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Foreword

As this history of the National Conference on Research in English
speaks for itself so well in terms of the members’ activities, research
directions taken. and past accomplishments, perhaps it is not amiss to
do some looking ahead in this foreword. It seems (0 me that the
decade of the 1980s has already begun to witness significant directions
for the organization. For one, our publications are on the rise, begun
by this history and to be followed by volumes on spelling, bilingual
education, and writing research, 10 enumerate some nearing comple-
tion. The early years of this decade saw an NCRE-sponsored column,
“Research Update,” in Language Aris, as well as articles written by
NCRE members. And more publications are being planmied 10 cover
imporiant areas of research in reading and English education.

In 1983, the National Conference on Reseasch in English made its
first Award for Distinguished Research to Alvina Treut Burrows and
will continue to present this award periodically. The Execative Com:
mittee felt there was no coniparable award in the field and honored
Burrows for virtually a lifetime of dedication as well as production of
a major body of research. To be awarded NCRE's commendation, one
must show lots of staying power.

Also in the decade of the 1980s, I hope to see the Conference mem-
bers apply their considerable expertise to the English education and
literacy issues involved in the communications revolution— as distinct
from the industrial revolution—and in the dawning of what some call
the information age. Our 1988 IRA and NCTE programs focused on
some of these issues. The implications for language and literacy edu-
cation are many. not well understood but crucial to creating an
educated public. One implication 1 think we can see is that literacy
and the ability to use English competently will become even more
important as our society swings even further from the veed for laber
and 1o the provision of information and technology services for our-
selves and the world.

These revolutionary changes and new times, plus age-old educa-
tional issues, await us as we continue our commitment to research in
English education and literacy. But for us to move forward more
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viti Foreword

effectively, it is crucial for us to understand our past. So it is my
distinct pleasure to write the foreword to a volume indicating where
we have come from--from a desire to create knowledge, achieve greacer
underytanding, aidd inform educational practice through research.

Johanna S. DeStefano
Prestdent, National Conference on
Research in English

(o 0
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Preface

When I was a graduate studemi a1 the University of lowa in 1954, 1
was a guest of my major advisor, Harry A. Greene. at an NCRE break-
fast in Ailantic City. This was an exciung experience. The “big
names” of that time vigorously discussed their research plans and
results; research was being done! It was obvious that NCRE was then
the research organization in the English language ans field. 1 was,
therefore, honored by the invilstion to membership in 1958, a mem-
bership 1that | have appreciated more than any other,

Auempiing to write 2 history of the o1 sanization has been an inier-
esiing experience. byt it has also been a trying one. While NCRE
members are obviously interested in research and in all aspects of the
teaching and learning of the receptive and expressive English lan-
guage skills and abilities, as well as being highly literate themselves,
they are apparently no1 great savers of their correspondence.

The fact that NCRE has never had 2 central office nor provided
other than minimal clerical/secretarial help for its officers, of course.
largely accounts for the fact that the ""paper trail” has been severed so
frequenily that anyone seeking to record fifty years of ideas and events
is frustrated. 1 did have the help of many NCRE members. Roy A,
Kress sent me about a hundred pounds of ''records’’ that had been ac-
cumulated. While these were extremely helpful, 100 often meeting
minutes were brief or simply missing. and there were no records for
many years. Alvina Treut Burrows provided very complete records
concerning the Teacher Fifectiveness Siudy. Eihel Mabie Falk and
Helen Knipp, both longtime members, seat packages of records, and
Johanna $. DeStefano sent records of recent years. Helpful letters were
received from Emmeit A. Betts, Donald D. Durrell, Thomas D. Horn.
Mildred A. Dawson. H. Alan Robinson, Lou LaBrant, and Ralph C,
Swiger. Don was particularly helpful in recalling events concerning
the First Grade Reading Siudics, and Emmeu provided me with infor-
mation zbout NCRE's founding. Others related anecdotes and one or
1wo events. I also used J. N. Hook's history of NCTE, 4 Long Way
Together. And there have also been offers to help with research and
writing. To all 1 am grateful.

ix
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x Preface

Where records were available | am confident of the accuracy of
what is reported here. However, I have interpreted and attempted to
“fill in"* where information was sparse. I have also quoted from cor-
respondence, but 1 hope that I have done this discretely and only to
help “tell the fifty-year story.” For these reasons this may be more of 2
personal accuunt than an ideai history should be.

Walter T, Peuy
1982




1 The Founding

The NationatConference on Research in English (NCRE) was founded
in 1952 by membess of the National Council of Teachers of English
{NCTE) who felt that both elementary school English teaching and
research concerns weve not receiving adequate attention in that orga-
nization. There apparently was some dasis for such feelings since the
Nationai Council of Teachers of English had been founded in 191}
largely in reaction to the restrictions placed upon high school curric.
ula by colleges and universities through their entrance requirements.
The early leaders of NCTE were secondary school English teachers,
supervisors and curriculum directors, and some forward-looking col-
lege and university professors. Early NCTEL meetings reflected the
concerns of these people and gave little attention 10 elementary school
English. For example, the NCTFE mesting program of 1920 does not
&ven mention elementary school English. The same was wrye for the
1925 meeting program, although in between there were some section
meetings labeled "elemeniary-junior high.” On the other hand. by the
1930s there were several members of NCTE who were primarily inter-
ested in English tcaching in the elementary schools. Such early NCRE
leaders as Mildred A. Dawson, Marion R. Trabue, E. W. Dolch, Walter
S. Guiler, and J. Conr.d Seegers had written articles for The Elemen-
tary English Review, and the 19831 NCTE meeting had elementary
school sessions with Maude McBroom, Wiiliam S. Gray. and Trabue
as speakers. The Elementary Enghish Review (later Elementary English
and now Language Aris) had been distributed to elementary members
of NCTE beginning in 1929, Yet there is liule doubt that NCTE
membership was overwhelmingly oriented t0 the secondary school
and primarily concerned with curriculum matters at that level of
schooling. Too, the educational rescarch movement, which: had pri-
marily developed since the turn of the century among psychologiss,
had not yet strongly affected this membership.

Leaders in the founding of NCRE were Harry A, Greene, Professor
of Education a; the University of lowa, and Emmett A. Betts, who had
completed his doctovate at lowa and remained there in 193] on a
fellowship sponsored by Sterling A. Leonard and NCTE. Greene and

Q 1
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2 The Founding

Bewts apparemly feh thar W. Wilbur Haifield. then executive secretary
of NCTE. had rchuffed them when ihey requesied the formaiion
within NCTE of a group interested in research in elemematy school
English. Alsc, Maude McBroom. who was the principal of the campus
elementary school at the University of lowa and was the chuirman® of
NCTE's Commiuee on Elememary School English in 193], had had
her proposal for a language usage handbook killed by the Council. It
is not clear whether 1his influenced Greene and Beus. bue thev shortly
comacied C. C. Ceruain, Director of Libraries of the Detroit schools
and owner and ediior of The Elementary English Review. about their
views. Certain readily agreed (o the formation of such a group as
Greene and Beuts were proposing since he felr that his journal had not
received adequate financial backing by NCTE. In addition, Certain
and Hatfield had long been (and continued to be) amagonisiic oward
one another. Undoubtedly this relationship had a bearing upon
Cenain’s response, but he also need=d anicles for his journal and
Greene and Beuts were-proposing that their group publish bulletins
reviewing research. Cenain agreed 10 publish the proposed bulletins in
The Elementary English Review as articles and 10 furnish Teprims of
these as bulletins for distribution ¢ members of the new organization.

This initial effort was followsd by a meeting during the Washing-
wn. D.C.. ronvenuon in March of 1932 of the Department of Super-
intendence (now the American Association of School Administrators.
AASA) of Greene, Betts, Superintendem David E. W.iglein of Bali-
moare, Dean Marion R, Trabue, and others. at which time further
plans were made. Then in the summer of 1932, Greene, Beus, Cenain,
and Professor Walter 8. Guiler of Miami University (Ohio} met in
Bews's office in Shaker Heights, Ohio. (By that time Beus had lefs
lowa and 1ake.1 2 pusnion as school Psychologist and principal of
Lomond School.) At 1this meeung the following purposes of the new
organization were agreed upon:

I. To emphasize relationships among listening, speaking, reading,
and writing.

2. To encourage research in graduate schools by delineating prob-
lems saeriving investigation.

*The tett) charrman has been retained i this history 10 instances when a1 the ume
11 was Customary 10 use 1t Apparemily chatr rather (han chairman began 10 be used
about 1973, It s imeiesian® 16 note. thoug | (hat from as founding NCRE rvidenced
lutle sexual discrminauon Ther: have been iwenty five inales holding the prendency
and nineteen females. *or have the secretaties all oven [emale. %ix females and five
males have held thys office

14




The Founding 3

3. To publish cruiques of research and w disseminace findings
relevant 0 the improvement of instruction in the language arts.

4. To plan and .ponsor meetings 10 evaluate annual bulletins.
These meetings were to be held in conjunctior with meetings of
other research groups. (The other research gioups were primar.
tly only one, the American Educational Research Association,
AERA, which then met in conjunction with or on adjacent dawes
with meeungs of the Depariment of Superimendence.)

Plans at this 1932 meeting included an agreement (0 keep member-
ship small. “hopefully to a maximum of wwenty persons who were
actively doing and repotting research.” Beus was appointed chairman
of the Bulletin Planning Commitiee and Guiler chairman of the
Bibliographical Commiuee. There was also agreement that Greene
would prepare a research bulletn for presentation at the 1933 meeting
in Minneapolis and that Beus would prepare bulletins for presenta-
ton in Clevelznd in 1934 and in Adantic City in 1435,

The NCRE (then known as the Nadonal Conference on Research
in Elementary Schoul English) founders stressed research and publica-
tion. but they also sressed informality as far as the new organization
was concerned. The {irst president was Marion R. Trabue. and C. C.
Certain was secretary-treasurer. No mention was made of dues or
mombership lisis in the early days (prior (0 incorporation in Michigan
in 1937) bu. members of the group included Angela M. Broening, B.
R. Buckingham. Mildred A. Dawson. E. W. Dolch. Josephine Mac-
Latchy. Maude McBroom, Robert C. Pooley, Paul McKee, Gerald A.
Yoakam, W, W. Thetsen, and Ethel Mabie Falk.

NCRE Becomes Established

NCRE was an established organization almost frem the dme of its
founding. While there was not a flocking of people who taugh
English or who were concerned about its weaching seeking 1o become
meinbe-s {in fact, the iment of the organizers was 0 keep membership
quite limited), its influence was quickly feli. and the reasons for its
founding recognized, Walter Barncs, in his NCTE presideniial address
on November 30, 1933, stated that “the criticism that has been brought
against the Natonal Council . . . is just” and that "as a group we
have done litle (0 further research in our field.”

Barnes was not alone in this opinion. One of the foundersof NCTE,
John M. Clapp, had in 1926 proposed that NCTE establish a bureau

ERIC 1
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4 The Founding

of research. Clapp had support within the organizatton but not enough
to overcome the finangial problems involved and the reservacions
about his fox us on utilitariat aspects of the English curriculum. Too,
such atter people in NCTE as Dora V. Smith—who joined NCRE
shortly alter its [ anding and who was president in 1940-- 1941 —were
actively interested in research. Early MCRE members who spparently
were active in NUTF —at | ast they were speakers at meetings in the
later 19205 and the e¢arly 1930s—incladed Maude McBroom. Mildred
A. Dawson, Marion R. Trabue, Wilham S. Gray. Robert C. Pooley,
and Bess Goodvkoontt. To these individuals and others, NCRFE, pro-
vided an outlet for their irterest in English rescarch.

Of course, another reason lor the success of NCRE in becoming
established so quickly was the prominence of the lounders and other
carly members. People like Gray, Dawson. E. W. Dolch, Walter S.
Guiler, §. Conrad Scegers, Trabuc, and Creene had been writing
frequesttly in The Elementary English Reotew and other joumals
prict to the founding of NCRE. Gray was president of the American
Fdu ational Resvarch Associatton tn 1933, as was Greene in 1936,
Other membess were also officers, editonal committee merabers, and
writers in AERA publications. Another example of the prominence is
that many of the members wete active in the National Society for the
Sty of Education. Several bad partictpated in the preparaion of the
24th Yearbook ol that society, Report of the National Commuttee on
Readmg. In the 3Cth Yeurbook. The Teaching of Reading: A Second
Report, the wiiters tile luded Frtinect A. Betts. Angela M. Broening. B.
R. Buckingham. Edgar Dale. Dok h. Donald D. Durr.ll, Ethel Mabie
Fall. Lurthur Gates, Goodyhooniz, Gtay, Greene, Ernest Hom, Delia
Kibbe. Lou laBrant. Benice b Veary, Helen K. Mackintosh, Paul
M Kee. Pooley, 1 rabue, Gertrude Wlapple. Panl Wity, and Gerald
A Youkam. A funiber example is shown in the 1940 edition of The
Encvilopedia of Educational Research. which had been planned sinee
1936. Clilford P. Archer, Dale, Dolch, Gray, Greene, and E. Hin
wete all aurhors of artycdes in thar publtcation.

NCRE influence upon NCTE abor attests 10 165 —apid establisn-
ment, One way this wis shown s thay the third annual bulletin,
Reading Dusbiliiter ang Therr Correction, as well as the work that
was in progress on the tomth bulletin, Research Problems m Reading
1 the Elemeniary School, way at Ieast parnally responsible for the
i Jusion of scading as @ topac at the 1935 NCTE meeting. Auendance
A thar inectting hunped to 1300 from the 600 who had attended in
1934, a jump sintbuted largely to the aention given o reading.
NCRFE. members. and the research they had done, also ipfluenced 4An

12




The Founding 5

Expenience Curriculum in English, published by NCTE in 1935, This
publication, presenting a pattern curriculum, was a preduct of the
work of the NCTE Curriculum Commission, a work that had begun
in 1929. McBroom and C. C. Certain were the only NCRE members
on this commission, but other NCRE memb. rs—Broening, Mackin-
tosh. E. Horn. McBroor... LaBrant, Gates, Willis Uhl, Certain, Kibbe,
Greone, Guiler, and Pooley—were among those called upon 10 do the
writing.

By 1937 active membership (meaning those who had paid their
dues: this, eveit then, was 2 problem) had grown to thirty-cne. Robert
C. Pooley, then an assistant professor of English at the University of
Wisconsin, was president in 1936-1937 and Maude McBroom, princi-
pal of the University of lowa Elementary School, was president in
1937-1938. (The carly records always show the terms of the officers as
running from February o February.) Beginning apparemly during
Pooley's term, action was taken 10 incorporate the organization. The
incorporation was in Michigan. with the Articles of Incorporation
being signed on February 18, 1937, These Articles litted as ""the first
board of directors”” Robert C. Pooley. C. C. Cenain, B. R. Buckingham,
Angela M, Broening, and Josephine MacLaichy. The word Elementary
in the name, as the organization was incorporated and as it had been
known since its founding, remained only a few montdhs afier incor-
poraticn. On May 24, 1937, Bessie Bacon Goodrich, Director of Cut-
riculum Revision of the Des Moines Public Schools and at that time
NCRE vice-president, and Certamn signed an amendment to the
Arucles changing the name 10 the Nauonal Conference on Research
in English. The amendment action was apparently the result of a vote
taken at the breakfast session in New Orleans on February 22, 1937,
and reflected the {acy that a number Of members were primarily inter-
ested in secondary school English and that others felt that concerns
about English teaching and research should not be segmented.

In 1939 bylaw changes were proposed to define more specifically
the duties of the Conference officers and to siate more adequately the
qualifications for active membership. These proposals were accepted,
but the suggestion of Certain that active membership be extended to
individuals only by unanitmous vote of the members was not approved,
Cerrain’s concern was that only active researchers bt permitted 10
benelit from NCRE activities. Certain pointed out that the Conference
was earning money from iis publications {Scott, Foresman and Com-
pany had recently advanced $500 on {uture royalties on the handbook
published in 1939} and was particularly respected because of these
puhlications and the NCRF. inembers who authored them.

ERIC 13
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6 The Founding

Early Programs

The first meeting of NCRE was the organizational "get-together” at
the AERA/Department of Superintendence meeting in Washington in
1932. The second meeting in Minneapolis in 1933 largely contisted of
a report on the first annual bulletin, Research in Elementary Lan-
guage: A Report of Problems and Prcgress. This bulletin was written
by Hamry A. Greene and was based upon the research by Greene's
students at the University of lowa and his interpretation of their
findings in terms of application in classrooms. The bulletin included
critiques of Greene's report bv E. J. Ashbaugh, Robent C. Paoley,
Dora V. Smith, Percival M. Symonds, and Marion R. Trabue. The
critiquers w}io were present also spoke at this meeting.

The meeting in Cleveland in February of 1934 was identified as the
“Third Annual Meeting.” The meeting consisted of two sessions—a
breakfast and business meeting on Februacy 24 and a luncheon on
February 27. The breakfast session included these reports:

“A Study of the Causes of Poor Sentence Structure in Written
Composition" by Ethel Mabie {later Falk], Supervisor, Curricu-
lum and Method. Public Schools, Madisou. Wisconsin

““The Genetic Development of Articulation in Children’s Speech’
by lrene Poole, University Elementary Schoel. Ann Arbor,
Michigan

“Current Research in Elementary Sckonl English and Sugges-
uons for the Third Annual Bulletin” by members of the
Conference

C. C. Ceniain also reported, pointing out the desirability of extend-
ing membership of the Conference through associate membership but
reiaining the provision in the constitution that active membership
could be obtained only through approval of the Executive Commiuee.
He also stated that a subscription to The Elementary English Review
was not included in the memberslip fee. The amount of the fee is not
clear, but . subscription to the journal was $2.50. Certain suggested
that possibly when the active meinbership reached 150 “a discount on
the subscription price . . . could likely be made 10 members."”

The “Luncheon and Research Report” session svas at '12 o'clock
and Early Afternoon,” February 27. Greene, president from “February
1933 1o February 1934, had presided at the breakfast meeting. F. H,
Bair, Superintendent of the Shaker Heights City School District pre-
sided at the luncheon meeting. The printed program called for a
presentation of the second annual butletin, 4 Critical Summary of
“elective Research in Elementery School Composition, Language.

14




The Founding 7

and Grammar, by (vauthors Walter S. Guiler and Emmeu A. Beus
and critical evaluations of it by Philip A. Boyer (Director., Educa-
tional Research, Board of Education, Philadelphia), William L.
Connor (Chief, Bureau of Educational Kesearch, Board of Education,
Cleveland), Paul McKee (Colorado State Teachers College, Greeley),
W. W. Theisen (Assistant Superintendent, Milwaukee Public Schools),
and Gerald A. Yoakam (School of Education, University of Pius-
burgh). The program did not work out as planned. Guiler, Theisen,
Boyer, and McKee wer? not present. Greene substituted for Guiler and
Trabue summarized the wrinen evaluations of Theisen and Boyer,
The program concluded with a discussion led by Bess Goodykoonuz,
Assistant Commissioner, U. S. Office of Education.

Meelings for the next five or six years followed the same general
format. Breakfast meetings were usually from 8:30 to 1':30 and were
held generally a day, sometimes two days, prioer to the luncheon
meeting. Luncheon meetings were regularly stated as being held at
“noon and early afternoon.” In 1933 there were two “open’’ luncheon
meetings. (See Figure 1.} One of these largely focused on reading
problems and the other on vocabulary (a report on the seventh annual
bulletin). The luncheon meetings were more formal than the break-
fast meeungs because non-NCRE members could auend the luncheons
and because the programs were more structured. The practice of hold-
ing some joint meetings was begun, although thesc :’2re regarded as
‘extra” meetings. In 1939 there were separate joint meet s with the
Department of Classroom Teachers (the topic was “Vitalizing and
Promoting Growth in Reading on the Part of all Pupils’’) and the
American Educauonal Research Association (A Swdy of Certain
Language Probiems of Children in the Elementary Schools’).

The bases of the luncheon programs were the annual bulletins.
Bulletin titles and authors of the third through seventh bulletins were:

Readng Disabalities and Their Correction: A Critical Summary
of Select-ve Research (1935). Emmett A. Beus

Research Problems m Reading i th5e Elementary School (1936),
Donald P. Durrel}

Principles of Method in Elementary English Comgposition (1937),
Harry A, Greene

Elementary School Language Textbooks: A Survey of Their Use
and a Summary of Related Research Studies (1938), Mildred A.
Dawson

Vocabulary Problems in the Elementary School (1939}, J. Convad
Seegers

ERIC 15




8 The Founding
Eighth Annual Meeting
of

The National Conference on Research
in English
Cleveland, Ohio—February 25 to February 28, 1939

——apr i g——-

Saturday, February Twenty-fifth

Luacheos, 12:30 p. m.
Noon —12:30 o’clock, 2,“0';, Searler
and early afternoon | Reervasions in advance ($1.50); wrate che Conference

Secretary®

Pressding:  Awgera M. BroewiNg, President; Deparument of Supervinoa and Research,
Public Schools, Baltimore, Marylind.

A Plax for Investigatsrs mm Elrmeniary English Langwage and Compotiten (20 minutes)—

B. {L Buckingitam, Chairman, Committec oo Elementary School Language and ofm

posicon; Durecting Editor, Eleméntary School Textbooks, Gina and Company. Boston.

Reading 1% the Impermediste Gradry (20 minutes) A Research Bulletin i prelinunary form,

Praseotstioo~Wous L Umi, Charpan; Dewn, College of Education, Universivy of
Wauhington, Sestcle.

Discustion {10 mibuees)~—Geamavos WaireLe, College of Education, Wayne Univernty,

estion, University of Ylinois, U
Uupublisbed Sindies in Elementary Schort Englub: Commuttee Report, 1933,
Presentstion (20 munuges)—Jostn P. MiLoscan, Chaurman, Supervisor of Student Teach.
ing, Stste Teachars College, Newstk, N. L
Discusmon (13 mususes;—Roy Ivax JorNson, Stephens College, Columbia, Missouri;
Kactano A. Fostas, Ohio Universicy, Athens; KaThamng L. McLavoHum, Univer-
sity of Californis nc Los Angeles.
A Handiook of English for Boys end Girlt, Grades 7 10 9: A Report,
Presentation (20 Mioutes)—AncELs M. Broeming, Chairman,
Discussion (10 munutes)

Bug A s by the Conference Seuretary.

Fact-Burden a3 4 Couse 0 i i‘?’ﬁuuy (20 sunutes)—E. W. DovLew, College of Edu-
r .

Figure 1, NCRE Program for the February 1939 Annual Meeiing.
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The Founding 9

Monday, February Twenty-seventh
. . Jomt Meeung with the Deparunent of Clusroom
Moming Meeting |, ™ Teachers of the Nayonal Educstion Asociacon
The Lyctle Thestre, Cleveland Audioriom

Pmdug Wiktiam 5. Gray, Vice-President of The Natiooal Conference oo Ressarch in
Engluh; Department of Educamn. Unaiveruty of Chuesgo. Dr. Gray will land che dis-
cusson :u the close of the program.

