Notes from the Executive Director

Join SRCD in Prague, October 23-25, 2014
Lonnie Sherrod, Executive Director

As you know, SRCD started a new venture in 2012. Based on feedback from members and Governing Council’s (GC)
interest in furthering pursuit of the Society’s strategic plan, SRCD began holding small meetings (200-300 participants)
organized around a particular substantive topic. This new form of meeting is intended to provide members with an
alternative to the large, general Biennial Meeting. The Biennial will of course remain one of SRCD’s landmark program
activities, but these new meetings offer a different approach. In 2012, meetings were held on developmental meth-
odology, the positive development of minority children, and the transition to adulthood. The first meeting in 2014
focuses on strengthening connections between research and policy. It is was held April 2-5 in Alexandria, Virginia (just
outside DC). Please click here for additional information.

Another of the meetings for 2014 will be SRCD’s first European meeting, which will be held October 23-25, 2014 at the

Corinthia Hotel in Prague, Czech Republic. The theme of the meeting is Positive Youth Development (PYD) in the Con-

text of the Global Recession. It is being organized by Frosso Motti, University of Athens, Greece; Silvia Koller, Univer-

sidade Federal do Rio Grande do Sul, Brazil; and Anne Petersen, University of Michigan, USA. Drs. Motti and Petersen
are co-chairs of SRCD’s International Committee.

PYD is a relatively new approach to research and policy on youth de-
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help youth adapt to these economic circumstances and even turn
them into opportunities. It will also explore different approaches
and interventions that promote personal and social assets which allow
young people to move successfully from adolescence to competent adulthood. The most effective research designs
and methods for data analysis will be explored, as will the existing datasets for studying PYD in the context of current
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Youth have been particularly hard hit by the global economic recession. Many
young people are trapped in endless cycles of unemployment, underemployment
and/or of being forced back to education because of lack of job opportunities.
Alarmingly increasing numbers of skilled young graduates decide to migrate to
wealthier countries for a better future. The “brain drain” of less wealthy societies
is one of the deep wounds of the current crisis. However, the economic crisis may
also have long-lasting and pervasive consequences on the adaptation and develop-
ment of youth. It thwarts the aspirations and goals for the future of young people,
and presents serious obstacles in their professional and personal adaptation. In
Europe, the current cohort of young people is actually referred to as “the lost gen-
eration”. What are the effects of the economic downturn for the adaptation and
development of youth? What makes a difference for those who are able to more
successfully navigate through this situation? How can we support youth to become
the engines of hope and change in their countries? What can scientists from differ-
ent countries learn from each other?

Subtopics to be covered include: effects on development of economic recession, youth unemployment, and strate-

gies and interventions that support or promote PYD in this context. Cross-cutting themes include: international and
multidisciplinary perspectives, resilience and other positive individual constructs, and cultural and other contextu-

al considerations, including research and researchers outside of the Euro-American world. Because of the complex-
ity of the research designs and statistics required to analyze longitudinal panel data, there will be a special plenary
session on this topic, followed by a mini-workshop.

Invited speakers include Rainer Silbereisen: Positive youth development and adaptation in the context of social
change; Glen Elder: Effects of economic recession on positive adaptation and development; Hirokazu Yoshikawa:
Modeling how the economic crisis affects development; Marlis Buchman: Economic downturn and the transition to
adulthood: Comparing different types of welfare regimes in Europe; Paul Gregg: Economic models for understand-
ing effects of economic change on youth behavior; Ingrid Schoon: Effects of social change on future goals; Jeanne
Brooks-Gunn: Youth development and community-based programs; Cigdem Kagitcibasi: Youth development pro-
grams; Judith Diers: UNICEF efforts; Manuel Voelkle, Max Planck Institute for Human Development, Germany; and
Christiane Spiel, University of Vienna. Paolo Ghisletta, University of Geneva, Switzerland, will lead the methods
workshop.

The conference organizers have capitalized on the location in Prague and emphasized European speakers in the in-
vited program. The PYD approach originated in the US. However, European research is very relevant to the question
of contextual effects on the adaptation and development of youth, including research on migrants and other kinds
of social changes. Hence the integration of the two perspectives in one meeting is highly stimulating.

In addition to the invited speakers, there will be 2-3 invited symposia. As with other SRCD meetings, the program
will involve both invited sessions and sessions submitted in response to the call for papers and poster symposia,
which closed March 26. However, the program includes a larger invited-to-submitted program ratio than in SRCD’s
Biennial Meeting. Total attendance is capped, so | encourage interested members to register early (click here for
additional information).

