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Contextual Support in the Home for Children's
Early Literacy Development

Ling Li*, Antoinette Doyle!

1 Faculty of Education, Memorial University of Newfoundland, St. John’s, Canada

Abstract

The home literacy environment (HLE) refers to the physical, interpersonal, and
emotional/motivational factors in the home that have been found to be important for children’s
literacy development. In this paper,the emergence of HLE research, its conceptualizations, and the
effects of HLE factors are reviewed with an emphasis on the relations between HLE and children’s
early literacy skills. Challenges faced by HLE researchers are also discussed with particular
referenceto three issues: privacy sensitivity, measure validity, and intervention fidelity. This paper
also identifies directions for future research.

Keywords: home literacy environment, early literacy, research challenges

Literacy practices have long existed inthe home setting. However, not until the
1960s did it draw significant attention from researchers. Since then, numerous
studies have found that contextual factors in the home can affect children’s early
literacy skills (Arnold & Whitehurst, 1994; Bus et al., 1995; Justice & Ezell, 2000;
Lynch et al., 2006; Purcell-Gates, 1996; Sénéchal et al., 1998).

Early literacy refers to the precursor stage of conventional literacy skills. The
National Early Literacy Panel identified 11 early literacy skills as being moderately
related to later literacy achievement with or without controlling socioeconomic
status (SES) and 1Q (Lonigan & Shanahan, 2008). They are oral language,
alphabetic knowledge, phonological awareness, rapid automatic naming of letters
or digits, rapid automatic naming of objects or colors, phonological memory,
concepts about print, print knowledge, writing or writing names, reading readiness,
and visual processing (Lonigan & Shanahan, 2008). Several of these early literacy
skills have been widely studied in the literature on home literacy phenomenon
(Heilmann et al., 2018; Layes et al., 2020; Lonigan & Milburn, 2017; Lund et al.,
2020; Pullen & Justice, 2003). These include: (a) oral language—the ability to
understand and use spoken language to communicate ideas, usually measured
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through vocabulary, listening comprehension, and aspects of grammar; (b)
alphabet knowledge—knowledge of letter names and sounds; (c) phonological
awareness—sensitivity to the fact that words are composed of sound units; (d)
print concepts—an understanding of the print conventions and concepts, such as
reading directionality, book cover, title, and author; (e) print knowledge—a mixed
concept that consists of letter sounds, letter names, concepts of print, and early
decoding; and (f) letter/name printing—the ability to write letters and one’s name
(Harris & Hodges, 1995; Lonigan & Shanahan, 2008; Soifer, 2011).

Although early literacy skills are considered precursors of the conventional
literacy skills, the demarcation between the two is fuzzy and vague because the
two are not separate states of literacy but connected phases of the same matter with
overlap (Whitehurst & Lonigan, 1998). Children’s literacy development is not an
all-or-nothing phenomenon but evolves on a developmental continuum, beginning
at birth (Sénéchal, et al., 2001; Whitehurst & Lonigan, 1998). Furthermore, early
literacy skills before school entry can predict children’s later reading achievement
in their primary school (Sénéchal, 2011; Whitehurst & Lonigan, 1998). Whitehurst
and Lonigan (1998) classified early literacy skills into two categories—outside-in
skills primarily focused on semantic and syntactic oral language skills, and inside-
out skills primarily focused on print knowledge and phonological awareness. They
found that children’s inside-out skills in kindergarten significantly and directly
predicted children’s reading achievement in grades one and two, and that their
outside-inskills significantly and directly predicted their reading in grade two but
was indirectly related to their reading achievement in grade one. Similar results
were also reported in Sénéchal’s (2011) model, whereby children’s vocabulary in
kindergarten significantly and positively related to their grade four reading
comprehension, while children’s phonological awareness, alphabetic knowledge,
and invented spelling were significantly related to their word reading ability in
grades one and two. Given the importance of early literacy skills prior to school
entry for children’s later reading development, it is meaningful to facilitate the
cultivation of these skills by utilizing supporting familial factors in children’s early
years, specifically the factors that can support children’ searly literacy skills in their
home environment.

The purpose of this paper is to provide an overview of these familial factors
and their impact on children’s early literacy skills. Typically developing, English-
speaking children were mainly focused on in this review paper because this group
is the most heavily researched in the literature, and this paper aims to reflect the
status quo of research on this topic. Most of the articles reviewed in this paper
focused on English-speaking, typically developing children and their early literacy
skills before school entry. A few available studies on bilingual or non-English-
speaking children or children at risk (e.g., children from low-income families or
having been in language delay) were also included in the paper if they informed
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the research on this topic. The language use and risk status of participants in these
studies, which included bilingual or non-English-speaking children, are specified
in this review. First, this paper discusses the conceptualization processes of two
main research areas on this topic—the home literacy environment (HLE) and
family literacy. Next, we examine different conceptualizations of the HLE. Then,
the paper reviews the theoretical and empirical evidence regarding the relations
between home factors and children’s literacy outcomes. The paper concludes with
a discussion of the challenges and issues in researching the HLE and family literacy
programming.

Emergence of HLE and Family Literacy Research

During 1960-1970, research attention shifted from the reading
readiness/reading phenomenon toward the role of the family in children’s literacy
development. Contrary to the belief that children need to mature to about the age
of six to acquire reading skills (Morphett & Washburne, 1931), Durkin (1966)
found that many young children could acquire some reading skills before age six
and that their reading ability was associated with their family environment: their
parents did not believe that they should wait until age six to learn reading, and they
actively engaged their children in literacy-related activities. Ten years later, Clark
(1976) confirmed Durkin’s finding that young children could pick up certain
reading skills before starting school through literacy-related parent-child
interaction. Clay (1966) in her doctoral dissertation coined the term emergent
literacy to describe the language- and literacy-related knowledge that children
acquire before coming to school. These findings suggested that young children do
not need to wait until age six to learn to read and that acquisition of reading is not
an all-or-nothing trick, buta gradually progressive process from an emergent state
In a very young age to a more mature state when children are older. Under these
new perspectives, the family began to be considered as a possible setting for early
literacy development.

In the 1980s, Taylor (1983) coined the term family literacy in her book of the
same name. This book did not define family literacy precisely, but the implicit
definition throughout her seminal ethnographic book focused on the way literacy
was being used within families and communities. At the same time, other
ethnographers (Heath, 1983; Taylor & Dorsey-Gaines, 1988) also used the
sociocultural approach—an approach holding the ideathat the culture, society, and
people’s experiences shape people’s cognition and the way they act—to document
the use of literacy in family and community settings, although not all of them
employed the term family literacy. These early ethnographic works revealed that
home literacy practice, such as parent-child reading, or children playing with
words/letters, is a common phenomenon and takes many forms in the home and
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community setting. The ethnographic nature of these works allowed researchers to
provide detailed descriptions of the phenomenon and served as the preliminary
explorations of the topic. Later, family literacy services or programs acquired a
new meaning when researchers and practitioners tried to provide literacy
intervention in home settings, and this became the primary meaning of family
literacy in the 1990s (Tracey, 1995). From then on, the scope of the term family
literacy shifted from a description of literacy events within families and
communities to a greater focus on family literacy programming.

A relevant concept that came into use at almost the same time as family literacy
was the home literacy environment (HLE), which emphasizes the environmental
aspects of the literacy phenomenon in familial settings. Leichter (1984) defined
HLE as the literacy-related aspects of three factors: (a) physical environment
(educational/economic resources and physical arrangements that support literacy);
(b) interpersonal interactions about literacy between parents and their children; and
(c) the emotional and motivational atmosphere within families (parental aspiration
and beliefs about literacy). In his naturalistic study, Teale (1986) described the rich
literacy materials (e.g., books, letters, printing guides) in the home and further
divided literacy practices into three categories: (a) children’s literacy activities
with adults or older siblings, (b) children’s independent literacy activities, and (c)
children’s indirect literacy learning through observation of other family members’
literacy activities. Later studies (Bingham, 2007; DeBaryshe, 1995; Purcell-Gates,
1996; Sénéchal et al., 1998) employed various conceptualizations of the HLE yet
not exceeded the scope established by Teale and Leichter.

Conceptualizations of the Home Literacy Environment

Although Teale (1986) and Leichter (1984) presented clear descriptions of the
HLE, these authors wrote only about general categories of the HLE and not about
factors specific to the home settings. Driven by interest in different aspects of the
HLE, subsequent researchers focused on different home literacy factors, and
conceptualizations of the HLE varied greatly across studies (Britto & Brooks-
Gunn, 2001; Griffin & Morrison, 1997; Payne et al., 1994). Payne et al. (1994), for
example, defined HLE as home reading activities while Griffin and Morrison
(1997) conceived HLE as home reading activities and printed materials. In an effort
to refine definitions of the HLE, Burgess et al. (2002) reviewed studies and
organized conceptualizations of the HLE into six different categories: (a) overall
HLE, which includes all aspects of the HLE, with the assumption that each aspect
is necessary in the association between the HLE and children’s literacy outcomes;
(b) limiting environment, the resources at parents’ disposal to provide children with
opportunities for literacy learning (using this conceptualization, the HLE could be
indexed by measures of social status, parental literacy ability, or parental
disposition to provide literacy opportunities); (c) literacy interface, literacy
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activities whereby parents engage their children in explicit or implicit literacy
instruction, and in observational learning opportunities that expose children to the
literacy practices or attitudes of their parents; (d) active HLE, literacy activities that
children actively engage in; (e) passive HLE, or observational learning
opportunities; and (f) shared reading, the “most commonly used measure and
conceptualization of the HLE” (p. 413). The authors pointed out that the HLE had
also been conceptualized as socioeconomic status (a combined measure of one’s
social or economic standing or class, SES), which was not included in their results
due to limited sample size. In general, Burgess et al. (2002) found significant
correlations between each conceptualization and children’s literacy outcomes
including letter knowledge, phonological awareness, and word-reading skills.
However, depending on the conceptualization used, the literacy outcome
measured, and whether the examined relations were concurrent or longitudinal, the
magnitude of relationships was affected. For instance, a study examining the
relationship between HLE and children’s oral language might obtain different
results from a study focusing on the relationship between HLE and children’s print
knowledge. Another example, a study using shared reading as a measure of HLE
might find its impact on children’s vocabulary different from a study using the
number of reading materials as the proxy measure of HLE. Roberts et al. (2005)
compared the predictive ability of an overall measure of the HLE and a measure of
several key home literacy practices including shared book reading frequency,
maternal book reading strategies, child’s enjoyment of reading, and maternal
sensitivity during book reading among three- to five-year-old children from low-
income families. They found that the scores obtained by the overall measure had
better predictive ability than the measure of home literacy practices. In summary,
various definitions of HLE exist in the literature and they do affect the results of
the research itself. More research is needed to capture a clear overview of the
complex phenomenon of home literacy.

