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For years circulation andApréﬁotiQ?_departments_of U.S.

newspapers ;have been providing various types of- educational

services. In additioﬁ,they have cohsisféntly reported 7
t N ‘ A , f )
successful classroom.use of newspapers to help students learn

about newspapers or to reach other educational objectives.-

.
., . »

v .
Problem . v : -~

-

rd

- Theése investigators examined newspaper, use as a strategy
for assisting special education students to 'improve their
< * . . * ’..

. » . . . .
reading apiliti®s.

Related Literature

’
LY

A limited numBer of sgudie; have béen teported in profeSr,
sional iiterature regardin? ;he'use of new:bapers to improve
stﬁaents' réadiﬂg'score;. A seércg éf“professiénal l;teraturé
fev§algd four reséarch'sﬁudies de;Ling with the tépic. They
includg Berryman (l97i), Ma;%ovsky (1972), wardell (1973), and

. .t - rd
Verner' and §iedow (1976). : .
/oo L T
Of the above reported studies, only one -- that reported

BN

by Vérnér and Siedbﬁ to a se&tton meeting of ‘the College ‘Reading >$\

Cbnférénce\ﬁn 1976, dealt with teaching reading to special

edﬁcatioﬁ'studénts (educable mentally retarded). Thev re orted
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education.studehts can occur ‘with a newspaper instructional

_sbeoial education students, toward newspgpers &nd. rehated subjects

in reqular classes. Berryman (1971) reported s1gnrficant gains
Ve + - +
“in geading for beélow grade level students in_grades four through g

'seven follOW1ng fifty «consecutive classes using the neWspaper.

‘ fifth and s1xt§ grade reading levels to eleventh and twelfth

that two groups of EMR students in a southeast Tgxas city enrolled \"‘]

for two months in classes -using only newspaperSaas instribtiohal
flaterials in reading §ained ,an average”of seven and one-half

months in reading ability. Reading scorés at thHe beginning 6f the

.. .

study ranged from 1. 8 to 13.7 onothe Wide Range Achievement Test

-»., . - - -

(WRAT) In addition the 1nvestigators examined Kpowledge of the

newspaper and attityde. As a result of their study- they con-

.

‘ cluded: ° 1) éains in reading achievement for high school special

-

A Y
-

program, especially when the students. are extremely poor readers

- and when instruction in basic reading skilld is given; 2) Gains

~

in knowledge of newspaper parts fo®x high scheol special education: LT

. i
students can occur with oy without specific dinstruction; however,

]
L v

. : R Y . , .
greater gains occur with insttructioh; 3) Attitudes of high school

~

& . ) '
can be improved through a'newspaper instructional program,

*

Three additional studies reported reading'Fains for students

. -
’ ‘.

e
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o *

Maskovsky (1972) reportéd that high school seniors 1ncreased
b 48

L]

grade durlng'er?htfweeks of newspaper reading. Wardell (1973)
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reported that select%d reading comprehension skills of high school

b - .

students -- éspeqially'students of high intelligence and high >

socioeconomic level: -- were increased through newspaper use.

———— ——

Procedures . : B

Ed
Ly

Sixty high schooi students in grades 10 to 12 frém four

schools and ‘47, junior high school students in grades 7 to 9 from ,

- - . R . . ) '
folr schools were given the Reading Recognition and Silent -
. -

. 4

\

- Reading Comprehension subtests of the Peabpdy Individual Achieve-

ment Test with raw scores coﬁvexted to grade equivalents. _ ‘

A}

One senior high and two junior high classes*were randomly

selected .for experimental Group A. The instruc¢tional strategy

*

N t Co 3
for Group A students was student-selected an:ﬁgglal reading and

© T . . . ) .
S g s ' N Wt ' Sy ey
student initiatéd dlscus515ns. Teachers, using classroom sets
]

- . - v

of newspapers, provided opportunity ‘for students to read-and °,

Ly

discuss newspaper content of their own choice. Students could -

-

¢hooge to discuss what Ehby had redd with individual students, or

! » -

»
'

"in small ‘groups, or with the entire class... .. .
A

. : . . © A
Twenty~four students, ohe junior hfbh and one senjior high

. . . L
class, were randomly selected for Group B. \In addition to -

- ~,

-

recgiving-a cIassroo%‘set,of newspapers daily, erup B teachers

N Y = - +

were provided a 1% hour workshop on the use of the newspaper as .- .

