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INTRODUCTION

hY

A

The Federa.QIovernment‘continues to.make substantial commitments
toward improving the uality of life experienced by America's young chil-
dren. #Extensive research and action programs that ‘focus on many aspects,
of the child s ‘early years qf life have been funded rhrough a variety of

Federal agencies. While the complex questions and issues relating to the

) young child s physical, mental, and social development are seemingly end—

v

less in numbtr, Faéderal research and development funds, of course, are®

limited. In order to build a useful base of scientifically acquired know

redge about early childhood, then, agencies must plan and implement research

activlities systematically and with a great deal of foresight. Goals and
pr}orities must be estdablished and putsued; needs and gaps must be identi-
fied and addressed For the most part, however, agencies ‘and research
insgitutions have found it difficult to exchange information about thedir
immediate and long-~ range goals and efforts. The problems of coordinatiOn
are compounded by the fact that many of the Federal agencies that share a
general interest in early childhood research and develgpment differ in ‘
their particular approaches; goals and legislative mandates. .
_aggground ‘ . . - S
In l§70 the Interagency Panel on Early Childhood Research and Develop-

ment was ¢convened by the Director of the Off1ce of Child Development at the

re uest of the.Secretary of the Department of Health Edycation and Welfare - .

and\the Director(of the Office .of Budget and Management.‘ The primary. mis-
sion. of the’ Panel is to facilitate Federal interagency coordination and '
cooperation in ‘the p nning, funding and, implementation of e rly childhood
research and development. General research and’ support ;e{/jces are pro-
vided for the Panel by the Information Secretariat which was established
within the Office of Child Development in 1971. y

Panel members me regularly to exchange information about research

programs being planned and funded by thei\kagencies and to discuss problens

and issues of mutual interest. Descrigptions of the research projects funded

by the member agencies during each’ fiscal year are collected and stored in

a computer based information system which is available for use by member

[}
-



1972. Members of each Panel are kept informed about the activities and prog-

\

agencies and which provides the data for this annual report. Research -
programs funded and* research plans foxmulated during the fiscal years " .
1971 and 1972 have been summarized ' and apalyzed in the Panel s first two,

annual reports -- 1ow11d Interagency Coordination:_ An Overview of bederal

‘Research ‘and Development Activities Relating to barly_Childhood and Recom-

'mendations for the Future {Stearns, Searcy &nd Rosenfeld, 1971), and Toward

Interagsncy Coordination' An Overview of Federal Rcsearch and DeVel_pment

Activities Relating»to harly LhildhoodLVSecond Annual'Rerrt (Grotberg,\»u _w..wm;

searry any Sdeer’ 1972). The work of the Puncl is supported by a grant
ko the Social Research Froup at The George Washington University The
member<agencies contribute to the grant and rhe Office of Child Developmeht
contributes the information Secretariat and the bulk 6f the grant’ funds.
Organization of the Regprt N “ : ) L

The major purposes of this third annual- report are¢ to analyze research

activities funded. by the member agencies during the fiscal year 1973, and .

N

to 1dentify changes, and trends in the agencies research plans. Chapter I

contains information about the Panel s regular and special interest group
*°N )

meetings and activities during FY '73, and/a descriptiop of critical research

needs and gaps identified by the Panel. Chapter II contains an analysis of

.FY '73 research projects in the context of these needs and gaps.. In Chao-

ter IiI, current plans of the member agencies are presented and'examiqed‘ . a
in orden to determine major trends and new directions. The plans also are
evaluated in terms.of the:degree to which they address the*major needs in
early childhood research and development. Finally, activities planned or
currently being undertaken by the Panel ‘are discussed in Chapter 1V.

Activities of the lnteragency'?axel During FY '73

During the past year, the information classification system was revised

_in order to improve the categorization and analysis of early childhood proj-

egts and expanded in order to include data reflecting projects on adolescence.
The Early Childhood Panel shares'the information system with the fnteragency
Panel for Research and Development on Adolescence, established in October,

-
ress of the other Panel, and joint participation in special interest meetings

is encourageéd. In order to facilitate coordination of*the two Panels'

.



activtties, the Early childhood Panel extended its ‘maximum age of fﬁcus
from eight years through nine years. ﬂThe Panel on Adolescence is conccrned
with children and adolescengs between the -ages of 10 years apd 21 .years.

"y uuring Fy '73 ‘tHe Panel also (l) initiared a series of discussion
meet ings on issues of speciaL interest ;- (2) established Joint policy guide-
1ines wi'th the Panel on Adolescence fof the. release ,of information from
the computer ~based information system to non- Panel organizations and re-

Ly

searchers, (3) continUed consideration of the Family as a major theme

for, research planning, and (4) produced and distributed to directors of

. agencies a working paper on the family in order to provide Specific issues

and research questions recommended for member agencies to use in formulating

policies and plans for fupding The response to these activities suggests

that the Panel is providing .significant a1d useful information to the mem-

ber agencies. . - ' ' . » e

>

e



=

CHAPTER 1

EARLY CHILDHOOD RESEARCH NEEDS

‘

In'their efforts to increase the coordination of Federal fUnding.of

. early childhood researth aad development, ‘the members of the Interagency

. Panel have examined the planning and’ funding activities of the agencies '

to determine where coerdination might best occur” Further, the Papgl mem-
bers have discussed these acbivities against a backdrop of research needs,
gaps, and imbalances, to suggest new research directions or‘emphasesv In
what areas of child development, for example, should effort and activity be
increased? . Which research approaches are- most likely to enhance our knowl-.
edge and understanding ‘of early childhood growth and development? Although
some changes and,additions have, been introduced "in ‘essence the major areds
of concern, formulated by the Panel in FY '71 and FY '72 (see Stearns, Searcy '
~and Rosenfeld l971 and Grotherg, Searcy and Sowder, 1972) have been re-
'tained in this year's report. . ¢

A predominant position in Federal planning and funding continues to
be that research on early childhood should be designed to yleld fiadings °
and data more directly applicable to curréent and future social problems and
needs. This 2rientation, how ver, does not preclude concern uith basic
- research or with research\théz may not have immediate value for applitation
‘to social issues.' Another position which continues to be strong is that |
attention should be ‘given to directed research so that agencies are assured
that research addresses problems ‘of direct and immediate concern to the
agencies. The Panel, aware of these continuing‘positions, makes its recom-
mendations for changes so that no position becomes dominant to the. point of
limiting or,preventing desired,nem research.

bThe Panel continues to recommend that certain fundamental research
strategies and emphaseS\beie ployed to a gﬁeater extent in the study of
early childhood. The Uge of Luch'strategies is not'limited, of course,
to any particular substantive area, and the approaches can be incorporated

into research studies in a variety of ways and to varying degrees. The key

*
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approaches emphasized by the Panel are.' (l) ecological or global research;
(2) research to.benefit all children; (3) longitudinal/intervention research;
(4) research geared toward-.the improvement of methodology, and (5) research
on planning and on_ the dissemination of research findings

The Panel s recommendations for funding are presented again within the .-

\
context of a few broad content areas. These general categories include

(D thf basic processes of development, (2) the effects of -primary environ—’
mental influences, with emphasis on the: family; and (3) the effects of en-
viro\mental infl¥ences at the level of the neighborhood and community, in-
cluding broad social programs.

#

The'se categories do not constitute a comprehensive list of research

‘issues and a;?as in the field of early childhood, but rather providt an

organization 1 -framework within which the .more salient research needs and

gaps, as specified by the Panel, can be considered Since most of these

research needs, gaps, and imbalances have been examined in the two previous

annual reports, they will be discussed in less detail in this report and-

emphasis ‘'will be given to elaborations of these themes ,ntroduced by the

e

Panel during FY '73.
, .
2

Section 1: Recommended Approaches to Early-
Childhood R'search

The Ecological or Global Approach
CoA E . .
A vdriety of concerns and issues. are subsumed under the rubric of
ecolog éil, global or holistic research. P&rhaps this research orientation
cgg,ﬁé}understooﬁ best in terms of the type‘oi research with which it contrasts.

Tré&ditionally, studies on children have been

esigned so that the phenomena
under consideration are intentidnally isolated from other closely related_
factors and subsequently“eramined in the context of what might be termed
"artifically cort_rivedil experimental‘situations, rather than in the‘contextl
of the larger social and physical systems in which they actually occur and
typically are deeply embedded. The purpose of isolating--otr bringing into

the laboratory——variables of primary interest is not to distort the nature
&
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of the phenomena, but rathéf to afford the investigator more control over-
~the situation and ‘thus to facilitate the determination of cau3e and effect.’
While cOntroversy over the issue 'Qf tradirg .experimental control and precision

for meaningfulness and signiflcance of the situation and the:behavior ‘bbserved

is ceitainly not new, a.tremendous upsurge in attention to’ this problem has

t
occurred among social scientists during the laSt few years. - » '
Many of the theoretical, methodological and philosophiqal questions

- that relate to ‘the issue of ecological yalidity are\extremely complex and .

not likely to be untangled and answered satisfactorily for some time to come.
Nevertheless, it is apparent that studief of the ecology of tbe child and
" the family are scarce, and that, there ‘exists very little systematically
~\acquired information about  the child 's behavior and development as 1t occurs
within the natural contexb of the home, community and society. Clearly,
there is a need for more information about the interactiops and- relationships
. betweentchildren and other people and institutions &ithin thd@r environment

if’ we ar

to effectively deal w1th complex social problems and. .needs. .

; . The ecological app[oach should not be seen, however, as’ a return'to
thegatheore icel, descripfive methods‘that eharacterized the field.of ¢hild
development early in the centuryl As Bfonfenbrenner (1973) points out, an
ecological approach does not‘preclude the experimental, sciehtific method : o

"...thé full impact of ecological systems far Ehe development pf both science
and social policy is to be sought not in experiments of nature b%:gif expeii-

‘ments of man-—that is, through the deliberate design, systematic manipulat

‘and scientific analysis of new edological settings ‘that can affegg primary

socialization processes. Wé refer Lo this approach as experimental human

etology" (p. 17). ' ‘ \\\7 o
"The need for: experimental human ecolpgy is identified clearly in the

Panel's recommendations for the increasés in longitudinal/intervention
% research and in research on the impact of the systematic ilterations of the
env1ronmegt produced by comprehensive social and educational intervention '
‘programs. At the same time, the ecological orientation has ramifications
for more traditignal experimental psychology conducted in tﬁe laboratory.
{ A better account and understanding of the ecological systems that pertain
to the child aud the family could facili;ate a more meapingful selection

Li Lo ] . L £, N : -
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‘designed along more divers;/

o ‘ally have been muthally exclusive Similarly, research on children and

' 5
of the stimuli, tasks, measures and epperimental situations used in the
laboratory. Furthermore, there is great need for studies in which the ‘

techniques and: advantages of laboratory control and naturalistic observa-

K 'ntiou are combined and in which the traditiOnal experimenter-subject dyad‘

gis replaced by or supplemented with a more meaningful, natural social strac- » -

7 2
T e . N

' The Panei suggests that/ esearch on early childhood be conceived and
ethodologiéal and theoretical dimensions.’ N ; .
As the focus of much of th research on children shifts from. single, iso- R

P

‘lateq variables to large-sfale ecoIogical systems, there will be an ewen . “_

_'greater need for a wide/”ange of theoret&cal coneeptuélizations and research

.paradigms drawn from a variety Qf scientific disciplines.‘ Increased communi-
cation and collaboration both within and across fiers and disciplines ic‘
called for. For iqstance, the Panel recommendsd in its first two annual

s thab research on basic developmental processes be directed more R

ntoward the interrelatiqnships among cognitive,'social and physical Rrocesses,:

~an effort that requires new tasks and measurements and increased exchange of -

ipformation and ideds across many fileldsof chiid development that traditione

‘families as they - rélate to various aspects of their communities.and environ—

ment yill necess tate more collaborative acti%ity among psychologists, ‘ *‘? -f§
sociologists, a thropologists, ‘physicians, conomists,-and other sciehtists, ‘

and practition rs. '? o

Psycho gists interested in the family may find that the adoption of

sociolog al and anthropological perspectives and methods woq!d facilitaterc‘
the idenfifiéation of the‘particu]ar variables and dimensions in the home
environment that are significant for the child's development., Interdisci—
plinary research could lead to the construction of richer, more comprehene

'sive models of -the home environmear, and help dispel some of the myths and .

" stereotypic portraits of rhe family that® are promoted by much- of ,the current

[ ]
social science literature. For instcnce, many studies ‘on poor children

have been based on’ one of two’ rather contradictory assumptions about’ the_.
(nature of the child's background' (1) that the child's home environment 4
lacks ddequate stimulation, ~and:(2) that the child s home environment provides 2

N N P
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~ too much coqfusion and stimulation KGinsburg, 1972, p. 183) For the most

»

: part,.sych aSSumptions are' intuitive, are derived from the investigator s

-Anformal impressions of the'child's home, and are not the: products of care~ -

and patcerns oi child rearing cannot be described and- analy adequately

ful, systematic ané/yses of ‘the home setting. Different‘h\me nvironments'.
1

~within the navrow psychological‘frameuorks typically employed in such N
studié% There is a need for broaderJ interdisciplinary approaches to ~ - =
the study of ethnic and. social class differences in family functioning
and ¢hild. rearing. - f . .

. | . . ;._452' :
Research’'to Benefit All Childrén,

~
! . ¢

3

L BN
The Panel continues to recommend that research interests and emphases i

not be restricted primarilj to a few specific types of populatioﬁs, such

as economically disadvantaged or minority group children. 1f research

1‘:_"-:"/

findings are to, be applied to 4 broad range of social problems and issues,, 2

&l
B "4
i

thef must be generalizable to children of all economic, social and ethnTcT~QT
backgrounds and with,a variety of physical and intellectuaI‘abilities. ‘ 1
Furthermore, care should be taken 8o that a particular group does’ not be- '
come conceptualized in the literature as deviant from an ill—defined _‘i

it

standard or normal" population. Many of the, studies that have taken such

‘an’ approach have focused on the intellectudl and social weaknesses and .
failures of a group of children to the extent that: strengths and successes
have been ignored or even obscured A more fruitful tactic may be to
investigate the way in which children respond to and cope with .the particu—
1ar circumstances that actually confront them in. the home‘)school and ‘com~
munity.. -In. too many studies of ethnie and cultural diﬁ(erences, one

group s per{ormance or behaviors have been compared fo those ‘of another

' group without adequate consideration of the different environmental sys- R

‘tems within which the groups function. Again, an ecological orientation .
to research is recommended with gpecial attention to the influences of
the people and institutions in the community with whom the children and
.their familles come into regular contact. o,
Researchers ‘also have tende# to favor certain age groups. Research
on the once-neglected area‘of infadcy has,expanded considerably during the
| ’( . ' h Y ' - : ! ! a ) ”‘"*_—«' ‘

|
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.past several ygars, amj<jﬂs trend continues. Relatively little attention

_ khas been given, however \ to children between the ages of two and four years.

Investigatione aimed at children of this age are needed, especially now ' S h
that more and more preschoo) programs are accepting chlldren as. young as

two years and day care programs for very young children are increasingly

in demand. : | ’ | > o : .

-

... . . : -

Longitudinalentervention Research S o

’ . . . . . -
’ . o

The recommendations discussed thus far share,a basic- theme——that a
’greater pro\h;tion of Federal funds be directed toward multiple~variable N
Vstudies that encompass ch ldren of a variety.of backgrounds and abilities,
‘their families, and the significavtssocial and physical conditions of theif

. ‘everyday world In large ~scale ecological studiesc howewer , the researcher
does not have the degree of control ower treatment and environmental input
possible in short-term,: single variable laboratory studies. In the two
previous annual reports, the Panel recommended longitudinal studies of
“the numerpus social intervention programs currencly being funded by the .
Federal government, as an effective means of providing information on -the
long~-term impact oﬂ children of a variety of environmental influences.

The Panel sees the synthesis of longitudinal research and broad interven—

tion programs as ‘an approach to early childhood that is particulatly ap- -
propriate for interagency coordination,'planning'and funding‘(see Crotberg
and Searcy, 1972) . Increased efforts must be made to solve the large num-

.

ber of practical and scientific problems associated with longitudinal/in~

tervention research methods. For example, onekdifficulty is that of main:”ﬂnwxww“~m
taining consistent research programs in the face of changes 1in social policy
‘interests, in- Federal research goals and priorities, and in Federal agency

and research project personnel. Other difficulties are associated ‘'with the .
following issues: (1) the size and representativenesc of the sample; (2) the
f: possible obsolescence of theoretical and methodological concepts; and’ (3)

problems related to large scale data processing.

'The traditional single cohort longitudinal method must be improvcd »

~and alternatiye strategies developed and implemented. .For instance, one

.

«
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investigator (Shaie, 1972) recevtly suggested that '"...in those instafces
" where the longitudinal method has in- the past been deemed to be eseential

. we will need to substitute research designs which involve either the suc-

cessive independent sampling from pre~ determined population cohorts or
d@‘igns involving the replication of. Longitudinal studies éver more than
one cohort" (p. 3). ‘ . . _ !

In order to consider in depth the many issues related to long- term' ‘
research on broad social interventions, the Panel has initiated a Special
Interest Group on Longitudinal/Intervention Research . The proup s activi- a
o ties duripg FY '73 are reviewed in the section on Special Interest Area .

3

Meetings..

<

Research on Methodology

Studies focused on the resear h process itself are Still fewand far.
" between. Substantial progress i
fi{ed by the Panel will be possi

the/research areas and approaches ident1-
le only if the'relevant-research methods =
N can be refired and'improved. 'or instance, more compreheﬁsiwe'theoretical.
‘models. and better techniques f-measuring, coding and analyzing naturalis—

tic behavior must be developtd for use in'ecological and long-term inter~"'

vention research Studies. ' . |

Research oniPlanningfand Dissemination . . -
In line with their emphasis on increased exchange of ‘information among
funding agencies, researchers and practitioners, the Panel members.stress f
the need for studies that are aimed at research planning and’the dissemina-
«- tion of research.results: Increased effort should be directed "toward the
de Ftopment of the following. " (1) systems <that would facilitate the ex-
change of scientific information between researchers, (2) systems to synthe-
size. and translate scientific knowledge into forms appropriate for policy
° makers and consumers; (3) dissemination models of successful programs' and

(4) systems to match families in need with Appropriate programs and seryices.




_Section 2: Major Areas‘of Research Need
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" The Developmental‘Process
While résearch on basic developmental processes continues to'focus
heavily on cognit ve processes, studies on social- emotional development
are increasing in number. The Panel sees further need to’ investigate tﬁe
many crucial aspetts “of socialization and personality development about
which so little 14 known, Special emphasis is placed on research de°igned
to investigate the interrelationships among cognitive, social and physical
pr0cesses, and the ways in which these hasic proCesses are affected by
the child’s environmental conditions und everyday experiencesf
. The gap between basic and applied research should be narrowed, .and
special efforts should be made to expand the domain of the major theories
of cognitive development, such as Piaget 8 and Bruner 8, 80 that they per—
tain to a greater variety of situations and processes.f At present, such
theories address only a small numbér of developmental ghenomena and have
been tested in the context of~re1ativer ew‘types of experimental tasks,
_measures and situations.‘ At the same time, however, these theories and
‘related research findings have been used -as the basis of a number of educa-
tional innovations, especially at the preschool level where, for instance,
prOcedures to teach intellectual skills such _as conservation and seriation
are being built into the basic curriculum. A similar problem exists in
regard'to’evaluat fon - and screening procedures. Measures and tests that i
are developed orizxnally for, experimental purposes (e. g., measures of

-objcct permanence, ‘of classification skills, and of basic perceptual

processes) are often used .to eva}uate -and compare children without suffi~

'cient considecation or- understanding of the meaning and implicatiOns of
these instruments.

In recent research literature the infant has beern conceptuaIized
as an active, stimulus-seeking(:rganism from birth, and as possessing
more xefined perceptual and cog itive abilities than was believed
previously. We need a more complete understanding of the importance and
role of stimulus change in the infant 8 intellectual development before
we can successfully incorporate sensory stimulation into infant care

programs,

.



Interest in the biological gpysiologica! and genetic underpinnings

of intellectual and social development continues at a high levely especially

in connection’ with learning handicaps, mental retgrdation, and emotional {11~

ness, Another tritical problem agéa concerns the effects of nutrition on

- the child's intellectual growth and the effects of maternal nutrition and

‘care on predatal and poStnatal development. Similarly, ‘more research is

needed on thc determinants of prematurity and low birth weight. and thQ
long—term consequences of this condition. S ’ )
More attention should be given to the positive aspects of Socia] and
personality deverpment. For instance, research on atsachment has congen-
trated on the infant '8 separation frOm the mother and, his reactions™to a
stranger, we need a better bnderstanding of, the process by which the infant
actually becomes attached to parents, siblings, and other adults, and of
the ways in which such affectional relationships change with development.
Incrcased reSearch ‘has been recommended for the following issﬁes'_
the role of play and imitation in social and cognitive development; the
development of self- concept“and self-worth, the dynamics of sexua]l and
racial identity, the deteqminants of aggression; 'the development of inter~
group attitudes, including racism; the development.of moral and ethical

behavior, and the development of sharing and altruism.

“

. - . . .

Primary Environmental Inflgghces‘
T g . [

The Panel, ‘in addressing research concerns relating:to the effects ‘
of primary environmental influences on the ¢hild, selected the family as
the basic aud critical unit the family constitSEEs a majon aspect of the
young .child's world and links the child with other major environmental

systems. Each member agency of the Panel has a legislative mandate to

deal with issues relating to the family, a fact which permitted a

broad conceptual framework within which to address research relating to

the family on an interagency basis. During the past year, representatives

,of the member agencies were interviewed by the bocial Research Group staff

about their agencies' 1interests in family»oriented research, and thelr

responses were .used to prepare a working paper on the family for the Panel.

»

u



'This special report.(ggrrell,.ﬂurt,’dnd Grotberg,-l973) outlines the dissues
and questions that are of particular concern t .agency and. identifies
the general ihteragency research directions: and emphases that emerge.

Underlying the dgencies' qoncerns is the premise that the family has
been excluded from the focus of most research on early childhood "~ Research
that has been-directed toward the child and the family has been limited for
the most part- to a relatively small nUmber of topics and issues, such as-

following (D) parent-child ;QterACtions and relations, generally con—.
ceptualized in terms of mother-child"dyads, (2) atgachment and. fear of '§ }3
strangers in infancy, 3) correlations between demographie characteristics Qa
of the parents and measures of the child's. educational achievements, 1.Q.,
attitudes and aspirations; and (4) the relationship between birth ordet
or family slze and the child's abilities and achievements

In the Panel's special report pn the family, research questions were
organized around three broad categories: (1) the internal systems of the

family; (2) the family and txansactions ‘with the é’ternal systems; and
(3) the internal systems of the family, ahl the family and trahsactions

with the external systems ) W ‘-

.

