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Effective reading instruction for the illiterate adult hés longe«
. . . Y

beeh';he concern ‘of reading Instructnss.® Unresolved iIs.the question of

< .

procedui:s to folldw in an instructional program. In most in§tghges,'the~

use of materials aesidned fof'use with ch?idren have %een'found to be un-

- . R
N .

suitable for the adult. Techniques usééiin'instructinq chilaren and
. i ” \ . . .

 adults must. be studied.. will a deyeiépmehtal pfogramvof skill develdp-’

- e

»

ment meet the reeds of the non4readinq aduit, or éhduid étremediai'pro—
. .2 ) .

gram similar to that used with children be planned for the adult?

. . ‘0 * . . 2 i " .
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Empir;;ai evidence reveals similarities. gnd great differences in the

N

learring araoteristics of children and ad _ts.#'Neff (1972) and others
in adu}t/g

baslc education purport that the xperience in living that the
adu}t brlngs to the classroom 5;ves the sfudent an advantage over younger

’ ) )

/ﬁﬁdents, The 1earning experience is pr fessed to enrich and'make learning:

/ : . o
,/easier. In komparing adults with childgen, Zahn (1967) states: "Adults : q
A : K o o

their past ekperienge."’

. . . ) . .
' O’Donne 1 (1973) states: "While/the adult has lived longer and has

v

tp reading can dften be a‘formidable problem. Dalé {1956) ° presents the
. 3 e ‘ - . '
view that the adult student may havg -an adequate experience background,

and yst feel Wnadequate because of nefficient'skills. He supports the

ot .
Zahn (196 ) states that methods of teaching children reading must ‘

be changed if they.are to be s ccessful with adults. Burnett (1966) and

gFox (1964) suggest that the gight method_be used at first in instructing
L : ) .

adults, and .that phonics instructiop shauld begin at about the same time.
&
There is some ev1den e, as reported by Guerin (1954), that word re-

- 4

cognltlon errors of adu tg:are gimilar to those made by ch11dren Fer- .

- \ '
« cepty a1 dlscrlmlnatlon exercises s1m11ar to those used w1th children are V/’—‘\\

squested.by o' Donne (1973) The role of aud1tory tralnlng 1n adult S L

: ~ 1 -

were found. Savin (1972) purports that ch11dren who do not perform suc-

?19 Lat1n. In d'scu551ng the role of Plg Lat1n, Savin (1972) states that
l‘ - R ‘“ . / .'," .

- : o
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Pig Latin: . . {hrequires one to modifvang&ish byAshifting the ini-—

- S

tial® c0nsonant cluster (part of a sYllable)‘of each word t@ the end of
. . [ .

* the word and then add the soun% /ei/;" It is suggested by Savin (1972)

)

'

that for the literate adult the syllable ié a more natural perceptual
!

unit than is the phoneme.\\Phoneme shiftxng may be a taskrthat ig dif~
ficult for illiterate'adults He also suqq&sts . e "adults 'sound-out’

unfamiliar written words syllable by s llahle, never phoneme by phoneme, ~ e

Y

> in the fashions of school children th hawe just bequn to master reading.”
The inability to readily translate inLo ig.Latin, or to phoneme shifting,

. ) may be a-skill that if undeveloped perh ps indicates that the syllable

{'\ hd ,

not the sound is a more natural unit for instruction. «
: < P
C N There remain many unanswer%d questions reqarding the similarities
' Lo o
and differences in learning to read of children hnd adults. Studies that’

'ﬁ

- ’ compared the skills of‘bhildren wibﬁ adults were scagze, and there were

#,
-
-

not any found that dealt with phoneme shifting.*

]
”

Questions ‘and Hypotheses =

a

Studies were not found that compared the ability of adults to shift ‘

phonemes, with children. To 1nvest1qate the relationship between the pho—
P heme shifting ability of good elementary readers, remedial elementary
7 *
, readers, and illiterate .adults the following question was pos1ted for eval- '

. ‘e A\
N .

uwation. ‘Does the illiterate adult perform on phoneme shifting more like

remedial elementary stuﬂents, or more like good reading elementary students?

