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ABSTRACT ] :
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‘7/ - Introdugtion
&he Home-Criented Preschool Education (HOPE) process, beiﬂq developed by’
Markétable Presch;ol Eddcation Program (MPEP) of the Appalachia Educationél
Laboratory (AEL;, is an integrated approach to educaticn for three-, four-,
and five-year-old éhildren. It includes the use of home instruction, group
instruction, and televised instruction as the thrge major components.
i The first.comgonept involves a trained paraprofessional who'q?es to the . = ,
home of each.child in an assigned region onrce a week to deliver materials and

supplies whiéh are to be shared by the child and parent. This hcome visitér also

spends time with both the child and parent in learning activities which benefit
\ > :

the child and, depending.on the needs of the child and parenf, spénds time in

discussion with the parent in an, attempt to foster positive interactions with

’ the child and to enable the parent to perform in an effective insﬁructipnal role.
‘r. 'Ihé second component involves group interaction. Once each week the child .

*' attends a two-hour session in a group setting with pgers in a mobile classroom

3 S

or convenient fixed location. -Activities presented by a trained professional
teacher are based on the objectives for the total program and serve to initiate
supervised social interaction of children -in small groups. These group activities

reinforce material presented in the televised lessonis and complemebt the efforts

-

- T - R

at home of parents and vis%tiﬁg paraprofessionals:‘ Parents meet weekly to dig-

R o

S

3 Rt
v »

y .l . c s oy
cuss- their child-traifiing experiences. . e

The third component involves:telg&ised instruction. It is used to initiat%
b;;ié §kill iﬁstruction, encourage ;he desire for learning, -and provide new exper-
. ;Eﬁéégyfor young' children. Television also provides a thread of continuity to \ '
the entire effort. Edch lesson is thirty minutes long and the lessons are broad-
. » ’ ’
cast into the children's homes five ?éxs a week. Since.the lessons are based’on

behavioral objectives ™ the emphasis is on attainment th}ough entertaininglprogram

content.

N . o :




. Each component is .essential yet individually each component is not suffi-

-

. cient to provide an adequate intervention program for preschool children. The

program is designed to-.integrate the three coﬁponents into a viable system of

mutudlly complementary relationships which is cost effective in the attain-

ment of desired, lasting :}Sests in the life of the child. The curriculum is

planned and generated and then the strengths of each delivery mode‘aré exploited

to the fullest and the countervailing weaknesses are effectively countered in

the, integrated system.

¢

The terminal objective of the prdgram is to make available to rural child-

ren a preschool education program which will: (a) utiiize existing public and

private television transmission facilities to deliver the'%;ogram; (b) encourage

- )
multi-district and mﬁlti-stqte planning, funding, agd img;émentéETZn; (c) be
%M

‘s

more cost effective than the traditional classroom approach in an area that is

- ’ el

.- Jdacking in pzeschool,facilitiegi§(d) make use of paraprofessionals; and (e)

fl

. v ~
involve and assist the parent in the instructional role.l .

¥
-' N ‘ .
'};: .In order that the integrdted program can be sucasessfully implemented into

[
W

the Appalachian Region, it is essential to be able to accurately describe the

" characteristics of the target population. Once the target population is
/

. / .
accurdtely described, then the program can be modified tp fit the needs of

P

' 4

this culturally diverse population. -

’ ,
/ /

To provide the ngcessary information to describe the population, a demo-

]

graphic éurvey at specific Appalachian sites was planned. Parents of preschool

children were asked questions relating to education, employmeént, age of child-

ren, etc. Thus, the obtdined data not only ‘described the characteristics of
. ,

- ’
.

.
-

lAppalach'ia Educational Laboratory”, Inc. Marketable ‘Preschool Educatién
Program: Basic Program Plan. Charleston, W. Va.: AEL, April, 1972.

' .
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the target populaticn;, but also provided ihformation'upon which program devel-
. - - . . .

opment and implementation.decisions can be,made. -

-
”~ ’ 5

A

' Methodology e . -

The fbiléwigg section provides a description of the sample used in.this

&~

" field studg, the techniques used in collesting the data, a description of

‘

the data—gathering-instrumené, and the.data an;lysis procedure.

.

Desc¢ription of Sample

4

3

AN

]

4

Based on the requirements of the field-studies plan,? it was decided that

-

SN
-

‘the sample should consist of famiiies_living in the states of Alabama, Kentucky,

~~

; -’: ] ] ] ] ‘ ] ] -6
Ephio, Pennyslvania, Tennessee, Virginia, and West Virginia. ;

>.\(‘~”¥‘é{ .
In order: to locate possible sites within the area, a survey was made of

.
’

e . . existing programs utilizing regular home visits. Chief state school officers
N g - . : S -
. u .

or their fepresentatives were contacted to obtain a list of the home-based

[ o preschool programs in their’aréa’. The logistical constraints of time and 4dvaid-

v ¢

P

able resources made it necessary to utilize parents whose children were being
1 .

vt “t

visited reguiariy by a paraprofessional. Mo other.method of sample selection

-
e

would have allowed both a@ accessible population and the necéssa;y staff to

condq?t the survey within ‘the time limits of the contriacted scope of work.

From these lists and‘'from previous contacts with prdgramégwggch utilize. -

L]

the HOPE process, a number of sites was tentatively selected for use in data

collection within the seven stdtes iisted abqﬁé. The sites. varied in the

nature of préschool program a3 well as saﬁple characteristics :including .

. number of available familieé.. Table 1 indicates the size, 1ocation,-anq

-
. »’ -

- .

2Joe E. Shively and érainqré W. H;nes. plan for Marketable Presch9ol,Edu—
cation Program 1974- Field Studies. Charleston, W . Va.: Appalachia Educdtional

-

-
'Y

Laboratory, Inc., June, 1974,

D
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- ] - !
type of program for each of the sites which were selected for inclusion in’

the field survey.
_—
The or1g1nal sammple of 951 families selected for the study did meequtﬁj

least three general requirements which inciuded most of the crlter‘a listed ?}1 s

in the field studies _plan. = '_ : . R SN A'} ’

1. The sample adequately represented the target population as \‘,\_,/

defined by AEL, i.e., "Families with preschool children

-

ages 3, 4, and 5, living in areas other than cities of

» '

50,000 or more.">

-

2._ The sample was readily accessible and did not involve major

. -
¢ 4

logistical problems/in data collection. ', -

k Ay .
3. The sample was large enough for accuracy in extrapodation
and selected from the sewven state-région served by AEL.

A random selection of families was made in sites where the number of families
Ll .

available exceeded the number needed for sampling purposes. .

Since the method of selection of sites and families was partly based on

-

evailability rather than completely random, it was necessary to determire the

4

Qf.correspondence between thé’semple and the MPEP target population on

variables where data were already available. A preliminary comparison of

degree

data from the counties in which sites were located with corresponding data

from the total adult population in the Appalachian Region fevealed that the

counties in which the sites wete located as a.whole had a lower level of

income ($5,746)rthan,the figure for the overall redion ($6,873). In addition,

these counties had a slightly lower percentage oﬁlfamilies'with television

sets (90%) than did the region (92%). See Appendix A for mbre detailed data.
. .‘ N .

. ‘ v

¥

“ - 3Ibid., p. 4. 4 ' . . ' ~




If the Samplefgelqcted from eacﬁ/site was reprgsentative of the county
from which it was chosen, then the sites siiéﬂgly underestimated the socio-
. . . . PRI R hd - . .
economic level of tﬁg gené}al population of the Appalachian Region. Data

obtained from the U. S. Census Bureau provided evidence of the relationship

between the survey sample*and the specific MPEP tardét population. A coﬁ-

parison of the survey data from 951 surveyed homes with the U. S. Census’
- J
Bureau preschool family data on educatiogal, occupational, and other demo-

,giaphic variables indicated the éon-similgriﬁy between the distributions.

s
»

" Consequently, a matrix sampling technique based on educational and occupa-
tional variables was employed to sample from the survey data such that the

: D
resulting survey distribution and the U." S. Census Bureau distripbution would
. : a4 @

be comparable.‘ Use of the matrix sampling technique resulted in a revised

. ! *
survey sample (n = 699) whose distribution was comparable to the distribution

of the U. S. Census Bureau data for the specific MFEP target population.