The internal systems of the family. Research questions included in

the first categbry pertain- t é//hternal dynamics and. structure of the
family without consideration of outside institutions and influences. Much
of the traditional research on the child and the family falls into this
LB category » A general concern of many* of the agencies is to acquire more .
‘information on the structure of ?amilies, their mddes of functioning,‘
and their influences on child develoﬁment Investigatoré generally acknowl-
edge the inadequacy of conceptualizing the’ family in terms of-only a few
models and stress the need “for. a’ more complete qu accurate asseSsment of
"-the variety of family. forms, 11de styles and Fhild rearing arrangements
that exist in the United States. There is also’ need Lo determine the
extent to ‘which societal att%&udes toward sex roles have‘changed in recent
years and the effects of such changes on family decision-making processes
and the functions of family members Cultural and ethnic differences in
tamily patterns should "be dgscribed and investtgated in terms of more
sensitive and meaningful measures; the standaﬂd socioetqnomic measures of
level of occupation, education and fncome are deemed to be inadequate for'

* this purpose. ' R , o, .
' £ - '

b



The agenciec; intetests are.weighted heavily toward studieshof the .
determinants of successfgg family functioning ‘and child devglppment, indi- -
cating a general desi;e to move away from the pnthological and deficit
models, that have-pervaded much of. the. research on the child and the family.

The’ family and transactions with the external systens. The-reSearch

questions in this category concern the family 8 relationships with'. larger
- ecological systems, _A better understanding of the way in'which families;
affect and, are affected by other people, institutions and organizations
. is- neces;;ry for the purposes of both research and service programs,

+ . These questions in garticular reflect the member agencies intetest 1n

‘ecological and global approaches to early childhood research, Specific
interests include.' (1) the way in which the family relates to schools,
shospitals, h&using and neighborhood enviranments, and. social agencies,
(2) the development of programs to teach parenting skills, (3) the- effects
of the parents contact with schools, jobsy and community , institutions on
the child s development, and (4) the development of community supporb\sys—
tems for families;with a variety of needs and problems. o e o

,..The internal systems of the family, and the family and transactions

with ¢t he external systems. Representatives of the member agencies ex-'

pressed interest in a variety of issues that combine elements of both
the’ internal systems,of the family and transactions with the external
systems These questiOns tend to be quite broad and ‘deal with complexz
'interactions between social systems, programs or interventions and
vairous processes of family functioning and child rearing.‘ Issues idenﬁ_
tified as especially urgent include. (1) the impact of the media and -

- ., of the dissemination of various types of information upon families,
.w“(Z) the impact upon the family of having a handicapped child and ways N
’ in‘uhich outgside agencies can-help the family mémbers cope; and (3) the

’ impact of day care upon families and identification of families for
- whom day care’ is and is not helpful.
Specific research questions are presented according to category
in'Tables - i3, 14, and 15, in Appendix A. The agencies submitting
the questions are identified by checks in the appropriate boxes.
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two previous annual reports concern the !bllowing general issues and

.}

~

.ZThere is need for much more research on individual differences in cogni-

Environméntal Influences: Community and Society .,

-

studying children, its oncern extends beyond the family to the broader o,

and. society Hh major research needs identified by the Panel in the . ‘-

areas. ' y - ‘ . . : ¢ .

What are the effects of the natural and man—made environmgnts on '
the development of children? In particularwuwhat are the differential
influences of urban, suburban and rural settings on the. child's physical
social and intellectual_development? j . D .

-» There are a variety of'crucial‘research issues related'to'the schooI.
How can instructional methods be made mote effective_ for children in
general and for particular groups, such as the handicapped and mentally

.

retarded'7 To, what extent and in what ways can individualized instruc— -

tion programs be coord1nated witﬁ the general educational process?

“tive’ and social abilities, and on ways to build into the educational

syStem mechanisms for dealing with such differences. How can parents and
other adults ba involyed to a greater extent in the educational process, . -

whether in the home, in the community or in'the school? he Panel recom~

t‘mendsg that more emphasis be placed on interrelations among key aspects

-of day .care and preschool programs‘makes this issue especially crucial -in

regard to=infants and very young children.

of the ch11d s school experiences (e. g.,_content and mode of curriculum)
and significant factors in the chi1d s home, neighborhood and culture.

More’ research is needed to determine the impact on the child's develop- .
ment of peers and significant adults outside of the family. The increase ;

There is a. continuing need for research on the large number of sqcial
intervention brograms funded by the Federal government. .These projects
are concerned wlth«day»care and.breschool programs, compensatory education,
‘health and nutrition, income maintenance,'housing, and educational tele;

vision. Ecological and global research appyoaches are especially appropriate

o
. .

. N . .
.
K
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' aspects of the problem area and specialists involved in programs ‘within

ty

. .
.
4

in connection' with thel evaluation of these broad intervention programs.

- Thé Panel stresses the need to study the combingd effects of several
o . ’ . . @ '
interventions that may affect children and their families sinultaneously.

bnly through the joint efforts of the agencies involved, and through-welln
coordinated planning and 1mplementation of programs, research and evalua-

tions, can investigators achieve the systematic control and design neces—-

‘
‘sary for such large- scale efforts in experimental human ecology. The

Panel is concerned with making possible the interagency communication and
cooperation that must precede and accompany attempts to 1nvest1gatemsimul—

taneously a wide range of prcgrams, children and life circumstancest' ,

& S
- \ .
Section 3: Special Interest Area Meetings o

During FY '73, the Interagency Panel on Early Childhood Research
and Development initiated a series of meetings on issues of special
interest (ﬁ some of the Panel members, primari}y areas to which member-_‘
agenciés desire to make substantial funding'commitments._ The meetings .
are open to all members of the Interagency Panel and they(are urged to
invite concerned individuals from their agencies.“‘information about

ongoing and planned‘research invthe,special.interest area is presented

"and discussed at: these sesslons. Specialists knowiedgea le in various

A

the Federal government are, invited -to share thelr expertise with .the

. other participants.

PR
B

wLongitudinal/Intervention Research

Thrnughout is three-year operatiOn, the Interagency Panei on Early

Childhood Research and.Development has expressed an interest in the longi~

tudinal/intervention approach to research on children, and has repeatedly

. recommended an increase in the use of such strategies. In August, 1972,

the Panel distributed letters to the directors of Federal agencies con-
cerned with early childhood research and development, in which it formally
recommended that the;agenties give high priorlty and long~term "commitmerit

= (
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to longitudinal/intervention research studies. In fact, this recommenda-
tion represented the first major action by the Panel in suggesting guide-~

lines for Federal funding of early chiidhood regearch. Many of the direc-

_ tors in'turn expressed a great deal of interest in longitudinaliinterVention
approaches and’ requested further feedback from the Panel on this particular-
issue. The Panel s o%going concern for research that yields information

*beyond the short-~term effects of various.intervention programs "has been .

voiced in- the 1971 and 1972 annual reports, in a series of special Panel

‘ reports on:iongitudinal/intervention research (Grotberg and'Searcy, 1972;

Laaar, 1975' Lazar and Chapman, -1972; Sowder, 1972) released during the
last two fiscal years, and in the FY '73 and FY '74 plans of the member

agencies. : : N Y

Two general topics emerged as central themes of the meetings held in "

FY '73: (1). the use in research of large data pools and research sburces

that already exist but are used infrequently, and (2) the use of marker -

.variables and measures by investigators receiving Federal.grants-or con-
tract‘funds,'in order toffacilitate subsbquent,cross reSearch analyses.'i

'”Data sources. To address‘the issue. of available data pools, the L

Special Interest. Croup46n Longitudinal/Intervention Research receiyed «
a report on a longitudinal study conducted under a contract from the '
Department of Labor and in cooperation with the Censug Bureau. The issue(’
of.access_for researchersﬂto currently dyailable data banks was the~major
focus gf,the discussion that ensued. The‘following information about
the Census Bureau was brought_to the attention of the Panel members:
(1) the Census Bureau 1is entering into contracts with many agenoies
and doing surveys for them; and (2) Census Bureau magnetic tapes through
the 1969 burvey can be made available for use in various research projects. .
Severai/issues and projects appropriate for subsequent consideration
by the ‘Special Interest Group were suggested . -
l. An inventory of social science’ data banks that now exist and
would be available to researchers, the Panel should determine
* . the locgtion and nature of such data and the procedures by

which researchers can gain access to them. In response to this
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suggestion, the Social Research Group has compiled a ;\?if’
_on computer-based information systems maintained or funded

by Federal agencies, as an initial step in identifying apprg—

» spriate data pools; ‘ . -

,' 2. The possiblitj of urging agencies sponsoring research/to make N

E\EEE\\

s

and publicize some provision for small grant support £
SRS exploitation ‘of ajready existing data pools

3. Determine the, feasability of designing Census-questionsjto
generate information abodt children; | " )

4. Exploration of way¢ in which to avoid or minimize content over-
lap in studies drawing on the same data banks;

?’\g\ 5. The use of the Census Bureau in following up members of samplef

—

in large longitudinal studies; and

6. Issues of, privacy and the appropriateness of . iterview questions” °°

‘ that are asked as part of Cengus surveys. . -
* Marker variables. ' Meaningful research requires a capacity to make ((
" -comparisons between studies, to relate the findings of one study tq those :

of another, and to extend the implications of one investigation to other

populations and situations, The.ability to compare "and generalize fin?ings

is especially crucial in longitudinal/intervention research‘becayse'of the
great espense andllong—term commi(ment‘involved.‘ up to this point,_how;
ever, valid crogs-study analyses have been all but precluded by the great

. variability in the constructs, measures and' procedures that mOst investi-
gators employ in their research. Consequently, the Special Interest Group

Ton Longitudinal/Intervention Research dec(ded to explore, wiih the coopera-
‘tion of the Interagency Panel on Adolescence, means by which greater com- )
parability betwe€§ research studies could be achieved. Muchcof the group's . *
discussion thus fir hag been devoted to the concept ‘of marker variables,
or, the use by independent investigaﬁors of a common set of neasures and
scales to describe kFy hhckground and performance characteristics of their

' sample populations. e . .

- The Special'Interest Group met periodically during the year with .
specialists who have had extensive experience in developing measures
appropriate for longitudinal/intervention researchvon children of all
ages. The points and recommendations advanced by the participants in
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| these sessions are synthesized in the summary paper that appears in Appen-
dix B. The interagency Panels also sponsored an open discussion meeting at
the 1973 Annual Neetings of U%tAmeriéan Psychological Assocdiation, in
order to’solicit suggestions and recommendatibns ,from researchers not
affiliated with Federal agencies. - Plans are being formulated for more

formal discu5sions and symposia at upcoming meetings of various professional

LN

v

sfcietles.

,Homé-FocUsedrPrograms

P4 v . . \ &

C T:i Special Interest Group on Home Focused Programs ‘was a natural out-
growth of the Panel s interest in the family as a research theme. The
general purpose of the group {s to describe and discuss Federally funded

« programs in which research and/or services are carried out at the lqyel
of the home*and the family. We need systematic evaluations of existing
programs\plus restarch on other ways in which health, educational and weﬁ:
fare/\régrams and institutions can be oriented toward the child and the
family,inlthg_hgmg. ‘The Panel ‘members feel® that we need a clearer picture
of the conditions under which homeifocused programs are more effective in
réaching children and their parents‘than community or institution based
programs. o .: | ‘ . :' ‘ ) .

Several specialists knowledgeable about basic and.intervention. -research
designs were invited tolthe meetings to discuss homesfocused programs with
the other participants. Several high- priority questions relating to home

oriented research and services were identified during the three sessions )
held in FY '73. For instance, what is and should he th# scope of home—

}ocused Programs? What reasons do researchers and social seruice agents
have tb go into the home environment? What are the long-term effects of

N home oriented interventidn'programs? ‘Are diffusion effects on siblings

andrneighbor'%hildren greater in home-focused progr;ms than in center- 'b
based.programs? Do parents become more deeply involved and continue. to:

be involved longer in home- focused programs? " Are children negatively
affected in home programs by the lack of ‘the peer interactions that are pro-

vided by center-baseéd programs? Are h0me focused programs more apﬂropriate

T P
&




N - ‘ “ ‘t—ZO'{' | ‘% - .1‘

for one income'group thananother':!9 How can programs be deSigned such

that they respect ethnic differences? . What steps must be taken to /’

~avoid the- imposition of the staff s cultural values on the program >-
‘particgpants? Are the¥eé” certain activities.for which‘home oriented’ services
and interbentions are especially appropriate, e.g., care of children -

who are handicapped or have other special characteristics| or disabilitﬁea
enhancement of parent-child inter .ctions; instruction in basic child
development information and paronting skills or deliery of health

and nutrition infoipation and services?

The Special Interest Group also tcok up the closely related topid oL
of home/hospitpl interface. Specialists discussed various aspects of &
mother-infant interaction and the effects of hospitalization and depri-
lvation\bn~that1relationship Some of the major points and- issues empha-
sized by the participants are as follows: - L A\\ :3‘iﬂ

1. Many prob}ems relating to the effects of hospitalization on o

the mother and the newborn can bé dealt with on the basis of.
i existiné Teseatch knowledge.. Rather than more reS&arch,~what
. is needed mostrare‘recommendations on how to promote changes
in hospital and medical practices and procgdures sq that they
mesh with the special needs  and problems of the mother and ,
her infant' ' : -

. 2. The dissemination of social science. theory and research ‘
findings to mediqal personnel (e.g., through;the,medical ‘ d L
school curriculym) might alleyiate some of the probléms -~ = . .
produced hp medical procedures which often are geared to- -
ward physical problems at the expense of'pspchological and
emotional well-being; _ ‘ '

3. Improved methods and strategies must be devised so that

; physical and”psychological anomalies und developmental' .
problems can be detected bytearly and periodic screening and '
so that the appropriate. supportive services can be provided '
to the children and, their parents, T '
4. We need more information about the social, cognitive and

¢ » emotional consequences of the isdlation and inactivity that

' aqften accompanies the care of premature and’ high—risk newborns;



-

5.. There- is a need for more research on. Heroin~ "and Methaddhe-
addicted neonates, and especially on the long—term consequences
CRR : ‘of addiction at birth; and . , )
‘61 There is-a need fov mdre systematic research on the psychological

'impact upon children of various aspects of hospitalization, €8,y

*

< f | : “surgical proceddres, partial or complete 1mmobilizatio\
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* Guest Speakers at _‘the Special Interest Group Meettngs
[ PN X ] ——'- — ) -

-~ R .

e 'f Hode-Fodused Programs - o ' : Marker Variablesﬂnnﬁ; ce
ST Decehber 13, 1972 . April 5, 1973 - - |
. S ¢ ) - L. o ) ) !
Guest Speakers. o, - Guest Speakers: ‘ s
. Ms. Jean Bermantn‘ ‘ © Dr. E. Kuno Beller -
"Appalachian Regional. Commission ° Temple University ‘
Dr. Richard 'Q. Bell R o Dr. Richard Jessor ke
Child Research Branch, NIMH . -University of Colorado .
Dr.TBurton White ! L %Dr.»J..anald Lally s o
’ - Harvard Uniyersity ' ‘ JSyracuse University - o i
A .l‘ . o » : . Dr. Earl Schaefer ' o
’ T Longitudinal/Intervention Research, University 9f North Carolina
«  January 30, 1973 2 . o _ 2 e 4
. ‘ ,- . ? e ¢
L , Guest . Speakers.‘ ‘ g " Marker Variables B
"o Dr. Frank Mott L : June l4§:1973 ' ‘ , .
* Depattment of Labor _ ‘ Guest Speakers: . o
. ‘Mr. Macob Schiffman ° T _ Dr. Sdmuel Mesgick T
< Department of Labor - TTEducationay Tes Servide = = '
S " Dr. Dorgthy Eichorn’ |
R Universit
‘Home—Focused Programs (Home/Hos— ’ Y, of. California, Berkeley
- ».pital Interface) . ~ Dr. Robert Emde ,
March 20y 1973 ' E . University of Colorado
Guest Speakers:, ) Dr. Virginia Shipman ; B
~ h . . . : i\ -
Dr. 'Sibylle K. Escalona _ »Educational Testing.Service o
Albert Einstein College * . : Dr. David Elkind St
of Medicine , ) University of Rochester P
{ﬁ " Dr. James Prescott . " - _Dr._Marjorie Chandler
Ndtifonal Institute of Office of Education
' Child Health-and . ‘ \ Natienal Center for
’ ) " Educational Statistics

Human Develophent
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RS " CHAPTER II ‘

LN

.. DESCRIPTION AND ANALYSIS OF FY '3 ¢
Lo RE%FARCH, BY*AGENCY AND ACROSS AGENCIES

This Chapter contains a description an'an51ysis of-the—early child-
. hood .research. supported in FY. '73.by. ‘the. agencies .on.the. Interagency. Panel
‘on Early Childhood Research and Development. The research of each agency
is described and then briefly analyzed in terms of specific areas and cate-
gories selected by the Interagency.Panel . Following the individual summaries,
an analysis of the research of all agencies is oresented in order to provide
an overview of FY '73 research in early childhood and to indicate research .

areas which may need expanded support from Federal agencies.

4‘0 IS »

Section 1: Classification of FY '73 Research
\

¢

Y

' Interpreting the Data ” ' Y

Theianalyses in this chapter are based primarily on,the;number‘of proj—d
ects. supported by an agency in & particular’ area or category of research.
Information on the-total amount of funding devoted by the combined agencies
to particular areas of research 1is also,presented. When trying to interpret
‘the data, it must be kept in mind that the number of projects supported by a
particular agency or concerned with research in - -a particular area does not
necessarily reflect a proportionate amount of funding for that agency or. that
area. For instance, NICHIf- reported 245 early childhood projects ‘and a fu\d-
ing total of about 16.4 million, whereas NCET had only 11 projects, but a
funding total of over $22 million. : , _ . . -

The data collection necessarily was dependent on the availability of
information from each agency The data presented characterize the research
projects as reported up to the time this document was completed. Early child-
hood is defined as including all ages (including prenatal) under ten _years.

A project was couhted in the analysis if children'.under ten years of age were
included in the research target group. ‘1t should be noted that adolescents

and/or adults also may have been fncluded in the target group.

a

-
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Research projects were classified according to a number of areas,
approaches and categories, designated-by tﬁe Interagency»Panel as needing
strong support. The 'data. reported for the various categories are generally
overlapping. That is, in any one project attention may be focused on a |
variety of the key .areas or issues. Consequently, the percentages shown

" . do not’ designate mutually exclusive efforts in the various reSearch cate-.
e o woF1E8 T THat {8 Why the total for any agency may equal more than iQOrper~'
_ cent. For instance, in a particular agency 40 percent or more of the total
numher of projects may concern cognitive‘development. Some, all ér none of.
these same projects also may have been classified under other'categeries,“i 5A'
such as physical health, or family related. Whenever categories are not

mutually exclusive, it will be so stated,

' .
~ . ¢

Categorfes Used for Analysis

The priority areas that were.selected as the basis for the de#cription
and analysis of FY ‘73/earl§ cnildhood reseatch are presented and_ defined' '
\in.the'following outlined list. The categories represent specific aspects
of the general research-needs reviewed in Chapter I and are divided into

" three major sections: areas of research, approaches to research, and kinds

of research. ‘ ' : - ’//////
] ) . . )

Areas of Research:
v

1. Developmental Processes

Cognitive Development-—includes concept formation, learning
processes, language development, and sensory/perceptual
development:,. ot

Social-Emotional Pevelopment--includes coping ability,
interpersonal relations, self-concept, and motivation.

Physical Development-—includes psychomotor and sensori'L
motor growth patterns.

. -Bgysical Health--includes study of disease, health,
. and poisoning/intoxication.

2. Primary Environmental Influences :

Family-Related Research--covers studies in which some

aspect of the family is given emphasis (e.g., intrafamily
relationships, ecology of the home, variant family forms)

but does not include parent education. .
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Parenting Skills--includes studies in which special

" @ "‘ . attentlgn is given to instruction in parenting, child .
; : © * care, or family life, and/or the effects ‘of parent train-
- Cew ing on child development.

’Intrafamily Relationships—-covers resealch in'which em-
v . phasis is placed on interactions b ‘batween family members,
’ including father, mother, and siblings.

-

Child Rearing--includes research in which attentionlis

AMMWN»MNHW-M«QJmm",“,.given speciticallyrto practices and. styles of rearing ‘n-answaw“ttn

children.

o Structure of the Pamily--covers research on forms and
R styles .of family life, including variant family forms
: (other than nuclear family)

Ecology of the Home—-research in which focus is on the
child's interaction with physical and social aspects of S
K N the home surroundings.‘ . :

Famiizkand ransactions with Communiry and Society~-covers
studies in"which attention is*given to both the family and -
aspects of the neighborhood larger community, ‘or society, .
including physical environment, institutions, social pro-

grams, and socioeconomid, ethnic, and religious influeaces.

3. hnvironmental Influences‘”éommunity and Society 4

!r

Neighborhood——iovers research which focuses on the neigh-~ f
borhood and its effect on child development; includesstudie% &f
» physical environment, geographical location, housing con-
i *» ditiens, facilities, ‘equipment and/or materials for children, -
’ community members, professional groups and institutions.

Health and/or Welfare Services--includes research on- general
health services, prgnatal health cate, family planning, nu-
# trition programs, mental health services, foster care, adop- .
"‘tive services, protective services, emergency services and
;advocacv. . ’

“Day Care--covers research on day care for young”childreni
j

Child Advocacy--includes studies concerned with the organized
support of the right of children to receive services which
. contribute to their overall development and well- being

’

Recreation-~includes research thch looks at recreation
programs. and activitics for children, inc]uding handicapped -
children.

Child Abuse—-includes research <1 identification, prevention,
and effects of child abuse and neglect, and development and

delivery of protective services for neglected or abused chil-
dren.

V74
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Education--covers projects concerned with general educa-

tion and instruction, dn any location or program, for

school-age children} includes school achievement, indi-
, vidualized :instruction, innovative education, television - .
instruction, and computer-assisted instruction, _‘ :
. ‘Preschool Programs--includes research on early education '

and child development programs for preschool age children.

Infant Education——includes projects which focus on general
'winstruction;Mstimulation or-enrichment-for- children urder
- three years of age.

Special Education——covers projects that focus on special
education for handicapped children, including mentally
retarded, ‘and aurally, visually, neurologically, orthope-
dically, and speech handicapped children.

LY

Approaches‘to Research'

l'

Long-Term—-covers studies that have been ongoing, funded, or planned
for a duration of more than-one year; may involve any research ‘
design, not necessarily 1ongitudina1 ‘ .

Longitudinal--covers research on the gsame individuals or groups %
with similar characteristics to determine ‘the effects over time
of natural events or planned intervention j &

Research on Methodologz—~‘ncludes studies in which a primary
objective is to find better ways of designing, conducting and
evaluating research efforts, includes the development of test
instruments and observational techniques ‘for a variety of content

-area and subject populations.

Research on Planning and Dissemination--includes projects in which

an objective is finding better methods of planning for research,
including studies to assist in setting regearch goals and the , :
development of appropriate data based for planning; algso includes v

~studieg of the most efféctive ways of informing. regearchers and |

others of the results of completed research or the progress of
ongoing resgarch.

Research to Bepefit All Children 3 7

ALl Children--covers projects in which iesearch\target groups’
" inciude children in general, 1. e., not selected on the. ‘basis
of a special characteristic, ability or background

* Children with Special Charatteristics--covers projects in .
which research target group includes children selected on )
the basis of a special characteristic, ability or background;
includes disadvantaged, handicapped, learning disabled, bi-
lingual, non-English speaking, gifted, and emotionally dis-
turbed. ) .

v ""l
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Handicapped—-includes aurally, visually, neurologically,

. orthopedically, and speech’ handicapped, mentally retarded

‘and learning disabled chiidten.

