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' ' ReseaICh related to methods for building competency

in spelling has yielded jpformation about.three areas of teaching:

fkvord»selec icn, gener2lizatiodS to be. taught, and application of

' spelling SKills to writing. ReS€arch on ¥Word selection indicates that

' teachers should choos€é basic, Bigh-frequency words for children to

learn. to £pell, giving Special attention to words which are -

persistently umisspelled. The teaching of generalizations should be--

taught in ccrjunction ¥lth thé Use of whole-word techniques. Finally, .
research indicates that it jis ©ssential to teach spelling in o

_conjunctioa with functlonal writing. Research related to methods for _
“.'puilding handwriting skijls deals with two major controversial areas:. . .

.~ mapuscript and-cursivé Writing and the achievement of legibility.
_fﬂﬂégéafﬁh_indicajﬁs,thait\forﬂsome“students,.a_shi{twfrom;curgiVe o

writing back to mapusciipt writing should be encouraged beyond grade
six. Although consideI2blé research has been directed toward :

-identifying factors affecting 1legibility of handwriting, researchers

have failed to find 2a9Teement OB such factors. Theé paper includes

-bibliographies of refélences oR Spelling and handwriting. (GW)
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RESEARCH SUMMARY : Basuc Skl]Ts in Handwr|t|ng and Spelllng

Y
N
\

pel]ing

: A

Research to support deC|5|ons about bU|ld|ng competency in spei]:ng

ad

" was gathered in three areas about Wthh issues have rather per5|stentlj \é
7¢5revolved: word”se1ection;‘genera1Tiations'to'bé“tahght;_and”appchatTon_:T
of spellin_g skills to writing. o . S
The year of 1950 roughly divides two somewhat distinctive periods of
'research in_spellind; Before;1950, the researchﬁof Horn, - Hildreth and
Fitzdera]d had s?gnificant'impact on spe]ling prograns generally in‘use
from the 1920's through the !950‘ . o S A~+m¢«‘% ~mu«~;m~—;m-—;~m—
Beginning .in the 1950's research in spe]llng took on a “new look”

prlmarlly due to influences--linguistics and. computers Gradua][y, reco~ -

mmendations about spelling programs‘began to reflect the findings of the

Stanford group (the Hannas, Hodges and“Rudorf)'published in the USOE report:

— of 71966, but publicized rather wnde]y in Journals durlng the years preceding

this final report. Research stlmulated by the Stanford study*—that of

[

Personke, Yee, Venezky, Biengelman, Carol Chomsky,.Graham and'R&dorf, K]igman,
'Petty, Read,.Simon, and others--permits some tentative conclusions that give -

direction forpranning programS'to build competency in spe]]ind.
Word Selection. The most important words for.children to learn to spe]P_‘

are the basic, high freqyercy words, with speciai attention given to demons .

or most persistently misspeiTed‘of these basic words.-'(This, in spite of
recommendations that fol lowed the Stanford study that words be'se]ected and

taught By spelling patterns.) Beyond the ba5|c core of words shou]d be added

dIE]ous inclusion

words*of-iocal‘Tnterest —and™ need and for o]der €hildren, a j

-

of words needed in various curriculum areas.

A o 3] o . NP , ° :
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Generallzations: The usefulness of teathing generaiizations has

galned Euff|C|ent support to’ discourage teaching each word as a separate

learnlng act,'i.e. prlmariiy.by rote memorlzatlon, »Important,eV|dence_ o

. I'd

exists, however, to suggest that too exciusnve r

iance on generaiizations—-

particuiar]y on patterns of sound-to- symboi reguiari ~-¢annot be JUStI‘
\

fied for several reasons: because encoding is different from decoding;

“because pronunciations'vary:with dialects and contexts of.words within
sentences,_and because‘resuits of teaching_sone'of them to students .do

: not'sUpport their value for speiiing words new to students.
. Regu]aritles beyond phono]ogioal ones must be taught particu]ariy

to o]der students who shou]d begin to recognize variant forms of the same

° . ..

word. The recognxtlon of such regu]arltles heips to d|sc0Jrage the, over- .

use of_pronunclatlon and to ai]evuate spelling prob]ems attrlbuted to

o

d|a1ect dlfferences - ) ) ‘ ' .

& L . . - ; e e -

| f genera]lzatlons are to be of maximum usefuiness students should

. be tested, not just on word iists studied, but on their abiiity to apply

" .~

generallzatlons to words whose speillng is unknown

The use of generailzatlons <Hou]d be supp]emented by whoie word techniques
These techniques must.work-together rather than compete. The,question is
-How “rather than whether to usé'each;
o N -

Recent'research contains rather convincing evidence that children learn -

how to spell as weli as belng taught how to do it. Young.chiidren'invent

.

thelr own spelllngs and o]der ones: learn some words as a by- product of

-

"reading and writing¢, These findings suggest that'teachers recognlze and

reward lncrea5|ngly more ‘accurate:’ approxnmations of correct spelllngs, 4
~ rather than cxpect full conformity by students whose writing skills aré as

' o _'7 l\(‘ I ? 4
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_yetsimmatureu A teacher might weJi commend a child, then, for a good mis- "
. : - . . . : ) J . . L ’ . ‘ -
spelling of a word.’ N e

-

. @a —

ApplicationwtOJWritiné;w~Finaf]y;“the research stronQTy”Tndicates that,

o wh|1e d|rec* |nstruct|on in spe]llng is necessary and shou]d continue beyond

the;elementary grades teachlng it in functlona] wrltlng |s-essent|a1. Such

PSR -..\

teachlng prOV|des motivation for proofreadlng and encourages |nC|denta1
‘Tearning of.many'words. Proofreading makes |mperat|ve, also, the needé&o
téach older students the specific skills heeded to.use the dictjonary to.

spell words ..

