the princlpals, of attendance of persons other than the

parent and teacher at scheduled eﬁﬁfarenuasa

TABLE TLI

- ESTIMATED FREQUENCY op ﬁ%@ENﬁA@G& OF PROFESSIONAL PERSONNEL
> AT PARENT-TEACHER G@NFLRENGEM, BY SCHOOL

Prafassian&l peysannel ,
abvending T T

?rinaipal 15% o% 10% - 106 5% 6% 104

Reading consultant = « = = B « -
Sehool psychologlst - 6% - - 56 1% - B%
Pamily health . )

©advisor bt - - -« %% - 1% “

All the schools exeepting I and IV r@quired:wriﬁtﬁn PO e
ports o be mede by the teacher after all sonferences; however,
gome reports were made valamﬁawily by the teachers of schools
I and iv. , | » T
- 0f the sahé&la requiring written repovts, schools II,

ITL, VI, and VII provided a prepared form to facllitate beachs

ar veporting.
CALL wpitten veports were turned in bo‘tha‘prinaiyal;
read, and flled in the pupils'! cumulative record folders.
‘ ELyery prineipsl stated that scheduled conferences were

- gsupplemented by infovmal conferences during the school yesre
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.@hey indicated that many other conferences were scheduled ab
paventa! requests. YThe prinsipal of school V stated thet
while not 411 parents were definitely scheduled by the school
for a eonference, teachers conforred with the pavents of the
pupiis in thairvélassﬁa ﬁ@metimé during ﬁha yaar., Speclal
‘gonfareméeﬁ were arranged wlth parénts’aé the need arvose.
baviatiaﬂ in pupil béhaviar or rebardation in reading
pregreas Wers rensons givea fer special conferences. Sone
prinaipal% invited the readimg congultant or the schaol PEY-

ahalogiaﬁ, or both, to attend conferences.

Home visits by the tescheys. Home visits by the bteachw
éﬁs”waféﬂnaﬁ é part of a definitely scheduled program excepting
in school IL. %The teacher of the transitlonal first grade
class in thls particular school was réqaestaﬁ by‘th@ prineipal
to make home visits "when parents cannot come to school.”

Host of these visibz wore made albter school. A few
vislits weve maﬁ@lim'th@ avening. Thirtwaiva per cent Lo forw
‘ty 9@@ cent of the~hamesvmf the ﬁuﬁils in this partieular class
‘in aeﬁmal‘ix wera Qisitéé. A repart af ﬁhaaa viﬂitﬁ was made
“by the teachar, raviawed‘§§ tha prmmeip&&, and filed in the
puplls' ecumulative vegord folders. |

Yhe p?incipal @f school V estimated that her teachers
vislted ten per cent af the homes of their ma&igm&évpupils»

Weitten reporbs are made in the event reference is made to
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non=promotion or regarding behavior problems presented by
.hhe pupil that mey influence progress. These reports are
reaﬁ-by the prinelipal sud filed in the puplls' cumulative
record faldarsn |

- Teachers of sahaal& I, 1Ir, 1v, VI, VII, and VIII
rareiy'mada home vlsits. ‘The prineipal of sehool VI stated

‘that besause all parents come to the sehool conferences, home

visits to inberpret the program Lo parents ware fnaver necesw

sary."

?g?ggt gtudy and disoussion groups. As used la this
study, @ar&nt stuéy and &iﬁeuasi@n groups arve those group
maatinga ablended by par@ntq whereln ﬂisauasian among the

group wss encouraged through a questlon and anaw&w perlods

They may not, in the true ‘sense, be called study groups.

Seven of the achools scheduled one meeting bo present.
and disouss the Ffirst grade reading program to all the parents
of the firat grade pupila, School ILI scheduled three such

meetbings &ﬁring the yenv.

Eaoh princlyai helged ﬁhe teaahere plan xer group m@etwﬁwm_

ings.f The amaunt ﬁf this help dependsd upon the abllity, ex
perience, and sesurange of the teacher.

ALl schools held one general meeting early in the fall

semester. School IIL ealled three genoral meetings. Pavent

group meetinga were scheduled early in sach semester and




during Public School Week.
| The time of the day in whleh meetings were scheduled
Varigdq Schools I, ILI, and VIT ssheduled the meetbings i&v
mediately after sehool, while school IV asgheduled the meebing
aﬁ this time for only one of 1bs two clssses. -
3¢h@¢lsvii, ?ﬁ, aﬁa VIIX aﬁheéulaﬁ‘th@irvgrouy moeatings

in the evening. Sechool IV also scheduled a weeting for the

»Pérents of thelr other first grade for this time.

School V aahaduled'ﬁhéi? group meeting during the sshool

day following the parents’ attendance in the elasavoom £o obe

serve the bteaching of veading.
Eaech school varied in the speciflic bechnique used to

inberpret the program to the parents« In all schools, excepte

ing schools I and II, the teachers exerclsed group leadership.

The prineipale exerclsed group leadership inm schools 1 and 1.
Schools I, I¥, VI, VII, and VIIL used the lecture Gech=
nique Lo intevprat the readlng program to psrents.
Prinelpals of schools II, III, and V stated thelr meats

ing reflected more the general discussion technlque. In these

Mgﬁhﬁa&amthar$eaeh@rs*£1fﬁﬁ”&é6é'a“fevmaivpééééntatien of the

reading ﬁr@gram¢ |
Begause group m@étin@s held in school V followed & gene
ersl observatlon of actusl elassroom teaching, their general

meeting was used primarily‘és a question and answer pevrlods
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None of the achoonls suvrveyed made use of teéhniques
other‘than the uaaiof lecturer, or speakers, or peneral dis~
eussions, for the p&rﬁiau&ar school year.
| ":f Pable IV offers a comparative presentation of agpeocts

of the parent group meebings.

D eagt aﬁianatgg glasgroon tsahﬁggnaaa The demonstra«

tlons of @laasfeam techniques were conducted within the classe«
rooms, All pavents wéwe invited to ﬁisih‘ﬁha elésarmema at a
spﬁeific‘timei They'gﬁtaaﬁad in groups or visited indlvidually.

o Each demonstration was scheduled éuwihg»ﬁhé‘sehool dey,
and garanﬁa W&ﬁehad a part of the ragular taaaher~pupil Prog«
ass exa@ptiug that sehoai iv aeh@dulad one of thﬁir two dem~
onstrations during the evgning, @hese meatings wera uﬁaally
scheduled in Ootober. fiehool VI alaé scheduled s similar
weebing during Public Sehool Weelk. |

Sohools I and VIL did not invite parents to observe as

a group but scheduled them on an individual baaia‘onlyﬁ Winety
per cent of the pabﬁnhs visited the ¢lassroom 1n sch901 i, t@ﬁ

per agent of the pﬂrent& viaiﬁeﬁ one af bwa alaasyaams in acheal

VII, end ﬁhirty«fiva p@r eant af %he parents visited the othsr
elasgroon in school VII.