Home Factors and Children’s Early Literacy Development

In this section, studies of the HLE will be reviewed with a focus on the
relationship between home literacy factors and children’s early literacy
development. The review will be organized according to Leichter’s (1984)
categorization: physical environment, interpersonal interactions, and motivational
and emotional environment.

Physical Environment

The most commonly reported aspects of the physical environment of the home
in the literature are SES and home literacy resources (Aram et al., 2013; Bradley
et al., 1989; Burgess et al., 2002; Foster et al., 2005; Hamilton et al., 2016;
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Huttenlocher et al., 2010; Niklas & Schneider, 2013; White, 1982).
SES

It is widely and frequently reported that SES is strongly associated with
children’s academic development, including early literacy skills, and is often used
as a key control variable in literacy studies (Manrique Millones et al., 2014;
Radziszewska et al., 1996; Wang et al., 2017). In a meta-analysis, White (1982)
reviewed 200 studies that considered this relationship. He found that when SES
was typically defined as family income, parental education, and/or occupation of
the head of the household, and when the individual rather than income group was
used as the unit of analysis, SES had only a weak association (r =.22) with
academic achievement for which literacy skillswere an important measure. Further
analyses of the 200 studies reviewed found that the strong association between SES
and academic performance was only identified in certain studies that included
family characteristics in the measure of SES, such as parental attitudes and
aspirations, reading materials, academic guidance, or other contextual factors. This
finding indicated a possible association between home literacy environment and
children’s literacy skills.

More recent studies report that SES can predict children’s early literacy
development, but that other home factors mediate the relationship between SES
and children’s early literacy development (Aram et al., 2013; Bradley et al., 1989;
Burgess et al., 2002; Foster et al., 2005; Hamilton, et al., 2016; Huttenlocher, et al.
2010; Niklas & Schneider, 2013). For example, Bradley et al. (1989) found that
some other home factors, such as parental responsivity and availability of
stimulating play materials had a much stronger predictive relationship than SES
with the developmental status of one- to two-year-old children. Burgess et al.
(2002) pointed out that SES might only be a marker variable of some other home
factors, such as parent-child reading, the number of reading materials, or TV
watching time, that impact children’s early literacy directly. Foster et al. (2005)
supported Burgess et al.’s supposition and found that home learning experiences,
such as reading to children or play activities at home, mediated the association
between SES and children’s early literacy skills as measured by vocabulary,
phonological awareness, and parent reports of children’s development of other
early literacy skills. Two recent studies on non-English-speaking children obtained
the same results. In a study of Arabic-speaking children (Aram et al., 2013),
researchers found that SES predicted children’s alphabetic knowledge,
phonological awareness, and vocabulary. However, when other home factors,
including literacy resources, and parent-child reading frequency and time were
entered into the model, the significant contribution of SES to those early literacy
skills completely or partially diminished. Similarly, Niklas and Schneider’s (2013)
study showed that HLE factors fully mediated the relationships between SES and
German-speaking children’s vocabulary, phonological awareness, and letter



47 Li & Doyle

knowledge. Huttenlocher et al. (2010) reported that parents’ child-directed speech
mediated the relationship between SES and children’s speech level at 14 to 46
months of age. As well, Hamilton et al. (2016) found that children’s SES assessed
at four years old predicted their reading comprehension at six years old, but that
the predicted relationship can be completely explained by children’s story
exposure at four years old. In other words, family SES in early years affects
children’s late reading comprehension through their story book reading
experiences. These studies and the earlier White (1982) research generally point to
the important influencing and mediating role of home literacy learning factors
other than SES.

In summary, studies suggest that SES significantly contributes to children’s
early literacy skills; however, this contribution can be completely or partially
explained by other home factors, such as physical resources or shared reading
frequency.

Home Literacy Resources

HLE researchers have often used the term home literacy resources, yet very
few have defined the term clearly. Roskos and Twardosz (2004) took up this
challenge and proposed that the literacy development of children depends on the
interaction with outside experiences stably and regularly in an active and
progressive way (e.g., parents fine-tuning their instructional speech to a level a
little bit higher than children’s level or providing support to facilitate children’s
learning during storybook reading time). Home literacy resources are the
affordances of the immediate environment that make this proximal process happen.
Roskos and Twardosz categorized such resources into three types: physical
resources (space, time, and materials for literacy-related processes), social
resources (people present in the family, the knowledge possessed by these people,
and emotional relationships with these people), and symbolic resources (family
literacy routines, literacy influences from community, society, or culture).

Commonly used indicators of home literacy resources include frequency and
duration of storybook reading, frequency of library visits, and the number of
picture books that children own. These indicators, measured together as a
composite or individually, have frequently been found to be correlated with
children’s oral language ability, usually measured by receptive and expressive
vocabulary (Payne et al., 1994; Sénéchal et al., 1996; Storch & Whitehurst, 2001).
Moreover, the amount of reading material at home was found related to children’s
Grade One reading ability by some Chinese researchers (Shu et al., 2002).
According to the theory of proximal process (Bronfenbrenner & Ceci, 1994;
Roskos & Twardosz, 2004), literacy development is determined by the interactions
between literacy resources and children. Thus, it could be suggested that the
literacy interactions in which children engage mediate at least partially the
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association between home literacy resources and child literacy outcomes. The
results obtained by Shu et al. (2002) support this claim, showing that the amount
of reading material (material resource in the physical environment) affects
Mandarin-speaking children’s reading ability indirectly through parent-child
literacy activities. One study (Farver et al., 2013) of English-Spanish bilingual
children found that three- to five-year-old children’s home literacy resources
predicted their print knowledge.

To summarize, not all factors of home physical environmentare correlated with
children’s early literacy skills. The impact of SES, while positively associated with
children’s early literacy skills, is found to be less influential when other factorsin
the home are examined. Literacy resources in the home, however, are positively
and significantly related to children’s language development and early reading
skills. The association between home literacy resources and child literacy
outcomes is mediated by literacy interactions that children engaged in.

Interpersonal Interactions

One heavily researched home factor in the literature is interpersonal
interactions, the literacy-related activities between the child and other people inthe
home. Among interpersonal interactions, the major focuses in the literature are
child-directed speech, shared storybook reading, and parental teaching.
Child-Directed Speech

Numerous observational studies in the 1970s and 1980s revealed the
characteristics of parental child-directed speech and its connections with children’s
early literacy development. First, there were socioeconomic differences in the
child-directed speech among families, which may partly explain differences in
children’s literacy development. For example, Ninio (1980) observed the joint-
book-reading experiences of 40 dyads from both lower- and middle-SES families
with children aged 17 to 22 months. She found that lower-SES parents talked to
their children less than higher-SES parents during reading time and that lower-SES
children, correspondingly, had a smaller productive vocabulary than higher-SES
children. Furthermore, the sophistication of parents’ child-directed speech
increased with children’s age and language development and functioned as a
scaffolding method in guiding children’s language development (DeLoache &
DeMendoza, 1987; Moerk, 1985; Pellegrini et al., 1985a, 1985b; Wheeler, 1983).
For instance, Wheeler (1983) observed the child-directed speech used by the
mothers of 10 childrenaged 17 months to five years old. She found that as their
age increased, children’s verbal expression in joint book reading with their mothers
changed from simple labeling to meaningful two-to-three-word utterances, to
complete sentences associated with things outside the picture. Accordingly, the
sophistication of mothers’ verbal attempts increased; the focus of “motherese”
(also called baby talk, referring to the way a mother talks to their child) changed
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from single elements to multiple elements, to interpretive comments about the
picture book as childrenaged. Further, child-directed speech of a higher degree of
interactivity was found more beneficial for children’s early literacy development
than less interactive parental utterances (Ninio & Bruner, 1978; Scherer &
Olswang, 1984; Wells, 1985). Scherer and Olswang (1984) investigated the
conversation of four parent-child dyads and found that when a mother added
expansions to her speech, this was systematically related to an increase in their
child’s spontaneous imitation of vocabulary, which brought about an increase in
their productive vocabulary. Although these studies showed a link between home
literacy factors and children’s early literacy skills, they are observational and
descriptive in nature and cannot be used to prove the causal relationship between
home factors and children’s early literacy skills.

Recent studies revealed that child-directed speech is closely related to
children’s language development, especially vocabulary development (Dominey
& Dodane, 2004; Huttenlocher etal., 2010; Rowe, 2008, 2012; Weizman & Snow,
2001). Rowe (2008) focused on American families from diverse SES backgrounds
and found that parental child-directed speech (similar to “motherese,” the way
parents talk to their children) when children were 30 months of age had a unique
and significant contribution to children’s vocabulary one year later. Huttenlocher
et al. (2010) investigated the relationship between the caregivers’ child-directed
speech and English-speaking young children’s level of speech and the correlational
results showed that child-directed speech can significantly predict children’s later
speech development. Further, Weizman and Snow (2001) collected 263 mother-
child conversations in five different settings, including during shared reading,
playtime, and mealtime from 53 low-income families. They found that the density
of sophisticated vocabulary used by mothers and the density of embedding
sophisticated words in instructional interactions when children were five years of
age significantly predicted children’s vocabulary level in kindergarten and second
grade. Sophisticated vocabulary in the study was defined as the words that fell
outside the 3000 most commonly used English words. Similarly, Rowe (2012)
reported that, after controlling for SES, children’s vocabulary ability, the input
quantity of speech, parents’ use of sophisticated vocabulary, and their use of
decontextualized language significantly explained children’s later vocabulary
level. Decontextualized language (e.g., universe, monster, or Snow White) here
refers to the language that is contextualized in an abstract setting or a setting
geographically or chronologically distant, opposite to the language used in
children’s immediate environment (e.g., cup, table, mom, or water).

Parental Teaching

Parental literacy teaching is a very common literacy practice in the home.
Martini and Sénéchal (2012) found that literacy teaching occurs in various
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contexts, the most frequent of which are reading storybooks, talking about familiar
items in the home environment, and talking about street signs. Martini and
Sénéchal also identified two types of literacy teaching behaviors of parents:
teaching basic literacy skills (e.g., letter names and sounds, name printing) and
teaching advanced literacy skills (e.g., word reading). Certain researchers found
that teaching behaviors might vary with SES and that teaching advanced skills
might be more important in middle-classhomes than among the general population
(Senéchal, 2006b; Sénéchal & LeFevre, 2002). However, caution is needed in
interpreting their results as differences in the choice of teaching behaviors may
have resulted from the different measures of parental teaching employed by the
researchers. One study only employed parental reports of teaching advanced skills
to measure teaching behaviors (Sénéchal & LeFevre, 2002), while the other study
(Senéchal, 2006b) assessed parental teaching of both basic and advanced literacy
skills.