,,,,, Research hoth generates—and thrives upon;coptroversy. Researchers, like*
wise, are stimu]ated By it. Controversy . is more like]y) however, to frus- .

trate and confuse classroom teachers, partlcu]ar]y when researchers rush

e
,

too hastlly into prescr1pt|ons and produc*lon of materlals A good part of

° A

the va]ue of the StanFord research lay in the stlmulatson lt is provudlng
A~

for'further'research and in the thoughtfui interpretation it is generating--

rather than in the programs and materlads it spawned At the present time

1

fthere is available, lnformatlon culled from the best of past and recent research

.~

in spe]ling that may be usefully applied in c]assroom‘practlce, prov:de it

_is put ina form to make sense to non-researchers. A few researchers are
. P_— - o : ) f : . - :
A, - “ . . . . . : . .
- " themselves suggesting that teachers, given the information, make decisions

gabout‘application to classroom practice. One of ithem says, ''. . g he who has

never taught even. one chi]d to read and write should certainly be reticent

in o.ferlng advice to those who have made lt’thelr career.L
N~

Handwritingﬂ R o

Research in-handwritjng pertinenthto buiiding ski-lls for.achieving com-

petency deals with two major areas of controversy: manuscript and cursive
i 5
o S
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‘established as the simpler form,has”advantages to recommend fts .use. The -

ﬁ;fbﬁ_studenfsAbTahniné.to enter certain kinds-of. job training. Such a prac- -

forms appear in the upper elementary grades §na such individuality is gen-

v
\ . &
writing and legibility as a standard to be achieved. The;fesearth conducted '_ ‘

"and:sufveyeqbby Andensoh, Freeman, and.Herrick brbvide thé basis for most .

-
R

of the issues and generé]izations-regarding handwriting instructioh gen-_ .
erally practiced fodéy.'

ManUSC}ipt and Curs.ive- Handwriting ™ The'teachiﬁg of manuscripf as the

ﬁn%tial handwriting form, followed by changeover to. cursive in the second

or third grude, is standard practice in most schools'today. Time honored
reasons exist for observing. this sequehce¢
o [ . . .-

dBeyond‘gtgdé‘six, if, "as the research shows, standard forms give way

o

to personal styles, and if such styles are in the'dfféctiqh}éf simplifying -

letter fofms for the sake of legibility, then manuscript wrft[ng, well -

£S

shift from CUfsive back to manuscript migHt well be enépuraged, partiéuTarIy

t v

tice suggésts'raising, in a new context, a question long asked by'khose.who

have.struggled to‘changé children over from manuscript to*tqgsive,l”Why teach

v

éursivebhahdwrit}hg at‘a]l?ﬂ Getting the public to consider such a revoiu-'s
-tionary possibi]ity'is probably comparable toigEtting enthusiastic sqpporf

_to raise taxes. . - ' FRN

-

Legibility. ”Legibility has been exténsive!y cited as the principal

‘objective in héndwriting.progﬁams today. Considéréb]e research has been
‘directed toward identifyfng factdrs'affécting'legjbility of handwri;ing..'
_‘Those most commonly named are letter formation, slant, and sbacing. Sim-

plicity of letter formation is advocated. Personal variations of standard °

era]]y'éncouragéa,_provided the writing is"fegib]e.

L
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specific'mélformatfons. Such knowledge is essential if older students

are to dndependently pranfread.énd correct illegibilities.
TR _ 7 o v _
" According to Groff, who reviewed current recommendations for teaching . .
. . . .‘

'handWriting, the future of legibility as a s tandard apbears to be toppling

from its place at the head of .the list of obJECtives.' He points to the

failure to find agreement on factors significant for determining legibility

,;_ﬂto~the;décTThTﬁé—VéIEg-5¥ using writing. scales, to the leveling off of

improvement in wrffing inqéEédés 4-6, and to -the dec]ine.in;qQality beyand .
- 4 . . M
_.-grade six when direct instruction disappears from school programs. He .

. RN
2 "

shggests abandoning efforts to improve legibility and looking toward tech-

,no}ogj»fdr4commynfdation with'others,naéé for néw-fbrms of shorthand for
4personar“needs. o s ' .4 |

The Tull iﬁ research effort in handwritihg_ih rgéent year§ may be‘a
prelude to Féseérch;tgat fékés newidirectioﬁs,described in Groff's futuristic
spgculatioﬁs. in fhe'mééntime, teachers:should not be su;prised to_Héar

‘a discernible ground swell of demand that teaching handwfiting be emphasized

thnough_thé eighth grade.

P
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