Compérability of the data collected in this survey with the U. S: Census

-

Bureau population statistics thus established the validity and éredibilitx

of the data collected in the television and parent materials surveys. -
’ . ’ R " ’ ‘ - 3 [

4
. . N v

Data Collection Techniques . y

-

The evaluation staff decided to train‘tﬁe supervisory staff of the nine';,

R iy
N ~ l."

sites who in turn would train their staff to go into the homes and collect

. ~

¢ the data since it'was not practical for AEL to train all of the paraprofessionals
. ’

A .
.

to administer the instrument used in the field survey. .
The supervisory staffs werd brought to AEL during early March of 1974,

and were acquainted with the purposes and structure of the field study. They

were trained in the administration of the instrument and were aided in the
N ;

3

selection of parents who were to receive the survey.instruments. During the

v
.




. . N
» ~

training sessidns, definitions of terms were standardized, allotted time for
K . . e T
administration was discussed, and procedures for handling any refusals by

&

‘parents to respond to specific items or whole questionnaires were established.
- ~ ' v

. - . . v, 'S

After returning to their sites, the suﬁervisorq were responsible for = d

[} . -

both training and coordinating activities of the paraprofessionals. A total

Aof fffty home visitors was trained in all of ‘the sites, allowing for approxi-
mately twenty families;to be surveyed by*eacﬁ?home visktoer. Appendix B con-

tains the instructish sheetaused by the home visitors. . . ) ,
fhe survey was carried out durinékthe perdod of March ;%-to March 29

¢ . . »
’ + A1y 13\

with most home visitoréfgathering data after regular working hqurs. _This

r
. schedule helped to.preéent any interference with normal program operation
o within the sites. , - 7/ .
S . }

During the time the survey data were being' collected, AEL staff visited

.

with each site or contacted them by telephone to ascertain that schedules
- . e '
were being met and that.propér data collection procedures weZe being followed.
. P
After the data Were collected they'were retdrned to AEL for compilation.

- a N

Each supervisor was contacted-=etther by telephone or through a return trlp'

o to AEL--and was debrlefed. Any dlfflcultles or successes reiated to either

~ - .

the trainlng procedures or data collectldn technlque§awere dlscussed and .

»
.

recorded. Interpretations of the debriefing information could then beé used
to help explain or clarify unusual data_analysis outcomes.
. - \ 5 “ .
]

_ Description of the Instrument . ,

-

The instrument contains thirteen items dealing with various character-
~- PR .
» ' - ‘ L -
istics of the target population (see Appendix C). Item 1 deals with the .

\

number of children by age level living within the home. Items 2, 3, and 6

pertaln to previous educational experiences of the prescN001 children. Items o

l
P .

4 and 5 deal with the mother of the preschool chlld as head of the household
’, 4 . N .

-




. « » - [4

and itém 7 deals with the occupation of the head of the household. Ttem 8

. . ~ .
_pertains to the population density of the area in-which the home is_located.

Item 9 asks about “various reading mateyials found in the home ahd item 10

/ ] ' . - .
concgrns the educatio‘xial level of_both the head '¢g the hdusehold' and of the
mcther. Items 11 and 12-, respectively, deal with the berson in charge of

N L4 A3 . '\

the preschool child during the-day and those meals that the pxeschool shild

. eats with the family.' Finally, item 13 relates to the %requéncy‘bf visits
' . . . ’ o« AR

V. ’

by the child to varjous places of interest.

. - . N [ '}
« 'Thé instrument was constructed to survey those characteristits of Ehg

. ~

target populitign which were deemed of importance in the development of the

. . . e

educational program. Séince only spécific questions were raised, the items
L)

on the instrument provide a valid mechanism for obtaining the answers.

»

‘- - Vd
It-should also be pointéd-out that several of the }tems are constructed
‘in a format parailel to items found on other survey instruments for which
r~ .

data are available. For example,’ items ﬁn 3,'A,'7,.8, and 10 are also items

. -

-

.which appeared on the U. S. Census questipnnaire of léfb. Similarly, items

9,‘;0, and 13 are items which appeared in a survey conducted in two sites inr -
) o t . . .

. :

Appala¢hia in 1968 by Hooper and Marshall.? -

»
EY 1

The Hoéber-Marshall'survey covered a series of studies whose major -
. ’

emphasis was with socioeconopmically disadvantaged preschool children. AHA?
; . . . v,

. L.
"portion of the Hooper-Marshall survey involved administering several survé&

’ - . .

instruments to 111l fam¥lies of preschool chiidren‘in two counties in West

Virginia. It is the data obtained through these irfstruments that are pre-

- :

A

sented %hefé appropriate as comparative data.

‘ - ° H

- ) N

- - . .

4r. n. Hooper and W. H. Marshall. the Initial Phase of a Preschool Cur-
riculum Development Project, Final Reportfi!Morgan;own,‘w. Va.: West Virginia
University, August, 1968. :

<

H

’ - i




Data Anélysis : . ’ . .

Since the local demcgraphic survey was conducted\to provide informatién

- .

necessary to accurately describes the ckaracteristics of the target population,

* no inferential statistics were'requiréaz All data collected were treated via .

»

tabulations and destriptive statistics. -

.o Results of the Survey \

-

Each item on the suyvey will be presented and a tabulation of the data

will also be provided. Where appropriate comparison data from either the

Hooper-Marshall éiudy or from the U. S. Census Bureau are available, they

A .
will be presented. 7

@ -
J

Item 1. This question asked "How many children of each age (0, 1, 2, 3,

Number and Location of Sample

4, 5, 6 or older) live in this house?” Table 2 presents the regional data
. .

» ’

for this item.

- Table 2
Number of Families With Children of Different Ages
(Regional, n=699) . . :
Age Level | V'omber of Children Withia Fr=ily ¢ Children \ Children \ Children of Each Age
of Children i o T 1 1T 27 1 ¢t s 6 17 & 192 or mare 16f Tach age | of Fach Age*) U S. Census Byreau®
~ .

0 636§ 61 2 (3 5.8 16.3

1 621 ) 718} 0 8 7.0 16.0

2 565 1133) 2 135 12.0 15}8 N

3 465 | 232 2 236 21.1 16.5

4 439 {256} 4 T 264 23.6 17.2 .

5 360 | 335} 4 . 343 30.6 18.2
6 or older . 308 1176 211 45 |} 26 18 § 11 2 1 1 B24 N

*3ased on 0 through S only
s -

from Table 2, it appears that there_aré 236 three-year-o0ld children,
h ]

-

264‘four-year-old childre?j and 343 five-yelir-old children %n the sample of

-

L4 a——




. .I . .

699 families. [The 236 is obtained from~the 232 families having dne child and

.

__two families having two children; i.e., 236 = (232 x 1) + (2 x.2). The other

figures are obtained in a similar manner.] There are only 135 two-year-olds,

78 one-year-olds, and 65 children of less than one year of age. There were

636_families‘(9l%) who had no children of less than one year of age. Over

one-half of the families (55,9%) have older children in the home.
Table 3 presents data on the actual size of the family in terms of the
number of children iiving at home per family while Figure 1 presents the total

’

percentage graphically.

Table 3
¢
Size of Family
" (by State/Site, n=699) ‘ .