Platform Cuests; AncELA M. BaoRNING, Prendent of The Natoasl Conference; Myatin
Hooeen Dant, Prendent, The Department of Classvom Teacherss and other oficen
of the two orgamzations,

A Pinel Ducussion 00 the General Topic: Vieshizmg and Promotmg Growid m Resdrmg on
the Part of all the Pupsds—

$:20 Throsgh the Experence Curncaulwm — HeLeN Herresnan Elementary School
Supecvisor, State Depactment of Education, Suwcramento, Cabiforna (12 m).

$:34  Through the Reading Program m tin Acllogg Scbool, Portlind, Oregos—Dany
Nswnoust, Clastroom Teacher (32 munutes)s

9:49 "bmllﬁ Cultavatson of the Readmg Tastes of Chldren—G. A Yoaxam, Profm~

st of E and D of ary Grades, University of Pittsburg, Pitts-
bntx. Pa. (12 minutas ).

10:02 Through the Redding Progrem & the N gsian S¢bool, East Oringe, N. J—C- De-
Wity Boneys Prncipal (12 sunuces).

M 16 Throngh 1he Reoding Program m the Roosevelt Schoc, Drtcoit, Michigan =
Estuer Smerp, Clascroom Teacher {12 nuntyces).

10:30  Through the Reading of New Bogku— Hrien Feamn, Edior, Young Wings,
Jusior Literary Guild, New Yock City (12 punutes).

10:44 Throwgh the Reading Program sm the Twitle School, Minncapols, Minaemots —
Vetua DeNNy Classtoom Teacher (12 ounuces).

1:38  Throwgh the Integrated Curnculum=—E. E. Opernoryzem Superinteadent
Public Schools and Prendent of Houstoa University, Houston, Texas (12 minutes).

10:02-11:4%  Dysousuon from the flooe led by the Chawman,

Annoxnceminis.

Tuesday, February Twenty-eighth

Morming Meeti Joint Meeting with the American Educational
9:15 o'clock Research Associscion
Clubtcom "B, Public Audiotsum
Presding: Bass GooprsooNTZ: Vice-Provident, Auwerican Educstions! Restarch Amocie-
twon; Apstaar United Srares Commissioner of Educaton, Waslungton.
A Study of Certam Langyage Problems of Coiddren m the Elementary Schools.
9:20 Socisl Demand: of Englih: Evslwation of Proposed Research—Dons Y. Surmi,
School of Education, University of Minnesora, Minneapolis (20 munuces) -
9:42  More Obutons Socisl Needs for Englub Expresson—Wntias L. ConnEn, Super.
inteadent of Schools, Allentawa. Penntylvama (20 mioutes).
10:04 Social Problems Complicating the Lawguage of Chidren—-Lov L. LaBaant, Ohwo
State Univernty. Columbus (20 minutes).
10.26 Lengwage snd Emptional Development——Danirr A Parscort, Ruegers Univerviey,
New Brumawick, N. J. (20 minutes ).
10:49.13:30  Discussion from Boor bed by charman.

Annonmeements.
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10 The Founding

Tuezday, February Twenty-eighth

Luncheon-—12:00

Euclid Ball Room

Hotel Scarler
Noon —12:00 o *clock, | Reservations * ‘n advance ($1.30); write the Conference
and early aftemoon Secretary®.. Twckes oo sabe unol 10:060 2 m.,

Tuesday, a¢ ¢the Ticket Buooth of The Amencan
Assocutwon of School Adminntrators. To wrore o

ET T I:my G‘ll'l,'! No achets sold ac che door,
M‘: Axcmra M. BaczrinG, Prendent.

Vocsbulary Problems w the Elementary Schools, The Seveath Annual Research Bulleris.
Prewentation (20 minuces)=~]. C. Sugcuas, Churman, Temple University, Philadeiphia,
Crifigwes (20 muautes exch)

W. S Guav, Department of Educatwon, Univeraty of Chicago.
Fanese Howx, Schiool of Edocatson, Univeruty of Towa.
Tromas A. KnorT, Univ.raty of Mclugao.

Eowart Lee Trwounoie, Teachers College, Columbia, Unjversicy.

L + A ts by the Confertace Secretary.

Officers of the Conference, 1938

President: AncELs M. Baoprkmic, Departient of Superviuon and Research, Public School,
Balumare, Maryland.
Vies-Prewdtas: Wuaam S. Gaavs Profemor of Educacon, Univ—cy of Chicago, Chicago,

sSecreiary. Trowswrer: € C. Cn'mu. Box §7, Notth End Ststion, Detront, Michigan. Couo-

vintion Address: Hotel Seader.
Exective Commities: O&mdmmgudnmﬁomm Amirang Coroe
rassioner of Education, U. §, Office of Ed ton, I, C: Maupz Me.

BrooM, Principals Universty Elememtary School, Sclnol of Education, The Seate Uaie
versicy of fows, fowa City, lowai Rosest € Poovey, Asociace Professor of Engluh,
Univernicy of Wiscontin, Madison, Wisconsin.

Proceedings and official papers published in
THE ELEMENTARY Encirisyt ReviEw
Detroit. Michi
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The Founding i

The bulletins were distribated at the luncheon meetings and presented
in some detail by their quthors. A regular part of each of these pro-
grams was a critical evaluation, also printed in the bulletius, prepared
by usually two or three persons. McKee, Guiler, Boyer, and Theisen
critiqued the third annuat bulletin; Arthur Gates. Durrell, and Wil-
liam S. Gray the fourth; Gates. Gray, and McKee the fifth; Trabue,
Herbert Bruner. Falk. Fannie Ragland, and Clare M. Young the sixth.
Gray critiqued the 1939 bulletin by Seegers.

Thz early bulletins were an outgrowth of expressions of concern by
NCRE membets. The second annual research bulletin listed seventy-
three problems needing to be researched. The imponiance of this
bultetin at the time is shown in a review of it in the October 1934
issue of The Elementary School Journal. The review stated that the
bulletin ‘gives a most valuable list of deficiencies revealed in present
research in clementary school language.’ From the list in that bulletin
the Cotnmittee on Evaluation of Research at the 1935 meeting pre-
sented a report. to which many members of the organization con-
tributed, of problems most needing atiention. This report was the
basis for selecting topics [or bulletins and members of the committees
to prepare them.

Much of the content: of these early bulletins has, of course, berome
cutdated. Research has been done on many of the problems these
bulletins identified. and the bulletins provided much of the impetus
for this later research. Sull not all has been done; in virtually every
bulletin there are sections that might have been written today. Greene,
writing in the fifth bulletin. said "English teaching has been criti-
cized, perhaps justly, because it appeared to place 100 much emphasis
on the remedial and corrective aspects of expression and oo little on
the development of constructive expressional abilities.” We would
likely say it a bit differently today, but it is surely stl} wue. Then
there was this statement by Dora V. Smith in the 1941 bulletin:

1 would urge. then. as a result of my experiences in the
New York Regents’ Inquiry, that we recognize as basic to any
language program the development of a rich and meaningful
classroom environment which will make expression both natural
and nevitable. . .

In addition to rhe bulletins, several bibliographies of unpublished
studies in elementary school English were published as commitiee
reports. The first two were chaired by Josephine MacLatchy of Ohio
State (reporting in 1936 on studies done between 1925 and 1934) and
Bess Goodykoontz (updating and reporting in 1937). These were
reportec on at the meetings, usually at the breakfast sessions.

13




12 The Founding

The Havor of the early meetings is shown in the following quora-
tion from the minutes of the 1935 meeting:

The Fourth Annual Meeting of the National Conference on
Research in Elementary School English was held in Adantic City.
February 23-February 26, 1935, In the absence of the President.
Dr. W. §. Guiler, the Vice President, Pr. Warren W. Coxe, pre-
sided. About twenty members of The Conference were present at
the meeting in the Blue Room of the Ritz-Carleion Hotel at the
breaklast, Saturday. February 23.

Miss Ethel Mabie [Falk] presented the report of the Committee
on Evaluation of Research Problems in Flementary Composition,
Language, and Grammar. Discusston of her repon was led by Dr.
M. R. Trabue. It was the consensus of members of the Committee
that more time was needed for a satsfactory evaluation of the
research ptoblems selected for study. Motinn was passed calling
upon the chairman. Miss Ethel Mahie, 1o make definite recom-
mend stions at the Tuesday meeting for final disposition of the
Report. However. the report in preliminary form was accepted for
publication in The Ele-nentary English Review.

In the absence of Mass Josephine MacLaichy, Dr. Emmett A.
Betts tead 10 The Conference the report of the Committee o1
Unpublished Research, which Miss MacLatchy. the chairman.
had maded to the secretary. The report consisted of a digest of
outstanding current research manuscripts. Eightv-eight theses had
been summarized in this report. With the exceptton of a dozen, of
s0, from the University of lowa. the theses were examined and
summarized in the office of the Editor. Division Bureau of Educa-
tional Research. Ohit State University. Dy, Betts pointed aut that
twenty-nine of these theses had already been reported by The
Conference Committee an Selective Research in Elementary
Schoo) Composition. Language. and Grammar, leaving a igal of
fifty-four. . .. A carefu) <heck had been jnade 1o be sun 1hat the
theses had not beea published: first, the titles of doctc 1s° theses
were checked agans: the ‘List of American Doctoria' Pissersa-
tions” published annually by the Library of Congress; second,
titles of all others were checked 3gainst the Fducation Index and 4
the Psychological Index

Summaries of the most significant and valuable of these studies
will be published 1n The Elementary English Review. The Con-
ference requested that the standard format used in the preparation
of the Second Annual Bulletin, A Critical Summary of Selecave
Research in Composttinn, Language. and Grammat, be {ollowsd
in preparing these summanies for publication. There were cnitical
comments upon the report by Angela Broening. Supervisivz ard
Research, Baltsmore Fublic Schools; Bess Goodykoontz, Assistant
Commissioner of Education, National Office of Education. Wasy-
ngton. D. C. and by Dr. E A. Betts, Supenintendent of Practice,
State Normal School, Oswego. New York.
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The early meetings of NCRF. were informal-—more so perhaps than
the quotation from the minutes indicates—with a good deal of fellow-
ship and a focus always on rescarch. Ethel Mabie Falk, the only NCRE
member 1o hold the office of president for three years. said in 1978 in
recalling the early meetings, *My most vivid memories are of the very
frank. exhilarating discussions thas characierized the breakfast sassions
whea we each presented our research problems and plans. Adverse
comments were never withheld when thorough. honest research was
in question. but sugeestions were invariably given in a kindly and
encouraging manner. Even in the larger groups at the Wednesday
noon luncheons. the discussions that followed the main speech were
pointed and provocative.'” Falk added: "1 hope such vitality and
warmth continue ta he characteristic of Conference sessions,”

The Role of C. C. Cerain

The serretary-treasurer of NCRE from i founding to his death in
December of 1940 +vas C. C. Centain. In many ways Certain was NCRE
during those years. a fact partially due 10 the publication of the bul-
letins as articles tn The Elementary English Review, which Certain
had founded in 1924, but also because he made most of the arrange-
ments for early NGRE meetings and, of course, collected dues and
kept the minimal records needed. Beyond these things. though, some
members recognized that he did more than might have been expected
of a secrerary-treasurer and referred to him as '‘the moving spirit
behind NCRE." J. N. Hook in 4 Long Way Together: 4 Personal
View of NCTE's Fust Sixty-Seven Years refers 10 '"C. C. Certain's
National Conference ont Research in English."”

Certain had been active in the National Couzi-il of Teachers of
English almost from iis beginning in 1911, He was the Council's
wreasurer from 1914 1o 1916, He was also speaker at many NCTE
meetings. was % numcrous committees. and was a member of the
Board of Direciors. However. he became something of **a thomn in the
side”” of the NCTE Board and Executive Commitee because he
thought that the organization was not giving enough auention to
elementary schools. He was ambitious and early in NCTE history had
proposed 1o W. Wilbur Hatfield. NCTE executive secretary, that
NCTE found an elementary magazine similar 10 The English Jour-
nal, founded by Hatfield in 1912, Hadield’s rejection of this proposal
(although he suggested thar Centain go ahead on his own) com-
pounded the antagonism between them that had largely developed
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14 Thr Foundng

because of Hatfield's ught rein on funds that Certain felt were due
NCTE's Committee on Elementary English. Hatfield, in an interview
with Robert S. Fay before Hadlield's death in 1976, admined 10 a
degree of truth in Certain’s complaint but said that it was not 2n
intentio. al slighting of Certain. Hatfield, wriving in the October 1954
issue of Elementary English, stated that 1n the carly days The English
Journal "tried 10 serve all levels [but] usually carried in cach issue one
anticle for elementary teachers and one for college men' and that he
and others felt the thin coverage to be unsatisfactory.

Haufield described Certain as an "»xplosive sort of perso:..” and
auributed much of his disagreements over 1he years witl: Ceriain as
due 10 the absence of articles of "a praciical nawure™” .n The Elemen.
tary Enghsh Review. The validity of Hufield's viewpoint depends on
one’s definition of **practical.”” The writing of Certain himsel! in is-
sues of that journal during his editorship clearly showed his imerest
in and knowledge of young children and their teachers. He regularly
wrote a “For the Children’ column that showed this knowledge. He
wrote about children’s literature and vas particularly interested in the
writers of it.

Hook, in discussing NCTF. journals, reflecais Haifie!d's viewpoint.
stating:

In 1932, Certain founded a small select grup concerned with
the elementary schools, the National Conferent e on Reseaich in
English, and he tended to tarlor the contents of his magazine o ats
preferences. Hence the magazine was less directly useful and less
populas echan it ideally should have been. As 4 tesult, (he Coun-
oil's infiuence 10 the elementary schoeis was pot what 1 might
have been,

Examination of early issues of The Revtew by 1his author resulted
in some disagreement with Hatfield and Hook as 0 the usefulness of
The Elementary English Review. It is probably true that after the
founding of NCRE Cenain included more reports about resesvch in
the journal than the'e had been in 1he first half dozen years of the
journal’s existence, but Cenain's knowledge of and interest in chil-
dren’s literature meant that this area of an efementary .chool teacher's
concerns received attemion. There was also considerable attention 10
curricubum issues and to such "practical” things as choral speaking
selections, plays, and activities for integrating language activities with
other aspects of elementary schoo! programs. In many ways The
Review more closely resembled (except for the advertisements) such
“popular” magazines of today as Instructor than has the journal since
its name was changed.
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The Founding 5

Hook's comment that the readers of The Review were largely
“elementary scheol supetvisors and normal school professors’™ is
probably also true. Pethaps the same could be said today. unforw-
nately, about the leadership of genuinely professional journals.

Fueling the antagonism between Hatfield and Certain were surh
minor things as Hatfield's probably unintentional referring to NCRE
as NCRIE or NCORIE. Too, there was Certain’s perception that
NCTE was almost exclusively interested in secondary scl,oo0l English.
Following the NCTE Board of Direclors’ twenty-sixth anniversary
meeting. Certain wrote. ““Those present who had any interest in ele-
mentary school . . - English left [the meeting) with the distinct feeting
that the close of the next quarter of a century will find the National
Council of Teachers of English doing business at the same old stand,
namely the secondary school.”” Any slighting of the elementary school
seemed 10 fire up Cenain’s explosiveness.

Some members of NCRE resented Certain’s influence on the Con-
{erence and the role he had assumed. One prominent early member
resighed from NCRE only a few y=ars after its founding because “the
otgantzation was being run by one man. who no longer was willing
10 consult with the administrative officers.” Yet, by and large, Centain
was respected and certainly tenaciously held NCRE 0 (he stated
objective of doing and repurting research, With the election of
secretary-treasurers after his death. as with the other officers. this
objective was sometimes held t0 with something less than devotion.
Another testament to Certain’s devotion is the fact that while bulletins
were published yearly during the first years of the Confc ence, after
his death in 1940 none were published between 1941 and 1949.

A Handbook of English for Boys and Girls

The only hardback publication of NCRE is the Handbook of English
for Boys and Girls. published by Scouw, Foresman and Company in
1939. This 128-page handbook was prepared by a committee of NCRE
headed by Robert C. Pooley and including Delia Kibbe and Lou
LaBrant. The book was edited by C. C. Ceraain.

The book was an outgrowth »i discussions in early Conference
meetings ahout the need for children 10 have a source that they could
wrn to for help in speech and writing situations. The concerned
Conlerence members felt that at Jeast some texthbooks of the day gave
o little awention 10 the aspects of writng and speaking chat par-
ticularly have d‘rect social utility. Thus the contents of the handbook
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i6 The Founding

focus on giving reports cnd announcements; telling stories; outlining
a talk or report; writing stories, poems, plays, reports, and letters; and
revninding readers of social amenities. There are also chaprers on
improving handwriting and speliing, using a dictionary, using punc-
tuation and capitalization correctly, and avoiding nonstandasd words.
1t was intended for children in grades four to six.

The inroductory section tells how the book is 10 be used:

This Handbonok is rrally 32 “handy” book of tnformation about
coffect ways to speak and wrtte, You can turn 1o it for help
whenever you have some special trouble in speaking or writing.
You wiil find suggesttons about letter wrting. usmg the wle-
phone, making imroductions. writing reports and plays. and
many other things vou may need to know:

In the remaining part of the introduction, particular attention is
given w using the index of the hook for kaating the help that the
studetnt needs.

First mention of the haudbook it NCRE meeting ptograms
occurred in 1935, The program listed a * Tentative Report by the
Committee on Criterta fot a Manual of Stvle for Elementary School
Teachers of English™”™ by Pooley. Pooles also reported at the 1936
mecting; the program listed the buok title as ~'A Handbook of English
Usage: A Maitual of Style lor Elementary School Teachers of English,”
and it smallet pritit was “Report 10 be presented tentatively in the
form of a specitnen handbook —Grades 1 10 8 taclusive.”

Neither meeting programs not meeting minutes are available lor
the sears 1937 and 1938, but apparently the tdea of a handbook suit-
able for all grades was dropped. LaBrang. in a 1976 letter, stated:

About 1938 Rohert Pogiey, 4 Miss Kibbe (whom | never met),
ahd 1 weTe asked 1o wrne copy for a hitle book— A4 Handbook of
English fur Boys end Garls. published 1n 1939 by Scotr, Foresman.
The three writeTs received only a token share of the royalties (just
10 make the contract egtismate) and the rest went to NCRE for
conferene expenses.

Apparently, though. the idea of a har.dbook for studettts of other
than the middle grades was not dropped right away. The 1939 pro-
gram tnctuded a repont by Angela M. Broening. chairman of a com-
mintee reporting on a simtlar handbook for students in grades 710 9.
What happened to plans for this handbook is not clear. Since it was
niever published, possibly there were second thoughts about how it
would be different from the handbook that was then being published.
Also, the engagement of NCRE members in variaus events preceding
and during World War 11 undoubtedly curtailed the plans,
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Sales of the handbook were not overwhelming. and probably hooks
wete purchased primarilv by teachers and Hbraries rather (han as sets
for classrooms. The first year sales were zhout 26.000 copies. After that
there was a drop-off in sales each year until 1946, when again nearly
26,000 were sold. Sales continued—usualty only a few hundred or
lewer—~until the carly *360s. Sales of the handbook tctaled about
115.000. { A 1950 letter from Scout, Foresman and Company stated that
192,275 copies of the book had beent printed: royalty reports indicate
that many coptes were given away.) Rovaliies of 4 perceti of receipts
over the years amounted (10 shighs .y over $2,000.

There was some discussion around 1950 about revising the hand-
book. This idea was dropped. prob-bly due in part o the drop in
sales. which some NCRE members auributed 1o (he discontinuance of
advertising, by Scou. Foresman This lack of advertising was probably
due 0 the fact that the publisher had staried issuing an elementary
st hool language series after the fiist NCRE handbook was published.

The finale of the handbook Project occurred in 1973, An oflicer of
Scott, Foresman wrote that since there had been no “'royalty earnings
for (he past three years™ and no amventory of books, the company
“would like 0 offer you the lump sum of $5.00 for the purchase of
yous future rovalty i, hts under the agreements.”” At the suggestion of
then-president Richard Hodges. Roy A. Kress, secretary-treasures, duly
signed the release.

The Elementary English Review and Controversy

As mentioned previously, The Elementary English Review was estab-
lished by C. C. Certain 1n 1924 because he feit that The English
Journal gave Linle attention to elemzntary school English {which W,
Wilbur Hatlield later admiued was wue) and becsuse NCTE had
rejected his proposal (o csiablish a journal for thar purpose. But
Hatfield did officially weicome the new magazine in a 1924 issue ol
The English fournal:
The Enghish Jauma® wishes to telehrate the amival of a baby
iy the famil—The Elemencary Engluh Radew. a monthhy

magarne of aboue fmn pakes. devored exalusively to Enghish 4n
the elementaty schoot

Julia L. Cerain, the widow of C. C. Certan. writing in the Ocwaber
1954 1ssue of Elcmentary English, provided instght into the establish-
ment of The Reveew:
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18 The Founding

Whether o1 nou the teathers of the 19205 recognired M, they
wete helping esablish an wdea new in education—a conviction
of the great tmporance of childhood, and an enthusiawm for
understanding and teaching youny, <hildren. This beliel found
expression in many ways. Thete were ttachers like Marieua
Johnson at Fairhope and Lucy Sprague Mitchell at the City and
Country Schaol. There were leaders like William H. Kilpatrick at
Columbua. R. L. Lyman at the University of Chicago, Florete
Bamberger at Johns Hopkins. and Sterhng A, Leonard ay the
Umversit, of Wisconsin, There were baoks live Ruggs The
Child-Ceniered School. ‘Thete was the Progressive Education
Assaciation. founded in 1519. And there was (he sudden opulence
of borks lor ¢hildren that followed the estzblishment by the
Macmillan Company n 1919 of the first sepacate ¢hildren's book
department the foanding of Children’s Book Week 1n the same
vear: and (the institunon of the Newbery Award by Fredetick G.
Melcherin 1922,

it is not hatd (o recreate the exatement and hopefulness of
thar penod. for even now. 2 depression aid (wo wars later, 1 has
nod abited

s was m the spasit of those nmes that C. C. Certain. then Super-
s1sor of Schaol Libranes in Detroat. established The Elementary
Lnghish Revew, and published the irsGissue (n March 1924,

The relavonship of The Elementary English Review 10 the National
Coutc il of Teac hers af English was at first an informal one. Accord-
iug 10 J. N. Hook. this was “au first because the offirers were not sure
whether there would be encugh demand for an English magazine on
the clementary school level, and later because concrete erms proved
0 be difficult v work oui with Certain.” However. Hadield, in an
editorial comment in The English Joumal in 1929, stated that “acting
under authority of the Board of Lsirecturs . . . the Executive Commit,
tee . . . has just accepred The Elementary English Review as 2 second
offic ial organ,” Foullowing this The Review was distributed to Council
members as 2 pan of their membership fees. 1ts operation within the
Council was not always a smooth one, however: Certain and Hadield
often clashed about such things as whether an article direcied par-
e ularly at wwachers of the seven.h and eighth grades should be in The
Enghish Journal or in The Review.

