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ABSTRACT

Introduction: The literature is mixed regarding behavioral methods that may
effectively motivate children to increase physical activity levels. Because some research
has shown parental influence can affect children’s behavior, it is hypothesized that
trained parental support may increase children’s physical activity.

Purpose: The purpose of this study was to examine the effects of parental support
on children’s physical activity. Pender’s Health Promotion Model (HPM) served as a
guide. The theoretical underpinnings of this model are based on the assumption that
individuals are influenced by interpersonal factors such as parental support.

Design and Sample: For this pre-test/post-test interventional study, 30 children
ages 8 to 12 years were recruited from a rural Midwestern Boys and Girls Club.
Determined physical activity levels, perceived support, and perceived motivation were
determined before and after implementation of a parental support intervention.

Methods: Physical activity levels were objectively measured by accelerometers.
Perceived levels of physical activity, motivation, and support were measured using the
Perceived Activity Questionnaire-Child, Social Support and Exercise Scale, Physical
Activity Motivation Scale, and Amherst Health and Activity Adult Survey. Intervention
parental support strategies included encouragement, praise, transportation, and

participation with the child in physical activities. Parent and child survey scores,

XV



accelerometer scores, demographics, and anthropometric measures were analyzed using
paired t-tests.

Results: Results showed that after the intervention, both children (paired t= 7.43,
p=0.001) and their parents (paired = 3.04, p= 0.001) perceived significantly greater
parental support and motivation (paired t= 9.65, p=0.001) to be physically active.
Children were also significantly more physically active following the parental support
intervention (paired = 2.60, p=0.01). Parental support may affect children’s physical
activity levels, but other confounding factors need to be studied in the future.

Implications: Results of this study has implications for improving the health and
fitness of children through increased physical activity levels. Nurses are in a key position
to influence parental behaviors through education, research, and policy as a means of

improving children’s physical activity levels.
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CHAPTER1
INTRODUCTION

Only one-third of children in the United States are estimated to be physically
active enough to promote cardio-metabolic health and maintain optimal weight patterns
(Taylor, et al., 1997; Wilson, Lawman, Segal, & Chappell, 2011). This generation of
children is considered to be the least physically active group in US history. Therefore,
obesity has become an epidemic for the current generation of children (Cole, Bellizzi,
Flegal, & Dietz, 2000; Ogden, Carroll, Kit, & Flegal, 2012).

Low physical activity levels are a major risk factor for developing obesity and
coronary artery disease in children. Studies have attributed increased obesity in children
to poor diet, lack of daily physical activity, and an increase in sedentary lifestyle choices
including television, computer, and gaming (Al-Nakeeb, Duncan, Lyons, & Woodfield,
2007; Dollman, Norton, & Norton, 2005; Eather, Morgan, & Lubans, 2011; Nyberg,
Nordenfelt, Ekelund, & Marcus, 2009). Research has shown that increased physical
activity is a key behavioral determinant of physical fitness and obesity prevention
(Brockman, Jago, & Fox, 2011; Perry & Hoffman, 2010).

However, less than 40% of US children ages 6 to 19 years meet the US Centers
for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) recommendation of 60 minutes of moderate to
vigorous physical activity daily (Colley, Janssen, & Tremblay, 2012). Failure in meeting

CDC recommended daily physical activity levels in children suggests that a



reconsideration of the role of support strategies in addressing this problem is necessary.
The literature is mixed regarding which behavioral methods can effectively motivate
children to keep physically active and meet the CDC’s daily physical activity
recommendations. Therefore the purpose of this study was to identify the effects of
parental support on children’s physical activity levels and whether perceived parental
support increases children’s motivation for physical activity.

Parental support has been noted as a key factor for motivating children in making
physical activity choices (Bentley et al., 2012; Davison & Jago, 2009; Rutten, Boen, &
Seghers, 2013; Zhao, Gao, & Settles, 2013). Parents present the first behavioral learning
environment for children and are most influential with young children in teaching
socialization interactions (Hennessy, Hughes, Goldberg, Hyatt, & Economos, 2010).
Parental support has shown to be a significant indicator in determining how physically
active children ages 7 to 10 years will be where family skills and beliefs can shape
attitudes and physical activity behaviors (Edwardson & Gorely, 2010). However,
research has also shown parental support to be poorly associated with or have no
association with physical activity levels in children ages 3 to 12 years (Ferreira, van der
Horst, Wendel-Vos, Kremers, van Lanthe, & Brug, 2007; Prochaska, Rogers, & Sallis,
2002; Sallis, Alcaraz, McKenzie, Hovell, Kolody, & Nader, 1992).

A recent qualitative study by de la Haye, de Heer, Wilkinson, and Koehly (2013)
showed that children are more inclined to participate in physical activities if their parents
support them in doing so. Even so, a review of the literature indicated that parental
support measures influencing children’s physical activity levels also resulted in mixed

outcomes. Several studies measuring the influence of supportive measures on children’s
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physical activity levels have been inconclusive, identified weak correlations between
parental support and children’s physical activity levels, and had limited generalizability
(Gustafson & Rhodes, 2006; Rutten, Boen, & Seghers, 2013; Van der Horst et al., 2007).
Cong, Feng, Liu, and Esperat (2012) indicated that parental participation
increases the time that children spend being physically active but that parental
encouragement did not have the same impact. Sallis, Prochaska, and Taylor obtained
similar results in 2000 when they studied parental influence on physical activity in
children and found no determinant cause-and-effect relationship. Beets, Pitetti, and
Forlaw (2007) analyzed effects of peer and parental support on physical activity levels of
children and reported mixed outcomes. Peer support was found to be a consistent
predictor for physical activity, but parental support was not directly related to physical
activity. The authors suggested that lack of effect might be explained by the way parental
support was measured as a total concept rather than as separately analyzing specific
support mechanisms including encouragement, observation, participation and praise.
Trost, Kerr, Ward, and Pate (2001) reported parental modeling as a positive predictor in
raising physical activity levels in children, but similar to Beets, Pitetti, and Forlaw
(2007), other authors have also found that peer support is more highly associated with
physical activity behavior compared to parental support (Anderssen & Wold, 1992).
Springer, Kelder, and Hoelscher (2006) identified peer encouragement as the only social
support factor that significantly predicted vigorous levels of physical activity (r=0.11, p
<0.005). In addition, Trost, Sirard, Dowda, Pfeiffer, and Pate (2003) completed a study

that compared physical activity between overweight and non-overweight preschool



children and found no significant effects of parental influence on physical activity
behaviors.

Parental support has been cited as key in some studies in promoting physical
activity in children, although evidence has been weak. Many studies carry limitations
including cross-sectional design and restrictive samples, and many depend on self-report
measures and non-experimental design (Bauer, Nelson, Boutelle, & Neumark-Sztainer,
2008; Beets, Vogel, Forlaw, Pitetti, & Cardinal, 2006; Kleges, Malott, Boschee, &
Weber, 1986; Trost et al., 2003).

Gender and BMI as Factors

Previous studies on parents as support agents in promoting physical activity in
children have shown varied results when analyzed relationships with gender and body
mass index (BMI). Boys have been reported to participate in more physical activity
compared to girls when feeling supported by their parents (Fisher et al., 2011; Lau,
Engelen, & Bundy, 2013; Zhao, Gao, & Settles, 2013). Similarly, girls were noted to
have a steady decline in physical activity once approaching puberty when compared to
boys (Bastos, Araujo, & Hallal, 2008; McWhorter, Wallmann, & Alpert, 2003; Zhao,
Gao, & Settles, 2013).

On the other hand, Bradley et al. (2100) report that parental support has been a
more significant factor in predicting physical activity levels of boys compared to girls,
but the rate of decline of physical activity is greater in boys, resulting in less difference
by late adolescence (Bradley et al., 2011). Even so, Edwardson and Gorely (2010) found
no gender difference in mean level of physical activity in relation to parental support.
According to Adkins, Sherwood, Story, and Davis (2004), parent reported support for
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physical activity was associated with girls’ physical activity levels. Furthermore, several
studies have shown that parental support influences the activity levels of girls
significantly more than boys (Davison, Cutting, & Birch, 2003; Fogelholm, Nuutinen,
Pasanen, Myohanen, & Saatela, 1999; Myers, Strikmiller, Weber, & Berenson, 1996;
Ward et al., 1997).

The effects of parental support on children’s physical activity levels are also
mixed when looking at children’s BMI. Nolan, Cottrell, and Dino (2013) found that
more parental support was associated with higher than 50" percentile BMI levels of girls.
In comparison, Corder et al. (2010) reported that parents of children with healthy BMI
levels tended to be more supportive of physical activities, even though they
overestimated the level of physical activity their children participated in. This finding is
consistent with the work of Zhao, Gao, and Settles (2013) showing that parents of
overweight children were less prone to promote physical activity behaviors in children
compared to parents who perceived their children as having a healthy weight.

Community Factors Influencing Children’s Physical Activity Levels

Community-wide approaches to train parents as role models and physical activity
support agents are necessary, considering the multifaceted lifestyles children are
accustomed living to, including home, school, and extracurricular activities or free-play.
Also, numerous physical activity interventions for children have been implemented in the
school system with limited success in sustaining physical activity levels in children
despite parental involvement (Bentley et al., 2012; Lau, Engelen, & Bundy, 2013).
Children are not engaging in adequate physical activity during the school day; therefore,
the afterschool period is an opportunity for children to participate in an array of

5



unstructured physical activities. This opening allows parents to have a direct role in
monitoring and facilitating physical activity behaviors (Lau, Engelen, & Bundy, 2013).
Rationale for Study and Impact on Children’s Physical Activity
There is a real need for a more thorough understanding on how perceived parental
support can motivate children to increase physical activity levels in order to inform
empirical inquiries and ensure that the most successful physical activity interventions are
implemented. Despite previous research on effects of parental support on children’s
physical activity levels, there continues to be no concrete evidence that parental support
can significantly influence children’s physical activity levels. Because of the lack of
empirical evidence for the effects of parental support on children’s physical activity and
the mixed results regarding how it can affect children’s behavior, the purpose of this
study was to determine whether parental support can motivate children to increase their
physical activity levels. With increased rates of childhood obesity and cardiovascular
disease, identifying methods that are effective for improving children’s physical activity
behaviors is needed. The attainment of increased physical activity levels through
parental support may decrease the devastating impact of obesity by improving physical
fitness, mental wellbeing, and maintenance of optimal weight patterns. The hypotheses
for this work are that (1) children’s perceived motivation for physical activity will
improve following receipt of a trained parental support intervention; and (2) children’s
physical activity levels will improve following a trained parental support intervention
Statement of Problem
The rate of obesity in children has alarmingly increased by 45% in the last

decade, leading to obesity-related health problems such as type II diabetes,
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cardiovascular disease, and reduced psychological well-being (Craig, Tudor-Locke,
Cragg, & Cameron, 2010; Edwards, 2005; Power, Bindler, Goetz, & Daratha, 2010).

Physical activity is a major determinant in preventing obesity and its
consequences (Zhao, Gao, & Settles, 2013). Physical inactivity in childhood has been
linked to chronic co-morbidities and increased sedentary time in adulthood (Bozzola,
Bozzola, Abela, & Amato, 2010), yet children’s physical activity levels continue to
decline, and childhood obesity has become an epidemic. Only 36% of US children met
the Healthy People 2000 goal for daily moderate to vigorous physical activity, and
current figures from Healthy People 2010 indicate that less than 3% of children are
meeting recommended daily moderate to vigorous physical activity (Davison, Cutting, &
Birch, 2003; Pate, Macera, Bailey, Bartoli, & Powell, 1992). The Minnesota Department
of Health (2013) reported the percentages of obesity in the study county at 23.1% and at
25.4% in the state. The US Department of Health and Human Services reported that
approximately 22.8% of the study’s county population does not exercise compared to
21% of the state population (US Department of Health and Human Services, 2012).

Parental support and its effects on physical activity levels in children are not well
defined because of a lack of empirical evidence, generalizability, study design,
heterogeneous sampling, and valid, objective measures (Cong, Feng, Liu, & Esperat,
2012; Pfeiffer, Mciver, Dowda, Almeida, & Pate, 2006; Springer, Kelder, & Hoelscher,
2006). Because physical inactivity is a risk factor for many diseases and conditions,
making physical activity an integral part of the daily routine is critical.

Evidence has shown that parents can be a significant motivator for physical
activity in children, but subjective monitoring of physical activity in combination with

7



objective measurement has not been adequately supported in previous research studies

despite steady declines in physical activity among children (Pelclova, El Anasari, &

Vasickova, 2010). Validating findings with objective feedback may have a significant

impact on education and community organization policies as well as on pedagogical and

parenting practices by raising awareness in parents, educators, and community leaders of

the importance of parental involvement in implementing physical activity programs.
Statement of Purpose

Therefore, the purpose of this study was to determine the effects of parental
support on physical activity levels of children. The specific aims addressed in this study
were as follows:

1. Analyze for differences in accelerometer counts before and after children
received parental support to encourage physical activity.

2. Analyze for differences in children’s motivation scores before and after they
received parental support to encourage physical activity.

3. Analyze for differences in parents’ perceived support scores before and after
their child received a parental support session to encourage physical activity.

Definition of Terms

The following operational definitions were used in this study:

Accelerometer Scores: The accelerometer scores were determined by using
lightweight, portable physical activity and energy expenditure monitoring system worn
on the wrist called the Actical accelerometer. The device measures dimensionless gross
motor physical activity accelerations including walking, running, and jumping and

estimates time spent in light, moderate, and vigorous activity (Crouter et al., 2010).
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Children: For this study, children were considered to be a boy or girl ages 8 to 12
years and enrolled in the Boys & Girls Club.

Physical Activity: Physical activity was any bodily movement produced by the
contraction of skeletal muscles and requiring a moderate to large amount of effort
resulting in increased heart rate, respiratory rate, and possible sweating (WHO, 2013).
Physical activity is any voluntary, unstructured movement of the body including running,
free play, or physical chores versus exercise that is planned out and structured repetitive
movement including yoga or an aerobics class (National Institute on Aging, 2013).

Perceived Parental Support: The child’s believe that parental support is available
through encouragement, praise, parent observation, parent participation, and
transportation t0 physical activities through communication or actions with the goal that
the receiving child will develop health promoting behaviors

Perceived Motivation: A child’s belief that he or she feels desire to participate in
physical activity; a guiding force in the decision-making process that induces a will to
perform a behavior or action (Rutten, Boen, & Seghers, 2013).

Theoretical Framework

This study was designed to test the applicability of Nola Pender’s Health
Promotion Model (HPM) in explaining the effects of parental support on increasing
physical activity levels in children. Pender’s HPM, in a previous study has been found
useful in implementing physical activity interventions among children (Wu, Pender, &
Yang, 2002). Pender’s HPM portrays how people interact with their interpersonal and
physical environments in the pursuit of health (Polit & Beck, 2007). Not merely the
absence of disease, health is considered to be a dynamic state that is continuously
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evolving and dependent on interactions within one’s own environment in the pursuit of
health and wellness. The health-promoting behavior is the final outcome, which
improves overall health because the actions of the person engaged in activities are seen as
personally beneficial.

Three main components make up the HPM and influence behavior change. These
include 1) individual characteristics and experiences; 2) behavior-specific cognitions and
enjoyment (perceived self-efficacy and interpersonal influences such as parents); and
3) immediate behavioral contingencies (commitment to a plan of action) (Robbins,
Gretebeck, Kazanis, & Pender, 2006).

The HPM recognizes that each person has unique individual characteristics and
actions that affect behavioral choices. The core belief identified in Pender’s philosophy
of health promotion is that health promoting behaviors should result in the improvement
of health and enhanced functional ability at all stages of development and that this
process can be positively or negatively influenced by the multidimensional nature of
individuals and how they interact with their environment.

Basic assumptions of Pender’s HPM are as follows:

1. Individuals seek to actively regulate their own behavior.

2. Individuals in all of their bio-psychosocial complexity interact with the
environment, progressively transforming the environment and being transformed over
time.

3. Health professionals constitute a part of the interpersonal environment, which

exerts influence on persons throughout their lifespan.
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4. Self-initiated reconfiguration of person environment interactive patterns is
essential to behavior change (Marriner & Raile, 2005, p. 15).

The core belief identified in Pender’s health promotion philosophy of nursing is
that individuals interact with their environment and that the experiences they have affect
their subsequent actions. A positive effect from the person environment interaction
increases the likelihood of a health promoting behavioral outcome. This basic premise of
Pender’s model further predicted that individuals are more in favor to commit to and
participate in health promoting behaviors when significant others model the behavior,
expect the behavior, and support the actual performance of a behavior (Marriner & Raile,
2005).

Theoretical Underpinnings of the Health Promotion Model

The theoretical underpinnings of the model include the assumption that prior
behavior and inherited characteristics influence beliefs and action of a health-promoting
behavior. Individuals will commit to enacting a behavior if they personally feel valued
benefits. Actual or perceived barriers can hinder the commitment to action or the actual
behavior. In this study, gender, age, race, and BMI were condition factors analyzed with
perceived level of parental support to identify any differences in demographic and
anthropometric characteristics.

Another proposition in Pender’s HPM is that perceived self-efficacy to perform a
certain behavior increases the chance that of an individual will actually enact the
behavior. Also, if there is a greater self-efficacy to perform an action, there will be less
perception of barriers to commit to an action. Self-efficacy is a self-regulatory

mechanism which requires self-assurance and personal agency. Coping skills of children
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are underdeveloped and they are vulnerable to relapse in previous behavior without the
needed guidance and reassurance from those with established cognitive effort and
independent in learning tasks (Bandura, 1982). In this study, the researcher hypothesized
that if children felt motivated by parental-support, then their physical activity levels
would then increase (Pender, 1982; Polit & Beck, 2007).

Pender also conceptualized that when there is a positive effect toward a behavior,
the result will be greater perceived self-efficacy, which will then increase the positive
affect. Positive reinforcement of a behavior will lead an individual to the associated
behavior, and the probable enactment of the action is greater (Pender, 1982). In this
study, parental support interventions included parental support of physical activity in
children through praise and encouragement.

The HPM also proposes that individuals are more inclined to participate in a
behavior when others significant to them model the desired behavioral outcome. Pender
notes that family, peers, and healthcare providers are major sources of influence that can
increase the engagement of a health-promoting behavior. This study determined whether
parental support activities including observing children being physically active and
parents engaging in physical activity would increase children’s motivation and level of
physical activity.

