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“Topic” Research Question

‘What are the parents' perceptions of the Impact of
earlyintervention on:

(a) eariy childhood development,

{b}parenting, and/or

(¢} famlly dynamilcs,
In families with a child at-risk for developmental
det: dr dwith devel tal

disabilities?

Rationale

Limited quallitative, retrospective research in eariy
chlld deve!opment

this creates 2 gap in our understanding of the
experiences of childran wha are developmentally
at tisk and of their famllies*.

*a.g.pracucun Hﬁ.eﬂwm

+ The IDP of BC has collected, but not analyzed,
medieal, developmental and family information
on more than 79 000 children in BC since 1972
{Office of the Provincial Advisor, 2006).

» The IBP of BChas neverpartldpated inthis
kind of research study before.
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Objective of the St

* To exatnine the experiences of pa.ren?s with
developmentally at-risk childran.

Purpose and Meaning of the Study

To:

"

. addparents’ parspectivesand volces wspe:hl
thisisa
extantresearch terature;
. begintraclng children’s devalopmental paths
‘within their famlly tontexts.
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" Four Specific Research Quastions

Whatare th parents of d at
riskchlidmn and their famlljes who participated in thelDFin
terms of thelr child cument developmentalneads?

What are the b parents of ds at
riskchlldren whn participated in theiDP Interms ofaccessto
resources and programs?

{ do th

ibedin 1} and Z)ralate
mtheeumn! presdmcl,&rl'\pd demnandson these parents?
In ibedin 1) and 2) relate
tothe demandsfrom athar family mernbers, and to
finenciel/workpressums?

o Epistemological Stance: Post Posttivism
+  Approximationto reality
+  Multiple methods of data collection
o Tradition of Inguiry: Ethnography
+ Thecase of parents In the IDP
© NatyralisticResearch Design

*  Multiple case study approach {Creswell,
1998, 2003)
o Participatoryresearch (Tedlock, 2000}




:)E:Fur :hﬁelen dlegnosedwith

bilities
- sp:cialn;ecisx“géaﬂmu:ndmppon

haot;
SrageOne: Familles1, nnn%l’_:ilflﬁll Havelsprmentaidelays;
no 03]

2..3.:dnd4"Hnmt - seni siusive preschool vith therapy
- mm&agﬁ special neads designation
Atb
ptwqchlldrgn ldemlﬁed as "atrsk’
~for-d tal delays®,
StagaTwo: Families. ,d
Sand 5~ Attencled -reoeivednoch Yos, special newds

waltlist/monkHoring
Proup.
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ch {stics of Final Sampl

o Putposefully targeted sample:

« Parents whose children were born
between 1899 — 2003; children’s ages
ranged between 3 and 7 years old;

« In preschool or school stages durlng
the data collection.
© The final sample incuded 11 parents, in six
families with seven children;

+ all met criteria for inclusion.

Family Demographics

+ Five two-parent families; one lene parent family.

» Adult participant parents/guardians {e.g., older
than 21 years old).

» Parents had at least some post-secondary
educatlon.

+ Parents racelved no Income assistance; most
parents worked part-time,

+ All parents spoke English; at the same time,
famlifes represented a range of five languages and
countries of origin, and seven cultures.
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Data Sources and Data Analyses

1. DataSoutcest

o ehiidren’s IDP fite reviews;

+  Interviews {porticipant porents onfyl;

*  focusgroups {Stoge One only),

*  memosand theoretical notes/annotutions (Strauss, 19871
2. CataColleetlon:

+  numberof interactions during mal data collection acthtles, fiie
vevistor dnd membar-chack sessions

3. DataAnalyses:

+  mostyqualitative content anclysis for dota anclyses of
Intervlews/focus groups fe.g. Beqy, 2007}

"y

Findings: Time, Timing and Timely

ThematicAnalyses*
o Themes Across Parficipants

o thirteen main themes combined
Into seven revised thames and
categorias

o Themes Within FamctpanE
o sixthemss were identfied

"e.5. Krinpendorf, 2004

*Topic” Resea
Perceptions on Impact of Early Intervention

Twa importantaspectsin the
effectivenessof earlyintervention

programs:
Theme 1: Family * parents’ knowledge cfthelr
Centred Approach caldens nesdsteads -
andHeme © cantredprectice
Visitation Services « asking parents whatwarlﬁ“ Iskey

for the successof El program;

* Ignoring parents’ neads reducas.
chancesfor parents accessing€l
servicas,

Child’s Current Developmentai Needs
Consultants’unique role and
relationship support paentsin:

. » thelrawarenessof their children’s
Theme Z: One to one developmentalneeds;

relationshipwith . .
consulnt or therapist: * imely referrals for El tarvices;
ond, « these may not continueafter ICP
Themea3: Inclusfo of discharge;
familymembers * parents confionted with

medlcaliybased criterlafor
referrals that do not support
children In the *greyarea” *

Srisfirs (0 Chdven otk mrmmmrme

e S GEC
Access to Resources and Programs

Afamily centred approach is needed

Themed: Colfoborative | 1OaMSure the following:
Consult * collaborath fces betwaen
professionals and Bmilies, that In
and, turnsupport empowermentang .
Jointdeclsion making; and,
Theme5: Effective » effectivetwo-way knowledge
if lation in sharing clear and
in Sharing fon/ Ath
Rescurces parents.