A number of studies (Aram et al., 2013; Dale et al., 1995; Evans et al., 2000;
Hamilton et al., 2016; Martini & Sénéchal, 2012; Puglisi et al., 2017; Sénéchal,
2006a, 2006b, 2011; Sénéchal et al., 1998; Sénéchal & LeFevre, 2002; Stephenson
et al., 2008) have consistently shown that parental literacy teaching behaviors
correlate with young children’s language development and that they can also
predict print-related early literacy skills such as knowledge of letter names and
sounds and early word reading. Some researchers have found that parental teaching
is associated with children’s reading performance in the early primary school years
and that this association is mediated by print-related early literacy skills (Sénéchal,
2006b; Sénéchal & LeFevre, 2002). Similarly, Dale et al. (1995) found that
parental home instruction of letter names and sounds correlated with children’s
letter and word recognition and passage comprehension. Another study (Evans et
al., 2000) found that parent-child letter activities at home could predict children’s
mastery of letter names and sounds. Earlier studies (Sénéchal etal., 1998; Sénéchal
& LeFevre 2002) had found that parental reports of their teaching of reading and
printing words correlated with children’s concepts of print, alphabet knowledge,
invented spelling, and decoding. Sénéchal (2006b) found parental reports of both
teaching letter knowledge and reading/printing words could predict children’s
alphabet knowledge in kindergarten and word-reading skills in grade one. In more
recent studies, Aram et al. (2013) found that parental guidance in joint writing (i.e.,
parent and child writing together) significantly predicted children’s alphabetic
knowledge, concepts about print, and phonological awareness. As well, a study by
Puglisi et al. (2017) found that parental direct letter and word instruction
significantly predicted four-and-a-half-year-old children’s word reading and
spelling, even after controlling for their shared reading practices at home and
maternal language level. Thus, parental teaching behaviors at home—whether
teaching basic literacy skills or advanced reading skills—has been found to be
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directly related to children’s print-related early literacy skills.

With respect to phonemic awareness, Sénéchal and LeFevre (2002) found that
parental teaching behaviors did not significantly predict the variance of children’s
phonemic awareness when controlled for children’s oral language, print-related
early literacy skills, and analytical intelligence. Sénéchal (2006b) obtained similar
results in another study, though caution should be taken in interpreting these
findings. Dale et al. (1995) pointed out that the acquisition of phonemic awareness
needed explicit instruction and that even instruction on easier levels of
phonological awareness such as rhyming or alliteration was insufficient.
Additionally, Sénéchal’s studies (Sénéchal, 2006b; Sénéchal & LeFevre, 2002;)
only measured parental teaching of letter names and sounds, name printing, or
word-reading skills and did not assess any of the teaching behaviors on phonemes.
It could be suggested that the limited effects of parental teaching behaviors on
phonemic awareness might have resulted from the fact that researchers did not
include phoneme-teaching behaviors as one dimension of the measure for parental
teaching behaviors. For example, Hamilton et al. (2016) reported that parental
literacy-focused teaching of four-year-old children—measured using the same
instrument as Seénéchal and LeFevre (2002)—predicted children’s phoneme
awareness and emergent decoding at six years of age. One explanation for the
differing results might be that the parental literacy-focused teaching Hamilton et
al. measured, which accurately reflected the parental instructional level of
phonemes—how often parents taught their children phonemes.

In summary, parental teaching behaviors at home are related directly to
children’s print-related early literacy skills, indirectly to their literacy skills in their
early primary school years, but not related to children’s language development. No
predictive relationship between parental teaching and children’s phonemic
awareness has been found, but this might be because teaching phonemes was not
included as a dimension of the measure for parent-teaching behaviors. The
relations between parental teaching and children’s phonemic awareness needs
more exploration in the future.

Shared Storybook Reading

Shared storybook reading refers to an early childhood practice in which an
adult reads a book to their child or children (Harris & Hodges, 1995; Pollard-
Durodola et al., 2011; What Works Clearinghouse, 2006). In home settings, the
adult could be a parent or another caregiver like an elder sibling or grandparent.
Numerous studies have found that parent-child storybook reading has both
correlational and causal relationships with children’s oral language, which is
usually measured by vocabulary (Bus et al., 1995; Hargrave & Sénéchal, 2000;
Payne et al., 1994; Sénéchal, 2006a, 2006b; Sénéchal & Cornell, 1993; Sénéchal
et al., 1996; Sénéchal et al., 2017). For example, Sénéchal et al. (1996) found that
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the storybook-reading experience of preschool and kindergarten children was
related to their vocabulary scores. Sénéchal and Cornell (1993) found that children
could acquire vocabulary from just one exposure to storybook reading. In their
study, 10 target words were introduced to children through a shared reading
activity. The researchers administered pretests and posttests to 160 four- and five-
year-old children to assess their vocabulary knowledge before and after the
reading. The results showed that children acquired new words receptively (i.e.,
understanding the word by listening) after one exposure to storybook reading.
Whitehurst et al. (1988) developed dialogic reading (DR), an interactive form of
storybook reading, and found that this reading technique could promote children’s
receptive and expressive vocabulary. The results from numerous studies are also
consistent with Whitehurst’s finding (Crain-Thoreson & Dale, 1999; Cronan et al.,
1996, Fielding-Barnsley & Purdie, 2003; Huebner, 2000; Lonigan et al., 2013;
Lonigan et al., 2008; Niklas & Schneider, 2015; Rahn et al., 2016; Strouse et al.,
2013; Towson etal., 2017; Towson & Gallagher, 2014). In one study, Lonigan and
his colleagues (2013) researched 324 preschool children and found that DR
effectively improved children’s expressive vocabulary, the use of modifiers and
attributes, and the total score of these literacy skills. Strouse et al. (2013) suggested
that adding some DR elements to shared picture book reading can significantly and
positively improve children’s vocabulary development. Mol et al. (2008)
conducted a meta-analysis comparing DR and conventional storybook reading and
found that dialogic reading provided an added value in promoting children’s
expressive vocabulary. Sénéchal (2006b) also found that parent-child reading has
longitudinal effects on children’s grade four reading development via language
developmentand interestin reading.

Why might parent-child reading facilitate children’s vocabulary development?
Sénéchal and her colleagues (Sénéchal, 2011; Sénéchal et al., 1996; Sénéchal et
al., 2017) proposed three possible reasons. First, the language in storybooks is
more complex than that used in daily life. Second, parents pay more attention to
their children and provide more informative and instructional interactions, which
are valuable to children’s language and vocabulary development. Third, storybook
reading provides repeated exposure to vocabulary—children learn a new set of
words and then repetition of the story helps their retention of the words, which has
been found to be a very effective method to develop vocabulary (Leung, 1992;
Sénéchal, 1997). Other features of storybook reading might also be beneficial to
learning vocabulary. Parents can provide explicit teaching of vocabulary and
children can also acquire vocabulary implicitly from the story; both ways are
meaningful for vocabulary learning (National Institute of Child Health and Human
Development, 2000). In addition, stories provide rich contextual information for
childrento understand vocabulary in a profound way. Researchers have shown that
redundant information (in the context) is very important for vocabulary learning
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(Kameenui et al., 1982). In all, shared storybook reading provides a rich context
and opportunity for children to learn vocabulary and language.

Withregards to children’s print-related early literacy skills, the literature shows
mixed results. In some studies, storybook reading has been found not to be related
to children’s print-related early literacy skills (Evans et al., 2000; Sénéchal, 2006a,
2006b, 2011; Senéchal & LeFevre, 2002; Sénéchal & Young, 2008; Storch &
Whitehurst, 2001). Other studies, however, obtained opposite results. Bus et al.
(1995) conducted a meta-analysis of empirical evidence on parent-child storybook
reading and children’s literacy outcomes. The authors found that parent-
preschooler storybook-reading interventions contribute to the variance in
children’s ability inname reading/writing and letter naming. Mol et al. (2009) also
found that classroom dialogic reading could promote children’s alphabet
knowledge and orthographic awareness—knowledge about how letters form words
or letter patternsin a word.

One possible explanation for the different results obtained by Bus et al. (1995)
and Mol et al. (2009) is that the parents involved in their studies exhibited print-
directed behaviors during the reading process. However, parents participating in
those studies that found no significant relationship between shared reading and
print-related skills rarely displayed print-directed behaviors (Ezell & Justice, 2000;
Justice & Ezell, 2000). The findings in those studies suggested that children usually
did not attend to and acquire knowledge of print unless parents directed their
attention to it. Justice and her colleagues (Ezell & Justice, 2000; Justice & Ezell,
2000) developed print-referencing shared reading (PRSR), in which parents were
encouraged to use verbal (e.g., questions, requests, and comments) or nonverbal
strategies (e.g., pointing to or tracking the print) to interact with their children about
print. The results of their studies found that PRSR significantly improved the
children’s verbal references to print (Ezell & Justice, 2000), and children’s early
literacy skills about print and word awareness (Justice & Ezell, 2000). Martini and
Sénéchal (2012) found that parental teaching was related to children’s letter
recognition and simple word reading. They also found that shared storybook
reading was a frequently used context for parents to tutor their children in literacy
skills. Thus, the possibility exists that parental teaching of print knowledge—or
their print-referencing behaviors—during storybook reading led to the significant
association between parent-child reading and print-related early literacy skills in
the studies of Bus et al. and Mol et al..

One recent study (Puglisi et al., 2017) investigated the relationship between
home literacy factors—measured by shared reading and parental instructions—and
the language and early reading development of children up to four-and-a-half-years
old. They found that shared reading at home significantly and positively predicted
children’s language level, which was measured by vocabulary, sentence structure,
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and sentence repetition. However, after controlling for maternal language level,
this significance diminished. They explained that the relationship between shared
reading and children’s language might be a reflection of the genetic influences
from their mothers on their child. That is, language ability can be passed on from
parents to children through heredity, which is one possibility. However, another
more likely explanation is that the quality of child-directed speech used in the
shared reading or in daily life, which is largely determined by the level of maternal
language, accounted for the variations in children’s language development.