# of Yumber of Families °
Children |[ala. [Ky. | oO. Pa. Tenn. | Va. W.Va. Total
er Family 1 42 | Total 1 £2 Total 5 0%
A 6 |14 |16 1] 4 5| 45 16 | 11 ] 15 26 |128] 18.3

2 13 |30 |52 8| 8 16 76 35 | 25.] 8. 33 |255] 36.5
3 1c {18 |23 8| 7 15 33 24 | 11 {.10 21 {144] 20.6’

. ’. ™\ .
4 7 |14 }14 31 3 6 9 20 7 5 12. | 82} 11.7
~ 5 5 19 4 2 1 3 6 7 o] 7 7|41} 5.9
.6 2 1313 ol 1 1 3 1 3| 3. 6 | 19] 2.7
7 3 11140 0| 4 ‘4 .2 4 0| 1 1 15| 2.1
. .8 2 1 | 4 1] 2 3 1 0 1] 0 1|12 1.7
98 [ oli]o |oflof "o 1 1 o o o| 3| 0.4
n 48 |91 p1e |23 | 30 53 176 108 | 58 | 49 | 107 [699 {100.0

1)

From Table 3 it appears that over one-half (54.8%) 9f the families only have

one or two children at home and over three-fourths (75.4?) of the families haée

. . . - i i ]
1 J : ’
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“lies have five or more children living ih the home.

«

three or less childxen at home. and nearly seven-eighths (87.1%) of the

.o ? : .
families have four or less children at home. Hence, only 12.9% of the fami-

Itett 8 asked "In what size place do you live?" Table 4 presents the

regional data for this item, while Figure 2 presents the data graphically.-*

€ . b

Table 4 : ’ : _ A
Freqdéncy and Percent of Families by Size of Area
in Which Family Resides
(Regional, n=699)

-
#‘

50,000-10,000 9,999-2,500 <2,500 fotal
g ’ v 3 % 4 % 4 - 3
— 3 .
47 6.7 111 15.9 . 541 -77.4 | 699  100.0 i
(17.0) ¢ (15.0)* * H{68.0) *
*U. S. Census Bureau Percentage . PO .
o ' )

From Table 4 it can be seen that over three-fourths (77.4%) of the fami-

lies surveygl lived in small tewn or rural areds of less than 2,500 people.

. 3 ~

Table 5 presents ?ata for item 8 by state/site.

4

Table 5 ' !
Number and-Percent of_Families Living in Communities t
of Marious Sizes
, (by State/site, n=699)
. 50,000-10,000 9,999-2,500. <2,500 i
State/Site # % # % # %
Alabama 15 31 5 10 28 58 4
Kentucky 1 o ) 0 -0 91 100
Ohio ‘ 13 11 . 33 28 70 60
Pennsylvania #1 0 0 11 48 12 52
Pennsylvania #2 5 17 10 33 15 50
Pennsylvania Total | 5 9 9 21 40" 27 51
Tennessee 0 0 #4F 25 14 151 86 ’
Virginia 2 2 27 25 .79 73
West Virgiria #1 0 UL 0 0 ¥ 58 <100 -
West Virginia #2 12 ~r 24 0] 0] 37 . 76 )
West Virginia Total| 12 11 0 0 95 89
Total . 47 C 7 111 16 541 77 .
}

- 17 s
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‘P'a.ren’tal' Characteristics . . .
> 'Iteu\4 asked "1 "Is the mother the head of the heousehold?” Table 6 pre- i
sents the reg:Lcmal da'ta for-this item. ' . .
- * t /
Table -6 : . ' ‘

Frequency. and . Percent of Mothers as Head Qf Household

(Regional, n=699) ‘ .
. . t Al .
e Yes . . .Ho L . Total
# N %.-. # % # %
88 - 12.6 611 87.4 699 - 100.0
. (7.3) %~ : (92.7) *

*U.S. Bureau'of tne Census

’

-

-

From Table 6, it is evident that iy only 12.6% of the families surveyed i )

was the_mother considered to be the head of the household. Table 7 presents

N

‘the data by state/site., . %

Tab}e -7

Number and Percent of Families Where Mother Is
Head of Household ’
(by State/Site, n=699)

-

. S Mother Head of Household
State/Site No ) . Yes
~ 8 N s 8 %
‘Alabama - 37 . 77 11 23
Kentucky 80 88 11 12 . .
‘Ohio © ] 105 ¥ a 91 T . .. 9 -
Pennsylvania #1 , 15 65 8 35
Pennsylvania #2 122 73 8 27 -
Pennsylvania Total 37 . 70. 16 30
Tennessee . 165 .94 > 11 " 6
Virginia 92 T - I 16 - 15 ’
West Virginia #1 55 95 3 5 .,
West Virginia #2 . - 40 82 9 18
wést Virginia Total 95 89 120" 117
Total S 611 * 87.4 : 88 © . 12.6
. . p
- .
. *
B 1 9. ,




Item S asked "Does the méther work outszde the home?" Table 8 presents

’ -

the regional data for thls item, whereas\Flgure 3 presents the data:. graphlcally

T et [y
'

« 4 . q ° e .
& - : Table 8 P g
k 3
Frequéncy and Percent of Families Where Mother Works
Qutside Home

(Regional, n=699), .
Non-Work \ Part-Time Full-Time | , '
8 LY g % - % .
i 511  73.1 61 8.7 T 127 18.2 .

[ 4
From Table 8, it appears that most (73.1%) of the mothers are not employed

outside the home and only a few work part-time outside the home. Table 9

] b}
preéeqts this item data by state/site. .
Table 9
Frequency and Percent of Families Where Mother Works
Outside Home . :
. (by State/Site, n=699) .
A” 1
. ‘Non-Work Part-Time Full-Time

State/Site # % # % # %

Alabama * 1 25 52 -6 13 . 17 35

Kentucky 72 79 7 . 8 12 13

Ohio . 77 66 .14 12 25 .22
Pennsylvania #1 12 52 -5 22 6 ] 26 |

Pennsylvania #2 26 87 0 0 4 13

Pennsylvanja Total | 38 72 5 9 10 <19

Tennessee 139 79 15 -9 22 13

Virginia 85 79 8 7 15 14

West Virginia #) 36 62 5 9 17 29

West Virginia-'#2 39 . 80 1 2 ., 9 18

West Virginia Total 75, 70 6 6 © 26 24

. & .

“ | Total - 511 73.1 61 8.7 127 18.2
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JFrom Table 9, it can.be seen that in Ala?ama over one-third of the
. pothers (35%) work full-time outside the home. . ' : .
Item 7 asked "What is the occuﬁétion of the head of the household?"

Each person surveyed was.to étate exactly what the occupation was and then .
. .

the home visitor/surveyor used this description to classAfy the occupétion *

into one of thirteen categories. These thirteen categories were deriv;d

from the categoriés‘generated by £he U. S. Bureau of the Census. Table 10 )

préseﬁté the regional data for -item 7, while Figure 4 depicts the data

graphically. -*

© Table 10 _ -
- L

Frequency of Heads of Household in Varidué Occupations
[ (Regional, n=699)

Occugat 1 Category Frequency Percent | U-S. Cenmsus ° '
Bureau Percent
1. Professional/Technical' 54 7.7 - 10.5
2. Managers/Administrators 42 6.0 7.1
3. Sales Workers 16 2.3 4.4
4. Clerical Workers ’ - 12 1.7 5.1 L "
5. Craftsmen. i 162 - 23.2 22.1 ¢
' 6. Operative S 79 11.3 18.7
7. Truck Drivers . - 6l - 8.7 6.9 )
~ 8. Laborers, non-farm . 110 . 15.7 6.1
9. Farmers/Farm Managers ) 27 3.9 1.6
10. Farm Laborers/Foremen 6 0.9 1.0 °
11. Sarvice Workers 40 5.7 - 4.0
12. Private Household Workers 2 0.3 0.3
13. Not Employed and Unemployed 86 -12.3 12.2
Missing 2 0.3

“~ -

From Taﬁlé 10, it appears that over one-third (38:.9%) of the ‘heads of

household were listed as being either craftsmen or nap-farm laborers. Table '