One hypothes1s assumlng a significant difference among, illiterate adults, E .
o R A} vt‘t
remedial elementafy, and good read1ng nlementary students was geﬁerated to

' /

\ test the po ited question. The .05 level oflsiqnificance was used in

. Y ’ . ~
L4

. ' testing the hypothesis.” The .05 level was chosen because this was an ex~ .
. . l.*

3
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. ‘ploratory study using an experimental instrument. \\

~

;y o o A _ o ’ \fk

PROCEDURES

2

A sample ofw43 individuals made up the thfee groups used in the

study. The first group (Group I) used in the study was composed:of 15

o ~ teacher-identified good readers of Oak Groge Elementary Sdhgol, Oak

v

-

t
a

\\\“mn__~‘?rove, Mississippi. There were eight’girls and six boys. Students were
‘chosen from each of the third=, fourth-, and fifth-grade classrooms.

The second group (Grouwp II) drawn for the study were 14 third-fourth- and

1

» fifth-grade poor readers in a. tutoring program at Oak Grove EIementaf&

\\\gi Schooiz a suburb of Hattiesbu}g, Mississippil‘ Informal reaéing inven-
)"_\.‘—N . ¢ ) L
' tories'(IRIs) yielded: scores ranging érom pré;primer to third grade. -
i ‘ . \ _

There were four girls.and‘ten boys in this subsamble. The third group
(Group III) consisted 6f 15 adult; in én Adult‘Basic Edudation_class in

southwest Missiqsippi. Their reading rangeign the Gray Oral Test (GOT):
k' " . was from 1.2 - 3.9; There were six males and nine females ranging in

: ' | _ o .

age .from 17 to 56. ) ' ' ’ '

Method and Analysis 3

-

The Phéneme shifting Iesg‘(PST) was constructed by McNinch (1974)
+
- ‘. * ' <.
to evaluate the phoneme shifting skill. / The test is composed of three
S ' » ' - . ‘ - . \,
sample and ten test items. Given a picture clue of a three letter word,

o

and the phonemes of°® the words orally, the subjects were askeg £o select

from a choice of three pictures the word that contained the same phonemes

‘as the stimulus words but in different order. ' The ten stimulus words
- .

A
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1

chossn when reversed would becomé real words i.e. tab/bat, 1ip/pif1.
_The actual spelling of the word was disregarded. The shifting of the

first and last. letters of the words were evaluated. The medial sound

« '
.

remained constant. In some instancesf)there was a slfqht distgrtiOn of
'.the medial sound, however, it always- remained, an allophone of  the original

phoneme. The instrument is experimental and has no established reliabi-

lity or validity However, by definition, the instrument does test pho-

.

neme shifting and therefore has implied validity Individual testing

' \ was done in the mornings during October, 1974, by the investigators with
A < .
the aid of two advanced graduate students trained in the administrat@_n of
the instrument. To test the hypothesis of Significant differences, a one-

S

way analysis of variance was computed. The‘number of correct responses

. / ) N -
~was used in the analysis. A Scheffe test was applied to locate the source

|

of variance when a significant overall F was found.
Results i . e
-
The hypothes1s was concerned with the mean difference of good readi’g v

elementarv,children, emedial elementary readers, and illiterate adults
- . :
on the phoneme shifting task. The computed F ratioh (F = l§.62; d.f. = 2, _ N

I

40; p <. :05) revealed Significant differences difl exist among the three

- N - -

groups. . Phoneme shifting seemed to be a variable that can discriminate

among reading groups. A Scheffe test was done to locate the source of’

significant variance'within the reading groups. - Significant differences

at the .05 1eve1 (F = 6.46) were revealed between groups 1'and 2 and-

N -

between 1. and 3. These results indicated that there was a fference’

-

+
between “the good and the remedial groups and the good and the adult

- in the way they responded to the iﬂstrument used td measure phoneme . l §;
\ \

“ t

Q o ’
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Bhlftlng. The, remedial children and.the iliiﬂerate-adults did not differ

-

on the phonene, shlfting task. - . ) : . _ s

7’ o o . CONCLUSION . A

. . . - .