Another notion in Pender’s HPM is that situational influences in the external
environment can affect participation in health-promoting behavior (Pender, 1982; Polit
&Beck 2007). This study incorporated parental support measures including observing
children in physical activity and transporting children to environments that promote

physical activity to determine the effect on their physical activity levels.
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The health-promoting system explored in this study is the parental supportive
motivation system related to parent-perceived support, child-perceived support, and
child-perceived motivation to increase physical activity levels in children. According to
the HPM, the greater the commitment to action, the greater the chances for a health-
promoting behavior. This study conducted an intervention to determine whether children
would be more physically active if their parents gave more support to promote that
behavior. The HPM states that a desired action is unanticipated to occur if other
competing demands take control over the preferred target behavior (Pender, 1982). The
day-to-day demands of children may pose barriers for their participation in physical
activities. Parents can be supportive agents by prioritizing physical activities into
children’s activities of daily living.

Pender also theorizes that commitments to a plan of action are less known to
happen if other actions are more desirable over a specific health behavior. As a result,
this study focused on parental support of child-chosen activities to assist in promoting an
increase in those activities. The HPM proposition that individuals can modify cognition,
affect, and physical environment is a major underlying concept in this study. It was
hypothesized that parental support would motivate children facilitate self-efficacy, and
make them feel more supported, which would increase their physical activity levels
(Polit & Beck, 2007).

Major Concepts of the Health Promotion Model

The model describes how individual characteristics and experiences can shape a

health-promoting behavior. Personal biological characteristics then can influence the

enactment of a behavior include BMI, motivation, race, age, and gender (Marriner &
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Raile, 2005). Major concepts of Pender’s HPM are perceived benefits and barriers to
action. If positive results are anticipated to occur from a health-promoting behavior, the
individual will perform the action, but if there are some foreseen barriers to engaging in a
given behavior, the likelihood of carrying out that behavior is limited (Marriner & Raile,
2005).

Children are not born with a sense of self-efficacy. The exploratory experiences
they experience through repeated observations and participation of events instills the first
basis of self-efficacy. Growing personal and social experiences children have with the
guidance of their parents facilitates the formation of themselves as distinct selves. See
Figure 1 for an illustration of Pender’s HPM as it relates to effects of parental support on
physical activity levels in children. Parents are responsive agencies to assist children
gain self-knowledge and capabilities to function using cognitive and social skills
(Bandura, 1994, Marriner & Raile, 2005).

Therefore, the intervention of this study was developed to provide the parents
education on the positive health benefits of physical activity aside from obesity
prevention, and children were given the freedom to choose the activities they desired to
participate in when they felt motivated from support in doing so. There were no
additional costs, time, or environmental constraints to performing the health-promoting
behaviors.

Marriner and Raile (2005) reflect on Pender’s concept of interpersonal influences.
As mentioned above, influential sources for promoting health behaviors include family,
peers, and healthcare providers. Their interpersonal influence is derived from social

support, emotional encouragement, and modeling behaviors through observation and
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Figure 1. Pender’s HPM as it Relates to Parent Support on Physical Activity in the

Study.
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participation. This component of the model is directed at motivating individuals to
participate in health-promoting behaviors and is an important determinant for physical
activity (Sallis, Prochaska, & Taylor, 2000).

According to Pender, variables that determine behavioral choices and outcomes
have significant motivational actions (Polit & Beck, 2007). Personal perception is the
situational influence affected by the personal influence, which can either impede or
facilitate a health-promoting behavior. The influence of interpersonal factors, such as
parental support, can have direct effects on children’s physical activity levels (Wu &
Pender, 2005). This study is particularly driven by the behavioral-specific cognitions of
the HPM including interpersonal influence of parental support.

Another construct of the HPM that shaped this study is the influence of
commitment to action. Motivation for sustaining physical activity can be prompted
indirectly and directly through social support and self-efficacy. Social support is defined
by the HPM as instrumental to the persistence of a behavioral action through
encouragement. Parents are an important source of motivation and support (Shin, Hur,
Pender, Jang, & Kim, 2006). These aspects of the HPM are critical areas to target when
assessing interventions directed at increasing physical activity levels through motivation.
Individuals are more inclined to sustain behaviors when they are provided encouragement
and interpersonal support. Furthermore, they are more prone to engage in and continue a
behavior if it is associated with a positive effect and expectations from others delivered
through assistance and supportive mechanisms.

In promotion of physical activity behaviors, situation-specific changes in the

environment can increase the commitment to engaging in health-promoting activities
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(Guedes, Moreira, Cavalcante, de Araujo, & Ximenes, 2009). Positive feedback and
interpersonal expectations are instrumental for change and regulation of behavior. The
process of motivating individuals to act can in turn influence positive subjective feelings,
which means greater self-efficacy to drive that behavior (Wu & Pender, 2002). The HPM
guided this study through components of interpersonal influence and commitment to
action by parental support and encouragement and analysis of the effects on perceived
parental support, perceived motivation, and measure of accelerometer validation of
children’s physical activity levels following a parental support intervention.
Assumptions

The following assumptions were made for this study:

1. Parents and children who participate in the study will be open and honest in
their responses.

2. Education provided to parents by nursing, as part of the parental support
intervention program, prepares them to understand the benefits of physical
activity, the role of parental support, and various means of providing support
to increase children’s physical activity levels.

Limitations

The limitations for this study include:

1. Self-report questionnaires were used to determine children’s perceived level
of parental support. The ability of children to use recall or self-report
measures is limited by their ability to understand questionnaires and
accurately recall past events and experiences. There is the potential for recall
bias in self-reporting behavioral methods.
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. Parents and children might have social-desirability bias when using self-report
measures because of possible foreseen pressure to report increases in
perceived support, motivation, or physical activity levels.

. Because of the homogeneous population in the study community, the sample
lacked cultural diversity.

Hawthorne effect cannot be ruled out for children could have increased their
physical activity by virtue of having known that they were being monitored by
an accelerometer. The two week washout period was implemented in order to
avoid any reactivity effects of wearing an accelerometer.

Two-thirds of the study sample was comprised of boys. This is a limitation of
the study that there was not a 50/50 gender split, which has an effect on the
analysis results regarding perceived support and physical activity levels. This
study did not specifically focus on one gender; therefore, gender specific
differences on weight were not analyzed.

Significance of the Study

Although physical activity is associated with positive cardio-metabolic health,

less than 10% of children actually meet recommended CDC guidelines of 60 minutes of

vigorous physical activity a day (Lawman, Wilson, Van Horn, Resnicow, & Kitzman-

Ulrich, 2011). Research has shown that physical activity begins to decline after the age

of six, and by age nine, children only participate in only 3 hours of physical activity per

week, with levels dropping sharply to 35 to 49 minutes per week by age 15 (Centers for

Disease Control and Prevention, Convergence Partnership, 2010; Lazaar et al., 2007).
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In the last 30 years, the prevalence of childhood obesity for children ages 6 to 11
years has tripled from 6.5% in 1980 to 19.6% in 2008 (CDC, Childhood Obesity, 2010).
Since 2010, no US state has fallen below 20% occurrence in childhood obesity rates
(CDC, Overweight and Obesity, 2011). Within the United States, the rate of childhood
obesity is expected to reach 40% in the next two decades, and type II diabetes is expected
to affect 300 million people worldwide (Allender, Cowburn, & Foster, 2006).

In 2003, the US medical expenses that were attributable to obesity-related medical
conditions were approximately 75 billion dollars (US Department of Health and Human
Services, 2008). With the national costs and health consequences of childhood obesity,
methods to prevent obesity and promote cardiovascular fitness are imperative. The
attainment of increased physical activity levels through motivational factors may
decrease the devastating impact of obesity and sedentary lifestyles on children by
improving physical fitness and maintenance of optimal weight patterns. By educating
parents, nurses can help decrease the climbing rate of childhood obesity and help parents
understand the impact of support to motivate children to be physically active. The
information that results from this study will provide nurses with new knowledge that they
can use when working with parents to increase physical activity levels in children.

This study, conceptualized with Pender’s HPM, examined whether children
perceived that they were given support to participate in physical activities, their
perception of whether they felt more motivated to be physically active following parental
support, and the relationships among Pender’s personal factors, personal influences, and
the behavioral outcome of increased physical activity in children. The relationship

among Pender’s personal factors, children’s perceived parental support, and actual
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determined physical activity levels was explored through participants’ completion of
questionnaires. Personal factors for this study included child age, gender, race, and BMI.

The effect of parental support on the parents’ perceived support they provided to
children promote physical activity in children was also explored. This aspect was
explored by parents completing the Amherst Health and Activity Adult Survey. Findings
from this survey helped identify parental perceptions of their children’s physical activity
habits as well as household influences that support physical activity behaviors.

The information obtained from this study resulted in new nursing knowledge
related to the impact of parental support, children’s perceptions of feeling supported to
participate in physical activity, and actual physical activity levels in children. The aim of
this study was to determine whether parental support would improve children’s
perceptions of parental support and children’s motivation to be more physically active,

thus increasing the children’s physical activity levels.
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CHAPTER 11
REVIEW OF THE LITERATURE
Introduction
This chapter contains a review of the literature that focuses on a description of the
state of knowledge related to childhood obesity, benefits of physical activity for children,
measures of physical activity in children, and an examination of the effects of motivation
and parental support as they relate to children’s physical activity levels. The review also
describes previous findings about children’s physical activity as it relates to age, gender,
race, and BMI. The purpose of this study, as presented in the previous chapter, was to
determine the effects of parental support on physical activity levels in children. The
specific aims addressed in this study were as follows:
1. Analyze for differences in accelerometer counts before and after children
received parental support to encourage physical activity.
2. Analyze for differences in children’s motivation scores before and after they
received parental support to encourage physical activity
3. Analyze for differences in parents’ perceived support scores before and after

their child received a parental support session to encourage physical activity.
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State of Knowledge of Physical Activity

This chapter contains a description of the state of knowledge related to physical
activity in children and focuses on several areas. These areas are objective measures of
physical activity, benefits of physical activity in children, socio-cultural factors
influencing physical activity, motivational factors to promote physical activity
(Intrinsic/Extrinsic), perceived parental support, parental support as motivation for
physical activity, environmental factors, and ambiguous findings related to parental
support on children’s physical activity levels.
Objective Measures of Physical Activity

The use of accelerometer-based physical activity monitoring has become more
common in physical activity research (Crouter et al., 2010). The advantages of using
objective methods to measure physical activity levels over traditional self-report methods
includes the avoidance of recall bias and a more accurate estimate of the total daily
volume of physical activity (Craig, Tudor-Locke, Cragg, & Cameron, 2010; Crouter et
al., 2010; Schneider, Crouter, & Bassett, 2004). The use of accelerometers may also help
research participants overcome the challenges of language barriers and literacy that can
exist with self-report surveys (Pulsford et al., 2011). Research has indicated that 3 to 5
days are needed to obtain a reliable account with intraclass correlation coefficient (ICC >
.8) of children’s habitual physical activity routine (Duncan, Schofield, & Duncan, 2006;
Eather, Morgan, & Lubans, 2011).

Accelerometers are a method of objective measurement of physical activity. First
developed in the 1980s, they have advanced to gain prominence in objective physical

activity measurement (Dinesh & Freedson, 2012). This form of objective measurement
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can capture the frequency, duration, and intensity of physical activity and categorize time
spent in light, moderate, and vigorous physical activity (Crouter et al., 2010; Pfeiffer,
Mciver, Dowda, Almeida, & Pate, 2006). With the ability to divide physical activity into
different levels of measure, researchers can use these threshold values to determine
whether children are meeting recommended physical activity guidelines (Pulsford et al.,
2011). They have been widely used in both national and international studies and are an
accurate measurement of physical activity in children (de Vries, Bakker, Hopman-Rock,
Hirasing, & van Mechelen, 2006; Riddoch et al., 2007; Rothney, Schaefer, Neumann,
Choi, & Chen, 2008). Accelerometers can accurately measure (r = 0.89, p <0.001)
average physical activity counts, total activity, and energy expenditure (Heil & Klippel,
2003; Mattocks et al., 2008). Their technological evolution increased battery life, and
falling costs have enhanced the practicality of using accelerometers as a preferred method
of objective physical activity measurement (Pulsford et al., 2011).

One popular accelerometer in population-based research is the Actical
accelerometer, a small, waterproof, omnidirectional accelerometer that is a valid and
reliable form of objective measurement of children’s physical activity. Using the Actical
is an ideal form of objective measurement because of its small size, waterproof casing,
and practicality for both indoor and outdoor use. Researchers can appreciate the
convenience of placing it on the participant without the hassle of removal during the
study intervention because of its durable, waterproof nature (Cliff, Reilly, & Okely, 2009;
Dale, Corbin, & Dale 2000; Evenson, Catellier, Gill, Ondrak, & McMurray, 2008). It has

a tamper-resistant casing that makes it attractive for use with curious children. The
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accelerometer can be worn on a belt on the hip over the iliac crest, the wrist, or the ankle
to best simulate free-living activity (Pfeiffer, Mciver, Dowda, Almeida, & Pate, 20006).

There are other ways of objectively measure physical activity in children besides
the accelerometer used in this study. Pedometers have become an accepted form of
physical activity in children. The advantages of using pedometers to measure physical
activity levels over traditional self-report methods includes the avoidance of recall bias
and a more accurate estimate of the total daily volume of physical activity (Craig, Tudor-
Locke, Cragg, & Cameron, 2010; Schneider, Crouter, & Bassett, 2004). Tracking raw
step counts, the pedometer is easy to understand, cost effective, and requires no
additional software (Colley, Janssen, & Tremblay, 2011). Drawbacks of the pedometer
include risk for child tampering because it clips onto clothing, not being waterproof, and
fails to capture intensity, duration, and frequency movement which would not incorporate
the efforts of stair walking, swimming, or weight lifting (Duncan, Schofield, & Duncan,
20006).

Other forms of objective measurement of physical activity include direct
observation, indirect calorimetry, doubly-labeled water, and heart rate monitors. Direct
observation consists of a trained observer coding type, intensity, and duration of physical
activity. It allows for multiple direct observations of physical activity but is limited to the
number of participants, time being observed, and the location the physical activity
occurred (Reilly et al., 2003; Robertson et al., 2006; Trost, Sirard, Dowda,Pfeiffer,
&Pate, 2003). Indirect calorimetry measures physical activity through monitoring
oxygen consumption and carbon dioxide production with energy expenditure. This is an

expensive, cumbersome tool to wear and is not favorable to measure energy expenditure
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of bouts of physical activity (Levine, 2005). Doubly labeled water is reported to be the
best strategy in determining energy expenditure during physical activity. Isotopes of
water are orally administered and carbon dioxide production is estimated by analyzing
left over isotopes detected in the urine. Downfall of this method includes the cost as well
as the inability to describe type, intensity, and duration of physical activity (Schoeller et
al., 1986). Hear rate monitoring is a common method of measurement for physical
activity by classifying the intensity and duration of physical activity. These monitors
define the relationship between oxygen uptake and heart rate across a range of moderate
to vigorous physical activities. The weak relationship between heart rate and oxygen
consumption is a limitation for distinguishing physical activity levels (Lof, Hannestad, &
Forsum, 2003).
What is Physical Activity

Physical activity is body movement produced through skeletal muscle use that
results in energy expenditure. It can be leisure, occupational, intermittent, continuous,
and weight bearing (Allender, Cowburn, & Foster, 2006; Seabra, Mendonca, Thomis,
Malina, & Maia, 2011). Physical activity is a known determinant in the prevention of
obesity and obesity health consequences and results in various positive health outcomes,
including increased resting metabolic rate and muscle hypertrophy and decreased body
fat (McWhorter, Wallmann, & Alpert, 2003).

The CDC categorizes physical activity recommendations into moderate and
vigorous physical activity (CDC, Physical Activity, 2011). Physical activity is expressed
in terms of metabolic equivalents (METS). Metabolic equivalents are the ratio of

working metabolic rate and resting metabolic rate. Moderate physical activity is
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approximately 3 to 6 metabolic equivalents which requires a moderate amount of effort
and accelerates the heart rate with movement including brisk walking and dancing.
Vigorous physical activity is approximately greater than 6 metabolic equivalents, which
requires a large amount of effort and rapidly increases heart rate and causes substantial
heavy breathing including running and aerobics (WHO, 2013)

Current recommendations from the CDC and several other authoritative public
health organizations including the World Health Organization (WHO), and the US
Department of Health and Human Services recommend are that both normal-weight and
overweight children should participate in at least 60 minutes of moderate to vigorous
physical activity (MVPA) on most days of the week (CDC, Childhood Obesity, 2010).
One study reported that MVPA was inversely related to body fat percentage (Chaput et
al., 2012). This finding is consistent with another study that identified weight status,
socioeconomic status, and children in ethnic minority populations as being much less
active than children of higher socioeconomic, lower weight, and/or nonminority status
(Delva, Johnston, & O’Malley, 2007; Janssen et al., 2005).

The American College of Sports Medicine and the American Academy of
Pediatrics both state the importance of regular physical activity in childhood and of
maintaining physical activity levels in adulthood (McWhorter, Wallmann, & Alpert,
2003). Even so, only 36% of US children met the Healthy People 2000 goal of vigorous
activity and less than 3% of children are meeting the Healthy People 2010 goal for
vigorous activity (Davison, Cutting, & Birch, 2003). Children who participate in

physical activity do so in various contexts. Structured forms include physical education

26



classes and organized sports while less structured forms include walking and active play
during free time.

Regular physical activity participation in childhood is important in creating
lifelong habitual health-promoting behaviors. Physical activity participation during
childhood predicts physical activity levels and cardiovascular health in adulthood (Jolliffe
& Janssen, 2006; Telama et al., 2005; Twisk, Kemper, & van Mechelan, 2002). At least
40 minutes of daily physical activity has been positively associated with lower body fat
(Ruiz et al., 2006). Regular physical activity improves cognition and blood pressure,
increases bone density, regulates blood glucose levels, reduces whole body adiposity, and
decreases time spent in sedentary activities (Brockman, Jago, & Fox, 2011; McMurray et
al., 2002). Diminished increases in BMI over time have been linked to increased levels
of physical activity (Ara, Moreno, Leiva, Gutin, & Casajus, 2007; Donnelly et al., 2009).
Active living, including walking with friends, dancing, bicycling, jumping rope, and
skateboarding, enhances child development through creativity, conflict resolution, and
social engagement (Dollman, Norton, & Norton, 2005). Also, children who are
physically fit show greater focus in school, have better test scores, and display fewer
behavioral problems (Racette, Cade, & Beckmann, 2010). Furthermore, engagement in a
healthy lifestyle in childhood with regular physical activity has positively predicted
regular physical activity practices in adulthood (Lau, Engelen, & Bundy, 2013).