11 presents item 7 data by state/site.
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o T . S ‘
) Table 11 . ‘ ’
- Nﬁmberlcf Heads of Household’in Vamious Occupations ' ) -
' - (by: State/Site, n=699) 4 &
Head of Houcehold | -' Number of He;ds of Househol&
- Occupational R Ala.} Ky.| O. Pa. Tenn.| Va. W.va. - Total
Gategory #11 #2 | Tot. #1 [#27 Tot.] # %
) Prof./Tech. - 0| 3 ~;12 cof-2| 2| 11 |13 )11} 2| 13| 54 7.7
Mgr./Admin. 1 3| 1| 1] ofl of of 22 a4t 2| o]l 2} 42f e.0
sales Wkrs. 1| 2] 2| o] of o 7 | 1| 2| 1| 3| 16| 2.3 °
) Clerical Wkrs. . 0 2 4] ol of O 4 o'| 2| of 2| 12| 1.7
Craftsmen 10 {22] 33} s{ 6] 11| 41 | 28| 11| 6| 17]162{23.2
. Operative 16 | 2 71 3] 2 5 17 17 91 6{ 15| 79]/11.3
Truckers/Trans. 6 | 79| 2] 4f-6]1 16 | 12| 3| 2| 5|61 8.7 *
Laborers, non-fam | 4 [27] 9| 4| 6 10| 34 7] 7|12f 19 |110(15.7
Farmers/Farm ¥grs. | o | 1| 7| o] ol o 4 | 11| 4| of, i'”'zz 3.9
' Farm Ibrs. & Foremed 0 | o] 1| o] o] o -0 | a7 1{ o] 1 " 6| 0.9
Service Workers s.| 2| 8| 4l 2| 6 6 71 4| 2| ]| 40| 5.7
‘ pvt. Household Wkrs| 1.| o| o] 1] 0] 1 0 of ol of ol 2| 0.3
Unelnployed/Not Emglﬂ 1 |22 13) af 7 11| 15 | -a| 2[18f 20| 86|12.3
Total- - 47 Jo1)116| 23| 29} 52,| 176 £28 s | 49| 107 | 697]99.7
‘ Missing 1 . 1 1 . 2| 0.34%-

-

. Item 10 dealt with the highest grade in-school completed by the head of the

household and by the mother. Table 12 presents the regional data for item 10,

(& v

whereas Figure 5 depiéts the déta graphically. Data from the 1968 Hooper-

Marshall study are also presented in Table 13, but it should be noted that in
(. .
_the study the educational attainment of the fatheT and not of, the head of the

.
. : 1

household was specifically requested.

7 L]
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Table 12~
' s . Educational Level of Heads of Household (# and % of Families)
and of Mothers
(Regional, n=699)

Head of Household - Mothers .
Educational ) U.S.Census . U.S.Census
level ) # % - % # < % %
Elementary . . ) ' [ )
1-4 years 41 5.9 4.2 13 1.9 1.4
5-6 years 37 5.3 4.9 19 2.7 2.5
7 years 40 5.7 4.5 24 3.4 3.2
8 years 94 . 13.4 10.1 54 ¢ 7.7 7.5
- L
High School
1-3 years 134 19.2 20.7 182 26.0 24.5
4 vyears 251 35.9 37.8° 322 46.1 47.6
College,
1-3 years 53 - 7.6 8.2 58 8.3 8.1
4 vyears 27 3.9 5.4 24 3.4 4.0 >
5+ years 19 ' 2.7 4.4 3G 0.4 1.1
& . ' - : ‘ : Pl
omit 3, 0.4 o . 0.0 RV

!

From Table 12 over 50% of the heads of hogséholq)are,at least high school

-

graduates and over 80% are at least eighth grade graduates: Less than one-fifth

. ) L
of the heads of household‘ have completed less than eight years of formal school-
ing. Unfortunately, the same comparisons from Table 13 c;ﬁnot be made. It is

N 2

interesting to note, however, that the percent of mothers%completing collegiate

e

. . ' s +

activities has increased over 670% from the 1968 survey to the 1974 survey. . —
. ' }

Slmllarly, but to a lesser .extent than for just the mothq;, the heads of house~

"hold also lncreased by 175% in terms of those who have}%pmpleted colleglate
activities. It should also be pointed out-that the flgbres for head of household
. may ‘be somewhat inflated since from Table 6 it was féund that 12.6% of the

mothers were also heads of household and would thus have a dpuble entry. Table

- 4 ‘

4

14 presents item 10 data by)étate/site.
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' Table 13. ' -7
. Educational Level of Father amd of Mother : -
. 196§ Hooper-Marshall Study *
(n=111)
Educational Father , Yother
Tevel # - % -# %
: - ’
Elementary : : ' ) . ) oo
1-4 years -, 3 2.7 : 3 . 2.7
5-6 years . . 4 3.6 3 2.7 *
7-8 years e . 26 23.4 15 . 13.5
. . ’ ) A ) ) - ’
High School .
1-2 years ' 11 9.9 33 29.7
- 3-4 years " 49 44.1 53 47.7
College ,
1-4 years 8 7.2 2 18— -
5+ years( . S | 0.9 0 0.0
' ] . ~
Omit . 9 - 8.0 2 - 1.8
\ ' 2 ‘
. /
« ] )
b e
‘ -
. Pad ) . k} )
4 N .
. \
‘ ‘ ) A N ’ i
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. # Table 14 ‘
. ) ~
Educational Level of Heads of Household and Mothers
(by State/Site, n=699)
s - ]
) Head of Household
.. ’Egcat;onal Ala.| Ry. Q. o, Pa. . Tenn. Va. W.Va 7
Level s 22| Total %1 #2 | Total"
. .
Elementary R
1-4 years 3 8 2 0 0 0 8 14 2 4 6
5-6 years " 4 7 2 0 0 0 6 13 2y 3 5
7 vyears 7 3 2 0 3 3 10 11 1 3 4
8 vyears 9 19 10 6 2 '8 22 8 7 11 18
High School ’ ) -
1-3 years 7 18 25 6 "4 10 36 16 | 9 13 22
4 vyears 15 26 47 10 19 29 - 64 31 27 12 39
College i’
}-3 years ¥ 7 16 1 2 3 13. S 6 1 7
. 4 vyears 1 2 6 0 ) 0 10 6 2 0 2
5+ years 0 1 51T 0 0 0 6 4 2 1 .3
Omit - - 1 - - - 1 - - 1 1
Total 48‘ 91 115 23 30 53 175 108 58 48 106
. . Mother *
Educational ala. | Ky. o. Pa. Tenn.| Va. w.vVa.
Level #1 # Total &} #2 Total
Elementary . '
}-4 years 2 4 0 0 0 0 2~ 4 0 1 1
5-6 years 2 2 0 0 0 0 5 10 0 0 0
7 years 4 5 0 0 ,0 0 7 5 I .2 3
8 years 7 6 7 1 0 1 19 9 3 2 5
High School .
1-3 years 13 24 18 _ 6 7 13 54 28 8 24 32
4 vyears 15 . 3,8 69 16 20 36 67 40 40 17 57
/7 .
College . -
1-3 years 5 7 12 0 2 2 17 9 4, 2 6
4 years' 0 5 9 0 1 1 5 1l 2 1 3
5+ years 0.1 0 1 0 0 | 0 0 . 2 0 0 0
Total .° .48 91 -] 116 23 30 53 176 108 58 49 107
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Echational Characteristics of Children

Item 2 asked "How many of the children (ages 3, 4, and 3) have had nursery

school experience?” Table_iS presénté the regional datﬁ for this item.

