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Yo ABSTRACT

The‘purpoSe_of this study was to examine thé opinions held

by parents concerning their involvement in EarlyChildhoOdServices

‘ 'klndergarten programs These opinions Qere investigated,hy'a
.checkllst questlonnalre designed to determlne the present and ifSlred
involvement'of.parents'in the program. In addltaon,'some parents,
| selected at random, were intervieued. |

In general,_the_findings‘indicated that of the.fifty tasks~
analyzed, for twentycfive of”them,‘tﬁe majority.of'the parents are -
presentlyynot inv01Vea but desire‘in;Zlvement;/ for'eiqhteen of the -
flfty tasks analyzed the majorlty of the parents are >resently not

y\

. ﬂl .
'nvolved and desire not td.be’inVOIVed. -For the remalnlng seven
" tasks analyzed the majorlty of the parents are presently anOlVed
and de51re 1nvolvement. For no task& was it found thgz the majorlty

4

areapfesently involved.hut de31re no719volvement.

The study furthe revealed that all‘parents found the term;
parent 1nVo1vement, to/be extremely dlffxcult to deflne When’ asked:
' "What do you lake nn?i about’ parent involvement?" sl1ght1y over“
rrsixty per- cent of the’ subjects' responses centered around thelr
5fdesire to have an 1nterest§1n and- an awareness of their child’ s

.prqg;ess inwthe\grégr iy 6ver 91xty per cent of‘the subjects were.
of the:opinion~th;?ﬁhﬂ%/parents that- want to be 1nvolved should be
| and: thét each parent should have the right to make thxs decision.
Sllgh 1y over one—half of the subgects were of the‘oplnlon that the

Local Advxsory Commlttee was a useful commlttee because accordlng

“to E. C S. guldellnes a commlttee must be struck before government

IO

<
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fuhding_is to be éranted, .Ovet 6ne¥thifd of the resp§ndepts:§ére
unqerfain as to the usefﬁlness of‘tbé.L.é}C.\S}ﬁEé they:had quknOW-
lgdqe_éf the funqtion'of this;coﬁmitﬁee. 'QVér one—quafter of the
: subjecés expressed the opinibn théfjparent ih?olvemeht céuld be ‘ ;

imgroved through greater acceptance of parents by téachérs_and

administrators. .
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_CHAPTER T -

P

THE PROBLEM
'I. INTRODUCTION AND BACKGROUND TO THE PROBLEM

In the epring of 1973 the Albetta provincial govetnment_'
.established the Early éhildhood Services'(E,CTS.) ptogram’in'
conjunction with the departments'of Educetion, Health  and Sooial"
Development Culzure, Youth and Recreatlon and onanced Educatlon,
with departments such. as Agrlculture and Manpower and Labour
prov1dlng spec1el serv1ces.(Governmentzof Alberta, 19?3,-p. l).
Accordlng to the Operatfbns Handbook (Government of Alberta, ':“
1973)3the'centtal purpose'of E;C.S..is to develop and implement '
effective programs to meet the‘specific'needs:of pre—school.cn}loren;
Any emphasis placeo upon parent, staff and community programsrehould
" have, as.lts.ultimate purpose, the enhancement oflthe'onality of
life_of-childfen. .This”is~tne;underlying‘fector in planniné and
>implementinq;programsﬂat all levele.. o
.6nepuerequisite for implementing an.E;C,S.'ptogtem i;.a
glven conmunlty:is perental.involvement._'E;C.S; will not "endorse,
approve;tor financiallysupport"piogfamé which.oobnot have the
Gommitment of parents: | -
g involvement'andﬂeo—operation of pafents'l
and community agencie 'in the decision-making
process which affect vital: areas of ‘their own
" and” their children's lives is strongly

endorsed (Government of Alberta, 1973, P. 18)

_ To recelve governmental f1nanc1a1 support operators of E C S



"kindergarten!-programs must also establish a Local Advisory Committee‘
(L.A.C;). E.Cts. policy states‘that tO'be effective programs must-l
" have a strong commitment on the part.of_parents of children and_the
’locaI’COmmunitv, | 3 |

with an enrolment ofrapproximately 25,000 children between

the ages of 4 1/2 and 5 1/2 years, the E.C.S. program is now well

«

1nto its second year of Operatlon (Government of Alberta, 1975)

- However llttle research or evaluatlon concernlng parent. 1nvolvement

'ln E.C.S. 'klndergarten Jprograms has been conducted.”
Parent,anvolvement has become somewhat controverslal 1n the

early chlldhood 'krndergarten programs ané although a pauc1ty of
\

research supports the value and the nece351ty of parental 1nvmlvement,
no research, in ‘the wrrter 's knowledge, has’ been conducted with

regard to parental perceptlon.of 'klndergarten 1nvoIvement.

¢

‘This study 15 a descrxptlve survey, undertaken and de 1gned

to explore the perceptlons held by a selected group of parents about '

o

- certain varlables related to parental 1nvolvement in E. c. S."klnder—'

‘ .garten ‘programs.,

II. STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM
y

The central problem of this study is to: examlne the attltudes

"-and oplnlons fgld.by parents concern;ng their 1nvolvement 1n E.C. s._

| ,'klndergarten programs wrth respect to the followlng research .

' quest10ns:»

i What does parent 1nVOlvement mean to the respondent?

V

2.7 How do parents feel about parental 1nvolvement?



N

3. How are parents presently 1nvolved in the program?b.
4. How do parents de51re to be 1nvolved 1n.the program?
5. What are‘the parents' perceptlons of the Local Advxsory
. Committee? |
6. How can parental 1nVOlvement be improved?
These six questlons served as the - framework for formulatlng
the tasks in the checkllst—questxonnalre and the items 1n the inter-

view schedule. The study‘also attempted to determlne 1f there are
any relatlonshlps between the attltudes and oprnlons concernlng
parent 1nvolvement in the E.C.5. 'klndergarten programs held by
parents actiVely involved -on Local Adv1sory Commlttees and parents
who are not 1nvolved on L.A. C. .

The flrst sectlon of the 1nvestlgatlon consrsts of a
checkllst—questlonnalre contalnlng flfty tasks de51gned to determlne
the present and de91red 1nvolvement of parents in the program w1th |

.regard to the follow1ng flve areas- serv1ce,&{/structlonal support, .
fdecrslon—maklng, admlnlstratlon and parent growth and development.

. The second sectlon of the 1nvestlgat10n con51sts of an 1ntervxew

vwith selected[parents;, : |

III. ExPERi@nTAL SETTING

; b

-The'population‘for the 1nvestigat10n consists of all parents‘
. whose chlldren attended a funded E. C S, 'kindergarten program in. an
Edmonton Publlc School during the 1974-75 school year From thls

popuIatlon six partxcrpatlng schools were selected.‘ All ‘the parents,

whose chlldren attended the E C S."klndergarten program in these




A

- schools, constituted the subjects for the study. The size of the

sémplé was three hundred and forty-two. ‘From this sample a randomly
selected number'of forty-two parents-—seven from each school, two
L.A.C. parents and five‘non—L.A.C. parents—were interviewed,for

the study.
IV. DEFINITION OF KEY TERMS

For the purposes of thie survey and report, the following
meanings' were attached to specific terms:

Task . An activity related to a specific function that

N - N o o

parents perform as part of their involyeﬁbQ§ in E.C.S. 'kindergarten'
. ) .. ‘. - ' ! :
programs. ' : o _ '%

Attitude. A state of mind regarding Some matter, as
indiqatinq opinionAOr pﬁrpose.

.”Oginioh.' A view, judgment, or appraisal formed in the mind.

- about a particuler'matter or particular matters (Webster, 1971,

Sy

p. 1582). The'terme "comment” and "feeling" were used 'synonymously

i? the interviews.

'Parent involvement. Parents, whose children attend a funded
E,C.S; program, who gaVe of their time. and service inlimplemedting
¢ . .

and operatang the partlcular program in. thelr communlty.

Local Advxso;y Commlttee (L.A.C. ) A commlttee con51st1ng

§of a co-ordinator (generally the teacher or prlnclpal)p representa~

/4

Jtlves of 1nterest:3 communlty agen01es (publlc health, preventrve
soc1al serv1ces, parks and recreatlon, etc ) ‘and. a ma rlty of

parents whose function is the planning, development and operatLOn



S

- of the program and provision for direct contactzgnd-involvement with

[N

‘the community (Government of Alberta, 1973, p. 14-18) .

}

/
7

Majoritx. ,50.0 per cent or hore of the respondents.'
V. ASSUMPTIONS MADE IN THE STUDY

B

‘In order to proceed®with the investigation and to interpret

.

»

- and formulate'conclusions ffom.the'collected data, it was-necessary

"to make'therfollowing essumptions: o U “

. .,

(1) .The checklist—queStionnaire'represente an accurate and
: P _ _ A C o .

complete description of the tasks.

{2) The tasks as described would bé berceived 51milarly by o

[

all subjects involved 1n the study

./
g

(3L The subjects perceptions of tasks performed lS a

basis for determining parent involvement

' (4) Parents have definite views concerning parental 1nvolve—
' : . , > ‘ :

ment and these, opinions are measurable. :

(5)- The responses to the checklist—questionnaire will

‘Taccurately reflect the ways in which parents in E. C S. 'kindergarten

‘programs have been involved during the 1974-75 5chool year.

s

(6) The study will provide information to be of value to b

!

“the University, E. C S.; the Edmonton Public School Board and the

'Iesearcher., :i{_ 'f;'f '_;:' j._ : dé?_

s

/

SRR PR ' 3 LiuxTATioNs.or;tHE‘sTUoYgf

The validity of the findings of this investigation is’

limited 1n the followinq ways:
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'(l) Ind1v1dual 1nterpretatron of. the tasks may have var;ed

3
somewhat from subject to Sub]ect. o '\\5 4
(2) Because the respondents questxoned in the investlgatlon
have chlldren in a partlcular school system, the ‘results are gener-
allzable beyond that system in only a limited way.
(3f There are other.lmportant‘gggups, forrexample, teachers .
and admlnlstrators, who undoubtedly hold certaln oplnlons toward
‘Parental\lnvolvement in E.C.s..'klndergarten’ programs . These '
B attltudes, although they certalnly would be relevant in a’ study of
parental 1nvolvement, are not examlned here \ | |
(4) Parents,.who havelbeen“inundated‘bylforms for completion; .
"_may be reluctant to respond to the checkllst-questlonnalre. g
’}5) Parente, who view parental 1nvolvement as a éosxtlve
.component of the E.C. s. 'kxndergarten program, wouid heimotlvated

.to respond and- return the checkllst-questlonnalre. Parepts with

negatlve or 1nd1fferent attltudes might not respond at all

m-VIi;‘_SUMMARY -

fhe foregoing chapter has 1ntroduced the reader to the study; .
1_pre$ented the problem to be 1nVestlgated, stated the research | .
hiquestlons and dlscussed the assumptions and limitations of the, study
_ The remainder of the report is present in the’ followrng |
“LChaPters-fA:‘qftf’»ﬂ';l'n‘.~"ff.h".h 'o."."‘“ " | |

| Chapter IT -J?Reyiew,of~Re1gﬁéd4Lrterature.and Reeearchf.;
' .Chapter III - Procedure"lt aji'",: i.; 3:2 ;'.tf: | TQ.V*

Chépternfxv Analysis of the Data S



Chapter V .- Summary of the Study, Conclusions, Recommenda-

tions for Further Research..
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CHAPTER II

REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE AND RESEARCH
- SN ) - o . i
~ In this chapter the,literature,related to thig, study is’

rev1ewed under the followlng headlngs ,

’(1)- therature and Research on Parental Involvement :

j {2)  The Alberta Scene. -
I. LITERATURE AND RESEARCH ON. PARENTAL. INVOLVEMENT

' Parent 1nvolvement prlor to the 1950's con31sted prlmarlly

through organlzatlons such as the Parent Teacher Assoc1at10n (P T.A.).

"In the last decade con51derable 1nterest ‘has arlsen 1n developlng

more cogent tles between parents and the’ school ‘No other issue

oo

on the urban scene is as strateglc as that of c1tizen part1c1patlon

(Bourgeois, 1969 p. 243) However, 1t is well to note that as far'

»

';back as 1537 the value of parental 1nvolvement was noted

e Parents and teachers should not anly be acqualnted
' ~ with each other . . . Parents and teachers should
* be familiarly 11nked together in amity and continual.
..conference for their common . charge, and each 'should.
_trust in the judgment and personal good w111 of the
other (Lombard, 1937, p. 1) .

Three hundred years later the first Natlonal Congress %f L

Mothers held its convention.v Thls body was’ the forerunner of what is
l-knOWn today as the P T A., one of the largest parent 1nvolvement .h_ .
; groups in the United States. while the P T, A has an extremely 1arge :;'

| hembershxp it has tended to become more sooial than politlcal(xoernerg

, )Unlike programs for older.children, early childhood programs
o _/A\

P
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often rely‘heaVLly on the 1nvolvement of parents; éart of this
arises ffbm the early history of early childhood education programs
Awhich placed almost as much emphaSis on the education of mothers as
it did on the education of the young children.. Contrary to crltics‘
of early'childhood education who argue;that:schools_will replace the‘
~ home in the rearing of the’ehila,wkindereartens have often been |
| created by:the parents whose children they were designed'to serye,» -
Parents have.definite ideas-redardingvwhatVexperiences they desire
for their youngsters and many of - them are w1111ng ‘to invest consxd— vvy»'
’ ‘erable effort in- ach1ev1ng what‘they want. |

. It is the popular belief in Canada that parents have the
iright to:rear their offspring as they see fit. ln actual practice;
. the right»of'the parentfto raise his children as he chooses is
. yabridged in a number of ways to ensure the safety and education of
_the child -Most proy;nces;legislate;compulsory education. Eyery
’parent must:send his child to schobl during certain years of the
'child's life., This 1egal requirement grows as much out of the
cultural need to malntain the socxal order as from the personal
_needs of children and thelr parents (Spodek, 1972, p.,257)

Parents make the dec1sion to enroll their child in an early
’-childhood proéram'and to keep hlm there, since education 1s usually
not compulhory until the chlld 1s 8ix years of age.' How the parent‘
i~feels about the particular early childhood program and the teacher
d-_1s of extreme 1mportance to the panent, the school and the Chlld
'.QBoth the home and the«school have 2 responsxbility for what happens ‘:;PV

!

>";75to the ch11d,°and neither can work completely independently of the
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»other. The most desirablelprogram for the child results only if a
co—operative.working relationship'is-established. | |
Recogn121ng the famlly as the prlme‘agent of socxallzatlon.
and educatlon, SOClOloglstS, psycholoqlsts and educators have con-»
cluded that the famlly unit is” the settlng in Whlch personallty,
motlvatlon for learnlng and development of. achlevement behav1ors are '
"1n1t1ated (Bloom, 1964 Goodacre, 1970; Shlpman, 1972; Borth, 1974)
_'Investlgatlons and research concerning famlly factors assoc1ated

hthh 1ntellectual and personallty behav1or and development 1nd1cate "

'

Ca

- that the famlly is the key factor in the learnlng processes and
'development of the chlld (Gordon, 1968, p. 24)
Some educators have taken the posxtlon that the school system-

.§\'

:'lS further felt that the home. should be the place for 1nvolvement,2A'i

must. take the lnltxatlv the fostering of parent 1nvolvement. It - -

,but, if it cannot be accompllshed there, then the school must do it.

4

- o ' . g
,Generally parents are interested in their chlldren s - ' ’
education and are eager for them to succeed in
school; their ‘seeming indifference and apathy
- reflect their lack of knowledge regarding the
nature of the demands the school will place on
- their chlldren ‘and’ their’ lack of skills. concerning . -

> ways in which they can prepare their children for
*"the transition from home to school, and' reinforce

. and support school efforts made on behalf of thelr ¥ -

= _~children (p. 145) o I T S S

.Fusco (1966) clalms . f_: . - SR rd

o

e

t'Fusco s conclusion is that the schOol must take the 1n1t1at1ve.r_'
‘..It has been found,.however, that parents often v1ew the school thh‘
N skepticxsm and pessimasm and are not 1nterested in the 1mp051tlon pfi ffff\\
'htnf school values and attitudes upon thelr way»of llfe (Koerner,‘»; | ce

“51961) Lxddle and Rockwell (1966) point ouc-~
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.11

. adults do not have to be well educated to
be intellectually stlmulatlng to young children .
parents can learn to play the 1mportant ‘function .
« of show1ng, telling, and 1lsten1ng to thelr
chlldren (p.l398) :

They. sugqest some type of home—school llalson program which reflects
the de51re to have the parent accept the school model and learn to
implement it at home. | )

. Other lnvestlgators clalm that the 5001o-cu1tural environment
determlnes dlfferent patterns of abllltleS, and that changlng the

soc1al class p051tlon characterlstlcs would presumably lead to the

¢

greatest comparable change in performance (Clausen, 1968; McCandless,
‘ R
-1968 Margolln, 1974) ThlS léads to the’ assumptlon that the school y

'may be 1ncorrect in 1ts model and that parental 1nvolvement requlres
1chang1ng the school rather than changlng the famlly. These views -
.‘are similar to. Moynlhan s (1965) oplnlon that schools deal only Wlth
- the educatlon aspect and fail to be concerned w1th other famlly llfe
sltnations. ® | |
The advent of research 1nd1cat1ng the lmportance of the’ home,3
to- the growth and development of the . ch11d has been parallelled by. a

:ubvement to establlsh improved relatlonshlps between home and school
)

. (Sharrock, 1970) Wlth llttle attentlon to any allenatlon whlch has.

' fexlsted between the two institutlons (Taylor, 1972), home and school

v

re belng exhorted to enter into a partnershlp (Beyer, "1959; - Sayler,_.'

o f1971 Newman, 1971) ‘A number of authors urge that the schools pro-

' Lv1de more xnformatron for parents concernlng educatiOnal pdbgrams .

ftand methods and parental involvement (Heffernan and Todd, 1969,

"~

'-Lewis, 1970, Taylor, 1972, Spodek, 1973)
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sharrock (1970) in rev1ew1ng the research on home and school
relations: 1hd1cated that although research 1nto this. fleld had
lncreased since the mld—51xt1es, the area dealing specifically w1th
Jtypes of parental rnvolvement and thelr extent and“effectlveness
remained-relatiyely unexplored. Research of this nature, most of
" which hasvheen conoucted‘in British.brimary'ane secondary schools,
,shows that attempts have been»made to'deternine_the number.of Parent-
.Teaoher Associations in operation. There is, however; 1itt1e,vi
' apart from small sgale surveys, to 1nd1cate thelr range of
v.actln;ties.h The Plowdéen- Report (1967) and Green (1968) gave some
indication of ‘the range of contacts exlstlng.between parents and .
eteachers;‘hnt 1rttie enidence of-theirleffectiveness.' |
o - _ Research in the field of»parental rnvolvement‘by_Various
'institutions ana agencies has_nogcommon characteristics in either
goals orvdesion.' To some degree, all one can learn is that a
varlety of procedures have been trled that goals and evaluatlons
' have not been clearly spec1f1ed and that most . Judgments are sub—
jective. _11 ' L | o
. We speak.of parent partlolpatlon‘or parent lnvolvement in
educatlon but at what level of the educatlonal proJESé is the _
0 .
Htparent really 1nvolved? According to Gordon (1968), Hess et al,
(1971),‘ reenwood, Brievogel and Blssent (l972),,and Pomfret (1972)
there are f1Ve levels or categorles of parent involvement' parents

'as supporters, educators, teacher a581stants, clerlcal asslstants

’and de01s1on-makers.‘
o

iht the flrst level parent rnvolveﬁent or partic1patlon means



tnat parents yill either be~an audience getting the nessage and

- listening to the.word or they will be involved as bystanders and
observers visiting.the'school to see“what-the‘professional‘teacher_
t,does; o o o R ‘ . \

| 'When we move\one step h;ghe. and seek'to invglve.the oarent
. as a direct and active‘geacher oftt’ chald, what is it we wi}l ask
,him‘or her to teach? 'Questionnnges andfobservations, hoyever,
reflect the bias ofvchanging‘the family cattern_tovmeet the schools'’
: and'rtofessionals' concepts of what_the home ought to he; )
At‘a'thirdﬁievel, Qhen parents are involved in active roles

in the school as aides and voluntedrs, the major thrust is the

change of the parent rather than the change in the school. The

goal ‘would seem to be to change or . help the child, ‘! to change or

help the‘parent. If change is the‘goal, changes in skills and
. . - ; / : .
K}

Iattltudes would be affected

fourth level would involve the parent as a tralned pald

A\

worker in the school Setting. Although all these types of 1nvolve~ ‘

" ment 1mply a change in the value system of the parent, is not such

partlcipatlon usually designed to prov1de support for goals already..

establlshed by professxonals?

A flfth approach to parental part1c1patlon and 1nvolvement
“hés been suggested in the form of parent control of the school

board and school system. Although thlS may seen,revolutlonary when

Bl

'proposed for urban parents, actually the rlght to elect school

.
°

‘_fboards, to partlcipate iﬁ dec1elonymak1ng and to help set the -tax

‘burden, 13 enjoyed by most rural parents1 Decentralizatlon of the |

13
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school dist;riéts in >1arge‘urban areas 1s another example :} the

'attempt to bring the school system under local control. When we
! . : P ’ e . . .
move to local control, the parénts, rather than being_reéipients,

become participants in decision-making about’curric@lum; textbooks,

instruction, selection of teachers and perhaps even the training

-

‘of teachers.

" A multiplicity of programs have been developed and implé- e
. b . . . |

mented resulting in many parents becoming involved as participants

of such programs. Parent participation or involvement runs the

.gé@ut of all these lebels in early childhood programs and it .is

difficult to say'which modeis work best under given conditions. To

compensate for the considerable variation of parental roles in-darly

!

.,ﬁniversityiénd cdlxege:fesearch brojgcts:inydlving;pafents are

chilthod'prééramé some éttemp£s are being made to claséifyiang

,categofizelﬁhé_task_assigﬁéd }oléé (Calveft,'lé?l;bﬂesg eg al, 1971;
EarlyvChiidhood‘SerVices, 1974). .
) During‘the'léét'décade, pafent inﬁélvemént érogxams hayé".

- ‘ =

received impetus from three major areas. Programs have originated

" as’ university-research pfojects;'as efforts from local school

systems or community agenciesand as Federally supported national -

programs in the quted States.

Univeréity Research Programs
The brief descriptidns‘offthe foliowing programs- are’
seléctivevréther than comprehenSiVe’due:to the néwneSs of the figld

and the ihconclusive'fihdingsvof projects still in pxdétess._ Othér

\

- underway at bther majdf’institutions using.designs'analogphsvto o

14
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'lthose describig)below. Theuaspects of~the programs which emphasize

parent involvement will be discussed here.

-

Boston University Project — The initial approach to parents

_to éolicit attendance of their children to the.school was made

through a professional family workef; Once the child was in school,

the teacher was responsible for maintaining continuous contact

~f‘£hrough»home,yisits and dail§ formal and informal contact with

mothers.

93

" The baSic parental involvement procedure,‘beyond thé almost

daily contact betweenfteacher_ano mother, was case work. The family

work was carried on by social-workers and a public heélth nurse:

0 ) .- Lo
There was no "formal curriculum" of parent -education and the usual

case work procedures were the main,technique employed. Parental

iﬁvolvemént-rested prédominantly with the'teacher_and'the Epcia1A

. workers. vThe,former was concerned with the child; the latter with

2

the parents.

Peabody College Pro;ect — Thls pro]ect in 1961 focused on

the coustlons of the home The goal was to have the mother see

: herself as a teacher and to 1nvolve her as an actlve partlc1pa§%.

Klau and Gray (1967) 1n thelr report ‘of the pIOJAHlf:§itede’

e A most of- the motbers carrled respon31b111t1es
 that sapped their energies, both physical and
"emotional; thus, any, requests that demanded
-addltxonal time and energies would seem 0ver—
whelming (p. 18) .-

e

The essential features were a combination of a cognltlve

’ orlentatlon, a pre~school program and follow—up into regular school

e .\‘.‘-.

‘ 7'\'- oy
S -

15



accompanied by a systematic home visithy_program’qg%hg profesgionals.
to assist the mother in supplementing the child's educational '
b . . . N - “ . \- N

'experience.

[

University of Illinois'Projéct — This- project was designed

to stody the‘effect thét.short—term parent trainihghin instruction
t‘would have oh the intellgctuél and language develOpment‘of the.chile.
’Three teachers, experienceé in preéschool'eduoetion,'instructed the
_ mothers on how to make educatlonal games and toys from 1nexpen51ve
’ materlals found in their homes, hel’; them to understand ways to
use. the(materlals. | i | o

| In essence{ this program més similar to the Peéhody progrem
in that it fooused,Ohlhelplng,the mother to serve as a teaoher.‘ The
essential dlfferencejwaé the:diredt‘inrolvemeht,of the'perent in -the
- creation and otilization of teaching materials, . This ls far’removed'
~ from the case work;orientation'of the’Boetonloroject.ahd'one step up
the'lihe_of parental involvemeht.from,the home leitor program‘at o -/fs_

Peabody College;“ v i. R Lo - R f}_}

Howard Un1Vers1ty Project _— The major ob]ective, in addlt}on '

s

to helplng the children,/was.’

T e et to help the. child en's. parents partlclpate /
"~ 'in-and contribute to theix chxldren s enlarged .
S . experience and tg widen their interests and -
T ‘ kriowledge ‘5o -thdt they might make use of the - o
: -1 facilities and opportnnities available in their
S neighborhoods and in their communlties (Kittrell,
' 1968, p 135) : .

o ‘The program con31sted of group meetlngs held at the- school A

or in the nelqhborhood, in which the parents worked together to f‘ ;.
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make things for the school and-diecussed'veriousnchi;d care concerns
such. as nntrrtion.and ways to answer‘children's questions. The '
'second phase of- the program con51sted of 1nd1v1dua1 parent';r51ts to
the school to observe.children and to participate as'volunteers,to
“help the teacher(‘ . | .
| In comparieon with the,Illrnoié andta»abody pro]ects.there ,:

was . ‘no organized currlculum for parents ‘beyond 1nvolvement and the .

utllizat;on of parental questionsvand_concerns as they emerged as

(‘..
{':;“:?

Jguidelinescfor the teacher and other staff membere_in providing
%inEOrmition‘for-the'parents. Thefperent prooram resembled thet.of
"the parent coeoperativebnursery'echool plus the speciel featnres of
home Vieitetion; .1 '_ " o :r'% |

. ‘ .
' UnlverSLty of Florlda Project — The Florlda Educatlon

‘Program, one. of the better known pro;ects, headéd by Gordon (1968)

N T . .

is a home tutorlng program desxgned to teach the mother spe01a1

~

sequentlal tasks to ‘use Wlth her 1nfant beglnnlng at’ age three

/!

months and continuxne through age two.
One of the essentlal differences between thrs program and
J’-other home v1sxt proqrams is the use- of the paraprofessional as the
phome.v1sltor.. Thls required a careful tralning program and a.

"'cont1nuous 1n-serv1ce program for the parent educators. As 1n the

7 o

: case of other projects mentloned, there were dlfficultles encountered

< .
L N . X «

>;1n establishlng and maxntaining rolationshlps._’

As mn the case of the Illinois project, the parent educators i -

. ‘.
o

;3assrsted 1n the development and assesement of the instructional

fmaterials and taught them to oeher mothers in their homes. The other‘
' | r L . L
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programs use direct communlcatlon between profe551onal and parent,

c | , . .
! *

here the cOmmunlcatlon brldqe.ls provided by another parent spec1a11y W

1

'tralnea to play the role of parent—educator. The 1nvestlgatlon

Eed that a relatlonshlp between the parent—educator and the

can be sustained 0ver.time and*that the children involved do

it

'? Implications of University Programsi AAn'analyeis of the

asses ment measures used to test the achievement of program goals

‘seem to tndicate that there is almost a' complete lack of measureS'of
, T o R ‘
- change in parents othér than those gleaned from anecdowes or inter-
views. Severalofactors.may account for-this: (1) the.difficultyfof

measurlng parental growth and 1nVOIVement, (2) the project d1r ctors'

aecisxon that the measurement of chxldren w0u1d be the best ‘ay of

: Ameasuxlng the effectxveness of work w1th parents, and (3)/lack ‘of
adequate measurement dev1ces. T  < nj : ;///_

R N S I

\Although the data collected to date on the e fectiveness of f'

Jd behavior per- ‘

1paren4 1nvolvement in changlng parent attltudes
| E

i ftainin% to the growth of thelr chlldren 1s 1nc nclu31ve, there seems
i to be some\xndicatlon th ,'1t 1s»possrble t 51nvolve parents success-._ ,
'.'£ully in\th;$éducational‘prbcess,. RS

S . : _ :

“ﬁ'

'*"Local Prodrams 5chool and Community

The e are a multltude of education.proqrams in progress in
5«the United S 'tes involviné parent participation. Selection of the
Jfollowing-praqrams 18 based on. the general criterion that parent i

"inVOlvement should he mote than a teacher home visit or social work

Lt
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© program of pupil oafent counsclling, .SomebcorrentvsoudieéihaVe beec
'omittcd since thé éValuation of the p;ograms ha; not yof'been.com;_
pleted. The generdl reseorch=lité;atcre in‘édocdtion wdsxscgrchéd
for.spccificfresea;ch reports‘on‘oarenoai'inOochmcnt. However[voery
féo ErooramsAlisﬁ in systematic‘fashion‘ﬁheir'ooals for parents and-
‘their_desighlcharacterictics; |

¢

Plttsburgh School;;ystem - Parents were utlllzed as pre—

~vschool aldes, as many as four or-flve in the classroom.. They

'conducted some superv1s1on of play, storytelllng and other dutleS.lv

" Home- school relatlons were. conducted by a hiqbly tralned profe381onal

.. who served as a 11axson bctween the prlncipai and the communlty <~:A;{
.fIn,othe: progrdms thds-role’haspecnfturned(ovc?zﬁo'thc Péra—“; y
‘Lhofofessiondi'who-ﬁao a”péfent indfheTcomm nify;“,The‘PrefprimarY e
.:program oet a51de one day a Qeek for gro p pArent meetxags in which
_all younqer smblings came to school and’che parents worked Wlth Ad

1;.the1ffown chxldren..hjc.". 'f e/

: children. The project; direct rs made no effort to conduct tradl- ~



part1c1pated in a variety of act1v1t1es -and se/;ices,'this partici—
»patlon 1s agaln on, the rec1pient level since parents ‘are told by the

school about ways‘in which‘they may help’ thelr children,‘

/
'

San Dlego Schools —_ As part of 1ts adult education program, »

‘a parent particlpatlon class for twenty—five to thirty parents and L :

ER .

their three—to-flve year old chlldren was 1nst1tuted“ All parents
-‘attended one evening a week and also went to school the three

\mornings a week when thelr chxldren were 1n nursery school The

.parent served as teacher a531stant as wall as ‘an observer and

part1c1pated in group work in Chlld development. ‘Goals of the'

o

':program were to enable the parents to understand the child, under- '
:stand themselves and strengthen parent—child relationships and ;
o _
1mprove famlly life.;;'\fiitf nl _Itb l-'A‘.l'vf' ‘A5:»f'}'il f.' B
g i_ The program had a heavy emphasis on. the 1nterpersonal
irelationships and personality development and much lighter emphaSLS .::
: :i{4on orqanized or systematxc cognitLVe programs - e -
o In contrast to the Baltimore and Pittsburgh.pr;qrams, the
n;tf“parents in. the San Diego program act in the capacity of an advisory
,. . committee., 'rhis moves them a step upward m tems of involvement

'1f“from the re01pient category..n,,"::J" =?’f

o Ypaxlanti Schools -~ The main enphasis involved home teaching

/ N

'_"in three,different prograns between l962 and 1967._‘The present iff*r“”

: “,fide application synthesizing what

. \'-‘ ',

. ;bas learned frcm"these proqrams_"
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. .-although these results are only tentative
in view of the small number involved, they do
- corroborate the view of the staff that ‘the program
~ is most effectlve in reachlng parents who are pre-
‘digposed to fostering their child’'s 1ntellectua1 .
development but lack the methodology. :The project"
is least effective with allenated de]ected '
,parents (p. 15) -
" As contrasted with the San Dlego program, whlch concentrated on.