The other two meetings in 2014 are Developmental Methodology, September 11-13, and At-Risk Parenting, Novem-
ber 6-8. Both will be held in San Diego, CA.



http://www.srcd.org/meetings/2014-special-topic-meetings/3-positive-youth-development

Update on Proposed Revisions to the Common Rule and Research Involving Children: An Interview with Celia
Fisher*
Martha Zaslow, Sarah Mancoll, Jonathan Magin, and Hannah Klein, SRCD Office for Policy and Communications

OPC Staff: Celia, when early notice was given that the US Department of Health and Human Services was con-
sidering changes to the Common Rule for the first time in 20 years, you chaired the SRCD Task Force that focused
on how best to preserve and enhance responsible conduct of research involving children. Are there any important
updates since the Task Force recommendations were published in an SRCD Social Policy Report and Social Policy

Report Brief last year?

Celia Fisher: 1 think it is an important development that a committee was convened by the National Research
Council of the National Academies of Science (NAS) to provide the reactions of researchers across the social and
behavioral sciences to the early set of recommendations for revising the Common Rule released in the “Advance
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking” (ANPRN). (The reports of the committee and a research brief are available here.)

OPC Staff: If the NAS committee included all social and behavioral sciences, were they receptive to concerns spe-
cifically about research involving children?

Celia Fisher: Yes, very much so. | was privileged to be a member of the NAS committee, whose report reflects con-
sideration of many of the recommendations made by the SRCD Task Force.

OPC Staff: That is really welcome news. What do you see as the key implications of the NAS Committee report for
research involving children?

Celia Fisher: First of all, some research involving children would no longer require IRB review. The committee
recommended that there should no longer be an “exempt” category of research. Instead, research would not be
considered human subjects research, and could be conducted without informing an IRB, if it did not involve the
collection of data about a living individual directly through interaction or intervention. Research involving the
use of public data, and research involving observations of public behavior when there is no anticipation of privacy
would not require IRB review, including when the public data or observations involve children.

OPC Staff: Would there be other adjustments to the categories for review relevant to children?

Celia Fisher: Yes. The ANPRN proposed a new category of “excused” research, in which the risks involved are mini-
mal and primarily concern possible disclosure of personally identifiable information. The ANPRN proposed restrict-
ing this category to research involving “competent adults.” The NAS committee did not agree with this restriction.
It recommended including benign interventions (methods or activities that are very familiar to people in everyday
life) such as educational tests and focus groups and surveys. In this category, researchers would be responsible

for using appropriate informed consent (including for children, guardian permission and child assent). Researchers
would need to register their study using a brief form and would then be able to move forward without IRB approval
after one week. A subset of protocols would be periodically audited.

OPC Staff: What about research that goes beyond benign interventions and informational risk?

Celia Fisher: The committee recommended that expedited, rather than full IRB board review, would be the de-
fault expectation for studies, including studies involving children, that pose minimal psychological or physical risks
but may require consideration of additional ethical protections because of the nature of the population or study
characteristics. Prevention and intervention studies would fall in this category. Continuing annual review would not
be required for expedited review studies.

OPC Staff: It looks as if the definition of minimal risk is very important in these distinctions. Did the NAS commit-
tee recommend any changes to this definition?

Celia Fisher: Yes, the recommendations here are really important. The NAS committee recommended includ-

ing educational examinations, tests and procedures in the minimal risk definition, which currently only r?feris to 5
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3


http://www.srcd.org/sites/default/files/spr_27-1.pdf
http://www.srcd.org/sites/default/files/documents/washington/common_rule_electronic_use_pages_1-4_4.1.13.pdf
http://www.srcd.org/sites/default/files/documents/washington/common_rule_electronic_use_pages_1-4_4.1.13.pdf
http://sites.nationalacademies.org/DBASSE/BBCSS/CurrentProjects/DBASSE_083619

(cont. from p. 3)
routine medical and psychological examinations or tests. It also made the same recommendation as the SRCD Task

Force to eliminate regulatory language that identifies certain populations such as children as necessarily “vulner-

able to coercion and undue influence.” It recommended that IRBs should consider a study to involve minimal risk
irrespective of the characteristics of the population as long as appropriate risk minimizing human subjects protec-

tions are in place.

OPC Staff: What about informed consent in research involving children?

Celia Fisher: There are a number of important elements here. To name a few, while the committee agreed with
the general ANPRM recommendation that informed consent forms should be shortened, it did not agree that they
should follow a common rubric. Instead, it recommended that informed consent should be more flexible, oral as
well as written, and above all, meet the needs of the specific population. It also recommended that the Office
of Human Research Protections provide guidance to IRBs to facilitate the waiver of guardian permission, which is
particularly important for investigators conducting research on health services for which adolescents are entitled
to make independent decisions under state law—one of the recommendations of our Task Force.

OPC Staff: What about the recommendation to use HIPAA as a standard for data protection plans?

Celia Fisher: Consistent with the recommendations of our Task Force, the NAS Committee soundly rejected HIPAA

as the standard for data protection plans.

