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Il'here have been different rescarches conducted with the *Good Behavior Game,” some
have been successful while others have had different challenges or limitations to the study.
Firstly, it is impertant to understand that the GBG program is aimed at assisting children to
demonstrate better attitude when in a school setting or a structured environment. Good
Behaviour Game was first introduced by Harriet Barrish, Muriel Saunders and Mont Wolf in
1969 (Pennington & McComas, 2017} which was to create a positive behavior in children and
reward them for following the set directions given and maintaining appropriate behavior
(Pennington & McCommas, 2017). | B

lit is important 10 note that the behaviors which help shape us into adulthood starts from
the early years and as we mold ourselves, it is vital to make sure that being social is and having
strong self-confidence is important and will Jower the insecurities that we encounter towards and
during our adult years. My understanding of the GBG is that it is necessary to create a positive
environment, maintain appropriate behavior towards and around others as well as also being able
to socially communicate amongst your peers. |

In this research, I will review different journals/articles which have illustrated various
methods of the good behavior game from participants, subjects, methods and setting used in
order to distinguish which setting would yield the best and effective results with the good

behavior game. |

For example, the purpose of Groves and Austip {2018) was w]., | Artieled

Hiefedarticlereviewad-was- b BinibeGreves-and-denaios Austin- 244 Their research

shthe-GRG-was-hasediook place in two schools in South Wales ko understand if GBG could

: In the first paragraph of your
imtroduction, you will be presenting a problem (e.g , student
engage in disruptive class behaviors), highlighting why this
15 an issue, and providing a solution, which is the GBG in th
context of this project (you've somewhat already addressed
this last pont). The blue inangle | provided in class 82 can
also be reviewed to obtain additional guidance as to whal to
include here

— AN : This mformalu.)n should be merged

with the first paragraph Make sure to include cuations to
back up your thoughts. The first paragraph should be
especially heavy in citations.

| Cnm————— Wb his puagraph, you will be

establishing generality. How has the GBG been used in the
past? Ifyou are unclear as to how to proceed., | suggest
reviewing the example | provided in class.

The first sentence of summaries
should almost always include the pumpose of the study. To di
50, you can use the following formula; “The purpose of .
was 10 assess the effects ol (1V) on (DV) with
(participants).”




evoke negative peer pressure in different scttingti. The class setting chosen was with kids who ___r_ This anformation can be deleted on.
you include the purpose of the study

had severe behavioral problems, which frem-included property disruption andis aggression,

whilstsome-otherpartieipants-weredragavsed-withand/or various types of disorder (Groves &

Austin, 2018). [The article reviewed stated and showed that GBG does work when it is

implemented in a school setting to regulate the unwanted behaviours of a student (Groves &
Austin, 2018). The partakers were aware of when the GBG wilt be implemented during the class
session so the positive interaction increased and the negative behaviours such as curing reduced.
It was also observed that when GBG was not being impiemented negative behaviours were
displayed (Groves & Austin, 2018). During the research the researchers found that GBG was a
great way 10 have students display appropriate behaviour during class sessions and the negative
peer pressure was reduced significantly whilst teachers also noticed students encouraging one
another (Groves & Austin, 2018). The main purpose of the study was also 1o analyse what effect

the GBG would bring to a classroom setting either positive or negative which proved to be more

generated a positive outcome {Groves & Austin, 2018)] | ommm———— Immedintely after ntroducing the

purpose of an arucle, | suggest including a statement on the
! , I ; participants. Thereafier, you can summanze the methods
- - - using 2-3 sentences and briefly expand on the resulis (1.e.,
% add anather sentence or two) It can also be useful 1o the

WMMMW“M was conducted amongst 570 \\x | reader to briefly state the limnations of a research study

— when you summanze it. 1 will not repeat this comment

throughout your document, however, these gidelines shoul

Y
participants mwwhose primary language was Duich andwers-inprade-from y \'\\  be followed for every article you summarize!
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seeond-to-third-grade-( Geertje et al., 201 1). [The study was to explore if individual’s adaptation \ Formatted: Font. Not Bold
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with on-task behavior changed and to observe the aggression development while being asked to \\] Formatted: Seperscrin