With respect to children’s phonemic awareness, some studies such as that of
Sénéchal and LeFevre (2002) have found that parent-child reading is not related to
children’s phonemic awareness—the ability to be aware and manipulate phonemes
(the smallest unit of sound). This might be explained when considering that the
acquisition of phonemic awareness necessitates explicit exposure to phonemes
(Dale et al., 1995). However, Bus et al. (1995) found in their meta-analysis that
parent-child reading could contribute to the variance in phoneme blending tasks.
These inconsistent findings might have occurred because the researchers employed
different measures. The studies analyzed by Bus et al. (1995) usually defined
parent-child reading operationally as parent-reported reading frequency or a
combination of reading frequency and reading quality indicators. However, the
studies of Sénéchal and her colleagues (Sénéchal & LeFevre, 2002) used checklists
of book titles or author names to measure parent reading practices.

In sum, parent-child reading can promote children’s language, especially
vocabulary development, by providing a rich language-learning context.
Conventional parent-child reading might have little effect on children’s print-
related early literacy development and phonemic awareness because of the lack of
explicitinstruction on phonemes and the lack of attention to print.

Overlapping of Interpersonal Interaction Practices

There is no clear boundary among the common practices of interpersonal
interactions (Puglisi et al., 2017). To date, the research on parental teaching
indicated only that the already existing parental instructions at home have positive
effects on children’s early literacy skills, but the result is not intended to be
prescriptive (Sénéchal et al., 2017). Whether parents should teach at home is still
debatable and in need of further investigation and discussion. Child-directed
speech can be one element of shared reading, and the quality of child-directed
speech in shared reading influences the reading quality and effectiveness. As well,
shared reading can also be a context for parental teaching. The PRSR reading
approach (Ezell & Justice, 2000; Justice & Ezell, 2000), to some extent, is a
combination of print instruction and shared reading. Further, once children acquire
the alphabetic principle, they can learn alphabetic knowledge using a picture book
reading process (Puglisi et al., 2017). Thus, when researchers examine the effects
of the three interpersonal interaction practices, the overlap among them should be
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considered.

Emotional and Motivational Environment

Emotional and motivational environment refers to the relationships between
family members and aspects of a person’s inner world, such as beliefs,
expectations, aspirations, or recollections of past experiences (Leichter, 1984;
Roskos & Twardosz, 2004). In this paper, three aspects that have received special
attention from researchers will be reviewed: parental literacy beliefs, parental
literacy expectations, and child interestin literacy.

Parental Literacy Beliefs

Generally speaking, in the literature this term refers to parents’ perspectiVves
about literacy and how to learn literacy. There are differences in literacy beliefs
among parents. Some parents hold that it is valuable to teach children basic literacy
skills such as letter names and sounds (Serpell et al., 2005), while others believe
that reading is a top-down process—that a child needs to focus on the meaning of
the text and learn basic skills in the reading process (Lynch et al., 2006). Other
parents hold an interactive view of learning to read—arguing that both basic skills
learning and whole-text reading are necessary (Sonnenschein et al., 1997). In
additionto their perspectives on how reading development is achieved, parents can
have different beliefs on the extent to which school or parents should be
responsible for children’s literacy (Fitzgerald et al., 1991). Thus, the extent to
which parents assume a role as a teacher and act upon it can vary (Hoover-
Dempsey et al., 2005).

Numerous researchers (Baker & Scher, 2002; DeBaryshe, 1995; DeBaryshe et
al., 2000; Lynch, 2002; Lynch et al., 2006; Machida et al., 2002; Weigel et al.,
2006) have found that parental literacy beliefs are associated with parent-child
interactions, children’s early literacy skills, and children’s interest in reading.
Moreover, some studies (DeBaryshe, 1995; Lynch et al., 2006) have found that
parental beliefs can influence children’s early literacy skills through literacy
interactions in which children are engaged. Other studies (Bingham, 2007; Lynch
et al., 2006) have suggested that research into parental literacy beliefs should be
domain-specific (i.e., different parental literacy beliefs mighthave different effects
on home literacy interactions and children’s early literacy skills). The match
between literacy beliefs and interactions examined by researchers might influence
intervention effects. Further, the discrepancy between researchers’ intervention
requirements and literacy beliefs held by participants mightlead to implementation
issues (Janes & Kermani, 2001). That is, the literacy beliefs measured should
correspond with the target literacy outcomes in research (e.g., beliefs in the
importance of learning new words in daily life corresponding with children’s
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vocabulary level); otherwise, it might lead to low efficacy of the intervention
program.

To summarize, parental literacy beliefs appear to be related to children’s early
literacy skills and literacy interactions, and the association between parental beliefs
and children’s early literacy skills may be mediated by home literacy interactions.
In researching the effects of literacy beliefs on children’s literacy outcomes, the
types of parental beliefs and their match with child outcomes should be taken into
consideration.

Parental Literacy Expectation

Before discussing expectations, it is necessary to distinguish expectations from
beliefs: belief is defined as the acceptance of a statement as truth, while expectation
refers to the state of looking forward to something (Merriam-Webster, 2004). Thus,
parental literacy expectations are literacy events that parents are looking forward
to, a meaning also implied in HLE literature (Martini & Sénéchal, 2012; Sénéchal,
2011; Storch & Whitehurst, 2001). Several researchers (Hess, 1982; Storch &
Whitehurst, 2001) have found that parental literacy expectations are directly
related to children’s knowledge of letter names and sounds or to reading skills in
the early primary-school years. Moreover, Martini and Sénéchal (2012) found that
parental literacy expectations are directly related to children’s knowledge of letter
names, sounds, and even early word reading after controlling parental teaching,
SES, and children’s analytical intelligence. They also found that parental
expectations may be related indirectly to children’s print-related early literacy
skills via parental teaching of basic and advanced literacy skills. Thus, it may be
deduced that parental expectations are either directly or indirectly related to
children’s early literacy via home literacy interactions. Storch and Whitehurst
(2001) found that parental expectations of their child’s grades in reading and
spelling were related to their children’s performance on measures of word reading
and spelling in grade one. The degree of the match between parental expectations
and child outcomes might contribute to the significance of this association.
However, Stephenson et al. (2008) combined parental literacy beliefs and
expectations into one measure and found that parental expectations of their child’s
future reading performance was not related to the child’s actual outcomes. The
reason for this may be that the measure of expectations in the study was so
unspecified that the association between parental responses to this question and the
child’s current and longitudinal outcomes was too weak to be detected. Thus, as
suggested for parental beliefs, the types of parental expectations should be
examined further in future research.

Child Interestin Literacy

This term refers to children’s inclination for engaging with literacy materials
and activities, which is often operationally defined as parental reports of children’s
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interest—including indicators such as parents’ feelings about their children’s
interest, children’s requests for literacy activities, and the frequency of children’s
reading-alone behaviors (Sénéchal et al., 1996)and children’s reports of their
feelings about literacy activities (Frijterset al., 2000).

From prior research, it could be suggested that children’s interest in reading
and writing contributes to variance in children’s early literacy skills. Martini and
Sénéchal (2012) found that child interest in reading, measured by a pictorial scale
invented by Frijters et al. (2000), was related to children’s knowledge of letter
names, sounds, and early word reading, even when parental teaching behaviors and
expectations, SES, and children’s analytical intelligence were controlled. This
result is consistent with research that has shown that child interest in literacy
measured by the same pictorial scale isa unique predictor of children’s knowledge
of letter names and sounds even when parental teaching is considered (Frijters et
al., 2000; Frijterset al., 2001). Sénéchal et al. (1996) conducted two studies for
which children’s interest in storybook reading was a variable. In the first study, the
researchers found a positive association between children’s interest in book
reading and their receptive vocabulary; however, these results were not replicated
in the second study. One explanation might be that the validity of parents’ self-
reports of child interest was undermined by social desirability bias. It should be
noted that the type of child interest measured in the research usually corresponded
to the child literacy outcomes they examined. Sénéchal et al., for example,
measured children’s interest in storybook reading and their vocabulary
development as the literacy outcome, while Frijters et al. (2000, 2001) measured
children’s interest in print-related activities and their alphabetic knowledge as the
literacy outcome. Thus, researchers doing research inchild interestin literacy need
to consider the type of literacy interest and its relationships with targeted literacy
outcome.

Challenges and Issues

Researching the home literacy environment is complex. Three issues, in
particular, present challenges—intervention fidelity, validity of measures of HLE,
and sensitivity to privacy in home settings. Although these three problems are not
exclusive to HLE studies, they are exacerbated when the research settings are
families or homes.

Intervention fidelity refers to the degree to which the intervention is
implemented as researchersintended (Blom-Hoffman et al., 2007; Powell & Carey,
2012). Powell and Carey (2012) pointed out that the small effects or the absence
of effects showed in many studies of family literacy programs might indicate a low
level of program fidelity. That is, poor program fidelity might reduce the effects of
the program and increase the risk of type Il errors—when the null hypothesis is
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accepted falsely. Such an error might lead researchersor practitioners to abandon
programs that might, in fact, hold potential for positive effects on children’s
literacy development. Further, some reciprocal influences between parents and
children—in the interaction between parents and children, their actions or
responses can influence each other—might distort the enactment of a home
intervention program and decrease the degree of fidelity. For example, in some
shared interactive reading interventions, parents could not apply recommended
interactive techniques during the reading process as planned. In cases where
children only wanted to listen to the story, parents’ opportunity to follow the
planned activities were curbed by their need to be responsive to their children.
Because of such factors, the implementation of some HLE programs have been
hindered by fidelity problems.

Two major issues threaten the validity of measures of the HLE. The first threat
is social desirability bias, which means that participants prefer to answer questions
in a socially accepted way rather than with the truth (Bugental et al., 1998). Many
measures of the HLE are self-report questionnaires, such as the Stony Brook
Family Reading Survey (Whitehurst, 1992) or the Language Reading and Family
Survey (Whitehurst et al., 1988). The validity of self-report questionnaires can
heavily depend on the quality of participants’ responses, yet studies have found
that parent responses may be affected by social desirability bias (Holden, 2001;
Krevans & Gibbs, 1996; Locke & Prinz, 2002). To clarify, the questions in HLE
surveys are usually about family resources, literacy-related routines at home,
parents’ beliefs and expectations about literacy, or parents’ perceptions of their
children’s reading interest and literacy behaviors. These types of questions are
usually personal, and participants might give answers favoring themselves, which
increases the risk of social desirability. As well, the book title/author name
checklists—aresearchinstrument used by many HLE researchers to evaluate one’s
knowledge of books/authors as a proxy measure of their home reading
environment—is widely reported as vulnerable to social desirability (Hamilton et
al., 2016).