A - ’ ) {’ .
. am instructional tool. The worksh p consultants suggested
. CE . , T,

ac%%vitiesito Group_B'téachefS»fqr using the newspaper for the

)
~
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.
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) 1
development of vocabulary and reading comprehension Teachers

L.-—— '

in turn, deSigned their own losson plans utiliging the newspaper~
'

\

Qé the tsole’ instructional resource to teach the | eading skills

they normally taught.’ Consultants. with eXpertise ‘tn reading and

in the _¢classroom use of newspapers were-avdilable to Group B
.. . R

teachers upon request. ‘) '\

”, (] . N A\

-—

Thirty-two studenﬁs, two junior high and two senior high

classes, were randome.selected'ﬁor Group R, a‘ control group
» N s L

They did not use the - neWspaper as a source for incidental reading.
Y L

and-discussion and their teachers did not use it as a'specific
’instxuctional tool. . I =

¢ ) .
L)
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The principal investigators conducted training sessions for,
- ’ ’ . ' ‘ -
N four graduate teaching ass1stants who indiVidually administered

.

'the two subtests of the Peabody IndiVidual Achievement Test to

/‘the 107 subjects in the study one week prior tg the beginning
.‘ - M ’ . * - \
of the nine-weeks experimental, period, At the conclusion of the'

nine-week beriod, the same graduate assistants administeted the

-

Same two sub- tests to the 53 secondary students who had completed

£ «
a { s

the nine-week period Students who entered the experimental or

- ) ! .
contfol classes after tte beginning 7 the experimental period

-




or who Meft the drstrlct prlor to the\completlon of the nine-

’ * . N

weeks period were not included in the post testlng leeW1se

|
]

students who were absent on , the day that pre test1ng or post—

x e 2
Y — — —

.testing took pPlace were not counted
g €

<

"‘ \'

Test Description .

The Peabody?Individual Achievement Test'(i975)‘consists of
'I ‘\ ’ -’

five general achievement tests'whigh cover General Informatign,‘

Arithmetic, Spelling, ReadinghRecognition (sight vocabulary),
. . . - . ) . /
and Silent Readidg Comprehension. The Reading Recognition sSub-

Y

test of the PIAT contains 84 individual words which the subject

reads aloud. to the exanfiner whg scores tnF pronuncidtion, as
. . L~ ’
correct or incorrectu .The Reading Comprehension subtest of- the
) . »
. ., . s ' .
AT Requires the subject to read silent]ly a sentence and then

choose, from among four picturés, the single picture which best

-
.-

, describes the meahing of the sentence.

\

The PIAT was choseq_as the best‘ingtrument to measure the,

two dependent variables because: ‘(1) The test 1$ 1nd1v1dually~

-

A ]

admlnlstered to provide. reliabie scores from spec1al eddcatlon

students; (2) raw scoreS‘can'be eonverted, to grade,equivalents

’

W1th norms 4rom flrst to twelfth grade; (3) it is One of the few
{ 1 .

.7+ + tests whlch‘prov1des the w)de norms - necessary for spec1al

. . "

educatlon students and (4) the ‘test- retest rellablllty at four—week’

lntervals is .84,”allow1ng the.investigators the dpportunity to

0

use the.same instrument for both pre- and’ post- test1ng.
NSO .
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Results Ca ’

-
- . - . s
#since three ‘groups were involved, a ‘one way ANOVA was used .

J .

to compare variance within groups to variance between groups

:

-~

critical value. - Four F-ratiQs were computed:
. ' | ’ (o
pre-post word recognition and comprehendion." The aNOVA yielded °

.. Lt \1 . X M "

F-ratios which were not statistically significant; therefore, pre-

?

with €% 05 set,as the

M ' - .

‘Planned t-tests were not employed. - * . f

4 ,
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. The déta, however, were. further®analyzed in‘terms of .

<

average gain scores for each grioup on the word recognition and .

[T -

. S ' ‘ > L]
gompréhension subtes}s of the .post-test. Experimental .Group A

i ”

made the gfeatest gain scores on'both subtests; Experimental

e . o

( . . . -~
. Group B ranked second: the Contrdl Group C 'made the lowest gain

'
- ~

scores. . Pre-post test scores -and gain scores for the three

‘groups appear on.Table 3. A nine-week period of ysing the newspaper
- A\ ] . ' M v

-

for 20 minutes .per day yielded ;Ean\gain_scores in word recognition

N L3 L
-

~ . . \ © .
of 5.6 and 3.6 months fog the.experime*%al groups, as well as 5.6

and 1.5 nonth gains in comprehension. Scores for.EXpegimenfal

R . . . - . ‘.,
Group B evidenced a-discrepancy of 2.1 months between average

\ - .
v N -

‘gains in word recognition, amd in éomprehensgon. Control Group C i
. evidenced ho gaiqf (-0.04 months) in word recegnition and (.00 -« .
. months) in comprehension. o - . ) !