,parent;emot;onal.factors,‘the emphas;s:here‘was on parental cognltive ,
.~ factors.

Hempstead, LongpIsland — The parental 1nvolvement component

\

n..of thls pre-k;ndergarten exper1menta1 program 1nc1uded parent 1nter-v
v1ews in the fall, a minlmum of. one home v151t per semester ‘and
parent educatlon meetlnge held-weekly;z The focus of'the'worhiWLth‘
parents was.almed at enllsting thelr co-operation and flndlng out
what medlcal or social worker serv1ces were needed by the Chlld.
' fhe staff were all professional It may th refore be per—
; cezved tﬁat the parent 13 the reclpient of aid rathIr than a partner -

n the school enterprise. as contrasted with the view held 1n the -

San Dxego preschool program 'Af .,},~“_‘
| Imnlications of Local Prqgramg i The following are | '

characteristic of most of the achool-home parent involvement programs S

which have:been outlinea .iffj"”

_yv.;l ‘A hoite viaitorypxogrﬂm which involves trained personnel to inform N
e ,_‘;.‘parents ~about. schooln and educational .techniqugs’ ,‘*“f‘?m schools.,;.:‘ SR




3. therature, newsletters, fieldtrips used to involve parents in

- school act1v1t1es.
. . ,I

4. Use of parent talent in the schools, in the form of classroom
aides,.jarent aides and professional staff. : .

.Most of the early ChlldhOOd programs stress combinations of the abgve
four-characterlstics, approaching the parent 1nvolvement component
“-in different ways due to ba81c dlfferences 1n orientation. —
| It seems that some school systems see the parent as a

rec1p1ent of eid and v1ew parental 1nvolvement mainly ‘as a technique
hmrﬁamgmemmmtomﬁmmmtMSmmlmdmmmmwwuh
.-the ong01ng school program.‘ Manyhof the programs do not- seem to ‘
t 1nvolve parents at any 1eve1 of the dec151on-mak1ng process.:iThere
does not Seem to be much effort to understand what parents want
".whlch might modify the school '8 organization, curriculum or teaching
style to meet community needs.~ | »

There seems to.be no stated objectives bf educators as to

why they seek an 1mproved home-school relationship beyond the generalﬁ -

‘“_1mplication that a co-operative climate is- to be desired Most ;_

'lprograms do not specify what changes they are seeking in home f' ff'ii SO

-

.charactetistics which might occur because of improved relationshlps '4
' between home and school. Nevertheleas, the efforts at parental
ziinvolvement do represent a great step forWard from the P T A

.wapproach and do indicate a desire to communicate and to wotk closely’ L

A'aQ with parents to improve existing conditions.?
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;ﬁ%tional programs whlch\emphaSize actlve parent 1nvolvement Theee.
Anational programs have built their, programs upon the research
'-developed’by the un1versrt1ee and local community programs.during

y the last’ decade. The emphasxs on parent 1nvolvement, however, is
based on the aSSumption that parents are not”to be . seen simply as

recrpients of aid but as active partners in the child development.

O

process.

Head Start e— ‘The Head.Start program began in 1965 ae a -
crash summer program rn many large urban areas and has: developed;;inu
most cases, into a. year round child development program : The O E;b.k'
‘guidelines for Head Start and Parent Child Centers reflects its
:‘vrew concerning the deCLsion—making power of the parent f:j; hihgi'

. ’The opportunity for parents to take part in making
: : gi_deCLSions is a major ‘goal : ‘of the Head Start pro-.i
S gram Lo perhaps the most important parental.
S u,'tdec1sion-making can center around pinpointing-the o
*j[_needs of their children. Parents know .the home - .- . -~ "'~
-‘1Ibackground, ‘the’ problems. they face and the order
'f‘in which they feel these probleis ought to be met

-‘h~The adviee of parents is essential in planning and ,
P carrying forth the. ‘Head Start: Child Development
- .. Program. " Parents should have .a chance at the very ,
5‘5earliest stages of organization to ake suggestions
. and reco ndations as members of planning and
, ;advisory roups.‘ Parents' representatives should
'_;jbe choaen througl democratic methods (1967, p. 14).

Thé structure Of Head Start differs from that of the other.:-'?

[

t_erprograms described in its requiremente for parental involvement ln !iyff

17hfydécision-makinq and organization. Infaddition }o servmng on

"U:fadvisory committees, parents are encoura:ﬁdfto’:olunteer their.:rv

" aides and the like, and to participats in opportunities for parent -



‘educatioh.‘ Such education may include child‘developmeht}jnutrition
and famlly 11fe act1v1ty

fs to the effects of parent 1nvolvement, a summary of research

\

1nd1cated that: o e T .

. . . those parents who volunteered to partlclpabe
seem to feel 1less alienated, felt more positivel

. toward the program, made. greater use of community

’ servxces and had’ more intact famlly ‘structures than
comparable non-Head Start famllles (McDavld, 1967,

p- 4).
vit.has alsogbeen founo~that children whose‘parents'were

volﬁntary‘participaﬁts,inhﬂead Start?contiautho do better.thanpf

~

E ohildren.whose parents had heeh\actively reoruited"for.participatiné

in‘the'program, This mlght 1nd1cate that the 1n1tial group of

"voluntary parents had more 1nterest and p051t1Ve attltudes to. begln -

'nw1th than did others who did ‘not part1c1pate. Parents felt that :

oo

§ the program was benef1c1al to their chlldren and that in learnlng

: about child development and child rearxng thelr asplratlons were

L
(

-raxsed- As in most programs of parent 1nvolvement, the problem of

ehreaching the most difflcult qroup of, parents—-those who are
B T | :
'apathetzc-has not been solved ‘",‘ , ; S

Although moat parents view the program poaitiVely, evaluators

f{ comment that more parent partlcipation should be encouraged by

Q,f-intensively involving parents in the Center s activxties, by more ool

‘,'1maginative means of strenqthenzng the relatxonshxp between home and

‘ -:school and through greater emphasis on the importance of the home s :

N reinforcement of the school's efforts. o
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" parent Ch11d Centers — Thls program began in 1968 and was.

planned to be a comprehen51ve program empha5121ng the famlly as the

. agency to be served. Intellectual stimulatlon activities begln with

prenatal educatlon of the mother, a program of stlmulatlon 1n 1nfancy,

day care and -an educatlon prooram for the parents in Chlld develop-

ment. As in Head*Start, parenta; 1nvolvement may takeumanytforms_
from;serving:on advisory boardS'to:reoeivingAaid; Each oenter nnet
A_have parents‘and other oonmnnity personnel.on tne planningfoommittee
and on the'policy'advieory‘eommittee. | | ' |

' This program represents a downward and upward extension of
[ . RN . g . . .

Head Startdﬁith emphasis on thevprevailingitheory of the impottjpce“ :

of the earIYiyears in setting the stage .for both'intellectualyand‘

personality-development. '

Follow Thrq_gh Program — Thls 1s an upward exten51on of

‘Head Start begun in,the fall of 1967 on. a pilot basxs in forty
Icommunlties. It came 1nto being because evaluatlons of Head Start
; ! Lo
- 1nd1cated that many children who showed gains ln the Head Start

"programs were not maxntaining those gains in a- conventlonal school

i ; program._ The Follow Through Program was]deslgned to carry the Head _

SR Start comprehensive service for children into fxrst grade, w1th a

;b,plan to maintain these services into the thlrd grade. S

-'U S. Federally funded programs concerninq the Chlld and hls famlly
'jLs expanded from previous research programs at the universxty and :

";~;oca1 level.» These programs strive to serve the chlld and his famlly

25
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'IYOungstersé
R NE

w!

' ";-that only 2 2 per cent of Alberta 5 five year olds were attendlnq

' to_determine the‘éffectiveness of&the programs.

'_this prof

“because o

{and. (3) 1ack §
- kindergarten

{-Resources Re

.
from birth through third grade. Eacht allows for and encourages
parental involvementfat.all‘levels of participation. _Each,provldes

medical and social services, as well as educational opportunities

for Chlld and parent. -Each allows for great diversityvinvimplemen?

7 tation and generally reflects Federal support without stlfllng

. restrlctlve controls.

" The continued effectlveness of these programs and their

maintenance are dependent upon continuous funding rather than the

preésent year-to-year operation and uPon'longitudinal resedrch studies’

.

II. THE ALBERTA SCENE

Until March'of,1973-Alberta was one of'the'few provinces in’

- Canada w1thout a program for preschool ch1ldren.’ Several factors

retardedh?”“n ' -nt of publlcly supported klndergartens in

z ruraltareas were opposed to klndergartens

I

5ted costs and dlstances of travel for the

se publlc concern that the establishment of

4 [

% search 1nd1cat1ng that the establlshment of
Ty .

~neficial for younqsters.. The Alberta ‘Human . o

_ h COuncxl, 1n 1ts annual report for 1971, clalmed

2

'ﬂkindergartens compared to the natlonal average of 60 per cent and

'respect to futuré plans fbr comprehensive public school kindergartenv"

.i.;lthat Alberta was the only province then that had no commltment w1th

26 -

‘ﬁd add c0n91derably to the ‘total education budget’ .'”‘L



~

 tion and socialization." He further stated: g

programs. The Worth Commission (l972)'reported overwhelming support
¢ ' . ' ’ T, . : : :
for tax-supported kindergartens and strongly advocatedithat;universal

¢

kindergartens be’establishedvin Alberta.

b . wOrth (1972) suggested that "Early educatlon before the age-

Y

of six should have three major functlons stlmulatlon, ldentlflca-

Opportunities should be offered for learning a
. variety of attitudes, skills and behaviors which -
will promote aesthetic, emotional, intellectual
and physical development. This does not mean a
downward extension of conventional schooling; o
rather” 1t means approachlng each Chlld on his ‘
N terms . . . The -purpose is not readiness or
~ academic basic trainingd in the traditional sense
-but the launching of human quest for self- i
fulflllment Wide ranging exploration must take
precedence over narrow preparation (p. 50).

The Worth Comm1551on Report (1972) .also empha51zed the

-

' importance of 1nvolvxng the famlly and the communlty in the total

ﬂ'framework of early educatlon:

L. Early, Educatxon, the home and the communlty ,
_ must be’ complementary to and not substitute for ‘
‘ each other (p. 51) .

= In March, 1973, the Government of Alberta outllned 1ts future'

plans for Early Chlldhood Serv1ces on the ba51s of the Worth Commls—
’sxon Report, the Mlnister s AdVLSory Commlttee on Early Chlldhood

.Educatlon and a pollcy paper entltled "Opportunltles for Infants" by

- L w Downey Research Assocxates.( The‘plans provxded for:

"af strengthenlng the role of the famlly as ‘a flrst and :
;fundamental 1nfluence on ch11d development, :
» o .
zb)' the early detection of health, mental and educatlonal
",handicaps,- : . _ ,

‘c);‘the‘provlsion of reﬁedialtand‘preﬁentathe“healtW
. programs”on'ahpricrity basiS‘to”czg}dren‘and parents

S
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of children who'need special seroices.(l973, p. 2).
Any 1ncorporated non- proflt communlty ©organization or local
school authorlty may operate an E. c. S. program‘prov1ded it meete'
| guldellnes, establlshed by the Department of Educatlon, related to
program emphasfs, stafflng recuirements and facilities.

. EarlylchildhOOthervrees involves‘the.co-ordrnatednpianning,
integration'and.deliﬁery of services to young children'and'their.
’fami;ies. An E.C.S. program is a.planned set of activities which
have been developed to meet the specifickneede.offyoung children and

o

‘their parente\Ih a- partlcular communlty. Such a program has’ activ1-.

,.

tles for both chlldren and parents and 1ncludes plans for coordlnatlond

and utlllzatlon of resources available in the community.  The program
encourages sparents to be involved in-the planning'and operation of "
the children‘s programs;

The main goal for prov1d1ng serulces to young chlldren and

thelr famllles 1s to help strengthen the sense of dlgnlty and self

4

‘ worth.w1th1n the Chlld and the chlld's famlly.’ In recognlzlng the '

1mpbrtance of the parents in the educatlon of thelr children, parent

educatlon and 1nvolvement 1s an 1ntegra1 part of the program

E.C.S. enV1sages a-strong 1nvolvement of parent
and community -agencies in the dec;sxon—mak1ng and
general operation of the programs at -the local )
level. This is based upon the premise that actmve
involvement of parents and community’ agencies is

‘necessary to providing effective programs .
(Operations Handbook, 1973, p. 22).

The Early Chlldhood Services Branch has affirmed 1ts bellef that one-

hY

. T Y‘Q‘
1nst1tutlon operatlng w1thout the support of the other is. lneffectlve.

e Parental commltment, therefore, 1s‘n essary to Obtaln fiq(nc1al :

28
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is planned by the Loeﬁl Advisory Commlttee (L A.C.) Wthh con51sts

e

29

support for the program N
“Parent program actlvltles ‘are essentlaf to support
a claim for grants on behalf of chlldren Each
center is required to maintain a log .of parent and
" ‘community activities (Program and Seryices Guide,
1974, p. 4).

G

3

- Thus involvement'of'the‘parents and the communfiy‘is an

essential aspect of the E.C. S. 'kindergarten' program, The program

jof the pr1nc1pa1 or v1ce—prin01pa1 teacher, representatlves of
vlocal agenc1es withln each communlty and a majorlty of parents. The
' purpose is to provxde each child w1th the opportunlty to grow -

' soc1a11y, thSLCally, 1nte11ectually, emotxonally and culturally

Slnce learning in ycung chlldren takes place contlnuously, the}

~1pr1mary way in which chlldren learn about the world is through

’ playvand other experiences dffered to them at home, schoolvand the

community. © -
III. SUMMARY

Thls chapter presented a two part discussxon of the theoret—

.1ca1 framework upon whlch nhe 1nvest19at10n is based The frrst

sectlon dlscussed parent 1nvolvement in early chlldhood progranm i

\...

.with reference being made to a number of programs through d0cumenta—
;tlon of" related lxterature. The second sectlon of the dlSCUSSlOﬂ

,outllned the Early Childhood Servxcee program in Alberta.
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CHAPTER IIT

PROCEDURE

all

N
(SRR

.I. ' OVERVIEW

The main problem was ta examine the attitudes and opinions .

‘held by Larents concerning their involvement in the E.C;S.’fkinder-

garten’ program.
“To secure data”teleting to the above stated problem, 342

parehts in Six schools received a checklist-questionnaire to.COmpletepf

»and forty~two of these parents were selected to be 1nterV1ewed.

This chapter contalns a dlscussion of the checklist—

. questlonnalre and 1nterv1ew as technxques for data collectlon, the

£

‘ \lnstrumentatlon, the pllot study, sampllng procedures and data

\;,,1 - . ‘s : .
' jixt UTILIZATION oF THE CHECKLIST‘QUESTIONNAIRE AND SELECTED
' ol

‘ INTERVIEWING AS A MEANS GP SOLICITING PARENTAL OPINIONS ‘
oA R A
Thrs study utili;ﬁs two ma;or‘methods of data COlleCtlon.

"ﬁ,checklxst-questlonnaire fesponse and 1ndiv1dual 1nterv1ews. Both

" of these survey techniqges are most w1de1y used 1n evaluatan'and

measuran opinxons.‘

' The checkl;st—questionnaire, as a techniqne for collecting

fdata, has been selected because, in its anonymity, it gives the ‘ lA

ci spondent the opportunity to express treely his opinions concerning‘lf.?'

&

lhis invof'ément hince the checklxst—questionnaira eliminates any

* 30



"Sooial pressure;" Murphy et -al (1931) state that "actions are’
frequently de51gned to distract or conceal 'true opinion" - hll'
behavior is subject to modification of.courtesy expedlency or social
‘ pressure" (p. 912) , Such 'socxal pressure for-conceallng.ftrueiv
;oglnlons occurs 1n both verbal. and nonverbal behaVior._FHenceﬁthei
researcher ‘was most careful in emphasizing the anonymity of the
checklist—questionnaire responses in attempting to lessen the effect

of 'soc1al con51derations. : Y

SOme of the disadvantages of u51ng a checklist—questionnaire i

"involves the wording of questions so that a variety of respondents

with differing backgrounds w111 understand 1t in the same manner.

'-Remmers and Gage (1955) state that this problem can never be f"a

- elimlnated "At best it is possible only to minimize the errors . .

:farising from the source, they carn. not be eliminated completely" .
:‘(p. 384) A further disadvantage of the checklist-questionnaire is
that only a small proportion of respondents return‘the questionnaire
| (Kerlinger, 1964, Good 1966; Pox, 1969) o o |
| The collection of the respondent data frd& the checklist-
'fquestionnaire Was supplemented”by interviewing. -Interviewing,aaS‘a )
: technique for collectmg data, was selected because there are several
zii.purposes to be achieved by the 1nterview that can not be achleved by
_other methods._ Interviews may reveal important variables.- The o
_vexploratory interviewlof;;rs a means of discovering relations among |
' ‘.‘variables, and thus. for setting up hypotheses for further testing
(Sanford, 1966, p. 698) An 1nterview approach makes a study

'involving many variables cohesive (Wrightstone, 1956, p- 158). :
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lGv;onlund (1965) advocates the use of supplementary 1nterv1ewing

Attitude scales, like other self—reporting ‘
~techn1ques, provxde verbal expre851ons of .
_ffeelings and opinions that individuals are
- willing to make known to others . . . Even .
- under -the .most ideal- condltions however, it is
de51rable ta, supplement attitudes determined o
“by. self-report methods with evidence obtained
from direct observation (p.. 356 357) I

o Kerlinger states that interv1ews prodyce data about the respondents"

behav1or which must’ have come from them or originated with otherb

' people He further states that interviews form the beliefs, opinions, L

attitudes and feelings that respondents haVe about ob)ects with an "
estimate of their own reasons for dOing or believ1ng sometﬁing
(1973, pP. 413) ;

Thls investigator emnloyed an unstructured interview tech- B

nique where the- questioning was guided by an 1nterv1ew schedule

u-Gronlund (1965) claims

. The flexibility of the unstructured interView }:f."
"makes it possible for the interviewer to’ pursue '
' promising leads which arise spontaneously and
-for the interviewee 'to elahorate upon his
answers until he is certain that his feelirgs .
and attitudes are clearly understood (p.. 2-13)
RS

Utilizing this probing technique the investigator attempted to probe

\into responses and explore any ariSinq inconsistencies in’ the data.' ff'

]

Oﬂe disadvantage of the interview technique is the possibility

of the interviewer biasing'the interviewee 8 responses,; The effect

‘ of the interviewer\on the respondent verbally or hy inferential

'ftgesture is an influence which can not he measured. These difﬁicultiesplb

.quhowever, can be overcome by following a schedule Quide.~ Wrightstone =N

;;,iet al (1956) point out that ”another disadvantage of ths interview
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technique 1s the time requlred whlch necessxtates the selection of
. ] :
a small sample“ (p 155). The results can seldom be treated 1n a

' quantitativeamanner,

'lII: -DEVEhOPMEﬁT_bF THECHECKLIS?cgulSTIONﬁAIRE

e : . SRR

Upon reflning the problem to be 1nvest1gated a checklist—
“questlonnaire was selected as ‘one method of COIIECtlng data iThe r
. }checklist was developed from the one used ‘by Hedges (1972) hrh?‘ib

_ researcher consxdered thls checklist too broad and too lengthy
,_Furthermore; many of:the tasks d1d not pertain to an E c.s. ~'k1nder—‘“

'garten program Assistance in constructing a checklist was found

f;ln the literature on- task list and task descriptions (Rahmlow and

v;Kiehn, 1967 Cox, 1969) As a result the fnhctional apgroach was u,f.;j'“

“gadopted whereby tasks were consxdered for their functions and were o

"jass1gned to categories.: The task category consisted of "combinations |

7,ff.of commonly 1nterrelated tasks" (Rahmldk and Kiehn,_l967, p._6)

*

. f A total of fifty-two tasks concerninguparental involvement
i‘tfin E c.s.” 'kindergarten programs were prepaned by the investigator.”:j[h
i:‘vThe tasks uere then caéegorized into four general areas: service,' o
':iinstructional support4 decision~makinq and administrative. These :

v

f;tasks were taken to a number of knawledgeable pe'sons in the field

B of Early Childhood sduca_ on.'-"

’ Univeraity of Alherta in Elementary'nd ationr Ear,y'Childhood

%Amonq these were instruotors at the,fffgfftj ?Ebf

-2
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and Graduate students. They were asked to judge the checkllst—

' questlonnalre accordlng to the followlng criteria

1) Is each task- clear? If any are amblguous, vague, redundant, -
- overlong, can be mlsunderstood or.: have awkward wordlng, Elease

IEVISG

.'2) 1Is each task. necessary?. . If any are . inappropriate, misleadlng,
*‘:blased or loaded in one; dlrectlon .Or. unhecessary, pleage delete.

5:3):'Add any;other tasks you thlnk necessary : u'f.g ﬁif _

T34

'.The judges were further asked if they agreed with the four categorles -

hosen and\the placement of each task in one of the categories
R :
In thelr Eelectxon and placement of tasks the Judges felt

- that there was a need for a. further category and the consensus was

t

:'that a parent growth and development category be included The _f--“'
"VV‘investlgator adopted the suggestion and devised a number of tasks for o

fthis citegory.» The judges were again requested to select appropriatef

FREFT

',tasks for’ eech of the five categories-u“ﬁ 'h7'5'ﬁ:a"

,__A,; Service Categoty-—function to involve tasks that directlyi-

'g;GBSiBt the Pr°gram in the performance of its instructional, decision-f.:t”‘

">¢making and administrative activities..{;Jf;*fglh'i*v“
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“{Tasks appeared on the checkllst questionnalre 1n the oiﬁer in whlch

they were dtawn from the box The redeveloped checkllst-questlonnaire

4was then employed in a pllot study
T ~DEVELOPMENT OF "mr I_n-i"ERviEw‘.sckEDtimf

. Once the problem to be investigated had been refined and :;;;&-7‘,f.]l;'
Alntervxew1ng was selected as another method to’collect data, work on;d' o
.fthe 1nterv1ew schedule was begun | In order to formulate the 1tems }:

”.fixn the 1nterv1ew schedule the researcher had to determlne the o
t}i;objectlves of the interview., The objectivas of the interview relatell

nl-to the research questions stated dn Chapter one"flftplvf;?"}ii |

.l« What does parent 1nvolvement mean to the respondent? F}
'%:ii:;'»z;l'aow do parents feel about parental involvement? s

| 523; 'How are parents presently involved in the program?

lb.vvdlli ow do parents desire to be involved in the program? lt'

't;-s.}IWhat are the parents perceptions of the Local Advisory 5;"'




7'_ schedule guide was composed sxmxlar to that prepared by Hoke (1970, A

)'.

Sy
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_p 112) to be - read to each 1nterv1ewee prior to the: actual 1nterv1ew =
80 that the respondent hed a revxew of bacquound 1nformation and
' 1nformation concernlng the guidellnes of the 1hterv1ew It was

’assumed that any resulting 1nterV1ewer bias w0u1d tend to be of the L

"same nature for each 1nterview

';eliminaﬁe redundancy, awkward wording and to add any other items they

‘Achecklist-questionnaire on the assumption that

L'deemed necessary,.l '

./; o The 1nterview items and the schedule quide were Judged by = i

',jseveral knowledqeable persons at the UniverSLty of Alberta to |

V. oﬁjzcwivrs[ OF 'v'i‘ﬂE‘.,.It}l‘TE‘RV'IEﬂ SCHEDULE TTEMS

C N

The objective of item one was to put the respondent at ease;;;f'

”gf,and to encourage the respondents to relax and to express themselves D

";;ffreely. Furthermore item one served as a reliajility check on the

ny inconsistencies 7ﬂ 3

':would appear.:f~{;' :

_(‘:9 .

Itemftwo ;ae designed to enable the intérviewee to dlscusa:f 3
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undeSirahIe~features with respect to-parentalainvolsement In‘the-
Item m.ne was desrgned to ascertain how parents are presently |
' _slnsolved in- the program |
Item ten sought parents oolnlons regardang thelr preferred -
r desired particxpatlon 1n the E. C s “'klndergarten program fi'h
Item eleven was designed to determ1ne parents perceptIOns
;;2of the Local Advxsory%Cbmmlttee as to the necesslty and usefulness :;
'v~of thlS commlttee in operatlng the program 3 o - ‘
Item twelve sought parents opxnxons and suggestions wlth
.'erespect to. the need for lmprovement in the area of parental 1nvolve—v,
“_;nment in the E c: s.-'kxndergarten programs. ,1.'. | |

The statement of the items 1n the interview schedule can be

*szound in. Appendix B.vfilfflﬁ??-5'55




- ;”1nconsistenczes and blas and determined any 1nadequac1es in. the
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in the‘University‘of Michidan Intetviewerfe Manuelvwe;elfpllewed ih
the seven. pllot 1nterviews The]researcher'e intefviewihg techniéee
"was practised and refined j‘The télephede cOntact-ﬁroeedhres-Were f
tested as were. the use of the 1nterv1ew schedule and gulde These'
1ntery1ews were'taped, transcrlbed verbatim and summarlzed Ther
1nvestlgator made every attempt to be con31stent durlng the tryout
"Jofvthe 1nterv1ews Two graduate students Judged the technlque for ,;"
: e .

' 1nstrument As a result of the pllot study seVeral revisions were
fjmade 1n the checklist*qﬁestionnalre, 1nterview schedule and schedule

. ggldeﬁ:'f;:-ﬂ"
| VI THESAGLE
The populatlon for the inVestlgation consisted of all the

bv'tparents whose chxldren até.‘ded a funded E c. S. 'kindergarten program

-

f"m an Edmonton Public School during the 1974—75 school year.-

L fChildhood.Education, Edmonton Public School Boa:d, Bix pafticxpatzngj'f

?[V schools were selected. of the 342 checkliat—questzonnaires dls-ii'~

: ZFollowing consultation with Mrs. xay Chernowski, 8npervisor of Early -

%wer'lteceived 1n the mail.; An analysis of the,“fJ




- TABLE 1'

ANALYSIS OF RESPONSES TO THE CHECKLIST-QUESTIONNAIRE

- Number .
B N ~ .in Total
School .

Population

* Number . S
" of - - Percentage -

' " Response

[ ’

Responses

Total 342

194 1 56.7

.1 Schdél A ' : L f sbn,

26 - . 542

'School B. . .- 43

[2Ra

NS T
~School € . 43

8. . . 65.1

 school D - as

'30'.'  1 o 768.2

"Schéoi°E*f4 : g8

I r}_?._'z_j‘4e.5'f

' rgé?%¥ .

‘»sob'if,f'” C sa

™ o Jumt
v».‘.

 ;"reasons..

Parehts of chlldren who transferred into the school durlng

'Aﬂfthe 1974—75 school year were excluded since they were nor;Fresent

3}fwhen the program was initiated.‘

"”abrelation to the rearing of the Child-

‘3? ab1e to express opinions concerning the program becauSe of their

'r};infrequent dbntact vitp the child and their unfamiliarity w1th the

Another delimitatibn was imposed 1n v

Certain parents may not be f_.'

Lfactivities"f the proqram-?nigfse included parents who were not _*jn

-.Fhfraiaing the hild at theutime”of the}invaat;gation.ﬁ,f’
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o ;checklist—questionnalres were recexved ;f‘-'“ f_lf~ f  L

S 40

/ -
N
N
. N
.and five

A

perents'from eech%" n—L;A.C< ﬁarente from each school

comprising a tota k-two pare ts.interviewed4—12 L.A.C.

parents and 30 nof jentsﬁ' Interviews were arranded at .the

. parents':

ok place during the day or in the evenings
" The subjectilllih } e interviewed were telephoned by the
“researcher U ol their co-operation and to-arrange a suitable

~date and tim

S ' o g8 .
© VIII. DATA COLLECTION
Ler permission to conduct'thie‘study was received o

‘.lfrom”the,Edmontig lic School Board, the prlnc1pals of the 51xA

_SChools'were co . The nature of the survey was explalned and

T

llStS containing the names,‘addresses and telephone numbers of each

o

fgarent_whose'chlld - ded" the_perticular,E.C,S. 'klndergarten

L Were"obtained

Since th 1gator was not interested in the 1dent1ty

v__‘

T’of\the indiVLduals no attempt was. made to identlfy each checkllst— .r*

VJikonesrlonnaire.v Three hundred and forty-two checkllst-questionnalres .
‘with self-addressed, stamped envelopes were dlstributed by th;/ |
"kindergarten teachers 1n the 51x schools on March lo, 1975

. gReplies began arxlvlng withln a few days., On hundred and ninety—four .

o,-
v

Initial contact with the par%nts selected for 1nterview1ng
Ty was made by telephone 0 arrange a suitpble date and tlme for ab
?iznterv1ew in their homéb,‘a L o S

o

hfif A definite proceduxe was defined and establxshed With the -




subjeots in their homes. The 1nvest1gator presented each respondent

a letter of lntroductlon from ‘the. School Board (see Appendlx C)

Before the»actual-1nterv1ew,took plage-the interv1ewee received
. : : \t_’ .
background 1nformat10n concernlng the objectlves of the study and
the guldellnes for the conductlng of the 1nterv1ew (see Appendlx B).
4 . The anterv1eWS yere taped.on a Sony cassette tape recorder
wlth‘an‘interior'microphonepas Hoke'(l97bl had found that-"it
‘seemed to be unobtrusive and non;threatenlng“ (p. 37) | Three‘Or
four intervxews were c0nducted in a glven‘day and verbatlm trans-
crlptlons =f the interviews werehdone byua'hired typist so as to
avoid-anybinteryiewer bias. A random‘aample ofktwo:transcripts.per.
'-school'area'wereujudged'for‘aCCuracy by two gradudte'students.v.
The 42 1nterv1ews were conducted between March 12, 1975 and
‘March 27 1975, approx1mately three weeks. Upon completing the
lntervxews the: 1nvestigator summarlzed the typed transcrlptlons
e s ‘ o

?o ellmlnate extraneous material such as pleasantrles and asrdes.

"~ In 1nstances where the intervxewees gave opinlons that could be

”1ncluded as’ lnformatlon to other items this rearranglng was completed

”to assrst in analyzing the data. Furthermore, sxnce the ;ntervrew

"transcrlptf totalled over 200 pages, -an, attempt was made to con- :

)

= . solidate the rEmarks of the parents and to quote them verbatim only

fl,where they appeared relevant. L ‘:W;;, .Jf::f' f” : jf
A random selectxon of six summaries were judged for accuracy

’ :by two graduate students. -;'hﬂ'r.
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. IX. SUMMARY

o "In this chapter procedural ¢bnsiderations réievant.tc this
1 : ' C

investigation were reported. The use df the two survey ﬁechniques,

checklist-questionnaire and interview schedhle,twere described.

" The development of the instruhents was detailed and the pilot study
‘was described. The.mefhod that was used in delimiting the population

was then outlined followed by a déscgiption of” the pfoceduxe,used in

o

<

data collection. ~The following ¢hapter'prgsentsgresults of the

AN

analysis of the data. f S L S o



'between,theoreSponses of. L A. C and non—L A C. parents. These” e

'Between L A. C. and Non~L A. C Parents. f o ‘”7-

PR

C CHAPTER IV
- . ' 6
! ’ o ~ ANALYSIS OF THE DATA

I. PURPOSE OF THE CHAPTER

.The purpose of this chépter is to present a deteiled analysis
of the data. Three diffehent methods‘of analyziné theidafa are
bemployed In the sectlon, Descrlptlon of Responses to Checklist-
Questlonnalre Tasks, the raw scores were computed to percentage‘
scoressusing a Texas Instrument 2550calculator. The total‘populatlon‘

was dividea into six groups according to the six schools sampled.