Activities need to be enjoyable and complement the child’s lifestyle to increase
adherence (Daniels et al., 2005). Instead of targeting fitness and sports performance,
physical activities should be geared toward fun and improving fundamental skills such as
running, jumping, kicking, and balancing in noncompetitive environments (McWhorter,
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Wallmann, & Alpert, 2003). An observation of children during active play revealed that
children are active in short bursts over several seconds followed by decreased levels of
activity or rest comparable to interval training (Barkley, Epstein, & Roemmich, 2009).

Physical activity levels depend on various environmental, social, and
psychological components. Multiple studies focusing on motivational factors for
increasing physical activity levels have taken place in school-based settings and relied
mostly on self-reporting (Bean, Miller, Mazzeo, & Fries, 2012; Gao, 2010; Welk, Wood,
& Morss, 2003). However, children are not meeting CDC-recommended physical
activity targets during the school day, making afterschool environments a prime
opportunity to increase physical activity levels (Lytle et al., 2009; Mota et al., 2005;
Nilsson et al., 2009; Ridgers, Stratton, & Fairclough, 2005). Research has shown that
boys are generally more active than girls, and children with a high socioeconomic status
have been reported as more physically active during school and after hours (Seabra,
Mendonca, Thomis, Malina, & Maia, 2011).

Making physical activity a priority and encouraging habitual patterns of physical
activity in childhood is important for developing skills, improving flexibility, and
creating lasting behaviors for physical activity participation. To sustain physical activity
levels, the emphasis should be on active living rather than on strenuous physical activity
(Jolliffe & Janssen, 2006). Enrolling children in organized physical activities in school
and the community has the potential to increase their levels by introducing them to other
peers who participate in physical activity and who potentially will promote related

behaviors through support, encouragement, and networking (Davison & Jago, 2009).
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Despite the many beneficial effects that physical activity has on the body
including increased metabolism, maintenance of a healthy weight, and the prevention of
cardiovascular and metabolic disorders, as noted, children do not meet the CDC daily
recommendations. According to Davison and Jago (2009), objectively measured physical
activity has been steadily declining. The percentage of children meeting the CDC-
recommended 60 minutes of moderate to vigorous daily physical activity has declined
from 42% at 6 to 11 years to 8% at 12 to 15 years (Davison & Jago, 2009). The
assumption that children are naturally active and ready participants in physical activity
actually is a deterrent to promoting physical activity in children. Children who are
hyperactive or spend hours a day away from their parent are inadequately assessed for
determined physical activity measurement and parents cannot only rely on assumption or
weight status. Even though a child may appear to be of normal weight in their parents
view, the child may still be leading asedentary lifestyles (McWhorter, Wallmann, &
Alpert, 2003).

Socio-cultural Factors Influencing Physical Activity Levels

The cultural norm has now shifted to a more sedentary lifestyle, and the
progressive nature of sedentary activity in the daily lifestyle is a major determinant for
development of chronic disease and premature death (Craig, Tudor-Locke, Cragg, &
Cameron, 2010; Edwards, 2005; Hills, King, & Armstrong, 2007; Power, Bindler, Goetz,
& Daratha, 2010). The knowledge of the value of physical activity may have been
compromised, and barriers for physical activity have prevented children from pursuing an
active lifestyle. Safety concerns, physical environment, time constraints, and home

distraction have been noted as barriers to physical activity. Parents may size up their
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children relative to other family members or other comparators to look for validation of a
child’s weight status and an excuse for sedentary activity (Bentley et al., 2012).
Overweight children, girls, and children with low perceived sports competence
are determined to be more physically inactive (Haverly & Davison, 2005; Lytle et al.,
2009). Boys and Caucasians have been noted to be consistently more physically active
than girls and African Americans (Zhao, Gao, & Settles, 2013). Boys not only are
documented to be more physically active but also are reported to participate in more
vigorous activity than girls (Hinkley, Crawford, Salmon, Okely, & Hesketh, 2008; Pate et
al., 2006). In addition, a higher education level of the parents has been positively
correlated with physical activity levels in their children (Bastos, Araujo, & Hallal, 2008).
Children are increasingly spending less time outdoors and choosing more
sedentary activities such as television and computer gaming (Brockman, Jago, & Fox,
2011). Active transport such as bike riding, participation in organized sports, and time
spent in physical education classes are declining (Dollman, Norton, & Norton, 2005).
Once children approach puberty, their levels of physical activity dramatically decline,
more so for girls compared to boys (Riddoch et al., 2007; Sallis, Prochaska, & Taylor,
2000). Low confidence and ability are cited as barriers to physical activity. Performance-
based physical activities that rely on competition negatively affect physical activity
participation in children (Belanger et al., 2011), but parental encouragement through
love, trust, empathy, and support are positively associated with higher levels of physical
activity (Biddle & Goudas, 1996; Dowda, Dishman, Pfeiffer, & Pate, 2007; Martin &
McCaughtry, 2008; Springer, Kelder, & Hoelscher, 2006). Lack of parental support or an
unwillingness to facilitate transportation to physical activity opportunities has proven to
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discourage children from being to be physically active. Additionally, a lack of time and
cost of participation can inhibit physical activity involvement (Beets, Vogel, Forlaw,
Pitetti, & Cardinal, 2006).

Jackson, Crawford, Campbell, and Salmon (2008) explored parental concerns
about children’s physical activity levels and whether parental support increases in
relation to their concern. The authors found that children of concerned parents were
actually less active than children whose parents were not concerned about their physical
activity levels. Yet, fewer supportive measures were implemented from more concerned
parents, suggesting that concerns need to be transformed into action.

Another issue with obesity and lack of physical activity in children is the
environment in which children live. For example, children are challenged by many
limitations presented in a rural community. The lack of opportunity for physical activity
may be because of transportation barriers and inaccessibility to sports because of physical
distance living when living in a rural community. Suggestions for overcoming these
barriers include incorporating physical activity practices into family gatherings, providing
physical activity equipment in the home, and finding outdoor activities conducive for all
weather conditions (Hennessy, Hughes, Goldberg, Hyatt, & Economos, 2010; Moore et
al., 2010).

The literature has presented both objective and subjective methods of measuring
physical activity levels of children. Most methods have relied on self-reports which can
be problematic because of recall and desirability bias. Bender, Brownson, Elliot, and
Haire-Joshu (2005) reported the challenges faced with parental measures of physical
activity levels of children. Parents lead busy lives, and filling out survey reports could
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possibly be done in haste; furthermore, being away from the child during the school day
would lead to guesswork about activity levels. Purslow, van Jaarsveld, Semmler, and
Wardle (2009) found that maternal measures of children’s physical activity levels were
stable over time and associated with objectively measured methods of physical activity;
therefore, they can represent an acceptable account. Although they come with
limitations, self-reports are valuable in behavioral research for identifying and
understanding contexts and patterns.
Motivation to Promote Physical Activity in Children

The motivation to be active is an important concept to characterize because it
often precedes regular patterns of physical activity that develop (Haverly & Davison,
2005). Motivation drives the intention to go forth with an action with conscious effort
and is conceptualized as a linear process of attitudes, norms, and self-efficacy (Araujo-
Soares, McIntyre, & Sniehotta, 2009). Motivation for physical activity has been linked to
numerous influences including interpersonal, social, and environmental factors (Stanley,
Boshoff, & Dollman, 2011). Research has identified a variety of motivational factors for
physical activity through child questionnaires and focus groups, which include spending
time with friends, social and environmental support, desires to feel healthy, and boredom
prevention. Knowing what drives children to participate in physical activity is a key
component in intervention design. Researchers need to determine children’s motivations
to engage in physical activity and supporting factors for participation. Increasing
available options and self-choice can leave children more motivated to be physically
active (Brockman, Jago, & Fox, 2011). Although access to physical activity options
influences behavior, Barkley, Epstein, and Roemmich (2009) determined that
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reinforcement as a motivational factor can better increase the chances of engaging in
regular physical activity. The home environment has also been reported as more of a
facilitator for physical activity in children compared to the neighborhood environment
(Crawford et al., 2010).

The literature is mixed as to how weight status affects motivation in children.
Some studies have found that weight status played no role in the effects of parental
support on children’s motivation to be physically active (Trost, Kerr, Ward, & Pate,
2001; Ward et al., 2006). However, other studies reported positive associations with
parental support and children’s motivation to be physically active in lower weight status,
but not for overweight or obese children (De Bourdeaudhuij et al., 2005; Kitzman-Ulrich,
Wilson, Van Horn, & Lawman, 2010). There is a need to establish what motivates
children to engage in physical activity that will lead to sustained behavior of physical
activity pursuits and lifelong health-fitness behaviors.
Extrinsic Motivation

Children can be motivated to act by both extrinsic and intrinsic factors. Extrinsic
motivation drives children to act through some separate consequence. Rewards, threats,
and tangible payments drive extrinsic motivation, leaving individuals to perform physical
activity for the simple fact of these external pressures. Feeling that one must participate
or feeling riddled by guilt, anxiety, or rules represents the non-autonomous nature of
extrinsic action (Standage, Duda, & Ntoumanis, 2003). External rewards, which prompt
children to be physically active, derive from aims to meet separate outcomes from the
activity itself. This is a more controlling aspect of the behavioral changing process that

includes the desires to be thin and feminine, which are linked to motivation for physical
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activity in girls rather than the mere pleasure of wanting to be active (Allender, Cowburn,
& Fosters, 2006). Examples of children being physically active for the purposes of losing
weight or improving appearance are key determinants of extrinsic goals. Being driven to
be physically active by the feelings that one should participate have been related to
psychological stressors including body dissatisfaction and dysfunctional behavioral
patterns (Gillison, Standage, & Skevington, 2006). Studies on the effectiveness of
external rewarding to increase physical activity levels in children have not shown success
in sustaining these levels for long-term habits (Hardman, Horne, & Fergus-Lowe, 2011).
Intrinsic Motivation

Another determining concept of physical activity participation is intrinsic
motivation. This type of motivation represents a more autonomous behavior to enact
feelings of having fun, pleasure, and satisfaction that are directly related to the
participation in that activity (Standage, Duda, & Ntoumanis, 2003). Children driven to
physical activity for the sole purpose of performing a behavior because of aesthetic
enjoyment reflects the meaning of intrinsic motivation (Wang, Chatzisarantis, Spray, &
Biddle, 2002). Intrinsic factors such as autonomy, belongingness, and competence
sustain behavior more so than extrinsic factors (Lawman, Wilson, Van Horn, Resnicow,
& Kitzman-Ulrich, 2011; Verloigne et al., 2011). Autonomy-supporting behaviors such
as parental support and encouragement for physical activity promotion are linked with
intrinsic regulation of behaviors (Ginsburg & Bronstein, 1993). Research shows that
children with high intrinsic motivation think more positively towards physical activity,
have greater perceived competencies, and join more school sport programs (Haverly &

Davison, 2005). When children are driven by intrinsic motivation, their self-

34



determination and core values to be physically active have been associated with greater
effort, performance, and persistence in physical activity behavior (Gillison, Standage, &
Skevington, 2006). Intrinsic motivation in children develops when they feel competent
and in control of their own accomplishments. Parents can facilitate feelings of
competence through support and encouragement (Bentley et al., 2012; Biddle &
Armstrong, 1992; Bois, Sarrazin, Brustad, Trouilloud, & Cury, 2005). Research has also
shown that intrinsic motivation has generated more positive outcomes, lower attrition
rates, and better effort in the physical activity in which children participate (Ferrer-Caja
& Weiss, 2000). Therefore, this study focused on intrinsic motivation because it has
consistently been associated with more sustainable physical activity levels in children
overtime compared to extrinsic motivation regulation.
Perceived Parental Support and Physical Activity Levels in Children

For children to obtain health benefits from physical activity, they should aim to
reach for a goal of 60 minutes of MVPA on most days of the week. To achieve this
behavioral change, the physical and social environments need to facilitate healthy
lifestyle changes. The effects of motivational factors on increasing physical activity
levels in children have been a point of interest in research but have not been widely
assessed. Several forms of motivation have been identified in the literature. Four types
most prominently defined are personal fulfillment (enjoyment), weight-based (desire to
be fit), parental, and peer influence (Allender, Cowburn, & Foster, 2006; Haverly &
Davison, 2005). Parental support can also be categorized as a tangible or intangible
concept. Examples of tangible support include providing physical activity equipment,
paying sports fees, transportation, and observation of or participation with the child in
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physical activities. Intangible methods of support include motivation, encouragement,
and praise for children to participate in physical activities (Beets, Cardinal, & Alderman,
2010).

Parental support has been identified as a motivational factor that can influence
children and their decision to participate in physical activity behaviors (Anderssen &
Wold, 1992; Edwardson, Gorely, Pearson, & Atkin, 2012). Both parent and peer support
for physical activity has been examined. Parental support has been reported to be more
influential with children under the age of 12 years (Bently et al., 2012; de la Haye, de
Heer, Wilkinson, & Koehly, 2013). Davison and Jago (2009) reported that findings from
a study in 9 to 15 year old children, that parental support decreased overtime and peer
support increased across the lifespan. This finding suggests that parents are a good early
support network for early patterns of physical activity, while peers facilitate physical
activity behaviors in later adolescents (Davison & Jago, 2009). Peer support has been
reported to more of a significant factor in determining physical activity levels in children
ages 11 years and older (Beets, Pitetti, & Forlaw, 2007; Beets, Vogel, Forlaw, Pitetti, &
Cardinal, 2006; Hoelscher, 2006; Keresztez, Piko, Pluhar, & Page, 2008). As children
age, peer support has shown to be just as important as parental support for influencing
physical activity levels in adolescents age 13 years and older (Anderssen & Wold, 1992).
This current study population focused on children ages 8 to 12 years; therefore, parental
support was targeted for the intervention procedure. Parental support may be
instrumental in the form of transportation or equipment provided for physical activity
participation, or be emotional and motivational through encouragement and praise
(Prochaska, Rodgers, & Sallis, 2002; Tudor-Locke, 2002). Parents are significant role
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models in habit-forming behaviors, including physical activity, and play a central role in
funding and organizing activities for children (Davison, Cutting, & Birch, 2003; Lau,
Engelen, & Bundy, 2013). Jago et al. (2012) also found that parental support from
enrolling children in activities and transporting them to physical activity events was
associated with increased participation in physical activities among both boys and girls.
Interestingly, the authors additionally reported that children felt more supported to be
physically active with permissive parents versus authoritative parents (Jago et al., 2012).

Studies of the effects of parent perceived physical activity and parental support
on children’s physical activity levels found that parents often overestimated their
children’s levels. In addition, if they perceived children to be already participating in
significant amounts of physical activity, they were less inclined to promote additional
activity (Bender, Brownson, Elliot, & Haire-Joshu, 2005; Lau, Engelen, & Bundy, 2013).
Even when parents acknowledge that their child has an excess fat accumulation, their
focus is on the management of other acute concerns effecting health and behavior rather
than on looking to health promotion and disease prevention related to obesity
(Baughcum, Chamberlin, Deeks, Powers, & Whitaker, 2000; Carnell, Edwards, Croker,
Boniface, & Wardle, 2005; Eckstein et al., 2006; Huang, Ball, & Franks, 2007, Ward et
al., 2011).

In another study by Bentley et al. (2012), many parents perceived their children to
be physically active enough to meet CDC guidelines and indicated no need to further
encourage physical activity behaviors. Parents used visual cues to help make this
determination, such as perceiving their child as being at a healthy weight or feeling that
their child was full of energy. Inaccurate perceptions of physical activity are determined
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as a barrier for implementation of parental support measures. Also, Corder et al. (2010)
identified that overestimation of children’s physical activity could be caused by
numerous factors. Social desirability bias, unawareness of a child’s actual physical
activity routine, and lower fat mass index were all associated with lower parent-perceived
support. One suggested theory is that parents of children with lower fat mass might
assume their child is sufficiently active and does not need further support (Corder et al.,
2010). Sithole and Veugelers (2008) reported that children who perceived to be more
physically active than their parents perceived them to be tended to be more overweight or
obese compared to children who agreed with their parents about their activity level.
Parental Support as a Motivator for Physical Activity

Rutten, Boen, and Seghers (2013) explored the role of motivation and the effects
on physical activity levels in children. Children completed a self-report measure
including motivation to be physically active and perceived support for physical activity
from parents. Parents filled out a self-report questionnaire on their perception of current
parenting practices and home environments that were supportive with physical activity
opportunities. Results confirmed that motivation linked the relationship between parental
support and physical activity levels in children. Motivation was also a mediator in the
relationship between parental perceived support and physical activity levels in children.
No differences were found between boys and girls in perceived motivation for physical
activity. Interestingly, the lower levels identified in girls conflicts with other research
showing that motivation positively predicts children’s physical activity levels. A
limitation of this study is that it was based solely on self-reports and that no objective

measurement was used to validate the findings.
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In contrast, Davison, Cutting, and Birch (2003) found a difference in parental
support for physical activity between boys and girls. They identified that parental
encouragement and participation as a means of parental support affected physical activity
levels more for girls than boys. Others reached the same conclusions in previous studies
determining gender differences with parental support (Fogelholm, Nuutinen, Pasanen,
Myohanen, & Saatela, 1999; Myers, Strikmiller, Webber, & Berenson, 1996; Trost et al.,
1997).

In one study, Act by Choice, parental support was assessed using the Support for
Exercise Scale, which has internal consistency (alpha = .84) and construct validity. There
was a significant relationship in child reports on increased physical activity with children
who reported higher levels of perceived parental support (p<0.05). The results were
consistent with prior research identifying parental support as an important component in
increasing physical activity levels in children (Sallis, Prochaska, Taylor, Hill, & Geraci,
1999; Wilson, Lawman, Segal, & Chappell, 2011).

Other studies have also concluded that parental support encourages child
motivation for increasing physical activity (Adkins, Sherwood, Story, & Davis, 2004;
Biddle & Goudas, 1996; Ornelas, Perreira, & Ayala, 2007; Prochaska, Rodgers, & Sallis,
2002; Sallis, Prochaska, & Taylor, 2000). Support for physical activity from parents
motivates children to become more active and increases child self-efficacy (Trost et al.,
2003).