The second threat to measure validity stems from the reliability of the checklist
measures, such as the ones developed and used by Sénéchal et al. (1996), including
the Children Title Checklist, the Children’s Author Checklist, and the Adults’
Author Checklist. The titles in the first checklist, Children Title Checklist, were
obtained from a survey the Sénéchal (1988) study did on two bookstores, in which
they asked 150 parents to list their children’s favorite book and bestseller book
lists. The author names in the Children’s Author Checklist were from books in the
first checklist. The third checklist, Adults’ Author Checklist, was partially adapted
from Stanovich and Cunningham (1992), with some authors replaced with
Canadian authors. All three checklists contain plausible foils to test if parents can
discriminate the real titles/author names from the false ones, which is expected to
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reduce biased reporting. These checklists have been popular tools, used by many
researchers because of their value to advancement of the research. The rationale
for these checklists is that there is a common body of knowledge of children’s and
adults’ literature and, therefore, the amount of such knowledge a person has
represents their exposure to print. However, this knowledge may vary according to
many factors, such as a person’s cultural and linguistic background, as people from
different backgrounds have different reading experiences (Adams, 1994; Wang et
al., 2002). Also, as the time goes by, books favored and read by children and
parents change. Moving forward, researchers need to revise and update the
checklists to optimally use them in their research; otherwise, the checklists may
not reflect current common knowledge of book titles and author names. When the
existence of the common knowledge is in doubt, the validity of such checklists
may be uncertain.

Privacy and sensitivity of home settings can be a barrier to researching HLE
and a threat to research validity. Home privacy can be an issue because the
identities of family membersare intertwined (Lefley, 2000; Margolin et al., 2005;
Moon et al., 1991). One person’s answer to a self-report question might involve
information about other family members (Chow & McBride-Chang, 2003).
Furthermore, to some extent, the home setting is typically a private place that
family members may not want strangers to intrude upon. However, for some
observational studies (Ninio, 1980, 1983; Snow, 1983), significant exposure of the
home setting would be unavoidable. Under the pressure of invasion of their
privacy, parents may be reluctant or may refuse to cooperate with researchers. Such
pressure may exacerbate the risk of parents providing inaccurate informationinan
aim to placate researchers, thus hindering research quality and threatening its
validity (Margolinet al., 2005).

Limitations and Future Directions

This paper has examined literature on the relationship between HLE and
children’s early literacy skills, reviewing what is known to date and identifying
areas that need to be examined in the future. The remainder of this section identifies
and discusses goals for future research to deepen knowledge in the field of HLE
research.

First, it is necessary to deepen and widen knowledge of home literacy
resources. Roskos and Twardosz (2004) focused on the heavily researched topic of
parent-child reading and aimed to identify the role of different home literacy
resources in this process. They found that only limited data about home literacy
resources could be obtained from the studies they reviewed, and even less about
the relationships between family resources and the proximal processes of
storybook reading. Thus, more descriptive studies are needed to extend the
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literature on family resources and their role in promoting or hindering proximal
processes. Further, more research attention should be directed to certain social
resources such as parental beliefs, parental expectations, and children’s interests to
replicate existing studies or generate new knowledge.

Second, another future goal could be to conduct more experimental and
longitudinal research on the HLE (Aram et al., 2013; Puglisi et al., 2017; Sénéchal
etal., 2017). Numerous studies have examined the causal role of HLE in promoting
children’s early literacy development (Huebner, 2000; Justice & Ezell, 2000;
Whitehurst et al., 1988); however, in the last three decades, the commonly used
methodology has been correlational in design, which has limitations such as the
inability to demonstrate causation (Aram et al., 2013; Puglisi et al., 2017). In
addition, the majority of those correlational studies have a concurrent nature, which
means that the direction of the predictive relations cannot be determined (Sénéchal
et al., 2017). Thus, in the future, researchers could employ more diverse
methodologies, especially experimental and longitudinal designs, to extend the
boundaries of HLE knowledge.

Third, it must be more widely recognized that other members of a family—not
just parents—may influence a child’s literacy development. Although the role of
parents in facilitating children’s literacy development has been well documented
in the literature, the effects of siblings and caregivers, including grandparents, are
under researched (Gregory, 1998, 2001). Some studies have already shown that
interactions with siblings and grandparents can have a positive effect on children’s
literacy learning (Gregory, 1998, 2001; Kelly, 2004; Olmedo, 2004; Volk &
Acosta, 2004). Farver et al. (2013), for example, investigated the relationships
between HLE factors and three- to five-year-old bilingual children’s early literacy
skills and found that the variations in sibling-child reading behaviors at home
predicted children’s English oral language competence. In another example, Volk
and Acosta (2004) found that many family literacy events happen in the communal
space of the family, such as family Bible reading, and involved all the childrenand
their parents. Sometimes siblings can take the role of a teacher and provide
assistance to younger children in the family. Gregory (1998, 2001) revealed that
the assistance can be scaffolding. That is, the assistance of the siblings was fine-
tuned to the developmental level of the younger child. Another instance from
Olmedo (2004) showed that children’s literacy skills can be enhanced by
communication with elders in the community, including their grandparents.
However, these studies are all descriptive in nature and have a focus on school -
aged childreninstead of preschool and kindergarten children. In the future, the role
played by siblings and grandparents in young children’s literacy development can
be a meaningful research goal, and more diverse methodologies can be applied to
examine this topic.

Fourth, there are many studies on the personal interaction aspect of HLE, but
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the other two aspects—physical environment and emotional/motivational
environment—are relatively under researched. For SES or socioeconomic status in
the scope of physical environment, Sénéchal et al. (2017) posited that the most
important research direction in the future is not the comparison between
socioeconomic strata—whether children from one SES group outperformed their
peers from the other SES group in literacy—but the explanatory power of SES in
the variations of children’s literacy skills. For instance, how much do the variances
in SES explain the differences in children’s literacy development? In terms of
emotional/motivational environment, there are fewer studies on this aspect than on
the other two dimensions of HLE. The HLE measure in many studies included only
home literacy resources and personal interaction factors such as shared reading and
parental literacy-teaching behaviors (Aram et al., 2013; Farver et al., 2013;
Hamilton et al., 2016). More efforts are needed to investigate the relationship
between factors of this aspect—parental literacy beliefs and expectations and
children’s literacy interest—and children’s early literacy skills. In addition,
researchers should pursue several other goals, including investigating the
relationship between parental activities arising from daily life that support
phonological awareness and children’s phonemic awareness development; better
knowledge of this aspect of literacy development will enhance current HLE
models. Another area ripe for study is the dimensionality of child interest and how
it may impact their domain-specific learning. Even in well-researched areas such
as shared reading, the research can go beyond the relationship between shared
reading and children’s literacy skills and explore how shared reading influences
other aspects of children’s reading behavior such as their motivation to read for
pleasure (Sénéchal et al., 2017).

Other possible future research directions could include consideration of how to
overcome the barriers of privacy and fidelity, and the development of HLE
assessment instruments with high validity. Moreover, HLE research on typically
developing children has been well documented while there has been little focus on
children at risk (Hamilton et al., 2016). Justice and her colleagues (Justice et al.,
2015; Justice et al., 201l) have explored this area with a focus on children with
language impairments. Future research can extend participants to children who
may be at risk for reading difficulty due to a wide range of cognitive, behavioral,
or sensory challenges. In addition, many HLE studies focus on English-speaking
children, and future research should involve more children from bilingual families
or non-English-speaking groups.

Conclusion

The HLE is comprised of the physical, interpersonal, and emotional and
motivational factors of the home that are related to literacy development. There are
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different conceptualizations of the HLE in the literature, and most researchers
agree that home factors have an association with children’s early literacy skills.
Socioeconomic status, conventionally defined without the inclusion of family
literacy factors, was found to be a significant predictor of children’s early literacy
skills; however, the predictive relationship is fully or partially mediated by HLE
factors. Similarly, many literacy resources in the home, such as library visits and
the frequency and duration of storybook reading, are related to children’s early
literacy development, and literacy interactions that children engage in might
mediate this association.

Three interpersonal interactions have been extensively researched—child-
directed speech, storybook reading, and parental teaching. Parent-child storybook
reading has a correlational and causal association with children’s language
development. Increasing the interactive level of the reading process has an added
value in promoting children’s vocabulary development. It seems that children do
not spontaneously focus on print unless their attention is directed to it. Using a
print-referencing reading style during storybook reading can efficiently promote
children’s learning of print concepts. This, however, is less effective in improving
alphabet knowledge such as letter names and sounds, possibly because the
acquisition of print knowledge needs more explicit instruction. That is also why
explicit literacy teaching by parents is strongly related to children’s print-related
skills, such as knowledge of letter names and sounds, and early word-reading skills.
Neither storybook reading nor parental teaching seems to have a predictive relation
with phonemic awareness. Yet, this conclusion may stem from the fact that both
storybook reading and parental teaching behaviors examined in the studies did not
include explicit phoneme-level instruction. Only a small number of studies exist
on parental literacy beliefs and expectations and on child interestin literacy. These
studies report that emotional or motivational aspects of the HLE are directly or
indirectly related to children’s early literacy skills. The domain specificity of these
aspects of the HLE need more attention from researchers. Finally, HLE research
has long been impacted by intervention fidelity, threats to the validity of HLE
measures, and parental concerns about privacy and confidentiality in family
settings, and researchers should continue to consider them as they work to advance
this field.



63 Li & Doyle

References

Adams, M. J. (1994). Beginning to read: Thinking and learning about print. MIT press.

Aram, D., Korat, O., Saiegh-Haddad, E., Arafat, S. H., Khoury, R., & Elhija, J. A.
(2013). Early literacy among Arabic-speaking kindergartners: The role of
socioeconomic status, home literacy environment and maternal mediation of writing.
Cognitive Development, 28(3), 193-208.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cogdev.2012.10.003

Arnold, D. S., & Whitehurst, G. J. (1994). Accelerating language development through
picture book reading: A summary of dialogic reading and its effect. In D. K. Dickson
(Eds), Bridges to literacy: Children, families, and schools (pp. 103-128). Blackwell.