Thus the six groups were* . School A,,School B, Schoolfc "School D,

. School E and School:F. The totals for each of the three possxble

responses for present involvement and'agaln for desired involvement-——

‘none, some, much—were computed as percentages of the total for each

casi; e.g., ehere were 26 respondents from School A-'therefofe for -
each task analyzed 26 respondents in School A equal 100% T
The second analy81s is based on responses received fhom the
§2 parents lhterviewed. In this sectlognthe 12 1tems posed in the,
inter&iew'schedule‘afe oealt‘w;th indiyldually. The data obtalned
fron'these intervieﬁs'afe.teported in,the-section entitled Descrlptlon.
v , o . o

of Responses to Intervxew Items.

" The third" analysxs is based on some of the dlfferences

&

‘:varlations are reoorted in- the . section entltled ReSponse Varlations

9

a7 i - T e

. a3



' II. DESCRIPTION OF RESPONSES TO CHECKLIST-QUESTIONNAIRE TASKS

\

In this section the 50 items or tasks posed ln the checkllst—
.questlonna;re are grouped in the flve categorleS, orlglnally stated A
n Chapter III Each task is”discussed individuallyu Furthermore,’

‘;each of the flve categorles is dlscussed as a component of parental

involvement. In all Cases:responses are illustrated by tables.c

.Total'Checkliét*Questionnaire o e e

- Table II xndicates that when all 50 tasks are considered
N .

less than 30% of all respondents are presently lnvolved thh the

“E. C S.A'klndergarten program, only 4.2% presently have much 1nvolve—‘

ment and 23.8% presently»have.some-;nvolvement.’ Further examlnation

of Table IX reveals\that 54}0§ ofiall respondente~desire involvenent,,

7.5% deSLre much and 46.5% deslre some.
| Thlrty—flve polnt six per cent of the. respondents in School
E, the hlghest percentage of any sch001, are presently 1nvolved w1th
the E. C S. 'klndergarten program.‘ As a group the parents in |
;School F had the lowest percentage of involvement, 18. 3% In-onlyg
;one school School A, do less ‘than 50% oFkthe respondents desire
1 lnvolvement Wlth these tasks..' fg,'gl‘ .' R - _.J'y
Table II 1llustrates the complete percentage breakdown of
responses to the total checkllst~questionna1re.' | |
Although the majorlty of respondents were not 1nvolved Wlth
 the E.C.S. 'klndergarten prograﬂ, the majority desired ‘this type

+

of.involvement,,'



TABLE II
PERCENTAGE BREAKDOWN OF RESPONSES TO THE TOTAL CHECKLIST
- L - : [. . ‘ S

(50 Tasks) - .

Ead
Presént Involvement " Desired Ihvolvément

Réspondents» " o Much. . Some None" " Much Sbme' ';None'

LY

[

Total T, e L
(N=194) S 42 238 TS TS 465 4610

School A

(4=26) 5.2 21f2 73.5: . 7.5 _Sléo.s_‘k.szfo_

School B

s ©2.0 310 6700 4.1~ 48.0  47.9

School C .o e
. (w=28) 43 28 TRL 6.6 45.4 ~48.0

School ' D-

School B . ' 3.5 7.9 644 . 15.6 47.3 371

- e=33)

U neso) e 27156 BL7 62 457 48l
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) Category One——Serv1ce Category

ThlS category involves tasks that dlrectly assist the program ’

\

in: the performance of 1ts lnstructional dec151on—mak1ng and admlnl—

stratlve,actlvltles.' The follow1ng 14 checkllst-questlonnaire items .

.'are'inv'olved in this cate_gory. 2i 4,9, 11, 12, 14, 19, 23, 33, 34,

» 39, 46, 48 and 50

responses to Category One.

- no 1nvolvement in supervlsing bathroom breaks and 66 5% désire none.

Accordlng to Table III 5. 6% of all respondents presently C

have much 1nvolvement and 26 6\ have some 1nvolvement, leaving 67 8%

.without any 1nvolvement. As is evident from Table III there is an

1ncrease In the percentage of respondents desxrlng involvement.

Forty-n;ne per~cent-of the respondents in.School D have no-

'presentlinvoivement. Thls 1s the only school wzth over half the .

- respondents oresently involved w1th service tasks.

Table III Illustrates the complete percentage breakdown of -

o

, Although the majorlty ‘of. the respondents were not 1nvolved<

'vﬁith-servrce category_tasks,othecmajorityhdeSIred thls”type:ofve'.'

 involvément.

: ’ ‘ . : . ] . T oo . - ®

Task 2. pervrslng bathroom breaks. E 74;;j'

0_ ‘4.,

As is evident from Table qv, 84 5% of all respondents have -

v

fOnly onebhalf of one per cent of all respdndents are presently much

‘involved with this task and only 2 lt desire much involvement. fIndf*.

4

15 of the 6 schools none of the responddnts are presently much i*”;b'i
7-'involved with th1s task and 1n 4 of the 6 schools none- of the jf

o »_respondents des;re to be muoh involved ;‘.‘ C‘:h-“r , .v:ih o :fw ;




PERCENTAGE BREAKDOWN OF RESPONSES TO SERVICE CATEGORY

a T M

. ° TABLE III. &

. ,(14 Tasks)

&)

Respondenfs. .

. Present Involvement

: "Much . - Some _ﬁﬂéng_; :

Some.

B fDesireq’Involvémeqﬁl_”

~ Much - “Nome

'vfbtalj. c
© (N=194)

5.6 -

'26.6

Lo

,;:sv;avf_

N LT

Ll

©46.7

- 46.1 .

e

School " A

- (N=26)

69.2 0

7.4

‘42.6

'550;0 _

B Sc506ljﬁb”‘
ve27)

331

63.2

g :5i3.-*

513

434

C(N=28)

!.1”5{1 

- 71546

79.3 0

s

37.5

56,8

2

.Schbdlv:b‘1lj B

(N=30)

8.1

42.9°

. 3.8

5216

7. 89ho91 -E_ffﬂ3._

;..lbﬁ?L

"33"-'1",'

56.7

:‘.;6¢5} ?

48.9

34:6

“School B

. (N=50)

}1633

a7

‘ 4;7 .

46.6

47

'43,6 “t-f



O

o TABLE IV o

(PERCENTAGE BREAKDOWN OF RESPONSES ‘I‘O ‘I‘ASK 2

Supervxsing bathrbom breaks. f

T TR i ey MR G SN T G st
T S e S PR St b e st L e gt e s PRI SR R

vReépqndenté

. Ptésgnt*:anivgmeﬁt_ oo fb,Deéired Involvement

Much ~ Some  None -\ Much ~ Some

TR

48

None-

. .‘. Tot'a.l T : ‘.
©(N=194)

0.5 1490 Teaso L 21 aa

: -School A

(N=26)_,

¢
@

0.0 15.4 846 0.0 - 34.6

u.

{SchoolffB§ 

o me27)

0.0 25,9 741 . . 0.0 - 44.4

‘1;'}5c56§1 fcf
. (n=28)

o o0.00 3.6 9.4 0.0 14.3

R :S¢h°9l”ﬁD:;'”‘
CoN=30)

0.0 - 6.7 933 . 0.0 267

.- &chool E
(N=33)

0,00 364 . 63,6 . 9.1 -42.4.

. school BT

L2000 60 92,00 2.0 28.0

L 66.5 -
5.4
© 556

85T

dgs

733

CEE

e



Table IV illustrates the complete percentage breakdown of
‘responses to Task 2
The magority of respondents were not 1nvolved wlth super—* i

e vislng bathroom breaks and also dld not desire this type of involve-‘L

Tesk 4, COllectingf Jgnk' for classroom use, e. g.,_l )

;egg cartonsl buttons._,_rﬂ

As shown 1n Table V, 28 9% of all respondents presently
*?have much involvement w1th collecting 'junk' for classroom use
il:L;nyfty-eight point elght per cent presently have some 1nvolvement,‘ lﬁi E
'l_h‘leaving onlY 12 4% without any involvement with thls task.: As ls.“'h‘"
' 15oev1dent from Table V there 13 a decrease in the percentage of i“l‘.:"
‘ztrespondents desiring involvement with this task._.-; T
) l In none ofsthe 6 schools do parents desire more involvement
'“flifwith this task than they presently have. School E had the highest
t:percentage of respondents presently much 1nvolved, 48 5\ and School
.QE;;F had the lowest percentage presently much employed, 14 0%. f;
| Table v illustraten the complete pcrcentage breakdown of
“responses to Task 4.- ‘ | - , _"_." ll_ | o
‘”"v The majority of respondents were 1nvolved w1th collecting

’ :'junk' for classrcom use and al&o deeired.thie type of involvement.;‘

Cly s . . . RS N

o1 :‘f;z‘:aea.;.;; .mx“g Lty ;ng-;_ggg;ﬁageag .




p'gncmacz‘ﬁmwu OF RESPONSES O TASK'4

50

.Collecting 'junk' for classroom use, e.g., edg cartons,. buttons. .

" Respondents .

Some - - None

" Present Involvement

N MUCh .', . .

- Mﬁch ‘

DésiredInvolvement

‘Some . None , |

o
(N=194)

58.8'

Cl12.4

28,9 -

55.1

16.0

IR School - A

\

L we2e) s

538 .

Cas

30.8

: 57;7 :

School By oo

';- (N=27) -

59.3

185

29.6

RS

22.2 .; .. .. .

321

BT R

60,7,

RE O

3q 0

63.3

N

. school B .
o ANm33) e

T4e.5p24 91

51N

RN

' gchool

‘680

180 -

180
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51 -

E e )

fTABLE VI; ‘”_j"‘ f -liff’
| PERCENTAGE Bnﬁaxnown OF RESPONSES 1o masx 9

D01ng cler*cal work, e, g., typing, duplicatlng materials

—

Ll . Present Involvement AA., L- Desired InvolveMent
'Rﬁspénéénts7~*' §~ffMuch 'f*Sb@g None: _>) Much Sqmﬁf'ﬂ None> "

“f::;;4> "; o i_]f..1;Q;-};;7,2;;JH§1£3-,1 5541;3fé 38.6° 60.8 .

" School ‘A -

;*f(ucza)hiic;_“;.@¢zf‘; 38 R0 B8 0T B 08,8




-_not'ed,"howeve'r,»tha't elnbst 40, ’os‘ desire in_vo'lyement with this task,

3. 6% desxre much and 35 6% desxre none.

In 4 of the 6 schools -none of the respondente are presently '

'imuch 1nvolved with this task and 1n 3 of the 6 sch0018 none of the

S of respondents desiring involvement with this task.;

respondents w1sh to be much 1nvolved. In School B none of the »vyf

jrvrespondents are presently 1nvolved with d01ng clerical work..,

T

3t Table VI illust:ates the complete percentage breakdown of

responses to Task 9. tﬂ'~'

1: The majority of respondents were not 1nvolved with doxng

toc

' clerical WOrk end also‘did not desire this type of involvement.“_f-fu

Task ll.A Preg;;ing art and creft meterials. .7

The data 1n Table VII indicate that 5 1\ of all respondents B

‘ “presently heve much involvement with preparing art and craft

'.v,‘

.'t_materials. Thirty—seven point one per cent presently have some
}involvement, leaving 57 7% thhout any invoavement witE this taek._eeef,

1?As is evident from Table VII there is an increase in the percentage fiﬂ‘

'1
wIn a11 but one of the schoole, School C. the majorxty of

- Table_VII‘illuetratee the complete pereentaqe breakdown of

'”c:fzresPOnsesxtoirask lt

R

't'f5respondents desire involjlf:;t with prepering art and craft meteriels“$<“



" TABLE VII .

. PERCENTAGE BREAKDOWN OF RESPONSES TO TASK 11

" Preparing art and craft materials .

N

;,jRe3pondéhts e ' Much

- Some

. Predent Involvement
e ' Nome

- Much - Some

Total-. T
=194y

57.7

720 877

35,0 -

. (N=26)"

;;_7;7: 

42.3°

. 40.0° .

C 1105 C6ls

26.9:'_

f"Schoo$=fﬁff‘:
SANe27)

66.7‘

’

33,3

37 6.7

53

'j; .Desixed‘invbibepéﬁtix S
: G thvolvel
g None =

29.6 -

- school ¢
C L ne28)

36

TG 713003

v]Ts?h°§1F ﬁ”'i1”7'
=30)

2000 ¢

53.3

T R

3.3 700

<l

845"

,lgéi4‘zbt

e gemebl B

. .54:0

e

e

e

R

450 LT
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kTaek‘lzt‘.Sewing,ue.g;,‘costumes;'curtains, pugpete.
‘ ' Table VIII indlcates that 76.3% of all respondents presently
‘iha;e no 1nvolvement with the sewxng task °It is noted, howevet,'
th;tbalmost 60% de51re lnvolvement wlth thls task, 7. 2% desmre much
;}'and 51. 5% desire some. o | o
- vf 11 In 4 of the 6 schools none: of the respondents are presently :
[ {1nmnch 1nvolved with thls task '}- | V
-§Ul,l5 j? Table VIII lllustrates the complete percenta reahdown of
'hjyresponses to Task lé. k,;.i‘?' hl' ﬂ o "1‘.,.« e:
Although the majorlty‘of respondents were not in olved with'
f'jihe sew1ng task the maJorlty desxred thls type of 1nvolvement. “,. .
ygx 2:‘hh .?:v | Task 14 Lamlnating:parent and teacher made materlals.
':{ff{jhéj | Accordlng to Table Ix, 82 0& of all respondents presently |
'5f:§AQe no . 1nvolvement thh lamlnatlng parent and teachet made materials,:
Al g .
;;q;iand 53 6% desire none. Only l 0% of all respondents'eteipfesently
;}ﬁlmuch involved with this taak and only 2 l% desire much involVement
v E .
;fi]ﬂﬁe,f°:f In 4 of the 6 schools none of the respondents are presently o o

tmuch involved with this task and in 3 of the 6 schools none of the o

”"spondents were not involved with lamigating

g_( . .
L e

i E ; i
;5y' materials and also did not deslre this type of involvement."~" s

,ﬂ;lt*fTaokﬁlét. ngervising;crossualks.__wo':-:hfizft?;ofls
; o ':;of all respondents presently
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SR ~ TaBLE vIII P
' PERCENTAGE BREAKDOWN OF RESPONSES TO TASK 12

 Sewing, e.g., costumes, curtains,‘puppetkv. ~ o /f

o , _Presént.lnvolvement‘ o Desired Involvement

Respondents ‘Much  Some None Much  Some ~ None

£

o) Sz 211 763 7.2 51.5  41.2

teze) o 00 s B s 7268 B

i 11 4.8 852 [ 3.7 ’gg.}.J;4g:%P‘ _

‘;.iﬁzpoiivc ST L7199 Tl 357 .57.1

T IR EEISENS -
Sl P a3 ger e o3 ed e

Coee3dy T 120 030,30 516 184 60,6 2412

-

s 80 280, D A0 66.0° - 30.0.

Y
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~’School’ ¢ -
(N=28)

TABLE IX

'PERCENTAGE BREAKDOWN OF RESPONSES TO TASK 14

Laminating parent and teacher made materials

56

Respondents

- . Present Involvement

) Much®  Some " None ’._Much'

Desired Involvement

Some .

None

Total

" (N=194)y,

1.0 17.0  82.0. 2.1

44.3

53.6

School A

- (N=26)

0.0 19.2 = 80.8 3.8

42.3

. 53.8

LA

‘School B .

N=27).

0.0 14.8° 852 - 0.0

44.4

55,6

0.0 3.6 96.4

. 03201 ’

- ’Schoolf_pi |
Come30)

3.3 233 73,3 ./ 1

40.0

~ School ‘E
e33)

3.0 2420 727

54,5

'sghoéi,'y e
“(N=50)

0.0 16.0 84.0

' 3650‘v !




\
. _TABLE X
PERCENTAGE BREAKDOWN OF RESPONSES TO TASK 19
; Supérviéing'crosswalks »
o \ s
Present Involvement Desired Involvement
{ R . : '
Respondents . Much Some - None Much Some None
Total - - : . ’ - S
- . 1 . .93.8 . : . 67.0
(N-194) 2 4.1 93.8 3.6 294 67.0
School" ' e ) o .
(N=26) 0.0 ,0.0 "°100.0 3.8 15.4 80.8
. Séhool ' - ' L ,

: 0.0 11.1 . . 0. 44.4 55.6
=27) S -0 -
School - ‘ . : . ' .

' .0 . . . .4 78,6
(1§28} 0.¢ 3.6 96.4 0.0  21.4
School ' " ' \
. 0 . 2 o . .0  80.0
- (N=30) 6.0 3 ? 96 ? '0 0 20 ?
School - \ P
S . . . .0 . 36, 60.
titerh 3.0 6.1 90.9 3.0 3.4 6
School - o . .
. 6.0 2.0 92. 10.0 34.0 56.0
(N=50) b 0 0.0 00
) A
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\".of respenden

.have no involvement in supervising crosswalks, and 67.0% desire none.

Only 2.1% of all respondents arelpresently much involved with this

task and only 3.6% desire mich’ 1nvolvement..

&

" In 4 of the 6 schools=none of the respondents are presently ’

“much involved-with this task nd in 3 of the 6 schools nhone of the

respondents.desire to be much 1nvolved. In none of:the schools do -

. )
TR

the majority ofvtespondents deSire_involvement in supeivisi%i;cfoss-

welks, N | |
Table X illustretes the complete‘percentage bteakdown'of'

responses to Task 19, o

The . majorlty of respondents were not 1nvolved with super-..

v191ng crosswalks and also did not desxre thlS type of. 1nvolvement

: Task 23. Helping;to attange end set oet.eqnipment and
materlals.i . vi': _ 'f | | o
‘ As shown.ln Table X1, 2. l% of all respondents presently have
much involvement with helplng to arrange and set out equlpment and
materlals. Thlrty—six point ‘one per cent presently have some

. lnvolvement. leaving 61 9\ without any involvement with th1s task

As is evident Yom Teble XI there is an increase in the percentage

deeirinq involvement with this task.

PR

In ell 6 of the schools 50! or. more of the reSpondents :

[}

expresaed a desl{e to be involved in helping to axrange and set out"

hequipment and materials. 5

Teble XI illustrates the complete perCQntage breekdown of

i_.

l‘zesponses to Tesk 23.

Although the majority of reepondente were not involved witht'

- 58



A

TABLE XI

PERCENTAGE BREAKDOWN OF RESPONSES TO TASK 23

Helping to arrange and set out'equipment‘ané;materiéls

Y

Respondents

2

Present Involvement

Much

. Some -

. None

Desired Involvement

Much

~ Some

~ None -

-
. Total
(N=194)

0

Vo
36.1

61.9

LT
.A.
o -

. 55.7

39.7

School: A
~ (N=26).-

- 3.8

30.8

- 65.4

ERE

- 50.0°

42.3

School B f

~ (N=27)

. 0.0

.48.1 .

51.8

3.7

66.7

29.6°

School C .‘

- (N=28)

306

1 14:3

82.1

3.6

© 46.4

'50.0

SChooll'D
- (N=30)

6.7.

66.7  B

26.7

0.0

. 60.0

" 40.0°

Schooi' E:.

‘(Né33}’

o

0.0

. 57.6

42,4

C12.1

54.5

33.3

-~ .School F - .

o

12,0

'ggép L

"2'.0‘_ .

56,0

42.0

‘o

Pl
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helping to arrangedendiset ont equipment and~materials, the majority

desired this type of involvement.

A Task'33.: Sefvlné on’a telephone cOmmittee
Seventy—four p01nt four per cent of a11 re5pondents presently
'.have no 1nvolvement in servlng on a telephoneacommlttee and 48 4% ‘
de31re none (see Table XII). It lsvnoted that there is a decreeselln :
the.percentage of respondents deSlting much lnvolvenentﬂvith.this
task. | | | |
. ) o S e .
‘In half of the sehOOIS'there ig a decrease in the percentage

- of respondente‘desiting nucn'involvement in eerving on a telephone

commxttee.v | 7 - N |
Tahle XII 1llustrates the complete percentage breakdown of
' responses_to Task B, o f:' ER l _ o 'h':f ;
' .Although‘the meﬁoritvfof4respondente,wefe not involved with
* serving on?a telephone‘eomnittee(‘the majotityvdeslnedgtnls'tvpefofb

_involvement.

k] .. . e . . . S

vf Tagk 34.' Conetrncting tableel;blocksi‘enimal-cages{ eto,L

for classroom use.

The data in Table XIII indicate that 89 2% of all respondents

-

60 -

"presently have no involvement in constxucting tables, blocks, animal B

4fvdcages,.etc., for classroom use and 58 5& desire none. Only 0. 5% of

’ -all respondents are pxesently much involved with this task and;only

. 2 6& desire much involvement. g

’

In 5 ‘of the 6 schools none of the reapondents are: presently

llmuch involved with this task nnd in 2 of the 6 schools none of the :T15
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TABLE XII

=
NS .

PERCENTAGE BREAKDOWN OF RESPONSES TO TASK 33

Bt

Serving on a télephone committee’

v

-Respondénts

- — - - ;
t

... Present Involvemert -

iMdchv - Some None \ " Much - Some - ane‘

Total
(N=194)

§.2 .17.0.. 74.7 7.7  43.8 48.4

"\iSchobl A

(N=26)

115.4  11.5 . 73.1

School B’
AN=27)

School € .
(n=28) "

107 143 75.00 . . 7.1 46.4  46.4

“School . D.

(N=30)

"33 30,0 6.7 6.7 . 46,7 46.7 -

. school E
N33y

»'SchOOI F

. (N=50) -

4.0 24.0. 72,0 . 8.00 38.0 ' 54.0

PDesi;ed Irvolvement =

N7 3.5 " 53.8

61

111 1.1 77.8 0 37 44.4 0 518 -

Cea el 848 . 121 BLS 364



. PERCENTAGE BREAKDOWN OF RESPONSES TO TASK 34

Constructing tables, blocks, animal caées,‘étc;;~fo; classroom use .

TABLE XIII

‘Respondents»'

Some

Present Involvement

Much None

Desired Involvement

¢

MuchJ

Some

~ None

..Total _
~(N=194)

I3 .

0.5

10.3 -

- 89.2

_2;6

38.7

58.8

:S;hool: A
(N=26)

7 0.0

3.8

96,1

' YYO'. 0\_‘ ‘

80.8.

~ School B -
Cime=27)

0.0

3.7

96.3

7.4

“4977'

" Schopl C

0.0   _

36

L2500 .

1.4,

: Schobi_‘Dn.
(N=30)

00

36.7

2’63.37  'f 

0.0

53.3:

" ‘School ‘E
R e

@

AL\9.1T.£

90.9

30

48.5 .

R

. School F -
(N=50) .

2.0

92,0 N\

. 2;9 .

4“0

62

51.8

48.8



respondents deSired to be much involved. (

. Table XIII illustrates the complete percentage breakdown of

responses to- Task 34. -

The majority of respondents were not involved thh construc-

i

' ting tables, blocks, animal cages, etc ,vfor classroom use and also
R I

. did nbt de51re thls type of involvement.-

Task 39 Preparing snacks (Juice and cookies)

Table XIV indicates that ll 3% of all respondents presently N

’ have much involvement with preparing snacks._ Forty p01nt seven per
cent presently ‘have. some: 1nvolvement, leaving 47 9% without any

l-involvement Wlth th13~task‘ 'As 18 evidentnfrom Table‘XIvh there

63

is an. increase in. the percentage of respondents\?esiringfinVOlvement~- -

e

' ‘with this task. ‘f'.

In 2 of the schools, Schools A and Dz there is a decrease in

€

_the percentage of respondents desiring much involvement with pre—

.

' decrease in the percentage of responoents desiring some involvement

L with this taek. In 2 of the schools, Schools B and D, there 18 an ;

-‘increase in the petcentage of respondents desiring na involvement
”with preparing snacks. | |
Table XIV illustratee the complete percentage breakdown of

responses to 'I‘eek 39. e iy

.y . _ . ‘ o 1'
The majority of respondents were involved with preparing

;flisnacks and also desired this type of involvement..

."f paring snacks._ In 2 of the schools, Schools B and E, there is a n.."'



TABLE XIV
PERCENTAGE BREAKDOWN OF RESPONSES TO TASK 39

-»Ereparing snacks ‘(juice and cookies)

. Present Invdlvemen£ R Désiréd-;nvdlvémént

- Respondents = - - . ‘Much Some »;,Nohe‘ﬁu' ~Much ~Same'v_lN6ne

‘Total

weasy M3 407 ans s sus e

ScHOOI A

Comee) R 308 T 80,00 1 T 836 3s

:_Schqoi B .

chool “C 10,7 0. 25.0  64.3 . 10.7  46.4. 42.9 .. -

©(w=28)

School D S 2000 T633 167 3.3 66.7 30,00

= (N—30) o

S(;t:;g;.g S 182 154-:5_;'7 27.3 - 303 esldll) 242

= (N.SO). ;

. School R S .00,07.2200. 78,00 . 2.0 . 56,0\ 42.0




TaSk'46. Preparing_materials for the children's-program;

e. g,, charts, puzzles, games

According to Table XV, 63 9% of all respondents presently

have no 1nvolvement in preparing materials for the cnildren s programr‘
It is noted, however, that over 60% desxre involvement with this task,:
17 7% deSLre much and 54 1& desxre some.
| In School D there is a. decrease in the percentage of respon— .
",dents.des&rlng some involvement with preparing materials and also an -
i increase in the percentage of respondents desiring 'no. involvement ?l

‘i with thlS task

Table xv illustrates the complete percentage breakdown of

responses to Task 46

Although the majority of respondents were not 1nvolved w1th ‘

&

the preparation of materials for the children s progr&m, a ma;ority

lf'desrred this type of involvement.-

;“6 | :' ,v;f:. ::” . - _'g

Tesk 48 Helping children dress and undress (clothing,

R

footwear) in the clessroom.'

' As may be seen from Tahle XVI, 8 2& of all respondents pres—~

;} ently'have nuch involvement with helping children dress and undress

”_cent presently heve some. involvement, leaving 53 6% without any
”_involvement with this task.: It 1s noted thst there is a decrease

'fin the percentage of reSpondents desiring much involvement with this

N

'5‘ InVSchools D andeE there is e decreese in the percentage ‘of ‘d

"ﬁ~respondents deslring much involvenent with dressing and undressing

. 65

(clothing, fOOtWGar) in the classroom.; Thirty-eight point one per SRR
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TABLE XV -
\PERCENTAGE anaxnowu OF RESPONSES TO TASK 46

Preparmg matenals for the chlldren s progr‘am, e.g., charts.
' puzzles, games - .

"__Presgh_'t Involvement o "-Deé’ii:ed Involvement

_Respondents. ~ - Much  Some None- . Much  Some = None

Tatal

w194) C2.1 0340 | 5?*9 | »,',7‘7‘ 541 33.; 

school K - P L IR SRR
ez e e L5 T 57.7.  34.6.

School B

L ne27) ‘37 407 856 T4 55.6 37.0

Schoql C

' school D -

Cneagy. ol 387000 26.7 . - 3.3 - 867 30.0

-(8533)._ S “ ;9703:;,§§55_ _;51.5.”‘ j“;§¥5f§ Hsoﬂel   24,;‘i_

School F - - 00 -' . _""10‘.(')' s :90.0 50 " 50.0 44.,-0




o (N=28)

" school E

TABLE w1 . SR
PERCENTAGE BREAKDOWN OF. RESPONSES TO TASK 48

Helplng chlldren dress and undress (clothlng, footwear) in
_the classroom

Present Involvement ‘ De51red Involvement

Rl

"Rgspondents"_ - ,AMuch Some None - ‘ Much :Some ~ None

Total

(N=194) 8.2 33f1 536 - 7.7 510 4.2

- Schoal A - 3.8 42,3 s3.8 . 3.8 53.8.  42.3
(N=26) S A | Lo e

School B
(N=27) -

School . ¢ 0.0 32,1 -67.9: . 0.0. 50.0  50.0

Comeo) 87 733 2000 - 3.3 60.0 367

" School F.

© o (Nes) oo 0000 10.0 7R0.0 0t 2.0 4400 - +54.0°

7.4 556 37.0 | 7.4 63.00  29.6



-ég ,
. ’ : ¢ »
children. Also inischool D there is a«decrease in the‘percentage
_oflrespondents desiring some involvement and also an'increase in
tne pércentage'of respondents desiring no involvement with this |
task. | |

. Table XVI 1llustrates the complete percentage breakdown of
responses to Task 48. : “

Although the majority of respondents were not 1nvolved w1th

helping children dress and undress, the majority desxred this type’
of'involvement. - _i‘ - dg l »W“f

-~

"'Task 50 - Pidying and cleaningpgp the classroom.t;
‘f As 1s evrdent from Table XVII 4 6% of all respondents
presently have much inVOIVement Wlth tidying and cleaning up in
the classroom.. Thirtyefive p01nt 81x per cent presently have some'
i 1nvolvement, leaVing 59 8% without any 1nvolvement w1th this task. |
‘ Further examination of Table XVII reveals that there is an 1ncrease
;l:fin the percentage of respondents desiring involvement With this
o task._“ 'i ‘V'bﬁj : | |
In Sehools C and b there is a decrease in the‘percb

ge*ef o

;_respondents desiring much involvement with tiaying and cleaning up

| 'f jthe classroom._ Also in School D there is a decrease in the per—

a

’-,;centage of respondents desiring some involvement and also an increase B

in the percenta e of respondents desiring no involvement with thls |

N ) ' ’.A. »» : i ) .. . . ) v_ : . N :l.‘ . !‘
; Table XVII illustrates the complete percentage breakdown of
_ responses to Task 50"'3;,if ﬁl- H,i ﬁivfld ﬁ’,’{‘

Although the majority of resoondents were not involved in



o | | TABLE.XVII | R
PERCENTAGE BREAKDOWN OF RESPONSES TO TASK 50

- Tidying and cléaning up in the classroom.

: Présent‘Involvement:: " Desired Involvement

' Respondénts - . Much  Some  None .  Much  Some  None

st

Total R . ol P, ' R
(N5194) - 4.6 | 35.?. ‘59.8 : 5.1 ’52.1 : 42.$ ‘

School fA T o _ . . ‘ o
(N=26) . R 0.0  38.5. 61.5 - - 7.7 - 46.1 46.1

' School B

Cne27) 0.0 518 481 0.0 704 296

(N=28) " 36 25.0 7.4 - 0.0 50.0  50.0

School D 133 667 - 20,0 - 6.  53.3 - 40.0

(School B1 - 12.r 454 42.4 151 545 303

0.0 6.0 . 94.0 . 2.0 44.0  54.0
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X

, .tidying and cleaning up inlthe classroom: the,majority desired this' 'd“

type .of involvement.

Category Tvo——lnstructional Support Category

‘ This'category involves tasks in whioh'parents interact with
. o g _ e
children in a learning situation, normally within a classroom
. ; -

setting. The’following 11 checklist—qhestionnaire tasks are‘includeda

P

_in this category: : 5, 6, 7, 8, 16, 18, 24, 28, “29-, 37 and 41.

As shown in Table‘XVIII 4 l% of ‘all respondents presently

o

have much 1nvolvemfnt and 29 6% have some . 1nvolvement leaVing

’h}

0

’66.3% thhout any-involvement; .Thereris_an.increasevin the‘per-

centage‘of resp0ndents‘desiring involvement :

In all 6 schools less than 50% of the respondents are _

presently involved with instructional suppogp tasks However, 1n

. o : .
'all 6 schools more than 50% of. the respondents expressed a de51re'

‘e . .

~'to be involved with these tasks.d

o

Table XVIII illustrates ‘the . complete percentage breakdown .
' : SR _ o
of responses to Category Two " v f‘ c -~j g

‘ Although the majority of the respondent; were not involved
.Awith instructional support tasks, the majority desired this type

P
»,

of invplvement.‘ §4§

Task 5. ‘_gpgrvising small group activities. '
Three point one per cent of all respondents presently have

' much involvement with supervising small group activities (see Table
. D

"XIx) Forty-seven point four per cent presently have some 1nvolve- '

\..

= ment,fleaving 49 St without any involvement with this task. It is.

FOS



TABLE XVIII -.