Disadvantaged-~iticludes children from lower income and
poverty levels or those designated by an agency as dis-
" advantaged., : ,

d o
Ethnic or‘CultUral Diversitx~-includes projects in which
research. target children are selected on the basis of ‘their '

ethnic or cultural diversity. TR T s s e

¢

§ lingual--covers projects in which research target group
includes e¢Mildren whose primary language is not English.

Gifted--covers projects in which research target group
includes childqpn identified as intellectually giftﬁi

Ecological Studies--covers research projects in which attentiOnL

1s given %o the influetice on child development:of some combination
of the family, the community and society.

=7

Research on the Whole Child--covers studies in which emphasgis is

on the.overall growth and development of the child, or on two or
more of the basic developmental processes (physical, cognitive.
or soclo- emotional development).

Kinds of Research:

o 1-

of knowledge, the improvement of understanding, and the discovery o

Basic Research--that research directed primarily toward the increasE\\;‘~

- - basic relationships; not necessarily applicable to solutions of im

mediate problems. - i _ (Y

Applied Research—~results are intended to be more directly applicable

to immediate problems than basic research findings; applied research
may be derived from bagic research or theory or may be empirical;

it 1is aimed at showing how existing knowledge can be used in new

and useful ways. ; In the overall analysis, applied research is con-
aidered as a category unto itself, as well as" covering the following

. kinds of research: : "

Development-~concerned with the conétructiOn of tests, systems,

- materials, methods, media, equipment, facilities, and proto=
types to provide for instrumentation of either basic or applied
research. .

Demonstration and/or Replication--activities designed speci-
.. flcally to show theé method of operation or applicability of
a'research or program model.

Evaluations--includes studies to assess overall project
impact; to compare various models, strategles or materials;
and to determine the cost-effectiveness of planned programs.

.

-~
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3. Planning and. Utilization of Research--covers general research
support, activities, related to‘the planning implementation,
and utilization of research; includes stat@of-the-art papers,
research syntheses, analyses of- existing data, and dissemination -
of research informatiqn

. 2
1 4 * Y
* 14

J*Sectibd»Za‘ Descriptions of .FY '73 Agency Research Programs

* .

[P { PP ey e

’The FY '33 early childhood ;esearch analysis covers research supported
be 15 Federal reaearch programs, administered through 9 federal agenciles.
Data from some 1605 individual projects, with a total. budget of approximately
$272 5 million, were collected and analyzed as a basis for\the descrjptions -
to follow. The total number of projects and funding for each agency is .
represented below. The descriptions and ,analyses of the individual agencies
follow, and the Lhapter concludes with a summary analysis of research across

all agencies,

Programs and Funding in Federal Early Childhood Research by Agency, FY '73

»

No. Projects Millions

‘ 1. Office.of Child Development (OCD) 142 11.1
\.# - - . B . - :
.2. National Institute of Child Health and 245 © 1644

Human Development (NICHD) : . ‘

. ¥ . B . .
- 3. National Institute for Neurological Diseases 21 6.9
and Stroke (NINDS) )

1 1 T

b, National Institute of Mental Health (NIMH) 151 ' ‘?.7f
" 5. Maternal and Child Health Service’ (MCHS) 56 . 4.6
6. Social and Rehabilitation Service (SRS) 54 25 ‘
\\;T. National institute of“Education (NIE) | - 270 \ 75.2
: 8, OE Bureau of Education for the =248 _ 34.5
i B Handicapped (BEH) . S :
\ 9. OE, Division of Plans and Supplerentary ‘ 110 | 20. 1%
Centers - . . : _
J{l * This figure does not include funding for the 26 Intramural Projects. -
,‘Eﬂwwd**This figure includes the funding for all Title III projects administered

at the national level.
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- : ‘ o
S ‘ ~ No. Projects ° Millions
10. OE, Division of 3111?1 tducation ‘ 189 _. 29.6
--11. OE, Bureeu of'Oecupa"enal and Adult 7 ‘ . 16.6
Education (BOAE) ' o
~ 12. OE, National Center for Educational .11 . . 22.5
- Technology (NCET) - .
13. OE, Rightlto Read Program ] 1 . 12.0
14. OE, Office of Planning, Budgeting, and 22 v 1.6 ¢ »
- - Evaluation (OPBE) ' ‘ "
15, U, S Department of Agriculture (USDA) . v 69 (Funding:figures
ot ~ . not avaiIable)v
~ * 5
\ +
. <
. ”}
» i ]

Ny,




. .

e - .

- ® Number of Programs or Projects Active in FY '73: \iﬁZ

L . ) . -'30 -

IR} .

Office of Chiid Development,
Office of Human Development, .-
Office of the Secretary, DHEW

FISCAL YEAR 1973 ACTIVITY IN EARLY‘CHILDHOOD RESEARCH

- ~ y .
e FY '73 Funding: $11.1 million

N

® Mission and/or Functipns in Early Childhood Research:
OCD has broad admidistrative coordinating %unctions to develop priorities
and strategies for early childhood Tesearch . throughout DHEW. Research emphasis
-in OCD 1s focused in several areas affécting the development of the child. The
health, education and welfare 6f children are al% of concern, with studies con-
centrating on how various programs and environmental influences in_these areas
affect child development. _In previous years, OCD expanded its scoupe from
concentration on child and day care setvices for children ages 0-5, to more
research on the family and the community, and on children with special needs.,
A major emphasis now is-given o the study of child abuse and neglect. The )
Children's Bureau has the \responsibility to "investigate and report" upon matters
pertaining to the welfare of children. =~

1Y
. t

® FY '73 Distribution of Researchiby ‘Area (Categories are riot mutually exclusive.
One studyijmay involve several of thelareas listed.) . :

3

15% or below* - 16% - 39% 40% or above

Physical development _ Cognitive development ‘Parenting skills

Child abuse - Family-related Health and/or welfare

Recreation Day care’ - services. *

Infant education ) Social-emotional & -

Physical health "~ development

Child advocacy Neighborhood .
i Education )

Preschool programs T ; v i

L]
1

. : 9 .
* When no research was reported within a category, the name was not included,

W

O
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A ~ ~ Office of Child Development,

e Office of Human Development,
N Office of the Secretary,  DHFW _ '

FISCAL YEAR 1973 ACTIVITY IN FARLY CHILDR@OD, RESEARCH (continued)

.
\ - .
"® Distribution of Research by Kind of'Research,in FY '73:

. Basic Research . ‘ o 11.5%

. 1' ‘ Ap?1ied Résearch ; 81.3%
Dévelopmept Projects - ‘ L T @23.7%
Demonstration Projécts . e v ‘ ”»\\:f\’ - 33.1%

T Evaluatloés o | » o N 7.9%
Pianning apa Utilization of Research . 7.2% ’

\

¢ Qigtribution of Research by Approachvin FY '73:
(Categories are not mutually exclusive.)

‘More than 75%  Long-term Studies'(longer than one year)

*
.

267 - 50% Research on Planning and Dissemination .
10% - 25%. Whole Child
L £ ; :

Ecological Studies

Less than 10%- Longitudinal Studies -

T Research on Methodology

0 Distribﬁtion of Relearch by Kind of Children in FY '73: -
(Categories are not mutually exclusive.)

26% - 50% ~All Children ‘ .
o T Children with Special Characteristics
Ethnic or Cultural {1versity

] bisadvantaged
i v ™ .

10% - 25% Bilingual

b

Less than 10% Handicapped
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Office of Child'Development,
. - Office of Human Development,
Office of the Secretaty, DHEW"

e

FISCAL YEAR 1973 ACTIVITY IN EARLY CHILDHOOD RESEARCH (continued)

14

. .

® Distribution of Reséarch on, the Family in FY '73:
(Categories are not mutually exclusive.)

26% - 50% ' Parenting Skills . . o
~J General Family-Related
107 - 25% Intrafamily ﬁelationships'

Family and Transactions with Cémmuni;y_@ggﬂgqpietx o

Less than 10% StructuYe of the Family o !?;

o Ecology of-thei@ome _

Child Rearing -

~

® Distribution of Research on<§guchtion in FY '73:
(Categories are. not mutually exclusive:)

107 ~ 25% General Education-Related (school~age children)

»
.

{ . Prescihool .Programs
' Infant Education

Less than lgz School Achievement

< s

. T.V. Ipstruction
S\J . . .

Individualized Instruction’ s

4

-,
Special Education

Inﬁovative Eqﬁcation

o
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National Institute of Child health and Human Development,
National Insti&utes of Health, DHEW

FISCAL YEAR 1973 ACTIVITY IN EARLY CHILDHOOD RESEARCH

-

¢ FY '73 Funding: $16.4 million : .

o

f?wlwaumbetg%f-Programs or Projects‘Activevin~FYE‘732~"245*“*~~“

L Missidh and/or Functions in Early Childhood Research:
N\

. The main objective of NICHD is to support reseaxch in the basic processes
‘of human development, including the blomedical processes, as well as those
involved in social and behavioral development. Three main areas of inves€iga-
tion relate to early childhood: growth and development), mental retardation,
and perinatal biology and infant mortality, w1thin these areas, studies range
from investigations of fertility to research on tK& Sudden Infant Death
Syndrone, to research on nutrition.

’ . 3}:‘.,
f “ r; B

! FY '73 Distribution of Research by Area (Categories are not mutually exolqsiVe.

One study may involve several of the areas listed.) 5 sﬂ,
o s &
15% or below** - 16% - 39% -© 40% or above
Fanily related Coghitive development . Physical health ST
Day care . Physical develo¥gent
Health ‘and/or welfare , Social-emotiona
services developrent
Parenting 'skills ' '
Neighborhood

Education -
Preschool programs

* This figure includesg 20 intramural research projects,

kX Wﬁin no res{grch was reported within a category, the name was not included.
D)

CERIC o G | \

wll Toxt Provided by ERIC
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National Institﬁte of Child Health and Human Development,
National Institutes of Health, DHEW

FISCAL YEAR 1973 ACTIVITY IN FARLY CHILDHOOD RESEARCH (continued)

] < ’ .

o % Diftribution of .Rzsearch by Kind of Beseérch in FY '73:
. Basic Reséarch < , o ‘ © 68.9% ,
“ “Applied Research 27k T
Development Projectsr i . s -»; . 10.0% .
Démo?stration Projects : o ‘ ' o
’ ‘ -~ . Evaluations ’ R : ' ' "2.8%
Pianhing and Uti}ization bf Re;earck . ; r 4.0% .\
¢ Distribution of Research<§§ Agpréach’in‘FY '73: \ 4
(Categories are not mutually exclusive,) . \

More than 757 Long-term Studies (brojects funded for longer than one yedr)
10% - 25%  Research on the.Whole Child
Longitudinal Studies

Less than 107 Ecological Studies

Research on Methodoloéy

Research on Planning and Dissemination

¢ Distribution of Research by Kind of Children in FY '73:
.. {Categories are not Tutually exclusive.)

3

51% » 75% _ Al Children
10% ~ 25% - Children with Special Characteristics
Handicapped

Less than 10% Ethnic or Cultural Diversity

]

Disadvantaged
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.National Institute of Child Health and Human Develdpment, ’ '
National Institutes of Health, DHEW

4

-

¥ FISCAL YEAR 1973 ACTIVITY IN EARLY CHILDHOOD RESEARCH (continued)

o
Pl

. @& Distribution of Research on the Family in FY .'73:
~(Categories are not mutually exclusive.) -

ngg than 102  General Family-Related
. "Iﬁtrafamily Rélationships. . _ oo
.' family and Transactions with Community and Society \‘
/Ecdldg): of the Home »
L : Child Rearing
Sérucfuré of the Family ‘ . ﬂ '

' Parenting Skills

® Distribution of Research on Education in FY '73:
(Categories are not mutually exclusive.)

Less than 10% General Education-Related (school-age children)

r

14

Speciai Education
Schobl Achievement = . o '
¢ ' %

Preschool Programs

. . »
. . -
: 2
e e i o e c . . -
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a National Institute of Neurological Diseases and Stroke
, National Institutes of Health, DHEW . .
. ‘& . o

| ‘ o e ) S C
FISCAL YEAR 1973 ACTIVITY IN EARLY CHILDHOOD RESEARCH - | ‘.

-

® FY '73 Funding: $6.9 million - v,

Lal

¢ Number of Programs or Projects Active in FY '73: 21 .-

, . e ‘ '
® Mission and/or Functions in Early Childhood Research:

NINDS conducté, fogters, coordinates, and guides research onjthe causes,
prevention, diagnosis, and treatment of the neurologigal, sensory, and’ communi-
cative disorders, and. conducts basic research in.related scientific disciplines;«m

The Collaborative Perinatal Project, the major research effort in the area
of early childhood, is a comprehensive investigation of women during their .
pregnanc: es and the subsequent development of the children born of these
pregnancies., Monitored and zecorded are the events and complications of preg-
nancy, labor and delivery which may contrlbute to a variety of reurological
disorders. Data has been collected at 14 major medical centers over a period

. of years and will be subjected to intensive analysis.

’ FY '73 Distribytion of Research by Area (Categories are not mutually exclusive.

One study may involve several of the areas lisged ) ~a
15% or belowt 16% - 39% ' .- 402 or_above
Social-eﬁotionalldgvelopment Physical development CognitiveJQevelopment'
: . Health and/or welfare Physical health
’ services - Family-trelated
\ -

N
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National Institute of Neurological_Diseases and Stroke
National Institutes of Health DHEW

K : : » 4 : \
‘FISCAL YEAR 1973 ACTIVITY IN EARLY CHILDHOOD RESEARCH (continued)
. 3 R : )

r e

/
. Distribution of Research by Kind of Rese“EZh in Y '73:

Basic Research ) ' A 85 7%
¥ Appilied Research RN ‘ o 14.3%

Development Projects | - 14.3%

Demonstration Projects ) . . 0.

1
2

. Evaluations o ‘ . . f;O

?1anning and Utilization of Research 0

¢ Distribution of Research b§ Approach in FY '73: o . .
(Categories are not mutually exclusive.)

1002 Long-term Studies (longer.than one year)
267 - 507% Longitudinal Studies
Research on.the Whole Child . K

Less than 10% Research on Planning and Dissemination

¢ Distributicn of Research by Kiud of Children in FY '73:
(Categories are not mutually exclusive.)

More than 75% Children with Special Chagpcterigtics

Handicapped Children . . _;
26% - 50% - All Children

Less than 10% Ethnic or Cultural Diversity
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National Institute of Neurologica; Diseases and Stroke
National Institutes of Health, DHEW
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FISCAL YEAR 1973 ACTIVITY IN EARLY CHILDHOOD RESEARCH (continued)

v r

¢ Distribution of Research on the Family in FY '73:
(Categories are not mutually exclusive.) :

"26% ~ 50% Family-Relat®d * | N

PR

‘ ! - A
8 Distribution of Research on Education in FY '73: -
 (Categpries are not mutually exclusive.).

Less than 10% Scﬁoql Achievement

Individualizéd Instruction
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National Institute of Mental Health
Health Services and Mental- Health Administration, DHEW
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FISCAL YEAR 1973 ACTIVITY IN EARLY CHILDHOOD RESEARCH

[y

® FY '73 Funding: - §7.7 million* . ° R ’ "
\ . -

-7 Y
Ty

¢ "y

® _Number of Programs or Projects Active in FY '73: 151
. v ‘ . . '

1

[ ] Mission and/or Functions in‘EarlvﬁChildhodﬁ'Research:'

The objectives of the research program of NIMH are to provide support of
research on the etiology, diagnosis, treatment, prevention, and\control of
mental illness, and the promotion of mental health. NIMH is primarily
responsible, therefore, for the support of applied, ¢linical, and basic -
research aimed either at the resolution of specific problems of mental and

. emotional illness, or at the augmenting of knowledge regarding the parameters

of human behavior—-including 1ts prediction and control.

Areas of investigation are varied, spanning a continuum from the investiga-

. tlon of basic cognitive, personality and soclalization processes, through the

development of research methodologies, to study of intervention prograns and
other environmental influences which may affect the healthy emotional and

;cognitive growth of -all children: ‘ RO

7 . < . . -

¢ FY '73 Distribution of Research by Area. (CategoriéB are not mutually exclusive.
Oue study. may involve several of the areas listed,. ) . .

15% or helow** 16% - 392 -~ 40% or above

!
—hj¥ical development Family-related Cognitive develepment
Child abuse . ' Physical health Social-emotional
Day care Health and/or welfare development
Parenting skills services
-Child advocacy ' : .
Infant education '
Neighborhood . S
Education . , ‘ 9

‘Preschocl programs

This figure does not include funding for all the 26 NIMH intramural research
projects included in the total.

-

** When no research was reported within'a catego y, the name was not included.
e \ L] ,

A FuliText provided by ERIC

[Kc ~ . S ~ :
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» National Institutes of Mentah Health
Health Services and Mental Health Administration, DHEW R B
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FISCAL YEAR 1973 ACTIVITY IN EARLY CHILDHOOD RESEARCH (continued)

RIRERR]
: .t
RS

3

. & : Tt -
¢ @ Distribution of Research _y Kind of Research in FY '73'

Basic Research - : ‘7 61.6% ) -

LT \’ ‘ '. ‘ . v
Applied Research - <:; : . 37.1% St ;
t

Developmant Projecte ‘ . » . "13,9% 'x_.
Demoqstratioh Projects . L 0%,

" Evaluations g 4 N ) - 8.6%
e . v i
~ Planning and Utilization of Research - 1,.3%

%

@ Distribution of Research by Approaeh in FY '73:
(Categoriks are not mutually exclusive.,) . ¢

5

1

More than 75Z-H'Long—term Studies (longer than one year)

" 26% - 50% _Research on the Whole Child
10% - 25% " Longitudinal Studies " ‘
Less than 102 Research on Methodology " L  ;‘

Ecological Studies‘

Research on Planning and Dissemination
b - . 14 N

"0 Distribution of Research by Kind of Children in FY '73
(Categories are not mutually exclusive.)

51% - 75% All Children oy

Children with Special Qharacteriatics

10% - 25%  Handicapped
4 ’

Less than 10%¥ Disadvantaged

.

‘Ethnic, or Cultural Diversity ‘e
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National Institute of Mental Health }x
'Health Services and Mental Health Admipistration, DHEW B

)
FISCAL YEAR11973:ACTIVIfY IN EARLY CHILDHOOD RESEARCH (continued)

¢ Distributibn of Research on thé-Family in FY !73:
~ (Categories are not mutually exclusive.) ™ -

26% - 50%. General Family-Related
Intrafam{ly Relationships

- Less than 10% Parenting Skills

~

Child Rearing
Stfucgﬁre of the Family o®
Ecoiogy'of the Home

Family and Transactions with Community and Society

, / -
@ Distribution of Research on Education in FY-'73:

(Categories aye not mutually exclusive.)

Less.than'loz General Education~Relatedjtschool-age.children)
| School Achievement
Prg;chool Prograhé

 Infant Educatiop

o Special Eduéation

Individualized:Inétruétion,

w
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Maternal and Child Health Service,* - {»
Health Services and Mental Health Administration, DHEw

1

FISCAL YEAR 1973 ACTIVITY IN EARLY CHILDHOOD RESEARCH

@ FY '73 Funding: $4.6 millidn

® Number of Pregrams or Projects Active in FY '73: 56
o . : ; . L
® Mission and/or Functions in Early Childhood Re.earch: ‘ ‘

The major research ijective of MCHS is to improve the health of mothers and
: children through increasing the effectiveness of health and crippled children's
: services. Major areas Qf research include studies of the improvement of child
health programs and m{ternity 1)1ealth services, nutritional status, the prevalence
of handicapping conditions, the utilization of paraprofessionals, health delivery
systems and evaluation methodology. :

® FY '73 Distribution of Research by.Area (Categories are not mutually exclusivev
One study may 1nvolve several of tﬁe areas listed )

15% or beglow*# “ 16% - 39% 40% or_above
Day care ‘ ‘ Physical deveélopment Health and/or welfare
Recreation . : ) Family~-related services .
Parenting skills ‘ Social~emotional Physical health
*  Infant education development
Neighborhood ’\\ Cognitive development .
Education “y
Preschool programs . = N
*
r ’ ~

*  MCHS is now part of the Bureau of Community Health Services, Health Services
Administration. . ’
-~

%% yhen no research was reported within a category, the name was not included. .
' ‘ ' )

O
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- < Maternal and Child Health Service, *
Health Services and Mental  Health Administration; DHEW
FISCAL YEAR 1973 ACTIVITY. IN EARLY CHILDHOOﬁ RESEARCH (continued)
" @& Distribution of Research by Kind of Research in FY '73:
Basic Researéh o , : 0
“iow - - Applied Research- - - NN - ¥ 0. Y/ 2 o
Development Projects : oo 19.6%
Demonqtratibn Projects ‘ ‘ 5.4
Evaluations C . 17.9%
) '
Planning and Utilization of Research lZ:SZ
Y ® Distribution of Research by Approach in ¥Y '73:

(Categories are not mutually exclusive.)

More than 75% Long-term Studies (longer than one year)

- S
10% - 25% - Longitudinal Studies : ’ o

- Research on Planning and Dissemination

Ecological Studies
‘ . ) /
Research on the Whole Child

Less than 10% Research on Methodology

¢
3

’

® Distribution of Research on the Family in FY '73:
(Categories are not mutually exclusive.)

" 10% - 25% General Family-Related
104 = 2574 ,
Parenting Skills .

Intrafamily Relationships \j‘

Less than 107 Family and Transactions with Conmunity and Society

. A
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Maternal and Child Health Service,
Health Services and Mental Health Administration, DHEW

FISCAL ®EAR 1973 ACTIVITY IN EARLY.CHILDHOOD RESEARCH (continued)

-2

® Distribution of Research by Kind of Children in FY '73: .
(Categories are not mutually exclusive.) .

" 26% - 50% All Children

Children with Special Characteristics

: Hand{icapped
7/
10% - 25% ' Disadvantaged . .
- v Ethnic or Cultural Diversity

0 ~Distribution of Research on Education in FY '73
. (j}legories are not mutuallymjxclusive.)k

10% €725% General Education-Related (school‘age children)
Special Education”

Lesg than.10% Preschool Programs. '

Infant Education
School Achievement

»

Individualized Instruction

LA



- 45 -
Social and Rehabilitation Service, DHEW
s FISCAL YEAR 1973 ACTIVtTY IN EARLY CHILDHOOD RESEARCﬂ

N

® FY '73 Funding: $2.5 million

® Number of Programs or Prgjeets Active in FY '73: 54

9. Mission and/or Functions. in Early Childhood Research:. = .. ...

The 'Social and Rehabilitation Service provides income maintenance, rehabilita~

_tion, and other #6cial services to people in need. Among its resedrch and develop—
. ment goals are the following: to develop methods of improving the services of
- community facilities through services integration and other innovative methods,

to develop methods of increasing SRS client independence, particularly by

developing alternativee to institutional care, and to develop and demonstrate

improved methods of research utilization. Research to contribute to child

welfare is cpnducted in such areas as protective services: for neglected and

abused children, adoption, foster care, day care, and rehabilitation and training

for handicapped children.’

&
. !