Phe pawaentégm of invited parents who attended the
group meetings varied. School IT reported fifﬁyvgar cent ate«

tendance; school IIL, elghty per esnﬁ attendance; 3¢h9alxv;




TABLE IV

BOEEDULING 8B ﬁﬁ&b& SR

G PARERT @&

LGE OF PAREUTS IN ATYENDANCE, BY 36¢

Group weeting
&aﬁa

T

Viil

Person(s) re-
sponsibis for
peetings
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er and
Prlinw

eipal

Paach-
T ar and
Frin~

cipal

'*fé&ﬁh‘

&r and

Prip-
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Poache

ar and
Prin~
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3

et

Time of éa?
meeting held

ATter

Zehool

Zven-
ing

After
Sehool

fvening
fav e
AfLer
School
for the

other.

Sechool
day

Even—
ing

Efter
SBchonl

E?&n*
ing

Foraon
exercising
leadership

Prin-
eipal

Poin-
eipal

Teoagh-
8E

Teach~

er

Teach-

er

Toath~
aP

Teach~
er

Feasch~
er

Per cent of
inyited par-
ents in &~
tendancs

50%

80%

80%

808

25%

- 80%

6z
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, fifty‘par-eanﬁ abttendance; school V, seventy~five per cent

attendense; school Vi, ninety~elght per cent attendances and

éahaoi-?iix; slzaty per cent attvendance.

ALl schools that scheduled group meetings extended an
open invitation to the pavents to attend end observe thelr
¢hild during tha-achoal day‘ Hone ‘of th@‘sdhools surveyed .
asked all parents to fatufm on & spéuificallyiseheééléé basls.
Each gchool however did invite those parents of yaungstevé |
who deviated from the rogulsr reading program to return by
extending inéiviﬁual invitations on a scheduled basis.

The response of pavents to return to visit the classe
roow individually varied from school to school and from alasé
to elass. School IV reported that 100 per cent of the parents
who attended thelr evening elassroom demonstration returned
to visit during the éagalar gsehool day, while the percentage
af_thaaa.whm attended the group demonsbtration during the school
day was "@alatively‘amalla" |

Of the aaboola inviting parents to ahﬁarve demong tve -

blons of clagsroom t@ﬁhnique as groups, only schools IV, V,

_and_ﬂziimﬁidmn@t;yreaaéewﬁhia«sbsarvaﬁimn-byman-nrientatisﬁ"““”

maaﬁing, In each of thaé@ sohools as well ss the others the
éemensﬁﬁatians wé#s followed by & question and answer period,
Sghool V. aapmwteﬁ that the then prevalﬁnt iufluanza

apid@mic wag inatrument&l in. laweringAtheir uﬁ&aily exaaaﬁing*

1y high y@@aeﬁaaga of parent attendance,
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ublis & ublished materiale for parents. A
variaty of puhlishad and unpublished materisls for parvents

was used by each school Yo help interprst the first grads
raading yg@gr&m to pavents.
| Unpublished materlals were planned and pr@p&raﬁ by the
teachers and principals warkimg %@gﬁﬁhﬁ&~iﬁ sohools I, 1X, v,
Vig VII, and VIILs ‘the principal of school ILI and the tenchw
ers in school IV largely deterwlned the seleotion of the lite
.ﬁraﬁuva for thely respectlive schools.
| Sehools III, V, VIL, and VIII prepaved unpublished
waterial to send howe once & yemrj sehoole I, II, and VI,
twiaa'&'yéﬁwg s@hg@l»iﬁ, five times u y@aﬁy tnly school IV
sent these materials howe on anféstahlﬁsh@ﬁ»sah@ﬁula«
A1l schopls had professlonal Yitorature resdlly avall-
'abla bo parente, . Bach principal inéiaaﬁaﬁ that hé rePorred
parents bo sua& literature, Sonools IV, ?,'ané VI gave esch.
parent a copy of the booklet, "When Parents Ask Aboub ﬁ@a&ing;gg@
Bach principel wee ssked bo list in owder of effestlve-
m@és th& three books thay haiia?mﬁ”yav@n%a fﬁa&ﬁ most helpful

?m&n&ipals of sechools vxm and szl used @nly one publi-
sation; prineipals of ﬁﬂﬁ@ﬁl&‘ﬁg I¥, IV, and VI used and vecome

mended two publieations for parent use; the @%inéigmi;af sohool
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V used and recommended three publications. HNone of the prine
cipala indicated that paraents in general were gagerly sooklng
help from published literature.

| The rank order of professional literature recommended -
to parents by the prineipals is listed on Tgble V. The nume |
eral 1 is used to Indicate the first choice, the numsral 2
indlcates sescond cholce, and the numeral 3 indicates third

cholco.

Public exhiblts on regding, It waa'fsuné that teachers
and prinaipalé'in all thBQlﬁ prepared public exhibits on readw
ing. Theaa apeaial oxhibits were displayed attbaae times when

”gpoupa of parents were 1mvitaé %o sohool axp%@saly for the
purpose of becoming informed regarding first grade reading.
Spﬁeiél publlc exhibits on reading were also prepared for Pub-
ilc Schools Weol. | |

Bach school displayed the materlals used to teach reads
ing. Headiness books, pre-primers, y?im@ré, werkbaaka, toache-
ors manuals, supplemenbal texts, and llbrary books were uéu*

- ally displayed near the reading corners Expariena@ charts,

bagie sight véaabulary aavda, and sight phrase cards wers re-
ported as always belng on display. 7hese exhlbits were sup-
plewmented by'syaéially prepared bulle tin boards within each
| elassrooms | L

Ho apecial ‘publie axhibits on Peaéinp were prepared for

=£:=:::jtﬁ§:§§ﬁ€?al public other than those housed within each school.
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TABLE V

PHOFESSIONAL LITHRATURE RECOMMENDED TO PARENTS BY
PRINCIPALS AND DESIGNATED ACCOHDING TO THE
 PRINCIPALS' PIRST, SHCOND, AND THIRD

CHOICE®, BY SCHOOL

8.0 H 001

Professional Litoraturs T T Ti1 IV ¥ VI ViL VIl

Gray, Willlam S., On Their Own In
Reading. New York? Seo0bt, Fores- 1# 1 L2 2 1
man and Company, 1948.

deott, Fzrism%n ang ﬁo?pany. Then
Parents Ask APout RHeadlng. New : :
Yoﬂkzvigaﬁ ' 2 i1

Artley, Serl A, Your Child
Leaprns tg Read. New York: Beoti,
Foresman ang Company, 1983. , 32 8

Word Abtack Skills
. ' Hew York: Scott,
Poreamen and Gompany, 1947. B 3

~lMonroe, Marion, Growlng Into

. Reading. WNew York: JScoth, Foresge

- man and Company, 1981. 1

Hildreth, Gertrude L., Readlness
For Beginners. New York: World
Book Compan y, 1950, 2

Developing Children's Word--Fere
caption ?gygr. Wew

—Foresman and Company, 19564.

#NOTH: Not all prineipals wede three cholees. The
prinelpals! flrat cholee 1la designated by the number 1, thelir
second cholee by the number 2, and thelr third choice by the
number 3.

ork: Seotbt, 8
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Summary. Staff responsibility for Interpreting the

- edueational program to parents of first grade puplls in the

 Modesto Clty Schools 1s definltely assigned to sach adminisw

tratér,by.the-distrieﬁ’varittan pmliay;

Iin order to durvey the speclfiec struecture of the or-

ganization and administration of each school's program to intepe

pret the first grade reading program to pavents & cheek llab

supveylng six specific technigues was prepared, This check

":-list,was uged in interviews with elight principales, The res

sponses vecelved concerning the use of each seperate technique

by the schools were treated on a compavative basis and in ag=

- cordance to the sequential order of the check Llist.