PERCENTAGE BREAKDOWN OF RESPONSES TO INSTRUCTIONAL SUPPORT CATEGORY
. & : ’ ' ) 7 C
(11 tasks)

Y

i

Present Involvement -  Desired Involvement

‘Respondents ~ ° Much  Some . None ‘Much - ' Some  None '

?;ET;L) . i 41 296 66.3 8.9 531 38.0

School A

.2 . 67. 73 1 41.5
No26) 4.2 28‘3 57.5 o 7‘3 . 45.1 4, |

" School B S S L : ,
(N#Z'i) - o 2.0 | 45.4 ” 52"5- . ‘5.7 54.9 “ 39..‘.4’

School C

. T 6 28.2  70.1 4.9 59.7  35.4
R=s T A

- School D o ‘ \ SRR .
. : . 1.5 - "\65. 4.8 .2 - 37.0
N=3) 2.7 3L 55‘7_ o }4 8’ 58 3

Cve3n) - B AR - B2l A7.400 562 264

S0y oo 40 158 0807 104 0 474 42,2

ul

lCS‘ |

s



. TABLE XIX
PERCENTAGE BREAKDOWN OF RESPONSES TO TASK 5

Supervising small group:activities

" present Involvement Desired Involvement

Respondents - Much  Some  Nonpe " 'Much . Some None

Total

School "A

(N=26) 3.8 42,3 538 LS 538 346

School B

. “(N-28) . g - 0.0 46.4 \5:.5.‘6 o .3.6., 71'4‘ | 25,0

“school D

(N=30) 3.3, 46,7 ©50:0 . 10.0. - 70.0". . '20.0

Csehool' B - ol S |
w3 R 2.3 . 182 60.6 2.2

“School -F . .
Cweso) 0 D Rel

0.0 36.0  64.0 '~ 8.0 62.0 30.0 . -



’ N B . . . n . . -’t_ .
noted, also, that over 70% desire involvement with'this task, 9.3%

- 7 L
. desire much and 62.9% desire some.

In 2 of the 6 schools, Schools B and E, more than 50% of

the‘respondents-are'presently involved with superviSing smallegroup

‘activities,

Table XIX.illustretes the'complete percentage breakdown of
responses to Tesk 5.
The' majority of respondents were 1nvolved with supervising

small group act1v1ties and also desired this type of involvement

»_'T&sk'G;‘;Responding to children's questiont in the

classroom.

) The data in Table XX indicate thet 61 9\ of all respondents

v/-presently have no involvement with responding to children 8 questions.

~in the classroom It is noted, however, tht over 60\ desire

, involvement with this taak, 10.3% desire nuch and 51 0% desire some,

In 3 of the 6 schools, Schools C. D and F, none, of the

;respondents are presently much involved with this task

Table xx illustrates the complete percentage breakdown of

: responses to Task 6

\Although a majority of respondente were not involved with

LR

.73

"responding to children 8 questions in the classroom, the ma;ority L B

v~‘desired this type of involvement.

/‘/ .

aak 7. Leading small group discussions with children.
‘; Table xxz indicates that 82 5\ of all reapondents present;y

have no involvement with 1eeding small group diacussions with

5



. PERCENTAGE BREAKDOWN OF RESPONSES TO TASK 6

r

TABLE XX

Responding ﬁo'children's qﬁéstionsiinjthe classroom

74

-RespbndentS»

Present Involvement

‘Much. Scme . None

Desired Involvement -

Muéh»*

Some

' Total
(N=194)

3.6

34.5  6L.9°

C 103

51.0

- 38.7

,)'Schéol"Av.A
T (ne26)

77

42.3  '50.0

11.5

o 53,8 -

" School B

307

51.8 . 44.4

‘ 11.1.g

55,6

" ., None

346

~School €
(N=28)

0.0

321 679

00

60.7

39,3

" School D' - .

(N=30) -

0.0

. 43.3 86,7

. f.‘ » 1‘0.'0-‘

43,3

4§?j:

'_Schbd;_ E',? i‘“
(N=33) - .

12,1

sjie-w”‘sq,a

hd .

24.2

57,6

‘18.2

 “ -Schoeol: F"
(N=50)

0.0

2.0 Y980

6.0

52.0



PERCENTAGE BREAKDOWN OF : RESPONSES TO TASK 7

_TABLE XXI ~

Leadmg small group dlscussions w:.th chlldren

”Respondents~

Present Involvement

' Much.

steT

None ‘

Much

Some

" Desired ‘Involvement

- None

Total

, (N=194)

1.5

' 16.0

82.5

8.2

" 47.4

School “A -

(N=26)

0.0

1.5

88.5..

11,5

"34.6

.53’8.

" School B.

. (N=27) ,:_':'

’1 SchOdlf'¢v‘

0.0

481

51.8

7.4

$59.3.

33.3

- school D .°

""f\ 0.0

©20.7 0

89.3

0.0

46.4

'53.6

‘(u-ao)

' s‘bhool_"E g

0.0

. 106.0

ol.o ‘

. 56.7

. 433

_ﬁ (N-asr.

9.1

30.3.

2.2

54,5

24.2

ﬂ'iSchOOi‘:Fi 3
C(NeSO) L

96,0 ..

8.0

. 38.0° .

| 54.0

A e e

75



7

children and 44}3%.desire none. Only 1 5% of all respondents are
presently much involved w1th thlS task and 8 2% desire much involve— f
: foa o )

‘ment}

In 5 of the 6 schools none of the respondents are presently
much involved Wlth thlS task and in 2 of the 6 schools none of the
respondents desire to be much involved o

' l\Table XXI illustrates the complete percentage'breakdown of - S e

v o -

responses to Task 7

v

Although the majority of respondents were not involved w1th o Lo

leading small group discussions w1th children, the majority deaired

| this type of involvement. fl“:f1t-. ‘Qﬁ”_ 'i-'éﬁ; J.",ﬁ

¥
,

: Task*ei- Supervising snacks (juice and cookies)“

According to Table XXII 8,2% of all respondents presently L

3

.

" have much involvementy?ﬁth supervising snacks. Thirty-six point e
h

fbone per cent presently have some involvement, leaVing 55 7\ without

‘ any involvement with this task. Further examination of Table XXII

a‘

',reveals that there is an’ increase in the percentage of‘respondents p
’;desiring involvement with this task.
Ninety—four per . cent of the respondents in School F. the

< o »

‘ highest percentage of eny school, presently have no. involvement with

Y

kY

Ce

‘,{supervising snacks._ It is noted, however, that over half deSire 1
J‘ involvement with this task | | » _d i ’
r?ble XXII illustrstes the complete peroentage breekdown of
1-responses to Task 8 - ‘ |

Although the majority of. reepondents were not involved with ',i':,ﬂ“3

5["'supetvisin9 anacks. the majority desired this type of involveqent_ g
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TABLE XXII
.  PERCENTAGE BREAKDOWN OF RESPONSES TO TASK 8 . ~ /

N " Supervising snﬁéks (juidekand~cobkies)"

. ' Present Involvement =~ Desired Involvement
Respondents ' Much  Some - Nome: Much  Some None

Total -, .

v"Nélgg)- -892 ;’:36}L.V  $5t7,> :.‘A 9-?1 .-99,5 »f.40ﬁ7 ;?

S A T PR
(N=26) * iu"f:‘f : 1574}'v242i3>::a42,; ". }7.7- . 4671. k fﬁfl

BT S N N T P L PR SAES

ﬂ,}N.28) ; o o ;?i6   ‘?1,4v: i75'p" .' ‘vk3:6» | ?9.3 . .577}‘:‘.

P U i _ RS P
© School . D v .- R, _ : e _ : SRR -
- (N=30) SRR § ~ S S 36,7

 Schob1f'E3;‘x »

- (N=33). A2 ‘_5f’§j ;?4-2f,'”; 30.3. :5§,§r s

- (N=50) . R "_"0'0‘ . =§..0 9.4,.'0 e ‘,"-8'.0 . 44"'0" 480 :

Y
i
»




:‘Task‘le; 'ﬁorking in an activity center with'snall graugg
 of .children‘. -

‘As isbev1dent from Table xxIII 70 6% of all respondents
presently have no 1nvolvement with working in an activ1ty center
with small- groups of children It is’ noted,.however, that over 65%
-.de51re much and 58 8% desire some. | _ - | | |
' Ninety per cent of the respondents in School F, the highest
| percentage of any school, presently have na involvement with working
in an act1v1ty center. Further examination of Table XXIII reveals ‘
thet over half desire involveMent w1th this task.. ‘#"

: Table XXIII illuetrates the complete percentage breakdown of
- responses to Task 16. o 'd" o

o . ., ‘
Although the majority of respondents were not involved w1th

| working in an activity center, the majority desxred this type of

i . 8
. i

.involve'ment. L) "" T

“fTaen;lat‘;Talking to cnildren-about yonr:work;;ﬁobbiég'-s
' t: As ahown in Table xxﬁy 76 3% of all respondents presently
n have no involvement with talking to children about their work and

hobbies and 39 2! desire none.. Only 18 6% of all respondents are ;fr

': prgg;ntly some involved with this task but 54. 1% desire ‘some _' ‘;5:_,
invo ’ o

vement. ”ff'*t;,; _Ifr;*; t;,,.f?

"""In Schools B and D none of the respondents are pres tly e

much involved with this taak and in Schoola A and B rione. of the

f}frespondenta delire to be much involved..

Tablc xxxv'illustratea the conplete percentage breakdown of t;a‘

78




TABLE XXIII . - R

* PERCENTAGE BREAKDOWN OF RESPONSES TO TASK'16 .

Working in an activity center with small groups of children '~

A . 'Present Involvement . Desired Involvement .
P C . i oo o . R o . S . - R . )
Respondents . - ° Much  Some - None - - " Much .= Some . None .-~

CTotal . 4
Ce=108) i

S

S2.1° 273 7060 U 7.2 58.8  34.0

'fﬁi?ﬁ?' A; L 5' ‘* 0.0 ;23,12; '76.9‘ o ‘g7.71; ;53,8"‘>38;5'w

' 3522 LB U390 6.7 296 - 1Ll 59.3 . 29.6

USchool C i
w2 9,04 217fg_ 82.1 o ‘:Ao.q ~‘L71’4,~= 28.6

scheol D. ..
oN=30)

S

C 0.0 7 2607 73.3. 0 6.7 - 53.3 40,0

S sehool B, i e e o
(Ne33) e 6il 73604 57f§A fg;.?'lsf; - ei.sv : 21;3:.»




- TABLE XXIV .

'PERCENTAGE ' BREAKDOWN OF RESPONSES TO TASK 18 -

' Talking to children about your work, hobbies, etc.

1

Respondents . ] |

Preéént_Invblvemént s

A
Much

Some

“None. -~ 'Much -

Some

~ Desired IhvolVement

' ﬁohe-

“total’ - sy

(N=194) ' _
e : /

o

. 18.6

76.3 6.7

54.1

39.2

~School A
8=26)

3?8 .

234

731 00

42.3

'SchoéllgB .
:..(N=27)"

© 0.0

- 18.5.

815 . 0.0

51.8

"~ school ¢
(N=28)

/ S

‘ﬂ»_,375__'

“17.9

78,6 7.1

e

286

S
.. séhool D .
o (N=3Q) o

16.7

83.3 . 3.3

56,7

-40.0°

“School . E .

‘?7§7‘§§?;Q*' 12.1

ea6 -

24.2

~;fs;:‘hooJ.'-'jF_ .

48.0 -

80

481

NS



- responses "to Task 18.
Although'the majority of'respondents were'not‘involved-with

: talking to children about their work and hobbles, the maJority

de31red this type of 1nvolvement.

_Tash(24. Efplaining to"children reasonsﬁfor observino
class rules. | . B .

The data in Table XXv 1nd1cate that 4 6% of all respondents
.presently have much 1nvolvement w1th explaining to children reasons
~ for observrng class rules: Thirty-four per cent presently have some
R involvement, leawing 61 3% without any 1nVOIVement with this task
Further examination of Table xxv reveals that over 60% of all S

respondents desire 1nvolvement w1th this task 9.8% desirevmuch

and 51.0% desire-some 'v“ ei-', .-u'

i

1 In only one of the 6 schools, School E, are 50% or more of o

the respondents presently 1nvolved with explalning to children
reasons‘for observing class rules.' In 3 schools,.Schools A, B and_'

. D, none of the respondents are presently much involved wrth thlS‘A

task./ 5 o ' .

gl

Table xxv illustrates the complete percentage breakdown of

responses to Task 24 , :
, / /
Althouqh the msjority of respondsnts were not involved with

explaining to children reasons for observing class rules, the

~
B

81

majority desired this type of involvensnt.,,~ifi ';liéh» _ ._.jf:i" .

Tﬁsk 28. Rnadi_g,and/or telling stories to children. -

'“f Table XXVI indicates thet 68 Ot of all respondhnts presently



. as‘

, :gespondehtsi" " Much "

Explalnlng to chlldren reasons. for observ1ng class rules

PERCENTAGE BREAXDOWN OF RESPONSES TO TASK 24

’ J
i

TABLE XXV

s - Present Involvement

\Somg,

None

Mich

- Some

" pesired Involvement -

None

' Totglv

[N
NN

: Schqol.'A
- (N=26)

< A . P
. .% ' ' L :
y 3 2 a
Y . - [

X
N ST
X

.

(N=194)

4.6

34.0 -

Cel3

9.8

.51.0

39.2

4.6

65.4

3.8

53.8

542'3

School:
- (N=27)

B

[—

0.0

40.7

' 59.3;

44.4

481

}ESChOOl

 (N=28) .

USchddif
(N=30)
fSchébiE
u;j(N'33):7

2.1

;64;3 -

57.1 -

35,7 -

o0 -

36,7

633

56.7

S a3

48.5

>‘712f1f'

7}5f;5E[

~ school F
T (ms0)

i l‘jd‘;

2000

}EGG;O {.”

20,0

46.0

. 82

34,00 ..
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| TABLE XXVI

PERCENTAGE BREAKDOWN OF RESPONSES TO TASK 28

'-fReading7and/o£ telling'stdrie$_to childrenv o

Respondents

Much -

Some

"Present Involvement

“"None -
[ .

Much

o
-

"Some -

Desired idvplvemeﬁt

None.

- Total
(N=194).

:‘4:'. 6

27.3

' 68.0

~10.8..

53.1

36.1

. ‘School A

(N=26)

7.7

26.9

65.4

" H.5

. 385

50.0-.

School B
. (N%27)

1.1

55.6

33.3

L 11.3

29.6

‘School C

(N=28)

: 0.0

25.0

- '75.0

10,7

B

64.3 "

25.0°

"scheol D

-(N#3O).fw

13,3

-f86;7! :

'53.3

43.3

- school E

e6i7

12.1 7 63.6

242

.séhool ‘F

. 6.0 /

20.0.

'

74,0

1407 44i0

42,0

83

~



‘reading or telling stories to'children, the majority‘desifed:this/

“have *no involvement with.readino or‘telling'stories Lo children'and'

36.1% desire none. Only 4 6% of all respondents are presently much

blnvolved with thls task and 10.8% desire much 1nvolvement

.

Elghty—SLx poxnt seven per cent of the respondents in

v

" school D the hlghest peYcentage of any SChool, presently have no’

1nvolvement w1th readlng_or telllng AGbrles to.chlidren.- It is .

noted, however, that over 55% Qesire~involvementgvith»this task.

»

Table XXVI' illustrates the complete percentage breakdown of

. o

}esponses to Task 28. . o o S .
v Althﬁugh the majority of respondents were not inVO1Ved>with

1
type of.involvement, - - T .

Tésk 29. Assisting'with outdoOr play activities:ié

Accordlng to- Table XXVII, 76.3% of all respondents presently h"‘

. have no. 1nvolvement with aseistlng outdoor play activitles.- It is"

-of the respondents desxre xnvolvement with thls task.

’responsee»to Task 29. . '”‘ o

Yo

g inoted however, that about 65% desire lnvolvement with this task,

i

ﬁ"6 7% desxre much and 571 7g‘desire some. -ffva,x . 7{

In s of the 6 schools, A, B. C, D. and E, none of the respon- e

Fa)

'dents are presently much involved in asslsting thh outdoor play

e'tactivities. f;p all but one of the schools, School A, the majorlty

.Table VII illustrates the complete percentage

;¥

o

Although the majority of respondents were not involved with ‘o

7.'assist1ng'with outdoor play actlvities, the mejority desired this

‘ftype of involvement._ ,3.1'1* o _k,vng;”

84
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" TABLE XXVII

PERCENTAGE BREAKDOWN OF RESPONSES TO TASK 29

A531st1ng Wlth outdoor play act1v1t1es

85

e

Desired

-

Present Invblvemént Involvement
Resporidents - Much - Some No%e © Much Some  None
‘ . . :
Total v ' : : : £ .
(N=194) 0.5 23.2 .76.3 x6§7 - 57.7 35.6
v %
School a : ) B Cea o
(N=26) 0.0‘. 19.2 80'8; 3.8 42.3 '53.8
~ School B C o : - :
(N=27) ‘ .0_0  33.3 66.7 3.7 §3.0 » 33.3
School - ¢ S ‘ »
(N=28) 0.0 286 71.4 71 7a 214
School D 0.0 36.7 63.3 3.3 70,0 26.7
(N=30) K . .
ad .
School E- : :
(N=33) 0.0 1511 84.8 S 12.1. 48.5 39.4
Scheol F o P ' - o
(N=50) .2.9 «lé.Q 84.9 -870 54,0, 38,0
’




-

-

Task 37 A551stin971n music act1v1t1es

As is ev1dent from Table XXVIII 91.8% of all respondents
presently have no involvement thh a551st1ng 1n§mu51c act1v1t1es,
.‘and 62.4% desire none. Only 7.2% of all respohdents arelpresently

:some 1nvolved wlth thls task and 35. 0% desire some 1nvolvement
In 5 of the 6 schools, Schools A, B, c, D and E none of the
'lrespondents are presently much 1nvolved wlth_a351sting in music
activitres.. None'of the reSpondents-in Schools C and D presently
have,any involvement with this task.
' TablelXXVIII illustrates'theAcomplete‘percentage breakdown
‘ of responses to Task 37
The majorlty of respondents were not . 1nvolved w1th.aSSlStlng
~in nusio activitiesband also did not desirewthis,type of involyement.
':Task 41; Assisting'in thehsupervision‘of fieldtrip;;”

-

As shown in Table XXIX, 10 8% of all respondents presently

ave much 1nvolvement wlth aSSlStlng 1n the superv1s1on of fleld— S

:_trlps Flfty-threp p01nt sxx per cent. presently have some 1nvolve—
ment, leav1ng 35.6% wlthout any 1nvolvement w1th thls task V Further
"examination of Table XXIX reveals that about 80% de51re 1nvolvement
f with thxs task 16 0% deslre much “and 63 4% desire some. |

‘In only one of~the schoqls, School A, are less than 50% of
s the respondents présently 1nvolved w1th assxstlng in the superv1sxon

of fleldtrlps.v In SChool ol all respondents de91re 1nvolvement wlth
. R 4 : o
;thls task - Hwﬁ '
¢ - | A

. . Table XXIx 111ustrates the complete percentage breakdown of

responses to Taakt41.

ot
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 TABLE XXVIII
' PERCENTAGE BREAKDOWN OF RESPONSES TO TASK 37 N ’
Aséiéting in music activities- .
- ‘ ' )
2 ! :
. Present iInvolvement Desired Involvement
' Respondegts Much Some .~ None . Much . Some  “Nene
Total 1.0 7.2 91.8 2.6 35.0  62.4
- (N=194) . . \AL . C
‘School A R A v - L
' : 0.0 7.7 - 92.3 0.0, 34.6 65.4-
(NF26) SO S 92.3 0.
School B . ‘ . Lo e '
N . 7.4 .6 : . . 70.4
) 0.0 7.4  92.6 0.0 29.6 70
School ¢ A S PP : -
’ : ’ V.U . . . . .4 75,0
. (N=28) 0 0 ) 0.0 ,100) 0 3 A6 _21 ‘ 75
e v R ,/’:yl J ) L
School D o : . . R
; . 0. . . < 3.3 . 40. - 56,7
N=30) .00 0.0 100.0 -3 0.0 - 56.7
_school E- | e o T D aee o
) 0.0 24,2 ° 75.8 0.0 = 5L.5°. 48.5
School F "4.0 . 4.0 920 . 6.0 32.0 " 62.0°% .,



- . TABLE XXIX = *
' PERCENTAGE BREAKDOWN OF RESPONSES TO TASK 41

Assisting inethe supervisibﬂ of fieldtrips.
. * : S . .

9 i 'Y ©

~ Present Involvement = . Desired Involvement’
" Respondents o Much ‘Some  None ' Much Some  .None
. - . )4 B N N
* * . /’)~

' - o [ . , .
. Total e ' 8 U
Ryl .10.8 53.6 35.5 N 16.0 63.4  20.6

‘School A& LA P vﬁ o . .
(N=26) | 1 | .5 538 T ALs 423 g6l

School B B ‘ o, ea . »
(N=27) ) 0.0 'v'63’0 3730 o 7.4 ’,63.0 29.6

School - C'

(N=28), 7.1’ ’ 78.6 - 14.3 | ;0.7 '-89i3 ‘ 0.0

 séhool D

N=30) 13.3 . 733 13.3 67 0 833 10,00

o ~ \;5;

. School E , ST PR _ .i’ S
~ (N=33) 39-3~ 3Qf3,_'v39-4' - ‘3313.: 48.5 1?.2

School F E C e o C T e
(N=50) : ~“,¢6f° 46.0 ° ,43'0 ~ ;o.o sé.o | ?2'0-:

' .



The majority of respondents were involved with assisting in

_the supervision of fieldtrips and also desi&éd this type of involve-

t
|

ment.,

Category,Three—-becisioh—Making Category

e . ’ ' l : : S
This category involves tasks that set and evaluate policy

withfregard to program,’staff; budget and cdrriculumh The following
. o I

9 checklist—questionnaire tasks'are'inoluded in this'category: 3;

15, 22, 25 27, 31, 35, 36 and 38. o

The data in Table XXX indicate that 2.1% of all respondents;‘

. . e .t N (
_presently have much‘lnvolvement and 18.7% have .some 1nvolvementﬁ '

“leaving 79.2% without any involvement. As is evident from Table
By ¥ C . - : . ) ] .
$

XXX, there is an increase.lh_the percehtage of reSpondenfs‘desiring
involvement.

.

In all 6 of the‘schools less than 50% of the respohdents‘are‘

L i -
9 !

presehtly lnvolvedﬂﬁith deoision*makihg tasks. However,'in 3.
'schools,.sohoolebc, D ahdhé,~more,than:56%io£ the'reSPOhdehté"
'expreseed'a-desire toxbe.involved with theSe tagks. .
| Table XXX illustrates the complete percentage)breakdown of

responaes to Category Three.

.

Although the majorlty of the respondents were not involved o

. wnth dec151on-making tasks, the majorlty desired thls type of

1nvolvement. R - X.':'e--'dﬁl. “" 4? ';.h t:.w
ST . N R .\

Task 3. Selecting program personnel, e.g., teachers, -

fteacher—aides.v

N

. 4)\ Seventy-seven point three per cent of all respoudents

89

PG o
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" TABLE XXX .
'PERCENTAGE BREAKDOWN OF RESPONSES TO DECISION~MAKING dATéGORy

. : e
(9 tasks)

.~
& i . . i .
\"\ T

Present Invquement' : Desired Involvement

Respondents . Much Some None . - .Much ‘Some None -

Totat -

(N=194) - 2.1 187 79:2 . 4.8 47,0 483

schopl A& o .a9.9 - U :
we2e) 38 132 829 64 5.0 517

School B

School - C .
(N=28)

N

3.2 .26.2 ©70.6 5.5 56,0 3.5

’Schbéi D

(N=30) 2.2 +24.8. 730 3.3 57.8 0 38.9

v . ; . : BN ‘ - R e

School - E _ e . | _
Cmesy 0 30208 761 108 451 44.1

-School ,F

(84=50) 0.7 10.4 88.9 - 1.8 4d.0 . 54.2.

,\§
. 5



‘,de51re lnvolvement w1th thi:

‘ reeponses;to Task 3

presently have no 1nvolvement w1th selectlng program personnel and

49.0% de51re none (see Table XXXI). oOnly 3. l% of all respondeﬁts

'arevpresently'muchbinv°lved with' this task and 8.8% desire much

.
~ .

involvement.

Orie hundred per cent of the respondents in School F presently =

have no 1nvolvement w1th selectlng program personnel lOver-BO% of

the respondents in. School C, the highest percentage of any school,

Table XXXI illustrai%h

«

Although'the méjority of red?rj f' : were'not involved with'

& '

, selectlng program personnel the majorxty desired thlS type of.

1nvolvementu
!

Task 15 Choosing material for the chlldren s program

.

n The data in Table XXXII indlcate that 1.0% of all respondents .

) )

presently»have much 1nvolvement w1th chooszng material for the .

chlldren s program Twenty-one p01nt one per cent presently have_

,

‘some - lnvolvement, leavxng 77 8% without any 1nvolvement w1th thlS

vdesire involvement with this task, 6 2% desire much and 47 9% de51re'

f responses to Task 15. v:;Q Ca _z's\

v - Lo

vtask Further examlnatlon of Table XXXII reveals that about 55%

(B -

In 4 of the 6 schools, Schools B, C, E and F, none of the

‘5h respondents are presently much involved w1th thls task

- »>

’ Table XXXII illustrates the complete percentage breakdown o -

. o

Although the majority of‘respondents were : not involved wlth

..

91
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' PERCENTAGE BREAKDOWN

TABLE XXXI -

OF RESPONSES TO TASK 3

Selgéting ptOgramvpe:sonnel)'e.g.;.teaChers, teacher-aids

L

Respondents

Present Involvement

f,' Much

- Some None

Desired Invo1vement

..Mgch

~‘SOme

None

Total

(N=194).

3.1

19.6  77.3

42.3

49.0

School A |

(N=26):?f

3.8

7.7 88.5 -

34.6 -

i

92

57.7

School.
{(N=27)

B

0.0

' 18.5 . 8l1.5

0.0,

37.0

63.0

,Schooi
'(N?QB)

R

464 6.4

17.9 .

.64.3

17.9

Schpol"
(N=30).

6.7

33.3 - 60.0

110.0

53.3

36.7

.SchQOl.
- (N=33) |

;3,0

242 72,7

15.1

36.4

48,5

- school

0.0

'0-'0 “ 100.0 C

. 4.0

34.0

62.0
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. TABLE XXXII
PERCENTAGEY BREAKDOWN OF RESPONSES TO TASK 15

Choosing materials for the'chilérén's'pxogram :

PR

Present Involvement '~ Desired Involvement

,Resandénts . ~ Much Some None . Much - Some None

o - b o -
Total ‘ : _ : o o A .
(N=194) - 10 212 778 0 6.2 47.9 , 45.9

School A . a4 P
parrei 3.8 11,5 84.6 1.5 461 423

© School B R S
Cwen : o,o;,_‘;z,z- 77.8 7.4 40.7 .51.8_

el 0.0 31 eTe 36 R 6

 School D - L R S
ey o 3.0 €6.7.0 - 3.3 400 56.7

”'Séhool,fﬂ,‘T

N=33) 0.0 182 88 9.l 5T 33

(Nw50). - . ’fQTew 16.0°: :84.0 " ¢_",;5:o 480 46.0




' choosing materials for the children's probrem, the majority desired.
" this type of involvement.

+

. ¥ Task 22.' Assessing program needs. .

- Table XXXIII indicates'that>6§.l% ofvell respondents presently "t
have no.involvement.with essessing’program'needs. .lt'is noted,.
however, that.over 60% desire involvement with this task, 4.1%

) de51re much and 58 2% desire some,
In 3 of the 6 schools,-Scthls B, D and E, none of the respon-

‘dents are presently much involved with\ﬁsseSSLng program needs

] v -

.‘:Eighty—four p01nt six per cent of the respondents 1n School A, the

'»highest~percentage of any’school, presently have no involvement

with this task.

-,

Table XXXIII illustrates the complete percentage breakdown
_of responses to Task 22 o ‘ o R o ,"7. o

Although the majority of respondents were not 1nvolved w1th
vasseSSIng progrem needsq"the maJority desired‘this type of involve-"

" ment.

”Task'25}ﬂ Choosing equignent*for-the childﬁgn‘s‘prerami

K According to Table XXXIV, 83% of all responden?s presently
’_'have no involvement with choosing equipment for the chlldren s
A'tprogram and 51 O% desire none.” Only 16 5% of all respondents nre‘”

presentIy some involved with this task but 45 9& desire some :

finvolvement

i

In 5 of the 6 schools, none of the respondents are presently

T

- much involved with choosinQ*equipment. Ninety-nine point four per



_ Total

1 (N=26)

] School E
- (N=33)

7

S - TABLE XXXIIL'

PERCENTAGE BREAKDOWN OF RESPONSES TO TASK 22 -

. Assessing program needs ..

»

Respondents ‘ - Much

.Some

Present Involvement

. None

Desired Involvement

Much

“‘Noné

N

Some

69.1

58.2  37.6

‘

>
ALY

( N .
School A 3.8 1.5

4.6

3.8

42.3  53.8

o

School. B '
(N=27)

0.0 37.0

63,0

0.0

School C
(N=28)

3.6 35.7

< 60.7

3.6

63.0  37.0

A} .
71.4 . 25.0

School D . - -

(N?30) 0.0 23.3

76.7

0.0 45.4°

545

v12;i

.;3;3

'60.6

60,0 . 36.7

27.3

sool F. .0 .. hio . 240,

2.0

- 74.0

2.0,

 54.0 . 44.0

F
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5 AT R
TABLE XXXIV A
- T ~
. , PERCENTAGE BREI}KDOWN or _‘RESPONS_E'AS TO TASK 25
] " ) ) . A
‘Choosing equipment for the._children_'-s'pr.ogram : "y
. o Prvesen.t‘Invblvement Desired Involvement -
Respondents Much  Some "« None " Much -~Som’e . None
Total - -, e — S v
(N=1{B4)\” 0.5 16.5 83.0. :3».1- 45.'9, 51.Q
. - .
. l,. / ¢
school A - o ” : . A o .
(N=26) : :,0'0 .2.3.1 : 76.9 00 34.6 65.4
ichool B » , RN -
N=27) 0.0 22.2. 7.7f8 : 37 o 40.7 o 55‘.6_
school C. : S o o . ,
(N=2_8)' 3.6 0.0 9§,4_ | 3.6 . SO.Q ‘ 46.4
- ‘school D ' L o o o -
“(N=30) 0.0  267 13 3  __‘O 56.7 4;3 .
: Schobi' E ) . ‘ c L ' o L
 (v=33) 1 0-0 18.2 81.8. 9.1 ‘ 483_.5 4.4
o : c oo o Ta . ’ : . ' + N . . ’
. es0) 0.0 12.0  88.0 2.0 “44.9‘ .. 540
2 R
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cent of the respondents in School C the hxghest percentage of any

school presently haVe no 1nVOlvement w1th thls task

Table XXXIV 1llpstrates the complete percentage breakdown of

responses to Task 25 - . {'

The majorlty of the respdndents were not 1nvolved with

tchoosing equipment ‘and -also d}d not de51re this type of 1nvolvement

I
~ {

Task 27. Plannlng and organlzlng fleldtrlps

As is evxdent from Table XXXV, 5 7% of all respondents B
presently have much 1nvolvement w1th pIannlng and organlzlng fleld—

trlps.\ Twenty-four p01nt two per cent presently have some lnvolve-

ment, 1eav1ng '70. l% w1thout any 1nvolvement w1th thas task. Further

examination of Table XXXV reveals that there is an 1ncrease rn the

L
,4\.

percentage of respondents de51r1ng 1nvolvement with thls task. %k
In all but one of the schools, School A, the majority)of
- respondents de81re involvement with plannlng and organlzlng field-
- trips.
A. X ' A‘/-‘ o E . @ . '»‘, . '
v "Table XXXV illustrates the complete percentage‘breakdown of .