® FY '73 Distribution of Research by Area (Categories are not mutually exclusive.
2 One study may involve several of the areas listed )

15% or below* 16% ~ 39% ' 407 or above
Physical development Parenting skills Cognitive development
-Day eare Soclal-emotional - Health and/or welfare
Recreation . development : services i@
Infant education ‘ Family-related . -

Neighborhood ' Physical health ‘

Fducation ' 2t .

Preschool programs
Child abuse . -
. Child advocacy . ' ; *

* When no research was reported within a category, the name was not included.

[KC
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Social and Rehabilitatioh.Service,?DHEW ‘

FISCAL YFAR 197 ACTIVITY IN EARLY CHILDHOOD RESEARCH (continued)

1y

® Distribution of Research by Kind of Research in FY '73:

~_ - .
‘Basic Résearch \\\\ - o 24,17
Applied ﬁeseargh N | o 74.1%
4  Development: Pije‘Ct!i 5 L - R 99,64 .
p— \ :
. [P O Y -
Demonstration ProjeQCS *\ ‘ _ 3.7%
Evaluations \\ CﬁJ 31.5%
| \-//\b "
Planping and Utilization of Research 1.8%
@ Distributioh of Research by Approach in FY '73:
~(Categorles are not mutually excludive.)
More than 75% Long-term Studies (longer than one yeér)
107 - 25% = Longitydinal Studies .
b Research on the Whole Child o
» . i , . ° } > . 4
Research on Planning apd Dissemination -

Less than 10%2 Ecological Studies

Research on Methodology

® Distribution of Research by Kind of Children in FY '73:
(Categories are not mutually exclusive.)

More than 75% Children with Special Characteristics g

Handicapped

267 - 507 Disadvantaged

Ethnic or Cultural Diversity

10% - 25% All Children
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Social' and Rehabilitation Service, DHEW

‘ »
* FISCAL YFAR 1973 AC&IVITY’IN EARLY CHILDHOOD RESEARCH (continued) '
- . . .. ) NS
¢ Distribution of Research on the Family in FY '73:
(Categories are not mutually exclusive.)
267 - 50% General Family-Related ' -
. ..10% = 25%  Intrafamily Relationships | ‘

Parentihg Skills

Less than 10% Family. and Transactions witn Community and Society

$tfucture of the Family 4
Chiid RearingL , k ‘
, Ecologf of, the Home
® Distribution of Research on Education in FY '73:- ..
(Categories are not mutuglly exclusive,) |
10% - 257% | Céneral Educationg;Related (school—agé children)

School Acﬁievement

-
-

Less than }OZ Infant Educatiop

Special Education

Preschool Programs

+

Individualized,Instruction

- -
M .

\
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National Institute of Educalion, DHEW

FISCAL YEAR 1973 ACTIVITY IN EARLY CHILDHOOD ESEARCH

.

* r
® FY '73 Funding: $75.2 miIlion

.

» ‘; .

® Number of Programs or Projects Active in FY '73: 270 - . ,

'
A 4 . ' . + =, ’

kQ‘ Miséioh and/or Functioné in Early Childhogﬂ Reséarch:f

. e
The NIE mandate ‘reasserts the National policy to provide equal opportunity
and high quality education for all Americans. The Institute seeks to imprqove -
education -through (1) helping to solve or to alleviate the problems of American’
education and to advance the practice of education as an art, science and pro-
‘fession, (2) strengthening the scientific and technological foundations of
"education; and (3) building an effective educational research and development
~ system. One of the problem areas to be investigated is that of providing
) quality education to the disadvantaged. The research grants program supports
research in learning and instruction, human development, measurement, and
evaluation as well as studies in the academic disciplines. Work on a research
and -development system will focus on building an effic¢ient organization for the
dissemination of research findings.

*

® FY '73 Distribution of Research by Area (Categories are not mutually exclusive.
One study may 1nvolve several of the areas listed. )

L

15% or below* 167 - 39% 40% or sbove R
Physical development Social-emotional ' Cognitive development
Family-related : development R Education :

Day care - Neighborhood ‘

Health and/or welfare

’ services .

Recreation

Parenting skills

Child advocacy .

Infant education - . . i ) ,
Physical health. .
Preschool programs ‘ : g

. .
- . .
. p .
- . - .
- 14 - .

4

K
e .
* When no research was reported within a category, the name was.not 1nc1uded.'

*
< s

J

[KC
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Less than 10% Research on Methodology

-9 -

lational Institute of Education, DHEW

: FISCQE”YE&E\}973 ACTIVITY IN EARLY CHILDHOOD RESEARCH (continued)

‘Distribution of Research'by Kind of Reseqréh in' FY '73:

Basic Researéh' e : I 34.9%
Appliea Research . 61.2%
| Development Projects . '_ | /b . | ‘ 26 .0%
°Demonstra£ion‘P€ojects *L 3.7%
rEvéluatfoné i 13.§Z
aPléhhing’ana Utili;ation of Research ' 13.9% |

7

'Digtribution of Research by Approach in FY '713% -
(Categories’are not mutually exclusive.) -

51% - 75% * . Long-term Studies

A= 25%2 . - Research on Planning and Disseminat{dn

Whole Child

e

Ecological Studies

" Longitudinal Studies

@ Distribution of Research by Kind of Children in FY '73:

(Categories are not mutually exclusive.)

More than 75% All Children

107 7/5;;r%~- ‘Children with Special Characteristics

Ethnic or Cultural Diversity
Disadvantaged

S :
Handicapped
Bilingﬁal

Gifted
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National Institute of Education, DHEW

FISCAL YEAR 1973 ACTIVITY IN EARLY CHYILDHOOD RESEARCH (continued)

¢ Dpistribution of Research on the Family in FY '73:
(Categories are not mutually exclusive.)

Less tha; 10% Gené}ai Family-Related ) S

Parenting Skills «

Intrafamily Relétionshipé

Family and Transactl ns with Comﬁunity and Sociéty .
. ~ . S '
Ecology of the Home

ctitld Rearing‘ _ _ i

. .“ Distribution of Research on Educétion in FY"73:

(Categories are not mutually exclusive,) s
502 - 715% General Education-Related (school-age children) > + -
10% - 25%

School Achievement

l

2k T e
) Innovative Education

Less than 10% Infant Fiucation

Preschzol Programs
Special Education

‘Individualized Instruction
L3

-,

/ Computer—Assisted Instruction N -
T.V. Instruction ‘ .} (~’
¢ . R -
N .
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Bureau for the Education of the Handicépped;
U.S. Office qf Education, DHEW
1

Co- : ‘;1'3-

S

/ ' FISCAL YEAR 1973 ACTIVITY IN EARLY CHfLDHOOD_RESEARCH

® FY '73 Funding: $34.5 million

® Number of Programs or Projects Active in FY"73: 248

® Mission .and/or Functions in Early Chi}dhood'Research:

L]

- BEH research 1s primarily of a development and demonstration nature. A number
of such programs provide in effect a range of educational and other services to
handicapped children and their parents or to organizations serving handicapped
children. The early education program supports the development of early educa-
tion models to demonstrate a variety of effective approaches to teaching young
handicapped children. The deaf/blind program develops innovative programs to
provide comprehensive diagnostic and evaluative services for deaf-blind children’
and consultative servicese to parentg, teachers and others. Other programs, e.g.,
the learning disabilities program, the child advocacy program, the media services
and teacher training programs, and the work of the Research Division, are all
concerned with providing better educational services to handicapped children.

e FY '73 Distribution of Research. by Area (Categories are not mutually exclusive.
One study may involve several of the areas listed.)

15% or below* L _16% - 39% ) : 40%. or above

. Physical development - Cognitive development Pareﬂting skills
Family-related ) Infant education Educatton |,
Day carg” ‘ J Social~emotiongl

'Child abuse development .
Recreation Preschool programs ' T e
Child advocacy s Health and/or welfare
Physical health ' services

Neighborhood

* When no research was reported within a category, the name was not included

wll Toxt Provided by ERIC

EKC - | -
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‘National Center for Educational Technology,

® FY '73 Funding: $22.5 million

<

< & Number of Proérams or Projects Active in FY 173;

4 . —————
4 .

U.S. O§f1Ce of Education, DHEW

. '® Mission and/or Functions in Early Childhood Research'

, FISCAL YEAR 1973 ACTIVITY IN EARLY.CHILDHOOD RESEARCH

NCET under the Emergency School Aid Act supports research in television .

, programming designed to reduce the educational disadvantages confronting
minority groups. Programming includes bilingual-bicultural education, pre-
sch001 education and instructfon in reading and mathematiecs. In. addition,

.NCET studies innovations in educational technology--such as the ude of satellite
relevision,transmissioﬁ to reach rural, or geographically isolated populations.

/// [ FY '73 Diotribution of Research by:Area (Categorie" are not mutually exclusive.’

o
N

15% or beldw* - . . 6% - 39%

-

Preschool programs - . Parenting‘skills

. . - : Neighborhood

lTox Provided by enic I

[Kc - o

. One study may involve several of the areas listed. ))

¢
-

40% or above

Social-emotional
development
Cognitive development

Education

* When no research was reported within a catégory, the nate was not included.

e
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National Center for Educational Technology;" \i _

. : , - U.S. Office of Education, DHEW: . el
5 ) ‘ ’

FISCAL YEAR 1973 ACTIVITY IN EARLY CHILDHOOD RESEARCH (continued)

® Distribution of Researth by Kind of Research in FY '73y &
- ' T 7 {

Basic Researéh A 3 <0 -
. ' . ) 4 )
Applied Reséﬁ:éh N oo L 8158g} -
‘Developﬁénf Projects. - &j - . :%;dioz
": . Demo£stra;ion Projects R GﬁVAH~M | 0
-Evalugtioni ' ‘ R - o 0_-
Planning and Utllization‘of Reéearch-( - ‘ 18;2% vvvvv
.0 Distribution of Re;%art& by.Approachbin FY '73: S v,
(Categorigs are not mutprally exclusive.) - S
-Moré than'75z '3L;ng—térﬁ Stﬁhies (longer thén one year) e
 °‘ QQE;:_QQK | kesearcp on Plapni;g‘and ﬂié#?mination (

Research on the Whole Child

4 -

©

® Distribution of Research by Kind of Children in FY '73:
(Categories are not mutually exclusive',)

51% - 75% ALL Children b L .gfzu
_gg&;:_gg& | Children wi?h Sﬁecial.Charaé;eristics
t o : | éilingual r % g%}% -
. ) Ethnic or’ Cultural Diversity ‘; ¢
Disadvantqged |

® Distribution of Research on thebFamily in FY '73:
(Categories are not mutually exclusive.)

267 —-SOZ ‘ Parenting Skills
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NationalsCenter for Educdtional Technology, .
.. U.S. Office omedu§§tion, DHEW
Ry

- FISCAL YEAR 1973 ACTIVITY IN EARLY CHILDHOOD RESFARCH (cuntinued)

¢ Distribution of Research on Education in FY '73:
(Categories are not mutually exclusive,)

L e

More than.75% T.V. Instruction

- General Education-Related (school-age children)

e Less than 10%° Preschool Programs

. - Computer-Assisted Instruction
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_ _ Office of Planning, Budgeting, and Evaluation
( © : U S. Offfce of Education, DHEW

FISCAL YEAR 1973 ACTIVITY IN EARLY CHILDHOOD RESEARCH

@ FY '73 Funding: $11.6 million

¢ Number of Programs or Prdjgcts Active 1h'FY 737 22 ~

® Mission and/or Functions in Early ‘Childhood Research: -

This office has primary responsibility for the planning, budgeting and evalua-
tion of overall Offiee of Education programs and provides guidance and coordinati
for Deputyships in these activities, and in establishing objectives. OPBE prepares

. analytical studies necessary for the planning of educational policies and specifies
the kinds of information to be collected for the evaluation of Federal programs i1
elementary, secondary, post—secondary, vocational, and special education, OPBE
also prepares program memoranda, special studies, and analyses supporting the 0

7f1ve—year program and financial plan. - *

® FY '73 Distributiom of Research by Area (Categories are not mutually exclﬁsive.
One study may involve several of- the areas listed. ) ‘

s

15% or_below* © T 1ex - 30y  40% or above

Health and/or welfare Cognitive devélopment . Education
services . o . : i
Recreation o
* Social-emotional develoupment ’ .
Neighborhood ' ’ - G
Parenting skills . ‘ ’ ¢ . o
Preschool programs . ' A : "o

2 v

o~ . -
J/.‘ . . . 1\ . ~ \

.y

* When no research was reported within a category, the name was not ‘included.
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' Office_of Planning, Budgeting, and EValuation
U.S. Office of Education, DHEW

FISCAL YEAR 1973 ACTIVITY IN EARLY CHILDHOOD RESEARCH (eontinued)

h
\

8 Distribution of Research by Kind of Research in FY '73:

Bas!c Research ~ o 0

" Applicd Research R SR 77.3%

. Development.Projects ‘ 0
Demonstration ?rojects .f " . o 0
Evgluation; ‘ ‘.( , ‘_ ' ) ‘ : " 77.3%

élanning an{ Ucilization,of Re;earch . | - 22.7%

- “ o !
2

® Distribution of Research by Approach in FY '73:
: (Categories are not mutually exclusive.)

'Sl% - 75% Long—term Studies (longer than one year)
267 - 50% Rssearch on Planning and Dissemination

Longitudinal Studies - ' (

,LeES‘than 10% Research on Methodology

-

9 Distribution of Lesearch by Kind of Children in FY '73:
(Categories are not mutually exclusive.) :

51% - 75% Children with Special Characteristics
26% - 50% - Disadvantaged

| All Children
10% - 25% .+ Ethnic or Cultural Diyetsity !

Handicapped

-
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Office of Planning, -Budgeting, and Evaluation
/U.s. Qffice of Education, DHEW

P

FISCAL YEAR 1973 ACTIVITY IN EARLY CHILDHOOD RESEARCH (continued)

.

L Dist;ibution of Research on the Family in FY '73: -
- (Categories are not mutually exclusive.)

_ Less than 10% Parenting Skills
‘ J

0 Distribution of Research on Education in FY '73:
(Categories are not mutually, exclusive.)

More tﬁén 75% General Educgfion-Related (school-age children)

267 - 50% School Achievement
10% = 25% " Special Education ’
. ¢ . .

Less than 10% T.V. Instruction

J " Preschool Educatioh-

ot
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- y 'U.S. Department of Agriculture °
b _ : U s

FISCAL YEFAR 1975 ACTIVITY IN'EARLY CHILDHOOD-RESFARCH... ..

\\Si

14

@ FY '73 Funding: Not'available at ¢bis time.

] - .
® Number of Programs or Projects Active in' FY '73: 69

.-

® Mission and/or Functiens in Early Childhood Research:

.

The USDA supports research through ils State agriculture experiment stations
‘designed: to promotée the development of human resources. The work includes studies
of issues related to-childhood such as nutritional status, early. childhood educa-

- tion, the effects of the family, social and physical-environment, and cognitive °
and physical developmental processes. In addition, the USDA Extensi®n Service
supports ‘educational programming for children in a_variety of areas, i. e., family
11fe, day care, and home economics. - : - ‘

- @ FY '3 Distribution of Research by Area (Categories are ypot mutually exclusive.
One study.may involve several of the areas listed.) .

lSé\or below* ) ] 16% - 39%2 - - - 40% or above
‘Day Care o . Cognitive development .,  Family-related" research
Recreation - - Social-emotional . 'Physical health
Infant Education ‘ development k _ RN
Preschool Programs’ ' Education : v
Health and/or welfare
services
Neighborhood . )
o . - Parenting skills
e . . ‘ Physical Development

* When no research was reported within a category, the name was not ‘includedv— -~

EKC

e oo e I o } ’ . -

e
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"U.S. Department of Agriculture

[

- FISCAL YEAR 1973 ACTIVITY IN EARLY CHILDHOOD RESEARCH (continued) - ==

0 Distribution of Research by Kind of Research in FY '73:

Basic Reéeérch - 'l - ' 35:2%

\Applied‘Résearch ) . - ' 63.8%
Deveiopment Projects ) S - 26.1%
Demonstration ?rojecgs . b -3.’ : ‘ 2.97%
Evaluations o ', -_ | 2.9%

Planning ané Utilization df Research 1 0

@ Distribution of Research by Approach in FY '73:
(Categories are not mutually exclusive.)

‘More _than 75% . Long-term Studies‘(longer than one year)

G

10% -, 25% Research on the Whole Child

Ecological Studies ‘ >_f .

Less than 10% Longitudinal Studies

i . Research on Planning and Dissemination

® 'Distribution of Research by Kind of Children in FY '73:
(Categories are not mutually exclusive.)

"'More than 75% All Children

*

3 o )
26% - 50% Children with Speciul Characteristics
‘ Disadvantagéd' ‘ \
10% - 25% Ethnic or Cultural Diversity

Less than 107 ~ Handicapped '

Bilingual

v
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u.s. Department of Agriculture

|

" Distribution of Research 6n the Family in FY '73
(Categories are not mutuaﬁly exclusive.)

26%-—‘50% General Family-Related
Intrafamlly Relationships
10% - 257 " Parenting Skills

Family and Transactions with Community'and Society - -

2 :
Ecology of the Home : ~f§"
Less than 10% Child Rearing - é '

Structure of the Family

¢ _.istribution of Research on Rducation in FY '73:
(Categories are not mutually exclusive.)

10% - 25% =~ General Education-Related (school-age children)
Less than 10% Preschool Programs . , .

School Achievement
Infant Education
Special Education

Individqalized Instruction

-

TFISCAL YEAR 1973 ACTIVITY IN EARLY CHILDHOOD RESEARCH (continued)
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L o Section 3:. Analys_is“of-' FY""'7'3 L L o R S R

Early Childhood Research by Agency

The following program analyses are based on the individual program

‘ descriptions of the precéding pages. This chapter will conclude‘with a
summary analysis of the overall Federal early .childhood research picturé,

and will point out some of the imbalances, overlaps, emphases, and gaps

in current research as well as needs for future research. '

Office of Child Deveiopment. The large percentage of research devoted

~ to health and welfar% services, parenting skills, day care and preschool
- programs clearly illustrates the concern of the Office of Child DeVelopment
_(OC?) for research on the socialization of the -.child, particularly as it

_béauréwin the natural context of the family, community and ébﬁiél institu-
tibns. ?o; example, the family is a fachr in 31 percent of the work and
“the neighborhood in 34 percent. Moreover, a full 14 percent of the studies
were ecological in approach.  The targeted populatibns 1nclude'ch1}dren in
general in 50 percent of the studies, as well as disidvantaged children in

.30 percent, and ghildren selected for cultural and ethnic di&eréity in

32 percent. , Child abuse, a growing welfare issue, is a focus of ‘7 percent

of the research.. Most of the work is applied cesearch with significant—"
‘amounts of demonstration and development projects (33 and 24 petrcent respec-

tively). - ; :

L

National Institute of.Child Health and Human Development. ‘Research
- B ) N

on child health, 74 .percent of-the work, is a . major concern of NICHD. 1In
addition;.ghe agency emphasis on overall human development is rerlected in
'the aﬁounttof work on thé'whole child, 23 percent, and the substantial

emphasis on the developmental processes. Many of the projects focpsing on
han@iqapped children (19 percent) are stgdying thélmentally retarded.
However, in the majority of the projects (65 percent) children in general
aré the targete.! population. The study of methodology, although less than
10 percent_of‘the wo;k, is a key area of research. Family related issues
are especially important in the intramural‘N1CHD research; Sixty-nine per-

cent of the work is basic research and 18 percent longitudinal in design.

Ao .

)
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-

National Institute of Neurolog}cal Diseases and Stroke. &11 of the

revearch reported by NINDS deals with the health of children in some way.A

The major effort in early childhood research is the ongoing-long-term
Collaborative Perinatal Research projects, funded at $5.5 mi}lion. The
size of this project in relation to the others reported tends to distort
the percentages shown'on the agency page as it is counted .as a/single
project. This Perinatal project involves basic rqsearch on the factors

of pregnancy, labor, and deliver§ that effect the child's neurological,

. physical, social-emotional, and cognitive development. All of this re-

search can be considered family-related. Other NINDS projects in early
childhood are concerned with sensory-perceptual functioning and related

handicapping wonditions. More than,75 percent of the studies report

handicapped_childrén as the_targeted populatifn, A large. amount ,_48 per-. _

cent, of the work is longitudinal in design.

National Institute of Meatal Health. NIMH funds early childhood

research in many areas emphasiied by the Interagency Panel. One key area

is--family-related research with 35 percent of the studies inVolving sone

aspect of it. Intrafamily relationships and the ecology of the home

are the most frequently studied family-related issues. In research’

‘methodology and instrumentatjon, anotherfkey area, NIMH reports more

work (9 percent) than any other agehcy. The global approach is refiected

in Lhe 32 percent of work on the whole child and the 8 percent on ecological

‘ studies. . The work deals with cognitive and social-emotional growth and

development in 48 percent and 40 percent of the studies respect{vely and ,
as can be seen in Table I, involves largé amounts of research on health
and the delivery of health and welfare services. The majority of the

nork is basic research (62 percent); however, 37 percent.is applied. >

» Maternal and Child Health Service.* MCHS funds research designed to-
promote the"health of mothers and children. Physical health is studied in
54 percent of the research, and delivery of health and welfare services in
57 percent. Special emphasis 1nfhealth research is placed on the study of

nutrition. A number of projects (over 25 percent) are concerned with either

" "
MCHS is now part of the Bureau of Community Health Services,
Health Services Administration
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family—related issues or parenting skills. A large‘amount of work is
longitudinal in design (23 percent),'and reflects the global approach,
1.5;, 14 percent of the studies deal with the whole child and 11 percent
are ecological studies.. Research-on planning and dissemination is in-

cluded in 16 percent of the projects.

Social and Rehabilitation Service. Many of the 54 projects 1in

early childhood iesearch funded by. the Child Welfare Bureau and the

Rehabilitation and Training Centers of SRS are concerned with health and

‘welfare services. Specifically, day care is studied in four pergent of

‘the work, child advocacy in six percent, and infant education in seven

;- percent. A welfare.issue of‘growing emphasis, child abuse, is the focus

of 1l percent of the work. Research is being conducted in family-related
areas, especially on intrafamily relationships which are studied in lS
percent of the work, and in parenting skills which are studied in 17 per-

cent. The worh\includes almost equal amounts of basic research (24 per-

¥ \z*’( oy

cent), development projects (30 percent) and evaluations (32 percent).

National Institute of Education. NIE research is directed toward

. the improvement of learning and educational services at all levels and

for all segments of the population. This objective is apparent in the
research on early childhood--more than AO’percent deals with cognitive
development and the education of school~age children.A Additional studies
center on infant eduation and preschool education. The development of the

whole child is considered in 16 percent of the projects, and social-emo-

- tional deVeIOpment in 23 percent. Most of the research "is directed at

children in general (86 percent), however, a wide. variety of special
populations are included, such as the disadvantaged minority groups,
ﬂ1<'handicapped “the bilingual, and the gifted. The kind of research is
varied consisting of basic research (25 percent of the projects), -develop-
ment projects (26 percent), evaluations (14 percent) and planning and
utilization (lQ‘percent). The dissemination of research, a goal of NIE,
is studied in 24 percent of the projects reported in early childhood.