The elght schools surveyed varled in respect Yo the num-

ber of technlques employed to interpret the first grade readw

dng ?rsgram %é parents, bthe tima of the day that informative

techniques wers scheduled, the number of times each school

year the various technlques were scheduled, and the réspanse

~of parents in attending aehaduléd meetings.

An enelysis of the responses to the check iist revealed

per eent. Lhe average atiendance of p

that in;ih@_anea"ﬂfm1nﬁividaaimpar&ntwtaacher*canferaﬁéés'ﬁéﬁwm"”

an of the aight,&shaols;aurvayed scheduled these eonferences,
The schools met with individual paraﬁﬁs:imma&iatély‘af%ar
school. ¥he attendance of parvents at the meetings held in the

rospective schools ranged Eramfsightylpev cant Lo one hundred

&Y T
4 5,
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was ninety and six tenths per cent, | | |
Parent study and disoussion_gﬁéups were scheduled by
seven of the eight schools aftér‘school:brvin bhe eVening;
The meetings were held during the school day in ons school,
The attendanéevof parents in ths}rQSpaétive schools ranged

from twenty-five per cent to elghty per cent. The average

-attendance of parents for 8l 1 schools was sixty-six per cent,

It may be significant to note that teachers exerclsed group
leadership in six of the eight schools, _
Each sehool had professional literature in the area

of reading available for parents. Princlpals indicated that

parents 1@ general did not seek help from the literature.

All of the schools surveyed prepared public exhiblts

on reading. These exhibits were displayed in the elassrooms

and were usually prepared for parent group meetings and for
Publle Schools Week.,

Only one school required home visits be made by the
teacher., This request was made by the prineipal to the teach-
er of a transitional first grade, The teacher'visited the
home of parents who did not ecoms to school for indlvidual

parent-teacher conferences.



CHAPTER IV
PAREHTSY BVALUATION OF THE PROGRAM

) The ultimate suceess or failup of a plan to interpret
the fi@ﬁﬁ grade raading pragram to yﬁﬁ@ﬂt& may bebter be dow-
hermiued by an assessment of the yarant'a undarataﬂding of the

_ plsn rather then by s@eking apinimns af the school professional
shaff,
To sample parents for infarm&ﬁian and Jjudgements a guese

tlennai'a way prapavadg

The quess

Preparing and validatin

tlonnaire was concerned with seeking answers regarding the

following: (1) The parents' understanding of the reading pro=
gram in}relatién o their knowledge of the enitlre filrst grade
programs thelr understanding of the mothods used in teaching
readings their undevstanding of thely ohild's abillty to come
plete the programi and thelr understanding of the progress of
their ehild in relation to the‘gan@r&l progress of the other
puplls In the clasa, (2} The parents'! rating in order of
offectivencasy of those t&ehﬁiQﬁaa they found most helpful in
acquainbing them with the program. (3) The parvents' rating
of the program ag eltherw, exaallan%, good, satisfactory, falr
or unsatisfactorys (4) The pervents' suggestions for impraving
the péagrami
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Wﬁe language used in the guestionnalve was devised in
such a manner s to be readily understood by the laymen.

Teats for weli&biliﬁy‘wera achileved by trial with paranﬁas

,vbe»actian of parents. All af the haildiﬁg @fineipalﬁ

af the aight schools surveyed coopersted with the 1nva$tigatgv
tp;ﬁh@ fullest extent. Thay'agvaeé %hat sixteen pavents of

first grade children in each achsel melccbed on the basis sug-

gestad by the inveétiga%aw would be aemt qua%%iannaiyaaﬁ,

The basis for gelecbing eipght parents'! names from each

of tha two first prade clssses was accepled. Eamsa»mf‘yarwnts

were da%armimmé by electing the parsnts whuse children ware

- llsted in the Bbate Hegister in each clags in this orderi

one, three, seven, nine, eleven, fourteen, sixteen, and eight-
@61 « _ , | .

A total of one hundred and twenty-eight questlonnaires
were sent frowm the sghaa&s. Hinety-seven parenis respondeds
8ix of the respunsos, each from a diffevent school, were dls-
parded due bo the fact that the conflicting snswers lndicated
bhe guestions were not fully understoods A total of nineby-one

responses wore ussable.

Le  DESCGRIPTION OF THE PARENTS!
BVALUATION OF THE PHOGRAM

Perventage of responses, The returng on the questione

nalre Wg§k§§y@9§yg§;y§J@gdAﬁigh%wﬂa&ﬁhﬁ~§erwaenta””@hﬁ”péﬁééﬁﬁﬁgéw/f'”'J'”
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of responses smong the achools ranged from B0 to 87.5 us

shown iﬁ Table V1.

TABLE VI ;
PER GENT OF PARENDS REPURNING
QUESTICHNATRES, BY SCHOOL

8CHOOL

T 1r 31T v v.ooovi VII VI

62,5 BY.5 813 7B 87,86 B0 62.5  67.8

The anslyses bthat follow ave of the completed question-

naires.

- Pavents' understvending st the promrem. Teble VIL shows

the per cent of affirmutive answevs in relation to the tobal
auestionnalives returned. ALL vespondents Lrom every school
indlodted they now had & bebber undevstanding of the entive
firet grede reading ??&gwémi

Table VII indloates the persnts bebter understood the
methods used In teaching reading. One haaﬁr@§f§¢@ gent of the
pavents responding from all schools, excepbing school I, ine
dicated they now better undepsbood the methods used in beache
iﬁg readings Hinety~three per cent of the @éﬁﬁﬁtﬁ rosponding
from sehodl IV indlested they now bﬁﬁ%ﬁ?‘&nﬁﬁrﬁﬁbﬁé-ﬁhé wethods

used in tesching resding. OUns of the parents from achool IV

414 nob vespond to this questvions ¥There were no negabive rew

apﬁm&?gjﬁ;;w) - PRS-



TABLE VI

(553 ACCDRDING
“ﬂgﬂmw, BY SCHOU

. | Seunosl ' a11
Parents understanding of i iI Iix v ¥ ¥ VII ViII gsehools
the program : ‘ ' o |

