ED 133 693 ‘ _ . ' , .~ CS 003 133
"AUTHOR Dix, Margarete
TITLE Are Reading Habits of Parents Related to Reading
' ' Co Performance of Their Children?
PUB DATE 76 ,
. NOTE . 6p.? Paper presented at the Annual Meeting of the
' National Council of Teachers of English (66th, //
Chicago, Illinois, November 25-27, 1976)
-EDHS PRICE MF-$0.83 HC-$1.67 Plus Postage.
DESCRIPTORS . Elementary Education; *Parent Attitudes; *Parent

DOCUMENT RESUME

Influence; Parent Student Relationship; *Reading
Achievenent Reading Developnent° *Reading Habits;
Reading skills

" IDERTIFIERS - Elementary Secondary Education Act Title III; ESEA
Title IIX \ )
- /
ABSTRACT- I—

In order to determine’ whether the reading habits and
attitudes of parents influenced the reading performance of their

in ‘the STARR (Students Are Readiny Right) reading program in grades

- one through six at two elementary schools in Neenah, Wisconsin.

- divided into two groups: parents of good readers (those -gaining at

Responses on 148 quegtionnaires wvere analyzed after having been

least 1.5 grade levels in total reading during the-1975-1976 school

. year) andlparents of poor readers (those gaining less than 1.5 grade

levels during the same period). Results showed that parents of good

.readers are thexselves good readers and present good reading models; -

they are aware of the importance of a wide variety of background
experiences; they read for pleasure, use television selectively, and .
encourage creativity; and they read to their children before the
children entered school. Parents of poor readers tend to viewv reading

mainly as a skills process; they read pragmatic naterials and use the

public library infrequently. (IM)
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Are Reading Habits of Parents Related _ .
- to Reading Performance of Their Children? SR R

A ‘survey of parents about their reading -
habits and attitudes showed some note= o ,
worthy trends underscoring the importance

of the influence of the home on the read- o
ing. of their children. . : _ ‘ . \

'
>

. "In the fall of 1976 a questionnaire for parents of children
grades 1-6 was sent out to investigate reading habits and atti-
tudes of parents and to determine their possible influence on
reading performance of their children. The survey attegpted to
- answer a number of questions about the relationship of flome en=-
7" vironment as it influences learning and performance le s of ~
reading. - . ) SN

L , Bruno Bettelhe im and other researchers have estirated that

' . ~at least one-half o{ all that is learned has been.assimilated

: by the age of four, It seems therergge logical to select read-

~ . ing habits and attitudes of parents and the home environment for
' study of their rel ionship to children's reading performance.“

Onefhnndredlror -eight quastionnaires of parents or ele=
mentary school children, grades 1-6, were analyzed and responses
compared between the two major groups: parents of good readers
and parents of poor reeders. The criteria for defining a "good"
reader was determined by a gain in total reading of'l.5 grade ..
levels or more during the 1975=76 school year which was the.'pro=-
Ject's objective. The g tandardized test instrument used in this

_survey ko determinecriteria for definition of "good" and "poor"
readers was the Gstes MacGinitie Reaarng Test, vocabularyfand
comprehension sub—tests,.which%yield a total rending score.

This reading test was edminis ed_as'a pretest in gpe .fall and

.as a posttest in the spring. o , ' : X

S N

——— s

e gpestionnaire Development and Survey Procedures. The sub-

- jecﬁ of this survey consisted of all. parents of STARR (Students
‘.- Are Reading F'ight)Reading Project students, grades 1-6, who had -
. participated in the nrogram during the 1975-76 school year and --
. 'who- were in the program in the fall of 1976 . Any. student who has

J

v

]

. ~ 1Ver—n.Jensen, "A Mo?el for dxtending Careg Concepts," The
',; Vocational Guidance Quar erly 21 (December 1972} : 115-9, . A,

., . . A . ¥
; . .y,~.~‘ o T T . .
DTS B PR . R . R




-2

a lag of more than one year between ability and performance is a
candidtate for STARR. Wilson and Coolidge Elementary Schools 1lo-
cated in Neenah, lis., were selected because STARR, an examplary
Title III E.S.E.A. project funded for three years, was operating at
these 'schools. =~ ' '

The gréup of ;:?bnts at both schools was homogeneous; there
were nd controls on economic. and social’ status, Sex differences
of parents and children were a factor in evaluating responses.

‘The survey instrument was a questionndal re asking sbout reading
habits and attitudes of parents, general home environment, activi-
ties of the family, ranking of school subjects according to their
importance, and values held by the parents. The original question-
naire was revisedggygpg) times after each examination by Dr. Jean
Caudle, Dr. Charles Wilson, or several graduate classes in reading
all from the University of Wisconsin-Oshkosh. The final form in-
cluded-36 items and was sent home to 213 parents in September of
1976. Responses were divided into two groups parents of "good"
readers and parents of "poor" readers..