! T
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OE, Bureau of Pducation for the Handicapped All of the research in

the Bureau of Education for the Handicapped (248 projects) ‘concerns handi-v
capped children and, as Table 1 shows, is oriented heavily tovard educational
programs, parenting skills, and-cognitive and social-emotional development.
Research in speciel education ircludes wo;k on‘infent'education (21 percent),
preschool programs (35 percent), and individualized instruction (14 perCent)
A@smaller area of research, but one of increasing importance at BEH, is T~

}fadvocacy which is a focus in twenty—two studies. The emphasis is on important

-[sefvices and as a result more than‘3§ percent of the.projects study the plan—
ning or dissemination of research { Eormationl The»majority of the research
activity supported by BEH consists of development and demonstration projects
(42 and 40 percent respectively)

OE, Division of Plans and Supplementary Centers (Title I11). Title I11

supports projechs by local education agencies directed to the solution of
critical educational problems common to all or several states. In FY '73,
40 percent are development projects and 53 percent are demonstration projects.
Targeted populations consist of children with critical educational problems;
3 for example, over 75 percent of the projects include minority group children,
62 percent include the handicapped, 30 percent include the disadventaged .
and 16 percent include bilingual.children. A wide range of 'educational
techniques are studied, such as individualized instruction (in 43 percent of
the projects), television instruction (in 7 percent) and computer-assisted
instrnction (in 7 percent). " The planning and dissemination of'research, .

another important goal, 1s,studied,in;l6.percent~of.the work.

OFg Division of BilingualaEducation; Most of the 18% projects funded

under Title VII "involve long~term research and are concerned with providing
‘demonstration ‘educational programs for children for whom English is not the
dominant language. The projects study methods of promoting the cognitive .
‘development, especially language development, and lhe social-emotional develop-
ment,- especially development of cultural identity, of the children. The

areas of ‘preschool education and individualized instruction are studied in

16 and 11 percent.of‘the work respectively. The development of a wide range

of curricnlum'materials and tne development of,treining services for\teachers

are significant aspects of these programs.

(< _ W e .
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OE, Bureau ef Occupational and Adult Education. While the regearch

~activities supported by BOAE relate primarily to basic and vocational
éducation for adolescents and adults. some projects or components of proj-
ects involve early childhood research and development. Selected activities
that are relevant to this report 1nc1ude: (1) projects for educationally
disadvantaged adults,Lﬁhicn_tnczhde inetEBction in basic parenting and child
developmént sk}lls; éiéZﬁlalft§;I;£ng parents to assiet their children s
1nte11ectualz phsyical and social development; (2).adu1t education proj-
ects which include an emphasis on strengthening the family; and (3) pro—
grams at the elementary school level designed to increase the career
awareness of students in terns of the broad range of options open to them -
in the world of work. These interests are reflected in Table 1. More

than 75 percent of the studies involve instruction of q(‘hool age children,
Most of the target‘population is disadvantaged and a significant.amount
of.the work (57 percent)'is difec;ed at children.selected for their cnqtdrai

ahd ethnic diversity.

0L, National Center for Education Technology. NCET research consists

primarily of the development (80 percent} and ﬁt}liéation (18 percent) of
educationel technylogy, particularly innovative educational ﬁées of tele-
viéion: Though most of the programming efforts are directed to children

in general (73 percent); congiderable effort is d{rected tewhrd children %E
I with special characteristics, e.g., bilingual children and children of
cultural and ethnic .diversity are the targeted population of 36 percent of
the programming and“the*disadvantaged~are~tnq?targeted:popu1ation of 27- - .
percent. Significant spec&fic areas of concern are preschool programs

A
and computer-assisted instruction, each a focus of 9 percent of the work.

OE, Office of Planning, Budgeting, and Evaluation. Over 77 percent
wof the 22 early childhood projects funded by the Office &f Planning,

Budgetingz and‘Evaluation, are evaluations of programs supported’in other
areas of the Ofﬁice of Education. The remaining 23.percent involve plan-
ning and utilization bf research. The ptimary areas of concern are educa-
tion. and eognitive development. Witnin these.areaé the research pertains

to special education programs, 19 nercent, and to school achievement, 32

-

<



' 'percent. The targeted ponulations consist of many chiidren'with special
characteristics and special educational needs, i.e., the disadvantaged
are included in 46 percent of the projects, the handicapped in 14 percent,
and children of ethnic and cultural diversity in 18 percent. QA signifi-

cant amount of the research,‘27 percent, is longitudinal in design.

.”United;States.Department of Agriculture. . The USDA research is con- __

.cerned generally with the promotion of r*he well-being of the rural popula- .
- tion. As a result, USDA reports more early childhood research that is
ecological in approach (22 percent) than any other agency . In addition, -
the child 1is frequently studied within his family eunvironment, shown by
. the 45 percent of the family-related projects. Wi{thin the area of family-
related issues' the USDA is a leader in investigating the ecology of the _“
- home--a factor in 15 percdnt of the projects. The ’reas of child health
and health and welfare ‘services are a focus in 48 and 35 percent of the
projects respectively. Many. of the health studies center on nutritional
' status and improvement. Substantial amounts of‘work'an the developmentaI‘
processes——cognitive, social-emotional and physdcal (all over 25 percentf--,
reflect the USDAvinterest in overall growth,gz:'development of children.

Section 4: Summary Analysis of-AiiﬁAgency Research, FY '73

Tables 1 and 2 present the amount of research effort supported by \

. the individua] agencies 1in the particulagkareas and approaches emphasized

a given'aggpey*s\activities~can’
be derived by examining the appropriate vertical column, while the total -

~by-the Interagency Panely ~An o‘verview-“o

: (r«; "

research effort across agencies in a particular category can be determiued g?'

by scanning the appropriate horizontal row. )
Tables 3 and 4 show the distribution of research effort in the
priority areas and‘gpprdaches, based on the total of -the number of projects
supported by all of the agencies in FY '73. The percentages of,the agencies"
projects that are focused on particular kinds of chi}dren are indicated in
Table 5. ) ' o ' ‘

Table 6 ‘shows a‘breakdown of all of the agencies'_research on the

family according to selected sub-areas, and Table 7-similan1y presents a
more detailed picture of research on education. . ” .

Q - ' s . : a \ ‘N L .
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Table 3. All Agencj Distribution and Rahk Order
3 (By Percent) of Areas of Research, FY '73*‘

.

N = 1605 Projects

L #» ‘ ? . - Percent..
' Rank
. i - . ) )} / i
! - 41% - 50% " Education 5 43%
s IR R S L . ‘
*- Cognitive Development - == - 41%.
317 ~ 40% Social-Eﬁotibnal Development . 36% -~
212 - 30% Prrenting Skills 29%
. . - Neighborhood o 27%
~Whole Child : 1% .
11% - 20% Physical Health - 20%

. 'y
Health and/or Welfare Services 16%
. s . . °

Family Related'Researeh ’ : 13%
- éreschool Pregrags . 13%
I% - 10% Physical bevelopment ©10%
: ' 'Infaqt Education. : ’. %
e ,%@,;,Day,Careefi,h B . 6%
C Child Advocacy e
' ’ Recregilon’- ‘ : o 1%
Child‘Aﬁpse , : - 1%

. - '
Vi

-

* Percent@ges are based on the total number of projects and -
represent non-mutually exclusiVe categories.'
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N = 1605
Ve - Perqént
Rank
R ' 1’. J
Long~Term Studies (longer than one year) “99%
. ¢ ! . . . . . .
~--Research-on—the yhole Child 21%".
Research on Planping’‘apd Dissemination' BN ¥
| Longitudinal Studies 9%
.- Ecological Studies 5%
o - .
-Research on Methodology f 3%
Table 5. All Agency Distribution and Rank Order
(By Percént) of Research by Ki.ud of Cnild, FY '73%
o N=1605 -
") . . - . ' ! '
Percent
Rank
[ [ ] - o
Children with Special Characteristfes  , . 612%
L - .
A1l \Sﬁildren I S 53%
Eéﬁnié 6r“CQitufal bi?eféify,- L 31%
Handicapped N _29%
- Disadvantaged P 26%
Bilingual g 15%
. , ,
Gifted . ‘ - 27
' r
P .
v < ) \ ]
-k Pércenfigeslare based on the total number of projects and repre-’

L
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Table 4., All Agency Distribution and Rank Order
(By Percent) of Research Approaches, FY '73%

2

sent non-mutually ‘exclusive categories,

13 R} -

{ g B
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Table 6. All Agency Distribiution and Rank Order
(By Percent) of Areas of Research on the Family, FY '73%

N =,1605
Percent
Rank
 Parenting Skills o o | 29%
General Family-Related : i n | . 13%
Inirafamily-Relatibng?ips. » . lOib
Family and transactions with Community and Soclety o 4%
) Ecology of the Home - o 47
’ Child Rearing - . : ] Y
Structure of the Family : 2%
" : |
: Table 7. All Agency Distribution and Rank Qrder
’ (By Percent) of Areas of Research on Education, FY '73%
| | N = 1605
Percent
Rank
. General Education-Related (school-aged children) k 43%
Special Education - ;‘ : 4v‘20i4
School Achievement ) ‘ 16%
Preschool Programs ‘ - . 13%
Individualized InStructi9n o 9%
-Infant Educatiqu | ‘ : | 7%
Inhovative'Educa:ion ' ’ _ ‘. 5%
‘;T.V. Insttuction . ~ ‘ 2%

Comﬁuter-Assistéd Instruction " 1%

‘ * Percentages are based on the total number of projects and repre-
Q sent non-mutually exclusive categories.
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Finally, the total amounts of funding for the designated'areas and
approaches are listed in Table 8.

~In all of the tables, the categories are not pecessarily mutually
exclusive, as a single project may "involve a number of,research areas and_:
.approaches, and pertain to children with a variety of backgrounds and
characteristics; ' .

As can be seen in Taule l'énd Table 3, research on. cognitive develop~-
ment continues to receive substantial support from a large number of
Federal ‘agencies. 5Cognitive development is an area of  concern in 41 per-

\and accounts for

cent-of all of the projects réported by the agencies,
a ;ajor portion'of the FY '73 funding of every agency represented on the
Panel. It is impoitant to keep in mind that research projects may address
cognitive development (or any other area) in a variety of wavs, and speci- -
fic research questions and approaches most likely reflect a particular

: agnecy'S'basic goals or mission and general approach to early childhood

| research.  Fo ingtance, a basic research project on the development of. a
specific perceptual skill and an applied study of a handicapped child's
overall intellectual development may both be classified as studies of
cognitive‘development. Therefore, while the general area of cognitive.
development clearly receives considerable attention from all of the
agencies represented on the Panel, it does not necessarily follow that
research activitiesﬂin the area of cognitive development are redundant
across agencies or that one agency's projects overlap significantly

with other’agencies projects. . _

Only the area of educatign, addressed in 43 percent of the total
projects, receives more. attention, and more money (see Table 8), than
cognitive development. In contrast to the overall pattern of 8upport

for cognitive development, however, 8upport for research on education‘
. i{s.less evenly distributed across agencies. Table 1 indicates that
most agencies fund either a very large percentage or a very amall per-
centage of educationrrelated projects. Educational tesearch receives_'
heavy commitnent {over 40 percent) almost exclusively from those agencies

'whose legislative mandates contain specific educational objectives,

e.g., BEW, BOAE, AND NIE.
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Table 8. Total Amounts of‘Funding by
Research Area and ‘Approach, FY '73

o

AcFﬁal Total Budget, $252.4 Million* ’ “6vériépping Amggngg**
Long-Term Studies (longer than one year) $235.9
Education v 149.5
Cogni;ive Development - | 117.1
Neighborhood ‘ .‘ - ) 87.6
Beseérch on Planning and Dissemination ‘ , 85.3
Social-Emotional Development ; J 84.1
Pére;ting Skills ' - o 78.4
Health and Welfare Services ’ _ | ‘39.0
Research on the Whole Child | N . 38.1
Infan;'Educatiohi | , ' R 27.4
Longitudinal Studies | 25.8
Physical Health 1 25.5
~ Preschool Programs o ‘ 23.9
Family-Related - ' 13.6
Physical Develoément | ‘ _ ' 9.8
Day Care‘» o S : o 6.3
Ecologicai Studies . 5.9
Child Advocacy A - ' 5.7
Reéearch‘on Methodology . ‘ 2.9
" Recreation * 2.5
Child Abuse \ . 2.0

* The funding information was not available for 1SDA, NIMH Intramural
or Title III research.

*% Some or all of the funding amount for any one area may have supported
research in other areas also. Thus the sum of the individual ambunts
does nov equal the actual total budget.

.
e
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While research on cognitive development traditionally has been the
focus of a great dea{ of research activity, social-emotional development
has received less consistent attention in earl}‘childhood research. The
Panel ;e;eatedly has underscored the need for expanded investigation of
social and emotiona1~aspeets of the child's development, espeeially with
respect to issues that have been conceptualized and dealt with primafily
in terms of intellectual ﬁrocesses, such as learning and education. As
Table 3 shows, 36 percent of all early childhood projects are cénce;ned
to some extent with social-emotional development, ind{cating a high level
of research effort in this area. Furthermore, as can be seen in Table 4,
a‘siénificantﬂnumber of projects (21 percent) involves research on the
whole-child. In other words, social—emo{ipnal development and cognitive
development often are 1nvest1gated in theJéame study, 'in lige with the

- Panel's emphasis on 1nterrelationsh1ps between secial, cognitive and
physical processes. On the other hanﬁ, the mere inclusion of‘a variety
of social, cognitive and physical meaSures in a study does not in itself

'indicate that meeningful relationships between the basic developmentel
processes.are being investigated or that they can be discerned. A great
deal of theoretical and empirical work on combined aspects of the child's
developmenf still.heeds to be undertaken.

Most of the agencies support a significant number of projects that
are concerned with either parenting skills or the family in geﬁ%ral.
Twenty~-nine percent of all projects contain at least some component of
instruction in parenting, either directly phrough_educational programs
(e.g., in a demonetretiehs project), or indirectly through parent involve~-
ment in the actual program or.activity being funded (e.g., in research on
cedter-based, or home-based child care). Research more directly concerned
with the f;hily (e.g., a study of the structure of the family, or of the
relationship between family factors and child development) is included in
a much smaller proportion of studies (13 percent). While the total
amount of family-related research has been increasing during the 15&& :
several years, more research effort in this area is celled for. Many.

agenclies emphasize the family 3n their FY '74 research plans (sée Chapter
111). '
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Since the Panel has selected the Family as a major theme for inter-
agency coordination, a more detailed ‘examination éf FY '73 research on the
family is warranted. As can be seen in Table 6, research on 1ntrafémiiy
relationships accounts for a major pqrtion of the studies oﬁ the family.
While several of these studies 1nvoivé investigationstof.motﬁeruchild
interactions, few are ¢oncerned with the father, both parents, or the o
sibiings. Other family-related issues receive relatively little attention.
Research on the family and fransactions with external systemg is involved
in only four percent of the total number of_projects. Thié figure should:
be revised downward, however, as in many of these projects the family. and
commuhity institutions merely hapben.to be included in the dyerall regearch

design. ‘Tﬂét is, an even smaller number of studies are oriented toward

actual transactions between the family gnd society. One such study is

examining the effects of infant day care on mother~infant interactions;’

_another 1is investigating linkages between the sghool and home. Socia1A 

and physiéal aspecté of thé home environment and related effects on child

development are studied in approximately fdur percent’df the research

projects (classified as ecology of the home in Table 6). Only two percent

of the researéh projects are concerned with issues directly related to
child rearing or to the structure of the family. ,
For the must part, then, rZSearch on the family continues to be
desigﬁéd along fairly traditional lines, and needs to be expénded to
confront important«qugstions-about the sfructure.and functions of the -
family, the family's‘role in child development, and the family's inter-
actions with community and social institutions . (See Appendix A for other
questions.) , ’
Research that concerns broad social programs, and community insti-
tutions, organizations and activities, continutes to receive substantial
support. As indicated above, many projects‘pertain to educational issues
and are -related to a varietyﬁof school and community center programs,
Interest in child care remains ﬁigh, as can-be seen by considering the
related areas of day care’ (six percent), preschool programs (13 percent),

infant education (seven ﬁg;Eent), and parenting gkills.
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While the level of activity#+in the area of child abuse appears
to be relatively low (slightly more than one percent),'research effort -
related to the problens ofjthe abuseq .or neglected child actually has
increased dramatically during the last‘year. Table l shows that activity
“in this area is concentrated in certain Federal agencies. Furthermore,
the true degree, of effort can not be determined clearly by examining
projects funded in FY '73, as greatly sxpanded research 18 being planned .
by the Federal government for FY "74 and~beyond. Note also the relatively
high level of req®arch activity in the area of health and welfare services
(16 percent), which includes programs for physical and mental health, pre-
natal health, nutrition, family planning, and research on adoptive services,
foster care, protective services, emergency or crisis services, and child
advocacy (wnich in itself accounts for about three percent of the total
number of projects); ‘
An analysis of the FY '73 &ata reveals several key gaps 1in early
dhildhood research with respect to the'approaches designated by the Panel
.as being of high priority concern. In Table 4, research on methodology
is shown to be involved 1in only about three percent of the projects. The
paucity of effort directed tovard methodology and research design appears
to be especially critical when one'considers that the Panel has recommended
increased research on the- family and on tie ecology of the child-—two ,‘m\
. areas of research in which improved scientific techniques are gredtly
needed. ' R
Longitudinal studies are supported in 'nine percent of the projects,
althongh {zble 2 shows that’ these projects tend to be concentrated in ,a
few- agencies, such as NICHD, NIMH, NINDS and OPBE. .
For the purposes of this report, research projects were classified
as ecological 1if they contain some combination of factors related to the
family, neighborhood, community, or soclety. Even with this rather compre-
hensive definition Only about flve percent of the FY '73 childhood research
can be considered to involve an ecological approach Studies of the child s
11fe space (1. e. s research directiy cqncerned with the interrelatedn%ss of
all factors in the child s environment) are included in only one percent of

the projects.

/
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S Table 9* )
. PER CENT OF TOTAL NUMBER OF RESEARCH PROJECTS

BY KIND@ RESEARCH, FY '73

3

TOTAL PROJECTS
- 1605

BASIC
RESEARCH

APPLIED
RESEARCH

125.4% 68 3%

s

PLANNING AND -*
UTILIZATION
OF RESEARCH

. 75
o .
, . © Table 10*
' PER CENT OF TOTAL FUNDING BY KINDS OF RES':ARCH
Fy ‘73
TOTAL FUNDING > o
$252.4 MILLION yd » :
. 'BASIC
RESEARCH
1 43”” »
PLANNING AND —» 0 \
UTILIZATION - .
Of RESEARCH
“ ..
APPLIED .
> HESEARCH
81 9%,
. | ‘_
J ' s . ~ “Percentages represent

non-mutually
* . exclusive categories.
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| Tables 9 and 10 present the percent of total number of research o~
projects by kinds of resedarch, FY '73, and the percent of total.funding
by kinds of research, FY '73. The three categories of basic research,
applied research*, and pianning'and utilization of research are mutually
exclusive, and refer to the Ehiééii purpose or orientation of the re=<-
searcn'activity. That 1is, each research project is classified 1n one -

- and only one category. ., For instance, a research project may: contain a
development component, but he classified as basic research if that is,
in fact, the major orientation of the project.

Tables 9 and 10 show that not only does applied research account
for a large percentage of the activﬁty supported in FY '73, (68 3%),
but it receives an even greater perFentage of the total funds expended
by the member agencies in FY ¢ 73, (Pé .9%).

This concludes the presentatioh and analysis of FY '73 research
projects. .The kinds and areas of résearch and approaches to research

1

“planned by the agencies for FY '74 Vill be examined in the next chapter.‘

Co . 8

rrrrrrrr

Applied research includes development, demonatration, evaluatiOn, and
general research of an applied nature.
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'CHAPTER IIL
'AGENCY PLANS FOR EARLY CHILDHOOD'RESEARCH, FY '74
v : Lo Lo ‘ ’ g ' ) | )

The FY '73 research activities funded by the agencies that comprise
the Interagency Panel.on Rarly Childhood Research and Development were ‘.Lw
desctibed and analyzed in the preceding chapter. The research efforts:
and objectives nlanned by the member agencies for FY '74 are presented

.: in this chapter. Descriptions of each agency's major résearch priorities-
for FY '74-are presented first. The individual descriptiows are followed
by an overview: of the combined agen&ies /plans, and the varipus objectives
are analyzed and discussed in light of the research recommendations 9peci-
fied by the Interagency Panel. In addition, more detailed information
about activity planned by the agenc{es in specific résearch areas is
presented in Appendix c.

L3

Information about plans was derived from dccuments and’ materials
provided by_the various agencies.,” At the time thiszreport was being ‘ f
prepared, the objectives and priorities established by many of the agencies

~ were tentative and/or -incomplete, and had not received final approval.

- The descriptions that follow, then, do not necessarily represent offical

and/or final statementy of agency plans.~

‘o~
v . A . L2

‘Section l:.-Description of FY 'Iﬁ Plaus, by Agencz‘

ggfice of Child Development
N A ", -

- 'y
oCD gives priol{*v to research that focuses on chiid development

- as it occurs in the ﬁatural context of the family and primary gocial
institutions. Some specific areas of research emphasixed in the plans 4
(tentative at -the time of writing) for FY '74 are ‘the following. '

1. Child- development and tke family.

a. The socialization of the child and the family-school interface.
¢
- bs The interaction of families with institutions other than the

nchool {e.B«, health, social services, law) with respect to thc
_ socialization of the child.,

——

- k) . = .

-
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c. Adaktation of families to changes'in social circumstances.»,7

d. The effects. of public policy ‘and social trends on the’ family

. 1 \

and developing child. S - v

. ‘I\:} Vs
14«,3- -
a.’iMinimizing the separation of)children from their iamilies,

2o

> 2. Children bt risk and the child welfare system.

including minimizing initial placement incidence and developins

L '.’f' constructive deinstitutionalization. )

ib. chilgd abuse and neglect, including.case identification,h
intervention in existing abuSe/neglect cases, long-terh
prevention, and narional clearinghouse for: information. -

: (See sectiqn on DHEW, Coordinated Agency Efforts in the

.  Area of.thld»Ahuse and'Neglect.).
c¢. - Upgrading the qualitf of institutions, -
3.- Child advocacy. | |

a. Development of a coherent focus for Deparfmental efforts

.
L, e

“. Lot
in child advocacy as a guide to funding decisions.
b. Exploration of strategies of advocacy to- see which best
' ‘serve the ultimate purpose of making_inStitutions more
responsive to the needs of children.
c. Determination of significant variables 50 that more structured

L d

research may be undertaken to determine the costs arid o
. benefits of different modes of advocacy. : : "
4. \Television and children. = L. L
+a. The role television plays in family re1ations and family
social interactions; the influence of family functioning
on children 8 viewing patterns.
b. The role of television in forming children 8 attitudes
about social\stereotypes and the potential of television
. to present content which communicates the full range ‘of
. human ability and accomplishment.
C. How television content can be used to communicateto
chiidren, ‘and encourage the performance of socially

valued behaviors. B

P ) . ‘ .
. . -
¢ N ' . ’ LT
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=‘-§§ ot ~d. How the impact/of?current,television'programming‘can :v;
' ‘j o be moderated by’ utilizing other socialization agents ‘
. - (e.g.,‘patents) to buffer or enhance television contelt..;
o e. How television viewing affects the very young- child, e.g.,"
A the effects of télevision on reality testing and ;ouceptual
. .- development of preschool‘age children.