3.5 : A ; 1 RN This sentence should appear night
participate in an activity and the final aspect of the study was to observe if the participants after you intoduce the purpose ofthe aticle
experienced any peer rejection (Geertje et al., 2011)|[The findings showed that intervention | e————N: Tis resembles o purpose statoment

I suggest introducing the purpose of the siudy firsi and
y . ' - - odifying this sent the formula | provided abov:
impact was seen with only children who had low-level on-task behavior baseline, they also found defiiyene thigsenienos sgig ieformila | providedabove

a decrease in aggression whilst GBG was being conducted which was not found amongst the



controlled group participants (Geertje et al., 2011). The study disclosed that the effect of GBG
depends mostly on the primary level of the on-task behavior and that enhancement in social

relationships with peers may explain the decrease in aggression among low-on task children

{Geertje et al,, 201 l)l TR |! is particularly difficult lot me 1o
S comment on this portion of your texi given that a significant

portion was highlighted by Tum It In. Make sure to review
the repont and make the changes accordingly before your

wArioled S
nexi submission

This research anticle was conducted in ap alemative-school setting forwilh students & SRR : [nciude purpose statement first

i . : X | Fermatted: Font: Not Bold
pupils with emotional and behavioral disorder (Rubow et al.. 2018). [Based on the intensity of the - T

student’s behavioral diagnoses, the school had more staff available for the students to be

available to deescalate conflicts (Rubow et al., 2018)]The study was completed in two classroom .r_e T wonder if this senence is
|_necessary

settings in a title I, K-12 alternative leaming center (ALC) for students with EBD, severe
behavior problems, or both, participated in classroom | or 2 (Rubow et al., 2018). Based on the

class division, reversal design was used for classroom 1 and a multiple baseline across setlings

design in classroom 2 (Rubow. et al.. 2018). [The students were given the rule of the game in : Once agan, 1t 15 particularly
difficult for me to commeni on this portion of your lext give
that a sigificant portion was highlighted by Tum It In. Mak
sure to review the report and make the changes accordingly
before your next submission.

get a reward (Rubow et al., 2018). The result Lshowg;}. that the GBG was a great way for both e : Make sure 10 use the past tense

when describing studies that were published in the past.

their various teams and waswere instructed they—sheuldto follow the rule to win the game and

classes to decrease their disruption. which is a description that the GBG does have a positive

effect on the sludcm:igRubow et al.. 2018). When the GBG was not being implemented, the | Cou——— . 15 1hs necessary”

behaviors was-were back at the-base-line levels, meaning that ard-behaviors occurred more than

when the GBG was being conducted (Rubow et al.. 20181 | G———————— \i:\ke sure (0 review one of my
previous comment regarding what you should include in
L_.. ioled , each summary.

: Do not forget to inchuide the
purpose statement here
This research of GBG took place in two preschool classrooms at #heit rural clementary l
Fnrm—nﬂedFonl Not Buld

school in west Texas (Wiskow et al.. 2019). Fheparticipanis-wer based antao-class Sobepee

Celass 1 had 17 students #-testerkic., 9 pirls and 8 boys) and class 2; forthe-seemsdalue it



consisted of 16 subjectss (i, 6 girls and 10 boys; +Wiskow et al.. 2019). Sessions were
completed in the morning during the whole group period, which is when they are on a carpet in
the presence ol the teacher and the whiteboard for communication (Wiskow et al.. 2019). The
finding shows that disruptions per minute for all students in class 1 and class 2 across each
session shows the average disruptions per minute in each condition in class 1 and class 2
{Wiskow et al., 2019). The observers saw higher and differentiated levels of disruptive behavior

during GBG no feedback and GBG visual feedback conditions relative to GBG vocal feedback

and GBG no feedback and GBG visual feedback conditions (Wiskow et al., 2019)] ot : Once agan, it 1s panticularly
difficult for me to comment on this portion of your text give
| that a significant pertion was highlighted by Tum It In Mazh

sure 10 review the report and make the changes accordingly
“ I_bcfore your next submission