4 4 .
- R o

- ‘e

) Table 15 . " v
. ' Number of Families With Children Who Have Had .,
« Experience in Nursery School
, (Regional, n=699 Families) R
Total ]
Children »Public . Parochial| Other Private Total ‘
Age 3 236 15(1) 6.4%‘ 1(1) 0.4% 5(1) 2.1% 21(1) 8.9%
2ge 4 264 44(1),2(2) 17.4%} 1(1) 0.4% 6(1),1(5) 2.7%4 51(1),3(2) 20.5%
Age 5 343 53(1) 15.5%}{ 2(1) 0.6% 16(1) 4.7% . 71 (1) 20.7% }
Total T
children . 843 116 13.8% 4 0.5% 29 3.4% 149 17.7%

*The numbefﬂoutside the parentheses indicates the number of families providing
responses to this category, whereas the number inside the parentheses indicates .
the number of children within the family with nursery school experience; e.g.,

3(2) implies three families have two children each of a given age level in a
particular type of program. The percent is the number of children in a par-

ticular type of program (by age level) to the total number of children of a

given ége’level. '

From Table 15 ié appears that tLose children who are older”haye had more

experiences in nursery school. This is probably a function of their age haéing
, .
allowed them more opportunities to attend. One of the limitations associated
with interpretaﬁ&on of this item is that eachof the survey sites igsisted on
its own definitiop of nursery schpool. Some sites viewed it as a cugtodial
environment, whereas ‘other sites saw nursery school as more of an educational
experience. Nevertheless, only 18% Qf the children in the survey had ;gceived
> some form Sf mursery school experience.

4
Item 3 asked."How many oﬁfﬁpe children (ages 3, 4, and 5) have had kihder-

arten experientes?" Téble 16 presents the regional data for this item.
g d ; g

13

’ -
3




25 .
) Table 16
Number of Families With Children Who Have Had .
Experiences in Kindergarten
(Regional, n=699 Families) -
+, Total .
Children Public Parochiall Other Private Total
Age 3 236 10(1) 4.2%} 1(1) 0.4%] -~ - 11(1) 4.7%
Age 4 | 264, .13(1) 4.9%) - - 4(1)’ 1.5 |7 17(1) 6.4%
Age 5 343 Nn81(1),3(2) 53.6%) - - 2(1) 0.6% | 183(1),3(2) 55.1%}
Total | *g43 210 24.9%} 1 0.1%) 6 . 0.7% 217 ' 25.7%
€hildren . - .
3 -
2s anticipated and indicated in Table 16, children ‘who are older have
had more experiences in kindergarten. About 55% of the five-year-olds had
had some form of kindergarten (primarily public).{ The data in this item are s

A again confounded by the differential interpretations of the meaning of kinder-
garten at various sites. Many sites, according to the supervisors of the

data collectors and as indicated by the direction of responses, contended

‘ . —

;hat a non~school supported home-based educhtional program was a kindergarten

program--especially where five-year;blds were concerned.. Hence, over 253% of the

children in the survey had received experiences in kindergarten. It should be

noted that there may mot be as much participation in:the general population of

L)

. ¢ )
preschool families. By definition our sample had at least one child in a
preschool program and tiis may _not necessarily be true fr a general survey
of families with children of presqpool age. (U. S. Bureau of the Census data

. . Y .
indicated that ogly 16.1% of the children, ages three to five, were enrolled

in preschool education.)

Item 6 asked "How many'of the children (ages 3, 4, and 5) have had home-

. 1 - -
based experiences?" Table 17 presents the regional data for this item. R
xp .

'3 ) : ,
. 1 4
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Table 17 ' r-

Frequency of Famjlies With Children Who Have Had Experiences
in Programs Which Are Home-Based
(Regional, n=699 Families)

’

Ag; Total. . T

Level’ Children ]| Frequency Fercent
age 3 236 175(1) ,2(2) 75.0%
Age 4 264 - 228(1),3(;2) : ) ;7153
Age S 343 ' 236(£),£(2) 69.4%
Gitaren | %3 53 e

From Table 17 it can be seen that 653 of the 843.children of ages three
’

through five (77.5%) were reported to have had some form of home-based exper-

ience. Again the problem of interpretation exists because of the diversity of

definitions applied to the programs at the various sites. Although the defini-

tion of program types was standardized among supervisors, the home visitors

and/or parents may have used their own definitions and hence affgcted the num~

bers appearing in the table.

Home Environment

-

Item 9 asked "Which of the following do you have in your home at present?"

»

Each family surveyed was to respond as to whether or not réading materials such

as newspapers and magazines were present in the home on a regular basis. Table

»

18 presents the regional data for item 9. Data from the Hooper-Marshall study

.

are also presented.

From Table 18 it appears that about three-fourths of the fami%ies had

newspapers, magazines, a dictionary, and Yibrary books in their homes on a

regular basis. ﬁowever, less than one-half of the families had an enqyglopegia

in their homes. In comparison with the 1968 Hooper-Marshall data, there were .

.- ’ E;j. ’ . ' | T
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Table 18

v : Nurber and Pergent of Familiés With Various Reading Materials
" Present in the Home
. (Regional, n=699)

-

_ . 7 1968 Present 1974 Present. .
' (n=111) (n=699) '
& % 3 ik
Newspapers . 84 75.7 497 71.1
Magazines _ 79 71.2 528 75.5 .
. ) - /(
Dictionary 77 69.4 541 ~77.4
Encyclogedia 49 441 341 48.8
Library Books 54 48.6 549 78.5

. D . . . s .
fewer newspapers, Rut more magazines, dictionaries, encyrclopedia, and library

books in the home. Table 19 presents the data by state/site.

/

. Table 19
Number of Families Who Have Varieus Reading Materials' in Their Home
.. (by State/Site, n=699) g
' .
Sample News- Maga- { Diction- | Encyclo- | Ljbrary e
Size DADers zines ary pedia 'Books
Ala. 48 31 23 37 23 1 26
Ky. 91 47 59 74 . 56 . 76
Ohio 1ie6 " 93 105 104 69 .* | 95
Pa. #1 23 18 15 "15. 10 15
Pa. #2 . - 30- 25 . 28 22 17 19
Pa., Total A 53 43 43 37 . 27 34
Tenn. ' 176 137° 14% 135 ¢ 70 .| 166
Va. . 108 64 71 C71 '} 41 70
W.Va. #1 R 58 54 54 .+ 1. 50 - 36 56
W.va. #2 .49 28 28 33 19 26
W.va. Total 107 82 82 83 55 82
Total # 699 497 528 541 " +|..341 549
Total % 100.0 71.1 75.5 77.4 ' 48.8 78.5




Item 11 asked "During the day.who is in charge of the preschool children

@

if they are in the home?"” Table 20 presents the rééional data for this item

and Figure 6 presents the data graphically.

" Table 20 * ‘ . :
. 2 . 1 "-v
. ' Person in Charge of Child During Day by Frequency and
' e Percent of Families : )
’ (Regional, n=699) *

Person in Charge . Number Percent

Grandmother .62, 8.9

Father " 15 2.1

" Mother 557 79.7
Brother/Sistér 9 1.3
. - .
Other Relative -9 1.3 . -

Sitter . 25 “ 3.6

Other . - 22 a 3.1

. .

N . .
From Table 20 it can be seen that 79.7% of the mothexs are home during
$

the day to take care of the p}eschool child, and almost 90% of the time it

is either the mother or grandmother who is in chatge. only 6.7% of the time

is a non-relative (sitter or otherwise) in the home during the daytime. Table

21 presents the data by staté/site¢ . .

P

Item 12 asked “Which of the following mea%s (morning, noon, evening) does

r

the preschool child usually eat with the family?" Table 22 presents the regional
2

data for this item. .

From Table 22 it can be seen that over 60% of the preschoolers eat break- *
- ’ . L

fast with the family, only 40% eat lunch, and almost all of the “preschoolers

(97%) eat dinner with the family. Table 23 presents the data by éﬁqte’gite.

.