Wr

Theme6: Case Managlng « This Isnotin placefollowing
andService Coordination '<
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Current Preschool/Schoot Demands

'gnplementatronof]olnt parent-
professionalcolfaborationand
knowledge trnslation:

* ensures cantradized ECE/EI
services andease manoging
eoordination;

1DP dischage.

Absenceof coordihationfollowing
IDP dischage:
= accessingECE/El program and
services becornesstressful;
~ ineffectivefor parents,

.




~ Needs of Family {i.e., logistics, Jo SixThemesand Quobes by Famlly
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Implications for Pro nals
Time, timsty and timing P - o Academniz 2nd pofessienal tainingfor all Early Intervention

+ Three words that emerged throughout interviews, for all Medical/health prafessionals: its” tn making

PRarticipants, across themes ahd contexts: = Spedalizedtraining in typical and atypical Informeddecislons: o _
» Time: parenting and Interventisn developmentto ensure timely referrals to T fumpantn child hezkty
. » Overa lifetime—along notlon oftime appropriate sarvices; . ¥

 Change ovartima, time neadedto laam toapprediate the «* Profasslonal awarenassthat timfng of referrals Is crucial
*guality of change™ forinfants and young ¢hiidren . = plicit

= Timely meens that It cannot be any time: the righttime * To expand referrat criteria beyond medical - to encourge parents d

for the child and famlly model of diagnosis; ’ andassessments;
* Timing refers to the syachronicity of events {visits, . + forexample, refer to WHO's IFCDHerlterla when * prometehome visitation services:

_s:h:dulmg professionals, referrals, activitles, cther applicable; : - nurturing paleatfeonsultant and/or parent/thempist

interventions}... or else the time might be lost..for a fong « lstento parents’ developmental concernsand requests, long-term relationships

o time, forever. = | andto immediately Bllow-up with eferrals. - a

= Additional research to consider other

perspectivesin El; for example: Implications for Policy -
. I andother El pi
?:m"ﬁr'e‘:’_"r sxperiences with parents snd +  Aunlversal system of early childhood
v Eoll dl FEI the IDP . |0°wa"“, £l program practices from the Identificatlon, monltoring, assessment; and
and other El programs, consldering speclfic Issuas that b h : 9? and other fellow-up is needed in BC;
mayimpacton the expariences of participating Bmilles, prol sslonals; | ™ deof
neluding: . a H - Py
. " + mamining the combinedexperiences of v
diferent geographical conteds; parents/children, and pmufuyseiunals InEl, and how to Intervention(RT3) model.
= gender [ssuesin parenting: and, they mutually influenceeach others’ practices. + Benefitsinclude increased possibilitiesto
* fam':y.:mm" and famly dynamics, L identifying children beginning at birth, and
. rEenf?};e s 2n od a warkingin Itatian with family b
» widerethno<ultural diversity, educational beckgound, and Elfother professianals.
d ol others.
s Y s
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Additional policy considerations to
suppert families’ ability to cope with -
angoing family and job/financial
stressors regarding:

+ child care services;

+ funding for therapy and support;
and,

clear financial guidelines for
parents

£

Recommendations inelude:

+ Acentralized case managing system; e.g.
through the Provindial health system.

+ Moving away from current BC criteria for
referrals te intervention and services
practices,

COne alternative: The World Health

Organlzation’s Interrational Classification of

Functloning, Disabliity and Health for
hlldren and Youth {iCFDH).

+ Establish funded pregrams to provide

continuoustollow-up for chitdren from birth

to their suhuul-ageyeals.

s
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mitatic
Families’ location of residence,
Only English speaking participants recruited,

Children not Induded as participants In study,
+ Children's files as data sources.

Umitedfather participation {two fathers in
Interviews, ane father In second focus group).

Par hose not to elat on family
Issues; e.g., couple relationship during Interviews.
0

hie “Social Inclusion
Children” Project:

“research” and

rch Itiph study inbrms and prvides
contettoa b iy of akrisk
childrerIn BC;

contributed tothe creation of muttimediaand multHInguat

studie:

p and ECE/E]
carrently T final stages of cissaminationn the towst Manland,
reigertation this afternoon (£t hatb & Pighinl}
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