Parental Strategies to Motivate Children
Rutten, Boen, and Seghers (2013) have reported that parents can support increases

in physical activity levels by motivating children through positive feedback, offering
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choices, and participating in physical activity with them. The direct relationship between
modeling and physical activity in children indicated that intentional promotion of
physical activity from parents can improve physical activity levels in children. Nolan,
Cottrell, and Dino (2013) conducted a study on determinants for physical activity
participation in children and also found that parents are positive predictors when they
participated in physical activity with their children. Similarly, other research showed that
parental support improves motivation in children to be physically active, which can be
achieved through offering different types of physical activities, identifying various
strengths to boost self-efficacy, and directing children toward their talents (Nolan,
Cottrell, & Dino, 2013). Words of encouragement, comfort, and permission to
participate in physical activities were indicated as positive predictors for increasing
children’s physical activity levels. Material forms of support were also indentified as
positive indicators for increasing children’s physical activity levels, including paying
registration sports fees, transporting to physical activity opportunities, and buying sports
equipment (Hosseini, Abbaszadeh, & Ehsani, 2013).

Studies investigating parental perceptions of support have found that parents felt
that ways of encouraging children to be physically active included having children go
outside to play, transporting children to activities, modeling physical activity behavior,
being enthusiastic about their child’s involvement with physical activity, and showing
their own enjoyment of physical activity (Veitch, Hume, Salmon, Crawford, & Ball,

2013).
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Social Factors Related to Physical Activity Levels

In rural communities, where physical activity is even more challenged because of
limited resources, lack of transportation and fewer opportunities for organized physical
activity events, parental support is even more imperative. Permissive parenting by
limiting time demands of children and avoiding plaguing physical activity as a chore for a
methods of weight loss will encourage fun, healthy, sustainable physical activity
behaviors (Hennessy, Hughes, Goldberg, Hyatt, & Economos, 2010).

Parental support behaviors for physical activity happen most when close
relationships exist between the parent and child. In one study, parents reported that they
were more intended to encourage physical activity as well as participate in physical
activities with their children if there were strong family connections. Interestingly, the
same study also found that parents who were overweight were less prone to encourage
physical activity behaviors in children but were the most promising to participate in
physical activities with their children (de la Haye, de Heer, Wilkinson, & Koehly, 2013).
This same conclusion was reached in a study that found that parents of overweight
children who perceived their children to be overweight were less in favor to encourage
physical activity behaviors than parents of children who did not feel their children were
overweight (Zhao, Gao, & Settles, 2013).

Edwardson and Gorely (2010) also reported that parental support promoted
physical activity in children, but which support measures were most effective differed
between mothers and fathers in supporting physical activity practices. For boys, paternal
modeling of physical activity behaviors was significantly associated with physical

activity levels. Directly limiting sedentary activities and providing logistic support
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including transportation and physical activity equipment were favored support practices
of mothers. Similar findings were identified by Davison, Cutting, and Birch (2003), who
reported father’s modeling physical activity behavior and mother’s logistic support
through observation and enrolling children in sports. Although each used different
methods of support, all were associated with increased physical activity levels in
children.

Another study investing children’s physical activity levels and parental support
revealed, however, that the activity level of the mother or sibling was a positive predictor
for physical activity but that father’s activity level had no association (Seabra, Mendonca,
Thomis, Malina, & Maia, 2011). The results of this study complement findings from
previous research conducted by Sallis, Patterson, Buono, Atkins, and Nadar (1988) that
reported stronger correlations with mother’s and children’s physical activity compared to
a father’s and children’s physical activity. In contrast, Bastos, Araujo, and Hallal (2008)
identified that father’s physical activity habits were directly related to physical activity
behaviors in girls. Research has also shown that children were more conceivable to be
physically active if at least one of their parents was supportive. In families where one
parent gave support, there was no difference in physical activity levels determined by
whether the mother or father provided the support (Davison, Cutting, & Birch, 2003).
Mixed results in the literature indicate that further exploration is needed of the
differences in maternal and paternal methods of support for physical activity in children.

Dempsey, Kimiecik, and Horn (1993) investigated parental influence on
children’s physical activity levels through questionnaire via an expectancy-value model.

Correlation analysis revealed that parent perceptions and expectations of their children’s
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activity levels were directly related to the child’s physical activity participation. In
contrast to other research studies done on parental modeling, there was no evidence of a
significant correlation between parent and child physical activity levels.

Inconsistent Findings of Parental Support on Children’s Physical Activity

Associations between social support and children’s physical activity levels in the
literature have been inconsistent, possibly in part because of different assessment
methods of physical activity and different modes of social support. A study by
Prochaska, Rodgers, and Sallis (2002) assessed physical activity levels in children and
social support, separating parental and peer support. Measured by both accelerometer
and self-report, there was a significant correlation (r = 0.61, p < 0.001) with parental
support, encouragement, praise, and viewing child’s participation in physical activities or
sports. The association no longer existed when analyzing only the objective
accelerometer measurement, raising concern that activity levels are not related to social
support.

Jago, Fox, Page, Brockman, and Thompson (2010) also investigated the
associations between parent support and children’s physical activity levels. They found
no association between the amount of intensity, time, or duration engaged in physical
activity for either boys or girls.

Other studies have failed to identify parental support as a significant indicator for
increasing physical activity. A study by Bradley et al. (2011) found that parental support
strategies including parent participation and encouragement did not slow the rate of
decline of physical activity in girls. These supportive strategies did seem to affect boys,

but their rate of decline as they aged was steeper, so there was less difference by late
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adolescence. Providing transportation to physical activities was a significant predictor for
physical activity in children and girls from high-income families, but the association no
longer existed for girls as they grew older (Bradley et al., 2011).

In another study by Adkins, Sherwood, Story, and Davis (2004), there was no
significant association (r = 0.26, p< 0.06) between parent perceived support for physical
activity and children’s physical activity levels. Further, there was no correlation among
children’s perception of parental support, home environment, and children’s physical
activity levels. These results are similar to findings from a study conducted by Beets,
Pitetti, and Forlaw (2007) that showed that peer support for physical activity was a
mediator for increased physical activity, but that parental support had no effectiveness for
improving physical activity levels of children. They differ, however, from a study
conducted by Adkins, Sherwood, Story, and Davis (2004) that identified parent’s
perceived support as a positive mediator for physical activity, but that found children’s
perceptions of parental support to have no association with their physical activity levels.

In addition, even though parental support has been indicated as a positive
behavior in health promotion for children, methods of support have shown inconsistency
in results. Rutten, Boen, and Seghers (2013) found that modeling and encouragement of
physical activity proved effective in boosting children’s levels, but providing physical
activity equipment in the home had no direct association. The literature is mixed on the
differences in parent-perceived support and children’s perceived parental support. Barr-
Anderson, Robinson-O’Brien, Haines, Hannan, and Neumark-Sztainer (2010) conducted
a study that concluded that children’s perceived parental support was significantly

correlated with increased physical activity levels compared to parent-reported perceived
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support for physical activity. One factor that may have contributed to this finding is that
parents might have considered their supporting behaviors as more of a parental duty,
while children directly saw words of encouragement and transportation to physical
activities as supportive behaviors.

De la Haye, de Heer, Wilkinson, and Koehly (2013) completed a study to
determine relationships between mutual support and physical activity levels in children
and parents. They found that parental support that included promotion of self-efficacy,
role-modeling behaviors, and positive attitudes appeared to have positive influences on
physical activity levels. Even so, mutual encouragement was predicted to be a strong
indicator of physical activity in children, but unilateral support from only parent to child
was not.

In a study done by Fisher et al. (2011), parental support was significantly
associated with increased physical activity levels in children; however, when child
psychosocial variables were analyzed parental support was no longer an indicator for this
increase. Also, parental support and none of the psychosocial variables were
significantly associated with the objective measurement of physical activity in the
children. This study suggests that psychological correlates of children mediate how
parental support can affect their motivation for physical activity and further research is
warranted.

The effects of parental support on physical activity levels of children had shown
some positive association at the time of the study, but Deforche, De Bourdeaudhuij,
Tanghe, Hills, and De Bode (2004) found that even if they are successful during the
intervention, the effects of parental support strategies on children’s levels of activity tend
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to wane. Six months after a parental support intervention in their study, parental support
and physical activity levels of children decreased following treatment. That study
identified that parental support interventions can be successful, but that there are
challenges in the maintenance of these supportive and physical activity behaviors.

Parental support has not been fully examined; therefore, findings cannot be
conclusive. Concrete data are lacking about the effectiveness of parental support
intervention programs on physical activity levels in children (Nyberg, Sundblom,
Norman, & Elinder, 2011). The current study will contribute to the body of knowledge in
testing the effectiveness of parental support as a motivational factor for increasing
physical activity levels in children by adding both an objective form of evaluation with
accelerometer measurement and determining parent-perceived support before and after a
parental support intervention.

Significant Gaps in Knowledge

With the increased prevalence of childhood obesity and the steady decline of
physical activity in children, there is an increased need to understand what factors can
increase physical activity levels. Few studies were identified that addressed parents’
perceptions of support provided to children to promote increased physical activity. There
is also limited knowledge on the types of supportive mechanisms parents can enact that
best motivate children to be more physically active.

Most studies conducted are confined to self-report only, which limits the valid
and accurate assessment that objective feedback can offer. More studies are needed using
objective measurement tools to evaluate physical activity levels in children to collect
physical activity data in the home, school, and community settings (Lytle et al., 2009).
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Although research has identified accelerometers as a valid tool to measure physical
activity levels in children, the option of which epoch time interval to use during data
collection may pose challenges to comparing these levels of children and more research
is needed (Pfeiffer, Mciver, Dowda, Almeida, & Pate, 2006).

In addition, numerous studies are descriptive and lack experimental designs that
use intervention-based strategies of parental support to improve physical activity levels in
children. Research is currently very limited on parental support interventions to increase
children’s physical activity levels in the community (Bentley et al., 2012).

Rutten, Boen, and Seghers (2013) found that parental support was limited because
of physical activities often occurring outside the home environment such as at school and
in after school sports programs. Also, they found no difference between boys and girls in
motivation to be physically active, yet research has shown that girls are less active
compared to boys and motivation has been suggested as a direct predictor of physical
activity levels. Although these findings suggest limitations in parental support in the
home, other studies have mentioned that the home environment is the most influential
place to facilitate healthy behaviors in children (Cong, Feng, Liu, & Esperat, 2012).

More research is needed on parental perception and the effects of children’s
physical activity levels. Burdette, Whitaker, and Daniels (2004) proposed that parent
perception is an important factor in the amount of physical activity children participate in.
Lau, Engelen, and Bundy (2013) point out, however, that the accuracy of these selt-
reports needs to be further evaluated. Although researchers have concluded that parental
reports of perceived support and physical activity are useful, other researchers have
suggested that parents are limited in their ability to correctly assess physical activity
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levels in children and conflicting evidence about the reliability raises a challenge (Bailey,
Pepper, Porszasz, Barstow, & Copper, 1995; Baquet, Stratton, Van Praagh, & Berthoin,
2007). Burdette, Whitaker, and Daniels (2004) and Taylor et al. (2009) concluded that
parents are reliable reporters of physical activity in children while other researchers have
found that parents tend to over-report these behaviors (Bender, Brownson, Elliot, &
Haire-Joshu, 2005; Krishnaveni et al., 2009). The literature shows inconsistencies in how
much parents feel their children are being physically active, which indicates the
difficulties presented with recall, subjectivity, and the tedious completion of written self-
reporting.
Environmental Factors

Furthermore, little research has been done in regards to parental perceptions of
physical activity of children during after school hours (Bender, Brownson, Elliot, &
Haire-Joshu, 2005; Ekelund, et al., 2004; Prochaska, Sallis, Griffith, & Douglas, 2002).
Currently, interventions have shown mixed results, and the effectiveness of parental
support in promoting physical activity levels in children remains unclear. How parental
support interventions affect boys and girls differently is uncertain (Cong, Feng, Liu, &
Esperat, 2012). Very few rural-based studies on parental support and physical activity
levels in children are available; therefore, this area of study requires more attention
(Moore et al., 2010). Even though parental support has been indicated as a positive
facilitator for increasing physical activity levels in children, many studies are short in
duration and the long-term outcomes and sustainability of physical activity behaviors and

parental support are unknown (Cong, Feng, Liu, & Esperat, 2012).
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Numerous studies have found that parental support can have a positive influence
on physical activity levels of children, but many combine different methods of social
support, making it challenging to decipher which parental support measure is most
effective in increasing children’s physical activity (Beets, Cardinal, & Alderman, 2010).
Practice Issues

Nurses can become actively involved in promoting research and evaluation of
current parental support measures on physical activity levels in children. As emphasized,
the CDC recommends that children participate in at least 60 minutes of moderate to
vigorous physical activity on most days of the week, and this criterion could be used to
evaluate the success of new parental support programs. Criteria for future practice
implementation are that: (a) parental support measures must lead to an improvement in
the end result, which includes increased physical activity and maintenance of healthy
weight trends; (b) the effectiveness of parental support strategies must be determined
through clinical trials before addition to physical activity programs; (c) health services
must be available to children because of the nature of MVPA to maintain cardio-
metabolic health, as should supporting strategies for physical activity including potential
physical injury and emotional distress; (d) the cost-benefit and cost effectiveness of
clinical trials, educational programs, and objective measuring tools must be identified for
the development of the necessary therapeutic and prevention services; (¢) the incidence,
distribution, severity, and alternate approaches for detection and prevention of low
physical activity levels must be known; (f) the cost, sensitivity, specificity, and
acceptability of the parental support measures must be known, as should strategies that

promote extrinsic and intrinsic motivation in children to be physically active; and (g) the
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end beneficial result for both parent and child must be greater than any risk factors for
participating in regular physical activity. An additional focus of area for evaluating a
parental support program is the effectiveness of parental education related to perceived
parental support and actual physical activity levels and the inclusion of child-perceived
parental support associated with increased motivation to be physically active. This
researcher agrees with Bentley et al. (2012) that an effective education program can help
inform parents of current CDC-recommended physical activity guidelines and how
children can meet these goals with parental support. This aim can partly be achieved by
educating parents on ways to teach their children basic, age-appropriate physical activity
skills.

Nursing researchers need to evaluate the current status of parent perception of the
education they receive regarding parental support for facilitating motivation, competence,
and enjoyment in children to increase physical activity levels. Nursing, in the educative-
supportive role, is in a position to work with parents to provide the necessary education to
prepare them for possible support to identify physical activity barriers and to help
minimize the effects of these barriers. Therefore, it is also critical to evaluate children’s
perceived parental support and perceived motivation to be physically active and to
validate these findings with an objective form of measurement so that nurses can respond
to them and meet the educational needs of parents.

Summary

Parental support strategies to increase physical activity levels in children have
advanced significantly over the past decade. Despite growing efforts to improve physical
activity of children, obesity rates continue to rise and physical activity levels continue to
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decline. Parents need to be educated and assisted with supportive strategies to increase
their awareness of support and role modeling for children, facilitating positive parenting
practices regarding health promotion and building healthier home environments and
community activity participation.

Several gaps in understanding exist regarding the effects of parental support on
physical activity levels in children that need additional research. These gaps are in
understanding children’s perceptions of what methods are best to increase motivation for
physical activity; qualitative studies that explore the extent to which parents perceive
their support for children to increase physical activities; experimental studies on parental
support interventions; and evaluation of various parental support mechanisms. Several
issues with parental support program implementation remain unclear. Parental support
studies have mixed outcomes and there are no concrete answers. Despite evaluating
perceived barriers to physical activity of children in previous descriptive studies,
intervention-based studies are still lacking that explore particular methods of parental

support.
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CHAPTER III
METHODOLOGY
This chapter describes the methods and procedures for this study and provides a
description of the subjects, instruments, method of data collection, and the statistical
procedures used to analyze the data. The purpose of this study, as presented in the
previous chapter, was to determine the effects of parental support on physical activity
levels in children. The specific aims addressed in this study were as follows:
1. Analyze for differences in accelerometer counts before and after children
received parental support to encourage physical activity.
2. Analyze for differences in children’s motivation scores before and after they
received parental support to encourage physical activity
3. Analyze for differences in parents’ perceived support scores before and after
their child received a parental support session to encourage physical activity.
Research Design
This clinical study used a pre-test/post-test design before and after a parental
support intervention to determine children’s physical activity levels. Children’s and
parents’ perceived support and motivation scores were analyzed as well as the
relationships among perceived parental support, perceived motivation, accelerometer

counts, demographics, and anthropometrics. Each participant served as his or her own
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baseline to help reduce errors, such as fundamental differences, that occur in between-
subjects design.

The effectiveness of the personal influences on health-promoting behaviors such
as parental support on physical activity levels in children as identified by Pender were
explored through the results of this study. This work examined the differences in
perceived parental support from both parents and children before and after a parental
support intervention. Information collected through parent- and child-completed surveys
was used to achieve the above research aims.

The influence of Pender’s HPM personal factors as well as information related to
parent’s perceived supportive behaviors for increasing children’s physical activity levels
were assessed through completion of the Amherst Health and Activity Adult Survey (see
Appendix D). In addition, the effect of parental support on children’s perceived levels of
parental support was compared before and after the intervention by completion of the
Social Support and Exercise Survey. The relationship among the variables related to
perceived parental support, perceived motivation, and accelerometer measures was
statistically analyzed to identify any significance related to the information reported by
parents and children on the surveys and accelerometer measures of physical activity.

Study Population and Sample
Sample Description

The sample population consisted of children in a rural community from a
Midwestern afterschool program. After school programs are an important community
setting where children have the opportunity to perform a great amount of their total daily

recommended levels of moderate to vigorous physical activity (Beets, Beighle, Bottai,
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Rooney, & Tilley, 2012). Recruitment of subjects took place at a Boys and Girls Club,
which is an afterschool program that provides a safe environment for fun and life-
enhancing programs. Approximately 550 to 650 children ages 6 to 18 attend the
afterschool program each year, with approximately 100 children between the ages of 8
and 12 years attending each day. According to the National Center for Education
Statistics (2000), 79% or 6645 of the children in the community were Caucasian and 15%
or 1270 Native American.

Physical activities were unique and individualized for each participant because
they had the autonomy to choose which physical activities interested them while wearing
the accelerometer and getting parental support to make active choices and motivating
them to increase their physical activity levels from baseline measurements.

Inclusion criteria included a) being a girl or boy ages 8 to 12 years; b) having no
physical or cognitive limitations that would prevent participation in physical activity;

c) being part of any racial or ethnic group; d) having the ability to speak, read, and
understand English; e) having consent from parent or guardian to participate in the study;
and f) having assent from child to participate in the study. Exclusion criteria included

a) children without parental informed consent, b) children not assenting to participate in
the study, c) children with physical disabilities or any known health condition that could
affect normal physical activity or development, and d) children not present on the day of
baseline assessment. Every child from the afterschool program was offered participation,
but only children who gave assent, had parental consent, and met inclusion criteria took
part in the study. These inclusion criteria yielded a broad representative sample of boys

and girls representing both overweight and normal-weight status and racial/ethnic origin.
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Sample Selection

The power calculation for this study indicated that 30 children needed to be
recruited and studied to provide at least 80% power, an estimated Cohen’s medium effect
(0.3), with an alpha set at 0.05, and a retention rate of 80% for both pre and post-
intervention assessment (Polit, 1996).