OPC Staff: We are still waiting for the actual proposal for revising the Common Rule (rather than advanced notice
with initial recommendations). We hope that the recommendations of this NAS committee cutting across the social
and behavioral sciences are given serious consideration as steps are taken towards the actual proposal. Is there

anything that SRCD members can do now, even while we are waiting?

Celia Fisher: To me, the most important thing SRCD members can do in the interim is to conduct research on what
minimal risk involves for children at different points in development. This is critical so that IRBs neither under- or

over-estimate risk in research involving children.

OPC Staff: Thank you so much for your efforts to make sure that considerations about research involving children

are taken into account as we move towards revising the Common Rule.

Celia Fisher: | want in turn to thank the members of the SRCD Task Force, who worked intensively to reach a set
of recommendations that have now been accorded respect of the broader social and behavioral science community

through the NAS committee report.?

1 Celia Fisher is the Director, Center for Ethics Education, Marie Ward Doty Endowed University
Chair and Professor of Psychology, Fordham University.

2 The members of the SRCD Task Force included also Donald J. Brunnquell, Director, Office of
Ethics, Children’s Hospital and Clinics of Minnesota; Diane L. Hughes, Professor, Steinhardt School
of Culture, Development, and Education Co-Director, Center for Research on Culture, Development
and Education, New York University; Lynn S. Liben, Distinguished Professor, Department of
Psychology, Health and Human Development, and College of Education, The Pennsylvania State
University; Valerie Maholmes, Chief, Pediatric Trauma and Critical Iliness Branch, Eunice Kennedy
Shriver National Institute of Child Health and Human Development, National Institutes of Health;
Stuart Plattner, Program Officer (retired), National Science Foundation; Stephen T. Russell,
Professor, Fitch Nesbitt Endowed Chair and Director, Frances McClelland Institute, University of
Arizona; and Elizabeth J. Susman, Jean Phillips Shibley Professor of Biobehavioral Health, The
Pennsylvania State University.
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Jeffrey J. Lockman, Tulane University, and
Catherine S. Tamis-Lemonda, New York University

The 2015 SRCD biennial meeting (March 19-21, Philadelphia) may be little less than
a year away, but as the Program Chairs for the upcoming meeting, we have been
hard at work over the past year planning the invited program.

For the invited program, look for something old, something new, and something
tweaked. As in previous years, invited formats will include Master Lectures, Invited
Symposia, Views by Two and Conversation Hours. But watch for breakout rooms

for follow-up discussion after some of the sessions. The addition of breakout rooms
will facilitate dialogue among speakers and interested attendees in a more intimate
venue than is possible in the larger conference rooms. In the “Views by Two” format, the goal is to feature com-
plementary rather than contrasting approaches to a topic, such as speakers from different disciplinary perspectives
or methodological approaches. New to the invited program in 2015 will be a series of “State of the Art” sessions,
which will feature presentations that focus on methods and the “how” of a research area. These sessions will be
aimed at the specialist and non-specialist alike, with the goals of examining current accepted practice and recent
methodological advances in a given field.

Look for the Call for Submissions to be posted soon. The submission site is scheduled to open late June and close in
August.

There is a lot of work ahead, but we are honored and excited to bring you the best and the brightest research in
developmental science at the upcoming biennial meeting. We look forward to seeing you in Philadelphia in 2015!

2014 Special Topic Meetings:

» Strengthening Connections Among Child and Family Research, Policy and Practice
Program Co-Chairs: Elizabeth Gershoff and Aletha Huston
Thank you to those who presented and attended the April 3-5, 2014 meeting in Alexandria, VA.

» Developmental Methodology
Program Chairs: Noel A. Card, Todd D. Little, and Elizabeth Plowmen
This meeting will be held September 11-13 at the Hilton San Diego Resort and Spa in San Diego, CA and is
now accepting submissions! Click here for more information.
Submission Deadline: May 14, 2014 at 8:00 pm (EDT)

» Positive Youth Development (PYD) in the Context of the Global Recession
Program Chairs: Frosso Motti, Silvia Koller, and Anne Petersen

SRCD’s first meeting in Europe will be held October 23-25, 2014 in Prague, Czech Republic at the Corinthia
Hotel. The submission deadline has passed and the review process is underway. Thank you to all who sub-
mitted! Decision notifications will be emailed at the beginning of July. The Jacobs Foundation has gener-
ously provided a grant to support international travel to this meeting. The link to the application site will
be included with decision notifications. Please click here for applicant qualifications.

Distinguished scholars have been invited to speak on the important topic of youth having been particularly
hard hit by the global economic recession. Please visit the website for more detailed information about the
meeting and its goals. Be sure to follow us on Facebook and Twitter (#SRCDPrague)for meeting updates!