M 4, L -
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(*Editor: This becomes Table One if you delete previous tablqéi)
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Although the usé of the ned3paper for reading/discussion and

the\teacking of specific reaging skilis did_not produce s£a£i5§i~
cally significant gains iﬁ word recanitién«and:in comprehension,:
. . _ ‘ _ ,
special education students did make educationally significant; )
gains. Inéidehtal réading of materiél_sélécted b; ;tudents“coé~

o~

bineq with 'student-centered discussion éppears'to achieve best

{

results with special education students. The.gisdfepancy between
. ‘ - v .ot
gains in®word recognitivbn and comprehension is probably ¥he result

of the teachers' focus on specific word attack skills as opposed .

. 4 ! . '
to comprehensidon skills. Emphasis on wofd}attack simply p#oduced

|

improved wdrd attack skills. When scores of the control group are

compared ‘to those ,of the éxperimeg&al groups, the éfficécy'of
: ' . S SR
using the newspaper in special éducation classes for reading i
‘ ' .
13

instructien and as the basis for discussidn appears to be

established.

~
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table 1. Number ‘of Secohdary Speclal ‘Education Stgdents K ,
" _ ) Assigned to Inc1dental Newspaper Formal ¢hing ..
. with Newspaper, and Control Group ) -“
v . ’ , 1 ) 4
¥ . . .
= _— S S - . / -
.o~ -] Type " Group A Group B, Group C B .
. . of Incidental Formal Control-No,’ - Total .
N ' /(éroup _ Use Of Newspaper Newspaper N |
{ Newspapem Teaching HR .
Junior, : ’ . o Junior )
o High . N =16 N =13 - N = 14 ﬁ High
1 ' A ‘l - = 43 \‘ o’
- = - — i
Senior . L i . . Senior-
High | N = 35 N =11 N = 18 ) High ’
- ' N =64 ‘
J‘; . . ﬁﬁ# Total Total Total %¥"Totél' -
. Group A Group B Group C Subjects |
| N =51 .. N = 25 N=32 "l xv=107 |
! — -
|
) . ' .
- + - . ‘ » Ve
- 7 -
) ‘ , ¢ t . *
/ . .o
. ~ } - -
¢ s
' S
K1
A N - . .




'&\ TABLEt2
L J

RESULTS OF THE FOUR' F-tests COMPARING SCORES
s . ON THE WORD RECOGNITION AND COMPREHENSION
- SUBTESTS OF THE PIAT .
- . . o L S ]

PRETEST: WORD RECOGNITION -

* SOURCE , SS df s
TOTAL . 6945 .44 52 .t -
' BETWEEN v+ 2.91 2 | ¢ l.e
WITHIN ©6942.53 50 "138.85

-

“1

PRETE%T: COMPREHENSTON

- . N

*  SOURCE .__ssS
TOTAL ')  6818.23, 4 .
BETWEEN 1.40 .7

THIN 6816.83 136.34

.

" POSTTEST: WORD RECQGNITION \
. ‘ . ’
*SOURCE___ - . ss af
TOTAL o 8160.20 52
BETWEEN 10.64 2
WITHIN .. 8149.56 50

POSTTEST: COMPREHENSION

SOURCE = ™~ SS

POTAL, Sy 7892 .39

" BETWEEN g8.21
WITHIN 7884 .18




; : __— 'TABLE 3
PRE/POST WORD RECOGNITION AND COMPREHENSION MEAN GRADE EQUIVALENT SCORES AND
MEAN GARN SCORES ON THE PEABODY INDIVIDUAL®ACHIEVEMENT TEST —— =

————— y. \

"1

-

X SCORE X SCORE

‘ = . N
PRE TEgg;; POST TEST PRE TEST PGST TEST ' X GAIN
WORD *7 WORD ’ / '

N. _ RECOGNITION REQOGNITION _Comprehension

- WORD

. -

A

Incidehtal

) Newspéper

B
Formakl -

Newspaper ,

C
Control:

Comprehen51on RECOGNITION Comprehen51on
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