5. Day care.

a. Examination of major‘determinants of cost and quality of careﬂ
to children, with emphpsis on effects in variations in staff/

child ratio and leve fof staff professionalism, on a wide -

' : .range of possible hort-~térm child development outcomes.

. b, Development and 4fialysis of information related to.day care

.consumer pxef fgnces, with emphasis on major variables related

to patental/preferences, including cost, convenience and parental

i

perceptions about what constellation of services their children o

-,

may require. ) r o

National Institute of Child Health‘andeuman Dévelopment

NICHD conducts and supports an integrated program of research into

the sequential changes characteristic of individual development from che.
mOment of fextilization through old age. and death.- The approach cuts _
across disciplines and spang. both normal and abnormal development. A, .
,basic research objective is to provide a sound scientific basis for
improvements in the health and well- being of the Amcrican pe0ple, espe— ’

!'

cially mothers, children, and the aged. . o )
. NICHD supports research in connection with three .major areas of '
emphasis. (1) p0pulation studies; (2) child health; and (3) aging ~;/
Research in Child Health which is ‘the division’ “of concexn for the pur—
poses of this report, is administered through three major branches ot f
programs" (l) Perinatal Biology and Infant Hortality, (2) Mental Retarda—

t

tion; and (3) Growth and Development. k

1

< ~
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Vo Specific re;\ﬁrch areas of - child health that have high priority for
FY '74 - FY '78 are as followh -

1. Perinatal Bio;ogy and Infant Mortality. - _. '\ -ﬂ“‘ Lo

?|‘_ LA T Pregnancy and. maternal health, including the effects on .<, j_
. . ' matérnal and fetal health of ‘maternal compYications and '
pdiseaseshsuch‘as diabetes\mellitus, anemia; urinary tract'“
< . . o infections, poor nutritional status; and psychic stress of
_ . , 'pregnancy.~ , o
v » ~-b. ‘Embryonic. development, including developmental pharmacology,
‘the fmpact’ on the fetus of prescription and overhthe—counter ‘ ,
‘drugs. the impact on. the fetus .of exogenous environmental factars,
and effectq of mgternal infections on fetal deve10pment.
¢. Low birthweight. -~ T . '
d.,-Birth process, respiratofy distress syndrome, and. other ,

g, . ’ LI

{a E .problems of adaptation. " ; -
e. Sudden infant death syndrome. ) _ .
2, Mental Retardation. N R g ' o _
s a. Epidemiologx and etiology of mental retardation, including C N
effects of lead poisonfng, pollution, and the man-made environ-
ment, effects of drugs both ptenatally and postnatally. of
malnutrition and undernutrition, trauma, parental care and
'S '.stimulatton patterns,. and genetic factors. ‘ a ,' o
b. Cytogenetics, including continuation of research on synthe— c o
sizing the gene for rabbit globin, assessment of incidence
and preValence of .chromosomal abnormalities, determination
. of madical and ‘behavioral significanCe of minor chromosomal
. ’abnormalities, improvement of antenatal diagnosis and map-
' _ ) ping of human structural and regulator genes through linkage -
- + . studies and cell hybridithion techniques. . R
//)'V c. 'Imborn eprors of metabolism, tncluding: the development of
. better methods for early detection ,of*inborn errors of meta- ,"
| bolfsm through traneabdominal amniocentesis; deve opment of

a more efficient system 1o aiagnose.heterozygotes, through
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' : loadi;g tests and tissue culrure techniques' the deVelopment N
of efficie\t, economical and readily available methods for
,‘1.n multiple screening of newborn infants for inborn etrors of
":HJl metabolism; development of therapeutic diets for ‘those patients ",i 3
1 ;‘with inborn errors Qf metabolism whose condftion is amenable to.
‘“this approach* hybridlzation of human cells with inborn muta-
'tion, and studies on the regulation of differentiated functions
* . in these hybrid cells as they relate to inborn errors of .
' metabolism. ! ' '
. - d. :Prevention, early diagnosis and treatment,’ . ' O
3.. Grdwbh and Development. ' S S :.- S B
‘ a. Physical growth and maturation, especially the hormonal cohtrol ; i
| of growth, genetic contributions to ph)siCal growth individual
‘ patterns and physical growth over time, and neuromuscular
_-‘~« _disorders.~v ‘ : . N
'kf_’ b. .Behavioral, cognitive, and social developgent, including: e
‘ ' | 'deVelopmental biology (the relation between behavioral phenomena
,‘ - - and neuro-endocrinological, psychophysiological, eleotrophysio- ‘
\\u_ \logical, and neurochemical processes), with emphasis pn coghitive

development, the leatning grocess, human communi&ati and social

.+ devélgpment. - s ' \R I
©e. Nutrition, and especially nutritional problems a d their
~ sequelae for low-income families, and short>term’ and long-term

consequences of malnutrition and/or hunger on mental develop—'*

ment), ‘social behavior, and performance capacity. o S

W
N .

d. Adolescen[ development. _ ' ‘ A / 2o

«  e. Prevention of accidental*injury. ' o ' ‘=}_? SR
i f. Developmental immunology, including the telations ip between’ E S
secretory immunologic system and childhood disea es. )

g.;,DeveIOpmental pharmacology. f

/
All, relevant areas of science are involved in the resea ch activity
planned by NICHD. biomedical, behavioral, and social. Theye is a heavy .
emphasis upon multidisciplinary efforts,,and longitudinal studies are

utilized to study telationships across developmental stage7

]
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B National'Institute of.Neurologicalfbiseases-and Stroke' Coe

. : L . ) J R . : . ; s )
; ' . Nhile NINDS supports a‘number of qmall pro1ects that concern neurological
‘ sensory, and communicative disorders in children, one large longitudinal study
;ﬂ_"i.. accounts for most of the early childhood research supportod by this agency.
) The Collaborative Petinatal Research project is a comprehensive, pros-
.ﬂ‘i "_‘ pective investigation of women during~£hei; pregnancies and the subsequent ‘
e development of the children born of these pregnancies. Monitorqp and res -
' »corded . are the events and complications of pregnancy, 1labor and delivéry, \
which may contribute. to a variety of neurological disorders."The observa-
‘tions ‘on some 55, 000 women during their pregnancies were made during the
yéars 1959 ‘through- 1966 at 14 collaBorating, major medical centers distri-
_ bu*ed throughout the United States. Data collected at these major medical N
Vo centers have been submitted to the Perinatal Reseafch Branch Nationahv o T v
' Institate of . Neurological Digeases and. Stroke, which has been responsible : »
for coordinating the program and is respOnsible for analysis of the- data. B N
- - The curreiit major emphasis 1s on the follow=ip examinations of children _ .
o - at seven. yeargiof age, which include neuroloéical psychological and visual
screening examinations dnd an evaluation of the socioeconomic environment
in which the children live. At eight years of age, there | s a detailed
assessment of speech, language and hearing The evaluations at ages
yw»f ,: seVen and eight are designed to identify specific neurological problems,
' including 'subtle defects of the nervous system, such as, léarning disahilities
and minimal brain dysfunction.  “Data collection for the program will be . .
4 completed 1id FY 74 Thé data, on.an ethnic basis, represent about 25 700
;‘whi£§; 25 800 Black, 3,700 Puerto Rican, 250 ‘Oriental and 300 other~ e

? ‘.Jf,‘. ’
. Stud xregistrants. The population is mainly urban. r"

™ ' o

‘o o Date\\:llection is in.its final year, and the major emphasis in FY '74
( will ‘be o

ta nalysis and interpretation, and production of reports//gr""
. publication., Bas alyses to be completed in FY '75 are pla o)

'erebral palsy; (2) men al retardation, ‘ .

cogzgjsi n; (6) learning and .
education- disorder- 7y minimal brain dysfunction, (8) neuropathology—

the following Primary areag: )-
(3) copgmunicative disorders,‘(A) vis

epidemiology of death (9) birthweight-gestation and (10) congenital _ ;-.5

malforﬁation , . - ) // . : :
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' National Institute of Mental Heatth. .~ - -~ = = ]

- > . N
Research training and service objectives of the Center for Sbudies ofj _ \_;
‘Chiild and Family Mental Health for FY '76 include ,the following .

e e e 1. Stimulate and support projects that " view children and families in

s . ‘ terms of their strengths and potential, rather’ thanvin terms of
individual or cultural psychopathology.- '
2. Stimulate and support: projects which attempt to explore whether
~ and in what ways cultural differences are causally related to
decision;making and selecti0n of behavior options.;
3. Stimulate and support projegts that view children and families
.« as intcrdependent systems in’ transactions with*other social sys-
Lv tems for maintenance of mental health.; ’;_' ,aﬂ ‘ S
4. Support projects whnﬁ\uefine and evaluate the competencetneeded o Tt
by children to cope with thgrchanges wi;hin families and non-
family groups. ; : ’ ,
5. Develop and ?upport projégx\\that explore antecedent social‘condi— »
' fions and -processes which influence decisiOn~making and change in
faniiy life (prevention) and deemphasize those which deal’ exclu-
sively with undesirable social outcones and ameliorationl~(inter-
vention) Evaluate options most likely to produce desired change.
6. Develop and support projects which identify and explain. the socic—‘
. logical and behavioral con%onmitments of sociai strictures that '-': o
r.ip-:_“iu:/effect the mental health of children and families. 9evelop and
L - . evaluate sﬁrategies intended to potentiate the responsiveness
o and flexibility of these s;ructures-‘ N ‘ ;33\\f
( 7. Stimulate and support projects that view children witpin a q-:.
n : . developmental framevork to assure that the needs of children at'
L S : different stages are appropriately served o . L
| 8. Support projects that yiew children within the tgtgl environment .
" {or as a member of a social ecology, i e., a family, school, cul- T
. “tural group, society) ' | _ A

\ ) . . ’ -
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A9u_ Develop and support longitudinsl research on families, not so R
T, much to study their life cycles as we have done in the past but )
to\assess the processes of how changes occurred in their social )

kis,cirfumstances, and how these changes were related to changes in.

their behavior. e ' . S ,
"¢ 10. Develop and support projects which etplo;e the commonatity (rather
n .‘
.,/ : than uniqueness) of behavior across soci&l classes, 8o as to bet;er

. dhderstand the social—psychological impact of ‘€lass on families ‘t:“;”f—f
_ (a dispr0portionate number of studies of families. have been of
" lower cliss p0pu1ations) o ; S ' .
11.  Support projects that evyluate tow fsmilies function as facilitating L.
‘ systems, and how families choose among available options in utilizing

.ﬂ/‘: existing’ supportive services. . . . )

2. Support projects which develop and assess coordinated and effective -,
/» { means of delivering.and obtaining health _and’ mental health services Jﬁ A
/, with emphasis on theiprovision of primary care within ready reach

of all children. v R . s
13, Stimulate and support projects to evaluate the efficacy of the .“ .
_new parenting training models. ' : SN .
14. Develop ‘and’ support training models that emphasize family-centefed‘ tgr
} approaches to prevention and treatment. e _ L '
415. quelop and evaluate effective counseling services for adolescents

A

d081gned to 'prevent the development of serious emotionsl proolems.-
Maternal and Child Health‘Services# I S . ‘

JI : . |
P !nruw)«‘#rlau'.; : : | )

. Research plans of Maternal and Child Health SerVices are mude in line oo
with seVeral long-term research priorities. The seledted priorities related
to early childhood research and development are:

1. Health delivery systems er children. ,‘ R S K

5'

2; - “he nutritional status of children in this countrx. ;nc‘
3.  The health igsues in group .care fecilities for very yqpngﬁchildren.

e

4. The utilization of psraprofessional health persqnnel.

f
. R ¢ . ;f -
- -t 2 ! . .. : 9 }‘ St ’
f Now part ‘of the Bureau of Community Health_Qervices. " / j:
. o o < "y S ;‘;k 2
\)‘ . ~ ‘ - '. ‘ : ’ i - ,., s B . 1"! *
' . ‘f v
. . /
5 ) o .
7



'health problems*recommended for study are: (l) nutrition and pregnancy,

~specia1 emp asia is placed on the deVelopmeht of programs and aervicea in‘

b ¢ '. * { . !
'-’/' - 99 - . . . . 3
’ , S N
‘ A . & . 9 ) '
5. The hevelopment of familyvplaﬂning as a component part of compre--

. hensive .matérnal health’ services. - . <o ,
. YV 6. The .évolvement of methodology and’ strategy for evaluation of health: '

2

programs. . , o . ,; FE L ok
7. fThe prevention, diagnosis and treatment of child abuae, all health Tt
\ 1ssues - reLated to. child abuae. T 3\ ' - X’ o _°7f

N
. e

" ““In additioa, the Report’of the Nationai Conferepce"on“xeaearcn in ~~<5»¥3-- 7T

' Maternal and Child Health (MCHS, 1973) aummarizea the reaearch‘priorities .

by authorities in this field uhich will" 1nfluence reaearch planning in'the
future. Many of the. recommendationa include the goala liated above, fon .
example, waya te improve the provision of health aervicea to mothera and’
‘¢hiidren and the évaluation of the effectiveneaa of theae servicea. Specific T
problems in other aréas include&. (l) the population covered under existing L
health inaurance plana, (2) the barriera to the use of exiating health ser~
vices; and (3) ,the obataclea to planning and providing regional centera for
mothera and handicapped children and. youth. Some apecific diseaaea and |

(2) child abuse, including prévention’ and earlier idenoificat on and managav
ment’ of the abused child and family, and (3) hypertenaion in c?ildren and '

youth as a precursor for hypertenaion in adultat , ~ /) *',7 S
- ) v e ., .
Socia‘l and Rehh'_bilitation Ser‘vice ’

° L

¥ ) -

The research plana of the Social aod Rehabilitation Servica reflect i"".‘

““““““““““““
.l'
Y
s

4 .

et

i)

vhich self care for individuals and fanilies supersedes inatitutional care. 1,.»

) The Chi d Welfare Bureau plana reaearch in tse following areas: %’_
¢ 4 !>»“
1. Earf& and periodic screening, diagnoaia and follow—up-of children, ‘ 2' .\
, to prov1de comprehensive health screening of children eligible h- 'A_f

for Medicaid (to ge 21).¢ R o -
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c _C ‘ 2- ‘5ay‘care. - . - : . Lo ' \\
B . a\r\Effect of day care on participation in the labor force by * "~:

ol mothers. e . C ?
‘ \ ‘.’.ﬂ ?. ) b. Factors that influence the demand for and use of day care. \
' e Alternative means of day care. : o o ”. o
. 'Foster care, oot o » )
.Q' _- ) -{ Altetnatives to foster care' (e 8. expanded adoption options)
._i_:;;“l:_nwc b..._Methods.of- preventing 1nstitutionalization of—children—andufwuﬁ'ﬁ
‘ . - separation from the family.» S , e I
> s Child abuse.” L ' -
o a. Determine early warning indieators, develop case - finding tech-
. ' niques. St o - . ///”/M/ ‘

b.f Cost-effectiveness of the delivery of protective services'*

SKS will continue to support a regional system of 22 research centers
L ; SNl
at universitieb and medical- schools. Emphasis iﬁ placed ou basic medical -

research and the development of- treatment and re abilitation services for

.-

“

‘.a wide range of disabled haqdicapped and d&sadvan:aged pe0ple.

)

National Institute of Education ‘
’ . g o e ; e B BRI . o CE

S Recently adopted ‘priorities (early December) for NIE allocation of new

. S — . .
a,funds for FY 7% 1nclude the following' . ' ’ ’

rrrrr . . .
- . k] .
K3 N

o

1. ‘Provision of essential skills such as reading, language develop-
! ment, writing, and arithmetic, to all citizens. '
2}' Improvement of the broductivity of_ resburces in the educational .

v

system., o S L - o '
* 3. ‘Understanding and {mproving the relationship.of educétion and
WOI\k. : . . L ‘ . 23 - ’ ;

-';‘ 4. 'Development of ppoblem\solving capabiltty in the educatioan
- . system at the state and, local levels. . g

. 9. Increasing diversity, plurality and bppbrtunity in American

. » -4 U
educatiion. : 4 ! P i NS

-
A o

N 3.
w5 .
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Topics of research in which activity is likely to be started or con- .
tinued cover career education curf&culum and instruction, technology and .
o productivity, methodology, objectives and evaluation dissemination and
' research and development personnel. S : o
' In early learning, three of the major areas being emphasized in the

P

’ .,development of research priorities are: '
s

R e Y ’Measurement and evaluation ‘ C e ' , .

S AL S St b IR S e e e

2. Programmatic research (1. e., preschool programs and day care
 parent involvement, media, family and neighborhOod) .As '

? _ 3, Basic research.

‘. ’ There is also an emphasis on the development of research procedures

and measurement techniques which will lead to the design of studies to

Tidentify relationships between _environmental variables and children s.
‘behavior. 4

(*Pkne detailed plans for early childhood research were not available'
at the time this report Was completed. " ' ot

OE, Bureaﬁ,of-Education for the Handicapped

Research p1ans of the Bureau of Education for the’ Handicapped reflect l//vz'
a basic commitment undertaken by the Office of Education to insure that all. ‘
handicapped children receive special education services to enable themeto d', v

.develop to their fullest potential an:/thet(by reduce their degree of depen_
dency ‘Work will continue oh tho fou dbjectives set by BEH in FY '71, and -

‘ efforts will also be directed toward a fifth objective for severely handi- ‘
. capped children. The five primary goals are: . o ’ .
1.. To assure. that every handicapped child is receiving an appropriately
L " o
“Kg _ o designed ed,ucation by 1980 (95% by-1978). ' ’ °
;{"‘-’__'r .. ‘ 3 .
N e 2. To assure ‘that by the year: 1977. every handfcapped child. who leaves't ‘

school has had ca¥eer educational training that is releVant to the

]

job market, meaningful to. his career aspinations, and realistic 90

his fullest potenbial. . \N o R I

- \ N LI
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, 3.‘»To secure  the enrollment by 1978 of 850 000 (852) preschool aged ‘vu‘“
‘ handicapped children in Federal State and local educational
] } day care. 7 : : S ‘,
S 4. ‘To assure that all handicapped children aerved in the schpﬂls
: ' . have sufficient trained personnel who “are competent in the skills {
oo required o aid the child in reaching his full potential. » e
E 5. To enable the most severely handicapped children and youth to
bocome as independent as possible, thereby reducing their re~»
quirements for fnstitutional care and. providing opportuni;y for )

s

. self—development. . ot , : ’] I
. I - . - Ty ]';

J ‘. In FY ‘74, major’pmphasis will be given to- the addition and study of -
‘ the fifth basic goal, to a ‘reexamination and. reassessment of significant
. research issues in the Knitial gbal areas, and to the adoption of a manage-'
ment process which facilitates the timely responsiveness of the research
» program to needs identified in the field and in BEH programs ‘Resourcea :
_5;' ' 'notcgreviouply @ommitted will be directed toward refining BEH research
plans, and initiating new projetts - consistent with already identified
needs and[or needs identified as most critical in the early stages of the

planning process.

v P N . \

ogerivision ofi?lans and Supplementary Centers‘
With the uncertdinties of future funding, the ESEA Title III program
‘has decided to use the $l3 million uncommi tted funds for FY '74 for the ‘_ “!’“
diffusion of educational innovations on a national basis. Therefore, the |
plans for FY FY '74 involve. changes in strategy from development to dissemina- '
tion and do not deal vith substantivﬁ areas of regearch. During FY t74
Title III will reviéw and fund on-going projects gsubmitted to them for
purposes of national demonstration. The projects may include educational :
. innovations developEd under ‘previous Title I support or ‘those developed
locally. A requirement willn?e that the programs ‘have been proven successful.
In cases whete local need can be demonstrated and a program proven successful .
“in meeting these needs can be identified, fuading may be ‘available for
project fnstallation. The exception to this iy the plan to fund a few

= '

x : v,
& . .
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and cope with neglected and aBused children in their classrooms.,

AR

. Lo L 4-_'103 - k“'v" ..‘>//i;"
' b

4 [ -
‘ o

projects aimed at developing methods of preparing teachers to identify -

N

' OE, Division of Bilingua]. Edticatdon * | .. . . R

- .

The . grants funded;under gSEA, "Title VII for bilingual education cur-'

f rently may be used for the: fz} owing purposes. _ ' . - ;ﬂ- e
’ 1. ‘Bilingual instruct | (using tho 1anguages as mediumsfof|instrhc- ‘ wf
‘irion) in' the regular school program. o W ?f o _ o
S 2t' Instruction in tﬁ? history and culture associaéed with the students N
ey o languages. : R .
'q”?;i _g.y‘Establishment of closer cooperation between school and home. |
. Early éhildhood education designed to 1mprove the child 8 1earn-'
.ing potential._x - L s
5. Adult education, particularly for parents of~Nhg}dren participat-‘
’,ing in bilingual programs T .
: S T ’Vocational-technical training and bilingual programs designed for .
‘ part-time pupils, dropouts, or potential dropouts. . P
. o S : < | S ’flf * _
¢« s+ OE, Bureau of Occupational‘and‘Adult Education ) g °

[
. - R . .

!

The FY '74 plans described here come from the Office of Research and

Development in Q?AE and representthe anned expenditure of the Bureau's

.Discretionary Vocational«Education Research funds.,
“the rang of concerns of.all of BOAE.

The ORD plans suggest . .
They will undergird existing efforts'?' '

and should 1ead to the improvement or expansion of current vood.iOnal educa~ .

*.-tion programs. The piojected areas of study. are as follows.

1.‘

. . ".Za

':Curricula Studies. Information is needed upon whictho base cur-
riculum planning end curriculum development activities.

Digadvantaged, Handicapped, and Minority: Information is needed

> to improve vocational education and vocational education oppor-

tunities for disadvantaged, handicapped, and minority populations.\

B @ e e e e B e A ot o i 4 ittt

. e



~ Nationdl Center for, Educational Technologz. . 'Jj e

——

L Applied studies will be supported to produce informat-)n that

.0 s ‘designed for use by decision makers at the Federal, State,.
~ and local 1evels. e : ﬁ | R oo

3. Alternative WOrk Experience Program., Information is needed to

improve and extend work experience programs..

3

A Gu?dance, Counseling, Placement, and Student Follow-up Services., o

N\
zComprehensive systems of guidance, counseling, placement, and

" follow-ép services for. otudents and adults need to be improved.

5. Manpower Information and System for Education. Job, manpower, _—

labor market, and deftographic data are -required bx,public, pr#— «

vate, and proprietary educational administrators,-planners, -

N
' evaluators, curriculum devefopers, career counselors, teaohers,

\ . .,
and students. _ : : : ’
b SN B .
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No statement aof plans was available at the time this repprt was written’

.oy, ] ) : ", ) L >3

‘1iteracy and_ provide corrective remedidtion for those who are presently

" total national thrust, as distinguished from a program, to focus on the

" OE, Right to’Read Program  © e e T T e

v ’ \/ L
» % . l .
fhe Natio al Right to Read Effort is designed to demonstrate effecbive

. procedures for ellminating functional illiteracy and,{pr preventing their

occurrence or reoccurrence. The.Effort proposes to prevent functional il-

experiencing the results of being functionally illiteratef !
K The goal of R¥ght to Readp is to insure that. by 1980, 99% of all

‘people under 16 years of age. living in the United States and 902 of all

those over 16 will possess , and use 1iteracy skills. The goa1.1mplies a ,'JA

reading literacy problems in the nation. : Sl e '1 -

LN

‘The program provides. for the facilitation of services and limited

‘financial and//ther resources taq enable various educational iﬁstitutions, ;, _\-

gdvernmental agencies, private industr es, corporations and foundations !