» New Conceptualizations in the Study of Parenting-At-Risk
Program Chairs: Douglas Teti, Natasha Cabrera, Pamela Cole, Sherryl Goodman and Vonnie McLoyd
Join us for the final Special Topic Meeting of 2014. This meeting is scheduled for November 13-15, also at
the Hilton San Diego Resort and Spa in San Diego, CA.
Submissions are currently being accepted. Click here for more information.
Submission Deadline: May 15, 2014 at 8:00 pm (EDT)
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TeacHERS’ CORNER

Promoting Reflective Practice in the Teaching of Developmental Science
Dianne Thompson, University of California, Davis, and Diane Harkin, WestEd

Reflective practice can add depth to teaching and learning in academic settings that may be applied to real world
settings (Horton-Deutsch, McNelis, & O’Haver Day, 2012). Defined as “an attitude of mind cultivated in relational
exchange that enables people to see several levels of interchange from many angles” (Shahmoon-Shanok, Lapidus,
Grant, Halpern, & Lamb-Parker, 2005), reflective practice is often thought of as being multidirectional. In addition,
reflective practice aligns well with recommendations made by the National Research Council (2000) to include the
teaching of metacognitive skills using discipline-based curriculum to further education. The educator’s role as re-
flective partner is one which facilitates students’ capacity to become “proactive in practice” rather than attending
class as a passive listener. However, when teaching reflective practice it is important to address the learner’s in-
terpretation of events and a tendency toward a confirmation bias. As such, simply reflecting on a past event is not
sufficient to enhance one’s conceptual and procedural knowledge base. Instead, reflective practice can involve the
recognition of taken-for-granted assumptions and the capacity to see them through another lens to expand further
interpretation. As such, reflective thinking can suggest a degree of “unlearning” as students reconsider long-held
and often unspoken beliefs about the human experience (Thompson & Pascal, 2012).

Teachers can engage students’ pre-existing knowledge to foster the capacity to think critically about conceptual
material and its applications to human development. Pre-existing knowledge can include prior experiences, tem-
perament, culture, and assumptions that influence one’s perceptual filters. By incorporating a more ecological
perspective, students may learn to recognize that development occurs in a non-linear and dynamic manner, influ-
enced by a variety of contextual elements. Additionally, strengthening students’ reflective functioning capacity
can teach them to avoid projection and premature conclusions while fostering tolerance for different points of
view (Jindal-Snape & Homes, 2009; Slade, Sadler, & Mayes, 2005). A few key strategies can be used to enhance
students’ awareness of personal and cultural assumptions about developmental science. For example, the use of
inquiry can facilitate students’ reflective thinking while steering away from polarized right-versus-wrong perspec-
tives. Such inquiries may be in the form of questions or statements such as: “What made you decide that...?””,“Tell
me more about...”, or “What do you think would happen if...?”” In using these types of verbal prompts, teachers can
encourage interpersonal communication in the academic setting while extending students’ inquiry into each other’s
thinking and reasoning (Senge, 1990). Another strategy that promotes reflective thinking is the use of case studies.
By reading and discussing case examples, students can become familiar with the complex processes that influence
development. Additionally, they can be encouraged to take the perspective of different “actors” in the storyline.
For example, what might the child’s perspective be? Would it be different from the parent’s or health care pro-
vider’s perspective?

Teachers can be effective reflective partners, promoting the critical thinking skills that are a necessary part of
scientific study.
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SRCD and the Human Right to Science: A Report from the SRCD Student Representative to

the AAAS Science and Human Rights Coalition
Anna Markowitz, Georgetown University

On January 27-28, 2014, the American Association for the Advancement of Sciences (AAAS) in Washington, DC
brought together members of the Science and Human Rights Coalition, of which SRCD is an active member. This
meeting was one of two meetings held annually by the AAAS Science and Human Rights coalition, which seeks to
unite diverse scientific groups in the mission of advancing Article 15 of the UN’s International Covenant on Eco-
nomic, Social, and Cultural Rights. This article asserts a human right to enjoy the benefits of scientific progress and
its applications. The focus of the Winter 2014 meeting was Disability Rights and Accessing the Benefits of Scientific
Progress and its Applications. The keynote speaker, Google’s Vint Cerf, articulated the role of science in building
the capacity for persons with disabilities to participate fully in all aspects of society. In addition, SRCD member Dr.
Celia Fisher spoke as part of a plenary entitled “Participating in Science and Technology,” which included discussion
of ways to ensure ethical collaboration such that persons with disabilities are fully able to participate at all levels
of scientific discovery.

Key themes from the meeting included:

e the power of technology to enhance the opportunities for and integration of persons with disabilities;

e the ability of careful application of design, science, and technology to provide inexpensive, but crucial solutions;
and

e the inability of technology to solve cultural biases on its own.

