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Little
modular treatment for
romoting children’s
ommunication & language
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Labeling

Provisions

That’s the lion.

A frog!

(Simple) E

The wind blew he
umbrella away

7 / /"s’:
the girl w

(Complex)

Requests

Where is the boy? | What did th

What is this?

What color is that’




Mapping Little Talks to Diverse Narrative Styles

Storyteller
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Little Talks Manualized Sequence

s dur!ng Book
aring Interactions

.

f g/Asking about Labels
' lling/Asking about Events

~+ Telling/Asking about Feelings

» Telling/Asking about Personal
Experiences

« Applying Little Talks to Other
Activities




Individualization

hieved through home visitor
entationg:
~+ Collaborative
* Data-Based
» Decision-making
 Structured by home visit
components:
* Observation
» Checking-in
» Collaborative Planning

 Connection of Little Talks lessons
to program’s developmental
screening
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Description of Individualization

The grand majority (n = 49, 92%)
of home visitors individualized

Repetition
« Repetition was most frequent -
change Lesson
« Home visitors tended to use Later
about half of all lessons Lecsa
« Changes were occurring in all # New
visits Lessons
* New lessons were introduced Change
every other visit. Proportion

Pace



Predictors for individualization variables

Earlier Lessons Negative

Later Lessons Positive

New Lessons Positive

Proportion of Change Negative
Proportion of Change Negative

Pace Faster for English
Pace Negative




Outcome Association with Individualization
Variables
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Discussion

ions/Next Steps
e ity of

-Xa ine the quality o
individualizations

-+ Match to parent/child needs
~» Sample constraints

* No effects detected on
children’s communication and
language

* May need more time to detect




