SAMPLE - CRITIQUE OF A JOURNAL ARTICLE ON CHILD DEVELOPMENT
What is the bibliographic Information on the article?
Dahl, A., Satlof-Bedrick, E., Hammond, S. & Drummond, J. et al. (2017). Explicit Scaffolding Increases Simple Helping in Younger Infants. Developmental Psychology, 53(3), 407-416.

What is the problem the study is investigating?
The present study addressed this question: Does explicit scaffolding increase infants’ simple helping early in the second year? This research was based on the view that helping emerges in infancy through experiences in everyday social interactions. Like many new behaviors, helping others is challenging at first. Fortunately, infants are surrounded by family members who scaffold their nascent efforts to help (Dahl, 2015; Dunn & Munn, 1986; Rheingold, 1982; Wood, Bruner, & Ross, 1976).
Does the statement agree with the title and is it of educational significance? (i.e., does it seem important to know?)

The problem statements agreed with the title and seemed to be of educational significance. The problem was clearly visible to the average reader, to establish why the researchers felt this study needed to be done. It was limited to the researchers’ capabilities and resources.

Do the authors provide a” review of literature” (i.e., other studies about this topic and brief background about what is known, if much, about this topic or related topics)
The author cited a clear review of literature and these studies summarized contributed to the overall understanding of the subject and to the reasoning for establishing the problem statement. The researchers did note the limitations of some of the research such as the correlational nature of the data that prevented firm conclusions to be made about whether parental scaffolding influences infant helping.
What is the hypothesis that the study is testing?
The research tests the hypothesis that explicit scaffolding (specifically, encouragement and praise) increases simple helping acts early in the second year, when infants are just beginning to help (Sommerville et al., 2013; Warneken & Tomasello, 2007). In contrast, explicit scaffolding has little effect on simple helping later in the second year, when most infants readily help in a variety of tasks (Svetlova, Nichols, & Brownell, 2010; Warneken & Tomasello, 2006)
Comments: The purpose was clearly and concisely stated and agreed with the title. It was limited to the researchers’ capabilities and resources.

What is the objective or objectives of this research study? 
This study will support the idea that encouragement and praise will increase helping frequencies in a younger age group but not an older age group in both a training phase and a test phase.

What methodology do the researchers use?
Having played with two experimenters, children and their accompanying caregivers completed a demographics questionnaire and the short-form version of the MacArthur Communicative Development Inventory (CDI) which assessed the children’s receptive and productive vocabulary.

The children were divided into control and experimental groups. While being videotaped, children assigned to an experimental (explicit scaffolding) condition received encouragement and praise during the first nine trials (the “training phase”). During the subsequent nine trials (the “test phase”), children in the experimental condition did not receive any explicit (verbal) encouragement or praise for   

helping.  Children in the control condition received no encouragement or praise for helping in training and test phases. 
Comments: The initial play action served as an indicator of the child’s developmental level, and thus allowed for an additional check of whether the experimental and control groups were developmentally comparable. The methods used to gather the data for this article were clearly explained. The coding of the data was explained, and the reliability was discussed. The population used was adequate, although three children completed only eight of the nine test trials. Since these children had fewer opportunities to help during the test phase, their data were included in analyses of the training phase, but not in the analyses of the test phase.
What were the findings of the researchers in this study?
The present experiment investigated whether explicit scaffolding (encouragement and praise) influences infant helping by comparing infants randomly assigned to receive scaffolding to infants assigned to an equivalent no-scaffolding control condition. The main hypothesis, that explicit scaffolding would increase simple helping early in the second year but not later in the second year, was supported.
What conclusions, if any, did the researchers draw or come to?
As predicted, encouragement and praise increased helping frequencies in the younger age group but not the older age group in both the training phase and the test phase. Interestingly, although the study was designed to test the joint effect of encouragement and praise, not their separate effects, on infant helping, there were some indications that both influenced younger infants’ helping. However, the study was not designed to detect such effects and thus the statistical findings were not meaningful for that area. The conclusions were based on the findings and logically stated.

 

What recommendations do the researchers make? 
The researchers really don’t make any recommendations outright, but they do 
suggest that the topics in the study are “promising areas for future research”
 (p. 414).
What is your overall critique of this research article?

This was thorough research project and the article was well written and well organized to communicate what happened in the study. The article did get a little complicated in the reporting of data due to the coding procedures used. Overall, it was a interesting, significant contribution to the field of developmental child research.