As developmental scientists, SRCD members have skills uniquely suited to the work of building bridges such that

all people enjoy the benefits of scientific advancement, while at the same time respecting the uniquely important
role of human interaction in healthy development. Many SRCD researchers strive to understand the developmen-
tal trajectories of disability and the environmental factors that influence these pathways. For students and early
career scholars, Article 15 is a reminder that our work and its applications have profound impacts on the 15% of the
population globally who have some form of disability. In particular, our work has implications beyond the academy,
and there are diverse outlets for allowing our work to contribute to global advancement and individual well-being.
Indeed, speakers noted the rapid expansion of opportunities for providing services to both persons with disabili-
ties that persist across the life span and for aging Baby Boomers, as well as the necessity of good science to guide
such ventures. Despite the incredible opportunities that technology provides, as noted by Cerf and other speakers,
the same solutions are often not workable for everyone. Attention to individual differences and underlying causes
will be critical in designing flexible tools and strategies that promote inclusion. In particular, as evidenced by Dr.
Fisher’s recent work on ethical standards for research with vulnerable populations, developmentalists will play a
crucial role in continuing to respect the role of persons with disabilities in
research, as both participants and as collaborators.

SRCD

Article 15 reminds us of the importance of extending the benefits of our Contact Information
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Twenty Most Controversial Studies in Child Psychology
Wallace E. Dixon, Jr., East Tennessee State University

In my previous installment, | reported my findings regarding the 20 Most Fascinating Studies published in child
psychology since 1960. A number of readers wrote to tell me they found that list illuminating and were pleased to
see their own favorites make the cut. | would agree. Although I did not serve as my own research participant, it
was somewhat of a relief to find that my personal definition of “fascinating study” was shared by so many of my
colleagues.

In this installment, | identify the 20 Most Controversial Studies published in child psychology since 1960. As with
the category of “Most Fascinating,” | did not provide an a priori definition of “controversial.” Instead, | left it up to
the individual to define the term. As a result, different studies appear to make the list for different reasons. (I will
withhold my personal view on the nature of these differences, but | would love to hear from readers about their
own hypotheses.)

Below are the studies that survey respondents identified as the most controversial in the field of child psychology.
Remember that these folks were themselves scientists in the Society for Research in Child Development, the Inter-
national Society on Infant Studies, or the Cognitive Development Society. As before, there was surprising agreement
among members of the three learned societies about which studies were most controversial.

In future installments, | will report on the 20 Most Important and 20 Most Revolutionary studies. (You can write to
me at dixonw@etsu.edu.)

Now, on to the 20 Most Controversial Studies published in the field of child psychology since 1960, in reverse order
(note that numbers 19 and 20 were tied, as indicated below):

19T) Smith, L. B., Jones, S.S., & Landau, B. (1996). Naming in young children: A dumb attentional mechanism?
Cognition, 60, 143-171.

19T) Rovee-Collier, C. K., Sullivan, M.W., Enright, M., Lucas, D., & Fagen, J. W. (1980). Reactivation of infant
memory. Science, 208, 1159-1161.

18) Bem, S. L. (1974). The measurement of psychological androgyny. Journal of Consulting and Clinical Psychology,
42, 155-162.

17) Haith, M. M. (1998). Who put the cog in infant cognition? Is rich interpretation too costly? Infant Behavior and
Development, 21, 167-179.

16) Arnett, J. J. (2000). Emerging adulthood: A theory of development from the late teens through the twenties.
American Psychologist, 55, 469-480.

15) Baron-Cohen, S., Leslie, A. M., & Frith, U. (1985). Does the autistic child have a “theory of mind”? Cognition,
21, 37-46.

14) Onishi, K. H., & Baillargeon, R. (2005). Do 15-month-old infants understand false belief? Science, 8, 255-258.

13) Baillargeon, R., Spelke, E. S., & Wasserman, S. (1985). Object permanence in five-month-old infants. Cogni-
tion, 20, 191-208.

12) Hamlin, J. K., Wynn, K., & Bloom, P. (2007). Social evaluation by preverbal infants. Nature, 22, 557-559.

11) Premack, D., & Woodruff, G. (1978). Does the chimpanzee have a theory of mind? Behavioral and Brain Sci-
ences, 1, 515-526.

(cont. on p. 9)




(cont. from p. 8)
10) Ceci, S. J., Ross, D. F., & Toglia, M. P. (1987). Suggestibility of children’s memory: Psycholegal implications.

Journal of Experimental Psychology: General, 116, 38-49.

9) Rauscher, F. H., Shaw, G. L., & Ky, K. N. (1995). Listening to Mozart enhances spatial-temporal reasoning: To-
wards a neurophysiological basis. Neuroscience Letters, 185, 44-47.

8) Bettelheim, B. (1967). The empty fortress: Infantile autism and the birth of the self. New York: Free Press.
7) Harris, J. R. (1998). The nurture assumption: Why children turn out the way they do. New York: Free Press.

6) Bandura, A., Ross, D., & Ross, S. A. (1961). Transmission of aggression through imitation of aggressive models.
Journal of Abnormal and Social Psychology, 63, 575-582.

5) Baillargeon, R. (1987). Object permanence in 3%-and 4%-month-old infants. Developmental Psychology, 23, 655-
664.