Baker, L., & Scher, D. (2002). Beginning readers’ motivation for reading in relation to
parental beliefs and home reading experiences. Reading Psychology, 23(4), 239-269.
https://doi.org/10.1080/713775283

Bingham, G. E. (2007). Maternal literacy beliefs and the quality of mother-child book-
reading interactions: Associations with children’s early literacy development. Early
Education and Development, 18(1), 23-49.
https://doi.org/10.1080/10409280701274428

Blom-Hoffman, J., O'Neil-Pirozzi, T., Volpe, R., Cutting, J., & Bissinger, E. (2007).
Instructing parents to use Dialogic Reading strategies with preschool children:
Impact of a video-based training program on caregiver reading behaviors and
children’s related verbalizations. Journal of Applied School Psychology, 23(1), 117—
131. https://doi.org/10.1300/J370v23n01_06

Bradley, R. H., Caldwell, B. M., Rock, S. L., Ramey, C. T., Barnard, K. E., Gray, C.,
Hammond, M. A., Mitchell, S., Gottfried, A. W., Siegel, L., & Johnson, D. L.
(1989). Home environment and cognitive development in the first 3 years of life: A
collaborative study involving six sites and three ethnic groups in North
America. Developmental Psychology, 25(2), 217-235. https://doi.org/10.1037/0012-
1649.25.2.217

Britto, P. R., & Brooks-Gunn, J. (2001). Beyond shared book reading: Dimensions of
home literacy and low-income African American preschoolers’ skills. New
directions for child and adolescent development, 92, 73-89. Retrieved from:
https://eric.ed.gov/?id=EJ637756

Bronfenbrenner, U., & Ceci, S. J. (1994). Nature-nurture reconceptualized in
developmental perspective: A bioecological model. Psychological Review, 101(4),
568-586. https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-295X.101.4.568

Bugental, D. B., Johnston, C., New, M., & Silvester, J. (1998). Measuring parental
attributions: Conceptual and methodological issues. Journal of Family Psychology,
12(4), 459-480. https://doi.org/10.1037/0893-3200.12.4.459

Burgess, S., Hecht, S., & Lonigan, C. (2002). Relations of the home literacy environment
(HLE) to the development of reading-related abilities: A one-year longitudinal study.
Reading Research Quarterly, 37(4), 408-426. https://doi.org/10.1598/RRQ.37.4.4



Contextual Support in the Home for Children's Early Literacy Development 64

Bus, A., van ljzendoorn, M., & Pellegrini, A. (1995). Joint book reading makes for
success in learning to read: A meta-analysison intergenerational transmission of
literacy. Review of Educational Research, 65(1), 1-21.
https://doi.org/10.3102/00346543065001001

Chow, B. W., & McBride-Chang, C. (2003). Promoting language and literacy
development through parent-child reading in Hong Kong preschoolers. Early
Education and Development, 14(2), 233-248.
https://doi.org/10.1207/s15566935eed1402_6

Clark, M. (1976). Young fluent readers: what can they teach us? Heinemann.

Clay, M. M. (1966). Emergent reading behavior. [Unpublished doctoral dissertation].
University of Auckland.

Crain-Thoreson, C., & Dale, P. (1999). Enhancing linguistic performance: Parents and
teachers as book reading partners for children with language delays. Topics in Early
Childhood Special Education, 19(1), 28-39.
https://doi.org/10.1177/027112149901900103

Cronan, T. A, Cruz, S. G., Arriaga, R. ., & Sarkin, A. J. (1996). The effects of a
community-based literacy program on young children's language and conceptual
development. American Journal of Community Psychology, 24(2), 251-272.
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02510401

Dale, P. S., Crain-Thoreson, C., & Robinson, N. M. (1995). Linguistic precocity and the
development of reading: The role of extralinguistic factors. Applied
Psycholinguistics, 16(2), 173-187. https://doi.org/10.1017/S0142716400007074

DeBaryshe, B. D. (1995). Maternal belief systems: Linchpin in the home reading process.
Journal of Applied Developmental Psychology, 16(1), 1-20.
https://doi.org/0193397395900136

DeBaryshe, B. D., Binder, J. C., & Buell, M. J. (2000). Mothers’ implicit theories of
early literacy instruction: Implications for children's reading and writing. Early Child
Development and Care, 160(1), 119-131.
https://doi.org/10.1080/0030443001600111

DeLoache, J. S., & DeMendoza, O. A. (1987). Joint picture book interactions of mothers
and 1-year-old children. British Journal of Developmental Psychology, 5(2), 111-
123. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.2044-835X.1987.tb01047.x

Dominey, P. F., & Dodane, C. (2004). Indeterminacy in language acquisition: The role
of child directed speech and joint attention. Journal of Neurolinguistics, 17, 121
145, https://doi.org/10.1016/S0911-6044(03)00056-3

Durkin, D. (1966). Children who read early. New York, NY: Teachers College Press.

Evans, M. A., Shaw, D., & Bell, M. (2000). Home literacy activities and their influence
on early literacy skills. Canadian Journal of Experimental Psychology, 54(2), 65-75.
https://doi.org/10.1037/h0087330

Ezell, H., & Justice, L. (2000). Increasing the print focus of adult-child shared book
reading through observational learning. American Journal of Speech-Language
Pathology, 9(1), 36-47. https://doi.org/10.1044/1058-0360.0901.36

Farver, J. A. M., Xu, Y., Lonigan, C. J., & Eppe, S. (2013). The home literacy
environment and Latino head start children’s emergent literacy skills. Developmental
Psychology, 49(4), 775-791. https://doi.org/10.1037/a0028766


https://doi.org/10.1111/j.2044-835X.1987.tb01047.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.2044-835X.1987.tb01047.x

65 Li & Doyle

Fielding-Barnsley, R., & Purdie, N. (2003). Early intervention in the home for children
at risk of reading failure. Support for Learning, 18(2), 77-82.
https://doi.org/10.1111/1467-9604.00284

Fitzgerald, J., Spiegel, D. L., & Cunningham, J. W. (1991). The relationship between
parental literacy level and perceptions of emergent literacy. Journal of Reading
Behavior, 23(2), 191-213. https://doi.org/10.1080/10862969109547736

Foster, M. A., Lambert, R., Abbott-Shim, M., McCarty, F., & Franze, S. (2005). A
model of home learning environment and social risk factors in relation to children’s
emergent literacy and social outcomes. Early Childhood Research Quarterly, 20(1),
13-36. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecresq.2005.01.006

Frijters, J. C., Barron, R. W., Algire, L., Humphries, N., & Vander Zwaag, K. (2001).
Pre-readers’ self-reported interest in literacy and math: Associations with early
academic skills and parent teaching. Symposium presented at the annual meeting of
the Canadian Psychological Association, Laval, QC.

Frijters, J. C., Barron, R. W., & Brunello, M. (2000). Direct and mediated influences of
home literacy and literacy interest on prereaders’ oral vocabulary and early written
language skill. Journal of Educational Psychology, 92(3), 466-477.
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-0663.92.3.466

Gregory, E. (1998). Siblings as mediators of literacy in linguistic minority communities.
Language and Education, 12(1), 33-54.
https://doi.org/10.1080/09500789808666738

Gregory, E. (2001). Sisters and brothers as language and literacy teachers: Synergy
between siblings playing and working together. Journal of Early Childhood
Literacy, 1(3), 301-322. https://doi.org/10.1177/14687984010013004

Griffin, E. A., & Morrison, F. J. (1997). The unique contribution of home literacy
environment to differences in early literacy skills. Early Child Development and
Care, 127(1), 233-243. https://doi.org/10.1080/0300443971270119

Hamilton, L. G., Hayiou-Thomas, M. E., Hulme, C., & Snowling, M. J. (2016). The
home literacy environmentas a predictor of the early literacy development of
children at family-risk of dyslexia. Scientific Studies of Reading, 20(5), 401-4109.
https://doi.org/10.1080/10888438.2016.1213266

Hargrave, A. C., & Sénéchal, M. (2000). A book reading intervention with preschool
children who have limited vocabularies: The benefits of regular reading and dialogic
reading. Early Childhood Research Quarterly, 15(1), 75-90.
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0885-2006(99)00038-1

Harris, T. L., & Hodges, R. E. (Eds.). (1995). The literacy dictionary: The vocabulary of
reading and writing. International Reading Association.

Heath, S. B. (1983). Ways with words: Language, life, and work in communities and
classrooms. Cambridge University Press.

Heilmann, J. J., Moyle, M. J., & Rueden, A. M. (2018). Using alphabet knowledge to
track the emergent literacy skills of children in Head Start. Topics in Early
Childhood Special Education, 38(2), 118—128.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0271121418766636



Contextual Support in the Home for Children's Early Literacy Development 66

Hess, R. D., Holloway, S., Price, G. G., & Dickson, W. P. (1982). Family environments
and the acquisition of reading skills. In L. M. Laosa & I. E. Sigel (Eds.) Families as
learning environments for children (pp. 87-113). Plenum Press.

Holden, G. W. (2001). Parenthood. In J. Touliatos, B. F. Perimutter, & M. A. Straus
(Eds.), Handbook of family measurement techniques (Vol. 1, pp. 137-149). Sage.

Hoover-Dempsey, K.V., Walker, J. M. T., Sandler, H. M., Whetsel, D., Green, C.,
Wilkins, A. S., & Closson, K. (2005). Why do parents become involved? Research
findings and implications. The Elementary School Journal, 106(2), 105-130.
https://doi.org/10.1086/499194

Huebner, C. E. (2000). Promoting toddlers’ language development through community-
based intervention. Journal of Applied Developmental Psychology, 21(5), 513-535.
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0193-3973(00)00052-6

Huttenlocher, J., Waterfall, H., Vasilyeva, M., Vevea, J., & Hedges, L. V. (2010).
Sources of variability in children’s language growth. Cognitive Psychology, 61(4),
343-365. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cogpsych.2010.08.002

Janes, H., & Kermani, H. (2001). Caregivers’ story reading to young children in family
literacy programs: Pleasure or punishment? Journal of Adolescent & Adult Literacy,
44(5), 458-466.

Justice, L. M., & Ezell, H. K. (2000). Enhancing children’s print and word awareness
through home-based parent intervention. American Journal of Speech-Language
Pathology, 9(3), 257-269. https://doi.org/10.1177/1468798411416581

Justice, L. M., Logan, J. R., & Damschroder, L. (2015). Designing caregiver-
implemented shared-reading interventions to overcome implementation
barriers. Journal of Speech, Language, and Hearing Research, 58(6), S1851-S1863.
https://doi.org/10.1044/2015 JSLHR-L-14-0344

Justice, L. M., Skibbe, L. E., McGinty, A. S., Piasta, S. B., & Petrill, S. (2011).
Feasibility, efficacy, and social validity of home-based storybook reading
intervention for children with language impairment. Journal of Speech, Language
and Hearing Research, 54(2), 523-538. https://doi.org/10.1044/1092-4388(2010/09-
0151)

Kameenui, E., Carnine, D., & Freschi, R. (1982). Effects of text construction and
instructional procedures for teaching word meanings on comprehension and recall.
Reading Research Quarterly, 17(3), 367-388. https://doi.org/10.2307/747525

Kelly, C. (2004). Buzz Lightyearin the nursery: Intergenerational literacy learning in a
multimediaage. In E. Gregory, S. Long, & D. Volk (Eds.), Many pathways to
literacy: Young children learning with siblings, grandparents, peers and
communities (pp. 66—75). Psychology Press.

