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.. Examination of Parental Attitudes Within

¢ The Diagnostic Interventioh Process
\ .
That parents can and do influence a child's reading ability is -~

-
s

generally well accepted (Suthefiamd“ 1975). More specifically, their
attttudes toward reading appear to influence their children's reading
[ ) - - .

development (Della-Piana, Stahmann, & Allen, 1968; Goldman & Barclay,
1974) .. Parental attitudes have also been found to be congistently

IS ‘ ) _,/’ A -
reiated to parental judgmental procesges (Brim, Glass,'Lavin,’glcoodman,

1962; Pmherich, 1969). Thus, the diagnostiéian may want to acquire
2 .

~° information about parental attitudes to be used within the diaEﬁosg&p:A

intervention process. Recognizing that affective factofts related to
. . ’ ' )

teaching and learning can be measured (Vaughn & S;be;s, 1977} and

Y
that attitude does influence learning, the problem is to determine the

relationship between attiéude add readiEg/abilit?, gg%éh the

" scarcity of valid affective measurement instrurents.

. _ N ~ )
The major purpose of this paper is to exam&ﬁe‘;qe self-reporting ——

inventory of parental attitudes toward child-reariﬁ§ and reading. This

.

= , inventory is used as p3£F of the initia1~parent idtervigq at a university

¢ .

\ affiliated learning disabilities center. This stidy reports trelationships .

between this parental attituég\measure and the follovi®g tharacteristics:

\\}eading achievement; intelligence; pdrent age, occupation, and education

leveI% number of children in family; and expressed perception of the
- k 1

. child's reading abzity. Relationships between fathers' attitudes and

’

.

mothers' attitudes are reported separately. Our ﬁtécdssion focuses on

rd

the dnélications for the diagnosticien based ot the results of the study.
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"‘study; thus 214 individuals responded to the questionnaire.

) would ‘be expected iA ‘the general population. This cah probably be
e . .

. ' page 2

4 ’ =
Method ~ .-
y -

J———

- A questiomnaire measuring ?arents' perceptions of Egeir atgtitudes

about child-rearing was completed by parents of 107 children seen at a

learning disabilities center. Tge-parent families were used for the

The range .

‘ ' 1
for parent education level and occupation is farrower than that which
. ~ . :

4

1

attributed to the self-referral nature of admission to the genger. Clients

come primarily from those families who recognize the presence of an actual

or potential Leéfning pi;blem who are ;ctively seeking assistance.
Thé'ques;ionnaire originaily ;as‘deveioped by Dorothy McGinnis

(1963) for her unpublished doctosgl dissertation and later reportgd in

Diagnosis and Treatmen;,gi'thé Disabled Reader (1970). Items on fhis

questionnaire fall into ¢wo categoriés: 1) demdgraphic information,
answered directly, and 2) attitudes toward reading and toward child

rearing, answered on a Likert Scale. £ome of the statement!‘are phrasé‘

2. .

ﬁositively and some negatively; responses are scored from 1 (most

rd

_ regtrictive choiée)':o 4 (most child-gentered choice). Range for the

total score is firom 18 to 72; the ‘lower the.scole,'thg more restrictive ~ °
‘ . .

or authoritarian is the attitude indicated by the parent toward child
rearing "practices and reading importance. \

3 ,/7./‘

At the close of the initial conference, the -parents were gsked'fE/
complete this‘questiopnaire and then leave it with the clinician. This
procedure attempted to minimize discussion between parents and to avoid

extrepely lohgldeliberatiop‘abopi responses. . N i ~ -
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R - Results

Descriptive statistital analyses of the two questionnaire cate-
p .

»

gories indicate the areas from which implications for diagnesticians

can be drawn., First, results indicate significant,rbut somewhat 'low

correlations between parent Attitude scores, verbal intelligencﬁ, and

reading achievement (Table 1), ’ .
F 2 ]

.

a L

Insert Table 1 about‘here

Tentative relationships are indicated by the low positive cotrelati&n

1
’ 4

,betweén mothers' attitude scores and child's r;éding achievement scores.
‘Egth father and mother attitude scores correlate somewhat higher with

verbal intelligence score. _The signfficant correlations between mother =~ * °»

4+

attitude score and both intelligence and reading achievement scores indi-

cate that the maternal attitude is stronger ‘and has greater influence than

—

the paternal attitude. All of the correlations éiscussed are statistically

significant, -

f P v

The results show few statistically significant correlations between
L

1parents’ attitudes and age, occupation, education level, numbef of children
in family, and percelved reading problem. However, low negative correla-
tions between father's attitude, father's occupation level, and father's

education level were found (Tablé.Z).

. N .
M \ . - L od

H . N

>

! . Insert Table 2 hbout here

Aq groups, both mothers and fathers strqngly agsociate the importance

of reading with the'importance of reading for business success and for

] S B
1

) . .
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. . - ’ :

.. -

« - homemaking success. 'For_both mothers and fathers, the correlation . '

between the importénce‘of reading and the importance of reading for N

~
.

homemaking success was slightly higher than the correlation betweeh -

.
- . ‘ ’

. .., N
importance of reading and the importance of reading for business

success (Table 3).