4) Pinker, S. (1994). The language instinct: How the mind creates language. New York: Harper Perennial Modern
Classics.

3) Meltzoff, A. N., & Moore, M. K. (1977). Imitation of facial and manual gestures by human neonates. Science, 198,
75-79.

2) Wynn, K. (1992). Addition and subtraction by human infants. Nature, 358, 749-750.
And the #1 Most Controversial Study in Child Psychology published since 1960 is...

1) Belsky, J. (1986). Infant day care: A cause for concern? Zero to Three, 7, 1-7.

SRCD’s Wiley Discount Program

SRCD and our publishing partner Wiley are
pleased to announce an update to Wiley’s
Society Discount Program. Through the SDP,
SRCD members have historically received a
25% discount on virtually all Wiley books.
However, we are pleased to announce an
increase in the discount percentage from

SRCD Members are invited to notify
either editor, jonathan.santo@

25% to 35% for_a trial p(_ariod through the end gmail.com or alukowsk@uci.edu,
of 2014. More information can be found at about your new publications. These
SRCD’s Wiley discount page. will be listed in the newsletter.



http://www.wiley.com/WileyCDA/Section/id-815752.html

The SRCD Office for Policy and Communications is interested in highlighting SRCD members and publications fea-
tured in the news media. The following are the most recent submissions:

E: TV or Radio Interview E: Op-Ed Piece E2J: News Article E: Blog Post

Yalda Tehranian-Uhls and Patricia M. Greenfield. ﬁ CBC Radio Canada. @ Newsweek. How Social Media is Affect-
ing Teens.

*Rosemary Gates Campos. 2] National Monitor. Soothing Pain-elicited Distress in Infants with Swaddling and Paci-
fiers.

*Rachel A. Gordon, Robert Crosnoe, and Xue Wang. B The Los Angeles Times. B New York Daily News. B TiME.
) Business Insider. EJ parade. B usa Today. Physical Attractiveness and the Accumulation of Social and Human
Capital in Adolescence and Young Adulthood.

*Daniel Nagin, Richard E. Tremblay, Sylvana Cote, and Marshall M. Haith. 2 The New York Times. Terrible Twos
Who Stay Terrible.

*Kelly S. Mix, Richard W. Prather, Linda B. Smith, and Jerri DaSha Stockton. Bl The Washington Post.

EJBusiness Standard. BJ science 2.0. EJ Education Week. Young Children’s Interpretation of Multidigit Number
Names: From Emerging Competence to Mastery.

Brian N. Verdine, Roberta M. Golinkoff, Kathryn Hirsh-Pasek, Nora S. Newcombe, Andrew T. Filipowicz, and Alicia

Chang. E National Public Radio. Deconstructing Building Blocks: Preschoolers’ Spatial Assembly Performance Re-
lates to Early Mathematical Skills.

*Hirokazu Yoshikawa, Christina Weiland, Jeanne Brooks-Gunn, Margaret R. Burchinal, Linda M. Espinosa, William T.
Gormley, Jens Ludwig, Katherine A. Magnunson, Deborah Phillips, and Martha J. Zaslow. Eithe Washington Post. B
The Seattle Times. ZZIThe Indiana Star. Investing in Our Future: The Evidence Base on Preschool Education.

Kathleen McCartney. = Marketplace. Smith College President Talks Affordable Education.

*Elizabeth B. Miller, George Farkas, Deborah Lowe Vandell, and Greg J. Duncan. E-] Southern California Public Ra-
dio. OC Weekly. Do the Effects of Head Start Vary by Parental Pre-academic Stimulation?

Press release: Head Start Found More Beneficial for Children Whose Parents Provide Less Early Academic Stimula-
tion.

*Gene Brody, Man-Kit Lei, Tiyani Yu, Steven R. H. Beach, David H. Chae, and Steven M. Kogan.

Athens Banner-Herald. Perceived Discrimination among African American Adolescents and Allostatic Load: A
Longitudinal Analysis with Buffering Effects. Press release: For Young African Americans, Emotional Support Found
to buffer the Biological Toll of Racial Discrimination.

*Deborah Rivas Drake. ) The Brown Daily Herald. Feeling Good, Happy, and Proud: A Meta-Analysis of Positive
Ethnic-Racial Affect and Adjustment. Press release: Positive Feelings About Race, Ethnicity Tied to Stronger Devel-
opment in Minority Youth.

*Ashley K. Smith-Watts, Soo H. Rhee, Deepika Patel, Robin P. Corley, Naomi Friedman, John K. Hewitt, and JoAnn L.

Robinson. E-] ABC : KVUE.com. E-] Mother Nature Network. Testing Alternative Hypotheses Regarding the Association
Between Behavioral Inhibition and Language Development in Toddlerhood. Press release: ‘I Know It but | Won’t Say
It’: Tie Between Toddlers’ Shyness, Language Abilities Reflects Reticence to Respond.