1. Do you better undergband
the entire first grade

reading program? 100 100 160 100 100 100 100G 160 100

Z. Do you bebier understand
the methods used in : _ ‘
teaching reading? 00 100 180 85 10U 100 100 100 99.1

3. Do you betber understend
the progress of wour
ehild in relstion to5 his
or hner sbility %o sueccess~
fully emmgle%ﬂ the first

grade resding p"agﬁam? 89G 10¢ 100 3100 83 88 88 83 8&.3

4. Do you betier aaﬁ&r@t&nd
bne progress of youp
ekiid in rseletion %o bthe
genersl progress of the
miher 3&**13 in ithe

e tlass? | 90 85 92 100 100 88 82 93  91.3

s

i

6¢
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Ag shown in Table VII, all the resyoﬁﬁimg]parenﬁa from
schools I1, IIL, and IV indicated they better understood the
progress of thelr child in his or her abllity to sﬁécessfully
complete the firel grade réading Prograte In schm¢l& I, v,
VI, and VII the returns were incowplete but affirmative,

ranging from elghty-two per cent for school VII, elghty-elght

per cent for school VI, ninety per cent for school I, to nine-

- by=thres per cent for schools V and VIIL:s School VIII ve=

calved one nezative r@spomse‘
43 shown In Table VIZ, rogsponses recelved from parents

from echools IV and V indlcated they now better undervgtand

the progress of thelr child, in relatlon to the general prog=
ress of other pupils in the class, School VII received an
affirmative answer from slghty-two per cent of the baﬁents,
achool LI from elghty-five per cent of the pavents, school VI
from elghtyuﬁight per cent af’the parents, school I from nine-

by powr cent of the pavents, school IIT from ninety-two per

cent of the pavenbts, and school VIII from ninety-bthree per cent

of the parvents. School VIII pecelved one negative response,

Parenta’ gelectlon of effectlve techalques. Parents

were aslked to seleet from the slx techniques-many of which
may or may not have been used in their partloular §¢haoln»
those they found helpful, and rate the technigues sccording

to rank order of thely effectlveness.
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Table VIIL shows the responding yarénﬁa* selection of

the various technliques in sccordance bto thelr first cholee,
Most parents who responded from four of the eight

gechools ranked individual parent beagher conferences as the

most Informative technlques used by the schools. Mosgt pare
ents responding from school IV renked ob#ervatiﬁn of the

teaching of reading and Iindividual parent teacher confersnces

Pavents who vesponded from schools I and VIIL vanked
thelr attendance to parent group meetings as most Informetive,
while the individual parent~teacher conferences were selected
by the largest per cent of parents in four of the sight schosls
as belng the most effective technlque ewployed by thelr school
to interpret the flret grade reading program to them. This
wag so for schools ILy IIL, V, and VII, The overwhelming maw
joriﬁyJ&f parents responding from schosl IV ranked thelr obe
gservablon of the teaching of reading sz equally informative
as iﬁdividual parvent~teacher conferences.

Attendance at parent group mestlugs was selected by -
more parents responding Ivom schocls I and VIIL as thelr first
cholcéae, Observation of btheir teaching of rea@ing was selected
by mmﬁé parents from sehool VI eg thelr first cholce.

Individual parent-teacher conferences wag selected by
the second greatest number of pavenis vesponding from schools
I, V, and VLIL. |
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“R@spenaaa, as complled in habia VIII, indlicate that
most parents in general selected individual pavent~teasher
ccnfareneea as the most. effeat&v& technzqué eurwentiy employed
by the Nadasﬁg Gity Schools to interpret the Pirst grade read-
ing program to parents. Many parents inéieated.they f@und the
observatian af the teaching of reading helpful. The third
, ahoiaa by tha arenvs wasg at%andanea &b paramb gvaup mestlngs.

T& 1s we 11 o

"S

Yo that a few selected thelr abae»vmﬁiﬂn of
exhibits of books, a%arts, and other meberlals used %o teach
- readiﬁg g8 informatlve. Few selected newalattar& oy booklets
as.thaié first choice. None selected teacher visitatis& of
tﬁéi? hsma éa‘thei? flrst cholee.

| ; Table IX shows thé raapbﬁﬁiﬁg parents' selsctlons of
the teehniéae they raaked as second in accordance with thelr
,evalu&tian of the @fraativenaﬁs of each technique. |

Ma%a paranta Wha reaponded from sehools II end VIIT

‘rateﬁ individual parent~tedcher aanfayaneea s their second
ghoice. The majorlity of pawenﬁa rasponding from schools I and

III selected their observation of exhiblts of books, charbs,

and the materials used to teaoh vmaﬁing a8 their second ehéie#,

a8 4id many of the & rents from school IV, ‘Pargnts responding

from school V faﬁkeé thia technlque alang with the selection
of the abﬂervatian ol Lhe @eaahimg of reading as of agual

V-ﬂlUQ ”
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The ma Jorlity of parvents responding from school VI
ranked thﬁir‘abéarvatian of the teaching of reading as Lhelw
oﬁerwhalming cholee for the second most effectlive technique.

The ﬁaj@rity of parents responding from school VIk
ranked abiendance teAparaﬂt group mémtlmgs as thely first
selectlon for second choloo.

Responges as complled on Table IX indicate that most
~ parents in geéneral selected thelr cbservation of exhiﬁits of
books, charta, and other materlials used to teach reading as
the technique they wanked as second. ébsarvatimn of the beach~
ing of reading was also ranked very highs A slgnificant per
eent of the purents ranked thelyr attendancge to parent group
mestings and individual parent-teacher conferences as of ale
moat eq&a;}imparﬁanae. A relatively few parents ranked newsw
letters, 6r booklets concerned with reading or teacher visiba~
tlons to thelr home as thelr second cholce.

Table X ghéwa the parentstgelections of the techniques
the vesponding pavents ranked as third in amgaﬁéanae with their
svaluation of the effectivenens of each technigue.

It 1s suggested that the parenba' selectlons bagome less
signiflecant in vespect to selscbling one technigue in preference
to another when asked Lo seleet their thivd cholce. Une can-
not assess the degree of effectiveness or value of g third
sholse in oompurlson to & ssoeond cholcs or to ﬁhﬁ first cholee

made by parents.



T4 B&E X

‘ o PAREWPS! SELECTION ﬁﬁ HELPFUL TECHNIQUES
% S AS THEIR THIRD CHOICE EXPRESSEDR.
: IN PERCENIAGE, BY SCHOGL

| | _ 1 " Sehool Average
| Helpful Technique I II IIX iy v VI ?XI ?III Per Cent
| a. Individual conferences - | |
| with the teacher 80 20 17 -  12.5 =~ - - 16.2
2 b. Iour atiendance to parent ‘
group meevings - 30 36 B7 28 - - - 18.5
c. Teacher visitstion to
your home : - - - - - C - 34 - 4.1
d. Your cbservation of %he - : ) .
teaching of reaéiuc - 20 0~ - 12.5 44 28 13.1
e. dewsletter, booklebs, and
books or obther writien
@auerials econcerned With ’
eading A - - 36 14 25 17 - 18 13.8
f. Your observation of exhi~
bits of books, charts,
- and other materials used
o tesch reading 26 30 17 ,29 25 83 22 54 55,

9%
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The majority of parvents responding from school I Indie
cated vhat individual parvent-tescher conferences #anked as
thelr first choles for thely third éelectimn. |

The majority of parents vesponding from sehool VI and
VIII indicabted that thelr observation of exhibits of books,

charbs, and other materials used to tesch reading ranked as
thelr flrst cholee for thaiﬁ third selectlon.

Responses as complled on Table X indicabe that most
paranﬁs[in general selected the observebtion éf exhiblbs of
books, c¢harts, and other materials used to teach roading as
the technique they vanked as thelr flvst cholee for their
third selection, | |

. Pavents! abtendance at parvent group meebings, Indivi-
dual parent~teacher conferensdes, and thelr observabtlion of the
teaching of reading wes ranked as thelr second, thlrd, and
fourth cholce, for thely third sgelestion,

?ew responding parents selected @e&ahey’viﬁit&ﬁien to
thely home as an effective btechnique employed to inﬁarbrat

the flrst grade readlng program Lo pavenbs.