After the founding of NCRE. and particularly because of Certain's
role in that event, The Review came 10 be reganded by NCRE mem-
bers as the official journal of NCRE, and some NCTE members were
unaware of us ties to NCTE. In fact, Lou Ladrant, writing to Do=a V.
Smith (both were members of both organirations) after the death of
Certain. said, '] think The Review had considerable character of its
own which ought 0 be preserved. ! do think, however. thas the Coun-
cil must shortly develop its elementary field. Perhaps it could accept
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this other magazine av official.”™ Marton R, Trabue wrote 10 Mrs.
Certain: "'l feel Quite sure that most of the members of the Conference
have assumed that The Revtew was the official organ of the Con-
ference.” Actually, though. no formal arrangements had ever been
made between Certain and NCRE other than an agreement that the
members received a 20 percent discount ot the subscription price and
Ceriain received a royalty fee of 10 percent for editing the bulletins
and handling their sales. Apparently those armangements had been
{ormalized by contracts tn 1937 between Certain and NCRE.

Following Certain’s death. considerable disagreement developed
between the Conlerence and Mrs. Certain. Mrs. Certain had been iden-
tified for a number of years as associate editor of The Review and
apparently lelt that she should continue the role of her husband in
relation to NCRE. However, NCRE, seeking to distribute among the
officers the duties that Certain had assumed. esiablished a committer
0 formulate policy for subsequent publication and editorial work.
The disagreement soon accelerated when Mrs. Certain wrote (0 .
Conrad Seegers {who had been selected secretary-treasurer after Certain’s
death). quoting the opinion of her lawyer that NCRE did not have
the right to cancel the centracts, Trabue replied 10 the effect that the
contracts were intended to protect Certain's interests in the publica-
tions that he had edited, but they did hot apply 0 future publications.
A lawyer friend of Dora V. Smith advised that "there is no possibility
that the personal services required in a contract with the deceased
could be interpreted as transferrable to his estate,”

The matter dragged on through 1941 and most of 1942. Aside from
the somewhat hasty securing of legal opinions. there was a genuine
attempt to work out an arrangement between Mrs. Certain and NCRE.
The issue botled down 10 whether NCRE would recognize The Ele-
mentary English Reuview as its official organ. Mrs. Certain wanted
that. but she also wanted to keep controt of The Review. NCRE was
willing 1o designate The Review as the official organ but held that it
must serve certain purposes of the assoctation [NCRE] which require
that the association have certant control over the material published.”
A designation of The Review as the NCRF official organ might have
been embarrassing (as no one seemed 10 note} since it had already
been designated as an olficial organ of NCTF.

The 1ssue was fortunately resolved 10 late 1942 by the purchase of
The Review by NCTE, The price was $2,250, and the journal was
renamed Elementory English with John ). DeBoer as editor. DeBoer
immediately solicited manuscripts from NCRE. He later became a
member and served as president of NCRE in 195)-1952,
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2 The 1940s

The death of secretary-treasurer C. C. Certain in 1940 was a blow to
the operation of NCRE, Fortunately, the president that year was Dora V.,
Smith, and Mildred A. Dawson was vice-president. Both were strong
researchers. authors of bulletins, and regular members at NCRE meet-
ings almost from the organization’s founding. J. Conrad Seegers, an
equally strong NCRE member, was persuaded to become secretary-
weasurer. However, Seegers accepted this duty on the condition that
he would only keep records and handle the organization’s funds.
Thus, a major concern in 1941 was the distribution of other duties
that had largely been done by Cenain. Essentially. it was decided that
the president would be in charge of planning programs. appointing
commirtees, and projecting the research program (Certain had done
much “pushing’ of bulletin authors and critique writers) and that the
vice.president would be in charge of accepting new membcrs, approv.
ing publicasions. and dealing with Julia Certa... when she wok over
as owner and editor of The Elementary English Review.

Another problem facing the organization was the publicaton of
the bulletins. While their contents had from the beginning been pub-
lished as anticles in The Review, the first seven bulletins had been
published, advertised. and sold by Scow, Foresman and Company.
However, the contract with that company had lapsed. A particular
problem was the Handbook of English for Boys and Girls since Seott,
Foresman was biinging out its own elementary school language series.
The publisher was also aware that NCRE had proposed a handbook
for grades one 10 three and that a commitee had been actively work-
ing on a handbook for grades seven and eight. In fact, Angela M.
Broening and Mata V. Bear 'vere working on the manuscript for the
seventh- and eighth-grade handbook. Stan Hyer had been appointed
t0 head a commiuee for the firsi- to third-grade handbook. but the
commiuee had not started its work yet. Apparently, Scou, Foresman
declined to publish these two handbooks and proposed chat it have
the power 0 veto NCRE publishing projects in the future. This pro-
posal was rejected, hut a decision about publishing bulleiins was
delayed (pardally dye 10 World War II) until later in the decade, and
s&e publication of the other handbooks was never revived.
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The bullettn Evaluating Instruction in the Elementary Schools of
New York, prepared by Dora V. Sinith, was ready for publication. It
was published by Scott, Foresman, as was Reading in the Intermediate
Grades since the contracts had already been signed. Smith, writing 10
Dawson in January of 1941, stated that her bulletin was “"promised for
distribution at Atlantic City.”” The reading bulletin was delayed (until
late 941} because Gertrude Whipple had taken over as chairman
upon the death of Willis Uhl, who had begun the bulletin. These
bulletins were discu<zed at the 194] meeung. as was the attempt of the
Committee on Composition to secure lunding from the Carnegice
Corporation for a study of the use of elememary school English
texthbooks. That effoit had been unsuccessful. so consideration was
given: to other means for conducting the study.

Programs were somettmes extended to more than the breakfast and
luncheon sessions. The meeung program reproduced n Figure 2 indi-
cates that two joint sessions were held in addition o two luncheon
mcetings. The printed program did not indicate, however. the break-
fast necting that was held on Sunday morning to conduct the busi-
ness of the Conference.

This meeting was the last of the annual meetings until 1947, and
other activities were restricted as well, I'ne February 1942 meeting had
been planned belore the war broke out, but after that the Executive
Comn.itiee endeavored 1o conduct all necessary business by mail until
regular meetings were resumed. One action was to ask the officers
elected for 1942-1943 10 continue an exira year in office. Thus, E. W,
Dolch of the University of Nlinois was president for the 1942-43 and
1943-44 terms. In a lener ki the membership in late 1943 he wrote:

Your Executive Comnmaitee has deaded that the Confirence
should comply wuh the request made Deceinber 15th by Mt
Joseph Fasiman. Natonal Cootdinaior of Transpostation, that
alt conventions. not dicaily concerned wath the war effore, be
cantelled.

We are therefore cancelling ail arrangeinents lor a meenng a
9 Lows February 27ih. Those who were 10 be on the progran
will send thewr papers w The Elementary Englivh Reveew lor
publicavon and you ¢an read them there.

Dolch went on 1o say that no dues would be assessed {or the coming
year and that therealter they would be $1.00 for associate menbers and
$2.00 for active members. (Dues had been $1.50 and $2.50 prior o
1939, and then raised (0 $2.00 and $3.00.)

Plans had been made for the 1943 meeting i St. Lonis, and those
who were 1o speak were contacted and asked 10 send their papers to
John J. DeBoer. the editor of Elementary English. Among those
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Eleventh Annual Meeting
of

The National Conference on Research
in English
San Francisco, California-February 21 to 24, 1942

D
Saturday, February Twenty-first

Noon—12.00 0'clock Lunchesa, 12,00
Jade Room, Bellrvue Hotel
and early afternoon || oy o0 door ($1.30)

Note: Owing to the nature of this program, it will be impomible 10 accommodate suditors
serving aftes the luncheon, Therefore rhose desiring to hear the program and 1o
take pant in the discumion are requested to attend the luncheon also.

Presiding: Da. E. W. Dowcu. College of Education, Ugiversity of Jllinoés, Urbana,
(Mo,

Report: DrveloMng Childrin't dworeness of Comples Lengusge Maognings: 4 Report sx
the Stanfoed Lanuate dety Inveinganon—diz Horeanp Roziats, School of Edu-
cation, Stanfozd University, Califorms.

Discumion; Da Faanx N. Faggman, Dean, School of Educacions University of Calis
forma, Berkeley, Californin.

D Avraro 5. Lawszanz, SuPervisor of Educational Research and Guidance,
Los Angeles, Californin

)

Monday, February Twenty-third

Morning Mecting
9.15 o'clock

{ This meeting will be held joindy with the California Asocistion of English Teschers)

Presding: Geoxus E. Muxruy, Prendent. Californias State Asmocistion of English
Teschers, Humbaldt State College, Arcata, Califorma

Report:  Develeping Pupilt’ dbnlity 1o d11ack Their Reading Focabulary Indepndently—
Dn, Nowa B. Ssoirn.

Report: The Chalienge of Speced 10 the Ciassreom Tracher-=Du, Lovae Aswsy,

Report: Ceearrve Insirucins im the Languagi Ariv—Da Jusur Dysos.

ﬂ Auditorivm of the Veterans' Building

Figure 2. NCRE Program for the February 1942 Annual Meeung.
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Tuesday, February Twenty-fourth

Moming Meeting - ) .
9.15 o'cloc] Auditorium of the Vetersns' Bulding
{ This mecting will be held jointly with the Caiifornia Amociation of English Teachers)
:'nlutdmg D, €. W. Dowcn, College of Education, Univensity of [Hincis, Urbana,
llinots.
Genersl Topic: Remedint Procvdneet jn ehe Langucpe Field,

Report: Readimy Adynssmens in a Large Couy Syvisem—Da. Grace Munson, Buresu of
Chald Study, Buard of Educarion, Chicago, 1llinois.

Report: Siarnt ané Teends in Remedial Woek in Catifornio—Dr. Joun A, Hocxerr, Uni
veryity of Caltiornin, Los Angeles.

Report: Correctme Work in Language Teacking—Dn. Launa Hoorxn, Director of Ele-
mentafy Education, Newtonvtlle, Mascachusetts.

Reports Tremdt m Remedial Reading—Dr. WiLLiam 8. Garav, Profemor of Education,
University of Chicago, Chicago, Ilinois.

Discussos
[ ]
Luncheon
Humboldt Hall. Empire Hotel {$1.30)

Presiding: Dx. E. W, Dorcw, Coltege of Education, University of [llinois, Urbana,

Noon—12.00 o'clock

1thnois.
Report: Umpublubed Reeareh—Dn J. Paur Lzoxanp, Stapford University. California,
Reporty Differenti in Language Aree—Dn. Axcsia M. Baosnove, Baltmore Public

Schools, Baltimare. Manyland.

Reports Preventior Inierucnion in Langnape Avas—Dn. E. A, Berrs, Pennsylvania Stare
College, State College, Peansy lvatia,

[ ]

Officers of the Conference, 1941

President: MiLoaep A, Dawson. Professor of Educaton, Univers'ty of Tennemee, Knox-
ville, Tennemee

Vice President: E. W. Dorcn. College of Education, University of llinojs, Urbans, 111
nai.

Secretary-Treasurer: J. Connap Sescers, Teachers College, Temple University, Philadel
phua, Penasylvama,

Execunve Committee: Officers of The Conference, Dora V. Smith, Professor of Educs-
ton, College of Education, Univerney of Minnesota, Minneapolis, id Dean M. R.
Tragus, Scheol of Education, Pennsylvania State College, State College, Penasylvania,

oo
Proceedings and official papers published in
Tur ELeMmenTARY EncLisu Review \
Bux 67. North End Station Detroit, Michigan

El{lC 31
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scheduled for the program were Dora V. Smith, L. J. O’Rourke,
James A. Fizgerald, Gertrude Whipple. and Wilhelmina Hill. Among
the topics were *'Grammar in a Modern Language Program™ (Smith).
"“Errors Made by Children in Leuer Writing'* (Fitzgerald). and "Inter-
est Value of fllustrations’” (Whipple}.

The Executive Committee endeavored 10 continue the publishing
of bulletins. or at least to plan for them. Nothing was setuled, how-
ever, because it was dilfficult to exchange ideas through the mail and
because an agreement had no: yet been worked out with NCTE for
publishing bulletins. Interestingly. considerable attention was given
10 a pew type of bulletin, one wlich would propose new research,
suggest approaches to it, and seek cooperation of NCRE members in
conduciing i1. A follow-up bulietin would then be Published repon-
ing the findings of the studies. Unfortunately tlus idea was not fol-
lowed through, although the Cooperative First Grade Studies of laser
years resembles it

NCTE had canceled its 1942 and 1943 meetings but decided 1o meet
in Columbus, Ohio, in 1944. At this meeting, one session was ident-
fied as an NCRE meeting Dora V. Smith spoke on “‘Research in
Language Related 0 Chilk Development,” Marion R. Trabue on
“Some Challenges to Those Planning Research,” and William S.
Gray on “A Summary of Research ort Reading.” Again in 1945 there
was an NCRE session at the NCTE meeting in Minueapolis. The
speakers were Paut A. Witty. whose topic was “What Does Research
Say aboui Abilities to Speak and Write?” and J. Conrad Seegers. who
spoke on “What Does Research Say about Reading?””

There was no NCRE session at the 1946 NCTE meeting, although
many NCRE inembers were on the program. NCRE meetings resumed
in 1947 at Atlantic City, having been planned primarily by Ethel
Mabie Falk. who had been elected president for the 1944-1945 year
and asked by the Executive Committee to continue for the next two
years. In recalling this 1947 meeting some thirty years later, Falk said,
“The breakfast meeting in 1947 was a reunion of researchers delighted
to get back to their studies. The noon luncheon, at which Rudolph
Flesch of Why Johnny Can't Read was the speaker, drew a large
crowd of intensely interested (and some disagreeing) listeners,™

Actually, Flesch's topic was A Readability Formula in Practice.”
and other speakers were Emmett A. Betts and William §. Gray. Beus's
1opic was "Readability: Iis Application 10 the Elememary School””
and Gray's was “The Progress and Present Status of Research on
Readability.” Margaret Hampel also reporied on the progress of her
unpublished research study.
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At the breakfast business meeting a resotution was passed authoriz-
ing the Executive Committee ""to cominue negotiations and conversa-
tions with the National Council of Teachers of English with reference
to closer application.” Consideration was also given 10 ways in which
the Conference could asstst NCTE's Curriculurm Commission. Other
than these matiers, the breakfast session was devoted 1o reports of
research, and much “catching up” was done, as shown by this excerpr

from the minutes:

Dr. Yoakam reported a series of studies dealing with read:
ability. Some of these studies proposed a digesr and inerpreta.
«1on of previous research on 1his topic. He also reported some

.udy of the vocabulary of slow-learning children and of under-
privileged children.

Dr. Dawson reported efforts 1o coordinate the work of people
whe are studying 1he language development of children. This is
being done in connection with a National Council comminee.

Dr. Greene reported some studies on methods and some on
patterns of speech and Janguage and also centain studies on the
relative methods of a dire.t as opposed to a formal ar ach. Dr.
Greene also raised 3 question as 10 wherther the sclopedia
of Educational Rescarch does care adequately for summanes of
research. H u does not. he said he would like suggestions {yom 1he
Conference as 10 improvement. If it does. he suggesied that it
might make summarizing bulletins by the Conference unneces-
sary. 1t was pointed out, however, thar the Encyclopedia anictes
were neeessarily more condensed and consequently might not serve
the needs of teachers as adequately.

Dr. Philip Falk reponed studies in the Madison schools deal-
ing with spelling, with paricular reference 10 retention, learning
difficulties. and individual differences.

Dr. Whipple reporied on studies of inforinational reading and
particularly on swdies of children’s conceprs. One study, taking
the single word “latitude,” discovered that children in Detroit,
S1. Lows and Los Angeles, in grades {our to eighi all experienced
difficuity in underssanding 1his 1erm.

Miss Whipple also reported studies of children's imerest in
hooks, of readability. of siudies of piciuves, as appraaches 10 be
employed in selecring school books.

Dr. Gunn spoke of an analysis of elemeniary school siudies
of imagery 10 deermine whether or not the.e findings can be
applied to the secondary school.

Dr. Nila Banton Smuth reporied some summaries of research
andcontrolied syudy to determine whether in initial reading words
should be presented in lists or in contedt. Findings indicated that
the lanes procedure was superior. She is also initialing a siudy 10
discover the most crucial weaknesses in grades seven and esght.

Dr. Seegers reported several studies dealing with spelling, par-
ncularly the effecuveness of an induciive as congasied with a
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deductive method: and othets dealing with the words used by
children. The Jarter studied the extent t© which words not in the
spelhing list were found in the writing of children who had been
taught by means of a list,

Following the 1947 raecting there was renewed effon toward pub-
lishing bulletins again. Emmeu A. Beus suggested that since NCRE
members had contacts with the Educational Admmustration and
Supervision, Journal of Educational Research, fournal of Experimen-
tal Education, and other journals, as well as Elementary Enghsh, *‘we
could have these bulletins published as a series of articles and ob1ajp

. teprints at a cost of about thirty-five doflars per thousand.” Bens also
suggested that bulletins were needed on writing, spelling, speech, and
listening. No conclusions were reached in the conespondence ex-
change, nor at the 1948 meeting, except that Edgar Dale’s bulletin on
readability was to be published in Elementary Englich.

Al the 1948 meeting, again in Atlantic City. the Juncheon session
was addressed by Dora V. Smith (“General Trends in Communica-
tion”), Nila B. Smith (“Personal and Social Values in Reading'™), and
Harry A. Greenie ('"New Directions in Evaluation of Language Ars”).

At the breaklast session needed research was discussed. These sug-
gestions were made (quoted as reported 1o members):

1. The future program in poetry for the grades.

The relation between training in rhythms and elementary sc hool
reading.

2. Language growth and personality development of young chuldren.
Descriprions of democratic participation in planning learning
and related growth.

Vividness as a factor in learning through participation in com-
munity activities.

Study with films. Reconstruction of environment o meet learn-
ing needs,

Personality change, growth in learning derived from the lunch
period,

Children's conversation in wartime nursery schools, Its tontent
and attitudes disclosed.

Relative language growth in group living in nursery schools
and in s:aller family umits in the home,

Learning opPortunities in language growth 1n summer,

3. D velopm=mal problems involved in promoting growth in inter-
pr-ation tn what is read.
Deiailed studies of the steps and processes involved in perceiving
and recognizing words,
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Nature of the reading material of greatest educatron al and cu hura!l
value 10 children of differettt levels of advancement.

4. The relation between the student’s command of handwriting and
the fluency of his expression.

. More Investigations shiould be made 1o ascertaib aciual language
needs and the externy to which these are being met in out schools
throughout the country. Particularly do we need 1his in Texas.

6. How 10 improve methods for the teaching of spelling.

1. Effect of comics on children’s taste in line, form, color.

Effect of "Big Little Books™ upon children’s tastes in reading.

8. To what extent does the study of formal grammar actually

improve the use of English?

L]

Also during the bustness meeting in 1948 was a discussion about the
“disposal of the bulletins now in the secretary’s possession,” a prob.
letn created by the earlier disassociatiott with Scott. Foresman and
Company. Mildred A. Dawson. who was then secretary-treasurer. had
authorized the prblisher to destrov some of thewr copies of the earlier
bulletins. Otlters had heen sent to her, and she had found the task of
filling orders—usually sengle coptes—10 be a considerable burden.

There was a good deal of reporting and deussing of members’
research ac the 1949 business meeting, as shown by this excerpt from
the minutes:

Misy Kerwan reported for - Whapple on her ¢ urrent research.
“Classroom Experiences in the Lailguage Ar” (50 students in
the language edw ation depar ment at Wayne Uitiversity are cur-
rently coordinating therr practical work 1N (he classroom waith
courses offered m langrage ans at Wayne University by Dr.
Whupple and  ur awsistans. Simee the research toject is now
underway. resudts cannot be itoted ye1 Members of the Conference
recer d (opies of the matenial thae the srudentts were using.

Dr. Nila Bamwon Smith reporied that she is woiking on
research on he difiicuhy of learming ahutrace words such as
which. this. these. thei there Among the other problems that she
15 cuizently studying are
l. Whether there 1» more diffyculey in learming te read among

younger children m a Lanly than among oldet siblings and

only ¢ hildren.
2 Sudymg aweethods o ase for cases with cerebral palsy and
aphasta.

Dr. Murphy of Boston 1y donlg rescarch on the number of
words Chyldren can get and retain n a day.

Dr. Dawson disc ussed! bruefly research under constderatton to
suit curriculum to the di-itd aitd comparing M.A. with reading.
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Dr. Yoakam discussed research projects in which he was pat.
ticularly interested.

1. A curren study of the vocabularies of underprivileged children
in Pittsburgh and Detroat.

2. Vocabulary comparison between privileged and underprivie
leged children shows that (1) thei, common vocabulary is a
“school vocabulary,” (2) vorabulary is related 10 experience,

Dr. Helen Bachman reported on a current research project
involving 160 studenis, grouped in five sections. Twenty minutes,
three 1imes a week, the children will work for a ten-week trawning
period. The groups are:

. Comrol group

10 weeks training on digire

10 weeks training on phrases

. Digits and phrases

5 weeks training in digits, 5 weeks training on phrases

The groups were tested at the beginning of the experiment and
witl be tested at the end of the period 10 see which gets the inost
out of the training.

Miss Hurlbert reported lor Dr. Durrell concerning the theses
ang dassertaions an the office of eduration. The file js compleied
there from 1941 10 1945, but no work has been done to fite the
material received from 1945 1o 1947. [1 was suggested 1tha: mem.
bers of the Conference write their Congressman to ask thas funds
be appropriated 1o keep this material up 1o dase.

Miss Hurlbert reported on research ar the high scaonl Fevel.
Studenss received a much lower score na adjective tests than on

. nouns and verbs.

Some ol the studies may nut square with other tests. That s
one of the incentives of research.

James Fiugeiald of Fordham reporied on a derailed prece of
research of one of ks studenss, Sister Gervage Bisnchard. She
examined comus v.1y intensively 1o see whetber or not the con.
cepis were 1n accord with basic mora) siandards. The majority of
the concepis studied were not in accord with moral siandards.

