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CHAPTER 1

PURPOSE OF THE STUDY

Introduction

Within the music education profession, there is gereral
agreement about the importance of singing fn the musical instruction
of children, especially in the elementary school, Although music
educators agree on the importance of singing, their reasons for this
agreement are widely divergent., Justification for including sinaing
as a primary component of musical training rances from a belief in

the singing experience itse1f1

to conclusions, based on experimental
data, that singing is the experiential basis for the formulation of
pitch concepts, e.9., a sense of tona]ﬁty.z some proponents of
singing also claim that students who receive daily singing instruction
show improved results in other academic area5.3
Most discussions about voung children's singing are based on

one of two major types of investigations: 1) the study of techniques

]Bjurnar Bergethon and Eunice Boardman, Musical Growth in the
Elementary School, 4th ed. prepared by Bjornar Bergethon (New York:
HoTt, Rinehart and Winston, 1979), p. 7; and Harriet Nordholm,
Singing in_the Elementary Schools (Englewood Cliffs, NJ: Prentice-

Hall, Inc., 1965}, p. 1.

2Edmn E. Gordon, The Psychelogy of Music Teaching (Enclewood
Cliffs, NJ: Prentice-Hall, Inc,, 1971), p. 92,

3K1ara Kokas mentions Hungarian studies comparing students
receiving daily singing instruction to those having a usual number of
class hours of musical instruction, See "Kodaly's Concept of Music

Eduﬁsticn,“ Council for Research in Music Education, no, 22 (1970),
b, : fudel. L




and materials used in teaching and 2) the study of the development of
children's capabilities regarding singing and melodic concept
formation. In the first type, scholars have studied the value of
different syllable s.ystlerfr'.a,"'1 the effect of classroom procedures on
singing ach‘ievement,5 and the relative benefits of different types of
accompaniment employed with children's 5inging.5

A considerable portion of the research undertaken has been
focused on the problem singer, Joyner sungests that there is a
stronger relationship between "untuneful" singing and voice production
difficulties than between "untuneful" singing and pitch discrimination
deficiencies.? Other studies corroborate Joyner's thinking and
sugagest further that remedial work beginning with pitch matching in
the conversational range is crucial to the development of "tuneful"

singing 1n problem s1nger5,8 There seems to be universal agreement

dArnmd Bentley, "Fixed or Movable DO," Journal of Research
in Music Education 7 (1959): 163-168,

5Hi1dugard Froehlich, "Replication of a Study on Teaching
Singing in the Elementary General Music Classroom," Journal of
Research in Music Education 27 (1979): 35-45,

EFur three differing views on the issue of accompaniment, see
Edwin E. Gordon, Primary Measures of Music Audiation (Chicago: G.I,A,
Publications, Inc., 1979), p. 59; Maria Runfcla Hale, "An Experimental
Study of the Comparative Effectiveness of Harmonic and Melodic
Accompaniment in Singing As It Relates to the Development of a Sense
of Tonality," Council for Research in Music Education, no, 53 {1977},
p. 29; and Lois Choksy, The Xodily Method: Comprehensive Music
Education from Infant to Adult (Englewood Cliffs, NJ: Prentice-Hall,
Tnc., 1974), p. 122.

?David R. Joyner, "The Monotone Problem," Journal of Research
in Music Education 17 (1969): 119,

aFr:;-r further detail, see Emlyn Roberts and Ann D.M, Davies,
"A Method of Extending the Vocal Range of 'Monotone' Schoolchildren,"
Psychology of Music 4 (1976): 29-43; Davies and Roberts, "Poor Pitch
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