Parents' avalustion of the program. Parents were asked
to evaluabe the program in terms of selecting one of the five
following wordst (1) excellant, (2) good, {3) satisfactory,
(4) fair, and (5) ungutisfactory. |
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Table XL shows that the majority of the responding
parents in each éehogl, exéeptiﬁg school VIII, rated the pro-
gram a8 excellents Forty-two per cent of the responding par4
ents in’ school VIII rated the program as excellent, School
IV received an excellsnt vating by the highest per gent of
parent responses followed by schools V, VII, ITL, IV, I, II,
and VIII in that orders School III and achool VI received

Tobal rating of all sechools ravéalﬂ that glzxty~one and
five tenths per cent of the parents responding rated the
achoolsa! Interpretation of the first grade as excellent; twenw

ty-nine per cent of the parents responding rated the progranm

_as'good; ﬂina'par cent of the parents responding rated the

program as sablafacborys five tenths per cent of the parents
responding rated the program asz falr, nong of the parents re-

sponding rated the program as unsatlsfactory.

Parents' sugpestions for lmperoving the program. Fourw

toen rosponses of a possibls ninety»one werve vrecelved from
parents regarding suggestions for improving the prsgpam.

7 Ho valiﬁ reason or number of wreasons can be made by the
investigator vegarding the comparatively small nuﬁb@r of rew
s?onaes made by parents to the directions, "@rita'helaw any
suggestions you ma§ have for the imﬁroﬁem@nt of the current

program used to inform you regarding the_firat grade roading
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TABLE XX
PARENTS' BVALUATION OF THE SCHOOLS' PROGRSM TO INFORM
THEM IN THE ABEA OF FIRST GRADE READIHG : A
- BXPHESSED IN PERCENYAGU, BY SCHOOL |
| e : S e R Cr——
: 8§ 6 H O O L _ Average
Rating "I I1IIT IV OV VI VIL VIII Per Cent
Bxeellont 60 57 62 75 Y0 62 64 42 6146
Good 20 43 38 25 20 38 18 29 27 .6
Satlefactory — 80 -~ ~ - 10 - 18 22 8.8
Fairr S o - A - | - P - " '7' -
ﬁnsatlsi‘aatoz‘y * - » - - . = -
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progran" A
It is suggested thatb quaétioné:raquiring eritical
thinking and involving writhen~resp§nsas are nét conducive
- to achleving a good number of repliessy One may also conclude
that in general the purents may have been satisfied with the
"program, or that one cannot expect gonstructive suggestlons

from the layman'wha 1s not thoroughly familiay ﬁith the spedls

fic area with which thils program ls concerned,
0f the fourtesnh responses, five offeved constructlive
suggestions for ifmproving the programe WNine of the responses

‘were elther suggestions for improving the teaching of reading,

compliments or eritliclsms of the process of teaching of'reade y

ing, rather than suggeations for ilmproving the program to ine

terpreﬁ‘tha_iirat grade reading program to parents .
Responding parents from schools L, II, V, VII, and VIII

made several comments. Responding pavents of school I offered

three suggea%imns for the improvemaht of the prograwm, one pays

ent responding from school II offored a eonstructive suggestion,

as dLd two parents responding from sehool VILI.

Geﬂstrﬁetiva suggestions from two parents of sehool I
were: (1) "Heport cards inadequate.", (8) "Early explanation
of dlffevences in progress bebween various schools and for
classronm$; » ", and (3) YHave night meetings for explana=

tions of reading program #v fabhevs could come.”



tprogram'i. . .V, and (2)
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A parvent from school II suggested, "I think planned
parent~teacher conferences to replace the Bnd report card

would he move valuable especlally for 1ist through 324 gredes

“in glving parents a good look abt whet thelr children sre do-

ing in the veading program”
The following suggestions ware made by two parenta

from school VIII: (1) "Don't be so concerned about the

" #i

s« o1 think 1t is a very thorough

program for the parents«-if they would atbend the meetings.”

Brief sumuwary. Analysls of parents! response indlecate
that an overwhelming we jority of ithe parents belleve they
ggverbeeﬁ well informed aboub the first grade reading program
through a plan instituted by the school to interpret the first
grade reading program to parentd.

| The most informative téchniquﬁ employed by the schools
to inform pavents of the first grade vesding progrem, as Sew-
lected by the responding parents; was individual parent-teach-
or conferonces. Pavents then ranked as the second most inw
formative technique thelr observatlion of the teashing of reade
1ng¢' Parents' attendarice to parent group weetings and thelr
observation of exhlibits of books, charts, and other mabterials
usaa to teach reading receilved such ratings as to consider

these technlques of equal luportance and thelr vanking as
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The majoriby of the parventa responding rated the
schools! plan to inberpret the flrst grade reading progrem
to parents as excellent.
- The responses bo the question seeking paren%s* rocom-
mendatlions for improvement of the program were too few in
numwber and not sufflelently vepresentative to establish valid

concluaions.



CHAPTER V

BEVALUATION OF THE PROGRAM AND
RECOMMENDATIONS FOR ITS IMPROVEMENT

in order to evaluate the ovpanlization and adminisbra-
tlon of the program cuwerently used in the Modesto City Bcehools
to interpret the flrst grade resding progrsm to parents and
to make recommendations for iis improvement the investigator
has (1) surveyed the orgenization and administm tlon of the
program, (8) defined the charvacherlstics of an effectlve PLrom=
gram a8 suggested by recognized authorities in the {leld afw
1i§@ratgr@, and (8) reported the paventas! evaluation of the

prmgram in esch of the schools supveyed.
I, THE OVERALL PROGRAM

A compavison of the general overall program currently
uged in the Modesto Clty Sehools bvo luberpret the first grade
reading program to parents, wlth the recommendations [or an
effective progran as sugupesbed by recognized authorlties in
the literature, reve&lﬁ_ﬁhat the framework for the organiza«
tivn and sdministration of the program currently used in Mo-
destio QLty 32chools follows these basic princliples and contalns
those deslved elements of & sound pragram,

The psvents' evalvetion of the program, as debermined

by an analysis of theiy pesponses o @h@mng;ggpﬁgyWQueatignnaireg~'~1
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resulted in a rating of "excellent.”

A casual review of the analysis of the survey in com~
parlson with the parents'! evaluatlion snd recommendatlons of
authorities in the field would lead one to the eonclusions
that no recommendations for improvement of the program need
be mades & orlitlcal weview of the survey Iindleates that roece
ommendations worthy of considevablion are in order.