The research study had 100% retention rate of parent-child participants during the
study. There was no attrition in this study sample. All children recruited for the study
completed both baseline and intervention phases with no drop-outs or incomplete data.
An attrition rate of 10% or less has been reported as being successfully used in other
physical activity studies with children (Kriemler et al., 2010).

Human Subjects Protection

Institutional review board approval was sought following approval of the
dissertation proposal by the dissertation committee members. Prior to the start of this
project, the Boys and Girls Club, parents, and children were provided with information
about the study. A letter of approval was received from the Boys and Girls Club
executive director agreeing to partner with the researcher and allowed for subject
recruitment and data collection on site. Consent was obtained from the parents and
assent from children before the start of the study. This study does not affect academic
curriculum at school, home commitments, or any program in progress at the Boys and
Girls Club. Although no adverse events were expected, there was a risk of psychological
distress for children during the onset of physical activity interventions and during data
collection. Children were encouraged to talk with the counselor at the Boys and Girls

Club about any concerns that arose during the study. Physiological risks are present
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when participating in any type of activity regimen, which was fully documented in the
consent form. No invasive procedures were planned in this study. All recordings were
stored in a locked cabinet in a locked office in the researcher’s home. Participant names
were not included in any recordings, and they were assigned a number for identification
purposes. Paper evaluation tools were kept in a locked cabinet until the completion of the
study and will remain stored for a minimum of 5 years before being destroyed. The
computerized database used for data coding and analyses was maintained on a secured
server with firewall protection, accessible only by password. Human subjects approval
from the University of North Dakota was sought for this study prior to the start of the
recruitment phase of the study.
Informed Subjects

At the initiation of the intervention phase, parents were given a flyer on the
benefits of physical activity, the significance of family support, and how encouraging
children to be physically active will motivate them to participate in a more active
lifestyle, with examples given of parental support including encouragement, praise,
transportation, observation, and participation. A 15-minute informal meeting with
parents at the Boys and Girls Club consisted of discussing the importance of parental
support, its effects on physical activity behaviors in children, and ways to support their
children and was held prior to the intervention phase of the study. During the meeting,
parents were also informed of the device purpose and usage of the accelerometer. The
Boys and Girls Club had bikes, scooters, sports activities, and equipment on offer that
parents were allowed to use as a means to encourage physical activity. The parents were
also given a magnetic recipe card to place on their fridge as a reminder to provide extra
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support for physical activity with examples of support measures including
encouragement, praise, observation, participation, and transportation along with a jump
rope to give to their child as a means of supporting physical activity with equipment.
During the parental support intervention, the children wore the accelerometer for one
consecutive 4-day period (Tuesday through Friday). Actions parents were expected to
undertake during the intervention included providing supportive measures such as
encouraging their children to play sports, participating in physical activities with their
child, providing transportation to physical activities, being a spectator when their child
participated in physical activity, providing physical activity or sports equipment, and/or
positively reinforcing participation when children performed physical activities. Children
needed to have at least 3 days of accelerometer data and completed surveys in both
baseline and intervention phases to be included in the analysis. Incentives to participate
in the study included 10 dollars per child and parent at the completion of the study.
Parents were notified of the incentive, but children were not aware until the end of the
study to avoid external motivation as a means for increasing physical activity levels.
Procedures

For randomization, the names of all 42 children with parental consent and who
gave assent were written down individually on pieces of paper, which were folded and
placed into a box and then selected by someone uninvolved in the research study. Thirty
randomly drawn participants were assigned to participate in the study. Children wore
accelerometers to establish baseline physical activity in activity counts for a 4-day
(Tuesday through Friday) period, followed by a 2-week washout phase prior to
intervention to avoid any possible reactivity effects from accelerometer wear. The
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intervention phase also spanned 4 days (Tuesday through Friday). Studies have shown
that 3 days of accelerometer measurement are sufficient to obtain a reliable estimate of
children’s routine physical activity levels (Duncan, Schofield, & Duncan, 2006; Eather,
Morgan, & Lubans, 2011). Only weekday measurements were taken because of
documented findings showing differences in physical activity levels and motivational
influence on weekdays compared to weekends (Duncan, Duncan, & Schofield, 2008;
Jacobi et al., 2011). Prior to the baseline period of the study, accelerometers were
calibrated and verified for accuracy with Philips Respironics before accelerometers were
shipped to researcher. At the conclusion of each test, the Actical data were downloaded
to a laptop computer for subsequent analysis. Ten Actical accelerometers were used
during the study, and the device used was chosen at random for each participant. Ten
participants were monitored at a time, staggering the baseline assessments, washout
periods, and interventions assessments over a 6-week period for accelerometer and
survey data collection.

The accelerometers were placed on each child by the researcher on the first day of
baseline with a snap lock bracelet on the wrist to avoid tampering and removal. The
sampling interval (epoch) was set at 30 seconds for both baseline and intervention data
collection to capture children’s short energy bursts of activity. Participant dyads engaged
in two rounds of data collection separated by a 2-week washout period. In both rounds,
each child wore an accelerometer for 4 consecutive weekdays. Children’s adherence to
wearing the accelerometers was also high, again due to the high levels of researcher
involvement in placing the devices. Children wore the accelerometers at all times, even
when sleeping, bathing, and swimming. During the 4-day baseline, the children
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participated in their normal habitual, freestyle physical activity routines without parents
providing any extra means of support. Neither parent nor child were informed that the
accelerometers measured physical activity, but were told that it was a way for the
researcher to identify who the participants were going to be for the study. See Appendix
K for study timeline.

In this clinical study children ages 8 to 12 years and their parents completed
surveys on their perception of parental support and children’s perceived motivation for
physical activity, and physical activity in terms of energy expenditure was objectively
measured using the accelerometer. Surveys were completed in a private room at the
Boys & Girls Club at baseline and following the parental support intervention as well as
height and weight assessments. The information was gathered through participants’
completion of the Physical Activity Questionnaire-Child (PAQ-C) (see Appendix A)
which gathered information on children’s perceived physical activities and levels in the
past 7 days. The second survey completed by the children, the Physical Activity
Motivation Scale, measured how motivated children are to partake in physical activities.
The information resulting from children’s completion of this scale was used to examine
the effects of parental support on children’s motivation to be physically active (see
Appendix C). The third survey, the Social Support and Exercise Scale, was completed by
children to determine their perceived level of parental support for physical activities
before and after a parental support intervention (Appendix B). Parents identified their
perceived parental support in the Amherst Health and Activity Adult Survey (Appendix
D), which measured parent-perceived support for encouraging physical activity in
children. The purpose of the accelerometer was to compare valid and reliable objective
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measurements of children’s physical activity before and after a parental support
intervention. The resulting data were examined for correlations and significance that
emerged with survey scores and Pender’s HPM personal factors: age, race, gender, and
BMI.
Instrumentation

Measurements for this study were accomplished through accelerometers and
questionnaires. Descriptive statistics for age, height, weight, BMI, gender, and race were
collected on the Tuesday during the baseline week prior to accelerometer placement. On
the first day of baseline, height was measured using a portable height scale to the nearest
millimeter (Mentone-Educational Center, www.mentone educational.com.au). Weight
was measured to the nearest 0.1 kg using a digital scale (A&D Weighing,
www.andweighing.com.au). Both height and weight were measured twice for each
participant and an average taken to ensure accuracy. BMI percentiles were then
determined using the CDC growth chart (CDC, BMI-for-Age Growth Chart, 2011; CDC,
BMI Percentile Calculator for Child and Teen, 2013). The data obtained from the surveys
were compiled and configured into an Excel table by this researcher. This researcher and
the statistician worked together on input of the survey mean differences at baseline and
intervention to ensure reliability of the process.

Parental Support Intervention

For this study, support measures to encourage physical activity participation were
given to the children in the form of encouragement and praise, transportation,
observation, and/or participation with child by the parents. Intervention instruction for

the parents was held in a private room at the Boys and Girls Club which included
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guidance to encourage and praise their child’s physical activity efforts, observe their
children engaging in physical activity, participate along with the child in physical
activity, and provide transportation to environments conducive for physical activity
including parks, sports, and ball fields. The parental support intervention was informed
by with the Social Support and Exercise Survey. This survey assesses childrens’
perceptions of five parental support measures including encouragement, praise,
observation, transportation, and participation. With a test-retest ICC = 0.88 in
determining effects of parental support, the survey was used as an assessment tool to
guide the parental support intervention and to also analyze the effects of perceived
parental support of children’s physical activity levels (Prochaska, Rodgers, & Sallis,
2002). Construct validity of the Social Support Survey is supported by correlations of
social support with physical activity, in the hypothesized direction (J. Sallis, personal
communication, August 2, 2013). A study by Sallis, Grossman, Pinkski, Patterson, and
Nader (1987) confirmed construct validity by testing the Social Support Scale against
interpersonal related behaviors to physical activity habits. Validity construct of the
Social Support and Exercise Scale has been demonstrated when the scale was tested on
348 participants to determine potential differences between the English and Persian
versions of the scale (Noroozi, Ghofranipour, Heydarnia, Nabipour, & Shokravi, 2011).
During the baseline period all children wore accelerometers while parents were
instructed to not provide any means of supportive behaviors for physical activities
beyond their normal routine. Parents were instructed to allow their children to practice
normal physical activity behaviors whether they were usually active or relatively

sedentary. During the intervention period, parents were instructed to provide ongoing
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support to their children to partake in physical activities. The support measures were
praise, encouragement, observation, transportation, and participation with child in
physical activity. The intervention aimed to promote the development and maintenance
of increased physical activity and motivating for physical activity in children by targeting
parental support as a mediator for behavior change. The parental support intervention
was ground in Nola Pender’s Health Promotion Model and aimed to provide parents with
the necessary knowledge for physical activity behavioral change in children. A full
description of the intervention components, the benefits of physical activity, and how
parental support might motivate increases in physical activity was provided to the parents
prior to the intervention. See appendix (J) for the narrative of instruction and teaching to
parents.
Intervention Fidelity

Researchers need to ensure that study interventions are carried out in the way they
are intended. Infidelity in research design risks the possibility of non-significant study
findings that are not caused by the study design but instead by factors that affect the
intervention delivery (Morgan et al., 2011). With intervention fidelity, research studies
are conducted as planned. Fidelity supports the specific aims and the associations
between the intervention and the study outcomes (Horner, Rew, & Torres, 2006).
Researchers thus should focus on intervention fidelity to ensure that internal validity is
maintained and external validity is enhanced. To maintain intervention fidelity, this
researcher implemented all study procedures independently from recruitment to data
collection and monitoring to analysis (Breitenstein, Gross, Garvey, Hill, Fogg, &
Resnick, 2010). A study proposal was also developed that spelled out study goals,
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objectives and behaviors to be modeled by the parents, and strategies used to check
participants’ understanding throughout the study. In addition, the researcher conducted
weekly phone calls on Thursday mornings to monitor parental involvement and address
questions or concerns. Other strategies the researcher used to maintain intervention
fidelity were to ensure the same treatment within conditions by standardizing the study
methods for each child-parent dyad and equivalence across conditions, and to ensure
participant comprehension and ability to perform behavioral outcomes before and during
study implementation.

Mechanics of the Accelerometer

This study thus used the Actical accelerometer as a valid measurement tool to
accurately and objectively measure the level of physical activity performed by children as
well as for evaluating parental support intervention effectiveness.

The Actical measures physical activity in one plane sensing movements using
cantilevered rectangular piezoelectric bimorph plate in the 0.5 to 3 Hz range (Dinesh &
Freedson, 2012). Accelerations in movement are picked up through the vibrations of
movement and then the volted energy is amplified and filtered by an analog circuit
(Dinesh & Freedson, 2012). The filtered voltage is run through a digital converter and
processed into time intervals or epoch seconds. Various studies have used different
epoch lengths to measure physical activity levels. Children move most often in short,
sporadic bursts; therefore, smaller time intervals are more useful in monitoring their
physical activity levels (Pfeiffer, Mciver, Dowda, Almeida, & Pate, 2006). The Actical

monitor has 256kb memory storage, and activity can be recorded as frequently as
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I-second epoch lengths if needed to capture the spontaneous, free-living nature of
children’s physical activity (Dinesh & Freedson, 2012).

Accelerometers have proven to be a valid measurement tool for assessing changes
in physical activity levels of free-living activity in children, but some research has noted
their unreliability in capturing physical activities with upper limb movements, biking,
swimming and uphill movements (Pfeiffer, Mciver, Dowda, Almeida, & Pate, 2006).
However, there is published research on the reliability of the instrument to accurately
measure movement with a reliability coefficient of r = 0.92 (Davison, Jurkowski, Kranz,
& Lawson, 2013; Pate, Almeida, Mclver, Pfeiffer, & Dowda, 2006; Pfeiffer, Mciver,
Dowda, Almeida, & Pate, 2006; Pulsford et al., 2011; Welk, Corbin, & Dale, 2000).

Another issue brought up in the literature concerning accelerometers is the
concept of reactivity, which is a change in behavior arising from the awareness of being
monitored. Most literature does not support reactivity as a threat to validity, and it has
not been proven to affect the results of accelerometer data in children whether sealed or
unsealed (Craig, Tudor-Locke, Cragg, & Cameron, 2010; Tudor-Locke, 2002). If
reactivity were a factor, physical activity would be overestimated initially, but would then
steadily decline after the first day of wear to true baseline. Also, reactivity effects would
be similar in both baseline and intervention assessments; therefore, they should not
significantly impact results (Tudor-Locke, McClain, Abraham, Sisson, & Washington,
2009). Reactivity with parents was avoided by not letting parents know the
accelerometers watches measured physical activity levels in children at baseline, but

rather a method to keep track of what children were in the study.
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Physical Activity Questionnaire-Child

Collection of information for the study included child completion of the PAQ-C
which has been shown to be a reliable and valid tool to assess physical activity behavior
in children. It is designed for children ages 8 to 14 years and includes nine questions
structured to identify moderate to physical activity levels in the last 7 days. This tool
worked well because the recruitment age for this study sample was 8 to 12 years. In the
PAQ-C, each participant recorded the amount of physical activity performed during the
previous week by using a 5-point Likert scale response; whereby (high activity = 5;
moderately high activity = 4; moderate activity = 3; low activity = 2; no activity =
1) (Knox, Baker, Davies, Faulkner, Rance, Rees, et al., 2009). The composite scores for
the nine questions in the survey were added and then divided by 9 according to scoring
directions to obtain the mean, which resulted in the final PAQ-C activity summary score.
A score of 1 indicated low physical activity whereas a score of 5 indicated high physical
activity (Crocker, Bailey, Faulkner, Kowalski, & McGrath, 1997). Item and scale
properties, test-retest reliability, internal consistency, sensitivity to gender- and age
differences, convergent validity, and construct validity have been examined and reported
as acceptable to good. Test retest reliability ranges from (r = 0.75 to 0.82) and internal
consistency reliability ranges from 0.81 to 0.86, and has moderately high validity (0.57 to
0.63) (Crocker, Bailey, Faulkner, Kowalski, & McGrath, 1997; Kowlaski, Crocker &,
Kowalski, 1997; and Kowlaski, Crocker, & Faulkner, 2007). This questionnaire was
administered at baseline and after the parental support intervention phase. The time

commitment for completing the PAQ-C was approximately 10 minutes. It was this
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researcher’s intent to maintain a high level of reliability in the test administration and
scoring process.
Social Support for Exercise Scale

Social support for physical activity was measured using the Social Support and
Exercise Scale at baseline and in the post-intervention phase. This 5-item parental
support scale assessed children’s perceived parental (a) encouragement, (b) praise,
(c) transportation to physical activity environments, (d) physical activity participation
with the child, and (e) observation of children’s participation in physical activity. The
frequencies of perceived parental support behaviors were scored on a 5-point Likert scale
ranging from (never = 0; once = 1; sometimes = 2; Almost every day = 3; and everyday =
4). Total scores ranged from 0 to 20. Scores for the five areas were analyzed both
separately and together as a mean composite score to calculate perceived parental support
before and after a parental support intervention. With published test-retest reliability data
(ICC = 0.88), it accurately represented the parental support as perceived by children in
promoting participation in physical activity (Prochaska, Rodgers, & Sallis, 2002). The
time completion for this survey was approximately 5 minutes.
Physical Activity Motivation Scale

The Physical Activity Motivation Scale was used to assess children’s motivation
for physical activity at baseline and in the post-intervention phase. This 10-item
questionnaire has shown adequate reliability and validity (reliability coefficient 0.9)
(Wilson et al., 2002; Wilson et al., 2005). The instrument evaluates regulatory motives
related to physical activity in a 3-point Likert scale (not like me = 0; a little like me = 1; a

lot like me = 2). The researcher standardized and averaged the items after reverse coding
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the relevant items in order to determine the significance of means before and after the
parental support intervention.
Ambherst Health and Activity Study: Adult Survey

Findings from this survey helped identify parental perceptions of children’s
physical activity habits as well as household influences that supported behaviors to
increase physical activity. Survey questions were set up in a Likert scale asking parents
to identify how often they had encouraged physical activity, were physically active with
the child, provided transportation to a setting where the child could be physically active,
observed the child in physical activities, and/or told the child that physical activity was
good for their health (none =0; once = 1; sometimes = 2; almost daily = 3; daily = 4).
The scores were tallied, and the researcher computed the mean to compare parent-
perceived support before and after the parental support intervention. Intraclass
correlations (ICC) of 0.70 to 1.00 were calculated using a one-way ANOVA to determine
the reliability of this survey (Sallis, Taylor, Dowda, Freedson, & Pate, 2002).