Krevans, J., & Gibbs, J. C. (1996). Parents’ use of inductive discipline: Relations to
children’s empathy and prosocial behavior. Child Development, 67(6), 3263-3277.
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8624.1996.tb01913.x

Layes, S., Guendouz, M., Lalonde, R., & Rebai, M. (2020). Combined phonological
awareness and print knowledge training improves reading accuracy and
comprehension in children with reading disabilities. International Journal of
Disability, Development and Education, 1-15.
https://doi.org/10.1080/1034912X.2020.1779914



67 Li & Doyle

Lefley, H. P. (2000). Families’ perspectives on confidentiality in the treatment of mental
iliness. In J. J. Gates & B. S. Arons (Eds.), Privacy and confidentiality in mental
health care (pp. 33—46). Brookes.

Leichter, H. (1984). Families as environments for literacy. In H. Goelman, A. Oberg, &
F. Smith (Eds.), Awakening to literacy: The university of Victory Symposium on
children’s response to a literate environment: Literacy before schooling (pp. 38-50).
Heinemann.

Leung, C. B. (1992). Effects of word-related variables on vocabulary growth repeated
read-aloud events. In C. K. Kinzer & D. J. Leu (Eds.), Literacy research, theory, and
practice: Views from many perspectives: Forty-first yearbook of the National
Reading Conference (pp. 491-498). National Reading Conference.

Locke, L. M., & Prinz, R. J. (2002). Measurement of parental discipline and nurturance.
Clinical Psychology Review, 22(6), 895-929. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0272-
7358(02)00133-2

Lonigan, C. J., & Milburn, T. F. (2017). Identifying the dimensionality of oral language
skills of children with typical development in preschool through fifth grade. Journal
of Speech, Language, and Hearing Research, 60(8), 2185-2198.
https://doi.org/10.1044/2017_JSLHR-L-15-0402

Lonigan, C. J., Purpura, D. J., Wilson, S. B., Walker, P. M., & Clancy-Menchetti, J.
(2013). Evaluating the components of an emergent literacy intervention for
preschool children at risk for reading difficulties. Journal of Experimental Child
Psychology, 114(1), 111-130. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jecp.2012.08.010

Lonigan, C. A. & Shanahan, T. (2008). Executive Summary. In National Center for
Family Literacy (Ed.), Developing early literacy: Report of the national early
literacy panel. National Center for Family Literacy.
http://files.eric.ed.gov/fulltext/ED508381.pdf

Lonigan, C.J., Shanahan, T., & Cunningham, A. (2008). Impact of shared reading
interventions on young children’s early literacy skills. In National Center for Family
Literacy (Eds.), Developing early literacy: Report of the national early literacy
panel (pp. 153-171). National Center for Family Literacy.
http://lincs.ed.gov/publications/pdf/NELPReport09.pdf

Lund, E., Miller, C., Douglas, W. M., & Werfel, K. (2020). Teaching vocabulary to
improve print knowledge in preschool children with hearing loss. Perspectives of the
ASHA Special Interest Groups, 5(6), 1366-1379.
https://doi.org/10.1044/2020 PERSP-20-00023

Lynch, J. (2002). Parents’ self-efficacy beliefs, parents’ gender, children’s reader self-
perceptions, reading achievement and gender. Journal of Research in Reading,
25(1), 54-67. https://doi.org/10.1111/1467-9817.00158

Lynch, J., Anderson, J., Anderson, A., & Shapiro, J. (2006). Parents’ beliefs about young
children’s literacy development and parents’ literacy behaviors. Reading
Psychology, 27(1), 1-20. https://doi.org/10.1080/02702710500468708

Machida, S., Taylor, A. R., & Kim, J. (2002). The role of maternal beliefs in predicting
home learning activities in Head Start families. Family Relations, 51(2), 176-184.
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1741-3729.2002.00176.X



Contextual Support in the Home for Children's Early Literacy Development 68

Manrique Millones, D. L., Ghesquiére, P., & Van Leeuwen, K. (2014). Relationship
among parenting behavior, SES, academic achievement and psychosocial
functioning in Peruvian children. Universitas Psychologica, 13(2), 639-650.
https://doi.org/10.11144/Javeriana. UPSY 13-2.rpba

Margolin, G., Chien, D., Duman, S. E., Fauchier, A., Gordis, E. B., Oliver, P. H., Ramos,
M. C., & Vickerman, K. A. (2005). Ethical issues in couple and family research.
Journal of Family Psychology, 19(1), 157-167. https://doi.org/10.1037/0893-
3200.19.1.157

Martini, F., & Sénéchal, M. (2012). Learning literacy skills at home: Parent teaching,
expectations, and child interest. Canadian Journal of Behavioural Science, 44(3),
210-221. https://doi.org/10.1037/a0026758

Merriam-Webster. (2004). Merriam-Webster’s collegiate dictionary (111 ed.). Merriam-
Webster.

Moerk, E. L. (1985). Picture-book reading by mothersand young children and its impact
upon language development. Journal of Pragmatics, 9(4), 547-566.
https://doi.org/10.1016/0378-2166(85)90021-9

Mol, S. E., Bus, A. G., & de Jong, M. T. (2009). Interactive book reading in early
education: A tool to stimulate print knowledge as well as oral language. Review of
Educational Research, 79(2), 979-1007. https://doi.org/10.3102/0034654309332561

Mol, S. E., Bus, A., de Jong, M., & Smeets, D. (2008). Added value of dialogic parent-
child book readings: A meta-analysis. Early Education and Development, 19(1), 7—
26. https://doi.org/10.1080/10409280701838603

Moon, S. M., Dillon, D. R., & Sprenkle, D. H. (1991). On balance and synergy: Family
therapy and qualitative research revisited. Journal of Marital and Family
Therapy, 17(2), 173-178. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1752-0606.1991.tb00881.x

Morphett, M. V., & Washburne, C. (1931). When should children begin to read? The
Elementary School Journal, 31(7), 496-503. https://doi.org/10.1086/456609

National Institute of Child Health and Human Development. (2000). Report of the
National Reading Panel: Teaching children to read: An evidence-based assessment
of the scientific research literature on reading and its implications for reading
instruction (NIH Publication No. 00-4769). US Government Printing Office.
https://www.nichd.nih.gov/publications/pubs/nrp/Documents/report.pdf

Niklas, F., & Schneider, W. (2013). Home literacy environmentand the beginning of
reading and spelling. Contemporary Educational Psychology, 38(1), 40-50.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cedpsych.2012.10.001

Niklas, F., & Schneider, W. (2015). With a little help: Improving kindergarten children’s
vocabulary by enhancing the home literacy environment. Reading and Writing, 28(4),
491-508. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11145-014-9534-z

Ninio, A. (1980). Picture-book reading in mother-infant dyads belonging to two
subgroups in Israel. Child Development, 51(2), 587-590.
https://doi.org/10.2307/1129299

Ninio, A. (1983). Joint book reading as a multiple vocabulary acquisition device.
Developmental Psychology, 19(3), 445-451. https://doi.org/10.1037/0012-
1649.19.3.445



69 Li & Doyle

Ninio, A., & Bruner, J. (1978). The achievement and antecedents of labelling. Journal of
Child Language, 5(1), 1-15. https://doi.org/10.1017/S0305000900001896

Olmedo, I. (2004). Storytelling and Latino elders: What can children learn. In E. Gregory,
S. Long, & D. Volk (Eds.), Many pathways to literacy: Young children learning with
siblings, grandparents, peers and communities (pp.76-87). Psychology Press.

Payne, A., Whitehurst, G., & Angell, A. (1994). The role of home literacy environmentin
the development of language ability in preschool children from low-income families.
Early Childhood Research Quarterly, 9(3-4), 427-440. https://doi.org/10.1016/0885-
2006(94)90018-3

Pellegrini, A. D., Brody, G. H., & Sigel, 1. E. (1985a). Parents’ book-reading habitswith
their children. Journal of Educational Psychology, 77(3), 332-340.
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-0663.77.3.332

Pellegrini, A. D., Brody, G. H., & Sigel, I. E. (1985b). Parents’ teaching strategies with
their children: The effects of parental and child status variables. Journal of
Psycholinguistic Research, 14(6), 509-521. https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01067382

Pollard-Durodola, S. D., Gonzalez, J. E., Simmons, D. C., Kwok, O., Taylor, A. B.,
Davis, M. J., Kim, M., & Simmons, L. (2011). The effects of an intensive shared
book-reading intervention for preschool children at risk for vocabulary delay.
Exceptional Children, 77(2), 161-183. https://doi.org/10.1177/001440291107700202

Powell, D., & Carey, A. (2012) Approaches to program fidelity in family literacy
research. In B. Wasik (Ed.), Handbook of family literacy (Vol. 2, pp. 387-400).
Erlbaum.

Puglisi, M. L., Hulme, C., Hamilton, L. G., & Snowling, M. J. (2017). The home literacy
environment is a correlate, but perhaps not a cause, of variations in children’s
language and literacy development. Scientific Studies of Reading, 21(6), 498-514.
https://doi.org/10.1080/10888438.2017.1346660

Pullen, P. C., & Justice, L. M. (2003). Enhancing phonological awareness, print
awareness, and oral language skills in preschool children. Intervention in School and
Clinic, 39(2), 87-98. https://doi.org/10.1177/10534512030390020401

Purcell-Gates, V. (1996). Stories, coupons, and the TV Guide: Relationships between
home literacy experiences and emergent literacy knowledge. Reading Research
Quarterly, 31(4), 406-428. https://doi.org/10.1598/RRQ.31.4.4

Radziszewska, B., Richardson, J. L., Dent, C. W., & Flay, B. R. (1996). Parenting style
and adolescent depressive symptoms, smoking, and academic achievement: Ethnic,
gender, and SES differences. Journal of Behavioral Medicine, 19(3), 289-305.
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01857770

Rahn, N. L., Coogle, C. G., & Storie, S. (2016). Preschool children’s use of thematic
vocabulary during Dialogic Reading and activity-based intervention. The Journal of
Special Education, 50(2), 98-108. https://doi.org/10.1177/0022466915622202

Roberts, J., Jurgens, J., & Burchinal, M. (2005). The role of home literacy practices in
preschool children’s language and emergent literacy skills. Journal of Speech,
Language, and Hearing Research, 48(2), 345-359. https://doi.org/10.1044/1092-
4388(2005/024)



Contextual Support in the Home for Children's Early Literacy Development 70

Roskos, K. A., & Twardosz, S. (2004). Resources, family literacy, and children learning
toread. In B. Wasik (Eds.), Handbook of family literacy, (Vol. 2, pp. 287-303).
Erlbaum.