T ' . *‘ . [ A
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to insure collectively the reading success of children in the schools

- and to eradicate illite;acy among the adult populatiOn., \

\

The State education component of ‘the National Right to Read Program

C establishes a structure to enable State and loch education agencies to
address the organizational managerial, -and instructional practices which

. inhibit reading success among both children and adults,

Objectives for FY '73, .The Right to Read . objectives for FY '73 were.

dividéd into four argas: (1) school-based programs; - (2), community-based :

programs, (3 state ,education agencies, and (4) cross bureau coordination.&
1. ‘OVerdll Srhool—Based Objec;ives. To inc?ease at a rate of month- -
f for—month the average reading. level of students -in at least 50%
of the . Right to Read funded school—based programs, '
" 2. Overall Community-Based Objective' To increase at a-rate of
4 ‘mbnth fcr-month the average reading skills of functionally illit~; "
- erate adult participants 4n at least 50% of the. 74.Right to Read
communitvhbased .progranis as measured by pre~ and post~ tests, or
vhere criLerion-referenced measures are used in at least 50% of
of the participants will accomplish the first year objectives
specified in.the projects. , * .
3, Overall State- "Education égency Objective. To provide financial,
"technological, and humén reSOJrPeS to twenty additionai state
. educatlon agencies to assist them in. the development of - an exen-
plary state-wide program for the improvement of reading instruc-\v

tion.to affect evéry school district in thei?,?Fate'w”

4. Overall Office of Education Cross Bureau Cobrdination Objective.

To introduce and apply Right to Read strategies and techniques

.o to reading activities of nihe OE Bureaus, and to institute

. X aperiodic reporting to the Right to Read program‘ ) .
Plans for FY '76 Those activities indicated for FY 73 will ‘be con—

tinued in FY 74, To insure a 3% reduction in litaracy in FY '76, the

Right to Read Program will: ‘

“1, Monitor and provide technical assistance to Right to Read'
program ‘validation contract. no ‘_ e
¢2. Coordinaté™ “twenty demonstration projects in teacher. education and

reading.vd.,f o o X

et ok e 8 kit e e it i e - et s i o VY ¥ . P
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‘ 3.. " Implement mechanisms for reading research translation.

4, Train cadre of state technical assiatants..

]

5. Fund and provide assistance to ten additional Right to Read
states., - ! ' . {f )

oLt R 6. . Coordfnate adult reading academy in public libraries.
7. Provide technical assistance to adult literacy television. *

'-

8; _Coordinate collection qnd dissemination of information regarding
\ programs in cross bureau and cross agency coordination.- . .
9. Provide additional technical assistance ‘to Office of Education
. programs in cross bureau and- cross agency coordination.‘ *
'?lO, Assuhe selected activities of National’ Reading Centers. {i,

11. Monitor ten special-reading‘projects funded by ESAA,

12. - Coordinate 54 new special reading projects funded by ESAA.

13. Add three bureaus to cross bureau- coordination, namely, Higher, '
Education, Emergency School Aid. Act, and the Bureau of the Handi-
' capped..‘ ‘ o

~

< 14, Initiate contact and worQ with major.corporations. ’ ;5' ;\

) ‘J ‘ ‘ . ': . " : P
OE, Office of Planning, Budgeting and Evaluation

7

The OPBE - FY 74 Evaluation plan continues the two principal objectives
fof prior years ‘aimed at contrihuting to policy and program decisions. The
first objective places primary emphasis on conducting natidnal impact evalua-
tipns of major 9?.PE?SF§P§:;,IhgwgEigezigwiorlaelection.of those"to_beupersf-ml
formed each year, include: - . ‘ Lo . .f ' iy

~ 1., Studies which will suley informatibn for, Congxessionally mandated

N (, ' . e
evaluation reports. e : S

3

2, 'Studies which focus on the effectiveness of specific programs. :'.
o " . as compared to-those whichﬁprovide for genezal data collection.
v 3. ‘Studies which provide inputs to’ requesta for upcoming legislative

1

renewals.

4, . Studies of\\zograms which are of special current:interest and
policy: concetn to either the Congress, the Executive Offlce of

the President, the Department, OE or the genéral public.':i-i y

L] . . L. : o e
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o §. Studies of major programs (high dollar value andlor impact on;g .
- large target populatiwns) _ »/ : o
6. Studies of programs 'which impact on OE, $ducation Division or

Department objectives or prlorities.

a

"The second objective focuses ‘on a wide rang of evaluative and planning

studies concerned aith edgcational policy questions, issues and problems not
"answered by program impact studies.' These ‘studies subject the issues to

Rerd

' analysis, collect relevant data and shed light bn alternative choices to '
be considered. Thewstudies are generally'not specific to a’ particuldr
program, but may lead to program formulation or legislative proposals.. It -
Ashould be noted that the studies in this plan are not the only mechanism
E%r -analysis of" policy issues.; The twr, equcnrional policy research centers,

A‘at”Stanford searc¢h Institute ‘and Syracuae University conduct long-term'

hprograms of research inzgelected critical policy areas and also’ provide :‘_> "'-;

‘rapability for a limited number  of quick policy analyses. 'y:

. .
“ . _ . 4. o .

\‘ . - . " . A

The United States Department of Agriculture

. -

-tive State Research Service rnd educational ‘programs through the Extension

The Department of Agriculturo supports reseirch through th?‘Coopera*

" Service.. Major thrusts of the research program hith respect to children '
for FY '74 largely carried out at the State agricultural experiment stations,
'center on nutritional status and nutritional improvement, early childhoqd S
.education, effects of the family, socfal and physical environment, and of 1HJ‘ :
‘day care center programs Other resedrch concerns are with cognitive and g viﬂy .

. -1inguistic processas and with patterns ofoyoung children 8 physical, motor

“and cognitive development. ' : o v
ﬂajor areas of educational programming by the Extension Service with
respect to- children, 1argely carried out by the State extension services, “

. centers on home economics, family life, and early childhood education in-' a:oi'”;

2c1uding child ‘care, day care, nutrition and early learning and development.~: ‘
The Agricultural Research ‘Service (ARS) -of the Department of Agricuiture K
ctary , '
v gituation, the nuteitional health, the levels of living, and the home manage~

L conducts a variety of research with the general goals of improving the d

ment practices of families and individuals in the United States, Much of the ,ff

N e o A A e et . {
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g program is oriented toward foods and nutrition. Basic information is .

developed to assist the conservation and optimum use of food’ resourcbs to

dpromote the nutritional well -teing, health, and personal satisfactiOns of
-all people in the nation. T A T oo . .

A major fOCUS of this research is to obtain information on human

"requirements,for nutrients and the ability of various foods to-provide

these nutrients. The goal in this research s to provide a sound basfa
for dietary recommendations for normal individuals throughout their lives. ‘,
One of the high priority risk groups in these studies includes the infant

and young. child. he studies of this(group will attempt also to identify

the individuals or the groups of indivipuals 'in the early childhood age

group who could benefit by an alteration or regulation of "their dietary _

.......

and to assess the potential benefits from dietary change. - .
I The ARS _has ‘the responsibi}ity for nationwide food consumption studies,

X . not 0n1y for different population groups but among individuals of the same_

to help families obtain better diets and make the most advantageous use

| group. The nutrients and the foods ~consumed by children under one. ?Ear, i |

one to two years, three to five- years, and six to- eight years of- age are :
assessed separately in these-studies. Research based guidance materials

are developed‘that relate to food budgets, dietary guides, and other aids

~ of their monetary and time resources. Food budgets for families at dif-’

ferent income levels and with children at preschool ages are: developed.

;,along with the more specific budget requirements for the- children themselves.

ARS also conducts a research program to {mprove levels of rural living,
on resources available to ‘families, . the decisdons families make concerning

-their use, the decision-making process, and existing levels of 1liviug..

These concerns with the family include both the early childhood and ‘adoles= ;i’

cent years.

The Food - and NutritiOn Seriice (FNS) conducts studies and surveys as
well as nutrition education and training for the Child Nutrition Program
of the USDA. Their §tudies include methodology -to, increase the effectivenesa
of ‘child nutrition programs,’evaluatibn_or assessment’of the impact of

J

~
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various food distributiion programs, and the testing of new mtans of
:improving these diets for children. Projects include.evaluation of
-various new igods and food- service delivery systems, food acceptance

and pilot studies on nutrition education for preschool children"

N N . . > ,
. ) . RS . LY
‘ . - : . o
Department of Health, Education and Welfare. Coordinated Agency Lfforts
~in the Area of Child Abuse and Neglect / N . S
/ L ’
/)J . . fo .

-8 . ]
. . . - .

- Inasmuch a3 the interests and coricerns of the members of ghe Inter-

Agency Panel on Early Childhood Research and Development are reflected in

the Panel's concerns, prevention of" child abuse and neglect has become anl'

important part of the efforts of the Interagency Pardel toward exchange of

'information and cooperative: effort. Although chi ld abuse has been a cord

tinuing concern for certain agencies,withinujﬂb Department of{Health Eduea-

~ tion and Welfare, recently there has been an increased awareness of the
problem and the need to seek solutions. The Interagency Pangl has been
instrumental in developing a state ~of- the-affs paper on. child abuse and

neglect which will" be completed early in the 1974 calendar year for dis-

tribution to panel members. - This paper will provide informaﬁion to the
panel agencies to "be used in developing their plans and is anaintegral
'part of the information dissemination process associated with this co-
operative effort.e A limited dis%ribution to key agencies of aﬁ extensive
~ annotated bibliography of research and development studies has already
been accomplished. e e {

' As envisioned by the Department of Healtb Education anq welfare,
. there are now three factors/in the equation that describes the conditions
which rei:lt in ‘child abuse. The initial factox is’ the child the second

g individual, and the third, stress factors in-the environment

y

which,fupon reaching a given level, trigger a reaction on. the part of the M,

‘abuser, rcsulting in child abuse ‘or-a continuation of - chronic child abuse.

¢

~and neglect. : L . .o ' e '-.?’ ’
' " The Federel plans -for FY '74 call for a concerted ‘attack by -3

number of agencies on problems involving all elements of this equation.

The geheral approach envisioned by the Federal agencies is to. assist _the
‘ J

{
i
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states'in carrying’out the work necessary’to alleviate conditions‘and
incidents of child abuse and negléct by funding demonstration projects
: and experimenral studies,'the results of whjeﬁ could provide olutions
. . to the problem. The approatnnich the agencies within the Department A
' will use in.this area is" one oriented toward promoting the delivery of . *
“state and local - services not only to the vulnerable child but to the
family as-well. Moreover, this focus incorporates a c8operative effort ,i ,‘
among the involved_agencies toward finding solutions for the protection
- and care of vulnerable children through (i) identification, (2) inter—v o
. vention, (3) prevention, ang (4) public education with regard to the R
'ptoblem of child: abuse-and victims of child abuse. : _ SRR ' ‘ ';"
_f . Several agencies which are members oi the Interagency Panel on Early
i Childhood Research and Development are directly involved in-a Federal
E child abuse effort' The Office of Education, the Social Rehabiiitation
Service, the office” of Child Development, The Bureau of Community Health
. : ervices, The Natidhal Institute 6f Child Health and Human Development,
and the National Institute of Mental. Health. T - o
: Although ‘the plans of the various agencies go beyond research and
development efforts, only those R- & D components of their child abuse and -
neglect efforts will be addressed The plans. which will be put into

effect in FY '74 are presented below by agency. ' . ‘
- . ) B : &} ' .
Office of Child Development

l,v Development and. dissemination of. informatiodﬁl matcrials and sup-
~ port 'to all full—year and summer Head Start.- programs and experi—

'_mental projects to inciude an emphaais on the identification and

g

' prevention of child abuse and neglect as a part of the- full range
of Head Start program activities. R '
2. Development and utilization of a survey instrument which will .
.-EA: review local child protective service programs for child abuse .
and neglect in order to develOp progran models for demonstration
in FY '75. : : ’

1




- 111 - |
) i ) | . . . . K . L. ..
‘. . ‘ . . . , N . . ‘.-" R ": »I; .\. mi

N " . .
. . ' . .. ' - : 'y
- o !

A 73y Action as a lead agency in.a joint effort with SRS and the“

{; ~,  Bureau of Community Health Services Research and Evaluation in fund

(‘...gw -

“:—z

_-ﬁhg and evaluating demonstrations of child abuse and neglect pro—"

grams utilizing an integration of. existing services and cur- 4
e rent knowledge at local community andfpr etate levels. oo

Y . H——

‘Social Rehabilitation,Service , L DR

1

. 1. The design and implemengation of 3 three yearfr:search project_
| to determine the early warning signals of child ablse and
. neglect which indicate need for immediate interventi;n and . for
e : the delivery of apprOpriate services to- prevent child abuse

‘ and neglect. ' g L . ,_' .’ g ’ 77;\
e T2, The development, under the aegis of the Esrly ‘and- Periodic
' Screening Diagnosis and Treatment (EPSDT) as carried out under

Medicaid, of procedures to detect and treat child- abuse and

'; : child neglect in early diages.. .{g o e .-,d 'fcl';
! 73.‘ The securing of informgtion from ten selected. stateL and thirty ‘
. local welfare departments through the regional offices on prob-
’ -« lems in providing services to abused and neglected children for

- the- purpose of” developing_information materials,describing model.
.« . service pgograms. , o o L
»4._ The conducting of. a program analysis of. services for abused and ..
_ neglected children in selected state and local communities,
- ‘:' ‘ inclyding the developme t of an evaluation system to measure the

" tesults of the protect} e services to be field teSted "in five R

. localities.s‘. .o
- 5. The funding and designing of the guidelines for ‘a stste-of-the—
. ng’: art study on child neglect to complement the publicatiOn of the
; f B Office of. Child Development. . . _ 1}"»H o .

Byreau of Community Health Services, National Institute of*%hild Health ‘:

~ and Human Development, and National Institute of Mental Health
. ‘\.

1. The Bufbéh of Community Health Services will fund new reSearch \
projects.thst are related to various systems of’ the health care

P | . delivery and prevention of child abuse. ‘-’ . S

- ) Al




- plans for. FY '74, were presented in the preceding section. Most of the o

. . . .
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‘2. ~The - National Institute of Mental Health will fund new. research
‘ 'concerned with the.mental health aSpects of child abuse and’
neglect that are a significant‘iqrce in causation, a factor inf
6 prevention, and a prevalent means of treatment, in order to '.‘ oo
‘\\Q?"fill identified gaps in knowledge, and thrOugh special studies’ . »’,
taimed at suggesting solutions to problems already idehtified.~ EEEE R
. 3.- The National Institute of Child Health and Human Development uill | .
l define a biomedical research progran. that will contribute tg
<, solving problems in clitld abuge and negleét and increase Support i
- of addiﬁional high- quality research in the field. . P 4 '\:"”
4, lmplement en evaluation project in selected communities to detet-
” mine the effectiveness of child abuse services’ provided by the _
Bureau of Community Health Services, Maternal and Child Health'
?‘ programs, with ehphasis on those situatione where Maternal and'
Child Health programs have developed cooperative arrangements
with local health agencies. e T e .

Office of Education C . R

- 4

: Ob will fund two Tiq&e 111 projecbs in order to develop an effective _
model fon training téachers to: (a) identify abused and neglected ! .
children, (b) work with other cOmmunity resources to alleviate the_

.

problem' and (c) develop the skills necessary to aid abused and.’ - T v
neglected &aildren in overcoming emotional trauma in order that I N
‘ effective learning can take. place in the classroom. ' 3 ‘

S T SO USSP UO S — e

‘Sectibn 2: Overview of Agency Plans for FY '74 -

N .
» ¢ : N s

Y

The priorities and objectives emphasized by the member agencies in their . -

,agencies clearly intend to support research in many of the key areas that

have been designated by the Interagenﬁy Panel as being in need of increased
attention. Information about the amount of effort planned by agencies in

regard to specific tesearch issues and problems is presentqd in Appendix c.
The lists of research questions were submitted to the members of the. Inter--T

- agency" Phnel on Early Childhood Research'andgnevelopment, who in turn _

¢




N

L indicated whether t eir respective agencies'plan (in FY 174). increased
effort, decreaged ffort, the same amo‘nt of effort, or no activity {n

each _research areg, using FY '73 as a basis for cpmparfgbn. It”sKould 'if“ 4”“\‘f

‘be ‘noted that under -each main heading in Appendix’c te. g., the develop-' AP ‘
ment of cogniti e ability), a numKer of specific research quéstions are <.F‘:,. A

A presented These subcategories pertain to somﬁ (but by no means all) qf "".fj
the issues that currehtly are significant in early childhobd researchn-

It should be noted that agencies also may- plan effort in areas of research _

that are not shown in Appendix C. Table 1 presents a summagy of activity )
_ (incg%des increased effort and same amount of effort).planned by each Co
L agency in the geggrgl areas of research shown ‘in Appendix c, while',a ’
' Table 12 shows the number of agencies that plan to support research.in , ‘\
~ these general areas. ' ¢ N 4 T
fﬂ L ) Table ‘12 indicates ‘that the two: categories in which the~greatest num~
: " ber of agencies (11) plan to support research activity in FY '74 are
research methodology and research disaemination, The' methodology category

"includes the development and/or improvement of tests and measures, obser- _.

vatio%hl techniques, and longitudinal design; dissemination includes the;7 g §f7"

_ study oi diffusion and utilization of research findings, directed toward ' ?E\

L] iﬁ

other. researchers, schools, lay people, or policy planners,'and the
I . . ] .
jji- ~ development of information and communication systems. T e :
L ¢ Another research category in which a number of the agencies anticipate

substantial funding commitment is health care and services. Nine agencies

¥~e—w~-intend -to- support research activity in the- gen#ral health -areay- which—~»~~ S

includes research on maternal and Ehild health programs, programs for
fgr:> handicapped and mentally retarded children, merital illness, nutrition,' :
and the: coordination of medical services. . f . |
_ work on the basic developmental processes will continue to receive
. significant attention, as nine .of the ogencies plan activity in S%gnitive :
' " davelopment, and eight blan activity in each of "the areas of sociai- motional
and physical development. Nine of the agencies will support research efforta

1 the broad area of school and educational programs, which was the focus of

~
™

. 8trong support in FY'73, as were the developmental processes. ' ' , SN

T
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Tof school Lnd community _programs on the family. (See Appendix c fdr ‘F -

' (six of 13) that report-plans for research of an ecological nature. .’

~activity is planned by many—agencies,‘however,winwareas-that-haVe been S

" such as the ecological

- 116 - w
.

The Interagency Pancl has recommended that research be oriented‘more
toward the family as a significant factor in child development. It is. .
noteworthy, in view of this recommendation, that ten of “the agencifs will

give . major support to ‘issues directly related to the family. Activity

in a wide range of specific research areas 1is anticipated including the -
effects of family size. on child development determinants of stable family

life, parenting skills, changing roles within the family, and the effects

‘planned efforts,related to. other specific family issues, and Appendix A

for information about agency emphases in family-related research )
While only five of the 13 agencies plan to commit substav 181

sents a significant increase sver activity supported during FY. '73

22
B

N

funding to researEh on the problem of child abuse and’ neglect this repre- s

Detailed information about prOposed research on child abuse was presented
in the previous sgction of this chapter.u' o . '

. : . .
As Table 12 indicates, some areas will receive significant attention

. from relatively few of the agencies. Perhaps ‘most significant here, fn‘

ATy

light of the Panel 8 recommendations, is the’ small number of agencies

’

. Seven agencies indicate an intent to place a primary emphasis on research

~oriented toward factors in'the child's neighborhood or community.

¢ : '
In summary, agencies intend to continue to focus much of their efforta

on areas of research that traditionally have received substantial attention
(e. g..{cognitive development and educational programs).‘ Increased.research.
designated by .the Interagency Panel aS'in need of more attention'(e ge» '
research methodology, - research dissemination, social-emotional development, -
and family-related issues). Some categc\ies of early ch*ldhood research,

roach and child advocacy, do not figure as signi-
These tables should be interpreted with

ficantly‘in the agenciesﬁ

some. caution, however, a cles referred to in this report have

.‘missions and objectives that emphasize different problems areas .and target

groups. An agency may indicate little plansed activity in a specificx
‘ ~ . T . ',
. ) ] . [} . ' .

4
é

-~

’
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Table 12. Selected Areas in Which o
Agencies Plan to Conduct Research in FY '74- = .
“ N o= 13% AT
L v
RN - o - e - . -
. - Research Areas - Number of Agencies
Resedrch Methodology 11 .
"Reééarch-Disseminhtion,j 11
Family. . % ' 10 ?
Health Care and Sqrvicés » T 9
ﬁesearch Plahning | . » 9 ‘
N - » e L
Cognitive Development ! ‘9 '
o - o ¢
. School and Educational Programs 9 y '
Physical Development 8 ‘ >
- -' ] ) : & e ] . -
Social-Emotional Development ‘ 1 , 8 ¢
‘ ,“: Neighborhood o Lo } 7
Day Care ’ 7
. Global or Ecological +° . 6.
Child Abuse 5
Alternatives to Day Care 5
Child.AdYocacy. Q E &ff ‘f 4
l » : g‘ N .
M .
Py .
* NCET and Title III programs are not ihcludedt R .<T\ N \
" v
N 1
L
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“ 'category, such g8 neighborhood#related if the particular research questions
subsumed udder that category do not reflect that agency 8 objectgyeﬁﬁand .~~~~f
activlties. The same égtancy may plan research however. on other aspects of =~
neighborhood-relatcd issues that are not)described by ‘the questiou shown.
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PANEL PLANS FOR THE FUTURE - FY '74 AND ‘BEYUND

4 .
-~ . , -
° .

0

The Intetagency Panel on Early Childhnod -Research and bevelopment e;'f

has a number of unique features which contribute to its current and o

;vpotential effectiveness in achieving the overall goal of the Panel,
i.e., coordination of research planning and funding by Federal agencies
concerned with earlywchildhood. These unique features include: (1) a
current record of all on-going Federally funded research on early child-
hood within the Information System' (2) a caoacity to address’ interagency
questions needing Federal .policy; (3) the ability to provide information .
lationghip’ with the Interagency Panel for Research and Developmené‘on
Adolescence to address the total age spectrum as it has meaning for

. Federal research efforts; and (5) the opportunity to organiae special
meetings witb non-Federal groups and rpsearchers for exchanges of knowl-'
edge and concerns relevant to interagency planning and funding of research
on early childhood Each of these features is discussed tn terms of pres-

ent as well as future activities.