N
-

Insert Table 3 about here

- wifﬁ}nveach fam{ly, the perceived attitudes between parents have a
J . :

tendency to pe similar (r = .31, p = .001).

‘ \

Discussion and Conclusions

These resulfg\éuggest some generalizations. First, we should not .
. > »
- assume that the hother always placgi higher value on reading than the

father; rather, parentg may tend to share similar attitudes. This condis- \
. ~y .

‘tency of:attiiudes should be recognized by persons attempting to initiate
. “. .
a reading program for a student so that care is taken to prevent possible
A ' ’

"+ alienation of the father by assuming that because the mother's attitude

-

tovard reading is a stronger influence than the father's, jt is' the only

one of import;nce. Similarly, we should avoid stereotyping, _We may assume

- incorrectly a strbng .causal relationship exisEs between ‘parents’ increased

Y

education level and mere unrestrictive, positive attitudes toward child-

rearing pracfices in general and the importance of réading ability speci-
- “ .
fically. Thus, the diagngstician should not assume that well educateg' .

]

parents will tend to hgve”tupportive attitudes  toward a child's reading

, S
. ability or conversely that parents with little education necessarily tend

» . . R R < b 4
to have nonsupportive attitudes. Second, the use of such a questionpnaire

Q B -
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' generalizations, we found little systematic relationship between informa-

" time with the parents. C

. of the parent role, provided more comprehensive and pertinent informa‘,,//

o N Pége 5 ' ‘

~
.:o'assist'in the preparation of remediation plans is questionable

because of a ldck of strong correlation between 4t and the children's

achievement levels. : N

¢ . . Fy—

Third, while the formal -assessment of parental attitudes through -

“the yse of a short-form, sélf-reporting questionnaire yields some useful

tidn from the questionnaire and the nature or degree of the chi}d s

reading achievement. The authors' clinical experience suggests that

N~ . . - -
3 . "

the information yielded by this questionnaire could have beer more

accurately and efficiently acquired ny extending briefly the interview

. By comparison, the results of thi's type of questionnaire in its .

more extensive form were much more signifieént (Emmerich, 1969). This
instrument, the Pargnt Attitude Researcﬁ Instrument (PARI) developed by

Schaefer and Bell (1958) and modified by Walter Emmorich for his study

tion (Emmericlr, 1969). While the PARI may ne a more valuable instrumeﬂt
for use within the diagnostic-intervention ngocess, additional factors ~eg -

influencing consideration for its possible inclusfon in the diagnostic
battery [e.g. 1) length of the PARI requires considerable amount of .

time for parents to ¢omplete and 2) different forms are used - one for

mother and one for father] are related to the question of accuracy: \

>

versus time efficiency.
The instrument in its single, shortened form as used in this

study}provides minimal information within the diagnostiéwintéfvention‘

“~.process. Cent inued uge of thTE‘form'of’the questionnaire is not®. . .
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. page 6
/ . . . ‘ .

supported by the results of «this study. These results do not’

indicate® that attitude forms or questionnairés are inappropriate

v

withih the'intgrvention'pﬁpgess,'but that th¢ information needs

of researchers and diagnosticians are not identical. Specific

research is needed to !EEermine the most efficientjmethod-of obtaining

pertinent and yaliQ'diagnOStic information about'afféctive'factors,
. E i o, ‘
including parental attitudes, that influence the rtading ability of

[ N
children.
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Table 1

. L '
+Correlations Between Parents’

and Intelligence and Reading Achievement

Attitude Scores

<
4
1 2 3
‘ Vel . .
Father attitude score NL A .14 .11
Mother attitude score 7 3 .28% L22%
' | r -

*significamt < .05
1 = WISC-R (Verbal Score)

2
3

]

WRAT Reading Achievement ?ercentile
PIAT Reading Achievement "Percentile

Ay




- Table 2 . -

Correlationg Between Parents' Aftitude Scores
5 - .

And Age, Ocpupation Level, Educational Level,

Number 6f €hildren, and Perceived Réading Praoblem
i

o~

s

2 3 4

Father attitude score . -.36% \ -.15% ~.01

"Mother attitude scbrg -.16 .08 - .00

*correlation significant £
1 = Age . hd T
= O¢cupatfon level
Education level
Number of children
PerceiVed reading problem

. 'EK

Aruitoxt provided by Eic
b -
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Aruntoxt provided by Eic

' TABLE 3 '

'Cs}rela;idns* Between Parentgl Attifude Toward. .

v

General Reading impgrtancé and Reading as Important

for Succéss in Business and Homemaking

’

’
g *
4

. . ' AR
*all corfelations are significant < .05

-+l = Reading is:important

2 = Reading is impoxtant for bdsineés success
3 = Reading is important for homemaking success

¢