Rowe, M. L. (2008). Child-directed speech: Relation to socioeconomic status,
knowledge of child development and child vocabulary skill. Journal of Child
Language, 35(1), 185-205. https://doi.org/10.1017/S0305000907008343

Rowe, M. L. (2012). A longitudinal investigation of the role of quantity and quality of
child-directed speech in vocabulary development. Child Development, 83(5), 1762—
1774. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8624.2012.01805.x

Scherer, N. J., & Olswang, L. B. (1984). Role of mothers’ expansions in stimulating
children’s language production. Journal of Speech, Language, and Hearing
Research, 27(3), 387-396. https://doi.org/10.1044/jshr.2703.387

Sénéchal, M. (1988, June). Preschoolers and their favorite books. Paper presented at the
annual meeting of Canadian Psychological Association, Montreal, Canada.

Sénéchal, M. (1997). The differential effect of storybook reading on preschoolers’
acquisition of expressive and receptive vocabulary. Journal of Child Language,
24(1), 123-138. https://doi.org/ 10.1017/S0305000996003005

Sénéchal, M. (2006a). Reading books to young children: What it does and doesn’t do.
L1-Educational Studies in Language and Literature, 6(3), 23-35.
https://doi.org/10.17239/L1ESLL-2006.06.03.05

Sénéchal, M. (2006b). Testing the home literacy model: Parent involvement in
kindergarten is differentially related to grade 4 reading comprehension, fluency,
spelling, and reading for pleasure. Scientific Studies of Reading, 10(1), 59-87.
https://doi.org/10.1207/s1532799xssr10014

Sénéchal, M. (2011). A model of concurrent and longitudinal relations between home
literacy and child outcomes. In S. B. Neuman and D. K. Dickinson (Eds.) Handbook
of Early Literacy Research (Vol. 3, pp.175-188). Guilford.

Sénéchal, M., & Cornell, E. H. (1993). Vocabulary acquisition through shared reading
experiences. Reading Research Quarterly, 28(4), 360-374.
https://doi.org/10.2307/747933

Sénéchal, M., & LeFevre, J. (2002). Parental involvement in the development of
children’s reading skill: A five-year longitudinal study. Child Development, 73(2),
445-460. https://doi.org/ 10.1111/1467-8624.00417

Sénéchal, M., LeFevre, J., Hudson, E., & Lawson, E. P. (1996). Knowledge of
storybooks as a predictor of young children's vocabulary. Journal of Educational
Psychology, 88(3), 520-536. https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-0663.88.3.520

Sénéchal, M., LeFevre, J., Smith-Chant, B. L., & Colton, K. V. (2001). On refining
theoretical models of emergent literacy: The role of empirical evidence. Journal of
School Psychology, 39(5), 439-460. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0022-4405(01)00081-4

Sénéchal, M., LeFevre, J., Thomas, E. M., & Daley, K. E. (1998). Differential effects of
home literacy experiences on the development of oral and written language. Reading
Research Quarterly, 33(1), 96-116. https://doi.org/10.1598/RRQ.33.1.5



https://doi.org/10.1044/jshr.2703.387

71 Li & Doyle

Sénéchal, M., Whissell, J., & Bildfell, A. (2017). Starting from home: Home literacy
practices that make a difference. In K. Cain, D. L. Compton, & R. K. Parrila (Eds.),
Studies in Written Language and Literacy (Vol. 15, pp. 383-408). John Benjamins
Publishing Company. https://doi.org/10.1075/swll.15.22sen

Sénéchal, M., & Young, L. (2008). The effect of family literacy interventions on
children’s acquisition of reading from kindergarten to grade 3: A meta-analytic
review. Review of Educational Research, 78(4), 880-907.
https://doi.org/10.3102/0034654308320319

Serpell, R., Baker, L., & Sonnenschein, S. (2005). Becoming literate in the city: The
Baltimore early childhood project. Cambridge University Press.

Shu, H., Li, W., Gu, Y., Anderson, R., Wu, X., Zhang, H., & Xuan Y. (2002). & i 31t
FxILEE K EF 491 R [Role of home literacy environment in children’s
reading development]. & #2457, 25(2), 136-139.
http://www.cqvip.com/gk/95682a/200202/12303354.html

Snow, C. (1983). Literacy and language: Relationships during the preschool years.
Harvard Educational Review, 53(2), 165-189.
https://doi.org/10.17763/haer.53.2.t6177w39817w2861

Soifer, L. H. (2011). Development of oral language and its relationship to literacy. In J.
R. Birsh (Ed.), Multisensory teaching of basic language skills (3rd ed., pp. 49-91).
Brookes.

Sonnenschein, S., Baker, L., Serpell, R., Scher, D., Truitt, V. G., & Munsterman, K.
(1997). Parental beliefs about ways to help children learn to read: The impact of an
entertainment or a skills perspective. Early Child Development and Care, 127(1),
111-118. https://doi.org/10.1080/0300443971270109

Stanovich, K. E., & Cunningham, A. E. (1992). Studying the consequences of literacy
within a literate society: The cognitive correlates of print exposure. Memory &
Cognition, 20(1), 51-68. https://doi.org/10.3758/BF03208254

Stephenson, K. A., Parrila, R. K., Georgiou, G. K., & Kirby, J. R. (2008). Effects of
home literacy, parents’ beliefs, and children’s task-focused behavior on emergent
literacy and word reading skills. Scientific Studies of Reading, 12(1), 24-50.
https://doi.org/10.1080/10888430701746864

Storch, S., & Whitehurst, G. (2001). The role of family and home in the literacy
development of children from low-income backgrounds. New Directions for Child
and Adolescent Development, 92, 53-71. https://doi.org/10.1002/cd.15

Strouse, G. A., O’Doherty, K., & Troseth, G. L. (2013). Effective coviewing:
Preschoolers’ learning from video after a dialogic questioning intervention.
Developmental Psychology, 49(12), 2368-2382. https://doi.org/10.1037/a0032463

Taylor, D. (1983). Family literacy: Young children learning to read and write.
Heinemann.

Taylor, D., & Dorsey-Gaines, C. (1988). Growing up literate: Learning from inner-city
families. Heinemann.

Teale, W. H. (1986). Home background and young children’s literacy development. In
Teale, W. H., & Sulzby, E. (Eds.). Emergent literacy: Writing and reading (pp.173—
206). Ablex.



Contextual Support in the Home for Children's Early Literacy Development 72

Towson, J. A., Fettig, A., Fleury, V. P., & Abarca, D. L. (2017). Dialogic Reading in
early childhood settings: A summary of the evidence base. Topics in Early
Childhood Special Education, 37(3), 132-146.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0271121417724875

Towson, J. A., & Gallagher, P. A. (2014). Training Head Start parentsin dialogic
reading to improve outcomes for children. International Journal of Child Health and
Human Development, 7(3), 287-296.

Tracey, D. (1995). Family literacy: Overview and synthesis of an ERIC search. In K.
Hinchman, D. Leu, & C. Kinzer (Eds.), Perspectives on literacy research and
practice (pp. 280-289). National Reading Conference.

Volk, D., & De Acosta, M. (2004). Mediating networks for literacy learning: The role of
Puerto Rican siblings. In E. Gregory, S. Long, & D. Volk (Eds.), Many pathways to
literacy: Young children learning with siblings, grandparents, peers and
communities (pp. 25-39). Psychology Press.

Wang, X., Bernas, R., & Eberhard, P. (2002). Variations of maternal support to
children’s early literacy development in Chinese and American Indian families:
Implications for early childhood educators. International Journal of Early
Childhood, 34(1), 9-23. https://doi.org/10.1007/BF03177319

Wang, Z., Soden, B., Deater-Deckard, K., Lukowski, S. L., Schenker, V. J., Willcutt, E.
G., Thompson, L. A., & Petrill, S. A. (2017). Development in reading and math in
children from different SES backgrounds: The moderating role of child
temperament. Developmental Science, 20(3), e12380.
https://doi.org/10.1111/desc.12380

Weigel, D. J., Martin, S. S., & Bennett, K. K. (2006). Contributions of the home literacy
environment to preschool-aged children’s emerging literacy and language skills.
Early Child Development and Care, 176(3-4), 357-378.
https://doi.org/10.1080/03004430500063747

Weizman, Z. O., & Snow, C. E. (2001). Lexical input as related to children’s vocabulary
acquisition: Effects of sophisticated exposure and support for meaning.
Developmental Psychology, 37(2), 265-279. https://doi.org/10.1037/0012-
1649.37.2.265

Wells, G. (1985). Preschool literacy-related activitiesand success in school. In D. R.
Olson, N. Torrance, & A. Hildyard (Eds.), Literacy, language, and learning: The
nature and consequences of reading and writing (pp. 229-255). Cambridge
University Press.

What Works Clearinghouse. (2006). WWC intervention report: ALAS.
https://ies.ed.gov/ncee/wwc/Docs/InterventionReports/WWC_Project ALAS 10050
6.pdf

Wheeler, P. (1983). Context-related age characteristics in mothers’ speech: Joint book
reading. Journal of Child Language, 10(1), 259-263.
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0305000900005304

White, K. R. (1982). The relation between socioeconomic status and academic
achievement. Psychological Bulletin, 91(3), 461-481. https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-
2909.91.3.461

Whitehurst, G. (1992). Stony Brook family reading survey. Stony Brook, NY: Author.



73 Li & Doyle

Whitehurst, G. J., Falco, F. L., Lonigan, C. J., Fischel, J. E., DeBaryshe, B. D., Valdez-
Menchaca, M. C., & Caulfield, M. (1988). Accelerating language development
through picture book reading. Developmental Psychology, 24(4), 552-559.
https://doi.org/10.1037/0012-1649.24.4.552

Whitehurst, G. J., & Lonigan, C. J. (1998). Child development and emergent literacy.
Child Development, 69(3), 848-872. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-
8624.1998.th06247.x





