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STUDY OBJECTIVE

• This study examines the impact of conducting 
teacher home visits on two important student 
outcomes: attendance and reading achievement. 

• Findings provide evidence on the potential of home 
visits to be a component of broader school 
improvement efforts. 
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LITERATURE

• Help families identify and deal with problems contributing to low 
attendance

• Contribute to enhanced academic performance

Strong school-family relationships can…

• Overcome practical challenges for busy families to be involved
• Build common understanding between teachers and families about 

educational aspirations for the child
• Familiarize teachers with student and family backgrounds and their 

home contexts
• Enhance teacher perceptions of students’ academic engagement 

and classroom behavior

Teacher home visits have been found to…

KEY CONTRIBUTIONS

EXISTING 
STUDIES CURRENT STUDY

Sample sizes small for 
drawing generalized 

implications
Large sample size (~4000) 

Sole use of survey 
data for constructing 
outcome variables

Use of measured outcomes such as attendance 
and reading achievement

Mostly qualitative Quasi-experimental: use of weighted regression 
to account for selection into treatment

Primarily focused on 
early childhood Sample includes school-aged children (K-5th)
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THE INTERVENTION

• Relational teacher home visits 
• Aimed strictly at building personal ties to create trust and 

mutual respect between teachers & families for constructive, 
academics-focused partnerships throughout the year

• Teachers were strongly urged to conduct home 
visits with all their families, but they were NOT 
mandatory.  
• In current sample, 52.49% received a home visit

RESEARCH QUESTIONS

• To what extent were students who received a home visit 
attending school on a more regular basis 
compared to those whose family did not participate in a 
home visit? 

RQ1

• To what extent were students who received a home visit 
more likely to score proficient in reading 
comprehension at the end of the school year 
compared to those whose families did not participate in 
a home visit? 

RQ2
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DATA

• 12 intervention schools 

• Part of a large urban district

• Elementary/K-8

• Data from two consecutive school years 2012-13 and 2013-14

• Student-level demographic information (grade, race, ELL, FRL, IEP), 
reading comprehension test scores, and attendance

• Data on which students received home visits

SAMPLE

• Sample size

• Attendance analysis: 
4664 students

• Reading 
comprehension 
analysis: 3713 students
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MISSING DATA

• Missing data 

• Missing baseline data for students due to the high student mobility

• Data missing by an “ignorable” mechanism and not on account of the 
values of the missing observations (Rubin, 1987)

• Multiple imputations by chained equations in Stata13 implemented to 
impute missing data (20 iterations)

• All imputed data sets pooled in analysis to further account for 
uncertainty (Rubin, 2004)

MATCHING

Doubly robust weighted regression adjusts additionally for the conditioning variables 
to further account for the remaining imbalance across these variables

(Morgan & Winship, 2014)

Accounts for selection of students 
into home visits (the treatment)

Estimates average treatment effect 
for the treated (ATT) by applying 

weights to the comparison group 
to make it representative of 

treatment group

Desire to know student/family 
better, student behavior, attendance, 
and academic performance found to 

be key factors in selection 
(Christiansen, 2015)

Weights (propensity scores) 
constructed with estimated 

probabilities of selection predicted 
by student demographics & 

baseline attendance/reading scores

Weighted 
Regression
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BALANCE ACROSS KEY VARIABLES THAT 
DEFINED SELECTION INTO TREATMENT 

STUDY FINDINGS
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ATTENDANCE OUTCOMES

READING PROFICIENCY OUTCOMES
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IMPLICATIONS

• Relational teacher home visits when utilized as part of a broader 
family engagement strategy can help develop relations with families 
that lead to improved student outcomes 

Home 
visits

1.06%* increase in 
individual 

attendance rates

1.51 times higher 
odds of reading on 

or above grade level

REFERENCES

• Alexander, K. L., Entwisle, D. R., & Horsey, C. S. (1997). From first grade forward: Early foundations 
of high school dropout. Sociology of education, 87-107. 

• Baedar, A. (2010). Stepping into the students’ worlds. Educational Leadership, 67(5). 

• Balfanz, R., Herzog, L., & Mac Iver, D. J. (2007). Preventing student disengagement and keeping 
students on the graduation path in urban middle-grades schools: Early identification and effective 
interventions. Educational Psychologist, 42(4), 223-235. 

• Christiansen, E. (2015). Washoe County School District Parent Teacher Home Visit Project 
Evaluation Report 2015. Retrieved from 
http://www.washoeschools.net/cms/lib08/NV01912265/Centricity/Domain/161/Parent%20Teacher
%20Home%20Visit%20Project%20Evaluation%20Report%202015.pdf. 

• Epstein, J. L., & Sheldon, S. B. (2002). Present and accounted for: Improving student attendance 
through family and community involvement. The Journal of Educational Research, 95, 308-318. 

• Ginsberg, M. (2007). Lessons at the kitchen table. Educational Leadership, 64(6). 

• Johnson, Kay. (2009). State-Based Home Visiting: Strengthening Programs through State Leadership. New 
York: Columbia University, National Center for Children in Poverty. Retrieved from 
http://www.nccp.org/publications/pdf/text_862.pdf.

• McNeal, R. B. (1999). Parental involvement as social capital: Differential effectiveness on science 
achievement, truancy, and dropping out. Social forces, 78(1), 117-144. 



4/27/2017

9

REFERENCES

• Meyer, J. A., Mann, M. B., & Becker, J. (2011). A five-year follow-up: Teachers’ perceptions of the 
benefits of home visits for early elementary children.Early Childhood Education Journal,39(3), 191-
196.

• Morgan, S. L., & Winship, C. (2014). Counterfactuals and causal inference. Cambridge University Press. 

• Rubin, D. B. (2004).Multiple imputation for nonresponse in surveys (Vol. 81). John Wiley & Sons.

• Sheldon, S. B. (2007). Improving student attendance with school, family, and community 
partnerships. The Journal of Educational Research, 100(5), 267-275. 

• Sheldon, S. B., & Epstein, J. L. (2002). Improving student behavior and school discipline with family 
and community involvement. Education and Urban Society, 35(1), 4-26. 

• Stetson, R., Stetson, E., Sinclair, B., & Nix, K. (2012). Home visits: Teacher reflections about 
relationships, student behavior, and achievement. Issues in Teacher Education,21(1), 21.

• Teasley, M. L. (2004). Absenteeism and truancy: Risk, protection, and best practice implications for 
school social workers. Children & Schools, 26(2), 117-128. 

• Terlitsky, A. B., & Wilkins, J. (2015). Characteristics of family literacy programmes that improve child 
literacy, behaviour and parenting skills. International Journal of Pedagogies and Learning, 10(2), 121-
138.

THANK YOU FOR 
LISTENING!

If you have any further questions, please email us!

Sol Bee Jung

sjung26@jhu.edu

Steven Sheldon

ssheldon@jhu.edu