Data Collection Procedures

Data collected during the study included measurements of parental support
through objective accelerometer measurements, demographics, anthropometrics,
perceived parental support and motivation for physical activity. All data were quantified
for analysis. Measurements for this study were accomplished through accelerometers and
questionnaires. Descriptive statistics for age, height, weight, BMI, gender, and race were
collected on Tuesday, the first day of the baseline week, followed by accelerometer

placement by this researcher.
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Children between the ages of 8 and 12 years were considered eligible for
participation in this study according to the sample selection criteria. They were invited to
participate by the researcher during an initial Boys and Girls Club afterschool program
meeting at the end of August before the 2012-2013 school year. The purpose of the
project and details of the study were explained to the children and their parents in terms
of measuring physical activity in children, but with care not to divulge the parental
support strategies for increasing physical activity prior to intervention week. Study
inquiries were answered by the researcher. Consent and assent forms were completed
upon agreement to participate in the study. Children were instructed that they would
wear the accelerometer from the moment the researcher attached it to their wrist on that
Tuesday until the end of the week on Friday when the researcher would remove the
accelerometer at the Boys and Girls Club. They were reassured that the accelerometer
could be worn in the water and was not to be taken off. The investigator checked in by
phone with parents on Thursday, the night before the end of the intervention week, to
remind them of removal of the accelerometer and completion of study surveys at the
Boys and Girls Club the next day.

Baseline data collection took place on the first day of the study at the Boys and
Girls Club by the researcher and included demographics and anthropometric
measurements. The children also completed three questionnaires on the first day of
baseline: the PAQ-C, Social Support for Physical Activity Scale, and Motivation for
Physical Activity Scale. Their parents completed the Amherst Health and Activity Adult
survey to assess their current perceived parental support before implementing a parental
support intervention. On the last day of the intervention week (Friday), children
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completed the three questionnaires again to determine perceived effects of the parental
support intervention on children’s physical activity levels. Data recorded by the primary
investigator were kept confidential in a locked file cabinet. All names were removed
from the sample, and data were coded with numbers for each participant.

All parents and children from the Boys and Girls Club were invited to participate
in the study via flyer and al5-minute presentation, but only those who met inclusion
criteria were eligible to participate. The participants were assured that individually
identifiable information would not be included in any reports generated from this study
but that results would be presented as grouped data. They were also informed by the
researcher and in the consent and assent forms that their consent to participate in the
study was strictly voluntary, that they could drop out without consequence at any time,
and about the importance of their participation to the outcome of the study. The parents
were offered a copy of the results of the study if they desired to have one.

Data Analysis

Once the survey and accelerometer data were collected from the participants, their
responses were entered by this researcher into an Excel file. Prior to Excel entry, the
accelerometer data were downloaded from the watch by the frequency monitor into
computer software following each week of wear for each participant in the baseline and
intervention weeks. The data were examined by both this researcher and the statistician
to ensure that they were correctly entered and that consideration was given to any missing
responses. The Excel files were copied into Statistical Package for Social Sciences
(SPSS) for analysis. An alpha level of 0.05 was the criterion for significance. Data

analysis included descriptive statistics, Pearson correlations, and paired t-test analysis.
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ANOVA was used to detect significance between BMI and race, BMI and gender,
surveys and race, and watch data and race. ANOVA was used only in an exploratory
sense because the sample sizes involved for the ANOVAs were quite small having been
broken down into classes or groups with some very small numbers. Because the overall
sample size was 30, properties of the central limit theorem satisfy t-test assumptions of
normality for all hypothesis tests conducted using the t distribution.
Descriptive Data

Analysis of the demographic and anthropometric data was completed using SPSS.
The descriptive analysis included review of the frequency and percentages for the
participant responses related to their gender, age, race, and body mass index. ANOVA
was used to determine any relationships between physical activity and race. Examination
of the specific aims was achieved as follows:

Specific Aim 1

Analyze for differences in accelerometer counts before and after children received
parental support to encourage physical activity.

The survey data collected to respond to Specific Aim 1 included accelerometer
counts for one consecutive 4-day period during a baseline week and then again for a 1
four-day week during a parental support intervention to determine differences in physical
activity levels for each child. Total activity step counts were the measurement of
physical activity for analyzing differences in physical activity levels in this study. The
responses were analyzed to identify the means and standard deviations. Paired t-tests
were used to statistically analyze the difference (p< 0.05) in mean between accelerometer

measures before and after a parental support intervention.
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Specific Aim 2

Analyze for differences in children’s motivation scores before and after they
received parental support to encourage physical activity.

Survey data were collected from the children to obtain raw scores of perceived
level of parental support and motivation to be physically active during baseline and again
during the parental support intervention. Participants were asked to rate their perceived
support, motivation, and physical activity using Likert scales to determine the frequencies
and the mean of participant responses. The baseline and intervention values were
determined and imported into an Excel file in preparation for data analysis. The
quantitative data analysis plan was to use the paired t-test to compare for significant
differences (p< 0.05) between the means of child’s perceived parental support,
motivation, and physical activity levels assessed before and after the parental support
intervention.

Specific Aim 3

Analyze for differences in parents’ perceived support scores before and after their
child received a parental support session to encourage physical activity.

The quantitative data analysis plan for specific aim 3 was to use the paired t-test
to compare for significant differences (p< 0.05) between the means of parent- perceived
parental support assessed before and after a parental support intervention. The responses
were analyzed to identify differences in the means and standard deviations of effects of
parent-perceived support before and after the parental support intervention. This analysis

included the examination of parental perception of support for physical activity in
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children, which was assessed using the household influences section of the Amherst
Health and Activity Adult survey.
Summary

This chapter reviewed the research design, population and sample,
instrumentation, data collection procedures, and data analyses that were used to address
the specific aims set forth to organize the study methodology. A pre-test/post-test was
used as the method of inquiry for this study to accomplish the purpose. This quantitative
approach allowed the researcher to determine the effectiveness of a parental support
intervention on physical activity levels in children by limiting the chance of error
associated with individual differences. The individuals were exposed to the same
intervention conditions, so that the results would not be distorted by individual
differences between the baseline and intervention assessments. The findings from this
study were planned to expand the body of knowledge regarding the effects of a parental
support intervention on parent-and child-perceived support, the responses in children’s
motivation to be physically active, and children’s measured physical activity levels via
objective assessment. The next chapter focuses on the results of the analyses of data

obtained from this study.
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CHAPTER IV
RESULTS
Introduction

The purpose of this study was to determine the effectiveness of a parental support
intervention on physical activity levels in children. Accelerometers were used to
determine the effects of parental support on physical activity levels in children. Parents’
perceived support for children’s physical activity was also explored for mean differences
before and after a parental support intervention. Pender’s Health Promotion Model
guided this study because it explores the factors contributing to health-promoting
behavior. The model integrates nursing and social sciences with factors including
support and motivation that influence people’s ability to change health behaviors.

Results

Chapter IV begins with a description of the population sample (N=30) followed
by the results of testing the specific aims. It concludes with a summary of results,
including a description of overall statistically significant effects of parental support on
perceived support and motivation and physical activity levels in children. Correlation
studies were conducted to determine any relationships between perceived parental
support, perceived motivation, accelerometer counts, and age, gender, body mass index,
and race. No significant results were found among relationships; therefore, results were

not included in this dissertation. Power analysis was not figured for correlation analyses,
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so this is not a surprising outcome. The specific aims addressed in this study were as
follows:

1. Analyze for differences in accelerometer counts before and after children
received parental support to encourage physical activity.

2. Analyze for differences in children’s motivation scores before and after they
received parental support to encourage physical activity.

3. Analyze for differences in parents’ perceived support scores before and after
their child received a parental support session to encourage physical activity.

Descriptive Data
Ages of the child participants in this study ranged from 8 to 12 years with a mean of 9.67
(SD=1.18). Two-thirds of the children were boys (66.70%, n=20) compared to girls
(33.30%, n=10). Approximately 67% (n=20) self-identified as Caucasians, 23% (n=7) as
Native American, and 10% (n=3) as African American. BMI was calculated for each
participant using the CDC’s BMI calculator for children (CDC, BMI for Child and Teen,
2011). The participants’ mean BMI was 20.14 (range 14.28 to 27.53; SD=4.10). The
descriptive characteristics of the study sample (N=30) are presented in Table 1.

The CDC provides recommended BMI levels specific to children’s age and
gender. Children are considered underweight below the 5t percentile, of healthy weight
between the 5™ and 85™ percentile, overweight above the g5 percentile, and obese at or
above the 95" percentile (CDC, Overweight & Obesity, 2012). For 8 year old girls, the
5™ to 85" percentiles of normal BMI ranges from 13.53 to 18.26. For 8 year old boys,
the 5™ to 85" percentile of normal BMI ranges from 13.79 to 17.96. For 9 year old girls,
the 5™ to 85" percentile of normal BMI ranges from 13.72 to 19.05. For boys 9 years of
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age, the 5™ to 85" percentile of normal BMI ranges from 13.94 to 18.57. For 10 year old

g p

girls, the 5™ to 85™ percentile of normal BMI ranges from 14.001 to 19.91. The range of

5™ to 85™ percentile of normal BMI ranges for boys age 10 are from 14.19 to 19.33. In
p

this current study, 66.7% of the participants were in the healthy BMI category, 13.3%

were in the overweight BMI category, and 20.0% were in the Obese BMI category.

Table 1. Children’s Demographics (Gender, Age, and Race).

Variable Frequency %
Participants by Gender
Boys 20 66.70
Girls 10 33.30
Participants by Age
8 years 6 20.00
9 years 7 23.30
10 years 10 33.30
11 years 5 16.70
12 years 2 6.70
Participants by Race
African American 3 10.00
Caucasian 20 66.70
Native American 7 23.30
N=30
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Normal BMI ranges from 5™ to 85" percentile for 11 year old girls ranges from 14.37 to
20.80 and for boys 14.53 to 20.13. For 12 year old children, normal range BMI for child
in the 5™ to 85" percentiles range from 14.80 to 21.67 for girls and 14.94 to 20.96 for
boys (CDC, Data table of BMI-for-age Chart, 2001). Baseline heights and weights were
recorded for the participants on the first day of the baseline assessment and then
converted into BMI using the CDC BMI calculator, before running descriptive statistics
in SPSS.

Specific Aim 1: Analyze for Differences in Accelerometer Counts Before and After
Children Received Parental Support to Encourage Physical Activity

This specific aim examined whether accelerometer counts significantly improved
following the parental support intervention. Accelerometers were placed on the
children’s wrists, they were instructed to continue their usual activities of daily living and
parents were told to not provide any means of support that were more than their ordinary
behavior to collect baseline physical activity levels. Child participants wore
accelerometer devices to capture activity counts to represent physical activity levels for 4
days during a consecutive 4-day baseline period in one week and then again for 4 days
during a parental support intervention. The mean value of energy expenditure for the
participants at baseline was 2440 (SD=1325) with a range of 961 to 8891. Compared to
baseline physical activity, children significantly increased their accelerometer activity
counts during a parental support intervention with a mean value of 3604 (SD=2860) and a
range of 1329 to 1100. After a 2-week washout, children wore accelerometers again
while parents implemented parental support measures to encourage an increase in

physical activity levels. Results showed a significant difference (paired =2.60, p=0.01)
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when analyzing pre-test post-test accelerometer activity counts of children when
receiving parental support in comparison to their baseline accelerometer measures. Table
2 presents the differences in means of accelerometer counts of physical activity of

children before and after the parental support intervention.

Table 2. Significant Differences in Accelerometer Counts Following a Parental
Support Intervention.

Variable Mean SD Range t p
No Parental Support 2440.00 1325.00 961-8891 2.62 0.010%*
(control)

Following Parental 3604.00 2860.00  1329-11000

Support

N=30 *p<0.05

ANOVA analyses showed significance for race with accelerometer measures at
baseline (df=2, F= 6.73, p= 0.00) and post-parental support intervention (df= 2, F= 3.85,
p=0.03). After a significant ANOVA F test results was identified at baseline, a multiple
comparisons test, the Tukey Honestly Significant Test (HST) was conducted and revealed
that African-American children were significantly more active than Native Americans
and Caucasians at baseline. The Tukey HST showed no significant differences between
Native-American and Caucasian children at baseline. Similarly, a significant ANOVA F
test result was found with race and accelerometer measures following the intervention
(df=2, F=3.85, p=0.03). The Tukey HST revealed that African-American children were

more active than Caucasian children; however, there was no significant difference in
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accelerometer-measured activity levels between Native-American and Caucasian
children.

Specific Aim 2: Analyze for Differences in Children’s Motivation Scores Before and
After They Received Parental Support to Encourage Physical Activity

Children completed three surveys to determine perceived parental support,
motivation for physical activity, and perceived physical activity. On the PAQ-C,
participants were asked to rate their perceived level of physical activity during the past
week, giving the extent to which they agreed with each statement using a 5-point Likert
scale. The options for rating the statements were as follows: 1 = No Activity; 2 = Low

Activity; 3 = Moderate Activity; 4 = Moderately High Activity; and 5 = High Activity.

The first question asked the children to state whether they had done any of the
following activities listed and to rate how many times that past week. If there was an
activity that was not listed, a blank line was provided for children to write in their own
activity and determine how many times that week they had performed it. Other questions
asked children to determine their level of physical activity during gym class, recess,
lunch, after school, and in the evening. They were also asked a question about how
physically active they felt they had been over the past week: none of the time, sometimes
(1 -2 times), often (3-4 times), quite often (5-6 times), and or very often (7 or more
times). The last question provided information about how often children felt they were
active, broken down into each week day. The composite scores for the nine questions in
the survey were added together and divided by 9 per scoring directions to obtain the
mean, which resulted in the final PAQ-C activity summary score. The mean score for the
baseline survey was 2.93(SD=0.63) compared to the post-parental support intervention
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survey mean of 3.41(SD=0.56). There was a significant difference in children’s
perceived levels of physical activity from baseline (paired t= 5.87, p= 0.001) compared
to after the parental support intervention. Table 3 refers to the frequency data related to

perceived levels of physical activity in children.

Table 3. Significant Differences in Children’s Perceived Physical Activity Scores
following a Parental Support Intervention.

Variable Mean SD t P
No Parental Support (control) 2.93 0.63 5.87 0.001*
Following Parental Support 341 0.56

N=30 *»<0.05

The second survey the children were asked to complete was the Social Support
and Exercise Scale at baseline and following the parental support intervention. This
5-item parental support scale assessed children’s perceived (a) encouragement, (b) praise,
(c) transportation to physical activity environments, (d) physical activity participation
with the child, and (e) observation of children’s participation in physical activity. The
frequencies of perceived parental support behaviors were scored on a 5-point Likert scale
ranging from: Never = 0; Once = 1; Sometimes = 2; Almost Every day = 3; and
Everyday = 4.

Total scores ranged from 0 to 20. Scores for the five areas were analyzed both
separately and together as a mean composite score to calculate perceived parental support

before and after a parental support intervention. Results for the total score mean for
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perceived parental support are presented first. The total mean score for perceived
parental support at baseline was 10.8 (SD=4.37) compared to the post-intervention mean
of 14.57 (SD=3.83). Parental support measures were then analyzed separately. Parental
encouragement at baseline had a mean of 2.27 (SD=1.26) compared to the post-
intervention mean of 3.17 (SD=0.87). The parental participation in physical activity
mean at baseline was 1.50 (SD=1.11) compared to a post-intervention mean of 2.23
(SD=1.19). For providing transportation to physical activities, the baseline mean was
2.23 (SD=1.10) compared to a post-intervention mean of 3.37 (SD=0.77). For parental
observation of physical activity, the baseline mean was 2.27 (SD=1.14) compared to the
intervention mean 2.63 (SD=1.16). Praise was the other parental support measure
assessed in the survey. The baseline mean for praising children in physical activities was
2.53 (SD=1.31) compared to a post-intervention mean of 3.17 (SD=1.21).

Pre-test post-test differences in the mean of the total scores from baseline to post-
intervention of the Social Support and Exercise Survey were significant (paired t=7.43,
p=0.001) when comparing children’s perceived parental support before and after the
parental support intervention. To further determine whether certain parental support
strategies were more significant than others, individual analyses were conducted on each
of the strategies. Perceived parental encouragement significantly increased (paired
=4.27, p=0.001) when comparing before and after a parental support intervention.
Parental participation with children in physical activity showed significant differences in
the mean (paired t=3.72, p=0.001) before and after the intervention. Similarly,
significant differences were found (paired = 4.96, p=0.001) in providing transportation
to physical activities when children received parental support compared to no parental
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support. Furthermore, significant differences were found in parental observation of
children’s physical activity (paired t=2.01, p=0.03) when comparing perceived support
before and after a parental support intervention. Within-subject differences were also
significant (paired t= 2.52, p=0.01) for parents giving praise to children for participating
in physical activity. Tables 4 and 5 refer to the frequency data related to perceived levels

of parental support of children.

Table 4. Significant Differences in Children’s Perceived Parental Support
Following a Parental Support Intervention. Total Score Survey.

Variable Mean SD t P
Before Parental Support (control) 10.80 4.37 7.43 0.001*
Following Parental Support 14.57 3.83

N=30 *p<0.05

The third survey children completed was the Physical Activity Motivation Scale
used to assess children’s motivation for physical activity at baseline and following a
parental support intervention. The instruments evaluated regulatory motives related to
physical activity in a 3-degree Likert scale and were tallied as follows: Not like me = 0;
A little like me = 1; and A lot like me =2. The participants were asked to determine the
answer that best described them regarding their drive for physical activity. Ten questions
assessed how excited and interested children were about physical activity, how important

they rated it, whether they plan physical activity behaviors, and care about being active.
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Table S. Significant Differences in Children’s Perceived Parental Support

Following a Parental Support Intervention: Individual Parental Support Measures.

Variable

Mean SD t p
Parental Encouragement No Parental Support 2.28 1.26 427 0.001*
(control)
Following Parental 3.17 0.87
Support
Parental Participation No Parental Support 1.50 .11 3.72  0.001*
(control)
Following Parental 2.23 1.19
Support
Providing No Parental Support 2.23 1.10 496 0.001*
Transportation (control)
Following Parental 3.37 7
Support
Parental Observation No Parental Support 2.27 1.14  2.01 0.027*
(control)
Following Parental 2.63 1.16
Support
Parental Praise No Parental Support 2.53 1.31 9.65 0.010%*
(control)
Following Parental 3.17 1.21

Support

N=30 *p<0.05
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The mean baseline value was 11.53 (SD=2.86) compared to the post-parental
support intervention mean of 13.60 (SD=2.50). When analyzing motivation scores before
and after the parental support intervention, the researcher found significant differences
(paired = 9.65, p=0.001) in children’s perceived motivation to be physically active.
Table 6 presents the differences in mean of children’s perceived motivation for physical

activity before and after the parental support intervention.

Table 6. Significant Differences in Children’s Perceived Motivation for Physical
Activity Following a Parental Support Intervention.