Vo e =

A highligh: of the 1949 business meeting, auended by iwenty-eight
members, was the decision to publish an annual directory "listing
names and addresses of aciive and associate members, the standing
commitiees and research commi’ste (committees preparing bulletins),
officers, and 1he consiitution.” Plans were being made with NCTE to
publish five bulletins. and a1 this session the decision was made 10
publish the bulletins first as articles in Elementary English and later
to reprint them as bulletins.

The only bulletin actually published in the decade afier 1941 was
Readability, edited by Edgar Dale. h. 1his bulletin, "“The Concept of
Readability’”” is presented by Dale and Jeanne S. Chali, who also
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wrote the last chapuer, “'1 echniques for Selecting and Writing Read-
able Materials.” Otha chapters are “"Readability Formulas—An
Evaluation™ by Irving Lorge, "The Use of Vocabulary Lists” by E. W.
Dolch, and "' Typography and Readability” by Harold E. Burt.. Dale
and Chali state in the first chapter that “Most of the [ormulae mea-
sure comprehensibihyy by some measure of vocabulary load and sen-
tence strucure. Some use a measure of 1he relative number of {deas and
of human interest. However, none of them adequately account for
concept difficuly, semantic variations of cominonly used words, etc.”
This viewpoim wis exiended by Lorge, who wrote: "Readabilitv
formulae are no panacea. They do not el anything about ine
kind of ideas expressed or the 1nwerrelationships among them. At best
they are yardsticks.”

In addilion to a discussion of bulletins, the 1949 lunc heon meeting
featured the lollowing speakers:

Emmett A, Bews, “Guidance in the Critical Interpretation of
lLanguage™

Marion A. Ande son. “Systeinatic versus Ingidental Insuuction
in Reading™

J. Conrad Sevgers. “"Are There Essential Language Faas and
Principles That Children Should Kiow?™

Mildred A. Dawson, “Systematic versus Inddental Practice in
the Mastery of Language Skills"

The Executive Committee 21 the time was concerned with the future
of the Conference, with some members suggesung that affiliation with
NCTE was necessary. At the same time, there was a strong expression
that active mensbership be held 1o no more than twenuy-five persons,

The practice followed in 1944 and 1945 of having an NCRE session
at NCTE meetings was continued in 1948 and 1949. Dora V. Smith,
Helen K. Mackintosh. and William 8. Gray discussed Research in
Growth toward Mawinity in the anguage Aris™ in 1948, with Edgar
Dale reponing on “Swmdics in Readabiluy™ and J. Conrad Seegers
discussing “Coneept Developrnent as a Factor in Language Growth™
in 1949

Proposals for Merger with NCTE

From its founding untsl the present: NCRFE has had close ties with
NCTE. The principal basis for the tie in earlier days was the role of
The Elementary Enghish Review in boh organizations. W, Wilbur
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Hadield, secretary-treasurer of NCTE. issued a weicome wo The Review
in The English Joumal v 1924, and i 1929 he wrote that “the
NCTE Executive Commiuee . . . has just accepled The Elementary
English Review as a second official journal.™

But the journal was not the only tie. At least a majority of the early
NCRE members were also members of NCTE. Some were active in
both organizations. For example, Harry A. Greene, Roben C. Pooley.
F. H. Bair. Walier 5. Guiler. Delia Kibhe, Lou LaBrant. Maude
McBroom. Angela M. Broening. Helen K. Mackintosh. and C. C.
Cerntain, all members of NCRE in the 1930s. were involved in the
preparation of An Expertence Curniculum m English. an influential
document in the growth of NCTE published by D. Appleton-Century
Company for NCTE in 1935, Furthermote, Dora V. Smith and Robert
C. Pooley. both active in NCRE in its early days, were presidents of
NCTE (Smith in 1936 and Pooley in 1941). Later, early NCRE mem-
bers Broening. 1.aBrant, Mackintosh, ana Ruth G. Strickland also
attained that honor. Still later, David H. Russell, Harold A. Anderson,
Margaret Early. John }. DeBoer, George R, Carlsen. Charlotie Huck,
William A. Jenkins. Yeua M. Goodman, and Alan C. Purves were all
NCTE presidenis and at various ttmes active in NCRE.

As suggested earlier, Certain was a key person in the founding of
NCRE und its early growth. He scived as secretary-treasurer byt in
many ways was an exedutive secretary, so his death in 1940 jeft a
considerable number of 1asks for others. }. Conrad Seegers of Temple
University, who became secretary-treasurer. did not want © undertake
all that Certain had done. and even with other officers assuming
greater responsibilities, there was a feeling that NCRE was *'at loose
ends.” Thus. in correspondence from and 10 Seegers in early 194
there was talk of merger with some other organization. ¥or example,
in a lerter 10 E. W. Dolclt, Seegers reported that he had “'talked with
Dr. Gray" and that "he seemed to think that eventually we should, or
might have to, merge with some other organization.”* He also reported,
though, that Emmeu A. Betts. Broening. and Trabue, among others,
held a contrary opinion, Smith pointed out that *“'The programs of
the elementary section {of NCTE] have been essentially differem from
the ¢-.. of thing we have done 1n the Nattonal Conference - . . the two
groups have atwracted very different people. Whether of not union
would stengihen both groups or whether it would mean the disinte-
gration of both is a problem.”

The idea of merger lay dormant for several years. largely due 10 the
war. bur there was correspondence about it that led to the formation
of a committee to "consider the relationship of the twoorganizations.”
This committee was chaired by Smith and included Eihel Mabie Falk.
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Dolch. Trabue, and Secgens reptesenting NCRF and Pogley, Broening,
and Mildred A. Dawson tepresenttng NCTE  All were or had been
members of both  RE and NCTE. Smuth. dunng a session of the
Conference an the NCFE meering in Minneapohs in 1945 (as indi-
cated earlier, NCRE dul not meet nattonally in 1941, 1945, and 1946),
fed a discussion concerning the merger. This ded to a founal praposal
by NCTE in carly 1946, after whica Falk. then NCRE president,
asked Seegers 10 “prepare o lener with whidh we might circulanze
the membership of the Conderenv e, soliomng opinion concerning 1har
propoval.”

Both the NC1F inetger proposal (prepared by Broening. Harold A,
Anderson, and smith—all promnent mwembers of both NCRE and
NCTF) and the NCRE 1eply (drafted by Trabue) were rather formal
statemenits, Essenttalls NCUF proposed 1t NCRE become ahe
Revearch Committer of NCTE (bun only “for an tnitnal term of five
veans”): that NGRF funds be turned over joo NCTE but be carmarked
for the work of the Research Comminee: that future profits from the
Research Comnuttee’s work become o part of “the general Council
funds.” but with NCTE muking annual apprepriations to the Com-
miee;, and tha the Rescarch Committee initiate rescarch, prepare
publicmions. and “spomor breakfasts, lundieons, o1 arher types of
meerings in connechion with the annual tneetings of the NCTE.
AASA. and otha professional groups.'

The polling of NCRE nembets (nincteen of the thirty-three were
also NCTE members) by Seegets resulied in o majority favoring affrls-
afton tthe wem merger wweemed to be avoided iir the written docu-
tnents) and authorized tie NCRE Fxecutive Committee to proceed at
working our an arrangement. There were, however. many reservations
expressed abou the NCYE proposal. The principal one concerned
“turning over it funds witliout any strings™ {although this was not
an accurate staiement). In these days of inflatiots, the dollar amount
{about $1.300) may seem very little to have cnised so muach ouble.
However, sinte NCTE s 'net worth' was repotied as $26.000 in 1940,
and even thaugh 1 was undoubtedly larger by 1946, the $1.300 (and
future royatries) would have been a substantial ad lition to NCTE
furds. funds thar were parricularly needed because of 1he establish:
ment in 1945 of the NCTE. Commission on the English Curricufum.
The amoumt. shough, probably was not as nunpor@ant w those resist-
g metget or affiliatuon as was control of rie funds, partic ularly after
the “wrial*” years,

Orhr reservations were expressed about who would appoint the
« hattman of 1his Research Commmitiee and who would determme whar
research and reports wonld be the Committee’s concern; and there was
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a fear concerning the luss of contact with school administratots since
there was a general feeling that NCRE’s activilies had made an impact
upon them. There was also conceret about “"becoming cutnumbered”
and a lingering doubt about NCTE's interest in the clenentary
schools. This was clearly expressed on 1the ballot of one member,
Harry A. Greene:

i suggest that we doa’t get yed up 30 2 conract te preveny this
of a similar grouo (rom re-organiting undey this name IF the
NCTE lorgets j1s 1esponsibility to the elementary school group as
it did previously. Perhaps “ICRE has served ns purpose for the
time being,

The reservations did arouse the Council. Even Lou LaBrant, who
over the years was move involved with NCTE activities than with
those of NCRE. wrote that "My own [eeling is that the Council
has not been. as an organization. 0o well awate of the important
findings in 1he fiedd of Janguage. many of which lie buried in the
psychological journals.”

Since the ballcting actuatly only authorized the NCRE Execuive
Commiitee (o act rather than authorizing a merger, affiliadon. or
some manner of assoctation. the response 10 NCTE lefi the issue
unresolved. This response esseniially held that NCRE should not lose
its idendty, stating that the NCTE proposal did “not provide ag ade-
quately as we think {it] should for a continuance of the distinctive
field of activities of the Nauonal Conference on Research in English.”™
The response did propose that NCRE “be olficiatly recognized as a
divisiun of the Elementary Section’ of NCTE. with its own funds.

The record is not /Jear as 0 what happened after NCRE sesponded.
The NCTL presidents in 1944 and 1945, Angeia M. Broening and
Harold A. Anderson., were both NCRE members, and while Hetene
W. Hardey. presideiu in 1946, was not an NCRE member, she was
mterested both in elementary school English and in research. How-
ever, NCTE presidents gver the next several terms after Hartdey were
from college or university faculties and apparently did 1ot reflect the
same intesest. Too, the revival of national meetings of NCRE jn 1947
tended 1o tighten the opposition 0 close affiliation, panicularly with
the additicn of new MCRE members Helen M. Robinson. Marion A,
Anderson, Nila B. Smith, and others. The topic was discussed a times
during the next few years. but the result of these discussions only led
o expressions of cooperation. The Executive Commiuee minutes of
1949 expressed this cooperation by stating support for the NCTE
curriculum project and offering to work out “a program annually
with the elementary section of the NCTE.” There was some exten-

o sion of the affiliation-merger discussion itio 1949 and 1950, but there
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is no evidence of it being discussed after that. Probably the amrange-
ment with NCTE for publication of th: NCRE bulletins was as
responsible as anything else foi the issue bring dropped. However., in
2 1949 leuter, Mildred A. Dawson wrote, "It was for the purpose of
keeping the research activies alive that NCRE was continued.”

NCTE and NCRE Bulletins

In mid-1947 Mildred A. Dawson, NCRE secretary-treasurer, wrote to
then-president Ethel Mabie Falk iiiat Scout, Foresman no longer was
willing 10 sell bulletins that had not been selling well, Earlier. in
1941, the contract with Scou, Foresman had expired. However, Willis
H. Scou had indicated that the company would coniinue to follow
the practice of the past until a new comract was agreed . and the
firm did publish wwo bulletins in 1941, But. partially due w0 the
controversy about The Elementary English Review after C. C.
Certain's death, along with problems encountered during the war, no
bulletins were published after 1941 by Scout, Foresman. Dawson wrote
that the publisher was willing o continue selling Research Problems
n Reading in the Elementary Schoo! and Reading in the Intermediate
Grades, both of which had been selling well (for fifty cents each).
Dawson also indicated that she would undertake distribution of the
other bulletins (some of the earliest ones were out of print} but
suggested that those on hand be sold for twenty-five cents each.

After NCTE purchased The Review in 1942 (when the nile changed
10 Elementary English), the relationship of the journal w0 Scou,
Foresman changed. John J. DeBoer, the uew editor, had expressed a
willingness 10 publish manuscripis by NCRE members. Again,
though. the war interfered with bulletin planning so that the manu-
scripts sent 10 DeBoer represented individuals rather than the organiza-
tion. In 1943 DeBoer. responding to a suggestion from NCRE president
E. W. Dolch for “'a special issue of The Review devoted to research in
languoge,” thought 1hat this might be possible if "we could be
assured of a sufficient marke: . . . 10 cover the cost of prinung.”
DeBoer pointed out that he was witling 1o include in each issue of the
journal “aq least one article which is limited in its appeal 10 technical
workers,” byt that ¢ had had o reject an article "from Professor
Kyte, of the University of California, which contained some basic and
very thorough research in the field of reading vocabulary” because it
was “'so detailed and required so much expert technical knowledge of
work in this field that 1 did not dare accept it for The Review.”

Again because of the war, there was no follow-up 1o the Dolch

lsuggestion. Informally, though, following the war DeBoer arranged
<
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fot the reprinting of articles from Elementary English—(irst, those
by Fdgar Dale and Jeanne S, Chall. Irving Lorge. Dolch, and
Harold E. Burtc as the Readabulrty bulletin in 1949, In 1950 an agree-
ment was reached between NCRE and NCTE that stated¢ “'material.
prepared by the Conference, is 10 be published serially in Elementary
English (subject 1o the editor's approval of each tnanuscript), and
reprinted for sale by the Coundil. which after paying the Coricience
15% of the sales receipts, will 1ake 411 profits and losses.” Harold
A. Anderson. NCRE president at the time, also reported that DeBoer
and W. Wilbur Hatfield. along with the president of the Conference,
would decide how many reprints would be made and what their sell.
tng price would be,

Apparently, the arrangement ran into trouble almost iminediately.
DeBoer reported in 1952 that “Emmett Betes had formed thice com-
mttiees which were 1o report this fall. When | objected that 1 could
1t cany three bulletin series in the magazine m one year. he siud that
few cominittees neet their deadlines and tat [ would be lucky if one
came through. Acaally, all thre~ are ready or tiearly ready.”” In addi+
tion. the bulletins were not . Hing as well as anticipated. NCTE
secregary-treasurer W Wilbur Harfield had begun to _ssemble data on
costs, sales, and profits. preparing 1o suggest that the publishing
atrangement should be reexamined. While Hatlield did not follow
through with this intennon, s successor, J. N. Hook, did in 1954,
Hook’s action was prompted by a lack of communication between
NCTE and NCRE officers, or possibly between Hook and DeBoer,
Hook was concerned aboutt the delivery of a thansand copies of Inter-
relationiships among the f.anguage Arts 1o his Chicago office with
“no previous notice of thes publicanon,” FTo NCRE president Ruth G.
Stiackland he complnned that “No budgetary provision had been
made” and “We were not asked where the publication was to be sent.”
He then suggested that (larification of the publishing arrangemens
was needed in order to “avoid repetition of this kind of situation.”

DeBoer, who had been prestdent of NCRFE, as well as being editor
ol Elesnentary English, and Strickland were able to explain thay the
problem was largely due to Hook's newness 10 his oflice and the fact
thar some pracuces that had existed 1 the arrangement between
NCTE and NCRE had not been made known to him. However, there
~as [urther comrespondence. still in 1954, leading essentially 10 an
affirmaaon of the 1950 agreement but adding that “the Conference
{would] notify the Council in advance of the nature, length, and
probable nublication date of each new bulietin.™
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This ¢larificanorn wsulied 1 connnuing the pubhcation of bul-
tetius tn the 1950s, a peread 1o which inany weie published. Then, with
the «hange in the execunve secietaryship—James R. Squire assumed
the position in 1960—a more detailed agreement was enacied. It was
detctmined that hotmally the bulletns would ot exceed seventy-two
pages, that only one bulletin would be published each year, and that
NCTE would determune the selhing piwces.

This agreemettt worked well natil the 1970s, when another change
m the editorship of Elermesntary English resulted 10 editorial 1eststance
to publislung the types of inatenial contaimed in the bulletins. Robert
F. Hogan, then NCTE executne sectetary, suggested m 1972 thar
NCTE prepare the bulletms withowt “gomg through the pages of the
jourtals.” Hogan panted out that priving the bullenns would make
it necessary for anybody who wants the 1nformation to purchase the
motograph rather than o didute that possible market by prior appear-
ance of the articles in one of our journals.”

The agreement tesulung from Hogan's suggestions—agreed 1o in
1974—was the basis for the NCRE, bulletns published in 1974 and
siie that mine. The agrecment essentially is one between the ERIC
Clearinghouse on Readittg and Communication Skills and NCRE
and provides that the "agreemeni will continue so long as the ERIC
Clearinghouse on Reading and Communiation Skills enjoys con-
tinuing {funding and operates under 1ts present mandate for informa-
non analysis products.’ Also in the agreement is the establishment of
an NCRE Publicmions Board. Members of the Board are selecred by
the ¢hair of (he Publications Commitiee and serve for 1wo years,
Menbership at the time of the publication of Help for the Teacher
of Written Composiion: New Directions m Research included P.
David Allen, Rebecca C. Barr, Sidney Bergquisi, John R. Bormuth.
Alvina Treut Burrows. Earl D. Clark. Roben Emans. Donald Graves,
Earl Hansen, Richard Hodges, Maijorie Sedden Johnson, Sara W,
Lundsteen. Coleman Morrison, and Helen K. Smith. Because of the
presetu sire of NCRE membership, NCRE purchases copies of bul-
letns at cost for disnibution 10 1ts members, btn NCTE handles
the gistnibution. Another differetice .n the present agreement from
carlier ones is thyt the bulletins are noi copyrighted because of the
role of ERIC RCS.

Bulleuns have always been a key part of NCRE and have served
profescional edwators long and well. They have also served as a 1ie
between NCTE and NCRE; a tie wnh a knot now and 1then, but one
that has essenually been cordial.
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3 The 1950s and 1960s

In many ways the heyday of NCRE was in the 1950s and 1960s, The
breakfast and luncheon meetings continued, with each focusing on
one or more research topics or problems needing research, but joint
meetings were begun with the International Reading Associarion
(IRA) and renewed with NCTE. Although research builetins were not
published yearly, sixteen were published during this twenty-year
period, and the annual reviewing of pubfished research in elementary
school language arts was begun. Perhaps the height was reached,
though, with the First Grade Reading Studies (discussed in the fol-
lowing sect.on), a project that owed much to the efforts of NCRE.

From its beginning, NCRE met in February of each year in conjunc-
tion with the American Association of School Administrators (AASA)
and the American Educational Research Association (AERA). When
these organizalions grew to the point that they required separate
meetings, NCRE began having its annual meetings in conjunclion
with those of AERA. There was a joint session at the 1960 NCTE
meeting, which was prompted both by earlier cosponsored sessions by
AERA at the NCTE meetings and by the cosponsored NCRE meetings
at NCTE in the 1940s. particularly during the war years. However,
there was not a follow-up 1o the 1960 session umil 1964. Continuance
of the meetings in conjunction with ALRA was generally considered
importam 1o the membership. The Execuive Comm ttee minutes for
1967 reaffirmed that “NCRE will continue to meet simultaneously
with AERA. but also indicated that joint meetings were being plan.
ned with NCTE and IRA.

The breakfast meetings of NCRE had regulatly been informal
rxchanges of research ideas and plans. Members came tc these g ssions
planning to test ideas with other researchers; this encouragement and
criticism was both expected and sought. This practice continued into
the 1950s. However, possibly based upon past experiences when the
informality led to monopolization of the exchange by one or two
members, prior 10 the 1957 breakfast members were notified that
Helen M. Robinson. William D. Sheldon, and Ralph C. Staiger were
scheduled for en minutes each and Emest Horn was allocated thiny
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minutes. The notice ilso stated that Clifiord P. Archer, Robinson,
and Seaiger would provide duplicated descriptions of research under-
way and that other members wishing to repon research should con-
tact planning chairman Thomas D. Horn in advance of the meeting,

Comparable planning continued into the early 1960s. Helen M.
Robinson. planning the 1960 breakiast, distributed a reporting form
0 members several months prior 1o the meeting. Those that were
received in time were duplicated for distnibution. The principal feature
of the reporting forin was to outline the design of research planned
rather than resulis of research completed. The breakfast meetings con-
tinued generally in this {orm. except that completed research received
attention. and at the suggestion of Theodore Clymer in 1963, an
invitation was extended to associate members to report their research.

An example of the reports and discussions at the breakiast meetings
was recorded in the minutes of the 1962 meeting. At that breakiast
session,; Thomas IY. Hom described the proposal submitted by the
Comnmitter ont Research in Reading 1o the U.S. Office of Education
(USQE); Jeanne 5. Chall described her Carnegie-funded study of
research and practices in beginning reading: Mary C. Austin reported
on her reading research, also funded by Carnegie: Genrude Whipple
described a Detroit schowol system study of “Oral Language Pattems ol
Culturally Different Children™; Arno Jewett reported on USOE's
Project English and discussed the nature and quality of the proposals
received: and Warren Cutts 10ld about USOE's efforts to compile a
report of research studies in reading (as suggested by NCRE).

The format of the breakfast meetings changed in the middle 1960s
with invited speakers (not all NCRE members). although {requently
discussions following these talks refated both t0 the talks and 10 other
interests of the members. Many of these discussions resembled the
stimulating exchanges of the earlier days. Antong the speakers and
their topics were Benjumin D. Wnght. "Problems of Research in the
Language Ans™ in 1965; Roger T L.ennon, “‘Needed Changes in Test-
ing in the Language Arts"” in 1966; and Waiter T. Petty, “The Status
of the 3 R's—Reading, Riting. and Reagan™ in 1967,

At the beginning of tns penod. luncheon meetings conunued
the practice of reporting on bulletins. Edgar Dale reported on Read-
abthity, Nila B. Smith on Readiness in Reading and Related Lan-
guage Arts, and John J. DeBoer on Education and Mass Media of
Communication. Fach was allowed ten minutes 10 report. The two
principal speakers at the luncheon, however, were editors (and authors)
of bulletins being prepared: J. Conrad Seegers {"What Research Shows
about Language Development”) and A. Sterl Artley (“‘Research Con-
cerning the Interrelatzonships among the Language Arts™).
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As the 1953 program shows (see Figure 3), there were no bulletins
underway or complered that could be reported on. This led «o a change
m programing—thar is, bullerins were not “presented’ as they had
been i the varly programs, a praciice thay has essentially rernained.

A1the 1954 meeting there were four speakers:

Dorahea McCanhy, “Facrors That Influence Growth in ihe
Language Ay’

Paul A. Wi, Studees of Childien's Imerests in Television®

Helen M. Robinson, “Influecies Which Alfear Success in
Reading™

Dora V. Simnh. “A New Resource for Elemenrary Teachers™

Beginning i 1960, many of 1he luncheons locused on reading
pracies and research. Much of this 1merest was sparked by NCRE's
1oke i the Cooperative Fust Grade Reading Swudies. Guy L. Bond,
Russell G Staubfer, and William D). Sheldon discussed the work of the
Commitiee on Rescarch in Reading at e 1960 luncheon. Reading
teceived sunila anesnion in 1961, and in 1962 Anhur Gates discussed
reading researdh, Harry Levin was the luncheon speaker in 1965 and
spoke on “Reading Research: What, Why, and for Whom.” Many
NCRE members were taken aback by the 1968 luncheon speech of
sociologist David Wilder, "Some Comparisons of NCRE Members
with Onher Reading Researchers.”” He indicated thit mosi reading
1esearch was being done by nonmembers of NCRE.