P

responses to ‘Task 27 i P
. Although the ma)ority of respondents were not involved w1th,
planning and organizing fieldtrxps, the majorlty desired thls type

o of ‘pvolvement.‘. o i3 B

Task 31._ Setting program goals and objectives.

As shown in Table XXXVI, 84 0\ of all respondents presently

have no iaVOlvement with setting program goals .and objectives and
.&al

w

}‘-;.S0,0%‘desire 3?“93- Only 2. lt of all respondents are presently much._

97
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TABLE XXXV -
'PERCENTAGE,BREARDOWN OF RESPONSES TO TASK 27 ©
Planning and organizing_fieldtrips
Present Involvement ‘-Desiréd Involvement
Respondents Much Some None  Much Some None
Total" L o . .
(N=l94) 5.7 24.2 79,1. » 7.7  55.7. 36.6
. (

School A i B o ’

(N=26) 17,7 -%11.5 80.8 L 0.0 38.5 61.5
SEhooi B ; ’ : C - - S
=27} 3.7 444 518 3.7 55.6  40.7
school € R L L
(N-28) 0.0 286 7.4 107 679 214
School D . ‘ o ’ - S o
(8=30) 10.0. 30.0 . 60.0 6.7 . 70.00  23.3
School E o L 2 S .
e 911z 727 212 48.5  30.3
School F Lo e .
(N=50) 4.0 18.0. 78'0.' , 4i0 54.0 42.0



TABLE XXXVI
PERCENTAGE 'BREAKDOWN. OF RESPONSES TO TASK 31

Setting program goals and objectives

4

99

51.5.

: " . N N i)
" Present Involvement Desired Involvement
' Respondents a " Much Some Noné Much  Some  None
Total ' . \ 1
0 o
(N=194) S 21 1309 80 5.7 443 50.0
N S L
choo . L . ™
(N=26) . 3.8 ;9.2 . 76.9 vll.5 .30.8 ?7.7.
School B~ s . _
(N27) 0.0 148 85.2 0.0 40.7 . 59.3
School C RPN o B o o
(N=28)" 10.7 »l7.9 B 71.4 1057 42.9 | »4?.4
" School D S o | .
(N?30)‘ o 0.0 : 20.0 gHBO,O ‘»‘ 3.3 60.0 36.7 .
School E ; . o . S .
0.0 21.2 8. ' 12.1 36.4
(N=33) 0.0, -2 78.8 - -
(N=50) 00 0.0 l00.0 0.0 50.0. 50.0



< o \
anolveo with this.task and 5:7% desrre much involvement.

- In 4 of*the 6,schools;'Schools'B(‘D, E and E, none of the:
respondents are presently much involved with setting program goals
and objectives. One’hundred per cent of the re§pondents in Schaol F
presentlyihave'no.invo1vement with this task.

Table XhXVI illustrates the.complete_percentage'breakdown of
responses to’Tasklél} ’ |

Although~the‘majoritylof reSpondents were'notbinnolved Qith
settlng program goals and objectlves, the majorlty desired this type

' of 1nvolvement

Task 35. Planning the children's program.

The data in Table XXXVII indicatenthat,87;6i of all respon-
dents presently have no 1nvolvement w1th plannlng ‘the chlldren s
'fprogfam and 54.6% de31re none., Only 11.9% of all respondents are

. presently some 1nvolved with thls task but 43 3% desire some

i . 3

1nvolvement.

| In 5 of the 6 schools none of the respondents are presently
much. 1nvolved w1th plannlng the children S program. It is noted
'that School D is the only school hav1ng a maJorlty of respondents
vl_de51r1ng involvement w1th thrs task
t Table XXXVII 1llustrates the complete percentage breakdown
-~ of responses to Tasﬂ 35 \ F' : .1,'f ; ?_'t.; v.ﬂ #cv
| " The majorlty of the respoudents were not rnvolved w1th

’plannlng the children 8 program and also d1d not desire this type )

--of 1nvolvement

100 -
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/ 0 - TABLE XXXVII &

: PERCENTAGE BREAKDOWN OF RESPONSES TO TASK 35

”‘/' ‘ Planning the children's program
/

Preseht Involvement , ~'Desired Involvement

AN P
- ' j .
Responqgnts : Much-  Some None ’ / Much Some None

Total 0.5 11.9 87,6 2.1 . 433 54.6
(N=194) : T, 1 :

"~ (N=26) .

School A 3.8 3.8 92.3 / 11.5 - 30.8  57.7

School B . 5o 14,8 852/ 0.0 48.1 518

(N=27)‘

School  C o SO IR N e
(N=28) o 0.0 214 78{6 ' . 0.0 393 60.7

- school D L - : , IR R : ‘

© "School E

School F R L . T
sy . 00 e0. 94.0 0.0 400 600
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Task '36. Preparing the'program budget .

T

Table XXXVIII indicates that 86.1% of all respondents pres-

ently have no invblvement with preparlng the program budget and 66.5%
A o QL
desire none. Three point one per cent of all respondents are

‘ipresently much involved with fhis task and only 1.5% desire much .

.Q\;_
.

involvement.

¥ E . . .
In 3 of the 6 schools, Schools B, D and F, none of the o
N A o _ , :
respondents are presently much‘involved withﬁpreparing the program
budget and 1n 5 schools, Schools A, B, C, D and F, none of the 3
respondents desyre to be much 1nvolved ‘ One hundred per cent of" the’
respondents in School B presently have no - 1nvolvenent w1th thlS task
VIn only one school,.school D, do 50*,°¥ more_of the respondents
'h desxre 1nvolvement w1th thlS task | | »
| Table XXXVIII lllustrates the complete percentage breakdown 4o‘
'_of responses to Task 36. |

' The majorzty of respondents were not- 1nvolvediw1th preparlng

‘ the program budget and also d1d not de51re this type of 1nvolvement. .

Task 38.‘-Evaluating-the'ohjectivesvand_ooals of'the '

children s program.;
| Accordlng to Table XXXIx, 77 8% of all respondents presently
have no inVolvement with evaluatlng the objectives and goals of the -
_“children s program. It is noted gﬁ%mver, that over 55% desxre
involvement with this task. 3. 6% desire much and 53 1% deSire some.
In 4 of the 6 schools, Schools B, cr D and F, none of the‘ )

Irespondents are’ presently much 1nvolved with evaluating the obgectlves

and goals and 1n 2 schools, Schools C and F, none of the respondents o



| | TABLE. XXXVIII

[—

- PERCENTAGE BREAKDOWN OF RESPONSES TO TASK 36

Preparing the program budgetA

1

. Respondents

Present Involvement E _Desifed Involvement

_ Much Some - None - Much; Some - None

: thai
- (N=194)

3.1 10.8 - 86.1 .. 1.5 > 32.0  66.5

School A
(N=26)

3.8 102 7890 0.0 < 26,9 731

School ‘B
(N=27).

0.0, 0.0 100.0 . . 0.0 259 ~ 74.1

School C
(N=28)

103

3.6 14.3 1 g2.1 0.0 -42.9 . 57.1

" _school D

0.0 233 .76.7 - 0.0 50.0 50.0

' school - E
(N=33)

121 9.1 - 788 - 9.1 303 60.6

~ School  F
- {N=50)

(0.0 4.0 9.0 , 0.0 = 220 78.0
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TABLE XXXIX
PERCENTAGE BREAKDOWN OF RESPONSES‘TO TASK' 38

Evaluatlng the objectlves and goals Qf the ch11dren s programs

# .

Present Involvement .De51red Involvement

_Respondents Much Some "'Noné ' " Much  Some None

“Total

Ly iy e s
(N=194) 1.o 2.1 77.8 3.6 53 1  43

.School.
- (N=26)"

>

3.8 1.5 84.6 115 38.5  50.0-

School B : ‘ ' ' Lo : .
\ . S ) . . i . . : .8
e 2.9 751 3 7 444 5L

School € R - - ’
‘ - ' . . ' . . . . . N . 6
(N=28) | R 3 60.7. 0.0 7.4 2816

'Sch6§1' D ‘ o Sy - S S
s c .0 ; .0 ; .0 26.7
W) 0.0 20.0. 80.0 . 33 700 0 267

School “E. . . i e g . - o
. . . . S R . ‘ . . 6.1 | .4 . 48.5

(N=50) ./ . 0:0 1400 860 0.0 _80.0. 7.50.0. .




desire to be_much invoIVed. Eighty-six per cept of the respondents '
in School F, the highest.percentage of any school, presently have no
1nvolvement with thlS task . o o =

Table XXXIX illustrates the complete percentage hreakdown of

N
\
o]

responses to Task 38.

Although the'majority ofzrespondents were not involved with

evaluating the objectives and ‘goals of the children s program, the
majority de51red this type of 1nvolvement.
6?/ ' .

Category Four-—Administrative Category *‘,, N

This category involves tasks that institute and co—ordlnate

the functioning of the program | The followzng 10 checklist—
questionnaire tasks are included in this category l, lO 17, 20,
26, 30 40 42 47 and 49.
" As is ev1dent from Table XL, 3.4% of all respondents presently
‘Ahave much 1nvolvement and 9 8% have some involvement, leaVing 86\8% '

without any 1nvolvement. Further examination of Table XL reveals

>

' that there is an 1ncrease in the percentage of respondents desrring

rnvolvement

In all 6 of the schools less than 50 O% of ‘the respondents
] - I

‘, are presently 1nvolved with administrative tasks. Further, rn none
o of the schools do the majority of respondents desire involvement.

Table XL illustrates the complete percentage breakdown of

'.‘ T

' responses to Category Four.y.

\

tive tasks and also did not desire this type of involvement. f‘f_-l

‘\' S T . . R . 5 st

The majority of respondents were ‘not involved with administra—.

105
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. TABLE XL -
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PERCENTAGE . BREAKDOWN. OF RESPONSES TO ADMINISTRATIVE CATEGORY

(1o’tasksy“ o

Resppndents

Much

Some -

© e

Present Invaolvement’ -

None

Desired Involvement

Muchii Some

" None .~

Total .
(N=194)

3.4

9.8

' 86.8

5.6 33.7

60.7

School A
- (N=26) . -

1.6

84.2 -

5.0  '30.8"

64.2

School B

‘ (N=27)

0.7

9.6

89.6

1.1 . 33.7

' 65.2

~School C .
(N=28)

- 3.6

5.7

90.7,

5.4 24.3

'70.4

School . D.

o (N=30)

L .3.0

12.3

84.7

3.7 - 34,7

61.7

. School E

(N=33)

4.5

85.8 -

1.8 35.8

3‘52?4.

School: F =

(N=50)

R K-

‘iQ.Bf

oBe.4 b

. 5.6 38.6.

j.SS:S '
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Task 1. Completing the E.C.S. 'Kindergarten' applicaticn

form. . 0

As is.ShQWn-in Tahle XLI?.69.6§-of.all respondentsvpresently:
have no 1nvolvement with completang the E C.,S. 'Kinder%arten;
.'appllcatlon forms and 44 8% de51re none. n%y 8.8% of all respon- By
dents are presently nuch 1nvolved with this task and 13 4% de31re —

: much 1nvolvement. |
| ~In-all 6 of the schools less than\SO% -of the- respondents -

are presently 1nvolved with completlng the E.C. S. 'Klndergarten 3 .

appllcatlon ‘forms. - In all but one school School B, 50% or more of :

@
t

,the respondents de51re 1nvolvement w1th this task.

\

. Table‘XLI i trates the complete percentage breakdown of

N

.

'~responses to Task
Although the majorlty of respdhdents were not lnvolved wlth

completlng~the_E,C.Sf 'Klndergarten appllcatlon forms, the majorlty

desiredhthis type of 1nvolvement1

Task 10. Interviewingrpgogram personnel, e.g., -teachers,

teacher—aldes.'

i . Nlnety-three po1nt elght per . cent of all respondents pteeently

Ny

have no involvement "1th 1nterviewing program personnel and 65 5%' ;_“i“w

P

107

. de51re none (see Table XLiI) Only 5. 7% of all respondents ‘are h"‘_ o

> presently some 1nvolved with this task but 30,4% desire some lnvolve-
- . , . - . . . . - G .
ment;“ '

In 5 of the 6 schools, none of the respondents are presently'es

) much 1nvolved Wlth 1nterviewing program personnel -an 1n 2 5chools,’ .

~Schools B and F, none qf the respondents desire to be much involved



Completing the E: C.'S.. 'Kindergarten' application. forms -

TABLE XLI

PERCENTAGE BREAKDOWN' OF RESPONSES TO TASK 1

Respéndénts

Present Involvement

- Much

Somev’

None

Much  Some

) -

.Desired Invblvement

None

_Total -
(N=194)

8.8

“

21.6 .

169.6

13,4 417

44.8

School A
@=28)

©15.4

23.1

' 61.5

~11.5 . 42.3

46.1

School B

© 3.7

133.3

63.0

0.0 48.1

51.8

chhool'"C
(N=28) .

143

143

71.4

14,3 35.7

£ 50.0

'School "D
1 (N=30) '

33

.20.0

76.7

16.7 ¢ 40.0

43.3

“'School E

CAN=33)

. ? 6;1,

o212

212 36.4

42.4

School Fi '

- (N=50)

100

20.0°

‘;'70,9“"

- 14.0  46.0

,;40.0 -

Ay



. TABLE XLII L
' PERCENTAGE BREAKDOWN OF RESPONSES TO TASK 10

Interviewingiprdgfam personnel,le.g., teachers, teécher—aides

P:eseht Involvement“f - Desired Involvement

" Respondents Much Some None . Much ° Some  Non®

-'109

Total ... o5- 5.7 93:.8 | 4.1 - 30.4  65.5

(N=194)

‘School A . ﬂihmﬁdnvi" - A C S :
'-(N=26_)' : | v .(‘).__o‘ - 38 ._.9671 | 777, , 11.5 .8.0.8

School "B
SN=2m) T 22 AR .

0.0 3.7 9.3 0.0 29.6° 70.4

G

- Schooi .C." o : e . R . o
C(N=28) S »Qjo 107893 - 7.1 32f1, | 60.7

School - D,
N=30)

‘Schooi_“Ev

. (N=33) (3-.00% 12,0 ¢ o848, 6l %64 576

000 6.7 933 . 6.7 - 3.7  56.7

o School “F . 7. 0,0 Y 0.0 10000 0.0 . 32.0 .68.0

|
o
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dne/hundred per cent of the,reSPondents in School F~presently have
no 1nvolvement w1th thlS task Eléhtyipoint elght per cent of the
respondents in School A,‘the highest percentage of any school de51re
no 1nvolvement with. thls task. /

Table XLII 1llustratcsqf e complete percentage breakdown of

responses to Task 10. ) R : - R
. _ , e _ :

The majorlty of respondents were not 1nvolved with 1nter—
viewing program personnel and also did not desxre this type of

ulvement.

Task 17 Servxng on the Local Adv1sory Commlttee (L.A.C. )

The data in Table: XLIII indicate that 12. 4% of all respon—‘i
'dents presently haye much 1nvolvement w1th serv1ng on the Local
' Advisory Commrttee.. nly 9. 8% presently have some- involvement,_
| 1eaving 77{5% without any involvement with_thls'task; Further
.examination of Table XLIIX reveals that whlle there is an increase
-.in the percentage of respondents de81r1ng‘1nvolvement thh thls tash
hthe percentage is still well under 50%. | |
In S of the 6 schools there 1s a-decrease in the percentage

of respondents deslrlnq much lnvolvement 1n servxng on the L.A. C . |
“In the other school School F;.there 1s no change, 8% are presently

’ dmuch involved wrth thls task and 8% desire much 1nvolvement.lcvf

. ,f'h' Table XLIII 111ustratea the complete percentage breakdown
;?_'fék responses to Ta%k 17.>';.+ ' h,wf :'ﬁpﬁ T By

The majorxtygpf rquondents were not involved w1th serv1ng :

" on the L A C. and also did not de81re th1s type of 1nvolvement.
N = o .& . . —— . .
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TABLE XLIIT /\\\7::>
PERCENTAGE BREAKDOWN OF RESPONSES TO TASK 17 -~
: Serving on the Local Advisory Committee (L.A.C.)
= Present Involvement A Desired Involvement'
Respondents Much  Some None ~ Much, Some ,~ "Noqg
Tqtal Cym _ -
(N=194) 12,4 9.8 Z7,8 7.7 1 60.8
School A . , \ | . _
(N=26) »v l?.Z 3.8 ._?6.9 3 7 A 34'“6 57.7
School B = - , - //\ o
’.(N#27): . 3.7 11.1 85.2 7/0.0 40.7 ;.59'3
$chool C . L |
(N=28) 14.3 » 3.6 ~82.1 10.7° - 17.9 1.4
Schooll AD'- o o : -
(8=30) 13.3 10,0 - 76.7 33 333 633
School E . S S - : e -
_ (N=33) - 8.2 9.1 " 72, 15.1 30,3 54 ?
 School F L G
A 0 .0 76, . 8. k¥ . .0
sy 60 1.0 0. 60 20 eoo
A
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V/) Task 20. Purchasing equipment for the children's program

as ordered by the. teacher.
Table XLIV indicates that 80.9% of all respondents presently

.have no involvement with purchasing equipment for 'the children's-

p:ogran ahq 54;1$,aesire’none;f Only l4.9%hof.all respondents are

{§J‘< lpresently some involved:with‘this,task‘but 40.7%'deaire‘some'ineoloe—
o1 ment | |

| ‘In SchoolspA, B and C none'of'the reSpondents are ptesently

much involved_with purchasing equipment and‘in School B none of the

o112

respondents de51re to be much 1nvolved Ninety~two point six per cent

of the respondents 1n School B, the hlghest percentage of any school,

a- presently have no 1nvolvement w1th thls task.

Table XLIV 1llustrates the complete percentage breakdown of
! PR : . .

responses to Task 20.

The majorlty of respondents were not 1nvolved w1th purchasxng O

-

. equ1pment and also did- not desire - thls type of 1nvolvement.

Task 28, Preparlna a newsletter to keep parents 1nformed

Accordlng to Table XLV, 89 2% of all respondents presently

. have no 1nvolvement w1th preparlng ‘a newsletter and 62.4% de51re |

o
7

none. Only 3 6% of all respondents are present‘p:gh 1nvolved Wlth

thls task and 5 lt deslre much involvement._,

T

one hundred per cent of the respondents in School ‘B presently

have no invnlvement with preparing a newsletxer.. It is noted that

o

‘ School E 18 the only school havxng a majorlty of resppndents de31r1ng

- 1nvolvement thh thls task.

(S

. Table XLV 111ustrates the complete percentage breakdown of
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. TABLE XLIV ..
VPERCENTAGEVBREAKDOWN OF RESPONSES TO TAsx 20 - ,
. o - . : AL
Purchasing equipment for the children's program as ordered
*y by the teacher ' '

- N |
Present Involvement - Desired Involvement
Respondents ° * Much Some yone ; Much -~ _ Some None

.

Toral 4.1 14.9 80.9 5.1 - 40.7  54.1

. (N=194)

S

SChoél .A

- e26) 0.0 154 BA6 . 3.8 308" 65.4

School B

. : o007 92,6 . 37.0 . 63.
we27) - 0.0 :7 4 926 0 0;. | 0 63.0

School C*

(N=28) O-Q' “3.6' .96.4, : - _3.6 : f28'6 67.9:

-School D

e TSR T 59‘7” - 12.1 - 454, 42.4

-School F °

" (N=50) 8.0 1 (1607 .76.0°7. . 6.0 .48.0  46.0




TABLE XLV -

-PERCENTAGE BREAKDOWN OF RESPONSES TO TASK 26. o

'~ Preparing a newsletter to keep parents informed

114

Respondents

PfeSent Involvement

Much

Some ' None

. Much = .

Some

, Desired Involvementff

8
None '

Totall
" (N=194)

3.6

7.2 89.2

5.1

" 32.5

62.4

Sbhool A
(N=26)

0.0

7.7 92.3

- 26.9

School- B’

(N=27) |

0.0

0.0 .100.0

0.0

37,0

63.0

School - C
(N=28)

7.1

7.1 85,7

0.0"

28.6

School - D'

"(N=30) -

3.3

23.3 . 73.3

3.3

36.7

60.0

* school  E
. (N=33)"

0.0

3.0 0 97.0 .

182

. 33.3"

.48.5

' School. ' F
(N=50) =

8.0

4.0 -fea;oﬁ-'

© 6.0

S 32.0

62,0

S 73.1

- 71.4
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. responses to Task 26.
The majority of respondents were not involved with preparing.

a newsletter:and also did not desire this type of involvement.

Task  30. brgenizing fund‘raising_events, e.g., raffles,

o tea and bake sales.

As is ev1dent from Table XLVI 91 2% of all respondents
- presently ‘have no rnvolvement 1n organlzlng fund ralslng events and
60. 3% de31re none; None of the respondents are presentlyvmuch
1nvolved w1th thls'task and only 7 2% de51re muchdlnvolvement
One hundred per cent of the respondents rg Schools C and D
' ;presently have no 1nvolvement w1th organlzlng fund ralslng events
-In Schools B and D hone éf the respondents des1re to be much 1nvolved ._.
'Wlth thlS task.v In,only'one school School E, ‘do more than 50% of |
: vthe respondents deslre 1nvolvement w1th thlS task |

=N

R Table-XLVI 111ustrates the complete‘percentage hreakdown'
, . Ty

' of responses to Task 30
The majoritv of respondents were not 1nvolved w1th orgenlzlng

'fund ra151ng eVents and also dld not desxre thls type of 1nvolvement

:

'nTask 40. Securing_costeestlmates for_suppliés and

sequlpment for the children s‘p;og;am

>

As shown in Tahle XLVII only l 5% of all respondents presently
.:_have much 1nvolvement with securing cost estimates for supplles and
";equipment.l Seven point two per cent presently have some 1nv01Vement

7-:1leaving 9l. 2\ without any involvement w1th this task. Further | |

) 'examination of Table XLVII reveals that while there is an increase o

', \1_".



PERCENTAGE BREAKDOWN OF RESPONSES TO TASK 30

TABLE XLVI

Organizing'fund raising events, e.g., rafflés,“téa and bake sales

[

Respondehts

Présent Involvement

Much

Some

. None

~ Much

\

Sone

' Desired Involvement

None

. Total
- (N=194)

0.0 -

8.8 o91.2.

7.2

©32.5

60.3

'Séhool’ A .

- (N=26)

0.0

23,1 76.9

7.7

42.3°

50.0

" School B
(N=27)

0.0

7.4 9206

- 0:0.

40.7

59.3 .

- 'School ¢

0.0

0.0 1000 =

C 3.6

214

, scho°; Vle
- (N=30)"

0.0

©0.0° 100.0

0.0

93.3 -

‘School “E

11’ (N:;;)[ H

30 97.d fff a

151."1'

2703

‘-?SQBbolf;F': L

16,0

84.0

©12.00

48.0

9 ": 0.0 '

116 -

17500

57,6

_40;0;} 
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TABLE XLVII.
p PERCENTAGE BREAKDOWN OF RESPONSES TO. TASK 40

Securlng cost estlmates for supplles and equlpment for the
. chlldren s program . .

\& el Present Involvement - Desired Involvement

'Respondents - Much N Some rji0ne ' . Much Some - None -

- Total

(N-194) 1.5 720 ekz o3 3040 66.5

School A~

(26) 0.0 154 84.6 D00 30.8 69.2

/" school ¢

w28y 0Tl 9209 i 3.6 179 ¢ 1846

‘School D.

;°(n*3°3"v1“‘ ' 5~;'?”; .;onf.*:g§f7+*~”;__fi?i3 ',_3}.3  f163‘3ff:>"'

':Séhdél ;E”“‘

o es0) R 0 IR0 R0 320 R
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in the”percentage of respondents desiring.involvenent with thlsctask :
- the percentage is still well under 50%. ) :
1nety-81x p01nt three per cent of the. respondents in School
B the hlghest percentage of any school, presently have no 1nvolvement
w1th securlng cost estlmates. In none of the schools do. the majorlty
ofvrespondents desire'inyolyement.p | |
) .7_Tahle Xh?ll_illustrates the complete percentage hreahd0wnio£’
iresponses to.Task‘40;> | | o | u
The ma]orlty of respondents ‘were not 1nvolved w1th securing

cost estlmates for supplies and eoulpment and also drd not deslre

thls type of 1nvolvement.,_

Task 42, Oréanizing the duty roster;;dﬂ

Only l O% of all respondents presently have much 1nvolvement
| :ihwith organlzlng the duty‘toster (see Table XLVIII) Three point six
;_(per cent presently have ‘some 1nvolvement, leavinq 95 4% thhout any
‘ :involvement w1th thls task Further examination of Table XLVIII lij,f 'J‘uf{p

A_”reveals that 1ess than 30% of all. respondents desxre 1nvolvement W1th B .

~
'thls task, 2.6%. de51re Fuch and 25 3% desire some i
"&} ‘In Schools 5} ¢, D and f none of the respondents are presently
'vmuch involved with Organlzing the duty roster and in SOhOOlS D and ‘
- F none of the respondents desire to be much lnvolved One hundred

C per cent of the respondents in School F. have no involvement w1th ) Y

5:this~task.‘ In none of the schools do the majority of respondents I

A

IR ‘g

"'_desire involvement.ijf

Table XLVIII illustrates the complete_percedtage breakddwn

lirof responses to Task 42.; ﬂl5h_“f
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\- . © TABLE"XLVIII -
" PERCENTAGE BREAKDOWN OF RESPONSES TO TASK 42.

.Y.Or-ganizing the duty roster o R

.,P'reéent'Involvem_ent - - Desired Involvement

RéSpc;nd‘e_nt's' - Much . Some _ None . Much’ ' Some  None |

\

“Total ¢ SR C : L
- (N='1'g"4,) T - 1.0 , 3.6 _ 95.4 y 2.6 . 25,3_. 72‘.2..‘

‘School A~ R el
e 3.8 - 3ﬂ§ 92.3 , 3’§,F ‘30.3 - 65.4

Cweany 00 3¢7“.1?6,3ﬁ S .377:§ _13,5:. 71.8

 School’ €

00 L Tl e2ee. 360 179 78.6

" $chool - D |

“ (N=30) - 1100, {‘10~9f :H?P;0"',jf 1;°-°-_j'?§77;-._?3‘3,-

‘School B |

‘1is¢h661,f8:*1 j;}T; ]“f°i?»;"J". L f',~fﬁl[g,l,, T o PO
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The majority'ofbrespondents were not involved,nith_organizing
_the duty roster and also did not desiré this type of involvement.

. [ :
Task 47. Organlzlng a parent study group

Table XLIx 1nd1cates that only 1 0% of all respondents
'presently have_much 1nvolvement w1th.organlz;ng.a parentzstudy.group{
SevqﬁfpointVSeven per oent-presently have some involvement, leaving

. 91.2% with0ut any involvenent With thisftask; .Furthervexanination |

of Table XLIX 1nd1cates that whxle there is. an 1ncrease in the per-

cent&ge of‘respondents desxring 1nvolvement w1th thls task the per-

icentage is Stlll well under 50%
" One’ hundred per cent of" the respondents 1n Schools C and D

t;presently have no involvement w1th organlzlng a parent study group .

. In only dne school School E, do the majorlty of respondents de51re_,’b

: L
"Ainvolvement w1th thxs task.,

on f‘_ e Table XLIX illustrates the complete percentage breakdown of

= respOnses to Task 47. ;.f;.'

,*_5

L mrl The majorlty of respondents were not anolved w1th organlzlng

a parent study group and also did not de31re thls type of 1nvolve-v

Sie

ﬂfment. u“ )

S T T e T e
Task_49.;4Purchasingfmaterials«for thejbhildren's :

Q.According to Table L, only l Ot of all respondents presently

“ffft with purchasing materials for the children s

even point.three per*cent preaently have some involvement,

f;flleavinq 87"_J‘w'thout an involvement with thia task.. Further
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TABLE XLIX'
* PERCENTAGE BREAKDOWN OF RESPONSES TO TASK 47‘:,,63
B ’ " ’ ' ,4" 4 . .

_ Orgénizing a parent stndy group

PresentJInvolveﬁent T , Desired IthlVement

Respondents - . . Much . Some “‘None - Much. Some " None

: (N=194‘)- o . l.{O 4 . 7..7 9‘1_.v.2 . 4.6 36.6 58.8 .

* School A o ’j o '_1 e SR ‘ o
(N=26) - -«31_378 | 7?7‘A 88.5 : ‘!~3.8 L “%0.?‘ - 65.4 ”

(N=27) : R 0.0 - 18.5 31.5. Lo 3.7  40"7 »55—.»61

we2sy o, o %0 0020000 0 T 14,37 1786

. T E ISR N I

CN=30) 0.0°.77.70.0° 100-91\-” © 0.0 40.0 . 60.0

\,(NeSOY;jQG-‘Ay;.:. 5;,3-O “-8’0’_.5?9'Q'15ﬁ;.' a4‘°-}_,4?'9;-;;§279.> fo
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TABLE L
PERCENTAGE BREAKDOWN OF RESPONSES TO TASK 49

o Rufchasinq.maté;ials‘for the»éhildren's'pfdgram'FA

¢

Present Involvement . - Desired Involvement .

Respondents  Much  Some Ndhé "~ " Much~ Some  None

.Totai=’ ,:» L N . R R R
‘ (N=194)n . _ 1.0 : vl},3 .._87.6. . 3,1 - 35.6 ' 61.3

SEhool<[A ' T T o o S U '
(N=26) 80 1L.5 788.S (38269 692

Gohool B o T
e 0.0 -?.4 926 37 185 718

. Scéhool D - L St T e Tt e
st aatme er oo e s

shool B o0l 15y Caes  en s sne.

Ceso) o o RO D00 880 80 480 00
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examlnatlon of Table L reveals that less than 40% of.all respondents
deslre 1nvolvement with this task |
| In Schools A, B, C and E none of the respondents are
-presently much 1nvolved w1th purcha51ng materlals and in Schools. ;f
o) and D none of the respondents de51re to be much 1nvolved Nlnety~ A
151x p01nt four per-cent of the- respondents 1n Schoollc the hlghest
percentage of any school, oresently have no - 1nvolvement with’ thls |
" task. In none of the schools do the majorlty of respondents de51re )

I

1nvolVement

. S

Table L 1llustrates the meplete percentage breakdown of
, responses to Task 49. S o | |
o The maJorlty of respondents were not'lnvolved wlth purcha51ng
l materlals for the chlldren s program and also did not de51re thls

v,

"‘type of 1nvolvement.

rowth and'DeVelopment'Category

nvolves tasks that famlllarlze parents w1th

ld development. The followxng 6 checkllst—,_

"lfqges:iomhai s ‘are 1nc1uded in thls category-- 13, 21, 32 43,

: “h».

nt ﬁrom Table LI, 5 9% of all respondents
. cg"

'lf;;presently‘ha : ’1nvolvement and 37 9% have some involvement,_"

thOUt anY involvement.. Further examination of Table.j;

’”‘f desirinq 1nvolvement.éhr7"t":'"
In 2 schools, Schools B and C. a. majority of the re8pondents

| are presently i"v°1v°d‘"ith parent growth and development tasks-_s' -
i e Rt NE OO R e
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TABLE'LI

PERCENTAGE BREAKDOWN OF RESPONSES
DEVELOPMENT CATEG

(6 tasks)

go PARENT GROWTH AND
RY '

Respondents

~ Some

: Present Involvement

Mych

. None

pDesired . Involvement -

: Much-

Some

el

"None

Total'
(N=194)

‘5.9 .

37.9

56,2

13.2-

54.3

'32.5

Schéol.‘A_v
- (N=26)

8.3

28.8

' 62.8

w135

- 50.6

. 35,9

‘school ‘B .
(N#27)t:

. 2 “5 ‘, .

4p.1

9.4

6.2

57.4.

36.4

, 'Sch661.3¢ '
(N=28)

101

143.5

T 15.5

57:.1

124

27.4

Scﬁooi,_n-_'%

v;,‘§?30)'

2.'2”. A

41.7 -

56.1

o

56f1»'"

32.8

"Séhéél' E;&.:,u,
C N=33) o 0

9.6

38,9

f,_51}5f7'”

23T

50.0

,;26.3”‘4

o ER

- school  F . .

