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Table 1
Correlations Between the Measures of Reading Readiness

and the Measures of Reading Achievement.

‘ ‘ Ist Reading | 2dn Reading
i 1 Test Test
Measures of Reading Readiness (Southgate A)\(Southgate B)

1
: Correlation 1‘ Correlation
! -

Harrison-Stroud Reading Readiness Profiles :

. Using symbols ... | . 417 . 400

| Visual discrimination.............................. | . 500 ; . 489 ;
Using the CONEXt ...........co.cccoovrrrvrnnn.. Y7, R RV E
Auditory discrimination ... ‘} .529 : .531
Using context and auditory clue ............ | .403 | . 433
Total SCOTe.. .ot j .592 .596

- General Ability : ;

. Kelvin Measure of Ability ................... ‘ .444 . 409

Teachers’ ratings of general ability......... ‘ . 506 .524

i Home Environment : ! !
| i l
|

Vocabulary Profile ..........cocovviviiiiinnnannn. 431 | 389
Teachers’ ratings of language ............... | . 492 f . 468
Teachers’ ratings of speech .................. . 386 ‘ . 406
- Emotional and Personal Attitudes: ‘ X
Self-confidence .......oooeeeiiiiiiii i, | . 337 . 273
Co-operation with adults ........................ . 341 | . 287
Co-operation with children ..................... .103* 134*
PersiStence ..........oovveiiiiiiieiiie e . 361 ‘ 353
SEABIHEY oo .219 i .165
Prevailing attitude ..................o . 356 | . 332

* Not significant. All others significant at - 1 per cent. level.

SHEHREVT 4 FALBT HREABNOEEELY /R TR E LT, T
NRTOFHEVT 4 2R« T AT DS bYFOEHOHEARET ST A b
DBV T 4 FACTHLTRECTFHAE D > T 5% 2 & & EERIYITH
BT LT 558035 % @ @~6) Nicholson, Alice 33 FD2HAH S
CEBREDHRADFBFEYRG IKFRIETHILDOTHL EERL, 2ED
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Table 2

Summary of Research on Visual Discrimination Training

Procedures and

Study Number Tests Given Findings
Muehl (1960) 37 3 groups formed and given Resultsfavoredgroupwhich
different visual discrimina- was trained on match-

Staats, Staats, 36

& Schutz (1962)

Hendrickson & 49
Muehl (1962)

King (1964)

Georgiady
(1965)

Silvaroli &

Wheelock (1967)

Muehl (1961) 60

Muehi (1962)

Gibson (1962)

tion training, then a teach-
ing task presented.

3 groups formed and given
different visual discrimina-
tion pretraining, then a

learning task was present-
ed.

2 groups formed, learning
task of associating letter
with a picture, prior train-
ing given on noting letter
likenesses and differences.

138 6 groups formed and given

different visual discrimina-
tion pretraining ; then
learning task presented.

8 groups formed and 4
given training in identify-
ing common symbols, pic-
tures and words, 4 receiv-
ed no such training; then
test administered to all.

2 groups formed, experi-
mental group given train-
ing in recognition of capi-
tal letters; then test follow-
ed.

3 groups formed and given
different visual discrimina-
tion pretraining ; then
learning task presented.

2 groups formed and task
of one was learning names
for 3 letters in a list of
nonsense words,other group
learned other letters
(not appearing in words of
learning task)

Children matched letter-
like forms from among 12

ing words presented in
learning task.

Results showed all groups
did equally well, but after
results statistically adjust-
ed, group given training
matching words used in
list did better.

Training on directional dif-
ferences of letters helped
children transfer to a pair-

ed associate task.

Resultsfavored groupwhich
received pretraining with
different words ac-
companied by picture and
auditory cue.

Results favored group hav.
ing pretraining but teach.
ers felt that pretraining
should be offered on selec-
tive basis.

Results favored group hav-
ing visual discrimination
pretraining.

Results showedd specific
letter rather than word
word shapes as best cue;
training done on individual
letters was as effective as
word training.

Knowledge of relevant let-
ter names interfered with
mastery of words.

Results revealed few errors
of closure ; most errors be-
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variations in position, open
and closed lines or angle.

100 Children shown list of
words after which pseudo-
words also shown, then
children picked pseudo-
words most like first list
of words.

3 groups formed and given
3 lists of words written in

Marchbanks &
Levin (1965)

Samuels &
Jeffrey (1966)

1 36 artificial alphabet; words
varied in amount od let-
ters.

11 36 Same groups asabove study
list this time in English
letters,
3 groups formed and given
either single letter train-
ing, word training or no
training at all; test follow-
ed.
Children given training in
visual discrimination by
teaching rapid recognition
of a series of pictures.
3 groups formed and given
different pretraining-pic-
tures shown and wvarious
names - associated with
them;a learning task follow-
ed.

3 groups formed and given

different training ; then

pictures presented and la-
beled differently by each
group.

2105 methods, varying as to
number of sensory cues
presented, used to help
learn a list of 4 words.

Samuels & 60
Jeffrey (1967)

Davis (1949) 28

Cantor (1955) 60

Norcross &
Spiker (1957)

King & Muehl
(1965)

Samuels (1967) 30 3 methods-simple pictures,
complex picture, and no
picture used to present 4
words.

Children given different
training in object discrimi-
nation ; then learning task

Schaeffer &
Gerjuoy (1955)

tween curved and straight
lines, reversals and rota-
tion errors decreased with
age.

Results showed specific
letters-especially first and
last letter-most important
clues in recognizing words.

List with many-lettered
words learned fastest by
children.

Children learned many-let-
tered words on one letter
basis.

Letter trained group was
best able to transfer learn-
ing to new words.

Aftertraining,childrendem-
onstrated favorable traits
needed for reading.

Group which learned to as-
sociate names with picture
performed best.

Group that learned names
for pictures did better than
other 2 groups.

Best method for similar
word was printed word
plus picture; best method
for dissimilar words was
printed word plus auditory
cue.

Correct response in learn-
ing aided by picture, but
picture distraction in test-
ing cycle.

No significance found in

performance of various
groups.
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presented.
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Table 3

Summary of Research on Auditory Discrimination Training

Study

Number

Procedures and
Tests Given

Findings

McNeil &
Keisler (1963)

McNeil &
Stone (1965)

60

Silvaroli &
Wheelock (1966)

182 2 groups formed,and taught

40 words ; oral and
non-oral methods used and
contrasted.

2 groups formed, and re-
ceived different pretrain-
ing ; then learning task of
analyzing 4 meaningful
words and 4 nonsense words
into phonetic elements.

120 3 groups formed with 2 re-

ceiving training either with
nonsense or meaningful
words and other no train-
ing ; learning task of dis-
criminating 33 basic speech
sounds.

Resultsshowed group which
had oral training per-
formed better on words
than group having non-oral
training.

Better performance was
shown by group trained on
nonsense material.

Training proved helpful in
learning sounds ; results
inconsistent as to use of
nonsense or meaningful
words in training.
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