Each g#ﬁup of responses was then sub-divided:as follows: -
| - Good R Poor
Responding : , Readers Readers
. : <« NO. % o No.
Total : S | 98 100 50 100
. K ’ ‘
. | %4
Mothers answering for their male child W6 47 22 Li
Mothers answering for their female o : S
child . 18 18 11 22
Fathers answering for their male child 0 0 0 0
- Fathers answering for their female o
Mothers and fathers answering for s
their male child , 25 26 12 24
Mothers and fathers answering for -
their female child 9 9 5 10
n= 1&6 : ‘ | |

’ . ' . ) . L \’_‘l_ ° . ©

There was little difference in the percentages of the various

rasponse categories. Therefore, this suryvey was not influenced by
the sex of the parent or that of the chiiﬂren.. '

. Of the 213 questionnaires sent out,” 184 or 86 percent were

‘turned indicating much interest on\the part of the parents. Of the

29 gquestiomnaires not returned, 62 percent were those from parents
of "good" readers while parentswf "poor" readers had a non-return

rate of 38 percent. The lower return rate of parents of "good" .

readers may point toward waning interest once expected performance-
has been achieved followed by a general feeling of complacency. ‘
Thirty-six of the returned questionnaires‘wére not used in the _—
final analysis as no prétest performance base could be established;
first graders could not be c‘€§§onized as "good" or "poor" readers‘//

. 0
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as they were non-readers in the fall,. while ether students were
either new to the program or new to the school and therefore did
not fit the definitions of the criteria for categorization.

A difference of 10 percent or more was arbitrarily selected
as a trend. Since the questionnaires were not used in an evaluative
way or for instructional purposes, it was assumed that answers"
would be completed reliably by the parents.

‘Findings. Some definite trends emerged. They were: Parents
of "good" readers indicated these habits and attitudes in comparison

with parents of "poor" readers --
1. Read to child before he entered school 10% more'
2. Had a wide variety of reading materials
availgble to the child at his reading level 10% more
3. Spent a considerable amount of time reading
(at least one hour/day) : mlh%.more
. Considered themselves avid neaders 16% more
\\ 5. Assigned a high priority to reading in the
\ home. | 10% more
6. ‘Allowed .children to read in bed . 12% more
7. Have an encyc..; 2dia aet in the house 13% more -
. 8. Give books or sucscriptions as preaents 12% more
B 9. Have belonged to or be}ong to a book
discussion club ‘~ ~ 10% more
,zb 10, Subscribe.to two or mone newapape}s 13% more
B 11, Would rather read hard-cover books than -
. paper backs’ ) 10% more
a{‘_. 12, Take an extendeﬁ vacation during the yesr 134 more -
| 13. Tended to_likb novels ' : 22% more
1. Tended to 1ike biogrhaphies 104 more
Xe Valued social adjustment - 14% more
' Parents of "poor" readers indicated these habita;and attitudes
in comparlson with parents of "good" readers -- '
1.~_Encouraged partlcipation in organized sports. ‘_10% more
L2e, Used the public library‘infrequently ‘ 17% more
| Are tolerant of differences 11% more

3.

. 4 | '
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. to understand what words are

B

" of "good" readers are aware of th

v - u -
L. Like to try something new | 17% more

5. Tended to like books on homemaking, arts and
crafts, and technical publications 18% more

Furthermore, parents of "good" readers tend to use TV viewing
selectively with time out during each evening when the set is not
on; encourage the creative aspect more; consider reading success
as important as being good in a competitive sport, tend:u to read
Mother Goose Rhymes to their pre-school chlldren more than parents
of "poor" readers.

In assigning levels of importance to values, parents of "good"
as well as parents of "poor" readers felt the same about:;

2

l. independence 7« conformity

2., personal growth 8. accepting things as they
3. getting things done are '

L. self respect 9, competition

5. friendship _ 10, leadership :

6. discipline 11. recreation and play

Both groups also felt the same about:

1. The level of importance of reading in school

2. .Continuing to read to their children

3. Setting aside time for family reading and discussion

. Out-of-door play and general sports activities (100 percent
of both groups answered positively i .

5. A quiet special reading place in the home

.6, Special places for children's books '

7. Best to answer only if you think you are right

8. Sharing reading or articles of interest

9. Telling or reading fairy tales to small children

Definitions of reading by parents of "good" readers were . more
global such as: "Reading is the best source for learning;" "Read-
ing is enjoyment, reiasxation, and knowledge;'"'Reading is conversation

 with the author;" "Reading is an adventure of the mind;" and "Read-

ing 1is dlfferent worlds and lives that we could shpre inJ"

Parents of "poor" readers defined reading in a narrower sense
fooussﬁgc on word attack skills. Sample responses were: "Reading
is decoding printed.symbols imgto meaning;" Read1n§ is the Ability s

S?ylng to tell us;" "Reading is a sen-

tence or a group of words w1t subject &nd predicate;" "Reading is

-learning to sound out worHs.

Conclusion. This survey of parents has shown that those who
are good readers themselves and present a good reading model are
more likely to have children who are good readers. Children in a
home atmosphere more inducive to reading will read more. Parents

\e importance of a wide variety of
background experiences which tend to encourage more reading and
which ten to result in a higher level of reading performance.

In addition, théy view reading in a broader concept and use reading
for enjoyment, continued educatlon, expan31on of the mind, .new in-
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sights, change in attitudes, and for fun. Moreover, these parents
‘read more newspapers, but the number of megazings was the same for
both groups. However, parents of good" readers tend to assume a
more conservative stance and place a high value on social acceptance.

Parents of "poor" readers showed & greater rate of return of

questionnaires and also answered more of the open-ended questions.:

- Perhapa they recognize a greater need for the improvement in read-
ing of their children and are more willing to participate in acti-
‘vities which will help their children reach higher reading compe-
tence. These parents tend to see reading mainly as a skills pro-
cess, a definition of words, sound-symbol relationship, and rules
of grammar, Secondly, they tend to read more pragmatic materials
while parents’of "good" readers read more-for pleasure and enjoyment,
Finally, parents of “poor" readers also'used the library less fre-
quently than did parents of "good" readers.

4

In conclusion, this survey hasg demonstrated that reading habits.
and attitudes of parents can indeed influence reading performance
of their children,
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