- (8=50)

310

100

35,3 %

.3
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.However, in all 6 schools well over 50% of the respondents expressed
S a desrre to be involved with these tasks

Table LI lllustrates the complete percentage breakdown.of
\responses to Category Five. | \
) glthough the majorlty of respondents were not 1nvolved Wlth
parent growth ‘and development tasks, the" majorlty desired thls type
of 1nvolvement. | | | o |

Task 13. 1Partidipating in study~group sessions on child -

y

,development*,nutrltlon, language development, etc..‘

As’ shown &n Table LII, 65.5% of all respongentSfpresently
have no 1nvolvement wlth part1c1pat1ng in study group sesslons It -

is noted however, that about 65% de31re 1nvolvement Wlth thls‘

task, 14 9% de51re much and 50 0% de51re some. ¢i

Seventy—flve per cent of the respondents in School C,. thd '

a
4 7

;nhlghest percentage of any school, presently have no involvement wlth
partlclpat1ng>1n study—group sessions.' In all 6ISChools'well-over’

150% of the respondents expressed a desxre to be 1nvolved w1th thlj(f

task. _ . e
Table L;I illustrates the complete percentage breakdown of

'
£
: 2

‘1fresponses to Task 13

Although the maJorlty of respondents were not involved Wlth

]

| -;participatlng in. st“dY" $°uP SeSSlonS, the majorlty desired thls
: type of lnvolvement. i l L >

‘ Task 21 Reading articles or books on child development. '

The data 1n Table LIII 1ndicate that ll 9% of all respondents
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" TABLE LII
e ’

PERCE;NTAGE BREAKDOWN OF RESPONSES TO *TASK 13

Participating in study—group sessions on chlld development,
nutrition, language development, etc.

. /’

Z

= R — T
' Present Involvement - Desired Involvement

'Respondents - Much Some. None . - Much Some = None -

Total o : L o . AR P :
(N=194) N §5 57 14.9 .50 q 35.0

" School A

(Ne26) 15.4  15.4  69.2 ° ‘15,4 50.0, 34.6.

School. B

- : . ) v . : . - . . - ] . 7. 00
N=27) 0.0 37.0  63.0 3.7 9.3 3 eOg

N=28) .3.6 ?l.4r‘ﬁ 7;.9: . 2174, 42,9 . 35.7

_, School D' O N |
a 30 B S e . O . . .3 .7
(N=30) LD Q_. =30 0 70.0 o ‘1? 0.. 53}3 - 36.7

- School  E. “l o B . - i'.ﬁi - i” i , :..f-«'
Sehoot- B tigs, 3. 57.6 - .30 . 27.3
sy .o 1S 273 16 303 424 273

;_-schdél"s‘fb

 (M=50) - | Q‘Of 'Q3§{° 4,‘§2f°3 - 10.0° _ 52~9 .,'33-9.
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. TABLEYAIIT

PERCENTAGE BREAKDOWN OF RESPONSES TO TASK 21

Reading arﬁiCIés,of;books on child develbpment

in

127

\

!

. : % A )
5 - - " Present Involvement .

: RN .
Respondents - " Much Some ° ‘'None

..Desiréd Involvément

‘Much Some' ‘None

Total 119 577 . 30.4

(N=194)

23.7. 55.1 21.1

' Séthl»AA;'
-~ {N=26) '

19.2  46.1 34.6

30.8° 53.8 15.4

' .School*'é SR \ o '
S22y . 31 77.8

v

7.4, 66.7 . 25,9

 schéol ¢ .
.‘fﬁ?ZB) - E 1j':2}'4"w- Z

67.9° 10,7

179 - 67.9 - 14.3

School D - -
CN=30) ”,o.q,_

16,7  66.7  16.7 °

. School E
o (N=33) .

151 545 30.3

36.4 - 424 202

Cschoor ko
wsoy . 120 50,0

38,0

L0 440 280
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_preéeﬁtly'have much‘invelvement with reaainé articles or boeks on o
chiid develepmeﬁtl Frfty-seven‘point seven per cent presently have
.some 1nvolvement, leav1ng only 30 4% wlthout any 1nvolvement ngh
gehlsktask. 'Further examination of Table LIII reveals that about 80%
. of»a;l requndents deslre 1nvolvementiw;th thls-basky 23l7§.de51re»
mgch And 55;1; desire spme; ;It.is‘noted that there i§ a_aeerease
rih the bercentage of respondents desirinq‘sdme involvement with this i
fesk;.r. -‘»_n. R :b o | "  ’?‘. AR —

{ ‘ In Schople'B and»C tﬁere'ie a'deereaee>in‘the percentage of
respondente'desiring ihve1§ement withﬁthis‘teSk,A | |

Teble ﬂIiI'iliustratesfthe'EOméle;e_éerceqtege breekdown_og

responses to Task 21. *

¥ The majorlty of respondents were 1nvolved with readlng
o artlcﬂes or books on chxld development and a150 de81red thls type of

lllnyolvement,
Lo Corel L ; }“»\P‘
_Task 32. Observing children in a 'kindergarten' class- - . - -

: Table L1v indlcates that almost 70% of all respondents arb

presen;ly 1nv01ved with observxng children 1n the 'kinderqarten' -'

: classroom, 10 8% presently have much xnvolvement and 57 2% presently;:,f

have some involvement.w Further examination of Table LIV reveals

that over 80\ of all respondents desire 1nvolvement w1th this task, - _y o
17 5\ desire much and 63 9& desire aone o ' ; \ o

. Ninety~six poxnt five per cent of the respondeers in School .

c, the hiqhest percentaqe of any school, are-presently involved in

observinq children in tha classroon In Schools B. c and E there 18'7,2

/



Observing chlldren 1q, a 'Kmdergarten

~ TABLE LIV

PERCENTAGE BREAKDOWN CF. RESPONSES TO
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TASK 32 .

.classrobm_:

" Respondents

Present . Involvement

' angh

- Some

Nane

Desired Involvement

~Much . Some - - Noné . °

Total
(N=194)

10.8.

57.2

32.0

17.50 63.9 . 18.6

School A

.-_:(N=261

'school E

. School'”F .
. tn-so);,_;;ff,f

o 7.7

“53.8.

 38,5 /_ 

. 15.4 .57.7 26,9

} Sc5661 'B=:i "
CAN=2T)

3.7

70.4

v.25-9”{

7.4 66.7. 25.9

. School fC' 1;".”
C(N=28)

28,6 .

.§7f?'i'

Co3507 . 60.7. 3.6

]iSc50614 D’
(N=30) . -

C 13,3

e
73.3

. 13.3

1330 7330 13,3

2

63.6

M1842'.“?:i

27.3° 60.6 12.1 |

'3éfb ;

* 1¢9}[64ogj¢@o'-5_
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a decrease in the percentage of respondents des1r1ng much xnvolvement

y

Table LIV 1llustrates the compl%te percentage breakdown of
_Arespondents to Task 32. _ - jf\j‘
-The ma]orlty of respondents were 1nvolved w1th observrng

.'chlldren in a 'klndergarten classroom and also de51red this type of .

1nvolvement.

‘ .Task 43; Viewlng films,>slidesl,etc,, rnithepparent»
 progran. N BT L
'According toﬁTable Lv 88t7% of ell re5pondents'presently
" have. no 1nvolvement in v1ew1ng fllms and slides in the parent program
and 49, 5% deslre none Only 1 5% of all respondents are presently
'much involved. with this task ‘and 4 1% desire much involvement
One hundred per cent of the respondents 1n School D presently
t‘have‘no 1nv01vement with viewxng films and’ ledes in the parent |
| _;program._ In 3 of the schools, SChOOlS B. E and F, the majority of f,“J R
hrespondents desire involvement with this task AR
. fr;’ Table LV illustrates the complete percentaqe breakdown of
w',responsea to Task 43. :i“'lmf ;3: il:-f:”[‘; v..r‘"fg ;;;.;: J:’

Although the majority of respondents were not lnvolved w1th

';Q _viewing fil%s and slidea for the parent program, the majority

d°31r°d this type of involvem.nt, :fknr:;t PaR

:l'uk 44. r&ticl tin inmrkaho & and leadership

:..“.“ .

:Qtraining eeesions- F;{;fjﬁﬁ
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TABLE w
PERCENTAGE BREAKDOWN OF RESPONSES TO TASK 43 -

Vlew1ng fxlms, slldes, etc., in the»paggrt‘program‘

‘Present Invdlvement_” - TDe51red Involvement

,Re#pbhdentg . o Mudh . Some Noné-_};J ffMuch : SQme None .

P e

Total .

(N=194) ks es 83‘?',_f_< R 45547:»{49f5 o

| ;hfgzggf‘ L e 38961 3 3w g

School B+ -

wezn) ‘ 35?= l*2?42f };7§f1  , =,  :7.4  .4§}11v_ 4.4

‘.Schddi'féf}

T

- R B 5,;;>i!j:°‘:‘z s T in v,fvf:ij”.f~
. me30) T R X

'.]?;fggf E e g,i_ »iﬂ_dtol'ﬂliéli_g’jg71§¥f“»l?;‘}3;0f1{;54;5fff542;4 o
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* TABLE LVI
 PERCENTAGE BREAKDOWN OF RESPONSES TO TASK 44 .~

.‘Pa;ticipating.in'workshcps and leadership training sessidns

Pxeséht_Involvementf '.  }3Désiréd‘involvemént(

~ Respondents - - -i_' Much ~ “Some  .None . Much : Sémgg_;;gone

: 3

U metal . Lt
(N=194) C Lo 7S sl 4 469 49.0

PR S

School ‘& e e R g S
(N=26) 3.8 ¢ ,15,41‘;_39.§ 5 SREIR L _42.3‘:,759mo,-

te27) L0 - %0 2.2 778 0.0 407 59.3

Sy o %0 24 786 0.00.50.0 50,0 1

C(v=30). oo @0 000 267 1330 . 6.7 43.3 7 50.0

- ééhéél ﬁﬁ'fiéki  $5£ffif’;’”’517-'?fﬁ°:ﬁ'ii- Sy e T
owesy 9,9 :_.1§fg”J-}g;ig‘ ji_',»;251Tj ,$;75_ 384

- Schoal ¥ 20 B0 “do0 500 s0.0

Comwsyo

T
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' wOrkshops and'leadership'training seéSions, Seventeen p01nt flve

per cent presently have . -some 1nvolvement, 1eav1ng 81.4% w1thout any

“

lnvolvement thh‘thls task. -Further-examlnatlonAOf Table‘LVI reveals

that over 50% of all respondents de51re 1nvolvement with\thls task,
4 l% de81re much and 46 9; desxre some. B |
o In 4 schools, Schools E, C, D and E, none of the respondents
f; are presently much involved w1th part1c1pating 1n workshops and
‘ leadershlp tralnlng sessionsyand 1n 3 schools, Schools B, c and F, '

' none of the respondents desxre to be much 1nvolved - In only one

o school School E, do more than 50% of the respondents de51re 1nvolve—v~

3* h

' f ment w1th thls task , J'g‘; ‘.';":f">d }~ 't:'_\f‘-3
Table LNI lllustrates the complete percentage breakdown of ~
responses to Task 44 ! ;" jigiuf.fluv {fuf”fi'l;'l“f;:d ;‘”h’:‘:,c
' Although the majority of r63pondents were not 1nvolved w1th
pprticipating in workshops and leadershlp training sessions, the L
j_.:j_l majority desu-ed this type of mvolvement. o e

) ¥

S Task '45 Diacussing the childxen 3 program thh the B :

s

teacher, nurse, comsellor, etc.._-‘ -
Over 60\ of all respondents are presently mvolved thh

B dxscuaamg the chialdren s prog:am with thé teachfr. nurse. or

counsellor,¥4\6t presgptly have much involvement and 56 2% presently

have some invohement‘-‘ (see Table_"" VII) o It is noted that almost
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TABLE LVII
PERCENTAGE BREAKDOWN OF RESPONSES TO TASK 45

Dlscu551ng the chlldren 8’ program with the teacher. nurse,.v
counsellor, etc. ' '

| R . , e

'Present 1nvolvement '\' . Desired‘InvoIveﬁeht 

Respondents .~ . - Much - jSome : None " Much’ . Some .. None.

L-Totalfi

(Nelo4) ¢ 46 562 392 . 149 634 216

: 1»:?§f§§§. Ao 3.8 385 577 77 el 308

g

e P aa sed owmo "63.0  25.9

,’schoo1jjc’

Coee) o TRTEE A0S M3 7806 L

lliifSchoolﬁ_3 ;:i1:_
ey

186 333 333 485 asz -

GBRE e, S v et s Teer e e D
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1nvolved with dlscu551no the ch11dren~s program w1th the teacher,
nurse or-counSellor. In School E there is a decrease 1n the per-
centage of respondents desirlng some 1nvolvement and an lncrease in
‘the percentage of respondents,de31r1ng much 1nvolvement
Table LVII 1llustrates the complete percentage breakdOWn of -

respOnses to Task 45, o } y. d ‘f'-. n

‘ The maJorlty of respondents were 1nyolved Wlth dlscu351ng
,.‘the chlldren s program with the teacher, nurse or couneellor and -

o

valso de31red thls type of lnvolvement.. o

Summary of Results of Checkllst—Questlonnalre Tasks B

| ”:' The flndings from the checklist-questlonnalre‘show that of
V'the 50 tasks analyzed for 25 of them,‘or 50% the majorlty of the o
o parents are presently not- 1nvolved but desire 1nvolvement.' For 18 f."
hhof the 50 tasks analyzed, 34 36%, the majority of: the parents are ;"}
- }'presently not mvolﬁ and deszre not to be invoJ.Ved For the
.":remaming 7 tasks analyzed, or 14% the majotity of the parents are )
.{presently involved and des;re involvement.- For'no tasks was it “1
.found th&t the mloxity are presently involved but desxre no involve— _ E
o When analyted in the categories, it was found that for fOur

'»of the five categoriea, the majority of the ’parents are presently

not mvolved b\it {1" size involvement. For the fifth category. t:he

e .Adm.inistrative- vat’ go. it was found t.hat the majority are not

“:ﬂffinvolved x*d“thny do not deaire invop emmnt.giﬂi-“'
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vbht desire‘in@olvement For a summary of the findings of the
'\checkllst-questlonnalre see Table LVIII.
III. DESCRIPTION OF RESPONSES TO INTERVIEW ITEMS

In. this section the 12 1tems posed -in the 1nterV1ews are

stated and dlscussed indiv1dually Parental opinlons and comments

b

pertaining to each 1tem are reported The direct quotations'are‘
l:‘taken from actual transcrlptions They were selected as repre—‘
-'fsentatlve of the responses to the 1tems.» fn some 1nstances,

,responses to interv1ew items are illustrated by tables

Item 1 Wbuld you like to make any comments concernlng
:thechecklist ggestionnaire?

. v- »_‘ ‘ . ! . . B A S ] [ . |
o The majbrfﬁy of the 42 1nterviewees feltAthat the checklist— S

’ -questionnaire was relatively simple to complete, eae}ly understood
| ;1.and that 1t included most of the tasks that parents are performing
',i{‘in the E C s."kindergarten' programs _ Only 4 of the respondents

..:;fo?nd the checklist somewhat tepetitive. The majority claimed that

hi'the checklist—questionnaire took only 10 to 15 minutes to complete.
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TABLE ‘LVIII

lcs OF CHECKLIST-QUESTIONNAIRE -

jiently involved éndeesixe:involvement.

1 - Collecting 'junk.' .
.~ Preparing snacks. ,

- Supervising small group activities.
-7A8815t1ng in the supervision of
' fleldtrlps

{Task 21 - Readlng artlcles/books on Chlld
development - o _
Observ1ng children. ° = - .
Dlscusszng the chlldren s program

Tesk[32f
Task 45

7Ii,l'Ma3or1ty Milnts presently involved bﬁt.downoﬁ desire
~ ‘involvemen o S ‘

VIII;‘e:-, 1 pa . pfeséﬂle”nbtﬁinvoived an&ndonnot éeéi;é- S

- Supervising bathroom breaks.
) '~ -Doing clerical work.
-“Laminating materlals. i
ﬁng—;Supervising crogsswalks.
334‘+;Constructing tables, blocks

. Category

;5Caﬁéqoryr2[ tbvfeek*§7,ffkssisting 4n music act1v1ties

D AT :-“Taski25“¥‘choosing equipment..
: c,..a_te.qorx i

Task 35 f.Planning'the children's program.‘.b
‘-Thak:36;e,Pzeparing the budget. L v .

e -




TABLE LVIII (Continued)

IY. Majorlty parents presently not 1nvolved hut de51re mvolvementN
- Total- Checklist » .

[

Serv1ce Category~

. Task 11 j.Preparlng art and craft materlals
: . . | Task 12 - Sewing. v
A T Task 23 - Helping to- arrange materlals and
: ' o , 'equipment .
c e o
‘rategory 1 Task 33 - Serving on a telephone commlttee.
L ' | Task 46 - Preparing materials.
Task 48 - Helping children dress and undress.
, Task- 50 - Tidying and cleaning tp. :
W)
“Instructional Support Category A ,
rTask 6 -'Respondlng to children's questlons
Task 7 - Leading small group discussions.
o " }-Task . 8 —'Superv151ng -snacks.,
s o “Task 16 -. Working in an activity center. o
C t 2. . . .
a egory 23 z'Task 18 ~ Talking to children -about work, etc..t
\ ,;T&Sk_ZA - Explalnlng to children class rules. T
| Task 28 - Readlng/telllng stories. ‘ .
- 'LTask 29 « Assistlng wlth outdoor play act1v1t1es.
fﬁ.f g 5 _ ;Declslon-Maklng Category - v
L e Task .3 < Selecting program personnel
é? i~ " lrask 15 - Choosing materials.
Rt e 4 Task'ézf-‘Assessing program needs. ;
. .- Category 3 & = Task 27 - Planning and organiging fleldtrlps. ‘
. . . | Task 31 - Setting program goals and _objectives. " ,
TR S F P Taskv3a;f.Eva1uating obJectlves of the chlldren s
7. 7 program.. . . o
'"ivcategory*gﬁ;]U{TASkfyl,Q,Completing the E C. S. ’KJ applicatlon

e ‘ ?arent Growth apd Development Category.

A.:_‘j-;igl‘ ”.»;:jTask 13 - Participating in- study-group sessions.g7s
- Category 5. - ‘Task 43 ~ Viewing films, slideé.-,, PR '
R ZF-~~“'”-:rﬁTask 44 - Participating in workshops.‘ f]




N

LGS

St

it gave thelr chlld the opnortunlty to as$oc1ate w1th other chlldren
o

Another desuable feature of the Program to Whlch 23 parents referred

: was that the program allows for parental lnput and 1mrolvement In

' addltmn, 16 parents were pleased wn:h the developmental approach

Of the chlldren“s Program. : Fourteen of the re5pondents felt . ‘that

the program prov:.des chlldren w1th ‘many Varled experlences such as

: fleldtrlps, actlvlty centers, free play ang arts and Crafts Thlrteen

rof the parents mtervlewed felt that an excellent feature Of the pro-
- 9ram,; was that 1t attempted to deal w1th the total chlld in that socml
ang emotlonal needS of the Chlld are met~ Other posltlve features

' of the Program J.nChlde. teacher S approach to the ptOQram, frequent

change of actuuties to keep chxldren s lnterest, the Chlld has a ..

‘

Chance to be crea'the and 1t sa preparatlon for grade one. Mos‘t_(of
B s “ L T

the reSPOndents made such statements as:

I f—hlnk the umque thing is the attempt to (\
" ‘deal ‘with ‘the whole child, not\ just the .academic - S
type Of program. o @,, , v

‘ 'rheY - a lot of stuff. They get involved -
in a 10t of different things ang I reallY thmk
it's worrthWhile. R - . v

Yo 'I'ha kmdergarten is excellent I am very .
-': pleased With the program SRS N % '

One other parent rePOrtedz . e o

e .‘ - One thing that m,akes ‘me qlad ny c}uld ds {C:@e 2
" program 18 that they are. in. kindergarten and yet = . . -
.'still have fyll. pnvilegeg of the schog). guch as . - .
health mlrse, 1ibrary. qym and music room- IR % R

Although the majority of parents °xpressed faVOl'able reactions ,

_tO the E.c s. , 'kinderQarten ptoqram."f tnere were 3 neqatlve conmants

. SRR 139
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than.what E.C:S. allows.” A seeond respondent voiced the qninion
that the program shon}d‘be more e;ganiied and stfuetured.rather’than
inst eb“free whateven.they,Qant t&ido kind of‘tningf"L‘Athhér
;eiterated_thatvfne pfqéram‘Was'"nore like'a play-school:for four

ygar olds."

Item 3. The E.C. S. phllosophy is that parents should be

1nvolved in the 'klndergarten program What do yOu understand

garental 1nvolvement to mean?
"In analyzing the responses to Item 3 it wes found that there

was little consensus concetning a definition of parental involve-

_ment. Most parents foundnthetterm to be "too broad to define because

it 1nvolves ES many dlfferent thlngs." Many respondents clarlfled
parental lnvolvement as beinq dependent upon 1nd1v1dual parental
>‘<ch01ce or upon ‘one’'s skllls, abllitles and avallable tlme

v Several parents from each school stated oplnlons 51m11ar to

-'the followxng o ﬂ . : _.-J' e
-, It ‘is’ difficult to’ &eflne parentay involve~

. ment . . . unless to draw up. a list of tasks that

_ ‘could be included because parents are d;fferent_,

 and not all parents want to be involved in the

_'school. That fs not t§'say that they are not

_involved with their children. 1It's.a very /
personal kinﬂ of thing. o L

Other typical comnents follow.
g L e el CAR be a very’broad range. it can mean |
aomeone sitting at home telephoning other parents -
- _to someone else being qctively involved in ‘the
-»"kindargarten classroom 2 S

1 really‘don‘t know’what they mean by parental

Coe involvement other than they always try and get
) . eéveryohe out to- meetings and’ out’ to help . . .

‘5other than' that I don t know what is expected of parents.

.
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vIn their attempt to define parental 1nvolvement many respondents
!
I

mentioned several descriptive‘featumes several.times The frequency
_of these features of parental involvement are tabulated and reported

"in Table LIX. Ten respondents,-or.23.8%, were unable to state'what
parental involverent means to . thenm. ‘

Item 4. What do you like nost about parental 1nvolvement?

_ As’ 1ndicated in Table ‘ILX, 37 of the 42 parents inte _,wed

indicated a p051t1ve response to this 1tem; However,/Q parentg-

/

stated that they dld not know what they 11ked about parental 1nvolve—

, ment because'"I don t go” and 3 respondents claimed that there was °

o nothing about parental.involvement that they liked- ' ‘

Cd
S e
ot : That s hard to say because there isn t too |
' muqh : : :

-

I can t say- that I like anything about parental
1nvolvement h _ _

q

3 B : In responding to this 1tem the response of most parents
' b
'centered arOund their de31re to have an intefest in and to be aware -

i

141

1°f what their child is 601ng in the program_,i e ‘,‘E -’(/// |

f. ’f It gives you a cﬁ;Sﬁe to’ be with them apd to
‘know . how they are pr ressing, how: they are .

learning ;:‘ v»:u Lo ¥ 4_,». ,u.”~'-9_-'

s - / W+ . the ?J?-rtunity to ‘see, what your child’
s doing ‘in the classxoom——seeing their reactions,
" .that is, seeing something- before the fact,: nstead o
- of after the fact. f_.:. o S
o ' . _ _ _
: I 1ike the way my children respond to. me when .
'I am involved. They know that I am interested - .
and that I care . . . It's a closeness that I feel. .

| Fourteen others maic" ' that what they liked about the '
e 6

ﬁprogram was the opportunity to assist tha children and‘the teacher
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| TABLE LIX -

ANALYSIS OF RESPONDENTS DESCRIPTION TO THE DEFINITION
OF PARENTAL INVOLVEMENT ‘ .

[

Item! | R Description ., - ,‘-: '?requency

% . . i'Assisting the feaeher,when she . .
requests help. =~ .55

2. - | Lo ﬂaving an interest in and knowledge =~ . . - : L,
' ' and awareness of what my chlld is Lo -
~ -doing in the classroom, o 48
§;" o ;,'Helping my chlld:at home with: the _ »
o -thingS“he's doing at-school. ‘ 27

4. - Havxng an input 1nto the goals of ,
' - _the. proqram - C o 24

e e T T R ST

5. o -'A351st1ng w1th fleldtrlps. N 200 v ;.

'6; B il . szltlng and observing in the .
C S :classroom S . . 11

..7;>, . ,'.V. Taking'my tufn en;the dnty,xos;é;,. ‘ g
é-:s 5 .5’,.e:.Participat1ng on. the L.A. C..:-} . .  ” 6

:'Qf‘ '.:}3  :=1 Attending parent education workShOPS‘;"n.,yiﬂs“

u#“lo,i:'af}';_:.-iAttendlng monthly meetzngs.:_:zi_ bﬂ\j - ;15
11. 't:7“! ':E'Meeting other parents._ f,.fe’;v.f  .?Aj 2

312:,; S 'Purchasing materials. }u;',' e -1 E

N ' ) :: 1 S ,‘., ,;': . 'n R v . d .




Item

‘ TABIE’ X

What do you llke most about parental 1nvolvement?

ANALYSIS OF RESPONSES TO INTERVIEW SCHEDULE ITEM 4

Responses

Having an interest in and
"knowledge 'and awareness. of
what my ¢hild is doxng in the
"classroom.z ' :

" Helping | children in. the o

classroom

;Hav1ng an’input into the
~qoals of the program.

'Meetlng other parents. y

- ~

‘-Haviﬁg a sense of belonglng, L
‘vbelng a part of thlngs. B

. U"Feeling that 1t giVes the o

'chlld. )

xPersonal growth

e

-_Assisting with fleldtrlps.i.FrT
‘,Don t know. - A
_"Gettinq te know the teacherv
ubetter. B S

26 -

13

14

EERS D

33.3

30,90

19.0
11.9 -

9.8

T

7.1

2.4

4.8

P

143

Frequency - Percentage L@
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in.the classroom. Thlrteen respondents empha51zed the lmportance.

to them of havrng the opportunlty to share ldeas wlth the teacher -

\

and the school and thus ‘have - an’ 1nput lnto the goals of the
progrem. Other responses are quoted below

: » The sense of belng part of thlngs vi
‘don't have the experierice of bexng shut out

I enJoy hav1ng some rnput and haylng 1t
llstened to. .

It s been a good learnlng experlence o
: for me : A

The conplete.results of Interview Schedule Item 4 are summarized .  *
" in Table IX.

RN 1

‘ A"hiten Sf- Whatideiycu;iike‘1east.eheut parente; >
Au;lnvoluement? ‘LU:' b R 'i S
As shown in Table LXI. 13 parents. or 31 0%, clalmed thatﬂf 3
7;there was nothing about parental 1nvolvement that they did not
lnhllke.- A further 6 interviewees,- 14 3%, responded with such

R 1 don t know if I would like to cohment
- on that question. j. BES .

@
o I really cduldn't say what I llke
least..;‘>AJ _1 S _v : a__,,_ :

1 have no" comment to make on that o
question. TR -

‘ Most of the remaining 23 respondents (54 8%) indicated
'lfseveral aepects of parental involvement'that they did not like. 'fhe;L}
Aiftmo most frequent criticisms of parental invnlvament éxyressed by 2
J'dthe respondents concerned the difficulty of qetting other parents

.;f*ﬂ .ff .lved in the prqgram and thexr feelan that they were forced or *Qf_fd




TABLE LXI

v
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ANALYSIS OF RESPONSES TO INTBRVIEW SCHBDULE ITEM 5

What do you llke 1east about parental 1nvolvement?

'-Itém

'HARgsponsés'ln>- 'k.‘”

Frequengy

f,Percentage;"

f} \1155 :; j;

fﬂjueetings.~

" Nothing. .

-;Donit kﬁbw.f';

Gettlng other parents
.1nvolved .

n Forced'involvemént.= :

7__0ther parents and thelr
‘Lideas.,l-f' :

: ;‘¥Enial'inVOlvé§ent, o

‘Babysitter prdbieﬁ-i“”‘

- _i‘Compl ion of forms.{'

.ﬂgfLack of counmnication betweenb
'(B C. S._and Schpol Board.;

Not enough directign.

s
e

BER

6 .

o310

T 4.3

L o14.3

143

” _11.9»‘
27;;f.j i’:?fi
24
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coerced into béing'inVOIved; One respondent rather aptly summed up
these feellnqs when she stated-

What I don't like’ about parental ‘involvement
is- that' you Are made to feel like a schnook' if .
you : don 't become involved and some parents Just
don 't want to do this.‘ :

“':These problems are dlscussed in greater depth underuInterview
: Schedule Item 6. -] |
"‘Certain parents claimed that they were dissatlsfxed w1thv:»."
} perental 1nvolvement because of suggestlon§ and 1deas expressed by
{! “Qother parents-”»l | ‘ |

'./

The degree to which some people in the
. community talk about how they want parental
involvement. . . _ ,

J’f”fSome respondenta complained AE the meniel types of tasks that they o
. were asked to perform such as cuttxng paper, gluing squares and B
e{triangles. tying shoelaces and painting classrooms They expressed
B the feeling of beinq Joe-boys” or: ”just.glorifxed labor"—-"of
':being used..._.,__ e L

‘ The complete resulte o;.interview 8chedu1e Item S are
'summarized 1n Table Lx1.3¢_-v 4 ;» e Vi,, |

A comparison of the total freqnency of comments about the

'ftpositive featuren of perental involvement (Table LX) with the total ff.* -




Item 61 Some‘people feel that all parents should be

k
1nvolved in - the E.C. s 'klndergarten Aprogram Other people feel

that only those who want to be 1nvolved should be How do,you_

" personally feel about thrs? _:“} »'7<vr?'

=

The reasons the 26/respondents gave for statlng the oplnlon
that only parents that want to be 1nvolved should be centered around

, the idea that each parent should have the rxght to make thls

,dec181on. '_,'“ L 9.';' et N
1 .

, It s up to each parent to\dec1de their

. 1nvolvement.‘: o .

g V‘Every parent has the right to choose;. S
{;:; an individual thlng.» ph

T

B There should be no obllgatxon for me to
get involved d . : R

L The majorlty of these 26 respondents were also of the oplnlon ;,

dependent upon the individual's skills, abilities an% time._,

-j‘”?f. Parental involvement is very différent for L
uf.;everyone. ‘The individual’ should choose ‘the input .
.- hHe.wants. Some parents are very involVed with'

_+their children at home but are not.involved in‘ .. -
Thie does not ‘mean that they are 1~ co

ental involvement la different for different people and is f'pﬁ._ad
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e
- It seems that in any 51tuation, community,;

.. school, or whatever, that just a_few. people care .
enough to ‘become ‘involved . . . It's always going -
“to be the ones that are most concerned that seem

- tto get involved > ':i ‘ -

_ _.“.v. all- parents 1n even the most minute
© .+ ways ‘can be- invaVed All parents can at least
_[ N be 1nterested s

Sixteen parents, or: 38 ll,.claimed that all parents should .“
::vbe involved in.one way or another.j The majority of these rgzpon-p
"F dents felt that it is the responsibility of all parents to be ‘.
‘1nvolved in the program fbr the benefit of their Chlld and that all ‘f_i
'v?parents could do some small thing. Some respondents expresseéw" :
infeelings of anger and hostility toward parents whO‘were not \
‘ifilnvolved Some comments were.,l;.f }n ?iil"liisif} ff”. ““f:j;’W';
S i [,L}'Q, makes me’ very mad when parents send ,-bf
their kids and expect the rest of us to do\all A
the work.»,v_~' :

_ Parents who don t get invOlved shouldn' ) - L
have the right to send their kids.‘ R 'T_ZL bf R

The complete results of Interview Schedule Item 6 are :;7.‘

'v""-sumrized in : able LXII. L
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,f"._ , | TABLE LXTT

ANALYSIS OF RESPONSBS 'I‘O 1N’I’ERVIEW SCHEDULE ITEM 6 v
i
. Some people feel that all parents should be 1nvolved in the E.C. s.;
" 'kindergarten'’ program. .Other people feel that! only those: who want '
. to-be 1nvolved should be.' How do. you personally feel about thls?