~
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. Table 21 ‘ . ' ' :
Person in Charge of Preschool Chiid During"l?ay :
) : (by State/Site, n=699)
| Grana- ] Brother/ Other ' :
. mother{ Father | Mother| Sister Relative |Sitter| Other n
‘ ) ¢ s 2 % | # s 2 s | 8 s {8 | 8 ¢
At - 11 o23) o 6124 so] 5 10¢ 2 ale 130 ol 48
'Ky‘." 9 10| 4 4 78 861 o o} o ojo o0 o o1
Ohio 6 5| 4 3|9 8] o o1 112 2[4 31116 .
Pa. %1 2 9| 1 4116 70{ O 011 412 91 4 23
pa. #2 2 71 0 o |24 80| 1 3{1 3lo o2 7/ 30
Pa. Total | 4 8/ 1 2 |40 751 1 2| 2 412 4 3 &6 53
| Tenn. 14 8} 1 41 149 85| 1 172 1{7 4/ 2 11 176
Va. i s s| 3 3|90 83} o 0 2 2|5 s/ 3 3} 108
“fwva. s, |6 10| 1 2|38 e6] 2 3o o2 39 16| s8
W.va. #2 7 14 1 2|39 8| 0o o 0 o1 21 2| 49
W.va. Total]13 12| 2 2177 72| 2° 2o o3 310 g | 107 ‘
DTotal 62 o 15 2 |s57 8o 9 1f 9 1125 4/22 3| 699
: T Table 22 ‘
- . Meals Child Eats With Family (by:Frequency and Percent) ‘
: - (Regional, n=699) )
Meal = Yes 1. T o y
: 4 | % ) %
Morning ¢ 421 " 60.2 ) .. Q278 39.8 B
Noon ‘ 276 39.5 S 423 60.5 -
Evening 682 97.6 ‘17 2.4
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Table 23
v

Meals Child Eats-With Family
2 (by state/site, p=699)

of - Meal

Sample Morning Noon Evening

Size Yes % . Yes - % Yes %
Ala. ’ 48 43 90 26 54 47 ! 98
Ky. 91 54 59 1 1 91 © 100
chio 116 52 45 46 . 40 111 - 96
Pa. #1 . 23 8 35 3 13 23 100
Pa. #2 30 9 30 0 o’ 30 100
Pa. Totial 53 17 32 3 6 53 100
Tenn. 176 109 62 102 58 172 98
va. 108 74 . 69 41 38 103 95
W. Va. #1 58 35 60 22 38 58 100
W. Va. #2 49 37 76 35 71 47 96
W. va. Total| 107 72 67 57 53 105 98
Total 699 421 60.2 276 39.5 682 97.6

Item 13, the last item on the questionnaire, asked "How many times in the

?

past year has your child gone to a librar§, zoo, etc?" Table 24 presents the

regional data for this item. also included in Table 24 is the 1968 Hooper-

Marshall item data collected on 111 families.

’

Table 24

Frequency and Percent of Families in Which Child visits Places
(Regional, n=699)

Never Seldom Several Times Very Often
1974 1968 1974 1968 1974 1968 1974 1968
d % % % § 3 % I s | % 3] %
Library. 366 521 77 [ 131 19 | 10 104 15 5 98 14} 7
[ ) .
Zoo 406 581 63 | 227 32 | 22 .61 9 13 5 1 r
Museum & Art 601 86| 82 83 12 | 15 14 3 2 1 ol o
Gallery )
?ire Station 412 59 66 214 31 23 55 8 7 18 . 3] 3
ﬁailroad Station 593 85 81 80 11 16 16 2 1 10 1] 1
: ) . »
Airport 350 50 51 210 30 34 102 151 (11 37 51 3
Athletic Evpnt 322 46 63 125 18 17 136 19 14 116 17{ 5




From Table 24 if appears that in the past six years there has been little

change in the frequency of visits to the zoo, museum and art gallery, fire
station, railroad station, and the airport. However, there has been a sub-
stantial increase in the frequency of visits to an athletic event. More

than twice as many {(percent-wise) families visit the library (several times
. ‘ r
or very often) now as did in 1968. Similarly, almost twice as“many (percent- ,
. . ) .
wise) attend athletic events (several times or very often) now as did when .

surveyed by Hooper and Marshall in 1968. The data in.Table 24 appears to be
- . .

very important in terms of program developmént implications. The fact that
very few children have ever gone to most of.the places listed suggests that

provisions for visitation should be built into the program. Table 25 presents

item 13 data by state/site.

Selected Correlations

»

A correlétional analysis has alsf generated coefficients for several of
the relationships between selected variables in'this study. The%e sélected
correlations have meaning whenvthe effect on program development is considered.
Table 26 presents these variables a;d their correlat;on coefficients.

From Table 26 it appears that there is a direct positive relationship

.S 0 ’

between the level of eéucation of the parents and the occupation of the head

of household. That is, in families where the parents have more education the

~
.

head of the household appears to be engaged in a more professional or "white
collar" type of occupation. Also, the relationship between the education level
of the mother and of the head of household is quite high (.52). That is,

people with high levels of education are married to spouses with a high level

of education.

37
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’ - Table 25
Frequency of Families in Whith Child Visits Places . .
- ’ (by State/site, n=699)
Place Frequency Ala.”| Xyd Chio Pa. Tennd Va. W.Va. Total :
of of 1 | #2 | Tot. S V31 !12 Tot.| * (. «
visit Visit 48 lo11116 1231 30 | 53 i176 {108 | 58 149 1 107 | 699l 100 .
Never >3 125 52 11 ] 151 26+}116 |75 { 29 |40 | 69 | 366] 52 ,
Seldon 38 6] 26 { o) 11| 11| 22 |14 {70 4 14 L 131] 19 ‘
Library Several Tizes 4 [3a] 20 |11 2} 13| 1w | 8t13 |21 15] 104} 15
Very Often 3 {26] 18 | 1 2 3{ 28411 6 |.3 9 98] 14
Never , 28 |as| 57 Ju1 | 17 | 28 |-82°|86 |0 |40 | 80 | 406} s8
. | - seldem 17 |34f 50 |11 | 11} 22| 66 |19 {14 | 5| 19 } 227] 32
200 Several Tires 3 o) 9|1 2 3} 25} 3] a4} 4 8. 61} 9 \
Very Often 0 2{ oo 0 0 3l ot.0}] 0 0 51 1
-l Never 48 |83f 93 |22 | 24 | 46 |145 |91 |48 |47 | 95 | e01] 86
Museun Seldon ‘1 o 4] 19 | 1 6 71 2 |15 f10 | 2 .22 83| 12
& Art Several -Tizes 0 af 3 o 0 0 s| 2}01]o 0 14] 2 )
Gallery Very Often 0 of 1| o 0 0 olo] olo 0 1} o ’
Never . 1 |so} 77 | 7 |12 ] 19 J121 o6 | 7 |41 } 48°) 412] 59
Fire Seldom 41 f33) 29 [ 8] 11 19| a7 | 9|30 |6 | 36 | 21431+ .
Station ,Several Tizes 4’ 6 8 6 6 }.12 ] 3118 |0 18 55| 8
Very Often 2 2] 2 {2 1 3 410} 3|2 5 18| 3
Never 40 77 {120 {21 28 49 {153 |91 |41 fa2 23 caal 85 . 27
Railroad Seldom 4 w112 2 a4z |14 )10 |6} 16 bBo| 11
Station Several Tirmes 0 3 3 0 .0 0 2 2 S 1 6 l6}1.2
Very Often 4 1} 2 1o o 0 ol1l.21}o0 2 10) 1
A L)
’ Never 27 fss| 52 |16~| 16 | 32 | e7*}60 |35 |22 | 57 | 350| 50
’ Seldom ¥4 (25436 | 4] 10 | 14.] 63 |35 |14 9 23 |{.210} 30
Airport Several Times, | 4 [10] 23 | 2 2 4 | 29 10| 9 |13 | 22 { 102]15
Very Often’ <3 {1175 | 2 31130t s 5 37{ 5,
. i - . . ) i
Never 22 [34] 33 J16 | 14 | 30 | 84 [70 |1& }33 | 49 | 322] 46
Atheltic Seldom : 8 J20} 29 |1 6 7 | 28 {16 |14 |3 | 17 | 125)18 5
Event Several Times 11 |17} 26 | 4 8 [ 12 | 35 24 |15 { 6 | 20 | i36} 19
Very- Often 7 |20} 28 | 2 2 4 | 29,0 8113} 7] 20| 116]17
[y P 2 -

ERIC . ,' | | -

. e
.