! —
! o

. . ‘ !
Information System

The Information System, which contains abstracts of all on-going and’
newly initiated research from each member agency, provides a resource for
future activities of the Panel.  ‘Some.of these activities will be' {a) an p
analysis of research- information around 8pecific subject ‘areas or target'
groups to provide member agencies with focused informatiqn for planning,
(b) printvouts of seleétive research information .upon request of member,
‘agencies' (c) search privileges by staff of member agencies to use the
: soft-ware of the Information System for study and .planning. This System .
| i5 the only one lending itself to such uses ‘and the limits of utilization:
are probably set mainly by 1imits in our imagination. T P

-
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Interagencx>Questionsh

The Panel will continue to explore questions of interagency signifi-
cance which help agencies formilate. policy. "One of these questions‘con*
cerns the problem of cross research analyses. Researche 8. frequenrly con~
-duct their resea{ch especially in the behavioral sciences, with indepen-
dent definitions or coustructs of variables and with self-developed or new

, measurement instruments. These activities are quite appropriate but limit

_ the ability to compare research findings becausa of such individualized
definitionsvand constructs.‘ To increase the: possibility of cross- research
analyses, the Panel is discussing at the Federal.ievel and with professional
organizations, appropriate policy'to insure such cross-research analyses.

.4‘A task force will address this problem .and prqvide recommendations for

policy decisions. One activity that will be undertaken is an- analysis of
data 1in the Information System around specific topics to determine the ~—-
range of discrepancies in definitions of marker variables and marker mea-

‘sures. This kind of information will highlight the problet for the

~agencies as well as for the research community. - . ' '

o

Research'Analyses‘.

.‘ M .
’ .wThe Panel will continue to analyze research activities, needs, and
v
issues around topics of concern ‘to Panel members and state—of-the-arts

documents-will be produced as requested..

Developmental Continuity.

The Panel has a formal relationship with the Interagency-Panel for
Research and Development on Adolescence. All minutes of meetings, all
‘reports and documents are shared by both Panels. The Panels. ‘have' common
agreements on policies for utilization of the Information System and use
the same-classification system for abstracting rescarch information. '
Both Panels organize the annual reports in the same format so that com-

parisons are easily made. The Panels are addressing thgfproblem of
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marker variables and marker measures jointly and will agree on a common
policy. Increasingly, analyses will be made of research activities that

.. gpan the entire age range included under the Panels so that future agency

L planning may reflect the deVelOpmental continuity of children and youth.:v

\ 7

'

"‘Non—Federal Interaction -

The Panel organizes meetings around specific topicéland areas of
concern to which it invites non-Federal specialists and professional or-
-ganizations to the exchange of information. Reports of these meetings are

published and become working documents for the agencies}_ The Panel will
continue to organize such peetings and publish working documents that con=
sist of the proceedings and recommendations resulting from: the meetings. .
Areas will: be selected as the Panel gdetermines. One meeting is planned
'for March of 1974 and will focus on the Family. Federal and non-Federal
participants representing various disciplines will meet to react te the

“document deVeloped by the Panel - The Family» Research Considerations and -
Concerns. , p

" Work groups will address various issues o the Family in terms of-'.‘

eting w1l be publishei'

for use by researchers and research planners. both wi in and odtside the

" research impltcations and the proceedings of the

§

Federal Government. . ‘. 'l' .
. The Interagency Panel on Early Childhoqd Research and Dev lopment ’
has -accomplished a great deal during its third vear and has reache |
point where it may engage in more refined and sophisticated activiq\e -
The course of the. Panel is set to accomplish in a variety of - ways the "A,,
purpose of- the Panels, i.e., cooroination of research planning ‘and fundin

"

by Federal agencies concerned with adolescence.
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7 7 ON MARKER VARTABLES

- 1
¢
’

C s

Early during the period of the exploration of longitudinal re§ea£ch
designs, the Early Childhood Panel, and later-the Panel on Adolescznce,
recognized a strong né€ed-to develOp sbme sort of alignment methodology . to‘
. facilitate the comparison of the results from different research efforts. It

was telt that too many. studies’ yield results ‘that are neithei cumulative
» L\//hor generalizable, thus - necessitating an unreasonable number of replication

'studies before. the findings can be transla;ed into sound récommendations or
~ programs bearing on immediate ‘social problems and responsive to a wide
.; variety, of groups. To study these isSues. a Special Interest Greup on Marker ’
Varipbies was formed.‘u“ f ' : . - s '\'
- fThe marker variable" approach was adOpted as having potential benefit
fora wide variety of groups. Although~the development and implementation will
require the cooperative efforts of 8 broad range of institutions and indi-
y viduals ‘the considerations of - this point have been made in. line with the’
e needs off the Federal ag/pcies and researchers concerned with cross-atudy
» = comparispons. Even/yally, it is hoped that contributions will be made by
" research eonsumers and persons concerned with programs in prOcess, especially
those in’ educational institutions, in order to make the effort a complete
success., — : ) S , -
As of this report, the Special’Ihterest Group defines a;marker variable
as a varlable representing a pertinent physiological or psychological ‘pheno- .
‘menon which facilitates comparison of cross-study results by providing a
common base. The estimation of the marker variable is made through the use of
a marker measure,. for example, a psychological test or physical measure.-
| The Special Interest Group on Marker Variables has been exploring the
»feasibility of the develOpment of a system of marker variables as a means -
vby which greater comparability berween research studies can be achieved. The
Group is interested in marker’ variables as one strategy to gain more ‘consis-
tency and comparability among research findings concerning children and ado-
lescents, ‘while recognizing that other approaches ar. worthy of consideration,-

e, g., the encouragement oi collaborative studies.

—
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‘The following points, suggestions and conaidetations have emerged ‘from

a series of meetings with consultants having expertise in a wide vatiety of

research areas: /

1.

2.

4.

; ¢
.

The use of marker variables'might best be interpreted as a

strategy/or tactic, rather than a solution to current prob-
lems in,the field.

Resea chers need nnt only to identify instruments that
are guitable as "markers” but also to develop the overall
str?tegy or process necessary fqr their effective use.
? task at hand involves more than recommending a list of
m?rker variables. A good deal of work on the standardiza-
ion of the methodology and conditions related to the ad-
inistration of those measures is’ necessary.
]
Marker variables and marker measures should be distinguished.
Not only must researchers determine which variables are sig-

" nificant enough to warrant their use as "markers”; they must

also delineate marker measures, i.e., determine hoWw thg under-
lying processes in question can be measured reliably and con-
sistently across variations in time, samples, age, and situa-’
tions, and develop the instrumentation to accomplish this,
,Thus, - problems of construct validity, population validity,
and ecological validity will have to be addressed within

. this effort to systematize research strategies and tedhnlques.

Guidelines wild have to be established which will indicate

the appropriateness of the markét’ variable to various types

of research. For instance, is the marker variable approach
more useful for research at the fieid application level than,
‘at the level of grouad-breaking, basic research? - Related to
this issue is the suggested distinction between 'core” and -
"background" measures. Core variables include those of

prime concarn to the investigator, while background measures
include those used primarily to aligp the study with other
research. It may be feasible for‘recearchers to define and

. develop their own core measures, but at the same time, to
"include the data from backgrjund ‘measures (marker variables)
that wili allow the results- of'their studies and of other - )
studies to be interpreted meaningfully within ‘a common o
ftamework. :
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More specific theoretical and methodological problems have -

to be faced in regard to the question of what variables .

and measures ‘aré most useful for a particular age group or
researcb paradigm. Any serious attempt to develop,a taxon-

omy of marker ¥ariables and measures is likely to.result L
in a very large number of items that can contribute ‘{nforma- - .
tion relevant’ to 'a variety of vesearch questions. Thus, '
there is also a great need for an effective strategy‘for
selection of;the partjcular variables that are most ‘appro-

priate for any one area- ofwrgggarch. Furthermére, guide- -

lines for the choice of marker variables should be linked

to. recommendations for the use of thos¢ variables and the
standardizing of testing conditions--a point touched on
above, A persistent theme of the Special Interest. c£b
discussions- is that none of these suggested efforts to
systematize Yesearch activities can be, successful "if under- °

.. taken, independently, and that all of" them should be dealt
. with as interrelated components of a broad program to co-

ordinate research methods and measures.

.The Special Interest Group feels that the use of marker
_ variables'and multiple variable approaches in general might

facilitate the interpretation of various long-term

developmental changes in intellectual or socio-emotional
ochavior. Often such changes are determined by single
measures, &ud consequently, 1t is not clear whether a. R

Aparticular behavior reflects the same underlying processg

at different age levels. The use of multiple variable approaches -
would allow the investigator to examine more «complex corre-
lation patterns, rather than just single behavioral measures,
and thus have the means by which to determine the nature of =
the construct being measured at different age levels.

v’

Included in any attempt to develop a matrix of marker vari-

" ables and a strategy for their use, sliould be efforts to deal

with problems that might arise. For instance, will attempts
to encourage comparability and standardization algso lead to
the us®™ of obsolete assessment instruments? Will research
findings "fall behind" emerging social problems and questions?
Will standardization of measures and constructs be undertaken

‘before the field or;area has developed sufficiently?

In order to get a mlgsure of a giVen varker- variable with
the least bias possid e?”among -other considerations, the.
marker measure results‘khould not be used in an evaluative
context. This implies that the results of the geasure
which is Gsed as an estimate of the marker variable would
not be ugsed in a pre-post analysis.

1
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9, ' One idea which might be included is that of an "accuracy
. of comparison" continuum. The ‘goal whdch orie is trying to
~ reach is that of being: able to compare.studies and relate
- the results of those studies. Marker. variables, as repre—
- sentéd by marker measures, supposedly allow these compari-
sons by providing estimates of commbn salient constructs
+~and characteristics of the samples involved- in the studies.
.It follows that the more points of comparison‘one has, ‘the
.better the estimate of comparability, and bhus, the "continuum ‘.
Unfortunately; there is a trade-off between gain in compara- ‘
" bildity, and expense of- the estimate in terms of effort and
' costs. It will, therefore, be ‘necessary to develop guidelines
in implementing this ‘system to optimize this trade off.'

The problem with regard to the development of the marker variable con-

cept includes not only the development of ‘the marker variables themselves

" aud the. problems surrounding this- development, but also the process of

"implementation in the field of research. v‘, SN '

1

; of“these efforts currently are being’ undertaken.(

Turning now to the approach toward implementation. it has_becone'"
apparent that due to the complexity of-the marker variable approach the

implementation process will have to proceed on multiple levels and at dif-

. ferent rates. Initially, “the mechanism for approaching the research field

was to contact selected researchers from various fields for suggestlons, v

concetning the development «of the concept and the approach. In addition
to this, it is going fo be necessary to approach the field at Iarge by -

means of the journals of learned societies and’ discussion groups at the

- various conveuntions, such as the American Psychological Association, the

._ American Educational Research AsSociatiOn, and a number of others. Both -

¢

Even at the present embryonic stage. of gevelopment, it is apparent

. that the process will be exceedingly complex, and in some. areas, the, potential

marker variables are not yet clear, to say nothing of the marker measures

necessary for estimation of . the,variable. JIn the process of developing the

marker variable concept into a system with’ potential for wide implementation,

key elements will be cooperation and coordination between the fundirg agen- '

cies, the research field and public policy makers.

4
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. ~ APPENDIX C
P ’ i . ‘ .
Table 16
Changes in Research hffurt for- Agencies for FY '74 Plans
' Using FY '73 as Basis for Comparison '
\
</A . ! - .
n
« + = increased effort ' o
- = dec.eased . effort
S = game amount of effort . -
0 = no activity : -
/ . .; > -
‘e { :
‘ ‘ -
. ll.‘ / -
- : -
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Section 1: Contents of the Interagency Panel Information System and
User_ Information System and User Request Procedura :
- LY

PR ]
<

B ‘a ' Early in the formative: stages Jf the Interagency Panel on Early
‘y\: - Chwirhood Research and Development it was clear that in order to accom- o

plish the Boal of sharing data and coordinating planning, the. Panel would _ '.AT.,
' "need a system both f6r collecting and disseminating information about the

) ongoing research. of Panel members. The system decided upon was a dataf

bank incorporating information about: the grants and contracts of the

. agencies, which pertained to early childhood research and development. .
< In the first year, the Panel developed a pilot research classifica— o »3,L$
;cIS' scheme, and research data was classified by. eacH agency member of

-.(~ . the Panel. For fiscal year 1971, the agencies again classified their own
S datd and this data became the basis for the computerized data bank. The
': _decision was made to combine the systems into a unified classificatiqn =
fV,, scheme and to computerize the information to accommodate a growing volume
‘i“»‘ ) of information and .to, allow for more detailed analyses of the data. “f" -

Ll , R : : . L :
< R . i . B . .- i ' . . .\

. Béyfthe‘System_Works" C

At the piesEnt time the grants’and contracts for research and deVelop-'
ment in éarly childhood of the member agencies are characterized by use. of
i‘:‘f:-a classification system which transforms the essential facts of each proj~-'
”‘{iect into numbers. Thesé facts include details relating to- the process of
1~7fchild development ahd the various envirdnmental influences, including in—fé

wﬂ;F i tervention Programs, which affect this development. The numbers associatu‘-“ .

‘f;,ed with the relevant details for each project are entered onto a magnetic
, fgf,tape by the computer, along with the funding level and ldentifying 'nforma
"jf4tion both on the agency sponsoring the research and the recipient of the:
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/

(l) The name ‘file contains the . name of the funding agency, the agency
identification _number of ‘the project, the project title, the recipient
instituticn s name and address, and the principal investigator 8 name and

a;
) address._

» (2) The numeric file contains classified descriptors, any one of which
may have been entered in the computer, depending on whether it qualified to
\ describe some relevant characteristic of Iy given project.‘ ‘ S
(3) The funding file contains fiscal year funding for hg73. ‘When
available, funding for fiscal years prior to l973 was also included in:
his file. S ' S ‘" K ‘
Requests nay be made for any. or all of the above information for one.
or more’ projects. -In. addition, brief resumes are available for FY '73 proj—
ects which summarize project objectives and methodology. This “literal"
information may be requested separatel s OF the appropriate resumes may be .
attached to accompany information requested from the computer files. ’

i - vt

jHow to Mahe a Requestg ‘ o cod B
A request for information about the projects included in the data sys~
tem may be made by/a written request, or a telephone call followed by a
'd> written request, The request shouid include a description which giVes the
' specific charaéterisvics 1in which the requestqr is interested, including
the nature of the sample (e.g.h Black, gifted, six year olds) and}or a " B
description of the research foci (e.8., cognitive development, metabolism,;i

nutritiOn studies) Requests may be ‘made for project information from all

[ agencies or: frqm individual agenciés.. A typical example of a request : -3{,r
'fVﬁemight be.»'~:n ‘ i‘ ‘;‘ : ' | s ;;.;‘ ‘~ia P NI e
"fi‘Send titles and funding of studies that deal with preschool e
¢/ °° programs’ for Indian. children, ‘and ‘have cognitive and/or g 3lk-f"!”;a”‘"5*¢:
- «;lsocial/emotional components, for all agencies., ;‘ B R e




' \- 161 ? l - 4 ..‘ . ‘(4.‘ I3 h &:“‘f';, l""‘ )
. : ) o e s L

T

" Project Catalog‘Availab}e

In addition to meeting specialized requests, a cataloging

standard information on eachnproject in the system will be made available

- to Panel memberg who wish to receive ig The catalog will be organi}ed by

agency ‘and will include a brief resume ‘of objectives and methodology, as

fgwell as the following information for each project.

a. Funding agency ‘ v
" b -Computer file number assigned to agency g
c. 'Title of grant or contract -

,d.'{Name of recipient institution and address

e. ‘Name of principal investigator and address .4{5 .
f. Funding level for‘current fiscal year' ' o
: ‘ : o o . N
- Agenciles Currently in the System S
Each project within the data system has a unique fiVe-digit computer
identification number.> The: first two digits represent the agency number = -
. and the last three digits stand for the number of particular project in ,7"'
rﬁ‘the agency. S . ) ‘
- Code . S ’,1, - ' t”ji“li L . o L
0L - ]‘fMaternal and Child Health Service (MCHS)* IR Gy
i 02;': - ",National Institute of Mental Health (NIMH) o ’_‘ '
<‘03;'7v_’-”!>Nationa1 Institute of . Child Health and Human J'e,»f;f’ A
i hk.,"' ; Develobment (NICHD) S SNt ;fj;'fafe'f"; »;f,ﬂ’ f°i$
05 - Office of Child D velop.lnent (ocn) : PR R T

,‘1”7?h01i ;’,(fiffSOcial and Rehabilitation Service (SRS) e
;:fdiosf,fﬁ”“fﬁ'aOE, Bureau of Educatioﬂffor thé “andica??ed‘(BEH)toﬁQ“a"(”t



s
"é ' . oo ‘.. _‘ R -
4 o Ve . =162 - ¢
‘Agency S : '
- Code - . ' Agency
_ o 23,‘ o q; Bureau of Elementary and Secondary Education,
’ ' it ' Division of Bilingual Educ tion (Title v11)
“?ﬁ . 24 K ' Departmonf of Agriculture (USDA) - S
o S 25 4 OE, ‘Bureau’ of ‘Occupational and Adult Education (BOAE)
| T 26 OE, Office of Planning, Budgeting and Evaluation (OPBE)
o 29 . . .,Department of . Labor’ (DOL) \ ‘
30 . National Institute of Education (NIE)
N Research*jnformat-iox!'
) >“ . ' e ) C ‘ I .....
. call or writéf
SoCial_ResearchiGroup S . ‘
ATTN: Mr, Ron Ouellet - R SRR
AAUW Building “ ' - ‘ " S
2401 virginia Avenue, N.W. & - o RN
~Washington, D.C, 20037 - ‘ SR e
- Telenhon,e:»k‘,35,1.—’8_706' T
N Section 2. Policy Guidelines for Release of Information C -;;:
Vo ’ From Interagency Information System S
. _ A , o K S
e - ' o Jl'fs& : ' ' i ' ‘x‘ ‘2[
0 As the work of the. Panels onfﬁﬁriy Childhood and Adolescence Research oz
S and Development becomes more visible to. interested agencies and persons Out--'ﬂi p
ey side the Federal government. a greater demand will be placed on the informa-f 5

tion system for facilitating information.

‘*a;fsobrces'Réqhéscing;lnfbrmatiqﬁ.v~

TR
.

o It is anticipated that the majority of requests‘will ori‘inate f m
he following sources. . L -




a. Pahel agencies

b. Congressionalppersonnel '
Ici_'Non-Panel‘Féderal agencies L P S #;7
d. State and local agencies | '
e. Foundations S f i
£, "Professional organizations' _

g Researchers in the academic community

h. Professional journals and media representatives

PR

-

lnformation Available

The Sooial Research Group has the following types of infcrmationvlg i;a
k ezailable .on’. projects in the system.

\

a. 'Title of ‘the project and sponsoring agency,k‘ ,

. bt uName,.address, and institution of the principal investigat01

c.. A coded classification of the project, using the classification

' ';system deVeloped 'by- the’ Social Research Group staff;

d. . An abstract of the content of the. project proposal, or -the Sl
' ijcienceilnformation Exchange Abstract, or agency prepared abstract; and
;e. -Funding for the fiscal year. ‘ '

tt—'
LN

;1;% . The information release policy and guidelines are predicated on the "'di5:fj
e ;: information pr;;\ded by the. funding agency. Given the assumption that the ; ff”}~
- information available is intended to function as a,guide to” direcg the ; S

requestor toward the principal 1nVestigator and/or‘the sponsoring age cy

- for* Eurther information, the abstracts are kept as‘short 8nd Conci'



Although the funding levels are a matter of public record and thus are

available to any requestor, the Social Reseatch Group will ‘not include this

information 1in response to a general request. -When a specific request for o

funding information is received it will be bonored._
In order to keep the Panel members informed ‘of requests received by

-the SOCial Research Group, a log is kept of tho following information'

.‘" "j . o . . ) -

o s Name of requestor . L0 T . .
‘ b. Nature of request B B | o o '

.Information supplied in terms'of the data maintained in : _

the Social Research Group information system.‘

.

Reports on requests and responses are made at the regular meetings

!

.

of the Panels. o C '_', : N : . _
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UL o Docuueurs ?REPARED FOR THE INTERAGENCY PANEL ON

. - EARLY CHILDHOOD RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT
y the Social Research Group - . L
The George Washington University, Washington, D C, . R
 Toward Xnteragencz;Co&rdinationi 'An Overview of Federal Research and . 6.

Development Activities Relating to Early Childhood and Recommen-
dations for the Future, and Executive Summary. Stearns, Searcy’
and Rosenfeld.. . Oetober, 1971, o X

The Hietorx‘and Currenu Status of Federal Legislation Pertaini;g,to D_x,
’ Care Programs._ Searcy and 0ue11et, November'ﬁ}97l. R e

* l.

A Review of théﬂyrésent Status and Future Needs in Pay Care Research. .
- Chapman and Lazar, November, 1971. , . . .

’Legislative Mandates for Early Childhood Research. Searey and buellet,
T ~'December, 1974, . , :

_goad Agency Goals and Agency Research Objectives for FY '72 . Searcy,,
© _ December, 1971. - ‘ :

., An, Analysis of the Process of Establishing and Utilizing,Resea_gh Pri-
oritiés in Federally Funded Early Childhood Research and Development. ’
Lazar, December, l§71 = -

s . . - e
The Status . of Research in Children 8 Television. Searcy and Chapman,

January, 1972, o : o j 5 .

. v ] TR . P : o : . BRI

" The Present Status and Future Needs in Longitudinal Studies in" Early - o

Childhood Research and Development. Lazar, January, 1972. T

CF : f;‘:Listinggof Where to Send Grant, Project Or Program Proposals.‘ Searcy,
L January, 1972. ' ‘ Gl

- .

d;g”Listingiof Research Issues for Papel Consideration. Lazar January, 1972.
: Early Childhood Research and Development Needs, Gags, and Imbalance3° o
i Overview. fChapman,,Februafy, 1972. o B Ty

rf:Early Childhood Research and Dévelopmen1 Neede and Gaps in Federally Fundedlv f ff
7.« Intervention Studies Within A Lon gitudinal Frameyork, Lazar and N
gégfgf,'UC‘ Chapman, March 1972.1;g,,k.<; ,,(,;M_ Chmaa e .’{,;,. S

g

'C’filnformal Agency Contacts for Grant, Project qffarogtam?Ihfofma£1bﬁ:*uff.‘
. : Outllet, Harch. 1972.~,;~~;.~ e e e

R R S e OB “ : Y
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-3 ; . - _ -
. o o - : ' o ‘ B . ’ . . o
A Review of the. Present Status and Future Research Needs of Programs to
Develop Parenting'Skills. Lazar and Chapman, April 1972. o

A Statement and Working Paper on Longitudinal/lnte1vention Research.
Grotberg and Searcy, April,\1972 ' S

Research Problems and Issues in_ the Area of Socialization. Sowder and = -
Lazar, September, 1972, ' S , _ e

. Classification for Early Childhood Research and Development. A Working.

-2

Draft. Searcy, September, 1972. . : ‘ - S s
“ . e s . .
N . - N .
Toward Interagency Coordination. An.Overview of Federal Research and™: = =
- Development Activities Relating to Early Childhood, Second Ahdbal -
Regort. Grotberg, Searcy, and Sowder, November, 1972. . T e
N ‘ ‘ - ‘
o An Analysis of the Longitudinal/Intervention Research Funded bj Member o e
,'} Agencies of the Interagency Panel on Early Childhood Research and .

Development in FY '72. Sowder, December, 1972,

‘—r-tu. ek .

The Family. Research ConsideratiOns and Concerns.- Harrell Hurt. and
Grotberg, August, 1973.

;o
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