Item . Responses .., '  'Frequency Percentage

‘ "fl. - T Only parents that want to R _,f.;fg IR C L
. . b€ involved should be.-.»- _ o 26 0. 619 .

- f?; f_“'f;,All paxents should be ?féil P o
ST uinvolved' oo 1e o8

B ]
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3 it is- not always feasxble for fathers to become 1nvolved 'Several =

'comments on this topic follow.,-v N

‘ Fathers should be Just as involved as . mothers, S e
o :j‘but practically ‘that is Just not pOSSlble the way L o
N we 1ive in- our soc1ety ‘ - L .
: Our present society doesn t present the

"“opportunities for fathers to be involved but :
:;maybe thls will qhange .

»“v;"z’{ Are fathers involved in the program your child attends?

| Eighteen of the respondents, or 42 9%. stated that fathers"j
‘:;iarekinvolved in the E C S "kindergarten program that their child T
':attends.’ Twenty—four of the respondents, or 57 1%, claimed that no -
.;fathers are involved in their child's program. One of the respon— :"j
f“dents-in her attempt to explain the 1ack of involvement on the paxt
flfOf fathers stated.“' a8 v: L P

o : fathers don t think this is their
territory so they don‘t hecome involved./. L

s ;/'

Are any fathers on the L.A c ?

'f{"uine“of:the respondenta. or. 21 4;, stated that fathers are

The remaining 33rrespondents, or 78 6%, }"'"':' '
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’ constructing tables and blocks, puppet theatres, parntlng chalrs,

NS

. ,'and tables, talklng to children about thelr work and hobbles, )
wQJ . '1?;.repa1r1ng toys and equlpment and 901ng on' fleldtrlps. Seven respon—"

g ddents, or 16. 7%, stated that they dldn t know how fathers could ":,’ B ’

1 . A
¥ i | . : C Y

become more involved.
Y

”ff ,', The complete results of Interv1ew SChedule Item 7 are

Summarlzed 1n Table LXIII

it was drfflcult for the respondents to suggest d1f rent ways ln
which fathers could be 1nvolVed sxnce most of the program s act1v1t1es

gare held durihg the day whxle the fathers are occupled at wcrk ‘ﬁ," o

B R

Sy f*}'-fIteme;‘ Parents must be involved in the E. C.S.:l-- '

?'ff do you feel ahout this?

‘ ﬁ-a'”?" rid Twentyhseven, or 64 3t of the respondents interviewed,v‘”l"”'

BE e




: {T“
o TABI..E LXIII

ANALYSIS OF RESPONSES TO INTERVIEW SCHEDULE ITEM 7

. In what ways mlght fathers become more 1nvo1ved in the program?

:d 1‘ _‘L»Response‘ig{ { e " Freguency - " Percentage

fft etfngonstructlng tables, blécks, f.;f?-

- Attending meetings and o co :
f?jffr?wbrkshops. E ;1'.»:_:,ﬁ T .

¢

ﬂjaetc.‘ :

15Show1ng more lnterest in

tne progean. e

:;Talking to childxen ebout ff' A

Jf{.work or hobbiedy o tfiQ-O

: QRepairAng toys er equipment.._” s

214




T,

‘*ipknowledge concerning the funding of E. C S.:'kindergarten' programs

Feelings of anger were eXpressed by others,t

is forc1ng parent involvement because of the chlldren, , Another

'-respondent stated* 7‘7' o

A

subszdlze it regardless whether the parents are
;anOlVed or not. :

5

I object to the application for kindergarten,‘

" being made condltional on the 1nvolvement of
parents . . . that's polltlcs .+ . .that's not
getting the best for our chlldren . . . I resent
that statement. : e

-~

1 resent like" hefl being told 1 have to get
' 1nvolved or there w111 be ho money . for klndergarten.

: Eleven, or. 26 2%; 1nd1cated that thls.condltlon forces parents

"to make an effort on behalf of thelr chlldren and that 1t 1s benefl—

'7crﬁl for the parents, too One response was ". . the government ‘

LI

©

. . | Al .
: . oo if you have to put yourself out a blt
you'll treat it a bit better than a 1ot of people -

treat the schools.

T

\,.v o v
.. . because it doee help ‘the. chrldren if
the parenta do become involved ' e

]

The remaining 4, or 9 5% of the subjects, expressed the

opinion that they were not aware that parental 1nvolvement'was
';neceasary in order to recefve the funds for the program. Comments '

7:such as the followinq were 1ndicative of this group s 1ack of

u

,:_...

. 5@. I didn't know that the government based
the kindergarten grant on parental involvement.vn;f

ST

T 'f.,.,government funding? I didn't know that!
o Why do they“do thaﬁ? RIS OIS

[\
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o

j'Other comments follow. 1‘ :‘.,"‘_-s . ‘i : o .
AR “in a way 1t s good because it forces o

o people to get out to partlclpate 1n the e q‘fj"
w»kxnderggrten..»u : o B :

72



Shoulg_government have the right to legislate parent

_involvement?
involvement

In response to thlS item, 32, or 76 2% of the respondents,.

i stated negatlve reactlons.' Most of these respondents felt that if
parent 1nvolvement was nandatory then parents would become resrstant
to the%whole concept of parental 1nvolvement Other Opinions
ooncernlng this matter were: o e Q_;’(f Y | "ﬁ I

. .-don't want any government to leglslate
that I have to be involved. »

oo after all the government is the people
so we should have some say about parental
1nvolvement : . ' :

. . . . even though parents are involved they
are having negative reactions and none of the
posltlve reactions

‘Ten,. or 23.8% of the-respondents, gave an affirmative

response when asked 1f government should have the rlght to leglslate
parental 1nvolvement Most of the respondents in thrs group felt
that the leglslatlon of parent 1nVQIVement is benefic1a1 in that it

guarantees parentssthe rrght to become involved. The.folldwing

. . © . n '
‘comments summarize these opinions:

L government is guaranteelng parents the
r1ght to get lnvolved . .

S0 L& . ¢ Yes, government should leglslateg

» 1nvolvement—-1 wish they wouldn't stop at kinder-
garten. I wish théy would enforce it right -through
. school because thia is why the’ kids are straylng
away. - : - r

"I see lt as a right that parents can’ be
involved and I'm concerned that enough parents -
5assert this rlght or we 11 lose it. X

z
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Item 9.. Have you been 1nvolved in the E C.S. 'klnder-

garten program durlng the past 6 months?

An examlnatlon of the response to thls ltem 1nd1cated that

3

[

of the 42 SubJects 1nterv1ewed only 2, or 4 8% had no- 1nvolvement
‘in the E c. S. "klndergartenb/ﬁiogram w1th1n the past 51x months. ﬂ-'

The 2 respondents that‘had\not'participated in the_proqram»gaye the

. following reasons: R . '
. . haven't been asked to.be involVed‘

. . . don t go because it's not my place,
it's the teacher's place.v E s o

In analyzing the dlfferent types of 1nvoly/ment as stated by
the respondents it was found that the parents were involved in the |
program in a varlety of ways assistlng 1n'the‘ciassroom. field—
trlps, L A,C_, attendin; meetlngs concernlng the program, preparlng ,
materials, and so forth. o |

As shown in Table LXIV <39 of the 42 parents 1nterv1ewed ‘or
, 92 8%, stated "a351st1ng in the classroom" as one of the 3 tasks in -
whxch they are presently 1nvolved.‘ Twenty-slx respondents, or .
'62. 0%, presently have 1nvolvement Wlth fieldtrips and 21 parents, or '
50 5%, have been xnvolved durlng the past sxx months thh attendrng

8Y

meetlngs.
- The complete.results of Interv1ew Schedule Item 9 are‘
k"-lllustrated in Table LXIV ‘.'q‘ ‘_ l",' dvjs_ ‘.rfldf;,%
| Thls item revealed lrttle informatzon other than that con—/'
talned in Table LxIV probably because of the specificity of the item .\ -

wthh of necessity pins down each reapondent to state a response

which fits into the categories of analysis.‘::
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. ;,
TABLE LXIV E
|
ANALYSIS OF RESPONSES TO INTERVIEW SCHEDULE | L TEM 9
Name the three tasks in whlch you were most 1nvolved5
Itefn o l‘{es.p‘.dn‘ses_ . f;eq{iéncy -?e;cehtage
1. IASSistin;:in:the classroeﬁ. 39 | ‘92.8,-:
2. .Assistipg en“fie@dfripé.;.i 26 162.0
R -A’tténéiﬁg 'meetinévs.. | 21 50.0
4. Serv1ng on the L. A c. ' 13e 31.0
5;‘ ePreparing materlals. ’ 7 vil6;6- SR
“6; lBaklng goodies for partiee._ él -9.5
7; .,Talklng to parents and .
‘teachers.t 3 7.1
i Preparlng nutr1tiona1 _ N
' snaeks. : ;Tf 4.7 )
19. - COllecting Junk' for ' ,ﬂ. ‘
: Aclassroom use. 2; 4.7
';65‘ : Purchasing stpiieei;A i-‘ 2.4
- llgﬂ ’ ;-7eérepéfing'heeeiettets.,‘; »il ”-,?{4 .
',ié.l' | ‘irexeéhgninéepateQES. ; fﬁi . _224 3
g Budget:. , L ’ 1 : 24
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'Item 10, would you have-preferred'to be involved in'the

157

E.C}S. 'klndergarten program during the past 6 months in a dlfferent .

bwey than you were? , o o , L ' “

E)

An examlnation_of'the'responeetho'thisuitem,reveeled,that

. of the 42 parente’intervieWed only 4, or'9.5%,_expreesed;the opinion

~_that they would preferato have been.invoIVed in a different way;

\\.
l

”.These 4 respondents lndlcated that they would prefer\to have been '

[

" 1nvolved in the follow1ng areas: assxst1ng in the class}bon.
- ~

\\ .
LN

helplng w1th fleldtrlps, and, serV1ng on’ the L,A. C.. o > o

™.
Two respondents, or 4 8% indlcated that they had no desire

for any further involvement : The reasons glven were-as.follows:

S o .’g I don t feel comfortable in belng
1nvolved.t- L o sd*'“
v e parents do not belong in the classroom
at any time : : .

; Thirty-six, or 85 7%, of the respOndents were satlsfled with

s

. their preeent ;nvolvement. SQme of’their comments wére-

N + no different/involvement wanted L :
Ca e parents should be involved in the
thlngs that ere important and meanlanul to -
L them. S -
:,-lia_enjoyed'ﬁhatzrfve;dOne;'Qf‘

Item 11. Some parents are involved on the Local Adv1sorv

".Comittee (L A c. ) Are you familier with the x. A.C. ?

' Twenty~sxx of‘the 42 parents interviewed, ‘or 61 9%, claimed

,that they were familiar with the L A.C.. The remaining 16, or 38 l& :

\

| vgot the respondents, indicated that they were awere of the existence o

.‘.-r*

U
.

'{ot thie particular comnittee but had no knowledqeﬂof its function. l"
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.

; Please descrlbe brlefly the work of thls commlttee.

The responses given for descrlblng the work " of the L.A. C.‘

N

‘ were varled,. Nevertheless a number of functlons mentloned were

) : // . L » //“
___#r_r_.-—-*Stmilarﬂiﬁ’nature. These were as follows. completing forms andv ’

settlng goals for the E c. S. 'kxndergarten program, organlzlng
" monthly meetlngs and parent educatlon workshobs, establlshlng
vvarlous commlttees such as telephone, duty roster,‘nutrltxon,,
"y ete.s setting i§;:cies ‘and bylaws. SR bl_ : : o
o : As»is 1dent from Table LXV, 23 of the 42 parents 1nter-

vviewed, or 54 8%, stated that the work of the L.A.C. 1ncluded the

T completxon of the E, C S. 'klndergarten applxcatlon forms. Twenty-

I

o one, or 50 O% of the respondents. claxmed that the comm;ttee . was. e

e

respons1ble g monthly meetings.

v .

The complete results of Interview Schedule Item 11 are

- summarlzed in Table LXV

\1nuJ', In your opinion is it a useful committee? ff,

G

» Twenty-two, or ‘52, 4% of the 42 parents interv1ewed, were of
the opinion that the L A C. wes useful because accordlng to E.C. s.;
t'~gu1delines, a committee must be established if government funding . .
| is to be granted.‘ Heny of these respondents were of the opinlon |
‘»that the committee assisted in making parents more ewere of what was
.occurring in the program Several perents felt thet the L.A. C. .’v' :
'«gave perents the opportunity to work closely with the teecher.c_,;f
lOthers felt thet the committee had its usefulness 4n that ;t helped'l‘:l
»:to bridge the gap hetween the home and the achool, vt'lgz T

Four, or 9 5! of the respondents, indicated that the L A. c.f’
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TABLE LXV

ANALYSIS OF RESPONSES TO INTERVIEW SCHEDULE ITEM 11

Please descrlbe brlefly the work of th1s commlttee? '

Item

' Responses

Fféquenéy

" Percentage

o=

- ‘j; -

90

N | lo‘.': . :

fliz.g v

1.

_~Complet1ng the E.C. . 'kinder- . . .

garten forms

_Qrganizing'monthly meetings.
- Organizing committees.
" . Dofi't know.
: Acting as a liaison between
; ééhdol‘and’parents‘f.'
' Organleng parent educatlon
‘workshops.

o

Collecting funds/handling ’
i.budget.i o : B

‘E'InterVLewing/selectxng teacher, .
'f_teacher-aide. j  - ok

 De$thining goals for the 1'
- E.CI S. program._’

fPurchasing materials.;‘ S

f.AConsulting with E C S. and
. ..School ‘Board. - 2

u-,Setting policies and hylaws-_;“

.23

s

1403

oy

119

54.8

50,0
50.0

!.38,l_ 
21,4
19.0

1403

11'9i5,

1
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had no-place in”the program, thatbit was’ unneCessary Negative,

) comments such as “parents are frustrated" and "all parents do is

'bicker among themselves“ were 1nd1cative of this group s feellngs...
The remaining 16, or. 38 1% of the respondents, were uncertain -

as to the usefulness of the. L. A. C Since the majority of theseve'

respondents claimed that they had..no knowledge of. the function of.

e_this committee.
‘ )

In your opinlon is lt a succpssful committee?

i

In response to this probe 23, or 54.8% of the respondents,.f
.voiced an affirmative response. The L. A C. in their opinion ‘was
{'effective because they were successful in their attempt to obtain‘ip;
ifgovernmental funding for the program.n There _were severel other .
'r;opinions stated by satisfied respondents. ?“ |

‘ '.-... the committee got a teacher aide
for us. ',;_.‘,u RS ) _ s

‘f] ; They re trying to get all the parents :.‘»""
involved. =5;}' . . e

"v3......the goels of the program are being

/T However 17, or 40 5% of the subjects interviewed, could not

/

‘”»:comment on the succeslfulness of the committee since they were

' %}unfamiliar with the function of thie committee. One suhject felt .; ,,t‘
‘pthat the L. A. C. wea very time oonsuming and with this point of view :
"it was difficult for her to evaluate the success of the committee. o

o | } .
. _ ; , Two. or 4 8\ of the reepondents, indicated e negatiVe response e
f'a,to this item. One respondent wae o£ the opinion that the L A C.'s‘ i

' l,activities should be the responsibility of the teacher end the school. S

& .
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-The other felt that the.committee:was futile inithat: Tall they'do '
415 talk apout the Same thlng ovex -and over—-gettlng more parents o

~1nvolved."

What is the extent of the comm;ttee 5 authorlty?

.Adv1sory? Dec1sxon—Mak1ng?

Most of the respondents were uncertaln as to the extent of
.Qauthorlty of the L.A. C - Some felt that the commzttee had extehsxve
d'authorlty in. the area of 1mp1ement1ng the ‘klndergarten program,h

‘xiln determxnlng the goals of the program and ln selecting and hirlng

,the teachers. Others felt that there was a dichotomy between theli~

' f;authorlty that the committee has and the authorlty that it is

supposed to heve . A few respondents were of the opxnion that the
fauthority of. the coumuttee is llmlted by the teacher and the adminl- fih'
hstration of the 5ch001 Others felt that the~authority of the L. A c.

- was dependent upon a majoxity vote of all parents thh children in’ :. ?rf'

~' the;prosram-' .

How many persons are on the L.A c. ? How many of these y

ir:gare parents? Who else?

- Reaponses to this item were varied.- Most thought ﬁ}?

'”i:'TL.k c.. consisted of 6 to 10 membere although one respondent thought#“jf

"gnot react to this question.3~

- the counittee might have as mnny as 15 monbers.i Ten parehts could
Most respondents were of the opinion that P&rents compose v.__

| ’_the mjority of the L A c... a tew of the parents in aome of the

.ifnaehools stated that they thought certain f““"'
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i

represented on the L.A.C.. The agenc1es mentloned most frequently ’

~

were:4 Preventlve Social Services, culture, Youth ‘and Recreatlon and

'_.Health ‘and Soc1a1 Serv1ces. A:~"

kV, How were they,selected? o T P :{

Elghteen of the 42 parents 1nterv1ewed stated that the

- L. A C. members were volunteers Several people 1n each school made

”a comment sxmllar to the following.v .
-";v.'. strlctly volunteers_. ;;._at the
egistration meeting in. spring parents were .
‘01d that if _they didn't volunteer they wouldn’ t - _ ‘
‘ have a kindergarten-so they volunteered TR A
°’_Another typlcal comment was

Cel e e elther they got a, gentle nudge at

N ":";1_H>n:, the meetinq last June—like a kick in the rear -
ST . like I did—or they Put up their hands- and
.volunteered ,

Elqht paients thought the L. A.C. members were selected by'fllf T
“Ifnomlnatlon and election.i Sixteen parents, or 38 l% did not know_fyrr_."'“

"how the L A.C members were chosen.v,

-."_ .
&

Item.lz. In what ways do you feel that the B, C S

R

’.h'kindergarten' pvﬁg;am that your child attends could be ‘most -;;} =

rticularl' 1n the area of 1;rental involvement?.

Ifi‘“roved
Pifteen, or 35 7\ of the respondente, stated that they dia"

4'_ Qt knoulhow the E c s.,‘kinderqarten' proqram could be improved

50me_of'theee respomdente replied thnt they were setiafied with

Ly
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respondents were of the oplnlon cﬁat eeachers’and admxnlstrators
must . be wllllng to accept parents in the program obvxouelx magy;,il
‘parents felt that thls waa not now the case ‘Two'coqéeeieeﬁhich
, ekquallfled thxs opinlon were . | | B |
o It is a. very dxfferent kznd of. program with }a
-<g’parenta1 involvement and this is Seen-as-:

ﬁ;yvi:??_ef'?'jﬁi‘f“threatening by some people in the establlshed IR

BRI If parents are- to be 1nvolved at all then
TR S e f;»you better, on the other hand, . have teachers and
Lot ol administrators who are totally with parental
S sl involvement—-not: just verbally but they must B
;i“livé it and feel it. : i SR

"v,:;ﬂ5”; ; Other respondents claimed that more parents should be

:ﬂjencouraged to become involved andquve the followlng suggestions‘ e

753.7.J. shculd have a televxsion program tor S
"uraqe pa:ental ihvblvament..;x-:; ,_:ﬁ _;.,_;i IR

VLI:think you can gat a lot of parents :
involved by eatcning their 1nterest on’
3 talevisio ' S L

school is'needed. Sone typical
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\* make thls dec1sion.

Only parents who want to have an input
should have to. :

Parents must be able to- choose thelr own
1nvolvement-—much, some or none.

‘ The results of Interv*ew Schedule Item 12 are summarlzed

in 'I'a.ble vax. R

_I\_I.‘. RESPONSE VARIATIONS BETWEEN L A C AND

NON-L A.C. PARENTS SR

IR

The data were analyzed to determlne if any relatlonshxps
a\! e n;-» - .

i exist between the L A C. parents and the non-L A C parents inter- 1

v1ewed as; to their attitudes and oplnions conperning parental

+

o 1nvolvement 1n E C s. 'kindergarten nngrams Most variatlons

noted between L A C. parents and non-L A C. parents were mlnor.<,‘-n

&

The reasons for the variations were not tlear in all cases.ﬂ~_*{

& . ;{‘ : »®< ‘ . ] “ & \

.Most of the LvA C. respondents stated that they were.satis- ’

, fied wzth the E Cns._'kindquarten proqram as 1t 15 presently "”:'“
. ) . ‘ ;
operated Oﬁ the othez'hand 3 non*L A C. parents were of the R

l

L opinion that the E C S 'kindergarten programs should be more ‘ |
B SR
struetured, more academic and less play oriented. These 3 respon— '

dents cl&ined that the progtam was "more lﬂke a playschool for four {Q

year olds, _f



’ TABLE LXVI

. ANALYSIS OF RESPONSES TO INTERVIEW SCHEDULE ITEM 12

In: what ways do you feel that the E.C.S.
' that your child attends ‘could’ be mpst 1mproved partlcularly
" in the area of parental involvement?

'klndergarten program'

L Agespoﬁsee°'

- .'Frequency Pe:centage
z - : A :

"‘Don?t,kﬁow._ RURET ]7

. Greater acceptance of parents

.by teachers and admlnistrators.;'

nf;Encouraglng more parental :
.'1nVo1vement v

‘,More communication.'/”

Q’;}Parent xnvolvement fcr only

those who desire it._::

'H-A.More involvement of fathers.

‘5AE§tablish1nq 1ibrary °f parent ‘fl

- ;}?:More academic 1earn1ng 1n the -
o ;children 8. proqram.s ' .

o ‘o

o :More parent educatlon workshpps;l.

"TVMori fieldtrlps.lﬁie

readings. =

8.

’HV.COmpulsory parent involvement o
s!ﬁinvdlvement at Q11.-v,f;;:r:

R -»g

So15 . 35,7
11 26.2

10 23.8

165




S e
, : _ w ,
'more descrlptlve features in thelr attempt to deflne parental 1nVolve-.
v v. . B \

o ment{ Responses such as “I don t know" and "dlfflcult thing to come

up wrth" were very prevalent 1n the non—L A.C. group

. & W
N

' Q“.{' _7 Many of the L.A.C. parents empha51zed a strong dlSllke t0'
-.;the number of E C S._'klndergarten forms that the government -~
- -requlred as they found these “too time consumlng and rldiculous."_.~
jThey also expressed dxspleasure wrth "other parents who would nothp
m«part1c1pate._ The,majorlty of non-L A.C. parents were of the oplnlon
- that there was &nothlng that I don't llke about parent lnvolvement "'

In examlnlng InterV1eW Schedule Item 6 an 1nterest1ng |
dlfference between these two groups of parents is ev1dent | Thei
maJority of the non-L A C. parents were of the oplnxon that-ﬁonly

‘vthose parents who want to be in;olved should be" whereas most of
v..the L. A.C. parents expressed the oplnlon that‘all parents should be
:1nvolved in the program 1n some way whether it be-ln the home or-at
| school i» 1'17.';]f:h -:r,l.é :>f e ‘sv:tvkﬁ
| The majorrty of the- L AL C. parents vlew.parental 1nvolvement
i'as avrlght that E. C S 1s guaranteeing the parents 1n the 'klnder- _'p‘k_"_<
:garten program They felt that this right would be lost 1f all o
- parents did not take a;!vantage of the opportunities to be mvolved
B in the program.u éost’hon-L A, C. parents expressed the opxnlon that
R ,E*tf?"t in\rolvement was ah individual matter. 'rhey also stated that ,v

the] felt children should not he deprived of a 'kindergarten'

h?":.‘g\‘xi’gperience because of their parents' 1ack of involvement. g __ i ‘-'-j'j .

'rhe variat.ton found 1n Interview Schedule Items 9 and 10

’ j.' ', was most interesting ! .A c. parents presently serving on this T




g

‘commxttee stated that- they de51red less of this type of lnvolvement

N

'whereas the non-L A. C. parents de51redlsome type of involyement on
'_theLAC...‘ | |

Thelmajorlty of L.A.C. parents had some knowledoe of the
»lcommlttee, 1ts purpdee and functlon in the E.C. S. 'klndergarten

3

vproqram ' They were of the oplnlon that the L.A. g was effectlve.

Most non—L A C. parents, were not famlllar wmth thls commlttee, .its

,purpose or functlon, other than through monthly meetlngs and were.
?uncertaln as to 1ts effectlveness.,_
No reveallng variatlons between L.A.C. and non«i A C

parents Were found 1n Interv1ew Schedule Items 4 7 and 12,

A summary of the report, conclu51ons of the flndlngs, some-

.recommendatlons for'furtherresearch and 1mpllcatlons wlll be found
8, f '

voln the f1na1 chapter of thls report

s
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CHAPTER V

SUMMARY OF THE STUDY, CONCLUSIONS, RECOMMENDATIONS

AND IMPLICATIONS FOR FURTHER RESEARCH
S I. SUMMARY OF fTHE STUDY
. s Y.

The purpose of ‘this study was to examine the attitudes and

i

opinions held by/parents concerning their involvement in’ELC.S.“

'hindergarten' prerams'with respect tofthe f0110wing research
"question;: |
. ,What.does’parent‘inuolvement mean‘to the respondent?'

2. How do parents‘feel about parent inyolvenent?

3. How are;parents presently.inVolved in the proeram?

'dg How do parents desirewto befinvolued in the proqram?

S.i_What are the parents perceptlons of the L.A.C.?
- 6.. How can parentalblnuolvement be 1mproved? ‘

In Chapter I1 research reports related to the study and a
descrlptlon of the Alberta Scene we‘e presented

Chapter III reported the procedural con51deratlons relevant

to thls study The population for the 1nvestlgatzon con81sted of all »
parents whose children attended ‘a funded E C’S "klndergarten program-
'1n an Edmonton Publlc School durlng the 1974- 75 school year.‘ From
| thzs population 6 participat1ng schools were selected All the -

3

parents, whose children attended the E. C S. 'kindergarten program 1n

!

283
theee schools, were requested to complete the checkllst-questlonnalre

and thus constltuted the subjects for the study The sxze of the :

¢ g L
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eample}has 342.‘ Froh'this'sampie a rendomly’selected‘number of 42
parents——? from eaeh‘ethOI% 2 L.A.C. parents, 5 non-L.A.C. parents——
were interviewed for the study.

In ChenterlIV the data eere analy;ed in terms of;responeeé to"
the.cheekiist—onestionneire tasks~end the interview schedulevitems

and in terms of the responsé variations between L.A.C. and non-L.A.C.

‘parents.

II.  CONCLUSIONS

5

The major flnd1ngs and concluslons of thls investigation’ are

dlscussed as they relate to each of the research qdestlons posed in

the first chapter. *These questions are restated and a summary‘of
_parental opinions pertaining to_each’question are reported and-

‘discussed.

‘What‘does parental involvement mean to the respondent?

t

All parents found the term, parent 1nvolvement to be

extremely dlfflcult to deflne.' Interview Schedule Ltem, 3 ylelded

the followlng 1nformatlon~

1. There ‘was 11tt1e consensus of oplnlon concernlng a .
. working deflnltlon of this’ term.

2. In their attempt to define parental involvement, most .

parents mentioned one or more descrxptive features,

ge g., assisting with fieldtrips, attendlng meetlngs. o

3. The descriptive feature mentioned most often was
e :'"a531sting the- teacher when she tequests help

>4; Approximately 25% of the subjects were unahle to state

I




‘what parent“involvemenﬁeans ta them.

How do parents feel about parental 1nvolvement?

Interview Schedule Items 4 to 8 ylelded the followxng

information:

" 1.

Whenuasked: What do you like most‘about parent involve-

ment? sllghtly over 60% of the subjects' responses |
- v

~ centered around thelr deSLre to have an 1nterest 1n and ]

to be aware of what thelr Chlld is d01ng in the classroom._

*,
i

In addition a third\of’the parents indicated thatvwhat

“they llke about parent anOIVement ‘was thefopportunlty

- parents that want to be 1nvolved should be’ and'that each

‘f_the EuC s. 'kindergarteh' program.: ‘. o ﬁ',_';

to assist the teacher ‘and the chlldren in the classroom.

When asked What do you like least about parent 1nvolve--

ment? almost half of the subgects clalmed elther that

they dxd not know or that there was nothing about parent

vllnvolvement that they did not 11ke. o )

Over 60% of the subjects were of the oplnlon that only

parent should have the rlght to make thls dec;sxon.-

"'No subject was opposed to. the 1nvolvement of fathers in

v

Slightly over 40% of the subjects stated that fathers are .

tlnvolved in the E C S.~'kindergarten program that thelr

chlld attends.e'

’f“Squhtly over 20% of the subjects stated that fathers

- . . o N b

f: are involved on the L.A. c.

' Two thirds of the subjects were of the opinion that

170 .
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Lo

government_fundinquhouldxgothbe based on parental
7.involvement.; | | =
" 8. 0ver three quarters of the sub]ects were of the oplnlon
-that the government should not have the rlght to 1egls-
”late parental 1nvolvement. ks

-How are parents presently involved in the pr;gram?

The checkllst-guestlonnalre yielded the fo}low1ng 1nformation.

<

l. . For’ 43 of the 50 tasks in the checklist the majorlty of e
’respondents are presently not involved B
2. When analyzed in the categorles, it was found that for
| 'all flVe categorles ‘ servxce, instructronal support,'
'Edec151on-mak1ng, admlnlstrative and parent growth and '_>xt_1
' development. the magority bf parents are presently not .;
.involved.* : | ‘ |
11-5.1,The task "collectlng 'junk' for classroom nse“ yielded
-‘the largest percentage of parents involved (87 7%) The
dtask, "readlngkartlcles or books on child development"
) ylelded the second largest percentagelof parents f'::
-"’;iinvolved (69 6%) | The tasks that yielded the next
dlargest percentages of parents involved were:
| d:d’v “Observing children in a classroom" (68 0%)
‘ l h.:- ‘ »"ASSLSting ln the sypervision of fleldtrips"‘(64 4%)
':"f- ':'"Discussing the children 8 program with theeteacher, "
nurse, counsellor,»etc.? (60 8;) -

A complete ranking of all 50 tasks according to percentage

of parents involved is to be £ound in Appendix
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;7

. N . . ’ _A a ' - .:
I &< e S N

A4},1The tasks that ylelded the 1owest petcentage of‘parents
ilnvolved were.:i
' "Organizing the duty roster? (4?6%).
'"Superv151ng crosswalks (6.2%). _h ;T
% : o

v"_."Assxstlng in music act1v1t1es" (8. 2%)

FV"D01ng clerical work" (8 2%)

: Interview Schedule Item 9 ylelded the followlng 1nformat10n. .