Table 26 "

Correlation Coefficients and Significance Levels of -
~ Selected Variables

. (Regional)
Correlation | # of Significance

i _ Coefficient | Pairs - Level
T o e et |~ =3 | o5 | o
e o oerant® ™=
Gty Sice v, soucationa] | e e |
Cozz::itsz;Zih:i. Educatlonil -.052 699 N.S.

N ' »

Ed;zzz::zziaie;:ieifogogzzg Z;.Househéld +52 .0 697 -0001

2The direction of the coefficient is an artifact of the codlng and therefore they
should not Qs lnterpreted as negative relationships.

-

- While the education level of the mother and of the head of household are

only slightly cofrelated‘with community size (.05 and .08, respectively), it

appears that these two near-zero toefficients have direct program develop-

ment implications. Program developers anﬂ/or evaluators of program materials

-

should not use community size as a criterion for site selection for testing

[— . 4
prototype materials if the assumption’has been made that the smaller or more

isolated the community, then the lower the education level of the parents.
Appéfently highly educated as well as less educated parents are found in all

different size¢ communities.

)

-

Conclusions and Summary
After the reéreséntativeness‘gf éhe field survey sample was established{
the data obtained ﬁfoﬁ the demographic survey dges lend supbott to elaims of
diversityyin the Appalachian Regioq. Some stereotypic claims appear to be
subétantiated as a result of the survey wﬁéreqs other claims,appear‘to.be

refuted. ‘ e L T

39




-

The size of the families with preschool children in.the survey sample
appears to be quite smali. Over three-fourths of the families have ;hree or ',
1e55°childreQ in the home and only a few (about 13%) families ares}elatively
large (5 or more children in the home) . \VC \

In 87% of the homes surveyed, the Qother of the preschool child is not
considered to be the head of the household and 73% of the mothers are not
employed outside the home. Consequently, in 20% of the homes the mother is -
the persoa who is in charge of the preschool child during the day. These

facts tend to generate a picture of a male-dominant environment where the

male is employed and provides a home for the female and their children.
However, when oée looks.at'the occupational listings of tﬂ; heads of

heusehold, over 12%:of the heads of household are unempioyed. Over one-third

are employed as laborers or craftsmen and only 14% could be c;;sidered to )

have "white collar" jobs. Possibl?‘related to the type of employment held

bj;the head of the ﬁoushqld'is‘the fact that near;y‘all the preechoolers

eat the evening meai with the .entire family; almost two-thirds eai breakfas;

S

with the famlly, but less than one-half of the preschool children eat the

noon meal with the famlly . ’ ., i
. As could be expected from the procedure used in ‘obtaining the survey

eample, over three-fourths of the homes surveyed are in area;*yhere,there

are less than 2,500 peoéle. These data suggest that mose &f the MPEP tar- ' B}
get population will be located in.small farm-type'residences o¥ in small .

clusters of reeidenees isolated from larger éopulation'centers.'

The data also indicate that the educational levei‘of the mother is

slightly higher than the educational level of the head of the household.

Over 91% of the mothers are at least eighth grade graduates, whereas 80%

| 40 . -
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' of the heads of household are eighth grade graduates. .Similarly, over 58%
of the mothers are at keast\high §§hool graduates where§§ gbout 50% of the L.
he‘gs of Household are high school graduates. Sinée the HOPE process involves
the use o? éarent m;térials: this Eﬁowleage of the leveldgf educational gtta;n-
ment-may be useful® in preparing materials which.are suitable to the reading

level of the przmary users. It should also be pointed out that about three-

, .

fourths of the homes have newspapers, magazines, a dictionary, or library ’

books pres;nt for the adults and children to use.

Finally, althougﬁ there has been little change in frequency of visits to

the zoo, museum and art gallery, fire and railroad stations over a six year

\ ‘ . ‘
period, parents are more frequently taking their children to athletic events’
FA

» . . .

and the library.

-
-

. «When one looks at the statéysiie data across the entire Apﬁalachian Reéidn,
’ Y . » o )
the presence of diversity beccmes moré apparent.” Deprivation does not aprear

’

to be as extreme as does diversity. Consequéntly, this diversity must aléq

- » 4
be taken into account as program materials are prepared.
: -y N .
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. . Appendix a
Selected Demographic Characteristics for Counties of
MPEP 1974 Field Study Sites
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*
k-1
- ' '
> .
v
. Selected Demographic Characteristics for:iCountics of MPEP ‘1974
Ficld Study Sites
G ,
. . . !/
i Suzple County Nzdisn %t of Fauiliecs ,% Houscholds
State Countw (s} Size Fazily Ince=a Br:10w Paverty Level with TV ;
Alabema TaRces(2) ) " $7,109 21.1% 93%
Xentucky Leténer 122 $4,372 45.2% ! 83%
o Pike . / ]
¥nott R
thio Gallia 143 $€.,915 19.1% 943
Pennsylvenia Armstrong eé $7,901 12.8¢ ¢ 97%
Washinjton . .
Grecne ' .
* !
Tennescsed Clinch-Po e11 290 $4.,086 41.1s 88%
Ed. Cozz. (3 : ’ “
virgira @ DILENCI5CC 1¢7 $5,738 28.2% \ 20y
Ed, Coop. L)) . . .
: West Virqin:a Fendletcn 121 $6,048 24.1% 90t
Ralersh :
-
fean weigited vy Samgle 3ize » $5,745 29.2% 90y
lMean for Azpalzchaan Fecion $6,873(§) 21,35 (3) 92%
> ’ .
S;anple encess (+) or defrcit (-) -$1,127 oL + 7.9% - 2%

-

lpata obtaircd fzcd sca

te Direau of Cens Ferorts for each state, e.49., U. S.~Burcau of the Census, '
Cencus of Popilaticn: ! <

n

i

SLT
{.-z+2) So2:21 ard Feoncmic (haxogteristicy, Final Rerort PC{1)-C2, \
, V.ch.rgtoa, D. C., 19872, excert that data regarding TV ’
2 oLtarned frco 4. €. lielsen Coany data found in the
rc., Vashington, D. C., 1972.

e
%7
Alabama, U, s, C"‘Je"‘:_.; t 2
ovnersnap fer thistzrelii .n.xy roegort ver

. Televisicn Factl ,c< Telgvision Dicest, I

2Counties dre lorestone, !i~-dison, Jacdson, De¥alb, and Harchall.
3counties are Camgbell, Un:ion, Claiborne, and Hancock. .

4counties are Lec, Scott, Vace, and the city of Norton.

Scalculated from 1570 census reports and re'mrted in Dexograrnhyc and Marketing Data for the Mar»cetable
Preschool Ed.zaticn Prozcan, Technical Feport Yo. 26, Appalachia Educational Laboratory, .mc., (}.arlc'-'- '
ton, West Virgin:ia, 1973,

Aruitoxt provided by Eic: v N .