Variable Mean SD t p
No Parental Support (control) 11.53 2.86 9.65 0.001*
Following Parental Support 13.60 2.50

N=30 *p<0.05

Specific Aim 3: Analyze for Differences in Parents’ Perceived Support Scores
Before and After Their Child Received a Parental Support Session to Encourage
Physical Activity

This specific aim explored the extent to which parents perceived that they
supported their children’s physical activity levels. To determine parent-perceived
support scores, parents filled out one survey on perceived levels of their own support for
children’s physical activity using the Amherst Health and Activity Adult Survey.
Findings from this survey helped identify whether parental support for physical activity

was perceived as given. Survey questions were set up in a Likert scale asking parents to

identify how often they had encouraged physical activity, done a physical activity with
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the child, provided transportation to a setting where the child could be physically active,
observed the child in physical activities, and told the child that physical activity was good
for their health with responses were tallied as follows: None =0; Once = 1; Sometimes =
2; Almost daily = 3; and Daily = 4.

The mean response at baseline for parent-perceived support was 12.37 (SD=3.54)
compared to the post-parental support mean 13.87 (SD=3.18). Scores from the Amherst
Activity and Health Adult Survey were analyzed before and after a parental support
intervention. Parent-perceived support was significantly higher (paired t=3.04, p=0.001)
after the parental support intervention compared to baseline. Table 7 presents the
differences in means of parent-perceived support of physical activity of children before
and after a parental support intervention.

In light of the fact that Pender’s HPM personal factors can influence motivation,
support, and physical activity levels in children, the researcher recomputed the above

survey analyses using BMI, gender, age, and race as covariates. When analyzing

Table 7. Significant Differences in Parent Perceived Support for Children’s
Physical Activity Following a Parental Support Intervention.

Variable Mean SD t p
No Parental Support (control) 12.37 3.54 3.04 0.001*
After Parental Support (intervention) 13.87 3.18

N=30 *p<0.05
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parental-perceived support using the Amherst Health and Activity Adult Survey and
gender using a two-sample t-test, no statistical difference was found at baseline (paired
=-0.07, p= 0.94) or intervention (paired t=-0.51, p= 0.62) between parents of boys or
girls.

Children’s perceived level of physical activity (PAQ-C) was next explored further
by testing for statistical differences with the covariates of gender, BMI, age, and race.
Broken down by gender, no statistical difference was noted between girls and boys and
perceived levels of physical activity before (paired t = -0.16, p= 0.88) or after the
parental support intervention (paired t = 0.95, p= 0.35).

Children’s motivation to be physically active was measured using the Motivation
for Physical Activity Scale. The researcher recomputed the analysis for significance after
the parental support intervention by examining gender, BMI, age, and race as covariates
that could potentially influence motivation for physical activity. A paired t-test was
conducted to determine significance between perceived motivation and gender. There
was no statistical difference between boys and girls and motivation to be physically
active either before (paired t = -0.20, p= 0.85) or after (paired t = 0.32, p=0.75) the
parental support intervention. ANOVA analyses also showed no significant associations
among children’s perceived motivation and race before (df =2, F=0.98, p= 0.39) or after
(df =2, F=0.66, p=0.53) the intervention.

Summary

The effects of perceived parental support of 30 children ages 8 to 12 years were

examined using various statistical analytic tools. The quantitative analysis conducted

within this chapter involved using five valid measures to collect primary data: the PAQ-
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C, Social Support and Exercise Survey, Children’s Physical Activity Motivation Scale,
Amherst Health and Activity Adult Survey, and accelerometers. Physical activity was
measured by accelerometer counts. The results indicated children’s perceptions of their
level of physical activity, parental support, motivation, and actual physical activity
measures significantly increased after a parental support intervention. Parent-perceived
support also significantly increased post-parental support intervention. Although survey
scores showed significant increases in perception of support and motivation, there was no
relationship with actual physical activity measures.

The results of this study present data that could provide a base for future research
studies designed to further explore the effects of parental support on physical activity
levels in children and their motivation to be physically active. The following chapter
presents a discussion and conclusions on the effects of parental support on perceived-
parental support and motivation and physical activity levels. Also, implications for
nursing education, practices, policy, and further research on parental support strategies to

increase children’s physical activity levels are provided.
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CHAPTER YV
DISCUSSION, CONCLUSIONS, AND RECOMMENDATIONS
Introduction

The purpose of this study, as presented in the previous chapters, was to determine
the effects of parental support on physical activity levels in children. The specific aims
addressed in this study were as follows:

1. Analyze for differences in accelerometer counts before and after children
received parental support to encourage physical activity.

2. Analyze for differences in children’s motivation scores before and after they
received parental support to encourage physical activity

3. Analyze for differences in parents’ perceived support scores before and after
their child received a parental support session to encourage physical activity.

Detailed results from the statistical analyses were presented in Chapter IV. This
discussion section focuses on how the independent variable, parental support, predicted
perceived and actual physical activity levels in children, and this presents the discussion
of the results within the perspective of previous research literature and Pender’s HPM as
the guiding framework. Further, the influence of Pender’s HPM personal factors (age,
gender, race, BMI, motivation) on perceived parental support and subsequent levels of

physical activity in children are explored.

87



The results of the study are addressed in the order of its specific aims. Each
specific aim is restated, followed by a brief discussion of the main findings related to the
aim. The results are addressed in terms of the aims related to the children’s perceived
parental support and motivation, accelerometer measures, parent-perceived support, and
correlations with Pender’s HPM personal factors. It is important to note that the findings
are generalizable only to the study population. A larger, randomized controlled trial
would need to be conducted to generalize findings to other populations. The chapter
concludes with recommendations for nursing practice, future research, and policy.
Consequences With Decline of Physical Activity

Increased physical activity can reduce obesity and is associated with positive
cardio-metabolic health; however, less than 40% of US children meet the CDC daily
recommended 60 minutes of moderate to vigorous physical activity most days of the
week. The rise in obesity prevalence in children is largely attributed to their lack of daily
physical activity. (Colley, Janssen, & Tremblay, 2012). Although increased physical
activity can reduce obesity and its consequences, the prevalence of childhood obesity for
children ages 6 to 11 years has tripled in the last 30 years from 6.5% in 1980 to 19.6% in
2008 (CDC, Childhood Obesity, 2010). The prevalence of childhood obesity in this
current study was 20%, which is quite similar to 19.6% national average. If the present
obesity trend continues, this generation of children may be the first to have a shorter life

expectancy than their parents (Brownson, Chriqui, Burgeson, Fisher, & Ness, 2010).
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Gaps in Research on Effects of Parental Support
on Physical Activity in Children

Parental support has been frequently cited as key in promoting physical activity in
children, but evidence has been inconclusive. Many studies pose limitations including
cross-sectional designs and restrictive samples, and many depend on self-report measures
only (Bauer, Nelson, Boutelle, & Neumark-Sztainer, 2008; Beets, Vogel, Forlaw, Pitetti,
& Cardinal, 2006; Kleges, Malott, Boschee, & Weber, 1986; Trost et al., 2003). A
review of the literature addressing whether parental supportive measures influence
children’s physical activity levels identified mixed outcomes. Several studies evaluating
the effect of supportive measures on children’s physical activity levels have been
inconclusive, posed weak correlations between parental support and children’s physical
activity levels, and had limited generalizability (Gustafson & Rhodes, 2006; Rutten,
Boen, & Seghers, 2013; Van der Horst et. al, 2007). In addition, minimal information is
available related to parents’ perception of how much they feel they provide support
behaviors to their child to promote physical activity participation. With the increasing
prevalence of childhood obesity and the steady decline in physical activity levels in
children, the need increases to understand the impact of perceived parental support on
physical activity levels of children. Few studies were identified that addressed parents’
perceptions of support that they provided to their children for promoting increases in
these levels. Knowledge is also limited on the types of supportive mechanisms parents
can enact that best motivate children to be more physically active.

Current Research on Physical Activity Studies in Children
Most studies have been limited by self-report methods that constrain the valid and

accurate assessment that objective feedback can offer. More studies are needed using
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objective measurement tools to evaluate physical activity levels in children with physical
activity data at home, in school, and the community setting (Lytle et al., 2009).
Increasing parents’ awareness of how supportive they are towards physical activity in
children may increase supportive behaviors that will result in improving physical activity
levels. In addition, numerous studies in the literature are descriptive and lack a design
that uses intervention-based strategies of parental support to improve physical activity
levels in children. Studies that do implement interventions are primarily in school-based
settings. Research is quite limited on actual parental support interventions to increase
children’s physical activity in rural community settings (Bentley et al., 2012).
Consequently, more research is needed because of the lack of concrete evidence that
parental support can improve children’s physical activity levels.

The literature also is mixed regarding the behavioral methods that effectively
motivate children to meet CDC physical activity guidelines. Research has not fully
examined how parental influence can affect children’s behavior; therefore, the purpose of
this study was to determine whether parental support can motivate children to increase
their activity levels. In addition, minimal information is available related to parents’
perception of the support they give to children to increase physical activity; thus, this
study also explored this question.

Method of Study

A pre-test post-test was used to determine the effects of parental support on
children’s physical activity levels. Parental support strategies included encouragement,
praise, transportation, observation, and participation in physical activity with children.

Child and parent survey scores, accelerometer measurements, demographics, and
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anthropometric measures were analyzed using paired t-tests and Pearson correlations at
baseline and following a parental support intervention.

Specific Aim 1: Analyze for Differences in Accelerometer Counts Before and After
Children Received Parental Support to Encourage Physical Activity

Accelerometers were placed on the children’s wrists, who were instructed to
continue their usual activities of daily living, and parents were told to not provide any
means of support that were more than their ordinary behavior to collect baseline physical
activity levels. After a 2-week washout, children wore accelerometers again while parents
implemented parental support measures to encourage an increase in physical activity
levels. Child participants wore accelerometer devices to capture activity counts, which
represented physical activity levels for 4 days during a baseline week and then again for 4
days during a parental support intervention. The mean value of energy expenditure for
the participants at baseline was 2440 (SD=1325) with a range of 961 to 8891. Compared
to baseline physical activity, children significantly increased their energy expenditure
during a parental support intervention with a mean value of 3604 (SD=2860) and a range
of 1329 to 1100. Results showed that there was a significant difference (paired =2.62,
p=0.01) in accelerometer counts when analyzing physical activity of children after the
parental support intervention. McMinn, Griffin, Jones, and van Sluijs (2013) reported
similar findings that afterschool physical activity was positively associated with parental
support when objectively measured by accelerometers.

Accelerometer Measurements
This finding is somewhat consistent with the documented literature on objectively

measured data and children’s physical activity level results obtained from previous
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studies. Research has shown through objective measurement that accelerometers can be
an effective tool in assessment of children’s physical activity levels (Lawman, Wilson,
Van Horn, & Zarrett, 2012; Schuna, Lauersdorf, Behrens, Liguori, & Liebert, 2013;
Trost, Rosenkrantz, & Dzewaltowski, 2008). Although the research has identified
accelerometers as a valid tool to measure these levels in children, the option of what
epoch time interval to use during data collection may pose challenges in comparing
children’s levels, and more research is needed (Pfeiffer, Mciver, Dowda, Almeida, &
Pate, 2006). There is also a large discrepancy in physical activity outcomes because of
the various cut-off points for MVPA among children, failing to provide a concrete
definition of a clear goal toward promoting increases in their physical activity levels. A
standardization of methods of inquiry is urgently needed for sufficient comparison (Cain,
Sallis, Conway, Van Dyck, & Calhoon, 2012; Guinhouya, Samouda, & de Beaufort,
2013; Routen, Upton, Edwards, & Peters, 2012). In addition, both hip and wrist
placements of accelerometers have been used in physical activity research with children;
however, data comparisons between the two monitor placements are inappropriate
because of the different cut-off points researchers have used to obtain data.
Variations in Measurements

In the study by Routen, Upton, Edwards, and Peters (2012), hip counts revealed
lower activity levels than wrist counts and sedentary, light, moderate, and vigorous
activity varied depending on the cut-points used for analysis. Wrist placement was
suggested in the literature to be as accurate and more comfortable, promoting adherence
among child participants (Ekblom, Nyberg, Bak, Ekelund, & Marcus, 2012; Routen,
Upton, Edwards, & Peters, 2012). In the present study, the researcher used wrist
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placement for the accelerometer for both baseline and intervention assessments to obtain
comparable results for activity energy expenditure. In contrast, Rosenberger, Haskell,
Albinali, Mota, Nawyn, and Intille (2013) have suggested that a hip-worn accelerometer
is a more valid approach becuase watch-worn accelerometers have been quite variable
with calibration protocols. Regarding the relationship between accelerometer
measurements and actual physical movement, hip-worn placement (r* =0 .52) was greater
than wrist-worn placement (r* = 0.13). This gap in provision of accelerometer
measurements supports the need for further testing of wrist-worn accelerometers with
comparable cut-points.

Specific Aim 2: Analyze for Differences in Children’s Motivation Scores Before and
After They Received Parental Support to Encourage Physical Activity

Children completed three surveys to determine perceived parental support,
motivation for physical activity, and perceived physical activity.

Child’s Perceived Physical Activity Levels
Related to Current Research

The mean score for the baseline survey was 2.93 (SD=0.63) compared to the post-
parental support intervention survey mean of 3.41 (SD=0.56). There was a significant
difference in children’s perceived levels of physical activity from baseline (t-value= 5.87,
p=0.00) compared to post- parental support intervention. These results support the
researcher’s hypothesis that children will perceive themselves as more active following a
parental support strategy. This result gives parents the knowledge needed to provide
parental support strategies to promote physical activity in children. Although no data are
available on the direct relation of a parental support intervention to children’s perceived
levels of physical activity, findings from Janz, Lutuchy, Wenthe, and Levy (2008),
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Treuth, Hou, Young, and Maynard (2005), and Voss, Ogunleye, and Sandercock (2013)
provide a useful discussion context for the study results. Voss, Ogunleye, and
Sandercock (2013) used a representative sample of participants (n=7226, 53% boys, 10-
15years) and measured perceived general estimates of physical activity levels. Peak
oxygen uptake was predicted and categorized into at-risk and no-risk for metabolic
syndrome. The normative criterion-referenced values of 2.90 or greater for boys and 2.70
or greater for girls were identified as the standard cut-off points for being at risk for
metabolic syndrome when categorizing youth in population-based research. The present
study’s participants’ summary PAQ-C scores at baseline were 2.93, and post-intervention
PAQ-C summary scores increased to 3.41, indicating that children are at a less risk for
metabolic syndrome participating in physical activities following a parental support
intervention.
Reliability With Self-Report Physical Activity Measures

Janz, Lutuchy, Wenthe, and Levy (2008) noted that the PAQ-C questionnaire
shows good internal consistency when measuring perceived levels of physical activity in
children. Self-report measures have often been criticized for being unreliable and
problematic because of the difficulty children have in recalling events. Self-report
questionnaires are low cost, easy to administer, and an efficient way to retrieve
information in population-based studies. The questionnaire was tested for scale
reliability and stability on 210 11-year-old children. The Pearson correlation for
reliability (r=0.30) showed that PAQ-C was moderately stable over a 2- year period. The
present study was a within-subjects design using a 2-week washout period between PAQ-

C questionnaire administration, which is anticipated to be a stable time period to compare
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before and after PAQ-C summary scores of perceived levels of physical activity (Janz,
Lutuchy, Wenthe, & Levy, 2008).

Student responses were studied for reliability using the PAQ-C on 70 elementary
children in rural Maryland. The children wore accelerometers and took the PAQ-C
questionnaire on two separate occasions to determine reliability and compared with
accelerometer data to determine validity. The PAQ-C showed moderate reliability (r=
0.48) and a correlation coefficient determining validity between the questionnaire and the
accelerometer measures (r=0.34, p=0.001). The results from this study showed that this
questionnaire is an acceptable tool for measuring perceived levels of physical activity in
elementary-aged school children. This outcome supports the reliability of the PAQ-C
results that were compared at baseline and after a parental support intervention (Treuth,
Hou, Young, & Maynard, 2005).

Perceived Parental Support Findings Related to Current Research

To further determine whether certain parental support strategies were more
significant than others, individual analyses were conducted on each strategy. Lack of
evidence warranted further exploration of the effects of perceived parental support on
children’s physical activity levels. Therefore, information was gathered to respond to this
specific aim through participants’ responses to a series of questions regarding perceived
parental support. The data obtained from the participants’ responses to the statements
revealed that overall, children perceived themselves to be more supported by their parents
after the parental support intervention compared to before it (paired = 7.43, p=0.001).

Children’s overall perception that the parental support they received improved
after the parental support intervention suggests the need for further studies of the effects
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of such interventions on children’s perceived level of parental support and their level of
physical activity in responding to the perceived level of parental support. Parental
support measures were then analyzed separately.

Parental encouragement. Parental encouragement for baseline had a mean of
2.27 (SD=1.26) compared to the intervention mean of 3.17 (SD=0.87). When looking at
specific parental support measures, children perceived being more supported with
parental encouragement after the parental support intervention (paired t=4.27, p=0.001)
than before. This finding of parental encouragement as a support mechanism to increase
children’s physical activity levels is congruent with previous studies. Results from the
current study are supported by Hosseini, Abbaszadeh, and Ehsani (2013), who reported
that words of encouragement, comfort, and permission facilitate physical activity
behaviors in children. Parental encouragement through love, trust, and empathy have
been well documented as successful support measures for increasing levels of physical
activity in children (Biddle & Goudas, 1996; Dowda, Dishman, Pfeiffer, & Pate, 2007;
Martin & McCaughtry, 2008; Springer, Kelder, & Hoelscher, 2006).

Parental participation. The parental participation in physical activity mean at
baseline was 1.50 (SD=1.11) compared to the intervention mean of 2.23 (SD=1.19).
Children’s perception of parental participation with them in physical activities was
significantly greater (paired =3.72, p=0.001) after the parental support intervention
compared to before it. Nolan, Cottrell, and Dino (2013) determined that parental
participation was a positive predictor for increased physical activity in children.

However, Cong, Feng, Liu, and Esperat (2012) have indicated that parental
participation increased time children spent being physically active but that parental
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encouragement did not have the same impact. These mixed results warrant further
exploration of parental encouragement on increasing physical activity levels in children.

Transportation. Providing transportation to physical activities baseline mean
was 2.23 (SD=1.10) compared to the intervention mean of 3.37 (SD=0.77). Similarly,
children felt that parents provided more transportation to physical activities after the
intervention (paired = 4.96, p=0.001) than it.

Observation. For parental observation of physical activity, the baseline mean
was 2.27 (SD=1.14) compared to the intervention mean of 2.63 (SD=1.16). Furthermore,
children perceived that their parents observed them significantly more often following the
intervention (paired t=2.01, p=0.03) compared to prior to it.

Praise. Praise was the other parental support measure assessed in the survey.