"~ 1t was found thet the process of evaluation employed
by the school waa.ehawaeﬁerized by the use of subjective meth-

ods., Personsl observations by administrative personnel, ¢one

- sldered opinions and posslibly off«hand lumpressions were used

by the various principals to help determine the suceess of the

V piéne'

One may grant that an experienced adminlstrator might,
to a satlsfactory degrse, detafmiha the relstive suscess of
the progream. The degree of effectlivensss Iin assessing & prow
gram by this &a@had of evaluatlon poses questlons that create
a veasonable doubt in the lavestigatorts mipd'as to its wvalldi-
ty and fali&bilityn- | |

It ia auggastéd that a move thoreﬁgh and objective evale
uation might be obtalned by employment of formal and selentific
methods, such as, analybieal s tudles, surveys, theckliste, and
rating soales. These objective m@ans‘should be used peRlodi~

eally and the evaluatlon should remalin conztant to assuve a

continuing process of svaluation. I ——
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I¥. SPRECIPIC TECHNIQUES

Individual pap&nﬁ»ﬁggahﬁr gonferences. Parents choae

individual parent-teacher conferences as the one most effecw
tlve means of iInterpreting bthe flrebt grade reading program for
them.. It is therefore suggested that the prinoipal of each
school strongly consider scheduling individual psrent-teacher
conferences for all the ?a?anﬁs wiho have children enrolled in
the fivs%.gvaéa;

- Leonard, Vandemsn, and Mila%sl,@myhaﬂize the fact that

the gonfevence by appolntment recelves more emphasis because

8% this time the teasher is nob responaiblﬂ’for otheyr duties.

8he conslders the casuanl conference of lesser imporitance.

It is further $uggaaﬁ$d that the principals of all
schools Institule a system whereln written reports be made of
each aonférénee. Prepared forms eam&ﬁyq%taé in 8 manner that
wlll expedibe and faailiﬁa%e teacher rag@rﬁing should be pros-

vided. Frinelpals will find Rabbherine ﬁ*ﬁv&lyn'aﬁg and &ﬁrang'sgs

Slgdith M, Leonard, Dovothy D, V&?daman, and Lillian H.
Miles, Qounsellng With Parents in Harly Childhood Eduecatbion
(Now York: NMaemililan Co., LOB4), Ds 66, '

32K atherine 5. )'Evelyn,bgnéizgduai Parent-Toscher Conw
ferences, Practical Bupggestions For Teachersa of Young Children

THew Yovk: Temchers GoLlopge, GOLWMDLA UNLVOrsibty, L94Dls ppe 99

3%Ruth Strang, Re
tions for Teaching (New
Versitys L947), pe L0B.

yebing to Parents, Pragbiesl Supnep~
ark: Tgachers GoLlegs, CoLumMbLA Uniw
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suggestlions for Indlvidual psrent-teacher confevences most

informative .

Home vislts by gﬁg,teadherér The use of home visits
by the teachers were not consldered @y tha‘yarents~éurvaj@d
as very helpful means of intérpv@ting the first grade reading
proOgram,. | o |

Hgmassé questions whahh&r.é@ma vigite ars jusbifled as
a means ef*infarming.paréntaﬁ He suggests that the limitation
of time, the dlstancs involved, and the extra work regulired
by the ﬁaaeher may be a deﬁaymining Factor a8 to the use of
this-téchﬁiqu&a

: in~vi@w of the poor rablng by parvents and the above

mentioned limltations, the investigetor suggesis that schools

- ghould not f@ly upon home visits by Vhe teacher as a mesns of

interpreting the lrst grade reading program pending e move
eritleoal evaluation by each principal for each speclilc hone
visit. Home viaita.may bo Justifled to meet the minimum needs
when parents do not avail themselves of other techniques ofw

fered by the schools.

Parent group meetings. All schools indicated thal the

 technlque employed to interpret the flrst grade reading program

to parents during parent group meetlngs was the Legture op

- gpeaker method., It was also ascertained that these meebtings

were exclusively planned and exeeuted by school personnel.

S4Hymes, ope gite, pp. 141-142.



. group meetlngs.

'%fﬁaﬁiﬁﬁﬁ'%xﬂ shange of pace mey assure sctive motivatlon.

87
ﬂyma&ﬁﬁ suggests that reading panels, symposle, dilsg--

cussion meebinge, films, drama, busz sessions and panels be

used a8 some of the wide variety of technigues For parent

It 1= vaaamm@nﬂaﬁ thab tha sohools- axplev& the pas¢£«

Ebi&i%ias of: @mpiaying 8 vari@ty of techniques &t %hs paranﬁ

mestings to supplement %haig usual ﬁfﬁea%ivafmsthedg,aa that -
ﬁﬁnge and Fauﬁaaﬁe stata; “;ﬁar&ﬁ planulng can be

rleh experience far’ﬁh@ plannevs." It is raﬁ@mmenﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁhaﬁ.

pgyenﬁa~haﬂan§@ur&gaﬁ.ﬁé yarﬁiaiya%é in the planning of the

me&ﬁiﬁg&« Thoge who éiﬁylgy.imﬁavaﬂk and capacity may well

be used ﬁa inform other parentss ﬁansiﬁawa&ian should be

givan to the formation &and maintaining of an 9?@&&13@@ p@rﬁnt

study snd dlsougsion groups

ﬁamanamr;@ian of elxaarma‘wtaa ii\ueag. Papvents of all

schools aanaiéamaa the éamﬁnatraﬁ&@n ef ala&araam %aahwiqu&a

- to be very infermativa;‘ They wove ﬁrianﬁatéﬂ ta ﬁha &tma&wheve
of the a;aaﬂrﬁam aﬁd had epporbunities to ahaerv% how the ohile
;dr@nfaﬁt in & school situstlon. It is inﬁ%ﬁ&ﬂﬁiﬂg 5o note

that the pwinaigﬁl of anha&l Iv vagmrtaa that &11 parents in

attanﬁamﬁa at @ ela&&rwmm ﬁamamﬁﬁ?ahimn seheduled éarimg the

36%@%%@, J@ﬂﬁﬁhy anﬂ @aanaa#,mg» Glbep pa le




,ﬁiﬂ%@,&ﬁwﬂf,li%tlé or no value. The principals interviewed
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evening returned indlvidually during the regular school day
to observe the class in'a_typiaal school situation. |

~ The»investigaﬁhr sugzests that in the neighborhoods
where the ma jority of the parvents work that the princlipals
consider schedullng demonstration of c¢lassroom technlques
during the evening. It is strongly indlcated that a larger
porcentage of parents from schools might attend 1P the demone

strations weye scheduled Iin the evening.

Use of published snd unpubllished waterials. The payrw

onts! evaluatlon of the helpfulness of published and unpublish=-

ed materlals Indlicated they considered this interpretive techw

indicated they had few parents! requestas for professional 1ite
erature vegarding the first grade reading program.

It 1s suggested that the principals explore the possi-
Bilities of establishing in eaoperaﬁiﬁﬁ with parent study
groups a parents' library within the school. The books should
be housed in & room that is éusil& a&c@ssiblé and provides an
atmosphere conduclve to discusslon and study.

87 sugrest that parents

Loonard, Vendeman, and ¥lles
sometines beoome intevested in developing a reference llbrarvy

for themselves,.

B7L.eonard, Vandeman, and Miles, op. clts, pe 118.
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Publlc exhiblts op reading. The use of public exhi~

bits on preading to help lunbesrpret the flrst grade reading
program to parents recelved a high rabing from the parents,
' The investigator suggesbs that the employment of ex=
hibite of the materisls used to teach reading in conjuncilon
with pareﬁ% group meotlngs and qlaaaraom observatlons waa

highly instrumental in aghleving the desived resulta, Ib ls

- pecommended that such exhlbits be a continuing and essentisl

part of pareﬁt aducational programs.