* Indicates media coverage related to an SRCD publication.

We strongly encourage and welcome all members to report recent noteworthy mentions of their research in the
media. Information may be emailed to communications@srcd.org.
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http://www.cbc.ca/player/News/TV Shows/The National/ID/2439278127/
http://mag.newsweek.com/2014/01/24/sex-single-tween.html
http://natmonitor.com/2013/10/30/swaddling-can-create-hip-problems-doctors-say/
http://www.latimes.com/science/sciencenow/la-sci-sn-looks-teens-college-study-20131211,0,4286257.story#axzz2o8BxTy8s
http://www.nydailynews.com/life-style/health/better-looking-high-schoolers-better-grades-study-article-1.1544448
http://healthland.time.com/2013/12/10/teachers-give-better-grades-to-more-attractive-students-study/
http://www.businessinsider.com/attractive-teens-get-better-grades-in-school-2013-12
http://www.parade.com/242013/linzlowe/do-good-looking-teens-get-better-grades/
http://www.usatoday.com/story/news/nation/2013/12/10/appearance-high-school-grades/3928455/
http://well.blogs.nytimes.com/2013/12/16/terrible-twos-who-stay-terrible/?_r=1&
http://www.washingtonpost.com/local/education/quick-whats-bigger-36-or-306-ask-a-3-year-old/2013/12/17/14884598-675c-11e3-8b5b-a77187b716a3_story.html
http://www.business-standard.com/article/pti-stories/kids-understand-multi-digit-numbers-as-early-as-age-3-113121900372_1.html
http://www.science20.com/news_articles/kids_may_understand_large_numbers_better_we_think-126664
http://blogs.edweek.org/edweek/inside-school-research/2013/12/children_show_earlier_understa.html
http://www.npr.org/blogs/theprotojournalist/2013/12/11/249718338/debate-club-blocks-are-the-best-toys-ever
http://www.washingtonpost.com/local/education/how-lasting-are-the-benefits-of-preschool/2014/01/07/4be0aaa6-77d0-11e3-af7f-13bf0e9965f6_story.html
http://blogs.seattletimes.com/educationlab/2014/01/30/how-bostons-preschools-went-from-mediocre-to-outstanding/
http://archive.indystar.com/article/20140218/NEWS08/302180031/Tully-Senate-ready-gut-Mike-Pence-s-preschool-bill
http://www.marketplace.org/topics/economy/education/smith-college-president-talks-affordable-education
http://www.scpr.org/blogs/education/2014/03/10/16043/study-head-start-accrues-most-benefits-to-kids-wit/
http://www.scpr.org/blogs/education/2014/03/10/16043/study-head-start-accrues-most-benefits-to-kids-wit/
http://blogs.ocweekly.com/navelgazing/2014/03/head_start_works_uc_irvine.php
http://www.srcd.org/sites/default/files/documents/washington/pr_2014_03_06_miller.pdf
http://onlineathens.com/uga/2014-02-18/racism-can-have-physical-toll-uga-study-finds
http://www.srcd.org/sites/default/files/documents/washington/pr_14_02_03_brody.pdf
http://www.browndailyherald.com/2014/02/10/studies-show-ethnic-pride-linked-success-youth/
http://www.srcd.org/sites/default/files/documents/washington/pr_14_02_03_rivas-drake.pdf
http://www.kvue.com/news/health/kids-doctor/244279861.html
http://www.mnn.com/family/family-activities/stories/why-shy-toddlers-speak-later-than-their-peers
http://www.srcd.org/sites/default/files/documents/washington/pr_14_02_03_rhee.pdf

Benenson, J. & Markovits, H. (2014). Warriors and Worriers. Oxford University Press, New York.

The book examines sex differences in social interactions from infancy through adulthood. From an evolutionary/
adaptive perspective, it examines sex differences in the size of social groups, the function of same-sex peers
versus families, flexibility in peer interactions, responses to conflicts, and the content of the two sexes’ interests.
It would be of interest to developmental psychologists, as well as professionals in education, medicine and
psychology who wish to better understand the sex-typed problems girls and boys must solve as they develop. Click
here for more information.

Bogenschneider, K. (2014). Family Policy Matters: How Policymaking Affects Families and What Professionals Can
Do. Routledge, New York.

The author used SRCD policy products and activities to inform her book! Click here for more information.

Lewis, Dr. M. (2013). The Rise of Consciousness and the Development of Emotional Life. The Guilford Press, New
York.

Where do emotions come from? How do our early lives affect them? Is a happy 5-year-old experiencing the
same feeling as a smiling baby? When do we acquire the capacity for emotional deception? This book provides
a new understanding of emotional development from infancy through childhood and beyond. Synthesizing
decades of influential research, renowned developmental scientist Michael Lewis explores how biology, culture,
and consciousness interact to shape the growing child’s increasingly complex emotional life. Click here for more
information.