\\ P
M—s b 1 nvite you to think about whether

all the studies included here are directly relevani 1o your

The re H H T : ; d study. One of the studies you should also be
h . as-inased-vet-i-study i .
The research article by Pennington and McCommas 2017 wa 2 Ty oo e Tt L by Dol
~ ) , {2015) given that Pennmgton and McComas extended 1t &
stincluded three participants in a classroom setting (Pennington & McCommas, 2017).[The \__1 hope this makes sense!

COmce again. do not Torget to
method used in this setting was multiple baseline which produced result that the participants include 2 purpose statement. If you wish to include the nam
of the expenimental design, you can start the paragraph by
stating something along the lines of: “Using a multiple

behavior was more positive when the GBG was being implemented, and when the GBG is not baseline design. Penington and McCommas (2007) assesse
the elfects of _ on .. with . . " Does thal make sense?
being conducted in the classroom the children’s behavior does not change] All three participants 1 ARSI | onder if this sentence 1s
| necessary. [Fyou wish to keep 1t, I would move it below
. . . . . ; | wh describe the result
used during this study were § vears old and diagnosed with behavioral disorder and-were 8-vears Sy e et

sh(Penninglon & McCommas, 2017). The participants were besdkssdivided into groups and

observations took place during the moming meeting and math session while they were in their

various groups. || The finding in the study showed that during the session when the GBG is not __—{-GumetesiEREmI: What clsc happened during this
study? 1 suggest being more descnptive when describing the
_ - . . ; . hods,
being implemented, the panticipants did not follow on-task instructions, but when the GBG is o —

being implemented, their behavior decreaseds (Pennington & McCommas, 2017).

This article had various limitationd, including the number of participa otd bwhich meant ” Is this what you meant in the
following sentence?

that the experiment could only be conducted on three participants in a classroom which affected




the result because individuals respond to things differently based on the GBG. JAnother hurdle T— Did the authors say this? [ so,
[}

make sure o include a citation at the end of the sentence

that the researchers faced was that it did not truly state what contingencies maintained the off-

task behavior when it was at baseline, which would have provided a more in-depth answer of the

SRR This segtment is rather unclear Di
you mean that “more conclusive results would have emerye
had this information been provided ™

GBG{ The Jast limitation the researchers had-jdentilied washol implementing the same typeof __—

subsequent activity that was implemented during the GBG. |

This sentence 1s unclear written a:

; PP ] n : 15 Please review and rephrase
[The limitations from the Pennington and McComas made their research incomplete

because if they had based their research on a larger participant, they might have found a different
outcome in the results based on the test subjects. Also being clear and precise about different

steps and procedures they would be implementing would have vield a better outcome if truly the

GBG made a significant change with the participants, [ ) 1’ U | do ot think that this paragraph 1

necessary!

Bascd on my-Hadmpstror-thethe limitations of Pennington and McComas (2017, the
purpose of the present study is o . jresearch [ found interest in several process to which the
experiment had been carried out. What if more participants were included would the outcome be
different? Would dividing the team by gender be a more interesting study? Would conducting
my research on different ethnic group yield better findings? These were some of the questions
that were crossing my mind whilst reading the article. The GBG is a game that I believe would
improve the life of children and adults to become more structured and have a focus in life in

order to be able to achieve. I would like to focus my research on completing the GBG based on

gender orientation in a classroom setting. | In this paragraph, you will presen
your research question Most people do so by stating
something along the lines of "Given the imnations of
Pennington and McComas (2017), the purpose of the preser

i study s to . [use the formula | provided earhier];” this take

| care of why your study is meaningful. In this paragraph. yoi
will also include a few statements summanizing your

| methods. Does that make sense?
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