' i " When asked to name the 3 tasks 1n whlch they Were mpst

_-anOIVEd durxng the past 6 months over 90% ment;oned{:”
3551st1ng 1n the classroom.“ In. addition ovet 60&' S
stated 1nvolvement w1th fieldtrlps and one—half nentloned

'meetings as tasks in whlch they -are presently 1nvolved

How do parents‘prefer to be involved in the program? (

»

R For 32 of the 50 tasks 1n the checklistrthe majorlty of .

respondents desxre 1nvolvement

2. When analyzed in the cateqorles, it was found that for

four of the fivé categorles. serv1ce, Lnatructional '

-

support, decxsion-making and parent qrowth and develop*

. A,- ment the majorzty of parents de91re 1nvolvement -Fet

the other cateQOry. administrat1Ve, it was found that ;l;
athe majority do not deaixe 1nVo1vement. c 1

fstfih; taak "collectinq 'junk' for classroom use“ yielded

| "fthe largest percentage for desired involvement (84 O%)

“rhe task."Observing children in a claseroom“ yielded the

1.

i

R

®- el o T
»
]

second largest percentage (81 4\) The tasHs that yieldedi'

The checklist—questxonnalre ylelded the f0110w1ng informat1on. .
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-the,next largest pereentages of parentSféesiting invel§e73
_ment were: .. . . oo - C

Nl _ . : )

“A331st1ng in the supervxslon bf fleldtrlps" (79 4%)

- "Reading artlcles or: books on child: development L

¢

(78.9%).
."Discussing.the childrenls brogran with thefteacherﬁ
nurse, counsellor, etc (78 3%)

-t . e
A ranking of all 50 tasks accordlng to percentage of : R

parents deslrlng 1nvolvement 1s to be found in Appendlx E, el

4; The tasks that yxelded the lowest percentage of parents

'a.‘

! ' de81r1ng 1nvolvement were: j@5'>>>; { : o
"Orbanizing the duty roster"‘(27 9\) -lbj75“f q‘ :“‘:x;'t  ~-
usupervising crosswalks" (33 0&) ;l:‘l'e,yj\‘ : - ‘
"Sepurlng cost estxmates for“suppliee and equipment »
ljil fijthe children s prOgram (33 5%) . S
.l.i“Pgeparing the program budget” (33 5&) .
. “f “Supervisxng bathroom breaks" (33 St) .
Interview Schedule Item 10 yielded the follow;hé informationf{ '<
‘ .l Over 85& of the subJecte were satisfied w1th their _‘“lﬁ‘
| Present involvement. :ﬂ{’t _ .: ; :i‘ :"?:';t
?' 77‘.What are the Qarents perceptlons of the L A C. ? » ks
{,1 | Interview Schedule Item 11 yielded the follewing‘informationéff'n :ig f,f
o v? .3J1;t"0ver one third of the subjecte had novknowledge of the n H; .iv'}i_x

fllfunction of the L A C.,'“'

A
%

”f;?;_




’fi74 ;A, {
\
according to E, C S. guidelines a committee must be estab~
lished before government fundlng is to be granted “Over
“one-third of the respondents were uncertain as to the._ : : :_'55
"".'usefulness of the L A C. because they had no knowledge

L ‘ of the function of this committee "i j_' 7i"' 32 
i\xs*g 3._\Over one—half of the subjects were of the opinion that
'~the L A. c was an effective conmxttee because they were
o ,-éilsuccessful in their attempt to obtain government funding“ql
Aﬂfon the program 0ver one—third of the reapondents were:
. 'uncertain as to the succesa of the committee because they
g;v ',t‘,y WJff'; IVhad no knowledge ofvthe function of this committee.
o 4}1-Most of the respondents were uncertain as to the extentﬁ

v

Ahlof authority of the L A. Ca..‘-:_ll.alfetf e{fsf;{};T h:;
- '5.5_Most subjects‘were of the opinion thet parents conoose R -
, 5ithe majority of the L.A. C..“.?.*’” | ' '. o
: ,1:'bé€;fover 40t of the subjects were of the opin;pn thet L A. C??l L
j:'-members were selected‘by parents volunteering. Thlrtysiisfs
-rreight pet cent did not know how the L. .C. nbe;g we:e'.ﬁl':.~

""f:chosen.-,,'

~

3;. How can‘pa:ental involvement be iggﬁgved?

e - ST
Interﬂiew Schedule Item 12 yielded the fbllowing information: ; ‘;;

;?i:f OVGf one-thir¢ Of the"subjects did not know how parental ‘-"”
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3. The remaining subjects suggested numerous ways in which

\

parent involvement could be improved

. o A o o
+ TII.  RECOMMENDATIONS FOR FURTHER RESEARCH 3

This investigation has but tOuched the surface of an issue

I

which 1s most relevant to educators in Alberta and elsewhere ' The'
scope for continued research 1nto parental involvement in E.C. s. _ .f"_ K
"'kindergarten programs is unlimited On the basis of the experience

. ' -,9a1ned while conductmg thls project, the followmg are ‘some . recom— A

mended future courses of action.' o

Research could be designed to extend the breadth of this

:”?dinvestigetion For example, the study could be replicated in other
‘jlurban school districts, in rural areas and in privately operated )
"lflle c. s. 'kindergarten' progr!.r Such studies would make it. possible ;;
. ‘:ifgto compare parental opinions regatding their involvement in E C s
' %5:".'kindergerten' programs in different school jurisdictions o A
o . A logical extensioanf this study is the replication of the |
flstudy using a random sample of reepondents from a more general\popu—‘” -n¢;ilf

l»lation such ae parentslot children enrolled in the 8 C S:f'kindLr—

<,Je.s;_,>?:garten' progrems throughout the entire province An Approach such ]
'5'asithis would make possible the qeneralization of findinga to the l’:af7‘-;-ftﬁ
level °f the province at largg,.. Fuf-" ‘ s O S . o

5.”15;717 71ijft;ﬂ'”The mejority o£ parents uho co—opereted dn. this etud? re o N

.f.iprecently not involved in:the E c.s. hindergarten proqram'

'j”f,{the majority deeirefinvolvement. A.atudy of parenta opini

'\5Fégiregardinq their involvement in the program a%ght be con ‘dered after“
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two or- three years to see xf parents opinions regarding present and

desxred involvement have changéd 1]7;L_ - e
SN . L

. An examinatlon of the relationships among the varlous cate—

e . .

‘;;g_gorles of present and desired xnvolvement and the rglationshxp

‘”,d‘between parents definition oF parental xnvolvement and thelr actual

’jffflnveétigatiOn.»:;ﬂ?ff,{?{?.v5t553

-{t“ffprograms might be expanded to indlude the attitudes of teachere and

. ‘ﬂ:administrators._ ?‘;'f7;.fzfn;l : ;[_:];jfE‘r*?; Q’;:_i"uﬁ

:finvolvement»would prove useful for 1ncreasing our understandlng of

{c.

5ﬂjmey even uncover other dimensions of lnvolvement, and relationships

_h B N o S
v B

‘-among these dimensions, which were not uncovered by the present

v ol
LR ’

- An‘interestrng varlable which may affect parent inyolvement

g

':fﬁfand whlch could be examined 1n some £nture study is group pressure o

v EAN . “

.e.

) 4,]won the individual., A study of thia variable qould most certalnly

X

x'fibe interesting and theoretically productive.;1;ff

l .
v ~:uf“~-

S

:9-‘

e,

v:'fifparent involvement,ln E‘C s 'klndergarten programs Such studieS‘.uu

A study of the inVolvement of parents in E C S.;'kindetgarten'.[::fu
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little or no training in- working with parents. Presently there is a

\

great demand for*teachers to interact and co—operate with parents, v

community agenCiesAand»profeSSiohals in various fields There ls an‘

3 urgent need that in the preparation of teachers for meaningful inter-
' I . :
action w1th and utilization of parents in various roles as volunteers'_

Ty

decision-makers and partners in the edubation and development of
h‘children much greater consideration be giveh to parental involvement
= and 1ts implicatr‘n for teachers particularly at the 'kindergarten
S leveL Furthermore, conSideration must be given to%the preparation

P fV of administrators for ef{ectiva management and implementation of s
parent,involvement programs SR 7?;-'* ,’fvlzfv e

g

Ps

'f.hfﬂ;:‘:f'z- S : An implication of impgrtance 11es in the variance of parental 5

';" .

;J opinion regarding their present and desire involvement in guc 8. ;w R
. . ) ‘." ) o ’ - .
e ‘kindergarten programs It is evident from this gtudy that there R )
o = 1: are individual differences among parents with regard to these ' \;f

t‘}

matters._ It is no less evident that there are differences among

Lo
u
T S

i
schools.g What may be appropriate for one school may be ggtirely P

w*;

inappropriate for another. And further research might well show 5

settfngs.. E C s.‘should g

":sive?menner.. wnat;deutj_-W'zi




'parents'actuélly want? Should ﬁhey be permitted, encouraged or
1di$suaded,‘with3respect to.their,aspirations?' Thé'determination of .
answers to theSefquestiohs is. of utmost importance for the demands .~

. i B s b R B /

of parents may ‘be -imminent.
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’ W . 18? .}

15212 - 74 Street, =
| Edmonton, Alberta, e
?‘ _ -March 10, 1975. ST '

)

'pear.Parent(s):M

' Please find attached a checkllst~questlonnalre regardlng

~ parental involvement in’ the Early Childhood Services (E.C.S.)

'kindergarten' program. This’ checkllst-questionnalre, with your
assistance, will identify how parents are 1nvolved and how parents
desire to be 1nvolved in the program <

e

NO attempt is made to evaluate any parent and the study 1s

" NOT connected with the local school, the school, board or any

government agency. Your, ‘name . -Will NOT be used in any reportlng of -
the results of this survey : ‘ :

N ¢

. The results of thlS survey wxll be’ used in. the wrlter s
thesis in fulfllling requirements for a Master of Educatlon degree

- from the. Universlty of Alberta

-'ﬁ Please complete “the checkllst-quest1onna1re accordlng to -
.. your, “involvement - in the E.C.S.. 'kindergarten' program. - DO NOT put

your name on the checklist. When you have completed the ‘checklist- .
questionnaire please return’ it in the stamped self-addressed 4

envelope that is prov;ded o . , FRRTREE

_ Please return it as soon as possible. Thank 'you.

. o “ Sincerely..

JW odlpt

Dania P Vogel ’

i L ’ | o

* DBV/ry

e



_'DIRECTIONS:

Lo

- -

-

The tasks below lndlcate some’ of the ways "that parents can be
involved in the E.C.S. 'klndergarten program

tat x in the checkligt by:

: Please answer each

E - {a)  c¢hecking’ (/) one of the three boxes under the words

PRESENT INVOLVEMENT to lndlcate how you ARE INVOLVED in”
~ 'the task area mentloned

AND

«

(b) checking (v)-one bf the three_boxes under the words
- DESIRED INVOLVEMENT to.indicate how you would PREFER to

be INVOLVED in the task. area.

‘

1. Completlng the E.C.S.
'klndergarten '
application forms. -

e

PRESENT INVOLVEMENT

a

DESIRED INVOLYEMENT -

Much-

Some

None

Much

'éemevTEone

.2, Superv131ng bathroom;;
breaks. B '

A

3 Selecting program
personnel e.g.,
teachers, teacher-'

; aldes

4. Collecting 'jﬁnk' for
classroom use, e.g.,
egg cartons, buttons.

' SVTSuperising small

group activities.

iy

v s Ay

6 Responding to chlldren sl

questqus in the
claserOm.' -

/S

I ‘Léading small group

d;scussions with

. children. “
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PRESENT INVOLVEMENT

. Supervising snacks -

(juice and cookies).

i

n

Some

<
'

"Much 'None

Much

DESIRED INVOLVEMENT .

Some

None

- Doing clerical work,

e.q., typing, dup~-

" licating materials.,

10.

Interviewing program
personnel, e.qg.,

" teachers, teacher—

aldes

11.

Preparlng art- and
craft matef&als.

/ :. ’12:

-

‘Sewing, e.g., cogtures, -

curtains, puppets.

‘_13'.’

Part1c1pat1ng in study—

group sessions on child-
. development, nutrition, |

language development,

' etc.

14.

tamﬁnatingvparént and -

' teacher made materials.

15,

‘Ch0081ng materials for
‘ the chlldren 8 program

Worklng in an actlvity

- .center with small
. 'groups. og_childreni.

17,

'Serving on theJLocal
‘_AdVlsory Committee

(L A. C )

191
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- -~ - PRESENT INVOLVEMENT 'DESIRED INVOLVEMENT

Much | Some | None 1 Much | Some | None

18. .Talking to children = | %
about your work, .
hobbies, etc.:

‘ SR, .
19. Supervising croSswalks.

20. Purchasing equipmentk
. for the children's
program as orQered by
the’ teacher

'21. Reading articles or. g . ;“Qe . |
books on child . . ‘ ol L
development. - 1 o | .

22. Asseséihgsprogrgmn' .
needs: - R )

23, Helping to arrange "Q' S .
~and set out equipment
and materials.

24. Explaining-to children
. reasons for observing
clasg‘rules.

25, Gh0031ng equipment for
‘the chlldren s program..

26 Preparlng a newsletter
to keep parents A . o
informed T N

Yy

~——

‘ 27 Planning and organlzing
fieldtrips. L

¢

28. Readlng and/or elllng » ol ~_ 7 B ’_"' ' i
' stories to ch ydren.. - . - . i




29.

1]

Assisting with out- -

. door play activities.’

‘Much

Some

PRESENT INVOLVEMENT

None

- ~ 193

DESIRED INVOLVEMENT

Much Some | None
~

i

30,

Ofganizinq fund

- raising events, e,g.,

.raﬁfles, tea and
bake sales.-

]

]

”.Sétting program gbals

and objectives. ’\}'

: Observing children in
'a 'kindergarten'
classroon.

33.

qerv1ng on a telepho:ae
“Jmmlttee. * '

34.

S

Constrﬁcting tables,
‘blocks, animal cages,

etc., for claﬁsroon
use.

358

Planning the children s
program '

36.

Preparing the ptogram

' budget,.

37,

act1v1t1es.

Assist} g 1n mu81c

e ,f

38,

Evaluating the ohjec~
tives and goals: of the
chlldren s proqrag

39.

Preparlng snacks (Julce
and cookies) -




~p
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PRESENT .INVOLVEMENT ~ DESIRED INVOLVEMENT

6 'Muchj Some [None | |Much | Some | None
. 40. Securing cost estimates .
for supplies and equip- S
‘ment for the children's~| s - o
program. o . - : . o .

9 . N

41, Assistigg.in the "._‘_"‘ BN _ .
: supervision of field- : S - A [
trips. S - 1. : o

42, Organlzlng the duty '
' roster R

a

X5

) 2 - ’ N - v

43. Viewing films, slides, | ) . o . I
etc., in the parent- ) :
program. - . _ . ,

'44, Partlcbpatlng in rk- o ' ' . ‘ .
: ‘shops and leadershi ip. '
 training sessions. . ; 1

- 45. Diséussing the chil-
dren's program with
the teacher, nurse,
'counse;lor, ete.

<

. - o
"46. Preparingtmétérials
or the children s .
‘program,. e. g.: charts,
puzzles, games.'

47, Organlzlng a parent . 1 BN N
: study group b ' ' ‘

. . . .‘ : .’ . T A
48. Heiping children dress -
. and undress (clothing,

vfootwear) in the - - L I _ o ’:v g

-claSSIOOm.

N

A



L

PRESENT INVOLVEMENT

* DESIRED INVOLVEMENT

Much | Some | None Much |Some |None
-49. Purchasing materials
for the children's , M .
program.
50. Tidying and cleaning
up the classroom.
Other (please specify):
g /
f"w. i
{
]
g
.
9 : -
.Lw;&;-s-wwmﬂ’“’-'f" '>
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APPENDIX B .-
‘ i

. GUIDE TO THE SCHEDULE AND

INTERVIEW SCHEDULE'
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, Your reactions, or things which will not

&

SCHEDULE GUIDE

. AN S : :
" 'Hello, my name is Dania Vogel. I telephoned you earlier and

- we arranged to meet at this time for an interview: May I come in? "

Here is my letter of introduction:

(Begin a conversation about the weather, etc., to establish some
initial rapport with the respondent while the materials are being
unpacked. Place cassette tape recorder on the floor. Wait untili
subject is seated. Distance is important. Theigreater.the distance’
the more detached and formal the interview becomes.) Lo

\, Before I begin asking my questions I'd like to tell you
somethY&g_about what I'm doing. I am conducting a study to determine
how parents feel about. their involvement in funded E.C.S. 'kinder-
garten' programs. ‘It is felt that the opinions of parents who have

‘children 'in this program are a very important part of the study. It

is impossible to get the opinions of all parents so yqu'are one of

. the few parents selected for an interview. 1Thé opinions I obtain
. from all the parents 1 interview will be used in my thesis.

197

I'd like to record our‘int&;vieﬁ‘on thisglittle-tape recorder.’

The reasons for using this is because it would.be impossible for me
to write down everything you say. " As a matter of fact, interviewers

‘who have attempted to do this have.found that they can only write

_down' about one third of everything that is said.

After tﬁe_intefbieﬁvl'll use the tape to type out  what you

'.Saia and then I can erase and ' re-use. the tape for other interViews,

During the interview I'11 be reading/questions. As you are
answering these questions I may be writin horthand comments about
show up on the tape. For
example you may give an opinion and say it with a smile. On the tape

it may sound like you’said it with a frown. It is important that

- this be noted so that the real reason behind your comments is clear.

h

Part of the way we talk is with facial expressions.

, For this reason I will be unemotional to any opinion that
you express. . IfﬁI'smilgd or’fréwnéd I may cause you to change your
words. . I wouldn't want to do that because anything you say is not

: dut-of-plpce‘énd.I won "t 5pp9afysh6ckedio:,pleaSed at your opinion..
-~ All I ask is that you say what you believe. As I've said before =~ .
. 'your opinions will not .be made ‘public. What is said here is between

you and re. " -

R amr C T ] R Y S
“.»I'm sure you have other questions about.the study. . I'll be

Alpiéased tp‘téLl you mofé.aont:it.morequ11y:after‘the-interiew.,

(May be .some heed»fok'1igh:_ébnvéréétipn.ét'thig point to make sure
the respondent feels at ease. ]Théitape‘reCQtder-cgn be started

.ﬂduring.thié 1ight-conversation;) e L T SR



Item'lf

Probe{

Probe:

Item 2:

Probe:

IF ANSWER

Probe:

 IF ANSWER

Probe:

Item 3:

~ Probe:

. Probe:

Item 4:

"Probe: -
: Prqbei

Ttem 5:

Item 6:

YES:

NO: - "f S N

»Probé:.

e

INTERVIEW SCHEDULE

3

Would you like to make any comments concernlng the - ;>

checkllst—questlonnalre?

~

Was. there anythlng ‘about it that you were- not able to

understand?
Was it too_lohg?_ Too short? Were there any.tasks
omitted? - : R : T

"Your'child'attends an E.C.S. 'klndergarten program?

What - can you tell me about this program?

Are you pleased that ;&pr child is 1n thls program’
What thlngs about the’ program make you pleased that
your child is in it?

Why do you say that? (Probe fo% reasons. ) ‘

The E.C.S. phllosophy is ‘that pa%ents should be. 1nvolved
in the 'kindergarten' program.  What do you understand

,paréntal involvement to mean?.

Does parental lnvolvement mean anythlng else ‘to you?

How would you define parent 1nvolvement?

'What do you liké‘most about parental'involvement?

What else do you like about parental 1nvolvement?

Has parental 1nvolvement been of any benefit to your
Chlld? (Explaln your answer. )

‘What do you. like least about. parental 1nvolvement?

(Explain your answer )

198 -

Isethere anything else that you don‘t like about parental '

lnvolvement?

Some people feel that all parents should be involved in
the E.C.S.. ‘kinderqarten program. Other people feel
that only those who want to be involved should be._.

A How dq.you personally feel about thls?

' brobe: ' ¥
a "j;finvolved?

- Probe: awhat 1f both parents work out51de the home?

What about parents who do not have the time to be



Probe-

' Probe:

_lnvolved?

199

,What about single parent famjlies?

Y

L What is your opinion about the 1nvolvement of fathers

1n ‘the E.C.S. 'klndergarten program’ _

¢

- Should fathers be 1nvolved? (Explaln your answers.)

/

Are fathers involved in .the program your child attends’

To what extent?
Are any fathers on- the ‘Local Advisory Commlttee (L A. C )?

In what ways might ‘fathers become more 1nvolved in. the

program? . - - PR » B : :
.w e .

Parents fnust be 1nvolved in the E. c. S. 'klndergarten

program before _government fundlng is granted How do

you feel about this? . . s : L

Should government have the rlght to leglslate parental\f

' 1nvolvement? (Explaln your answer.) e o

o+

--Have you been involved in the E.C.S. 'kindergarten'
‘program during the past six months? .

. IF ANSWER YES.. -

In what ways ‘were you 1nvolVed?

Please name -the three tasks in whlch you were most )

A\e

.'IF ANSWER NO:

Probe:

Item 10: .

Do you mind. telllng me why you were not involved? ‘
(Probe for reasons ) : o : _@

HWOuld you have preferred to be 1nvolved 1n the E C.S.

'klndergarten program durlng the past six months ln a

‘h'different way than you were?

IF ANSWER YES.

N Probe.

" Probe~

3IF ANSWER NO' : R I _
' Why do you sayé%hat? (Probe for reasons.)vy. .Aj.'“h. e,

;.-Item 11

“
)

': Probe

3

S

: fIF ANSWER YES. , Co L : ,
Please describe brlefly the work of this coﬂmittee? BN

Probe'

Please tell me some of these ‘ways.

Name the three tasks 1n whlch you would have preferred to
“be involved. S S .

b

Some parents are involved on the Local Advrsory Commlttee
(L A C. ) ‘Are. you famlliar5~{th the L A. C ? ' oo

.-

e
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;e \; S R .

| |

Probe: 1In your opinion is it a useful commlttee? (Explain your
answer. ) - . :
Probe: In your opinion 1% it a: successful committee? (Explaihl.
your answer.) : _
Probe: 'What is the extent of the commlttee = authorlty?'
‘ Adv1sory? Declslon-maklng? o
'_ Probe: ~ How many parents are on the L.A, C.? How many of these .
- .are parents? "Who else? ) S . L ﬁ
.Prbbe; How were these people selected? S :
Item 12:

In what ways do you feel that the E.C.S. 'klndergarten
program that your child attends could be most: 1mproved
partlcularly 1n the area of parental involvement.

}

£3
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TO. WHOM TIT MAY CONCERN
™\ LETTER OF INTRODUCTION FOR
PANIA vVoGEL
. . l‘ . . ‘ ‘ | ‘
Mis. Dania Vogel, a teacher with the Edmonton Public School Board:

on 'leave of absence in graduate studies for the 1974-75 school year

. has been granted permission to conduct . research in Early Childhood
-'Studies in the area of parental involvement in the Kindergarten .
’Program. : ‘

One important aepect of the research is the interview with the

. parents whose children are presently attending an Early Childhood

: Services "Kindergarten" Program. .
.to get -first hand opinions from parents with regard to parental

’Vinvolvement in the Early Childhood Services "Kindergarten" programs

AvociatesSuperniendent -

The purpose of the interview is

" Deputy Secretary ’ - .
R « ' . Kay Chernowski (Mrs)
A G Dodids . . . .
I'vh'nu;v. Treamdrer ’ Supel‘visor » . '
o Early Childhood Education
S,
. KMC/JHH |
o B '3
' 7
X ¢ o

s,
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RANKING OF TASKS FOR PRESENT INVOLVEMENT
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204
V'{ _ E °
: » S . S
RANKING OF TASKS ACCORDING TOMRERCENTAGE OF ALL
RESPONDENTS PRESENTLY-INVOLVED ‘ :
. o AR . .i S -‘Percentage
Task . ‘Task Description . Category . Involvement Rank
.‘4- ' Collectihg‘ funk'; Service \_87.7:' "1
":21f, : Reading artlcles/books.. :Parent Growth | 69;5' . 2r‘
32 Observing children. - SjPa;ent Growth ; 68.0 3
41 . ‘A551sting on fleldtrxpsi‘ Ihstr. Support -  64.4 4
45~ Discussing chlld's prgm ,.Parent Groﬁth. 160.8: '5"
'391'A .Preparlng snacks. : ; Servzce | 2 52.0 6 1
5 ; 7 Instr. ' Support 505 7
8 Supg# 8 - Instr. Support ‘ 44;3 8 -
JSli o Prepa:ihgyaftandcraft.' Seftvice ‘42,2: 9
24'-,_,Expléininé‘élass*rules. vInStr.>Suppoft . 40.6 10
T 48 - Hélping‘childfen7dreSS.".Seryice" 40. 3. 11
50° S Tidying the: classroom ':SSerQiée 40 2 12
S23‘§~ :Arranging materlals.~ Sérvice T 38, 2 13
6 . Respondlng to questions. vInstr. Support 38<1 ' "14
46 ,‘SPreparing materials:’ : Service ' 36.1 15
13 pl.,Participatlng in etudy _ T | e O
A roups.».,ﬂﬂ- o ',Pa:ent Growth. '34.6 16
28 Reading st:ories,. . Instr. Support 319 37
©22 hssessing prgm needs. ,vpécilsidh-#m'skirié' 30.9 - 18 -
T '.-_‘.“Cmpletmg forns. | administrative 304 a9
27 S‘:Planning fieldtrips. _ .<De¢ision—making,, 29.9 - 20
;q;“léj"-IWOrklng in act. center. Ihstra7sﬁ§pa}t - 29.41. ‘?i?
_x:33, S {Te1ephone committee. o .”Service - "25.2_._ 22
12 ‘Sewing. R fséi&ice 237 . 23
:5181'~'fTa1kin9 to children..-_»fllnstr. Support wﬁ'-zﬁ.jiﬂ' - 23
29 '-‘ ’._ Assistingm.thoutdoor N b. B : '
: :,_»_activities._f ' .j,;-lnstf- Sgprrtl ooo@3.7 0 23
-
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RANKING OF TASKS ACCORDING TO PERCENTAGE -OF ALL
RESPONDENTS PRESENTLY INVOLVED (Contlnued)

3
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: . ;T*V ' Percéntagé_" L
Task Task Description Category Involvement Rank
3 ‘Selectxng personnel _ Decision‘making’ 22.7 26
17 Serv1ng on L. A.C. Adﬁiniétfative S o22.2 27
15 Choosing materlals ‘Deciéioh-making L 22.1 >‘28.
38 Evaluating goals. o DeciéiOn-making ‘ '2271 .28
»‘20‘, 4 Pnrcha31ng equ1pment . Adminigfrative ©19.0 30
44 Part1c1pat1ng 1n_uv . .“_. \f t L |
L wo;kshops. o _ Parent Growth 18.5 . 31;
14 'Lamiﬁatinglmate:iéls._A Service 18.0 32
7 _Leéding gf?._discpséions. Instr. Support 17;5' 33
25 C -ChOosing'équipmeht ~Decxslonfmak;ng‘ "vl7ﬂ0;{ , 34
Settlng prgrm goals.,l;- DeciSion-makingr 16.0 35
L2 Supervxsxna bathroom. o Se:vice.'_"i '15. 4 3é
36 Preparlng prgrm. budget 'Decision;making' 13. 9 37
j35N | Plannlng program. ‘ Deciéion—makingb < 12.4 38
49’: . Purchasing materlals. . _Administrative : 12;3: 39
43 Viewing films, slides.  Parent Growth ~ 11.3 40 .
26 N'Preéating heﬁéiettéfs;ﬁ vjAdm;nlstrat;ve 10.8 41
4 o Constructing ‘tables. . ;LTServ1ce - 10.8 41+
‘30" Organlzlng fund events. ';Alenlstrative-“ CS;B‘ ) 43
40 Sgcuxlng‘costQQStlmateg;f Administrative - '.‘,857' .
47 Qrgaﬁigihgdsﬁudyfgyéubs,»CAdmlnistratlve 8.7 44
9 'poiﬁg'cleiicéifwﬁfk; . Service ,':ﬂ . 8;2“'i“ 46
37 - _'Assiétihg in musicAifa¢t} Instr. Support . 8.2 46
flOi;ﬂ Interv1ew1ng prgrm.C o lCﬂ; ffC'-' R -.‘f
co personnel ol . Administrative - - . 6.2 48
“‘19_ | ‘§uperv1sing crosswalks.‘l.Service | ‘ _6,2 v 48
Nééf. Organxzing erty roster,;;ng@infsgiétiééiC.C';‘§,6 C_ 7‘;50';
K :ﬁ?f'
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RANKINC OF TASKS ACCORDING TO PERCENTAGE OF ALL.

~RESPONDENTS' DESIRING INVOLVEMENT '

Bl

i

.13

27

f,-TSQ-:
T

Instr. Suppo:t‘{;i

e . ~ S Percentage ‘
Task Task Description Category- Involvement ~Rank
4 'j Coliecti;g"junk ! Service 84,0'4 1
32 QbserVLng chlldren Parént Crowth_ '81.4 ° : é‘
41 Ass1st1ng on fleldtrlps instr. Support‘ ) \79.4 3
21 Reading artlclgs/books. "Parent Growth - 78.9 4
45 .Disouéoing childfsﬁptgm. Parent Growth 78.3 5
5" Supérvising‘smali‘grpsa Q-InStfﬁ Support .”72}2 | 6
16 . Working in act. center. InStr._Supoort 66.0 7
'Part1c1pat1ng in study | E ‘ .’. o o
groups. _ S Parent Growth’ 64.9 8‘.
29_ ASSlStlng with outdoor g ) | - '“; : .‘b ’ oo
activities. - Instr. Support 64.4 9
28 ,-..Readlng storiqs. Instr. Support’ ' 63.9 '10.
Planning fieldtrips: Dec1sion-mak1ng' 1 63.4 11
'>39'1'» Prepafing*sgacks, _ '’ Service - 63.4 11
11 Pteparibg art and craft. Service _ v _62.9 13
22 Av\ Asseééing prgm. needs. Deoisioh-making 62£3 o 14
46 Preoaring materials. ‘Seryioe 61.8 15
-6 _‘ iRespondlng to” questxons..»Instr.fSuppoft;j 61.3 ‘16_5i
18 :Talklng to children, Q'Instr;'éuppoft'\ 60.8 17
24 Explalning class rules. ?Instr. Support 1 60.8 17
523 _ Arranglng materials' :__Se$viCe 60,3 19.
12 " Sewlng = - Service 3:’ - ,f5§,7 201
‘@Bit. Helplng ch11dren dress.;r Serv1ce 'f“ - .58.7 20
r8_r viSuperv181ng sn&%ks§$ Instr. Support i t58.3 '22
5 uLTidy1n9 the” classroom. i Serv1ce P ' "57.2- 23
‘ "Evaluatlng goals.__ | Decxslon—maklng 56,7 24
7:‘f'fLead1ng qrp dlSpu581ons. i55¢6-' 1'25-;J
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RANKING OF TASKS ACCORDING TO PERCENTAGE OF ALL
RESPONDENTS DESIRING INVOLVEMENT (Continued)

e ] ) o . , Percentage
Task Task Descrlption_ - Category Involvement Rank
1 - Completing forms. . AaminiStrativel " 55,1 ﬁ26°
15° Choosing‘maeerials. - _Decision—making- ‘ 54.1 27
33e Telephone committee.’ ‘Service L .5;.54_ 28
3 ;Selecting personnelJ ’ ' Decision-making o Si;lf 29
44 Particibating in | ’ ' ">- | . ’ ‘
: workshops. T - Parent Growth = 51.0. 30
'43_” V1ew1ng flims, slides. Parent Growth 50.5 © 31
31 _' Settlng program goals. ’becision?making | BQ,Oj C 32
25 Choosing equipment. Decisioo—rﬁakirng";—" 49.0 33
714f§ Laminating matériels - service T 46.4 34
20 Purchasing equlpment . Administrative 45.8. 35
35 ;&annlng programs ,"'} DeCieion-haking ‘ | 45{4" . 35
34 Constructlng tables. - Service ‘ 41.3-Lv | 37
41 Organlzlng study—groups.~‘Adminis¢rétive_ . 41.2- - 38
’ -,'30v . Organizing fund events. . Administrative 39,7-_  39
9  . Dozng cler1cal work ,IService"v' C ,39'2‘; ’ 4% -f
17 Serv1ng on L.A.C. "_ . Administrative - = - 39.1 .41
49 Purchasing materials. © ' Administrative . 38.7 ' . 42
' 26-' . Preparlng newsletters ““Adﬁinistraﬁive  : ' 37;6"‘_, 43
37 .,_ Assisting in mu51c act.'; Instr. Support | 137;6 a3
-~ 10 Interviewing program . : ~‘P . T ‘,v - . ki
, personnel. . - o Administrative . 3.5 45
:‘2 ' Superv151ng bathrooms ‘Serv1ce ) "e e 33.?1 S ’46' 
36 Preparlng program budget Dec151on—mak1ng : 533;5 . f 46‘_~
_40f - Securlnq cost estzmates..fAdminlstrative _ ;>33.5_ , - 46 .
1“V197 } SuperV151ng crosswalks. ‘ Service S ; 33.0 . {9 '
»142—'j Organlzing duty roster.ﬂ 1Adminlstrat1ve 27.§ L, 50