Siegel, L. (2013). Understanding Dyslexia and Other Learning Disabilities. Pacific Educational Press, Vancouver, BC.
Click here for more information.

Whitebook, M., Bellm, D., & Schaack, D. (2013). Supporting Teachers as Learners: A Guide for Mentors and
Coaches in Early Care and Education. Redleaf Press, St. Paul.

This book describes the ways in which the mentoring terrain in early care and education has changed over the
last two decades, and the multiple contexts in which mentoring now occurs. It offers mentors, coaches, and/
or technical assistance providers an effective, activity-based way to reflect on, practice, and sharpen skills for
working with early childhood practitioners, and it can be adapted to a wide variety of early care and education
settings. Click here for more information.

Inaugural Alice Honig Asia Early Child Development
Honorary Award established

The inaugural Alice Honig Asia Early Child Development Honorary Award

| was presented recently in Beijing, China, and will be awarded annually

| in honor of her years of service to the international field of early child
development. Pictured with Alice Honig is Richard Feng, the first recipient
of this award.

Read more about Dr. Honig here.
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http://global.oup.com/academic/product/warriors-and-worriers-9780199972234?cc=us&lang=en&
http://www.amazon.com/Family-Policy-Matters-Policymaking-Professionals/dp/0415844487/ref=sr_1_1?s=books&ie=UTF8&qid=1397225350&sr=1-1
http://www.guilfordpress.co.uk/books/details/9781462512522/
http://pacificedpress.ca/?p=3597
http://www.redleafpress.org/Supporting-Teachers-As-Learners-A-Guide-for-Mentors-and-Coaches-in-Early-Care-and-Education-P1033.aspx
http://falk.syr.edu/Faculty/HonigAlice.aspx

Important Notice

¢ Journals are not forwardable. If you do not notify the SRCD
Membership Office of a change of address, you will stop receiving
your journals.

= Do not send your change of address to Blackwell Publishers.

= Contact the SRCD Membership Office (Tel: (734) 926-0617; Fax:
(734) 926-0601;
E-mail: tandrade@srcd.org if you have concerns or questions
regarding your publications or your membership.

= Membership applications are available on the SRCD website.

Change of Address Notification

Name:

Mailing Address:

Phone:

Fax:

E-mail:
Effective date:

Send to: SRCD Membership, 2950 S. State Street - Suite 401,
Ann Arbor, Ml 48104; or fax to: (734) 926-0601

Developments’
Submission Guidelines

Text: Provide your material in unformatted text blocks only, preferably
using “Trebuchet” 10-pt font in Word or WordPerfect. Word limit for a
one page article is 775 words. A photo of the author or topic or both to
accompany the article would be greatly appreciated.

Photographs: 300 DPI, “tif” files only. If you do not have a scanner

to produce the photo quality we need, loan us your photo; we will
scan it for our use, and then return it to you. Please send materials to
Jonathan Bruce Santo, jonathan.santo@gmail.com or Angela Lukowski,
alukowsk@uci.edu.

Ads: Contact Amy Glaspie, aglaspie@srcd.org; 734-926-0614 for
information and an order form. General ad specs:

® 1/8-page display ad is 2” x 3.5” and contains up to 75 words plus a
2-line header

® 1/4-page display ad is 3.5” x 4.5 and contains up to 175 words plus
a 2-line header

® 1/2-page display ad is 4.5 x 7.25” and contains up to 325 words plus
a 2-line header

® Full-page display ad is 7.25” x 8.75” and contains up to 650 words
plus a 2-line header

SRCD Developments

Editors
Jonathan Bruce Santo
jonathan.santo@gmail.com
Angela Lukowski
alukowsk@uci.edu

Managing Editor
Amy Glaspie
aglaspie@srcd.org

In Memoriam Editor
Frank Kessel
kesfam@pdqg.net

Teachers’ Corner Moderator
Katharine Blackwell
katharine.blackwell@salem.edu

SECC Column Moderator
Michelle Wright
mwrigh20@depaul .edu

Governing Council
President Lynn Liben
Past President ~ Ann Masten
President-Elect Ron Dahl
Secretary Nancy Hill
Members Robert Crosnoe
Kenneth Dodge
Mary Gauvin
Richard Lerner
Kofi Marfo
Seth Pollak
Kenneth Rubin
Deborah Vandell
Thomas Weisner
Dawn England
Lonnie Sherrod
Susan Lennon
Martha Zaslow

SECC Rep
Ex Officio

The Newsletter is published four
times a year: Circulation is ap-
proximately 6,000. The newslett-
ter is distributed to all members

of the SRCD including researchers,
practitioners in the field of child
development, social and behavioral
sciences, social workers, administra-
tors, physicians, nurses, educators,
and students.

The newsletter publishes announce-
ments, articles, and ads that may
be of interest to members of the
Society, as space permits.
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