2 -




o _ —
. . . . I - T
. .
- N . ;
L J
L4
s o )
§ ) - < . . ’
» <
- v ?
- ‘ .
. . ’ , ‘
. .
’ ,‘
. - e ——
v . - ’
4 .
Appendix B © .
E] ™
General Instructions for Home Visitors -
. ) <
L) . > . e
hed .
N N "
M ]
- .
’
. \ )
’ . -
P -
,
¢
N Al
_ . . . .
%
Y n ’ '
’, ’ '.‘\

) . - . . - ’

| L .
| ]:MC \\ o ; \ -
) . . . - K . .




General Instructions for Home Visitors ' .

v
r. ®

*++ Boefore administering the surveys inform each parent that they haye been
asked to cooperate in several small studies of Appalachian families with
preschool children. Although their participation in the studies is

optional and they do not have to respond to particular items, their
T * . .

cooperation would certdinly be apprgciated.

N

1. On the outside of the packet is written a nine-digit numher. Please write

N .

this nurber on each of the four surveys on the lines which begin ID # .

Also record the name of the site (or program}, name of the couhiy in which
the ﬂ;me is located, and your own name on each of the four forms.

2. Remove from the packet the "TV Survey" sheets and follow the instructions
printed on the sheets. Mark thec parent's responses to each item {or answers

-

to each question) directly onto the "TV Survey" sheets. Items 5F and 5H
require the use of the TV Picture Quality sheet (three pictures of TV
reception). ' . S . —
o - .
3. ,Pirst, remove from the packet the "parent Materials Survey Sheets". These
two sheets are your instruction and answer sheets. Second, remove the three

sheets of paper labeled 2, B, and C in the lower left corner. These are the

sheets that you will hand %o the parent one at a timg, “Third, remove the

two plastic bags which contain the puzzle.pieces and pictures of bears.
Follow the inséructiOQs caref?lly and mark the responses to‘}ach item on
the two survey sheets. DO NOT AID OR Il'IEL‘P THE PARENT IN ANY WAY.

4. Remove from the packet the sheets of paper titled "Paren£ Raeing Scale of

Child Ccmpetencies". Give the sheets to the parent and instruct her to

.  read the dirxections at the top of the page silently to herself whlle you

. ~
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.

cLo , )
read ‘them aloud. Do.the two sample quesfions with the parent to make sure
\ s, . - ..,
that she knows how to £ill aut the form. Then have the parent .respond to

A .

each item on the sheets by marking her responses directly onto the sheets.

—

NOTE: If you know that the parent cannot read the items on the sheets,

.

you may read.the items aloud to the parent and then mark hér responses

directly onto -the sheets. . ) ”\J

S. Remove from the packet the three sheets titled "Demographic Survey". BAsk

the parent each ququ}on and. then you mark the response directly onto

the sheets., Items 2 and 3 require you, the home visitor, to add across
each row of boxes arg insert the totzl nurber at each age level. Item
7 requires you to write on the line the exact occupation of the head of

household, and the second part of Item 7 requires you to categorize the

-

stated occupation and_place the nuzber of the apgﬁg@;iate.category on the

©

second line.

6. When these tacks are completed (2né before you get to the next home), please

put thz ansver cheets tojather irf the following prder and replace them in

the packet:

AN

a. On the top, place the "TV Survey" sheets. o \

b. Next to the top, place the "Parent Materials.Survey Sheets".

c. Third from the top, place the "Parent Rating Scale of Child Competencies”

pos

‘ .
sheets.

d} On the bottom, place the "Demographic Survey" sheets. .
‘. .

7. Please leave the puzzle, the bcar cards, and the three Parént Materials sheets
— . ‘ .

labeled A, B, and C in the home when you leave.

~

.

o
~-




Appendix C
-t

Demographic Survey-




Site

County

Home Visitor -

v~

. ' Demographi¢ Survey

Directions: Ask the parent each question helow and mark the given response
directly onto these sheets.

1. How many children of each age live in‘ths house?

Y
4

6 or blder

2. How many of the children (ages 3, 4, and 5) have had .nursery school experiences?
' NURSERY SCHOOL
Public Parochial Other Private Total

v

Age 3\ - . (7 (18) ST A (20)

Age 4 ‘ (21 (223 - (23 (24

Age 5 (25) . (26) (27 28

IS

3. How many of-the children (ages 3, 4, and 5) have had kindergarten expefiences?

KINDERGARTEN
Public Parochial Other Private

Total

L3

-~

Ages - |# (29) (301] Gh| - Gn

Age 4 . T (33) (34 ©(35) . (36)

‘Age 5 anl - 38 C 139 40y

P

4. Is the mothe? the head of the household? (Circle)
. \

5. Does the mother work outside the home? (Circle) Yes - Yes
' No part-Time Full-Time
o 1 2 (42)

48




N ~
- «

6. How many of the children (ages 3, 4, and 5) have had home-based experiences?

. > R

4 HOME-BASED
v/
: ‘ Age 3 (43)
Age 4 ‘ (44) ’
‘ Age 5 ) ;
. } I

7. What is the occupation of the head of the household? (Write in)

01 Profe5510nal and Technical < doctor, lawyer, teacher, nurse,
clergyman, artist

02 Managers and Administrators, except farm - sales manaler,
office manager, government official

03 sales Worker - sales clerk, real estate agent, insurance

salesman
c’ - 04 CcClerical Workers - secretary, bookkeeper, typist, bank teller,
mail carrier ' N
05 cCraftsmen - foreman, mechanic, repairman, plumber, baker, u
carpenter

06 Operative - meat cutter, machine operator

07 Truck drivers, railroad engineexrs, transporters
08 Laborers, except farm - construction, fnelght materials, miner

09 Farmers ahd Farm Managers )

10 Farm Laborers and Farm Foremen . - . .
11 Service Workers - barber, janitor, waiter ’

12 Private Household Workers

13 Not Emg}oyed

L3

- Place the number of the appropriate category on the ‘line. (46-47)
. {Circle)
8. 1In what size place do you live? greater than 50,000 0
: 50,000 - 10,000 1 :
9,999 - 2,500 2 (48)
less than 2,500; small town 3
: “. less than 2,500; farm 4
9. Which of the following do you have .in your home at present?
(Circle appropriate number)
V- . YES NO
newspapers T o (49)
- magazines 1 ‘0 (50) .
) dictionary 1 0 (51) -
encyclopedia 1 0 (52)
library books 1 0 (53) .




What is the highest grade in school completed by the head o€ the household

"and by the mother? Place approprzate number (! through 9) for each person
on the lines below. . T e

- Elementary

-1-4 years
5-6 years
7 years

Head of Hpusehold (54)
8 years {,«"’gns

High School * .
1-3 years

4 years 6 Mother . (55
College )
1-3 years
4 years
5+ years 9

W N

wn
[}

~

[+ 4]

During the day who is in charge of the preschool chlldxen, if they are in
the home? (Clrcle appropriate number)

grandmother
father
. mother
brother/sister
‘ other relative
sitter »
& other

(56)

-

AU WO

{(write in)

Which of the following meals does the preschool child usually eat with the
family? (Circle appropriate number)

Yes No-
morning meal 1 0 (57)
noon meal 1 0 (58)
evening meal 1 0 (59)

a -

How many times ‘in the past year has your child gone to a:
(Circle appropriate number)

Several Very ,
Never Seldom Times Often

(60)

library 0 1 2 3

) _ zo0 0 1 2 3 61
museum & art gallery O 1 2 3 (62)
fire station 0 1 2 3 (63)
railroad station 0 1 2 3 (64)
airport . 0 1 2 3 (65)
athletic event 0 1 2 3 (66)




LY

" by that office should he inferred.

X

’

Thig" report is publlshed by the Appalachia Educational Laboratory, Inc.
pursuant to Contract No. OE-C-3-7-062909-3070 with the National Institute of
Educatlon, U. S..Department of Health, Educdtion, and Welfare. The opinions
expressed in thi%ﬁpublication do not necessarily reflect the position or
policy of the National Institute of Education and no official endorsement
The Appalachla Educational Laboratory,

Inc. is an equal opportunlty employer.
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