Brief summary. In this chapter the lnvestigator has

evaluated the program currently used in the Wodesto Clvy

. Schools -to Interpret the flrst grade'mgadimg progvam to parw

ents and offerad pertlinent recommendations for 1ts lwprove«
ment which are the yesult of the investigation. The program
may be improved through: (1) periodic employment of sclentl-
fic methods to evaluate the program, (8) institutlon of sched~
uling of individual parent~toacher conferences for all pacrents
of flrst grade pupils, (3) achievement of more parenb partle
cipati@n in the plamning and implementatlon of parent group
meetings, (4) employment of & wider variety of technigues
during parent group meetings, (5) sehedullng of parvent group
meebings during the @Vaniné when parenbs eémﬂat atvtend during
the regular school day, and (8) establishment of a pavent
library concerned wlth the problem and housed in each neligh~

borhood gg@gﬁggifllfrﬁ, T T



CHAPTER VI
SUMMARY, CONCLUSIOMS AND EEUQM%EN&ATIGNS’

Summary. The purpose of thls study has been to survey
the orgasnization and administration of the program currently
uged in the Modesto Clty Schools to inbterpret the first grade

reading program to parents and to offer recommendations for

- 1lts effective improvement.

The nhayaet@ristica and ﬁesired elements of a program
to successfully Interpret the area of reading to pavents of
flrat grade puplls werve identified by a rveview of the litera-
ture, There appearved to be genaral agreement among the auw
thorities that the informative program be organized to £1% the
needs of gsch partloular comwmunity. Speciflec recommendations
as to the btype, number, and varleby of teochniques to be used
to Inform parents of the educational program were found Lo
vary with each authorlty.,

| It was the consensus in the lijerature reviewed that
it is essential that provisions be made within the organiza=
tion and administration of the pv@géam to define the dutles
and responsibllities of éaah participant, to employ a wide
variety of tachﬁiqu@s Por 1ts implementatien, and io provide
for a eon&ténb and continuous evaluation of the program.

A raview of the school distriot's written poliey astabe

lished that steff roesponsibiliity for Interpreting the educstional
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program- wes definitaly assigned to each administrator, BEach
principal was responsible for the étructure‘and Implementa-
tion of a program established to interpret the first grade
}reading program to'the parents of his school, |

To determine the organization and administration of
each school's interpretive plan the investigator prepared a
cheqkwliéb,psed,in surveying individual pareﬁtuteacher GOn= W

ferences, home visits by the teacher, parent study qnd diseué-
lon groupé, demonatratiqn of ckxssrcom techniques, the use
of published and unpubiishad materials for parents, and public
e#hibita on reading, This check list was used in interviewing
—elght-principals, 7 o

An analysis of the responses revealed that esach séhool's
1nformakive‘program‘v&ried.ih respect to the number, variety,
and frequeﬁcy of use of the various techniques, HPérent atten-
dsnce at scheduled meétings varied from school to school,

It may“beasig@ificént’pa_ncte_th@t‘seven schools sched-
uled lndividuel perent-teacher conferences, Teachers from
these séhpois confarredeith_ninety and six tenths per cent
of the parvents of the children 9ﬁralled in their first grades,

~ Only one principal requested home ?isitavbs_made by
the teacher, when the pareﬁts of puplls enrolled in a transi-
tional first prade did not.qqma»té”sehoal for the scheduled

individual parent-teacher conferences.
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All the schools surveyed scheduled both parent gr9u§
meetings and demonstration of classroom technliques to Inform
parents of the first graée reading program. The average ate
tendance of parents of first grade puplls ot these meetings
and &émonatwatiams wasksixkywsix per cent.

The aight gochools surveyed made limibed use of pub-
lished materials bto inform parents of the firét grade reading

- program.  The prinaipala indicated that parents in general
did not seek help from the literature.

Public exhiblbs on reading bto help perents undersband
the first geads reading program were displayed within the
classrooms of each school. Epeeiél exhlblts were pvepare& 777777

”§5§”ﬁééégf7g§5ﬁ§m§éétings and for Public Schools Week.

A parent questionnaire to thain‘the'paranta' svalua~
tion of sach school's effort t0 £mterprat the firet grade
reading program was prepered. The guestionnalire was sent to
one hundred and twentywelght parents. 0Of the ninety~seven
reburng vecelved ninety-one were usable.

The responses indlicated that an overwhselming ma jorlty

- of the psrents belleved they were well informed about the flirst
grade readling program. Parents indlcated that they better un-
derstood the enbire first grade readling program, the methods
used in besching reading, their ehild in relation to his abile
1ty %o complete the progeam, aﬁd‘ﬁhe progress of their child

in relatlon Lo Lhe general prégr@sa of other puplls in the

—olasgs e
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Parents were also asked to rank in order of their
helpfulness the techniques used to inform them of t@e first
grade reading progwe m. |
~ The parents selected individusl pavent-teacher confer-
ences as the most helpful technique used by the schools bo

inform them in the ares of first grade reading. They ranked

their observatlon of the teaching of reading as second; and

thelir attendance abt group meebings and observations of ex-
hiblis én reading third, and ranked both technlques as equale
ly important. |

The parenté rated the overall program by checking the

7£§m§igﬁif§ﬂéﬁéir opinion of the schools' plan to Interpretb

the firﬂt.grade reading program. The majority of the parvents
ratbed the plan as excellent.
An @valmatian of the program eurrently used in the

llodesto ClLy Schools to inform parentﬁ’im the avea of flrst

grade reading was made by analyzing both the characteristles

and elements of th@'infcrmative program in relatlon to recom
mendations of the authorities in the literature as well as the
pavents' evaluation of the program. The evaluation indicated
that the frawmework of the plan followed the bésia prineliples
and conbained the desirved elements of a sound informative pro-

£rams



64

A critical snalysls by the investigetor indicsted
that the followlng suggestions were in order:

1. That prineipals of each school should consider
gcheduling individual parent-teacher conferences forjali the
parents of flrat grade puplls and that a report of the con»
forences be made and filed in the pupil's acoumilbive folder.

2, That the value of home visits by the teacher te
inteﬁprét the flrst grade reading program 4o pareﬁts of
firat grade puplls may be questioned in view of the poor

rating given to this technique by parents.

%

films, drama, buza sossions and panels be used to supplement

- lecturers or speakers atb par@ntvgrgup maetings .,

4. Thay consideration be given to the scheduling of
demonatrationy of classroom techanlgues during the evening as
a pogsible incan%iv& for wmore parents to attend.

He That the principsls consider establishing in co-
operatlon with ithe @arenﬁs'a parent library so that the pare

enta might have an opportuniby to reviaw gome of the peritins

ant prafeaaianal Alterature in the ares canaerned.

6& That more pavent participation in the planning and
lmplementation of parent group meeblings would posslbly result

in greaber parent attendance.

3., That reading panels, symposle, discussilon meebtings,
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Conclusions and recomwendstlons. An evaluation of

the program currently used lun the HModesto Clty Schools to
interpret the rirst grade resding prograwm to parents indlcat~
ed that the framework provided for its ovganizatlon and adw
ministrmﬁian ﬁaa Pounded on sound basie principles, bthat =
wide wvariety cfitaehniﬁuea was uged to luplewment the program,
and that the scope of the program was suffieieutiy compre«
hengive to achieve the desirved results,

The moest signifleant recommendatlion for the effactive
improvement of the program wes that a constent and continuing

appralsel be achieved through the use of sclentific objective

may the schools be assured that each program contains a bale

ance, appropriateness of function, continuity, and timing.