Exclusive auention 10 reading did not prevail during all of the
1960s In 1963 Nila B. Smith spoke about “'Developing Taste in
Lneraure,’™ and w 1966 Kellogg Hum (later an NCRE member} pre-
seimed his imporant joearch Indings about the semence siruciures
writien by average and superior students. The nising interest in lan-
guage problems ol ¢ hildren was shown in 1968 when Millard Black
spoke on “’Language Developmem of Culwrally Disadvamaged
Pupils.” In 1969 H. Alan Rebinson spoke on “Teacher Education
and il Communicarion Skills.””

NCRE sessions at the NCTE meetings were established in the lae
1960s with these speakers and topics:

1964 — Edgar Dale, “Vicabulary: Technigues of Measurement
and Major Findings™

1965 — Jeanne S. Chall, “Whai 10 Test When: Relationships
anong Types of Programs. Ouiomes and Time of
Testing” and Helen A, Murphy, “Evaluation in the
Clasroom™

’
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LUNCHEON and PROGRAM
of the

National Conferenes on Reteareh in Englich
Atantic Citys New Jersey

Tuesday, February 17, 1953
12100 Noon

AMBASSADOR HOTEL
Room 125

Theme: The Language Arts Move Abead

Presiding: David H. Russell, President, National Conference on
Rescarch in English; University of California, Berkeley, Californis

* &k h
SPEAKERS

The Changing Language Arts in the Elementary-School Program,
Mildred A. Dawson. Boone College, North Caroling

Potential Contnibutions of Television to the Language-Arts Program,
1. Xeith Tyler, Ohio State University

Promoting Insights and Understanding through Reading, Arthur L.
Gates, Teachers College, Columbia University

Literature for Children in & Troubled World, Bemice E. Leary,
Madison Public Schools, Madison, Wisconsin

Luncheon Tickets $3.00. Tickets may be secured at the Registration
Headquarters, Atlantic City Auditorium before 10 a.m. Tuesday,
February 17. No tickets sold at the door.

Figure 3. NCRE Program for the February 1953 Annual Meeting.
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1966 = Albar Pena and Elizabeth Ouw on waching English o
Spanish-speaking children

1967 — Sara W. Lundsieen, “Teaching Children w0 Think
through Reading” and Carleton M. Singleton, “Imagery
and Reading Comprehension”

1968 ~Kenneth Geodman, “*Should the Schools Teach Standard
Oral Language to Primary Children Who Are Speakers
of Non-Siandard Dialects?™’

1969 — Children's Television Workshop

Although the International Reading Association was not founded
until 1956, NCRE soon was sponsoring sessions at JRA national
meetings. One of the first, in 1962, found NCRE members William
Eller, Helen A. Murphy, and Walter T. Petty discussing A Research
Pitfall—Jumping to Conclusions.” Aq the 1964 meeting, Russell G.
Stauffer discussed “Language and the Habit of Credulity,” and in
both 1965 and 1966 Guy L. Bond and Donald D. Durrell discussed the
First Grade Reading Studies, In 1968 Doris Gunderson reported on
the “Interdisciplinary Committee on Reading Problems.”

The publishing of bulletins flourished during these years, and the
variety of subject areas covered in them reflecied the interests of NCRE
members. The bulletins were an important comribution 1o the profes-
sion, both reponting research and calling auention 0 research that
was needed. Pavid H. Russell, in the oreface 10 the 1952-1953 direc-
toly, siressed the importance of resear h 10 teaching, pointing out that
this imporiance was increasingly being recognized. He stated that the
Association for Supervision and Curriculum Development was then
launching aresearch program v ‘th a full-time directorand that NCTE
was studying ways of making research available 10 i1s members. He
further wrote of the recognition that NCRE had always given to the
imponance of research, staiing that NCRE “publications in the lan-
guage arts ai the elementary school level are by far 1the most complete
sources of research in this field.” Ruth G. Strickland. the next NCRE
president, continued the message of the importance of research and
discussed changes in research and the bulleiins that NCRE had pub-
lished and were planning for future publication. Bulletins published
at that rime were Readability; Education and the Mass Media of
Communication; Readiness for Reading and Related Language Arts;
Interpreting Language: An Essentisl of Understanding; Areas of
Research Interest 1n the Language Aris; Factors That Influence Lan-
guage Growth; and Chid Development and the Language Aris.
Bulletins were then being planned about language arts interrelation-

Q "ips, critical reading, and children’s writing, all of which were
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published jn the late 1950s. Bulletins planned on "Differentiaed
Guidance in Language'™ and “Critical Use and Interpretaiion of
Language' were never complered.

In the 1960s, the following bullerins were published: Research
Methods m the Language Arts (1961), Development of Taste in
Luterature (1963), Language and the Higher Thought Processes (1963).
Research on Handwriting and Spelling (1966), Research in Oral Lan-
guage (1967), Readability 1n 1968 (1968), and What We Know about
High School Reading {1969).

The practice of including critiques in the bullelins was discon:
tinued for those published after World War 1. These lajer bulletins.
though. were written by committees—each chapter having one or more
authors—rather than having been written by one person. a5 were most
of the annual bulletins of the earlier years. It was the 1ask of the editor
of the bullelins to plan for the desired coverage and to assure a rea-
sonable degree of «oherence in what was reported.

A perusal of these sixteen bulletins published in the 1950s and
1960s emphasizes 1he amount of research that has been done and the
inforn:ative way it y reported. The reporiing also serves as a reminder
of some virtual truisms abour teaching and learning and identifies
many of the gaps 1n our knowledge where research is s1il] needeu. For
instance, in the 1950 bulletin about mass media. edited by John J.
DeBoer. the point 1s stressed “that the best learning (that is, learning
which lasts and which functions tn use) results from active experi-
ence. and varied experience, rather than from Passive assimilaiion
and reciation ¢f fact.” Perhaps equally (rue is the staiement in
Research Me. ods 1, the Language Arts (1969) that “the methods
used 10 teach English now differ little, if at all. from the meihods in
vogue at the tumn of the century,” The 1953 bulleun, Factors That
Influence Languagc Growth, with Dorothea McCarthy as chairman,
is remarkably current regarding factors that bear upon language
development. Helen Heflernan's list of needed research about readiness
in the 1951 bulletin and the recognition by 1he Stanford researchers
in the 1966 bulletin that the relative meriis of different procedures in
spelling instruction were not at that time seutled are examples of
needed research that might just as casily appear in bullenins today.

In addition. 1three Quoations taken from Children's Writing:
Kesearch m Wnting and Related Skiils. published in 1961 and edited
by Alvina Treut Burrows. are as important today. and as true. as they
were then. Jn the first, Margaret B. Parke remarks:

Three books were powerful 1n powntaing up the direchion that
language teaching should assume at all levels. Baidield. writing
for the Nanonal Counal of Teachers of English. anatyeed jhe
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aspects of wnting. reading, acd speaking, stressed the umity of
the various language arts areas, and stumulatad thinking about
the interrelationships among them. Yearbooks of the Depanment
of Elementary School Prinaipals ana the National Society for
the Study of Education crystallized Hahield's point of yview
still further.

John }. DeBoer, quoting frem a 1941 book by Franklin Bobbitt, said.
By the time the child is six years of age, and belore he hat Legun
to read, he has as good a knowledge of grammar as he has o7 ‘ocabu-
lary or pronunciation: and this is very considerable,”’ ana Ruth G.
Strickland stated, *'Several kinds ar2 units of writing from each indi-
vidual should be examined before passing judgment on writing skills.”

Other reports of resexrch by NCRE members also became prominent
during this period. The practice cf reporting language ans research in
yearly articles in Elementary English was begun during Marion A.
Anderson's term as NCRE president, primarily because of the eflort of
Ralph C. Swaiger. who was chairman of the Research Commiuese.
Staiger sent Questionnaires 1o the deans of 250 graduarte schools and 10
all NCRE members, seeking informarion about research in elementary
school language arnts completed in 1956. In the April 1957 issue of
Elementary English, an article by Anderson and Staiger reported the
research compiled frori the 112 schools that responded. No report was
made 1n 1958, but th.e November 1959 Elementary English had a teport
by S1aiger of 284 suvuiies done in 1958. Again there was a one.year gap
in the reporting with no reportin 1960, but in 1961 Staiger reportedon
the 1960 research.

Regularity in this reporting began in 1962, with a summary by
Margaret Early of 1961 research. This report was idertified as an
activity of the NCTE Comrmittee on Research rather than the responsi-
bility of NCRE: however, while Early waschair of the NCTE Research
Commiuee, she was also NCRE vice-president. The report by Walter
T. Petty in 1963 stated that it wis -0t sored by the NCTE Research
Committee and NCRE.”

Petty was joined in the reporting in 1264 by Paul Burns of the
University of Tennessee. This pairing in the annual ;eporting con-
tinued for three more years: with William D. Sheidon and Donald
Lashinger taking over in 1967 in report on research. The last of the
anpual reviews. identified ar ‘the fifteenth annual review.” written
by Sheldon. Lashizer, Patricia Mahone, and Lorraine Dagastino,
appeared in the November and December 1976 issues of Language Arts.

NCRE participawc in other end- avors to report research during
this period. In 1961, NLRE prepared a four-page forin for reporting
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reading research dotte between 1950 and 1960 for the U.S. Office of
Education to ust in preparting an annotated bibliography. This
bibliegraphic servike was the beginning of what later became the
ERIC sysiem. .

Related to this reporting on research was the preparation of a five-
page listing of needed research in reading by a committee headed by
Russell G. Stauffer and consisting of Emery Bliesmer. Donald D.
Durrell, Albent J. Harris. Constance M. McCullough, and Nila B.
Smith. This listing was divided into ten areas: beginning reading,
reading skills. affective learning. wacher education. nature of the
reading process. reading disability, parents. school organization, mea.
suremertt and evaluation. and materials.

I'he NCRE. Executive Committee and membership also conside-ed
a number of other interesting projecys and activities. For example,
early in the 1950s there were plans for a coopetative study that would
be a “*survey of the types and frequency of situations in the school that
provide need and opportunity for instruction.” The plan was o
engage at least iwenty-five schools in which teachers would keep diary
records of situations it which such need or opponunity arises, Just
what happened ta this plan is not cJear, but apparently the study was
never completed,

In another vein. 1n 1959 there was a good deal of discussion about
recogmizing an outstanding piece of research yearly, publishing 1,
and presenting the researc her with a scrodl or other award. That same
year a series of questtons posed by Guy L. Bond was discussed,
prompiing further cooperative research efforts. These questtons, stated
below. still merit attention,

I. How catt research be evaluated 1o know which studies warram
serious consideranon?

2. How can we get 1 #arch findings interpreted and reported for
widel use?

3. Is it possible 1o appraisc the degree to which current instruc-
aonal matertals reflect research {indings?

1. Should teacher waining institutions give courses in recent
research with critical evaluations of methods used and validity
of findings?

5. How «an in-service tratmng procedures be encouraged 1o focus on
research {indings and thetr implicatiors for instructional change?

6. How can research be better presented in educational meetings so
as to stimulate mnterest in research?
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Earlier, in 1951, consideration was given 1o publishing a handboak
on research in English. but this idea was abandoned because ¢t would
be 100 expensive. Yet in 1968, apparently because NCRE was then
thought, by soue, o0 be “flush” with funds, there were suggestions for
using some of the money 1o sponsor a lectureship or (0 have a session
to plan for cooperative research. In anather area, there was also debate
about the length of the term of commitice members and consideration
of lengthening the termy of the president and vice-president. How-
ever, the principal bylaw change was simply 1o expand (he Executive
Commitiee membership from five 10 seven. Not part of the bylaw
changes were changes made in the commiuee structure, changes that
reveal the ascending and descending interests of the membership over
the twenty-year period. In 1951 the committees were Membership,
Research Bulletins, Needed Research. Factors in Language Growth,
Interrelationships among the Language Arts, Child Development and
the Language Arts, Listening, and Creativeness in Communication.
The latter five of these planned w develop bulletins (and all but the
last two did). In 1959 the only commiuees established were Member-
ship. Research in Reading for Secondary Schools (for a bulletin),
Publicity. and Research, In 1960 the Research in Reading Committee
was established with subcommittees for publishing, needed research,
cooperative research, and research designs. The earlier Research
Commiuce became Research Bulletins, Membership and Publicity
continued 1nto the 1960s, and in 1961 Research in Language Arts,
with subcommittes fot reporting and needed research, was added w0
the 1960 committee structure. In 1963 and continuing through the
remainder of the 1960s, Metnbership, Publicity, and Research Bul-
letins committees continued, with the other committees apparently
combined into one called Cooperattve Research.

The dependence 1n NCRE's early days on C, C. Certain as secretary.-
treasurer 1o hold the organtzation together descended afier hic death
in 1940 10 those who {ollowed in that position, though none had the
time and office facilities for doing what Certain had done. In the
1950y and 1960s the secretary-treasurers were Gertrude Whipple (four
years), Hrlen A. Murphy (live years), Margaret Early (three years),
Helen Huus (four years), and William Eller (three years). Each of
these individuals helped plan programs, corresponded with cooperat-
ing olganizations, and participated in getung bulletins published,
along with keeping minutes of meetings and Executive Commiuee
sessions, colleciing dues, publishing the direclories, paying bills, and
investing NCRE funds. The »ctivines, focus. and growth of the
orgamzation during those vears was due very largely to the efforts of
these people.
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The First Grade Reading Swudies

NCRE president Mars Agnella Guun. writing in 1he directory for
1957-1958, asked. “Ar¢ there not new opportunities now for enterprise
which we might profitably explore as pissible means for increasing
our service? For example, could we not make 1nore effective and
dynamtc use of the opportunittes for extended research which we
ourselves ould offer to each wiherd Would not the results of cerain
ol our 1ntenstve. short-tertv studres be made more sighificant and
far reaclting by broad. carefully-planned cooperative research? Could
we hat with profit consider the possibility of initiating certain
broad carefully.planned studies which might best be carnied out on a
cooperative basts?™

This surely was one of the first expresstons favoring the type of
rescarch that resulied m the cooperative studies of first-grade reading
funded by the U5, Office of Fducation during 1964-1965 (with some
studies conttmmong threugh 1966-1967). The year after Gunn posed
the pteviousty stared guestions on research, Thomas D. Horn, NCRE
prestdent that year: wrore m the preface 10 the directory. “Many
prople ari talkmg about research these days. The National Confer.
eme on Research m English does somnething about research.” These
were not idle words: during his wenn of office he appointed a
Research Cornmittee with Wlliam D). Shelaon of Syracuse University
as general chainnan, This committee consisted of the following
four subcomnitiees

Subcomminee on Pubbshing Research inhe Language Ans
Ralph €. Sunger. Mississippr Southern College (chairman)
David H. Russell, Umvensity of California

Helen M. Robimson, Umiversity of Chicago

Carleton M. Singleton. University of Towa

Chiford P. Archer, Universiy of Mmaesota

Subcomininee on Sponsoring and Directing Research m the
Language Arts

Dorald D. Dunell, Boston Utieversity (chairman)

William 8. Gray. U'niversity of Chicago

Fdwin H. Hill, University of Pittsburgh

George R. Carlsen, University of Texas

Ao Jewett, U8, Office of Edwation

Subcommitiee on Needed Research in the Language At

Russell G. Srauffer, University of Delaware (chatrman)
Fred E. Harris, Baldwin-Wallace College
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Edgar Dale, Ohio State University
Emesut Horn, University of lowa
Lou LaBrani, New Orleans, Louisiana

Subcommitee on Reporting Research in the Language Ans
Guy L. Bond, University of Minnesota (chairman)
Margaret Early, Syracuse University

Dwight L. Bunon, Florida State University

Donald Cletand. University of Pitsburgh

frving Lorge, Columbia Univerity

The following year, principally through the efforrs of Sheldun, the
Camegie Corporation awarded a grant of $5000 to the Research
Committee. A stipulation of the gram was that the emphasis of the
research effort should be on reading. This was, of course, agrecable
since it was a beginning of the wype ol research effort NCRE was
seeking and since most of the members of the commiittee were primar.
ily interested in reading research. The funds were used for a seminar
held Qciober 22 to 25, 1959, at Syracust University. Sheidon lisied
three purposes of the meeting:

L. Recommendations for he eflective uiilization of present researct:
knowledge about reading

2. Exploration of profitable directions [or future research about
reading

3. Recommendations [or coordinating {ucure research about reading

Those attending the seminar were organized into the fillowing
shree groups. with different membership and objectives:

1. How to most eflectively utilize present research about reading—
Guy L. Bond {(chairman}. Emery Bliesmer, Margaret Early, Nila
B. Smith. Arno Jewett

2. Directions for future research in reading—Russell G. Siauffer
{chairman). Theodore Clymer, Donald D. Durrell, Jeanne S.
Chall, James Soffieuti, Ralph C. Suaiger

3. Coordinaung research in reading--William D. Sheldon (chair.
man), Mary C. Austin, A. Sterl Artley, John Honey, Thomas D,
Horn, Helen M. Robinson, Constance M. McCullough

Most of the seminar time was spent in separate meetings of the
groups, with luncheon and linner meetings used for progress reports
from the groups and exchanges by all members. The seminar con-
cluded with recommendations by each group and endorsement of these
by all who auended.
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The group on presenung research proposed the preparation of a
descriptive bibliographvy of reading rescarch organized hy decades. a
number of evaluative surmnaries ot this research, and the wnung of
pamphlets for school personnel and wachess in training. The group
on future research formulated plans for iwo three-vear groun sindies.
ofre at the primary fevel aud the other at the middle-grade level. The
gronp coordinaung research suggested the aunual preparation of a
list of tepics on what research had been started. the holding of meet-
Ngs on research desigis. and the establishainent vt an NCRE commit-
tee charged with providig leadershap in improving research.

The recommendations of the seminar had rather quick impact
Both the AASA and [RA meetings of the next year devoted sessions to
the “critkal analvsis of research designs,” and negotiations were
begun with the ULS. (Mfice of Education segarding the preparation of
a descriptive bibhography of research. OF perhaps greater importance
wis the holdizig of 4 {otlow-up serminar, resulling from the efforts of
Hetent M. Robunoen and funded by the Witham 8. Gray Foundation,
at the U'miversity of Chicago, October 20-23. 1960.

e artendanee g this semmar were Jewetl: Ariley, Early, Chall,
Bond. Stauffer. Dunell. Smith., Bhesmer, McCullough, Staiger,
Ausuut, Thotnas 1. Horn, Clyiner, and Robinson=—all of whom had
attended the Syracuse conference—and lee Fay, David H. Russell,
Ponald Cletand. Albere 1. Harris, and William Eller. Again, three
groups were otganired for dicussing and reporung: Needed Research,
Cooperative Research, and Research Design, The principal result of
this seminar was the development of 4 moedel for the *Swudy of the
EHecls of Methods of 'Teaching on Beginning Readmg."* This model
spelled out the faciors 1o be controlled. those o be manipulated. and
the statsstical treatments 10 be used.

A tentative proposal was developed by the NCRE Subcommitlee on
Coaperative Researclt it 1961 and submined to the U8, Office of
Education. However. nottung happened unul 1963, although Stauffer
wrole in 962 that Thomas 1. Horn had presented a proposal 1o the
U".S. Office of Edvaation that stemmed from the meetings tn Syracuse
and Chicago. He also noted that the Office of Education had estab-
lished t Cooperauve Research Program with Francis lanni as Acting
Pirecur and that Hern was working with Fauni and J. N. Hook (then
comdinator of Project Enghsh) in improving the proposal. Too, a
number of NCRE. members attended a Cooperauve Research Confer-
ence al the Carnegie Insulure of Technology sponsored by the (.S,
Office of Education. and Siauffer expressed the hope “that the report
of this and other simular conferences may influence research in the
waching of English and acwual teaching of English in the fulre.™
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48 The 19505 gnd 19605

In 1968, NCRE’s efforts produced results. The Office of Education,
as a part of its new Cooperative Research Program, had established a
Cooperative Research Council. Donald D. Durrell was a member of
this council and a friend of Francis Keppel, then new as the Com-
missioner of Education. Durrell wrote to Keppel about the neec for
new ressarch procedures, particularly proposing greater suppon for
cooperative research:

The controversies about beginning reading (ould easily be
resolved by large-scale cooperauve research. Ten days ago. [ sent
the anached inquiry 10 eighly reading research people. Already
thirty replies have come, all favorable 1o the idea, with iwenty-
five indicating a desire to presemi rescarch proposals. 1If only
twenty propusals were selected for suppott, we would involve 400
public schoo! classrooms, compare most Major approaches 1o
beginning reading, for an expenditure of $600,000. Such a study
would have far-reaching efiects on beginning reading practice.

Obvigusly we need many patiemns far the development of 1he
research program, bun 1 would like 10 see the beginning reading
proposal tried as one of the possible approaches 1o the solution of
instructional problems of high interest.

The developing intercst of the U.S. Office of Education in coopera-
tive research, particularly in the field of reading, was undoubtedly
sparked to action by Durrell’s letter. At the next meeting of the
Cooperative Research Council, councit chairman David Clark ques-
tioned: ‘Do you really think that researchers would engage in research
on the same problem with common pre- and post-tests? That would
be competitive vesearch, creating a threat atmosphere.” Durrell replied,
““The research people in NCRE would, and I'll show you at the next
meeting.” Dutrell immediately sent to all NCRE members (in early
April of 1963) a two-page document outlining features of the coopera-
tive research proposal, specifications of individual projects, and sug-
gested topics for study. The document also inguired about how many
of the members could submit a proposal by June iQ for a study 10
begin in September of 1963 if specifications were received from USOE
by May 15. Thiny-six NCRF members indicated that they could meet
these deadlines. Subsequently, Durrell wrote the USOE specifications,
and their distribution (lo others besides NCRE members) resulted in
176 proposals. An ad hoc committee next reviewed these proposals,
and twenty-seven were funded.

Project directors nexi mer at the University of Minnesota at the
end of May 1964. At this meeting the University of Minnesota was
chosen as the coordinating center of the cooperative research project
with Guy L. Bond and Robert Dyksira in charge. The projects began
in September of 1964 and involved nearly 30,000 children. The project
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directors met ay the University of Minnesota twice more during the
year. Data irom most projects came in during late 1965, with Bond
and Dykstra reporting on all the data in the Spring 1967 issue of
Reading Resear h Quarterly.

