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éfi ’tlveness of two

The study examined the
and drug therapy on the

impulsivity of 120 hyperactive emétlonally disturbed children in two

age groups (mean ages 13 and 8 years old).

The psychoeducational

approaches tested were modelxng of reflective behavior and a specific.

instructional procedure to increase reflective behavior: Drug _

therapy s effects were consxdered alone and in combxnatxop

time were compared forxSs on the Matching Familiar Figures Test,

with ‘the

Pre— and post-test measures of error and

the

coding subtest of the Wechlser IntellxgencezScaie for

Children—-Revised,

and a school-related copyxng task. Results revealed

a developmental trend toward reflection in hyperactive children:. In

" contrast to previous research,

it was found that Ss treated without

drug therapy performed. sxgnxfxcantiy better than Ss treated with

stimulant drup therapy. The use of  psychoeducational approaches was

effective in altering Ss'
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ABSTRACT
A COMPARISON OF DIFFERENTIAL TREATMENT APPROACHES FOR
IMBULSIVE RESPONDING OF HYPERACTIVE
C  CHILDREN AT TWO AGE LEVELS
by
'Ronald Terry Brown

X The major purpose of this research was td identify

tsé’bést'approach for treating impulsivity in hyperactive
children. The treatment approaches investigated were two
psychoeducational procedures:. These procediires were studied
in two groups: children recering stlmulant drug therapy
and ch11dren not receiving stimuiant drig therapy. “The
efféCt.bf_the xreatwent approaches at two different age
levels was also studied in order to determine the best
treatment approach for éééﬁ‘ége group of hyperaéEiGé chii-
dren. At the same time; the presence of a devéiééﬁéﬁféi,

trend 1n impulsiv1ty was evaluated in hyperactlve children:

’

This research concerned the general hypothesis that those

children receiving stimulant medicatibn and psychoeducationél

cognltlve tasks than those children receiving no medxcation

or psychoeducational intervontion. \ \(?
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To accomplish this purpose, subjects were children
having 6éﬁé§i6§~ﬁ§651éﬁé‘§6 severe ‘that they were excluded
from the public schools Aii children were thoroughiy,

¢

:screened and identlfled as hyperacf;ve after tigorous diag—

_nostic examinatxons by quallfied psychoioglsts and psychi&—

j -

On& hundred twenty 59;3&56&5;2: children at two age

levels clinically diagnosed as hyperactive met the criteria

for subject ﬁéftiéiﬁéiiéﬁ; Aﬁﬁféiiﬁétéiﬁ 6ﬁé—ﬁéif°6f each
M=

_age group {eight-year-olds and thirteen—year oids) was

o

selected from the children receivxng stimuiant d¥ug therapy

[y

while the other half was selected from the children receiving

no Eédiéétién The maJor independent variables studied were

éondltlon; Wh11e the dependent Véfiéﬁléé were; the scores
obtained from Kégan s Matching Féﬁlllar Figures Test, the
coding subtest of the WISC-R, and a school related.copying
task. The children in each of the medication conditions
were further assigned randomly to one Of 'two psychoeduia_
tianei treatment ceﬁditibﬁs designed to alter impulsive.
responding, modeling and direct instruction, or tq:§ control

condition. By the use of six dependéﬁt measures, éﬁgh child

7

intervention. To assess the relative endurance of" any change

’
4

‘was evaluated one week after he received the psychoeducationa



each child was again evalusted seven weeks after the fraining

interventio §é§sions;

 Results

-

Two measures, errors and time; ‘were obtained from each
of the psychometric\tééfé To ascertain whether differences

“then later, three separate 2(age) x S(Treatment Condition)
: -, x 2(Drug Tﬁerapy Condition) muitivartate anaiyses of variancé
qqsaéré éirrréd out: For any significant main effects,; separate
univariate analyses of variance were performed on each of
Eﬁéqéii &éﬁéﬁaéﬁt measurés: Appropriate p"o’st-h'b"c ccmp'ariéo'ng
variate measures: Significant main effects occurred for age
« (p < .001) and for drug therapy (p <.002) in each analysis
and for treatment condition (p <.02) in the second analysis.

Conclusions

rd

The results 1nd1cated that the use of psychoeducational

treatment approaches are of value in alterlng the impulsive
: responding of hyperactlve children. D1rect 1nstructlona1

impiilsive responding for both older and yoqnger groups.of
hyperactive children. » :
The present finding that chifdren treated without drug- .

ihéréby bérforﬁé& éighifiééﬁfi& better than those children

a . . ) <
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previously. One explanation for this present finding, and
it is only conjecture, is that higgédbsagés of stimulant
drugs, which were characteristic of the dmounts prescribed
to the children participating in this study, are detrimental
to the cognitive performance of hyperactive children on g

school-related tasks.

Yl

o S o ]
Consistent with the findings in follow-up studies of
hyperactive children which suggests that hyperactivity di-

minishes at adolescence is the present finding that there

is a developmental trend away from impulsivity in hyperactive
* children. 1In addition, these findings support the constrict

validity of error measures and raisé questions about the use
_" - A )

3

_. o B o _ oo oo
of latency measures in evaluating hyperactive children.
. §
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