This study attempted to det%Emine if gbod reading elementary children,
Y 3 .

remedial ePementary children, and illiterate Adults reaéted‘differently
. .

to phoneme shifting within words. The study sought to determine if-the

"'a‘k'

subjects when given a picture clue of a® three letter word and the phonemes

- . . e

of that word orally could select from a choice of. three pictures the word

/ " that contained the_same phonemes as the stimulus word but in a different

/ order. Phoneme shifting was constructed in order to measure the suhjebt!s

ability to shift sounds within words. The generalizations and conclusions
from the study are confined to the sample.and the instrument.

' E i . The data suggests that good elementary ‘readers do not respond toc pho-

" neme shifting in the same manner as remed1al elementary children or il1lit-
g , erate adults;. The good readers demonstrated the phoneme shlfting_ability '
-,.‘, within words and the remedial elementary students and the illiterate adults

+ . .

displayed difficulty in the ability to hear the rearrangement of phonemes

withln a word Savin (1972) purported that poor readers can not learn Pig

A ‘ s;af/n.‘oﬂe con51dered phoneme shifting to be a prerequlsite to learnino
(.,('{ Pig Latin. This study subStantiated Savin's flndrngs that poor_geaders
' can not shift phonemgs. Since the godd readers were able to perform the
.phoneme shlftlng task it would appear that phoneme shiftlng mlght be an

early skill used in word recognltlon. The study supported Guerin's

. -

- 954) statement that ". . . word recognition %Frors of illiterate adults '

Pl

:, tend to be 51mllar to those of child}e " Perhaps remedial tasks of

" these auditory skills could befdeveldped for remedial children and illit-'
o ) - » : ) . ) - A .

Y

. . ) . 7 o I »g
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eraté adults. .
. ~ Fox (1964) and Burnett (1966) suggest that the sight ﬁethod be used
at first with adults and then phonetic instruction begun. A piausible sué— h
gestion might be to check’ the adult's ability te discriminate between dif-
errent‘sounds before any actual instruction has beghn. .

As there was a discrepancy between the,good readers responées and the

illiterate adult fésponses, there seems some evidence that the adult .

wog;d not profit from a traditional developmental reading program; ot as

vshggested by Savin, a syllghic program would be more beneficial. Results

of the study, indicate that th'e adult illgterate responded similarly to

the remedial elementar; readet and thus inaicates that an indiVidﬁélized N\,
; A

;;zLaial program wduld be méte eXpediént in time thah the traditional de-

\ . - , ‘ ‘ L]
: velopmental program. . (// . .

\ N : Ahthotities agtée that experience is an iméortant asset that adults ’
; 4

s .. hring to the reading act. ggsults oﬁythi; study indicate'that perhaps

5 ,ekperience doeé not compensate for the insufficient skills, i.e, lack of

ka. phoneme sh{fting ability. Chronological maturation does not develép sound

i
- \

“. shifting sophlstlcatlon.

Observatlon of the test beﬁ vior of the remedial children and illit-

K\
\

erate adults revealed that the better readers responses were of much ‘shorter.

latericy tMan those of the remedial Neaders and the adults illiterates.

Both.poor reading groups showed a tenylericy to select responses in which

the initial consonant sound .was the same as the stlmulus word even though .

s

\! \ - on\th \éamples they ev1denced an understanding of the directions to f1md$

l
‘th words' that have gge same sound but in a different order. -

\|V

e simildrities between remedial children and illiterate adults in-

’

-

_Aicates\a need for @thei investigations in this'area. Instfuctignal plans
(S N

for remedial children and adult illiterates might be influenced by findings

. f C N

' Qo of studies in this‘area. ..v L ‘ .;3 ’ o : . -»
ERIC ~ - o -
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