These research projects did noy 2nswer all of the questions that
many 1hought would be answered. Even before all the reports were in
it was evident thut many facters hid not been centrolled and that
some comparisons ameng methods was not possible. Russell G.
Stauffer’s account of the studies in The Reading Teacher was headed
“The Verdict: Speculative Controversy,” He pointed out that the
USOQE-sponsored program did not follow the recommendations of
NCRE. He ielt (as did many others) thay if the model developed at the
Chicago seminar had been used, the findings would have been much
more valuable. Durreil. speaking at an NCRE meeting in 1965 beiore
the reports were in, was siill optimistic. He said, "'We must not expect
thai all questions regarding reading instruction will be answered by
this study™ and *"The most significant outcomes of the national
study . . . may well be the pattern it sets for cooperative-competitive
research in education.”” As to specific findings, though, the studies
showed that (1) no one method was overwhelmingly and pervasively
superior 1o any other and (2) pupil achievement differences were
gredter {rom teacher to teacher within methods than they were from
method to method. An interesting--and realistic—iindl comment was
made by Constance M. McCullough 10 this writer in 1979; “"Mostly
[1hey} raised more quesnons and set in motion a good deal of “either-
oring® which is relatively unproductive. Instead of assuming that all
the good ideids are here, we should be looking for progress thrcugh
attentron ¢o out siass of ormssion.”

The Teacher Effectiveness Study

The oft-quoted linding of the Cooperaiive First Grade R ading Studies
teported above~the preeminent importdnce of the teacher over
method~led to more than four y wrs of cooperative endeavor hegin-
ning in the late 1960s by NCR' iembers seeking 10 answer these
questtons: (1) What ate tht chara .eristics thay distinguish the behav-
tors of the successiul or effective teacher from those of the unsuccessiul
or ineffective 1eacher? (2} How can researchers approach the problem
of how 10 study specific teaching behaviors in 1the language ans cur-
riculum, and how can they assess the relationship of these behaviors
10 pupils’ ledrning?
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Cooperative research has been an interest of NCRE almost from iis
founding. and because the efforts in the First Grade Reading Swudies
had worked reiatively well and many NCRE members had partici-
pated in them—in fact, had provided the leadership—there was dis-
cussion, particularly in the Fxecutive Committees of the late 1960s,
aboul further cooperative research. Albent ). Harns, president in
1967-1968, had been particularly active in seexing funds for such
research. and both he and Walier 'T. Peuy. president in 1968-1969,
pushed for acuve wwvolvernent of NCRE iembers in cooperative
rescarch endeavors, with or withoul outside funding. Thus, in 959
H. Alan Robinson was appointed chairman of the Cooperative Re-
search Comnmittee and was urged 16 get “soinething gong.”™ This he
did. First was a meeting 1n New York i November 1969 1o discuss
what the cominuiee should do about inaung some kind of ccopera-
uve effort. Present at this meeting were Harnis, Pelly,, Sidney Berg-
(uist. Roger Farr, Janes T. Fleming. Josephine {ves, Coleman Mor.
tisont, Gus Plessas, and Robinson.

From this meeting a major overall objective evolved: “'to actively
entonrage the uatning of cooperative research workers.” The group
also deaded that the first concerns of the comminee shadd be (1) a
cooperative research elfot to study wacher effectiveness and {2} the
building of a coltecuion of “samples of ¢hildren's language through-
olit the country.”™ Plans were alvo made {or secuning general suppon
from NCRE members and gaining guidehues for the development of
these progects at the NGRY. meeting iy Minneapohs i March 1970,

Acceplance and enconragement of the Cooperative Research Com-
minee’s plans in Minneapolis led 1o an informal meeting on April 16,
1970, @1 New York Universuy of intevested facully and graduate sw-
dents from the New York Gity and Philadelphia areas. This group
decided that NCRE members should be asked to help collectinforma-
1151 about studies then underway that anned andentifying some facet
or facets of Leacher behavior and their reladon to children’s achieve-
iment. as well as ¢ tanoms and notes then avatlable on heljpful research
reports, articles, books. films, and wapes that were concerned with
teaching behavior. Alvina Treul Burrows was asked 16 chair a sub-
cammillee 16 do the imitial planning of the organization of the com-
mitee’s efforts, induding possible approaches 16 the deailed steps
that would need 10 be vaken later. NCRE presidem Dolores Durkiu
confirmed this appotniment, and from this time on Burrows provided
the "'lion’s share'™ of the leadership for the project.

The next step in the study occurred at the Anaheim meeting in May
1970 a1 which titne Albert J. Harrts reviewed the overall plans and
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ideas growing out ol the NYU meeting. The Conference members
suggested 1hat a detailed proposal be wrttten for a pilot study directed
atl determining teaching behaviors and that an eflorr be made 10
obtain fun ning. The other portion of the cooperative Research Com-
mittee’s work was kepl alive by Sidney Bergquisi presenting a pro-
pasal {or the development of & langnage data bank of samples of
children’s language.

This meeting was followed by one 10 February 1971 in New York
City at which the comunittee members and mvited NCRE members
and graduate studenits participated. Those present organized mto (wo
groups. One group warked on the problem of how 1o seject 1eachers
for analysis of their ciassroom language arts ieaching; the other group
planined research design for assessing teaching behaviors. From the
waork of the (wo groups. as well as from earlier discussions among
many NCRE members, n became dear that a careful exammation had
to b made of research already dote (n the field. Sara W. Lundsteen
was appomted (hair of a Laterature Search Commttee that would
explore the research hiteraiure of the preceding five years. To facilitate
the Merature search, Burrows and H. Alan Robinson developed a
bibliography form for recanding many kinds of data relanve 1o teach-
mg behaviors and pupil achievement.

Another aspeat of the study wus the development of criteria of
excellence (n teaching the language arts. The following NCRE
members attending the 1972 breakfast meeting individually wrote
statements of the (riteria that were then categorized and pu n final
fotm by Burrows and Robinson: Lundsteen. John Carroll, Robert
Emans. John Follman. Kenneth Goodman. Richard Hodges, Thomas
D). Horn, Helen Huus. Marjone Sedden Johnson, Roy A. Kress,
Bernard O'Donnell, Wilham ). Page, James R. Squire, Fileen T'way,
Samuel Weint <ub. and Willavene Wolf.

The results of the litsrature search and the critena ol excellence in
teaching the language arts were published in 1974. This publiation,
Teacher Effecaveness m Elemeniary Language Ans: A Progress
Report, reports only the first steps toward achieving the objectives of
the study as outlined by the Cooperative Research Committee, but
they are important first sieps. For one thing. the Literature Search
Commntee reported that although hittle research was found providing
precise reports of teaching behaviors. *'a number of studies were dis-
covered having penipheral value to each of the language arts compo-
nents. They constitute a highly useful approach 1o new research (1) by
dentifying significant problem areas of teacher-pupil interacnon in
language arts. (2) by revealing the kinds of detail needed Jor amving
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at some differentating 1eaching behaviors, and (3) by illusirating some
useful technigues for iniuating the identificaion and assessmem of
teaching behaviors.”

Th= commiuee recognized that for actual completion of the study
many researchers would need 10 be involved and perhaps a ten- 10
fifteen-year period of time would be required. In fact, a plan for such
an exiensive swdy is grven in the progress report publication, along
with an expression of the hope that researchers would 1ake up the
phases of the study that were not completed. While some research has
been done related 10 this project, it has been individual effors and not
the major study proposed in the publication. It is unforunate that
adequate funding for iull completion of the cooperative reseach was
not obtained. NCRE provided limited funds for some meetings and
the ERIC Clearinghouse on Reading and Communication Skills pub-
lished the report, b the complexity of the problem. including the
time required, exceeded the resources avarlable,

6y




4 The 1970s

The {970s began with an inmtensive NCRE effort 1o engage the mer

bership in cooperative research. The prind pal result of this eflort was
described in the preceding chapter, under the heading The Teacher
Effectiveness Study. This particular cnoperative research effort was an
owgrowth of concern by the Executive Committee in 1969 and earlier
thar NCRE needed some “pepping up.” This concern led 10 a ques-
tionnaire bheing sent to all members, active and associate, and the
resulis supponed the c.ncern. Only 42 of the 220 members responded
1o the questionnaire, with those responding stressing the research
nature of NCRE, although fewer than half were doing research them-
selves. A number of the respondents indicated that NCRE was "'t00
traditional and too reading oriented,” inciuded 100 many inactive
researchers, and was too concerned with traditional research. A few
stared that NCRE should be dissolved. However. the number of posi-
tive responses lo NCRE's fostering of cooperative research, the expres-
sion of many respondents indicating an interest in discussing research
ideas with other members, and the number of suggestions for new
bulletins provided impetus for the Executive Comminee to ignore
both the tack of responses and those that were negative and to under-
take a cooperative research project andother means for *pepping up”
the organization.

The Cooperative Research Committee, chaired from 1974 through
1977 by Marjorie Sedden Johnson of Tempie Liniversity. endeavored
10 promote research on 1eacher eifeciiveness, particularly by doctoral
students. This effort had only moderate success but perhaps received
some attention from the later Cooperative Research Commiuee,
chaired since 1978 by Walter MacGinitie. MacGinitte. reporting on
April 26, 1979, stated:

A great dea) has been learned, wn the past few years, about
language structures and strategies people employ in using those
strur gures and theit knowledge of the world in order to (as Collins
puts tt) construct a model of a 12xt. These developments involve
struciures at various levels and given various names: word con-
cepts, cohestve ues. normative inferences and inference nerworks,
schemata (tncluding story grammars, sense of story and other
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more o1 e desoled inaceosiuciures in bk narmative and
CxpOSIOTY lexis), case relavons, and propaosinonat sttuciures. The
proposed [weus lor the work of the Couperative Research Come
milee an be stated by asking (wo quesnions about any o alt
of these putetive suuciures: What do children “know” about the
stractne? and Whar bappen when your wach a (hld abour
the stnwe:

MacGuntie added that the research suggested is not now being
done by most NCRE inembrers and suggested that those now doing
sitch research “partcipate in the propused pro,ect as adjuncis o the
Commiittee. ... Fhis suggestion is & depanure from wtypes of cooper-
ative research lostered or suggesied by NCRE in the past. At this
witung, a loHow-up 10 MacGinitie’s suggestions and the work of his
comittee s occurning. 1o wiltl e interesteng o see how elfective the
etlon will be.

The “pepping up™ cflort continued with an activity begun in 1971
that bas prosed ven popntar wih NCRE members. 1he Newsleuter
now entitled NCRE Newsletier). Richard Hodges was the first editor,
with sicceeding pubhications chaws becoming the oditors during
their commstiee eims. Sara W, Lumdsteen, Williain 1. Page, Doris
Gunderson, and Rubert Dyksira hase served as eduons. The firse news-
lettens wers iniineograpbed, but they aie now printed by the FRIC
Cleatingbraise on Readting and Communication Skaills and appear in
the spring ond fall.

T'he first insue of the newsleuer induded a repore by Kellogg Hunt
om hy study of the effecs of wadhing tansformational sentence-
combining o fourth graders, the activities of the Cooperative Restarch
Comnitree, news wems about inembers” pubhcations and research,
and personal items abont members” activities. This format has gen-
erally heen fotowed in subsequent ssues, but wuh “messages”™ from
NCRE presidents, wtems about papers presented, and informauon
about programs bewg added in recent years,

T he reporting of research in progress or comoteted has always been
a highlight in the newsletters, parucularly since NCRE membership
has grown s mucl: that the exchange at the breakfast sessions of the
carly days is no longer possibie. Among the many mnteresting research
iems i the newslerers are the lotlowing:

1972

H. Alan Robinson, Hofstra University,; in collaboradon with
Dan Hiulernan, Quecns College, is currently engaged in a
USOE- funded study of (he readabiliy of subjecr matter material
rewrnitien on the basis of students’ oral reading miscues,
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Jaap Turmnan. Indiana University. is currently working on a
file of out-of print reading tests,

1973

Dolores Durian. Umversity of Ilinois. announced that in
June of this year, she completed a six-year study of children who
learned to read in school at the age of lour,

1976

Alvina Burrows is studying the history of teaching compo-i-
tton 1n elememary and secondary i;chools In America since
colonial times,

Harry Sanain. University of Pitisburgh. ts nearing comple-
tioti of a long-term study of the vocabularies 10 maiterials read by
elementary school chaldren.

1977

Runsay W, Selden. University of Virginia. finished his doc-
toral study investigating the frequency of occurrence of surface
struciures as a basts for predicting syntax in reading.

Johama S. DeStefano. Ohio State University, is continuing
her research on the so-c alled neutral terms in Engiish.

1978

P. Helen Lewts, Indiana University at South Bend, reports
that the ESFA Tirle Il rescarch project “Improving Verbal/
Cognitive Sk.lls of Disadvantaged Preschool Children through
the Arts” was completed in June.

Beatrice A. Furner, University of Iowa, while on a semester-
long developmental assignment. is underraking research on the
readiness phase of handwriting inst ‘uction by utilizing a per-
ceptually based method.

1979
Alan C. Purves, University of Hlinois, has just finished a
reanalysis of the IEA data in reading and lirerature for the U §,
Iimda B. Gambrell, University of Maryland. is conducting
research on induced visual imagery upon the oral language pro-
duction of good and poor readers.

1980

Jeanne Chall has been awarded a grant from the Spencer
Foundation for a three-year study of optimal difficulty of text-
books lor learning coniemt and for the development of reading
skills,
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M. Jean Greenlaw, North Texas State University, has received
a gram 10 ~onduct an ethnoge- phic investigarion of classroom
instruction in reading comprehension.

Other items in the newsleters of special NCRE hisiorical inrerest
include:

Watch for two new NCRE dussemination teatuses. Walter Mac-
Ginitie will edit a column entitled “Wuat's New 1n Comprehe:-
sion?" for the Journal of Readiug. This monvhly column will be
sponsored by the Cooperative Research Committes and NCRE
and wi!l focus on specific aspects of instruciion and comprehen-
sion. Johanna DeStelano will edit a research column on behalf of
NCRE that will appear in Language Arts m aliemare monthly
issues. (Fall 1980)

Respo.ises by merm'.ers 1o a questionnaire distributed at the break-
fast meetang in Houston included the following:

A number of the suggestions iwvolved deas for increasing our
publication efforts: publish monographs. yestbooks. conference
proceedings: expand the newsletter; establish a joumal, dearify
arucles that NCRE would recom:nend for publication s various
suurnals: develop articles for journals; prepare cntual revie..; of
research; produce casseite tapes: updaw monographs previously
published bv NCRE: and review research conducted in orher
countries, (Fall 1978)

An zction to foswer research was taken by the Executwe Commit-
tee meenng 10 San Francaisco 1n No ember. That action specif-
wally authorizes financial support of a supead of $600 for research
in lsrening.

The practice of holding meeung, at the AERA, NCTE, and IRA
convenrions continued in the 1970s uniit a major change in the loca-
tivn of the annual meeting was maae in 1975. A survey in 1974 showed
that the majoriry of the members favored aliernating the annual meet-
ing between the meetings held in conjunction with IRA and NCTE
conventions rarher than cominuing 10 hold the meeting during the
AERA meeting, The principal reason {or the change was that most
members were attending either or hoth the NCTE and IRA conven-
tions. while only a munoruy regularly auended AERA meetings. Dur-
ing this decade there were also several deparwures fvom having a
breakfast annua} meeting. This practice was nor successful, however,
because most members could more easily attend a breakfast meering.

Another major change in NCRE programs that developed in the
1970s (but that was not held 10 each year) was the holding of all-day
meenngs. All-day (and several-day) programs had been praciiced occa-
sionally in the 1930s, but meetings throughout most of NCRE history

Q ave been for only one or two hours, sometimes extending longer s
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disc ussion sessions, All-day seasions were held in 1971 in New York
when NCRE met 1n tonjunction with AERA. Similarly, there were
all-day sessions in 1972, 1973, 1974, and 1975 at AERA meetings.

The 1971 all-day session focused on “‘English Orthography: Research
in Reading and Writing” and was chaired at various times by H. Alan
Robinson, Coleman Morrison, and Helen K, Smuth, Speakers included
Richard Hodges. Bruce Cronuell, Frank Smith, J. Richard Block, and
Kenneth Goodman,

The 1972 session theme was *‘Language and Reading Tesis: Uses,
Abuses, and Misuses.” Three questions were posed and discussed:

1. Do tesis use the best available knowledge and theoretical bases?

2. Are current iests equally usetul and relevant with all groups in
our pluralistic suciety?

3. Are use of tesis in accountahility and performance contract
projects justifieds

Speakers were Nicholas Anastasiow, Kenueth Goodman, Joan Baraiz,
George Prescont. Jaap Tuinman, and james Wardrop. H. Alan
Robinson chaired the session, and Roger Farr and john Carroll closed
it with a discussion of “The Future of Assessment.™

The 1973 meeting had the theme of "“Trends an. lssues in Lan-
guage Arts Research,” with Johanna S, DeStefzano, Sara W. Lundsteen,
Lester Golub. and Kenneth CGioodman as speakers. The 1974 session
focused only on reading: “"Research 1n Reading: Where Are We . . .
What Next?'” The 1o0pics of the talks were “Learning (0 Read in a
Democracy ™ by Robers Emans, " Comprehension Skills” by Constance
M. McCullough, “Farly Readers™ by Dolorss Durkin, “Motivation and
Learning by Mary C. Austin. "“The Disadvantaged Student” by Bernice
Cullinan, and *Dhagnostic Instruments’” by Marjorie Sedden johnson.

The program for the 1975 all-day meeting js reproduced in Figure
1. A unique feature of thys program-—a feature attributable primarily
to the effort of Alvina Treut Burfows, president-elect and program
chlatiman thar year—is that the speakers, other than Thomas D. Horn,
were first-time speakers 8 NCRE meetings. Volunieers for the pro-
gram were solicned m an issue of the NCRE Newsletier. and sug-
gested topits were seacher effecuveness, language acquistion, and
superviston in the study skills. The speakers on the program were
selected by a committee appoinied by the president.

These extended sessions showed that NCRE members were inter-
ested in and gave attenuon to many English language ans research
concetns. However, as has been ttue throughout the life of NCRE.,

o reading research connnued 1o receive the most atention in the 1970s—
E MCI least at the various meetings.
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The 19703

¥ CHE WETING ON RESEARCH

Monday, March 31, 1475
9:00 awm.~4:30 Do,

washington Hilton Hotel; State Room

Prest ont Coleman Morrison - - Annowncoementas

Chairman of ‘reting - - Alvina Treut Buyr.ows

9:20.10:10

10:10.12:32
10-30-11:0¢

11:00-11-30

11:30-1:0C

1:00-1:30

1:30.2:06

2:00-2:3%2

2:303=-3:00

3:00.3:20

3:30.4:15

41184730

Sf%akerg
Tho=as Horn, Univerality of Texas,

“Standardized Readiness Tests a3 Predictors of fead.
18 Achievement fcor Spanish Dominant Learners"

Coffee

Alden Moe and Carel J. HoPkins, Purdue University,
"The Speaking Vocabularies of Kindergarten, First.
ana Second-Grade Children™

Carolyn Heil, Univerzity of Pittsburgh,
"The kole of Teachers' Resporses While Tea:hing&
a Short Story”

Lunch
Discussion of morning's presentations
Cnarles Lindamood, San Louis Obispo,
*The Incidence of Auditory Conceptual Dysfunction
amorg Teachers of Peading and the LanBuage arts”
vargaret Jones, University of Delaware.
"Children's Reading Achievement as 3 Fuhcvion of
Varyiné Specificity of Purpose SettinZ Directions”
Mapsiene Mattleman, Temple University,
"Specific Teacher Behaviors and Strategies Related
to Pubil Achievement™
John Follman, University of South Floridz.
"Some Findings from 3 Study of Teicner-Effectiveness
Scales”
DMacussion of day's talks

Fresident's concluding remaris

Figure 4 NCRE Program fot the 1975 Annual Merting.
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Wnung has received attenton as well, At the NCRE/NCTE ses.
sion 1n Chicago tn 1976, which Julie M. Jensen chaired, Jane:r Emig.
Donald Graves, Charles Cooper, and Mariha 1. King spoke on the
topic “Research on Composing: Precedenis and Priorities.” Then in
1977 a1 the NCRE. AERA meeting sesston, which Walier T, Peuy
chaired, Copper, Graves. Lee Odell, Cindy Courts, Gabriel Della.
Piana. and Richard Beach discussed “New Directions for Research on
Wroinng.'* At a similar session in 1979, Odell, Peter M. Rosenthal, and
Sean Walmsley, all at the State University of New York at Albany,
discussed “Wnuten Discourse.’” And in 2 new NCRE endeavor—a
sesston al the Nauonal Conference on Elementary Language Aris
meeting—John Mellon spoke on “Writing, Wrining Well, Writing
Well Enough.””

Other programs corcerned with reading 1nsiruction, and in some
instantes Tesearch, included discussions of “New Trends in Read.
ability for Publishers and Writers of Instructional Matenials™ hy Ed
Coletnan, H. Alan Robinson, Kenneth Goodman, Dan Hittleman,
Laura Simth, and Williain Fagan a1 an NCRE session in the 1972
IRA program; “'The Rught to Read: A Progress Report”™ by Ruth
Holloway, Ira Aaron, and Shirley Feldman at the NCRE session at
NCTE i 1973 "The Language Experience Approach to Reading:
Theory and Practice”” by John Merrint of the Open University in
England and Marion Stauffer of the Sanford School in Delaware at an
NCRE IRA session tin 1974; A Modest Proposal for Reading Topic:
One Small Step beyond the Great Debate”™ by Jeanne S, Chall at the
atmual breakfast at IRA in 1977, '

Variety in programs. though. is reflected 1u these topics:

1943 = A Description of the Nattonal Television Program for
Presc hoolers,” with Edward Palraer as 1he speaker

1976 — “'Oral Language Assessment of the Linguistically Dis.
unct: Techniques and Problems in Research and Devel.
opment,”” a symposium < haired by Thomas D, Horn

1977 ~ “Research 1 Adult Education: New Thrusts,” chaired
by Robert Emans, with Elois Skeen and Edward Cobb as
speakers

1978 — “Ihscuurse Analysis: Its Usefulness in Research in
English Education,” chawred by Michael Kibby, with
Catl Bereiter, Painck Finn. Jeannette Grundel. Jerry
Morgan, and Charles A Perfetti as speakers

1979 — ""New Duecuons for Research on Response to Litera-
ture,’” wirh Richard Beach, Janet Hickman, and William

L Wasburn as speakers
6/
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As reported in the precechng chapter, several sessions during this
period. pivucolarly durmg the first hall, mcluded reporis about the
Teacher Effectiveness Study. Most of the breakfast meeuings included
attention W scme busi.tess matters such as bylaw revision and reports
by officers and commtter chairs. Oceasionally. two. here were
speakers— Jeanne S. Chall in 1977, Sara W. Lundsteen and Mary A.
Wilcux discussing therr study, “Qrat” antguage Instruction for Crearive
Problem Solving.” anu P. Helen Lewis in 1978 reporting on a project
that focused on the nnproveinent of children’s verbal skills by ach:
ing through an art medium. There were also discussions by the mens
bers. but mosy of tiess lacked she focus un and exchange about
research that had been ¢ acteristic of saglier breakfas: mectings.