Purther research needed. It 1s suggested that a study
be mede to evaluabe bthe atiltude of parents who have attended
the moebings scheduled to Interpret the flrst grade reading
program in comparison with the attitude of paveﬁta who did
not atbend,

Further study may be direeted to determine what effect,
if any, the intempretive program may have had upon the atbie
tude and progress of pupils after thelr pareants have achleved
an wderstanding of the first grade reading pxngysm.
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This check list is to be used as an instrument to interview School Principals
in order to obtain valid and detailed information regarding the administration and
organization of the nrogram currently employed in the Modesto City Schools to in-
terpret the first grade reading program to parents. '

November 15, 1957 R

CHECK LIST
INTERPRETING THE FIRST GRADE
READING PROGRAM OF THE MODESTO CITY SCHOOLS TO PARENTS

If provisioné are made for scheduled individual parent-teacher con-
ferences the following questions should be answered.
1. By whom are these conferences usually scheduled?
e . ...Teacher T
Principal
Reading consultant
School. psychologist
2. Specify in rank order when the conferences are scheduled
using the numbers 1, 2, 3, and L.
Before school
During the school day
After school
In the evening
3. Are special individual parent-teacher conferences

scheduled for working parents at times other than
indicated in the preceding question? Yes




6.

7

a. If special conferences are scheduled specify below
and list according to rank order.

How many special individual parent-teacher con-
ferences are scheduled for each class, on the
average, during the school year?

'indibétéiby humber how many times during the school

year conferences are scheduled for all parents.
What percent of the invited parents attend?

To what extent are conferences structured?
A special preparation is made by
teacher for each conference.

A prepared check list is used as
a discussion guide.

Teacher notes prepared from class-

room observations are used as a guide.

Are persons other than parent and teacher generally
in attendance? :

For the following persons indicate the percent of
coniferences attended in relation to the total number
of conferences scheduled.

Principal
Reading consultant
School psychologist

Family health advis

Other

or

(%3

Yes

No




10. TIs a written report of the conference usually
made by the teacher?

a. If so what disposition is made of copies?
Copy to parent
Copy to principal

Copy for the pupil's file

HOME VISITS BY THE TEACHER

If your school participates in a scheduled home visitation
program the following questions should be answered.
4'44ii1;fﬁWE§§f£Eg%Eaﬁgj§i§iggmééhéra11y scheduled?
Immediately after school
In the evening

$onoot
During School Holidays

12, Indicate by number how many times during the school
year home visits are usually scheduled.

13. What percentage of homes are visited?

——1l; “Ave written rép0rts of home visits made by the teacher?

a. What disposition is made of copies?
Copy for parents

Copy for the principal

Yes

No

Yes

No

Copy for the pupil's file




PARENT STUDY AND DISCUSSION GROUPS

If study and discussion groups for parents are planned on a
scheduled basis the following questions should be answered.

15, By whom are these study and discussion groups planned
and scheduled? :

Teacher
Principal
Reading consultant

o - Member of the P.T.A.

16. Indicate by number how many times during the school
year these groups are scheduled.

17, At what times are these groups scheduled?

o - rrBefore school

During the school day
After school
In the evening

Other
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18. Who exercises group leadership
Teacher
Principal

Reading consultant
Other

19. What percentage of invited parents attend?



Ni2
20. Specify by rank order the following technigues which
are currently employed in your school.

Lecture orﬁ%@eaker
General discussion
Panel  discussion
Workshép

Other

DEMONSTRATION OF CLASSROOM TECHNIQUES

If classroom demonstrations are scheduled for parents
the following guestions should be answered, 7

21. Indicate by number how often during the school year class~
room demonstrations are scheduled.

22. Are special demonstrations scheduled at times other :
than during the school day? S - Yes
s o " .

..... No
a., 1f so when are these demonstrations scheduled?
Before school
Immediately after school
In the evening
Other |
b. Who, other than the classroom teacher,
are participants?
Pupils
Parents B
Other
23, Are the demonstrations preceded by an orientation
meeting for parents? Yes
_To
o), Tsthe demmstration followed by a question and
answeér period for parents? Yes




25. What percentage of invited pareﬁts attend?

PUBLTSHED AND UNPUBLISHED MATERIALS FOR PARENTS

If your school distributes published and/or unpublished
materials to inform parents about the reading program?the
following questions should be answered.
26, Who usually determines what materials are to be distributed?
Teacher
Principal
Reading consultant

Other

.

27« Are these materials distributed on an established
time schedule?

284" Ihdicéﬁé'by>numbér‘how many times during the school
year these materitals are distributed.,

- 29. Do you refer parents to published literature prepared
by qualified educators to help them interpret the first
grade reading program?

30, Is professional literature on the subject of reading
housed within your school and made available ‘o parents?

31. Iist in order of their effectiveness the three books parents
have found most helpful in interpreting the reading program.

Qe

b

Coe

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No
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PUBLIC EXHIBITS ON READING
If public exhibits are prepared to interpret the first grade

reading program to parenté,the following questions should be
answered, 7

32, Indicate by number how often during the school year
public exhibits are displayed.

l

33. By whom are these public exhibits usually planned?
Teacher ' I
Principal |
Reading consultant

Other

3L, By whom are these public exhibits usually prepared?

e Teacher

Principal
Reading consultant

Other




'
T T e

- APPENDIX B

- Copy of the

Wuestionnaire Useq for Pavents!?

Bvalustion
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April 21, 1958

Dear Parents:
During this school year various methods have been used
to acquaint parents with the first grade reading program,

We,are,interestedrin—knowing to what extend this has

'hélpéd'jBu fdlaéhieve a better understanding of the-program.
By responding to the attached questionnaire you will help us

evaluate the success of our efforts.

Sincerely,

Principal




This questionnaire is to be used to help determine the success of the
program currently used to explain the first grade reading program to parents.

April 21, 1958

QUESTTONNATRE
FOR PARENTS EVALUATION

If the schools efforts to explain the first grade reading program
has been of value to you, please answer the following questions.

1. Do you better understand the entire first grade
reading program? Yes

 No

S

.. 2o -Do-you-better” ‘thderstand the methods used in

teaching reading? Yes__

8l

No

3. Do you better understand the progress of your

child$

a., In relation to his or her ability
to successfully complete the first

——

grade reading program? Yes
No
b. In relation to the general progress
of the pupils in the class? Yes
No

ie Of the following methods some or all may have been used %o
better acquaint you with the first grade reading program.
Indicate by the use of numerals only those methods that have

helped you. Designate by numeral 1 the method you found most . ————

helpful, by numeral 2 the method-you feel was second best etc.



a. Individual conferences with the teacher.

b. Your attendance to parent group meetings

¢., Teacher viéitation to your home

d. Your observation of the teaching of reading

e. Newsletter, booklets,and books or other
written materials concerned with reading

f. Your observation of exhibits of books,

charts, and other materials used to teach
" reading. .

5. Please check tﬁe word that best describes your
opinion of the schools explanation of the first
grade reading programn.
Excellent
- - S T Good
| Satisfactary
Fair
Unsatisfactory
6. Write below any suggestions you may have for the improvement

of the current program used to inform you regarding the first
grade reading program.
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