The 1970s suw the publication of three bulletins, The first, Teacher
Effectiveniess tn Elementary Language Arts: 4 Progress Report, was
published tn 1974 and discussed i the last chupter. This bulleiin
{someutnes referred 1o as 4 smonograph, as are the (wo later unes) set
the pattern {or the second two 10 that 1t was publish-d in conjunction
with the ERIC Clearinghouse on Reading and Communication Skills
and differed from earlicr bulleting in that n was not a reprint of
articles published carber.

The bollenin published it 1975, Help for the Reading Teacher:
New Directrons pe Research, edited by William D. Pag-  « identifted
in the inuodoction by Kenneth Goodman as containing “extensicns
of the theones and methodolegies™ that had begun to be explored by
Edmund Huey “moie 1han three-quatters of a cehtofy ago.” Support-
ing this. Helen M Robitson. author of the first chapter concerning
children’s behavior while reading, points ouy that “Huey wrote at
length about the ‘hatoral’ way of learmng o read at home.'™ The
bulletitn inclodes <hapters on the readr Jg process. ntiscue patterns, the
cloze procedure, and dignosiie procedures. Jt rovides suggestions
for imstrocuon based opon observations of what (huldren do when
they read. The amhors. in addinon te Robinson, were Carolyn Borke,
Yetta M. Goodman. Jayne A, Del awter. Kenneti L. Carlson, John R,
Bomrmh, Peggy E. Williams, Rehecca . Barr. and Page.

Help for the Teacher of Watten Composition (K-9): New Direc-
tions in Research. edited by Sata W. Lundsteen. was published in
1976. ‘I'lns bullern.. prepated by a comminee consisting of Alvina
‘Ireut Butrows, Robert (.. Calfes, James T. Fleming, Eileen Tway.
and Lundsteen. reviews some research related o composition; sug-
gests eaching practices; disc usses the relationstiip between children’s
writing and other language skills, the inerrelatonstp of huwrawre
and composition. and evaluation procedures, and notes current tends
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and needs {or future tescarch. Most imponantly, it presents twelve
basic princip'es on whechh writing programs can be based.

The Constitutton and By-laws of the Canference were revised four
times during the seventies, with the present “official rules” now
entitled only "By-laws.” (Thts reflects current practice, likely the
result of enlisting the aid of a parliamttattan for the first time! But
shouldn’t the purpose of the organtzation be stated?) Major changes
(other than the means for expanding the membership. the institution
of the Fellow category. atid the dropping of associate membership)
included separating the secretary-ueasurer office 1nto two offices and
limiting each officeholder o a single three-year term; abolishing the
office of vice-president and instituting that of president-elect; elimi-
nating the requireinent that the president-clect previously have served
on the Executive Commitiee (which had been tnstitute? n the 1971
reviston, applying then to the vice-presidency); ana substituting
“desirable” for other statements of qualifications for membership.

Other activities at this time included establishing a committee and
crateria for an atmual award for neritonious research. In 1979 the
Executive Committee authorized "$250 cach for travel suppon or an
honorariutn to thice meetings of NCTE and 1R A (November 1979,
May 1980, November 1980} or individuals living outside of North
America who are selected to partic tpate tn the preconvention sessions
sponsorew by the Ad Hoe NCTE IRA Committee on the Impact of
Child Development Researcly on Curriculum and Instruction,’ but
apparetttly no funds were expended,

Membership Expansion

The founders of NCRE wanted an organization for only a few
researchers 1o exchange tdeas and findings of their research. Only active
researc hers were mvtted to membership. When this author was NCRE
president in 1970, Lou LaBrant wrote regarding early membership:

I he ongunal group was small and remawned so tll 10 the 40s.
It was Dr Certamn’s dea tha the number should be limied, to
petmu i of the members to s around a dining table at the
anniad meenng ané repon and discgss 1nlotinally

How long the inembershup was himited so that all couid sit around a
table 1s not clear, The earhest membership hist available is that for
1937, with 31 names on it so the “suti:lg around the table” idea had
apparently been abandoned. Yet expansion was niot a great concern
since only 27 naines appear on the 1938 It and 29 on that for 1941,

ERIC
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The paines on the 194 list had changed somewhat. too, fron those
on earlier lists. Ten naines of the 1939 list were not on the 1941 list,
although some of these did appear on hater lists {possibly dues had
again been paid). When associate membership was instituted is noet in
the records available, although Certain menuoned the category in his
1934 report, and in 1941 there were 60 names on the associate member-
ship list. Moving from associate 10 active membership status was dif-
ficuit 1n the early davs of the organization since unanimous ¢onsent
of all active members (a1 the breakfast meeting} was required for an
individual o be designared as an active member. Close attention was
given 1o whether the person considered for active membership was
acwually a rescarcher,

Discussion of membership munbers Dequently occurred in early
Executive Commitee invenngs. Although there were 43 active mem-
bers at the twme and only 23 associate members, the 1919 minues
stare, "1t was the opimon of the gronp o keep down the active mem-
berstup to 4 small number (not much more than 25) of persons actually
engaging (n research,’”” Possibly rthe statement was direcied at some
members witly e xtbook publishing affrlations o1 in other nonresearch-
ing postuions {(one meinber’s address was the Chamber of Commerce
Building in Los Angeles). The question of "whether we must limit
our memsbership 1o 50 appears in correspondence from 1951 presi-
denrt Johu J. DeBoer to immediate past-president Edgar Dale. DeBoer
wrote that the secrelary-treasurer Gertrude Whipple. “tells ine that
somce of the older members of the organization favor keeping the
number down to 50" The cotrespondence exchange led 1o polling the
members. This resulted 1inone favonng “the present list of moinbers,”
three suggesung 60, fourteen favonng 75 three opung for no limita-
hon, and seventeen favorng leaving the mauer to the Fxecutve
Committee. The conclusion reached was thar the membership «om-
mittee recommend as Many new nominees as it thinks advisable.™
Active membership in 1952 was 62,

Acnon concerning the extent of active membership and the acual
number contirtued to differ. Far example, there were 82 acuive mem-
bers 1n 1957, but the bylaws of the same date siued that " Active
membership shalt be conservatively linited” and that "The iniual
maximum shall he hifty.”” However, tlie bylaws also stated that “the
nuinber admined to acive membership shall be fixed by the Executive
Cormmiuee.”” Appar~mby the bylaws were revised somenme between
1957 and 1960 since the bylaws in the 1960 directory siate that the
"maximum membersihup shall be one hundred.” anl 94 4 ive mem-
bers” names were listed.

Q b~y
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Acttve membenhrp way lomned eacl year lor the next ten years,
The 1969 Exetutive Commiutee recognized the fact that some persons
who were active researchers were denied membership becanse of the
lnnut of 100, Perhaps this recognition was prompted by a letter from
longtime metnber Donald D). Durrell, wiho wrote, “A research organi-
sarion s of most value 10 young members, an we lave no yeunger
acnve members. L Samie of the mwast capable research people have
been on the assocrate membership for years'™ and “membesship should
he ppen eomperent research people without hmiation of mimbers. ™
I'here was resisiance 10 no limitatron thongh. As 1967 presidert Helen
Huos putat, *What mos af us need leaw |, ., s another big organiza-
tton with muc b adnntinstrative detaik.™ Thus, with the approval of the
membership, the by Lows e regard o membenhp were amended
1970 wi read;

The mavmam gz membetstog shall be one handred wen
e W71 one havdred oweans me 1972, one hundreed hirly 1n
1473, o handied forry i 1974, and one hundeed filiy 0 1975
drield therealten

Earlv 2010 the 1070y, concern about declintng ahiendanee a busis
nesy aweetings led to this addition 1o the bylaws:

Acnve members oxdodmg Mdetime) who fLal o attend anv
ane of five convecsave annedal business e gy of 1the Cone
ference mav be diopped from membershup by acnon of the
Exccutive Comm, e

There was also extr: sttendton 1o the bylaw provision thar members
“shaH™ o dropped ¢ they are two vears ai drrears in payment of dues,

The nexi change o membershyp nuinbers came in 1974, with the
1970 provision ¢« hanged 10 “New members elected in any one year
shall noc exceed ten percetn of 1he previon, year's membership.™ The
aruve members voted to abolish the dis..ncuom between active and
awsuciate membership. A 2 tive members becarne Fellows, with the
hylaws' providing for lumre elecnon to Fellow status by requiring
rmrbership ot thice vears, tomination by twao Fellows, and majority
vote of the Exec ative Comniittee,

There was abo acnon ta'n in che 19705 {or automatic invitaion
to membershap for yearpents o) the NCEE Promising Researcher
Awarch or the IRA Ounstamiing Pisseriation Award. Must of the
reapnents did yom asd has o wernned their membership,

The Fall 1980 1sue ot 1he NOCRE Newsletter reported tha the
Execuntve Committer approsert 28 persans {or membership and 13
cmrently acnve members for Fellow stetus ot nis May meeting. *Prior
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10 these actions of the Executive Committee, NCRE membership {for
1979-1980) consisted of 254 active members, 85 Fellows. and 63 life.
time members for a wial membership in NCRE of 402." And the 1979
directory Iists 1] international Affiliates, 2 of whom are also identified
as Fellows.
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5 And Now, What Next?

Mastha L. King, presidem i 1979-1980, at leas) parually set the 10ne
for NCRE wday—and probably for the future—in the Spring 1989
NCRE Newsletter:

For the Annual Breakfast meeting at IRA in St. Louis, we
intend 1o rerarn to the format of the “early days” of NCRE and
have roundiable discussions. So much interesung and significant
research is now being conducted by mombers of NCRE that we
need the time to share quesuons and discuss together.

This inenticn was fulfilled with 1ables labeled by topic—spelling.
fisiening. comprehension, and so forth. Members chose tables by
pic. and the meeling conchuded with one member reporting from
each table on the current research discussed and the needed research
that Lad beer suggested. .

Another indication of NCRE's fuare is the statemert of P. David
Pearson in the Fall 1980 newsletter:

What I propose js that NCRE establish a more or less s /s
tematic and cyclical monograph series: ope that would return
regularly to panicular curricular areas like writing. spelling, lis-
tening. reading. creanve arts. and—yes—even handwriting.

Then there was the Instiute—e "Work-Study Day”’—at AERA
on April 7, 1980, called by King "Perhaps the most significant eveny
in our eflorts 0 stimulate rese: vh....” This session, guided by
Pearson, consisted of presentitions by Michael Holliday of the Uni-
versity of Sydmey and John Bransford of Vanderbili Unsversity and
work sessions conducted by Priscilla Drum, Jerome Harsee, Tony
Pewrosky, and Rob Tierney devoted to currem issue: in language
research. King gave (he following descripuon of the h.stitute:

Originally planned for hfty participants. the Institute drew
eighty applicants. The purpose of the mecting was (o review the
state of knowledge «~d the currens research in four areas: (1) com:
prehension agnd composing, (2) leeracy assessment, (3) socio-
poliical contexts of literacy, and (4) comprehension and the
structure of text,
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The fuur study sroups shared infonnation and discussed topics
as wide Tanging a5 iasues that need to be addressed by the research
communily 0 specific plans for research studies and proposals
foi cooperative research among members.

The Executive Committee authorized bulletins {monographs) in
bilingualism, spelling, writing. and hstening. At this wriung, George
Hillocks is well on the way to coinpleting one on “'current research
on composition,’”” Richard Hodges is planning one on “‘the state of
the att™ in spelling. and Doris Gunderson is responsible for planning
one on bilingual educanon. The Executive Conmiuee also authorized
in 1980 the payment of 2 stipend of $600 for rescarch in listening.
While this has not been paid as yet. the authorization may stimulate
the production of i nonngraph.

Meetings at the beginning of the 1986s also reflect the strength of
NCRE and the breadth of iis members™ interests. At IRA in 1980,
Mattanne Amoral of Fducational Testing Service, R obert C. Calfee of
Stunford, Donna Pina of Albuquerque, Jackson Stenner of the
National Testing Service, and Richard Veneitky of the University of
Delaware spoke ta the topic Issues ¢ the Assessment of Literacy.” At
the National Langnage Aris Conference, Thomas D). Horn headed a
symposium on A Longitudinal Study of the Oral Langveage Devel-
opinent of Texas Bihingual Children.™

in 1981 Roy C. O'Donnell and Kenneth Kanjor coordinated a pro-
gramn. at the NCRE session at AERA in Los Angeleson “Research on the
Conposing Piocess ™ The speakers were Richard Beadh of the Univer-
sity of Minnesota. Lilhan Bridwell of the {niversity of Nebraska.
Charies Cooper of the UIniversity of California at San Diego, and
Linda Flower and John Hayes of Carnegie-Mellon University. Then at
che NCRE cosponsored program at IRA, James R. Squire chatred the
session on “"Research 1n Reading by Publishers.”” This meeting was
platined in cooperation with the Association of American Publishers
and featured reporis and discussion by these publishers’ representa-
tives: Janet Moore, Vice President. Knowledge Sciences: Leo Munday,
Vice President. Testing Department, Riverside Press Company:
Roaxanne Mc Lean, Editorial Vice President-Reading, Scort. Foresman
and Company; Barbara Howeli, Fditor-in-Chief, Silver Burdeu Com-
pany; Tam Murphy, President. Holt, Rinehart. and Winston; and
Richard T, Morgan, President. Macmillan Schocot Division. Jeanne S.
Chall. Robert C. Callee, and Yetta M. Goodman interrogated the pub-
lishers' representatives and commented on their remarks.

Al of this bodes well for NCRE. The expanded membership of the
organrzation has, of course, changed the noture of the meetings. The
level and types of research today have simtlarly changed, and these
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changes are tellecied m the monographs as well 45 10 the research of
members. But NCRE 3y ale gnd hearty, has a renewed focus on
research, and has retained the purpose of improving instruction in
the language ans. While other organirations—primanily IRA and
NCTE—gtve more attention to research than they earher did, they
still must pronide services to members wath latle tnteress 1 or contact
with research. S1ili mher orgamizations weem o depart [romn efforts to
relate research to classrooin applianon. NCRE snll {ocuses on
research and ns application to ¢ Jassraoms. NCRE ts sttl! unique.

Comments from Members

The uniqueness of NCRE s rellected in the following quotations
from NCRE members, past and present. Some of the comments gie
very serious and contemplanve; others arean a lighter vein.

ldeally Enghshs not a separate subject i 1he elementary s hoal.
It should petineate the whole program: yet it is imnporiam 1hat
the schools be conscions of the growth in lunguage and reading
power assuch

Dora V. Smish, 1942

... wve members should really be comributing research . ..
we should avotd deadwood.
Leuer from Genrude Whipple,
1953

My most vivid memories are of the very frank, exhilarating drs-

cussions :hat characienzed the Tuesday morming breakfasy ses-

sions when we each presemed our res.rch problems and plans.
Ethel Mabie Falk, 1977

Figure ths one out—="The twenty-two inembers who have paid
their dues will he asked to pav dues in 1948 1n the same way as
the founeen who did not pay.

{Unidennfied quorationt

No one seems to know where the bullenns ol yhe naaonal con-
[erence are, [ have had several letters from the library of the Uni:
versity of Californta saying rhat Scott-Foresman knows nothing
of them. Regardless of what happens aboeut affiliations between
the two organizanons, | wish the conference could take sieps o
secure the booklets und grve them over for handling o such an
organuarion as the NCTE or the AERA.

L ctier [rom Dora V. Smith 1o

J. Conrad Seegers, 1945
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I[f the child has nothing which seems to him worth saying
or no one 10 whom he wishes to say i, it is absurd 10 expea
him 13 learn to express himself by being forced through cenain
performances.

Marion R. Trabue, 1935
One of the problems with educational research is that it seems

neither to synthesize nor cumaulate,
P. David Pearson, 1980

1 believe our organization could serve education effeciively by
reviewing research studies qualitatively.

A member, 1970
Being creative is not a good way 1o get into NCRE,

A member, 1970
I hope you will not object 10 the use of stationery which was
printed hive years ago and never used. We should not wasie
paper, we are told.

J- Contad Seegers
Enclosed is a check for $1.00 10 take care of aciive membership
dues.

Emmen A, Beus, 194]
A crying need, 11 seems 10 me, is for more communication
between the world of research and the textbook maker and the

teacher. . . . Jean Piage has led the field in exploration of the
developmem of understanding about the relation of verbalism to
concepts. . . . yet [ find many 1eachers unaware of the work he

has had published in 1his country since 1925,
Lou LaBrant, 1970

A crisis is shaping up in public education which affects every

teacher everywhere,
Ruth G. Strickland. 195%

New Orfeans is 1he only town [ know that offers cockiails with

breakfast.
Kenneth Goodman, 1973

The membershi 3 in NCRE, in the past six or seven years, has
been skewed toward empiricists. \
A member, 1970

The Fxecutive Commiitee has autherized a series of 1hree or four

monographs to be published over ihe nexa two years on the

following topics: bilingnalism, spelling, writing, and listening.
Manha L. King in the Spring 1980
NCRE Newslettey
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(7 remember] the mutually supportive discussions which helped
persons making presentations 10 sharpen their research and
their thinking,

Harold G. Shane, 1977

Eighteen members are in arrears two or more years in payment
of their dues. They have received at least four dues notices.
Secretary’s Annual Report, 1976

f am paying a girl $10.00 a year 10 keep up with the financial
accounting. tax reports and the like, and I paid another girl a
small amoumnt for stenographic work over a period of a year and
a half.
Leuter from J. Conrad Seegets to
E. W. Dolch, 1943

The aggrandizement of the teacher’s job and the schools and
institlutions only stars with the introduction of adull ideas into
the curriculum. The same thing happens in respect to method.
My own notion is that nine-tenths of the progressivism which
rather disappointingly manifests itself in the schools today is
due 10 foggy thinking about the real task of the schools. These
progressives are ashamed 10 teach arithmetic and writing and
reading. They want to be at these other subjects, and they justify
themselves on the child-centered basis. The child, they say. isn't
interested in the three R's. But that is precisely the reascn why
the teacher exists. The child isn't interested in learning these
things—at least not natutally—and that makes it hard to teach
them. And thay in turn is precisely the reason why we have
teachers in schools. It is 10 do a job that is hard. This idea, 1
think, that the schools should he always imeresting and always
according to the child's likes is certainly not in conformity with
the history of the school as an institution.

Letter from B. K. Buckingtem to

E. V.. Dolch, 1942

Professor Charles C. Fries of the English Department at Michigan
would be an interesting person to speak on the subject of
arammat. | siill prize his stimulating article on the periphrastic
tutuse use of shall and will in modern English.

Ernest Horr , 1942

I even remember Ted Clymer when he was brought to his first
meeting of the NCRE by Dora V. Smith. He had hair then.
Ralph C, 5.~iger
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It was agreed that the Conlerence files should be syraighiened
out by a rawed secretarial assistanu thar a file of past Confer-
ence bulletins be built up; that a list of the past officers be
prepared according (0 dates’ and that a book of the minuie, of
the Conference be compiled.

rxecutve Committee minutes, 1950

If the {ull values of language as a means of (ommunication are
o survive, we need 10 know more about the ways childe ' grow
in lunguage power and acquire ability 10 use language with
auderstanding and pleasure.
Dawnid H. Russell, Preface of 1952-
1958 Direclory

The Executive Committee discussed the desirability of the prep-
aration of the history of the Nattonal Conference on Research
in Faglish,

Secretary’s Annual Repan, 1976
Alvina Burrows 1s 1o be honored at the NCTF Books o Chil-
dren Lumcheon on Friday, November 23,

NCRE Newsletter, 1973

Our breaklast meetings were the most sigruficarit 10 me.
Margarer B. Parke, 1977

One type of research concerning 1exibooks, however, has received
hittle attention. We have apparently been little concerned with
what is done with the textbnok after it is adopted. More spedif-
ically. we have failed w0 follow the textbook into the classroom
with the idea of linding out what use is made of it there. This,
then. is the prohlem 10 which the Corference, through s Come
mitiee on Composiion, now wishes 10 address itsell.

Memorandum, 1939
I was immediarely preceded as president of NCRE by my sixth
grade teacher (Marion Anderson) and my ninth grade English
teacher {Agnella Gunn). As a matter of fact, when I ran against
Agnella | was beaien.

Thomas D. Horn
Some 1945 suggestions for research: Effect ol “Big Liunle Books'
upon children's tastes 1n reading. The relation betwern irain-
ing n rhythms and elemeniary scheol reading. To what extent
does the study of formal grammar actoally improve the use
of English?

3
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Are we better offt NCRE members resisted merger with NCTE in
1940 because they wanted 1o protect the organization’s $1,300. The
treasurer reports that as of November 16, 1980 we had $12.601.70.

Sale of NCRE publicarvions in 1971 to0*aled 3000 copies.

The recruitment of attive members has been too long largely
“establishment™ people, those wlto view English in tidy, wadi-
tional ways, those who do research in traditional. respectable
ways.

Leland B. Jacobs, 1970
. . . the Sheraton-Charles is the only hotel on the Mardi Gras
parade route this year.
Roy A. Kress announcing the 1973
meeting in New Orleans

NCRE will never be a large organization. Its intent from the
very begtnning was 1o bring together the active leaders in research
in English, to provide opportunity for the maximum interaction
between its members,

Kenneth Goodman, 1973

When AERA and AASA separated. AERA lost contect with prac-
tical problems of school inswruction. . .,
Donald D. Durrell. 1980

It might interest you 10 know that {or a “dying” organization,
we have received a total of 1 13 responses regarding the attendance
at the meeting and interest in the activities of the Cooperative
Research Committee.
Leuver {rom H. Alan Robinson
to members ol the Cooperative
Research Committee

Could you tell me whether the Phillies will be playing in 1own
that weekend?
Letter from Raven 1. McDavid,
Jr.. 1o Helen Huus regarding his
speaking 10 NCRE
One of our most regrettable traditions has designated grades four
10 six as “"the grammar giades.”
R. L. Lyman
. . . the Conference never has any money to pay speakers. and yet
we have, 1 believe, presented some tremendously stimulating and

produclive programs.
J. Conrad Seegers, 1946
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In my judg ment. we should be digging more deeply into writing;
including spelling and research in speech. Then, too, we should
not overlook this big area of listening.

Emmett A. Betts, 1947

There may be nd longer a place for NCRE ir the educational
scene. The huge professional organizations. however, cannot
serve—or do not serve—ihe original purposes of NCRE. Yet the
limitation of active membership tn NCRE has seriously dimin-
ished its usef ulness.

Donald D. Purrell. 1968

The first lunch I attended as a graduate student I was over-
whelmed to be seated 2t the same 1able with Arthur Gates, and to
hear Ruth Strickland, the speaker, for the frrst time.

Margaret Early

James Squire chairs 76th NSSE Yearhook, Part H, The Teach-
mg of Enghish: Preschool-Coliege, 10 be published early in 1977,
P-epared by a committee and authors, most of whom are NCRE
members, the yearbook contains contributions from Maigaret
Early, Walter Petty. Alan Purves, Edmund Farrell, William
Jenkins, and others.

Fall 1976 NCRE Newsletter

! never envied the breakfast chairman the job of 1rying to get the
"round-the-table” discussions started withou) having Betts or
Liear be among the first ones,

Emery Blresmer

One ineradicable memory which | have is of B. R. Buckingham
at a breakfast meeting. aver 80 but still strong. . . . After a report
on ongoing research by Bert Harris in which the problems of
Puerto Rican studemis were discussed, r became Ruckingham's
turn to speak. He sard something like this: "Many years ago
when | was principal of Spirer School, 1 heard almost exactly
the same probletns about newly-arriving students, but they were
the German immigrants.”

Ralph C. Staiger
The research committees of boah IRA and NCTE could take over
easily al) the research funciions now carried on under the aegis
of NCRE.

A member, 1970

Is “research™ as used 1n our utle defined only to tncdude ex eri-
menis whose resulls are to be expressed guantitatively and inter-

preted by statssticians and psychologisis?
A member, 1970
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I believe our mganization could serve education effectively by
reviewing research studies Qualtatively.
Comment on 2 1970 questionnaire

Would it not be desirable 10 set up a standing commitee 10
consider the problem of stimulaiing research?
Gertrude Whipple, 1952

if you are ever up at 6:00 or 6:30 in the momings, waich New
York University's Suntise Semesters. Bernice E. Cullinan, New
York University. is teaching it and has lots of interesting guests.
Spring 1978 NCRE Newsletter
The National Conference on Research in English was organized
in 1973,
{Hc] was NCRE sfirst president in [926-27.
The Canference has. since its founding in 1937, . . .
Various NCRE publications

Who needs remnding? 1935 Breakfast in the Blue Room of the
Riu-Carlton Hotel in Atlantic City: “Eighty-five uonts per plate.”
1967 Breakfast in La Petite Cafe of the Statler Hilion in ' .cw
York Citv: "$3.94 10 <over the cost of the breakfast.”

[Vmder. ified Quotation]

I belicve the future of our orgeaization ys bright.
Robert Emans, Fall 1978 NCRE
Newsletter

Reflections 374 Frojections

Further reflections on NCRE are provided by James R. Squire and
Roy C. O’Donnell.

James R. Square

Individuals who have fecently expressed concern over a seeming fack
of interest in rescarch-based Instruction among members of the
National Council of Teachers of Enghsh and of the International
Reading Association witl find some reassurance in Walter T. Petty’s
illuminating history of the first fifty years of NCRE. Apparently con-
ditions have been always thus, Researchers pressing for orportunities
to present new findings; practitioners ocupied with more urgent
problems. If the many great presidents who moved from offices in
NCRE 10 those in NCTE or TRA have not been able to define a clear
path for ideas 10 flow from research to practice. they at least have tried

yi» many different ways, Petty helps us count the ways.
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One cannat read this cogent htvory withow better understanding
the nvelvement of 1¢vearc het s with the teaching and learning of read-
ing and the language asts for many years. The movement hom an
almost independent conventron to cosponsored nueetings, irom reviews
and interpretations of research e sponsorship of new projecs, from
concern with bavie language skilh o deep mvolvement in reading
instruc ion, from behavionivm to cogniuve psychology— these mirror
the ebb and flow of reveared nnterests 1n the country. At a time when
the avenues of communration were testnaed,. NCRE inmmiaced is
monaograph series and its reports i The Elementary English Review.
As Reading Research Quarterly, Research tn the Teaching of English,
and the ERIC Cleartngbouse bregan wervang the profession, Conier-
ence leaders not only sepponed the aew developmeun but found
work hops and conferences o nore productive, needed acrivity. The
record 1s one of adaprability and leadership.

One 1equirepent seenn to dermate onr agenda lor the hurure—
providing a balanced perspective. P. David Pearsob, 1n his presidenual
commentys, called {or evchieal reviews of 1esearch to ensure that impor-
tant arcas of concern are 1o overlooked. Givent our prosaont Bixatian
on process-onepted studies 1n comprenepding and composing—or
with ipteraciive language exprevaon—a periodic review of what 1s
gong onn aintcal other arcas—-lntemig, i example, ar band writ-
ing of fongiudinal vindies of language deselopment—could be arrtr-
cal. Perhaps once cach decade NCRE should minae some kind of
surminative resiew of where we are and where we are gomng,

Roy €. (Donnell

Reading Walter T Pettv's account of the pistury of the Nattonal Con-
ference on Research in Erglish has broadened and deepetied my sense
of appreciata 0 lor thiy umque organization The existence of NCRE
was not sotmsething that had sgpificance o me untl about iwenty
years ago. Unhke Walter Pettv, 1 had no graduate scbool professor
who was actve 1t NCRE, and | segarded it as an exclusive organiza-
totr wrth private anterta for lecung ity members. Afrer Fwas accepted
as an asvxiae nember, T ww notling © change that imnal anpres-
sion 1o any great degree. As an assacate inember 1 attended meetings
from ume 1o tine, bin | Lud ho opportiunity to vore on issues that
came up lor discussion,

In looking over the “actine” membershap st (then limeted to 100),
! noticed that a munonty w ae promanent people who had done sig-
mbicant research, but the majonty were people who, as far as 1 kpew,
were not wctively imvohed 1n reseiach refated to English. Funthermore,

82




And Now, What Next? 75

it seemed that the domneant research mterests of the group were
focused on the elementary grades and rhat the pumary interest was
research i reading. The hist of associazte memhers included several
voung peonle who were geuvely involved m a wide range of research
mterests, hoat they apparenthy had hittle chance of assinming leadershap
roles until reniement of older members opeued up slots ou the active
membershyy roster. My inpression of NGTE s Sianding Committee
an Research, a group whose nterests overlapped 1hose of NCRE, was
more positve than ihe unpression | had of NCRE. This commiuee
vas made np of g sinall group of people who were aavely involved
2 wide range of research sctivities, and when I became o carnmattee
member an 19675, | dueced most af iny aitennon to its a: tivities.

My ampression of NCRF was greatly changed, however, when in
1970 provision was made o expared 1he acnve membersk p List. Thas
expamion dllawed several associate menbers 10 become active parti-
apants 1o the organization. Wah the ensinng change in my own
mernberslogy sty in NCRE, my mierest i the orgamznion was
greath stumulaed aned the exienn of iny participanen increased.

As g iemiber of the Natanal Counail of Teachers of English, the
Internananal Reading Asvsociztion, and the American Educational
Rescarch Association, | frequently had opportumiy to aitend the
NCRE conponsored vessiots at gnnugl comentions, and I became
acquamted with & growing number of NCRE members. I had oppor-
tum 10 particpate in discussions ahont several NCRE projects, and
I read vanous NCRE publiaztions. However, #t was not umil I read
ths histons of the mganizanon hy Petny thar | becarne fully aware of
the outsianding statnre of NCRE™s eatly leaders and the magnitude
ol 1ts actmanes over the bfty-year peiod of s existence, Peuty docu-
ments the relanonship between NCRE and several significant events
that F had non presons)y associated with the organization.

Ozer the years that T have been 2 memher of NCRE, and particu-
lerhy during the veais I bhave seived on the Executive Commiteee, 1
have given a grear deal of thought to 1he puiposes seived by the
olgamzation ¢nd to the gquestions of how 0 get moie members
i obied e NCRE activities aid how 10 increase the organization's
effecoveness. Dunng the yea | served as president, | hecame keenly
aware of the fict that with no annual conventon of the full member-
shipr and no ofhicral jJournal it was exuemely difficult for some of our
aembhers to estzhhsh and mamiain g sense of distina iWdeatificarion
with the aigamization  Alihough the NCRE Newsletter provides a
means of commumcaion with the entire inembershap, there is appar-
enthy ¢ difference in the sense of group identily some memhers have
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with NCRE and the identity they have with other protessional organ-
izations such as NCTE and IRA.

An annual conventton of NCRE, separate from meetings of other
groups. would undoubiedly give the organization more visibility and
there would be several resulung advantages. Programs might receive
more auention than they seem o receive now, and participation in
them might carry a greater sense of prestige. Since most NCRE mem-
bers are atfiliated with orher professional groups, however. it is hardly
Ieasible to expect themn to add another nanonal conference to their
calendars. At a time when institutional budgets for wravel have been
drasticzlly reduced. most of us are Yooking for ways to decrease rather
than increase the number of meetings we atwad.

A separate yesearch journal sponsored by NCRE could also give the
OTEanizallon greater prominence than it now has. The various research
actinrues in which our members are invol ved miglht provide the num-
ber of good manuscrtpts required to sustan a research quarterly. The
possbilay ot estabitshing such an organ was in fact seriously dis-
cussed a few vears age. The feasibility of the project seemed doubtful
then. and the probability of our undertaking such a venture in the
future s remote. As long 4s che pages ef such journals as Research in
the Teaching of English, Reading Research Quarterly, and American
Educational Research Journal are available to NCRE members, it will
be diffe ult to justily the expense of supporting snother Journal,

A pessrmistic view of NCRE's current snuarron and role might lead
one to guestion the conttnuing need for NCRFE as a separate organiza-
von It probabls 15 not ebyvious to an outsider, for example, how
NCRE dufers from gmne of the Specal Interest Groups in AERA.
The Elememtary Secton of NCTE has for several years been a vital
group, with leaders highly yensiive 10 the needs of janguage ares
teachers in elementany schools, and IRA mow provides for almost
every concenable interest of readng teachers and researchers. With
the attennon NCTE 4nd IRA now guwe to research m their journals,
ther comenuien programs, and theyy annual researrh awards, one
might ask if there ts s’ a real need for NCRE,

As 1 interpret the historreal information Peity bay presented, had
NCTE at the cdatset given as much attention to research and the
teaching of English language arts in the clementary grades as it now
does, NCRE probably never would have been established. Ac the same
tume, I believe Petty amply documents the fact that NCRE has served
a vital purpose 1 sinmulauing rescarch and in disseminating the
results of research rekued to the English lgnguage arts, The bulleting
published by NCRE over the years have addressed most of the topics
‘ of 1nterest to lﬂn}tuagv arls leachers, and deese publications have a
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pracucat aspect that i lackmg in many other research bulletins, A
prime example ol NCRE's potenitial fon stimulaung research is found
i Pewty's ac count of the genesis of the First Grade Reading Swudies. It
is doubtful that a committee drawn exclusively from NCTE, IRA, o
AERA could have mobilized in such a short ume the talent and effort
required 1o accomplish such a projent. A 1ecent example of NCRE's
accormplishment in synthesizing and dissemunaiing the results of
research 1s Secondary School Reading: What Research Reveals for
Classroom Practice. This book, edited by AHen Berger and H. Alan
Robson, ¢« . published 1n 1932 through the juiu efforts of NCRE
and the ERI Clearinghouse on Reading and Gommunication Skills.
1ts chapters represent the contnhutons of more than twenly eoutstand-
ing members of NCRF.

The substanual accomplishinents of NCRE vver the past half-
cenury have, w my opimon, firmly established s reason {or being,
and 1 am convinced that there 1s a4 connnuing wed for the kind of
swivice the onganizatuon can provide. While s funcuons may overlap
those of other gtonps, they are not duplicated by any group, a -d i is
douhiful that any other group cau effectively fulfill NCRE's mission.
If contnuing need s the anitenion for conunued existence, NCRE's
future should be as sweute as thar of any professional organizatior.
Like other irganzations, obviously, NCRE will have 10 undergo cer-
tatn change: rder o remain useful. I Thad the power to chart the
future cours. of NCRE, the changes I would mike would be in the
nature of adpitinents 1ather than radical aierauons,

To enhatice our sense of wdenuty, [ wovld seek wavs 10 ger more
members involved mt NCRE acnvities. Although we reguiany have
cospotsured sessions at NCTE, IRA, and AERA conventtons, many
NCRE. memnbers seldom attend. With no separate annual convention,
the question of how to ger nore membenhin involvement is not
castly answered, but perhaps more deliberate eHorts 10 change the
carhier image of NCRE as an exc hisive group would be helpful. The
apparent custom of having most of the organwauon™ work done by
Excautine Gonunattee inembers, past and present; inay be difficult to
change, but 1t does not encourage the breadih of participauon needed
for a . wal orgatmzavon, Encovraging members o attend open ineet-.
ings of he Executive Contimnttee might have o salurary effect.

Anothe: desrabie vhange might be the enlargement of the scope of
the NCRE Newsletter. While the wisdomn of auempung o establish a
new research journal s doubtful, there may he ways 10 broaden the
funcnion and enhanee the usefolness of 1be exisung periodical. In
addition to brief wems about actisities of ineinbery, 1t might be pos-
sthle to prim snewhat mose formal iems abont research in progress
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and reseatc b tecently completed. Fach issue nught also mdlude short
artiles or essays on topus of 1merest to members. Some of these
might be suiicrted from individual members, and others might be
selected from a pool of manuscnipts received fromn voeluntary contribu-
tors. The NCRE Newsletter might also induge wnformation about
research acuivities of related orgatns itions, & well as possible sources
of funds to support specific kinds of researdh.

Yo fachtate our pubhaiions process, I would seek ways to provide
more finanaal support w authors and editors. Membets who accept
responsibibiny for projecs have to find ways to complete them while
perfornung their regnlar duttes at their employing instiations. If
NCRF could provide grants large enough to enabie wnters to obtain
refeased tinwe, the anterval between untation and wompletion of
projects could be considerably shortened. In the past, seme worths
while piopects were left incomplete, and others lost potential nnpact
because of lengthy delays Adequate finanaal suppott might make
NCRE projeas moe atiractive 1o more research scholars, with a
resulting ihcrease in both volume and degree of excellence.

In brief, iy wish for the futuze of NCRE 15 that we do even better
the kinds of things we have been doing wel. While it may be true that
other orgamizations can setve most of the purpuoses that our founders
liad in tmixd when they Jannched the otgemization, it seems to me that
thev can be served better with our help. Rohet that duplicate the
research effotts of NCTE, IRA, and AFRA, we can do a great deal to
comnplement them, Since most of oud members dlso hold memnbership
i one of mate of these groups, NCRE he . the nnique potential for
syithesiing, interprenng, and implemenung the findings of the best
researcli related to the Fnglish Lenguage atts. H we nake the most of
onr .esoutces, 1 belive we can realire that poenugl and make our
econd lulf-century everr more produrc e than the first,

O
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Appendix A:
Major Officers of the National
Conference on Research in English

Secretary-
Year President Vice-Presrdent Treasurer
1932-33 Manion X. Trabue  Hanry A. Greene C. C Certain
1933-34 Harry A. Greene Warren W. Coxe C. C Cenan
1934-35 Walier §. Guiler Bess Goodykoontz  C. C. Certain
1935-36 B.R Buckingham  Josephine C. C. Ceruzin

MacLatchy
1936-37 Roben . Pooley Ange. M Broening C. C. Certan
1937-38 Mauge McBroom Bessie Bacon C. C. Cerain
Goodrich
1938-39 Angela M. Broeming Paul McKee C. C Cenain
1939-40 Paul McKee Dora V. Smith C C. Cenain
1940-4) Dora V Smunh Mudted A. Dawson €. C. Certatn
1941-42 Mudred A. Dawson  E. W, Dolch J. Conrad Seegess
1942-43 E W. Dolrh Ethel Mabie Falk ] Conrad Secegers
1943-44  E. W polh Eihel Mabie Falk J. Conrad Secgers
1944-45 ¥thel Mabie Falk Dora V. Smith J. Conrad Seegers
1945-46  Eihel Mabse Falk Dora V. Smith J. Conrad Seegers
1946-47 Ethel Mabie Falk Dora V. Smith J. Conrad Seegurs
1947-48 Bernice E. Leary Gerald A. Yoakam  Mildred A. Dawson
1948-49 Gerald A. Yoakam  Harold A. Anderson  Mildred A. Dawson
1949-50  Haiold A Anderson Bess Goodykoontz  Gerwrude Whipple
1950-51 “dgar Dale Ruth G. Sirickland  Gertrude Whipple
1951-52 John J. DeBoer F.oy lvan Johnson  Gertrude Whipple
1952-58  Dawid H. Russell Ruth G. Swrickland ~ Gerwrude Whipple
1953-54 Ruth G. Sinckland A, Sierl Ardey Helen A. Murphy
1954-55 Gertrude Whipple  Angela M. Broening Helen A. Murphy
1955-56 A Ster] Artley Marion A. Anderscn  Helen A. Musphy
1956-57 Marion A Anderson Mary Aznella Gunn  Helen A. Murphy
195758 Mary Agneila Gunn  Thomas D. Horn Helen A, Murphy
1958-39 Thomas I't. Horn Ralpli €. Suger Helen A. Murphy
i959-60 Ralph C Siager Helen M. Roanson  Margaret Early
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Year
1960-61

1961-62

1962-63
1963-64
196:4-65
1965-66
1966-67
1967-68
1968-69
1969-70
1970-71
1971-72
1972-73

Yeur

1973-74
1974-75

1975 76
19%0-47

1977-78
1978-:9

1979-80
1980-81
1981-32

1982-43

1983-84

President
Helen M. Rabinson

Constzace M
McCullough
Russell G. Stauffer
Margaret Early
Theodore Clymer
JYeanne §. Chall
Mary C. Austin
Helen Huus
Albert }. Harns
Walter T. Penty
Dotores Durkin

H. Alan Robinson
Renneth Goodnian

PCreadent

Richard Hodges
Coleman Marnson

Alvina Treut
Burrows

Sara W. Lundsteen
Samiel Wentraub
Ragert Emams

Martha L, King
P David Pearson
Ray €. O'Donnell

James R Squire

Johanna$,
DeSelane

Vice-President

Constance M.
McCulloueh
Russeil G Stauffer

Mazgarer Early
Theadore Clyine:
leanne § Chall
Mary C. Austin
Helen Huus
Albert }. Harni-
Walher T, Peuy
Dolares Durkin
H. Alan Robinson
Kenneth Goodman
Richard Hodges

Preadent-Flect

Coleman Mornson
Alvina Them
Burrows

Sara W Lundsieen

Samuel Weintraub
Roben Emans
Martha L. King

P. David Pearson
Roy C. O Daonnell
Janes R. Squire

johr ma S
DeStelano
Robert Dykstza
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Secretgry-
Treasurer

Margaret Early

Margaret Early

Helen Huus

Helen Hu.:

Helen Haus
Helen Huus
William Eler
William Eller
Wiham Eller
Caleman Marrison
Coleman Murnison
Coleman Morrison
Roy A. Kress

Secretary-
Treasurer

Roy A. Kress
Roy A. Krese

Helen K. Smith

Helea K Smnh
Helen K. Smith
Johanna S.
DeStefano.
Secrewary;,

James R, Squire,
Tteasurer
DeStefano/Squire
DeSietano/ Squure
Bernuce Cullinan,
Secretary:

Edeen I'way,
Treasurer
Cullinan- I'way

Jerome Harste,
Secretary.,
Eileenn Tway,
Treasurer




Appendix B:
The Bulletins

The bulletins published by NCRE are listed below in chronological
order. The first nine bulletins wre numbesed and were published
annually (except the eighth, which was published in the same year as
the ninth). Since 1941 bulletins have not been numbered, nor have
they appeared annually.

Most bulletins, especially after the early ones, were written by several
persons. The names listed ire editors of the bulletin cornmittees.

Research in Elementary Language: A Report of Problems and
Progress 11933), Harry A. Greene

A Cntical Summary of Selective Research tn Elementary School
Composition. Language, and Grammar (1934). Walter S.
Guiler and Emmett A. Beuts

Reading Disabilittes and Therr Correction: A Crtical Summary
of Selective Research (1935}, Emmen A. Betts

Research Problems m Reading in the Elementary School (1936)
Dov.ald D. Dugrell

rrnciples of Method in Elementary English Composttion {(1937),
Harry A. Greene

Elementary School Language Textbooks: A Survey of Thewr Use
and a Summary of Related Research Studies (1938), Mildred
A. Dawson

Vocabulary Problems in the Eiementary School (1939), J. Conrad
Scegers

Eraluating Instruction tn English 1 the Lementary Schools of
New York (1941 Dora V. Smith

Reading in the Intermediate Grades (1941), Gertrude Whipple

Readabiliey (1949), Edgar Dale

Education and the Mass M-dwa of Communication (1950), John
J. DeBoer

Readiness for Reading and Related Lan_uage Arts: A Digest of
Current Research (1950), Nila B. $mith

Interpreting Language: £ Lssenhal of Understanding (1951),
J. Conrad Seegers
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Areas of Research Interest i the Language Arts (1952), Nila
B. Smith

Factors That Infiuence Language Growth (,952), Dorothea
McCarthy

Child Development gnd the l.anguage Arts (1953), Pavid H.
Russel}

Interrelationships among the Language Arts (1954), A. Sterl
Artley

Cnitical Readmg: An Introduction (1959), E. Elona Sochor

Children's Writing: Research tn Composition and Related Skills
{1961). Alvina Treu. Burrows

Research Methods m the Language Arts (1961), Carleton M.
Singleton

Development of Taste tin Luterati:re (1963), Nila B. Smith

Language and the Higher Thought Processes {1905), Russell
G. Stauffer

Research on Handwrnting and Spelling (1966). Thomas D. Hern

Research m Oral Language (1967). Walter T. Peuy

Readebility in 1968 (1968), John R. Borm: ‘h

What We Xnow about High Schoot Reading (1969). Mary
Agnella Gunn

Research Bases for Oral Language Instruction (19731}, Thomas
D. Horn

Teacher Effectiveness in Elementary Language Arts: A Progress
Report (1974), H. Alan Robinson and Alvina Treut Rurrows

Help for the Reading Teacher- New Dwections in Research
(1975), William D. Page

Help for the Teacher of Written Compositon: New Directions
in Research (1976), Sara W. Lundsteen

Secondary School Reading: What Resea~ch Reveals for Class-
room Practice (1982), Allen Berger and H. Alan Robinson
{Cosponsored by MCRF and ERIC Clearinghouse on Reading
and Communication Skills)