The baseline mean for praising children in physical activities was 2.53 (SD=1.31)
compared to the intervention mean of 3.17 (SD=1.21). Children’s overall perception of
parental praise was also significantly greater following the parental support intervention
(paired t=2.52, p=0.01), suggesting that parents need to support children in physical
activity behaviors through praise and positive feedback.

Peer support versus parental support. In 2002, Prochaska, Rodgers, and Sallis
(2002) assessed physical activity levels in children and social support, separating parental
and peer support. Measured by both accelerometer and self-report, there was a
significant correlation (r = 0.61, p < 0.00) with parental support, encouragement, praise,
and viewing child’s participation in physical activities. However, the association no
longer existed when analyzing only the objective accelerometer measurement. This

outcome raised concern that activity levels are not directly related to parental support.
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Other studies have failed to identify parental support as a significant indicator for
increasing physical activity. Parental support has not been fully examined; however,
findings are not conclusive. The lack of concrete data on the effectiveness of parental
support intervention programs on physical activity levels in children suggests the need for
further exploration (Nyberg, Sundblom, Norman, & Elinder, 2011). This study agrees
with the findings from other studies on parental support strategies, which indicate that
parental support can be a positive predictor of children’s perceived levels of support and
actual physical activity levels.

Conflicting findings of parental support. Wilson, Lawman, Segal, and
Chappell (2011) and Sallis, Prochaska, Taylor, Hill, and Geraci (1999) highlight parental
support as an important component for increasing physical activity levels of children after
studying perceived parental support in the Act by Choice study (p< 0.05). This finding is
consistent with results from other studies. De la Haye, de Heer, Wilkinson, and Koehly
(2013) found that children are more conceivable to participate in physical activities if
they are supported to do so by their parents. Similarly, Sallis et al. (1992) reported that
parents have an important role in creating a desirable environment that promotes physical
activity behaviors. Although research has supported the results of the current study, other
research has shown conflicting outcomes. Ferreira et al. (2007) found a significant
association between parental support and adolescents but not with younger children.
Similar findings were found by Sallis, Prochaska, and Taylor (2000) who reported no
determinate cause-and-effect relationship of parental influence on physical activity levels

in children.
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Numerous studies have reported that parental support can have a positive
influence on physical activity levels of children, but many combine different methods of
social support, making it challenging to decipher which parental support measure is most
effective in children (Beets, Cardinal, & Alderman, 2010). Material forms of support
were also cited as positive indicators for increasing children’s physical activity levels,
including paying registration sports fees, providing transportation to physical activity
opportunities, and buying sports equipment (Hosseini, Abbaszadeh, & Ehsani, 2013).
Lack of parental support and willingness to facilitate transportation to physical activity
opportunities have proven to discourage children from being physically active (Beets,
Vogel, Forlaw, Pitetti, & Cardinal, 2000).

This study analyzed specific methods of perceived parental support including
encouragement, praise, observation, transportation, and participation to determine
significant effects on physical activity levels in children and found that each method
significantly improved the perception of parental support, although determining which
methods were most significant was beyond the scope of this study. This area needs more
focus in nursing research to more clearly define which methods of parental support are
most conducive for increasing perceived support that will improve physical activity
levels in children.

Perceived Motivation for Physical Activity Related
to Current Research

Physical activity motivation scores were used to measure children’s desire and
drive to participate in physical activity. The mean baseline value was 11.53 (SD=2.86)

compared to post-parental support intervention mean 13.60 (SD=2.50). When analyzing
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motivation scores before and after a parental support intervention, the researcher found
significant differences (paired t=9.65, p=0.001) in children’s perceived motivation to be
physically active. This result supports this researcher’s hypothesis that parental support
will increase children’s motivation for participating in physical activities. These findings
are congruent with those of Haverly and Davison (2005), who indicated that motivation is
an important consideration with any physical activity intervention because it most often
precedes regular patterns of physical activity that will develop. Interpersonal factors such
as parental support have been linked to types of factors that motivate children to
participate in physical activities. Motivation is reported to be a linear concept that drives
intention to go forth with action from attitudes, norms, and self-efficacy (Haverly &
Davison, 2005). This provision of intrinsic motivation could be related to the desire
children feel to be physically active after receiving ongoing supportive measures from
their parents (Stanley, Boshoff, & Dollman, 2011). Barkley, Epstein, and Roemmich
(2009) determined that reinforcement as a motivational factor can better increase the
chances of engaging in regular physical activity.

The built environment. Weather conditions did not interfere with this study
because children had access to indoor activities, gymnasiums, and physical activity
equipment as well as outside green space at school, home, and the Boys and Girls Club.
Parents had freedom to support physical activity in all environmental settings.

The home environment has also been reported as a bigger facilitator for physical
activity in children compared to the neighborhood environment (Crawford et al., 2010).
Congruent with this study’s findings, the convenient access to parental support in the

home environment may encourage children to be physically active and support Pender’s
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HPM on the effects of physical activity behaviors. Ginsburg and Bronstein (1993) have
suggested similar findings that parental support behaviors such as encouragement for
physical activity promotion are linked with intrinsic motivation and increased desire for
initiating physical activity behaviors.

Linking perceived support with motivation for physical activity. Motivation
to be physically active in this study significantly increased following the parental support
intervention. Trost et al. (2003) have found that motivation for support of physical
activity from parents motivates children to become more active and increases child self-
efficacy. Others have provided insight into what motivates children to be physically
active and studies have specifically linked parental support in the form of transportation,
equipment, encouragement, and praise with children’s physical activity behaviors
(Anderssen & Wold, 1992; Edwardson, Gorely, Pearson, & Atkin, 2012; Prochaska,
Rodgers, & Sallis, 2002; Tudor-Locke, 2002). Instilling intrinsic motivation in children
to be physically active is an area where nursing education is needed to empower parents
to serve as facilitators in health promotion of physical activity behaviors in children. The
current state of knowledge about what motivates children to sustain physical activity
behaviors is still under scrutiny despite reports that identify motivation as a factor in
increasing physical activity levels.

Specific Aim 3: Analyze for Differences in Parents’ Perceived Support

Scores Before and After Their Child Received a Parental
Support Session to Encourage Physical Activity

Information was gathered to respond to this specific aim through parents’

responses to a series of statements regarding their perceptions of the extent to which they

believe they support their children in participating in physical activities. Scores from the
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Ambherst Activity and Health Adult Survey were analyzed before and after a parental
support intervention. Findings from this survey helped to identify to what extent
household influences support physical activity behaviors in children. The mean response
at baseline for parent-perceived support was 12.37 (SD=3.54) compared to the post
intervention mean of 13.87 (SD=3.18). Parents perceived that they were more supportive
following the parental-support intervention (paired t=3.04, p=0.001). Significant
findings indicate that parents concluded that they provided more support for physical
activity to their children while implementing the parental support intervention compared
to normal daily interactions with their children. This result suggests that making parents
aware of how much they support children’s physical activity behaviors may increase the
amount of support they provide in an attempt to raise children’s physical activity levels.
Awareness of Parental Support

Parents’ overall perception was that the support they provided to their children
was greater following the parental support intervention. This suggests that if parents are
more cognizant of their supportive behaviors in promoting physical activities, they will
more prone to perform these supportive measures to encourage physical activity
behaviors in their children. Veitch, Hume, Salmon, Crawford, and Ball (2013) also found
ways parents are thought to be supportive in promoting physical activity in children,
including having children go outside to play, transporting children to activities, modeling
physical activity behavior, being enthusiastic about their child’s involvement with
physical activity, and showing their own enjoyment of physical activity were known
supporters for increasing children’s physical activity levels. The failure of healthcare

providers to provide parents with this critical education information has implications for
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positively affecting the quality and characteristics of parental support measures that
parents can practice with their children.

Perceived Parental Support and Health Promotion
Model Personal Factors

Based on the statistical analysis conducted in this study to explore the association
between BMI and gender, there were no differences between boys and girls (paired t =
2.11, p=0.06). In this area, previous studies present mixed findings. Nolan, Cottrell, and
Dino (2013) reported that higher levels of parental support are associated with higher
BMI in girls. However, Corder et al. (2010) concluded that parents with children of a
healthy BMI tended to be more supportive of physical activities, even though the parents
overestimated the level of physical activity their children participated in. This result is
consistent with Zhao, Gao, and Settles (2013), who found that parents of overweight
children were less presumable to promote physical activity behaviors in children
compared to parents who perceived their children as a healthy weight. BMI was not
correlated with perceived social support and gender of the child in this current study.
Although findings from previous studies conclude that gender and BMI differences affect
perceived social support in children, the failure to identify significant correlations in this
study highlights the need for further exploration to determine if gender and BMI can be
associated with one another as strong predictors of perceived parental support.

In a study done by Fisher et al. (2011), parental support was significantly
associated with increased physical activity levels in children; however, when child
psychosocial variables were analyzed, parental support was no longer an indicator for

increasing children’s physical activity levels. Also, parental support and none of the
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psychosocial variables were significantly associated with the objective measurement of
physical activity in the children. Fisher et al.’s (2011) study suggests that psychological
correlates in children mediate how parental support can affect their motivation for
physical activity and further research is warranted.

Jackson, Crawford, Campbell, and Salmon (2008) explored parental concern for
children’s physical activity levels and whether parental support increased in relation to
their concern. Interestingly, the authors found that children of concerned parents were
actually less active than children whose parents were not concerned about their physical
activity levels. Consequently, less supportive measures were implemented from more
concerned parents suggesting that concerns need to be transformed into action.

Health Promotion Model Personal Factors
and Accelerometer Counts

Physical activity and gender. Children’s actual physical activity measurements
were further analyzed to determine any significance or correlation with gender, BMI, age,
or race. A paired t-test showed no significance between boys and girls and accelerometer
measures at baseline (paired t = 1.25, p= 0.24) and after the parental support intervention
(paired t =-0.71, p= 0.49). Gender was not a predictor of actual physical activity levels
in this study, suggesting that neither boys nor girls are more affected by parental support
for increasing their physical activity levels. These findings are not comparable to
previous literature reports that showed varied responses to parental support dependent on
gender. Boys have been reported to participate in more physical activity compared to
girls when feeling supported by their parents (Fisher et al., 2011; Lau, Engelen, & Bundy,

2013; Zhao, Gao, & Settles, 2013). In addition, boys not only are documented to be more
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physically active, but also are reported to participate in more vigorous activity than girls
(Hinkley et al., 2008; Pate, Pfeiffer, Trost, Ziegler, & Dowda, 2004).

Similarly, girls were noted to have a steadier decline in physical activity once
approaching puberty when compared to boys, despite receiving social support (Bastos,
Araujo, & Hallal, 2008; McWhorter, Wallmann, & Alpert, 2003; Zhao, Gao, & Settles,
2013). Boys are generally more active than girls, and children with a high socioeconomic
status have been reported as more physically active during school and after hours
(Seabra, Mendonca, Thomis, Malina, & Maia, 2011). Even though parental support is a
more significant factor in the physical activity of boys compared to girls, Bradley et al.
(2011) noted that the rate of decline of physical activity was greater in boys, so there was
less difference in physical activity levels by late adolescence. On the other hand, Adkins,
Sherwood, Story, and Davis (2004), found that parent-reported support for physical
activity was associated with girls’ physical activity levels. Similarly, several other
studies have shown that parental support influences the activity levels of girls
significantly more than boys (Davison, Cutting, & Birch, 2003; Fogelholm, Nuutinen,
Pasanen, Myohanen, & Saatela, 1999; Myers, Strikmiller, Weber, & Berenson, 1996;
Trost et al., 1997). Findings from this present study agreed with Edwardson and Gorely
(2010) that no gender differences exist between girls and boys in mean levels of physical
activity after receiving parental support.

Physical activity and race. ANOVA showed significance in race with
accelerometer measures at baseline (F= 6.73, p= 0.00) and post-parental support
intervention (F=3.85, p=0.03). After a significant ANOVA F test result at baseline, a
multiple comparisons test, the Tukey HST revealed that African-American children were
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significantly more active than Native Americans and Caucasians at baseline. The Tukey
HST identified no significant differences between Native-American and Caucasian
children at baseline. Similarly, a significant ANOVA F test result was found with race
and accelerometer measures following the intervention (F= 3.85, p=0.03). The Tukey
HST revealed that African-American children were more active than Caucasian children;
however, there was no significance in accelerometer-measured activity levels between
African-American children and Native-American children or between Native-American
and Caucasian children. Caucasians have been noted to be consistently more physically
active than African Americans (Zhao, Gao, & Settles, 2013). An ANOVA was
conducted to explore the covariate of race with parent-perceived support. There were no
differences in racial origin and perceived parental support at before (df =2, F=0.05, p=
0.95) or following the parental support intervention (df = 2, F= 0.64, p= 0.54).
Perceived parental support and gender. Children’s perceived parental support
measured by the Social Support and Exercise Survey and Pender’s chosen personal
factors as covariates were also further explored. A two-sample t-test was conducted to
explore the differences in perceived parental support between boys and girls before and
after the intervention. No statistical significance between girls and boys was identified
before (paired t = 0.00, p=1.00) or after (paired t = -0.68, p= 0.51) the parent support
intervention. Jago et al. (2011) also found that parental support by enrolling children in
activities and transporting them to physical activity events was associated with increased
participation in physical activities in both boys and girls. Providing transportation to
physical activities was a significant predictor for physical activity in girls, but the

association no longer existed for girls as they aged (Bradley et al., 2011).
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In contrast, Davison, Cutting, and Birch (2003) reported that there is a difference
in parental support for physical activity between boys and girls. They found that parental
encouragement and participation as a means of parental support affected physical activity
levels more for girls compared to boys. These same findings were also identified in
previous studies examining gender differences with parental support (Fogelholm,
Nuutinen, Pasanen, Myohanen, & Saatela, 1999; Myers, Strikmiller, Webber, &
Berenson, 1996; Trost et al., 1997). Bradley et al. (2011) found that parental support
strategies such as parent participation and encouragement did not slow the rate of decline
of physical activity in girls. These supportive strategies did seem to affect boys, but their
rate of decline as they aged was steeper, so there was less difference by late adolescence.

Perceived parental support and race. ANOVA revealed no significance
between race and perceived level of parental support during baseline assessment (df = 2,
F=0.31, p=0.74) or after the parental support intervention (df = 2, F=1.41, p= 0.26).
There 1s abundant research on physical activity level variations in different races among
children, but after exhaustive search, no literature could be found specifically about
perceived levels of parental support differences among children of different race (Kimm
etal., 2001; Hsu et al., 2011; White & Jago, 2012; Willig et al, 2011). More research is
needed to gear interventions toward culturally competent prevention strategies.

Perceived Physical Activity Levels and Health
Promotion Model Personal Factors

Sithole and Veugelers (2008) reported that children who perceived themselves as
being more physically active than their parents perceived them to be tended to be more

overweight or obese compared to children who agreed with their parents about their level
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of physical activity. Age differences were explored for significance for perceived levels
of physical activity. There was no significance at baseline (r= -0.24, p= 0.20), but there
was a significant relationship of age with perceived levels of physical activity following
the parental support intervention (r= -0.38, p=0.04). An ANOVA to test for significance
between children’s perceived physical activity levels and racial origin before and after a
parental support intervention. Results showed no significant differences between race
and perceived levels of physical activity before (F= 0.36, p= 0.69) or after (F=0.93,

p= 0.41) the parental support intervention.

Child’s Motivation for Physical Activity and Health
Promotion Model Personal Factors

Children’s motivation to be physically active was measured using the Motivation
for Physical Activity Scale. The researcher recomputed the analysis for significance after
the parental support intervention by examining gender, BMI, age, and race as covariates
that could potentially influence motivation for physical activity. A paired t-test was used
to determine significance between perceived motivation and gender. There was no
statistical difference between boys and girls and motivation to be physically active either
before (paired t =-0.20, p= 0.85) or after (paired t = 0.32, p= 0.75) the parental support
intervention. However, other studies reported positive associations with parental support
and children’s motivation to be physically active in lower-weight status but not
overweight or obese children (De Bourdeaudhuij et al., 2005; Kitzman-Ulrich, Wilson,

Van Horn, & Lawman, 2010).
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Emotional Support as a Motivation Factor

An ANOVA showed no significant associations among children’s perceived
motivation and race before (F= 0.98, p=0.39) or after (F= 0.66, p= 0.53) the parental
support intervention. St. George, Wilson, Lawman, and Van Horn (2013) conducted a
study on weight status as a moderator among motivation, emotional support, and physical
activity levels in children. Emotional support was found to facilitate intrinsic motivation
by instilling autonomy, competence, and belongingness in children to increase their
physical activity behaviors. This outcome was shown in children of lower weight status
but not those perceived as overweight. Children who were obese or who perceived
themselves as obese had less motivation to engage in physical activity.

Rutten, Boen, and Seghers (2013) explored the role of motivation and the effects
on physical activity levels in children. Children completed self-report measures
including motivation to be physically active and perceived support for physical activity
from parents. Parents filled out a self-report questionnaire on their perception of current
parenting practices and home environments that were supportive with physical activity
opportunities. Results confirmed that motivation linked the relationship between parental
support and physical activity levels in children. Motivation was also a mediator in the
relationship between parent-perceived support and physical activity levels in children.
Ways of Motivating Physical Activity Behaviors

Rutten, Boen, and Seghers (2013) also have found that parents can support
increases in physical activity levels by motivating children through positive feedback,
offering choices, and participating in physical activity with their children. No differences

were found between boys and girls in perceived motivation for physical activity.
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Interestingly, because of the lower physical activity levels found in girls, this result
conflicts with other research showing that motivation positively predicts physical activity
levels in children. A limitation of that study is that it was based solely on self-reports and
that no objective measurement was used to validate the findings. The current study
analyzed differences in motivation between boys and girls but added an objective
measurement in an attempt to validate findings. There were also no significant
differences in perceived motivation between boys and girls, and no correlation with
perceived motivation and objective physical activity measures. This outcome suggests
that other confounding factors could have affected physical activity levels despite
children’s increased motivation following the parental support intervention.
Summary

Currently, interventions have shown mixed results, and the effectiveness of
parental support in promoting physical activity levels in children remains unclear. How
parental support interventions affect boys and girls differently is also uncertain (Cong,
Feng, Liu, & Esperat, 2012). In addition, very few studies on parental support and
physical activity levels in children have focused on rural populations and that area of
study requires more attention (Moore et al., 2010). The aim of the current study was to
decrease the gap in the state of knowledge regarding the effects of parental support on
physical activity levels in children. This research has achieved this aim by producing data
that support current knowledge that perceived motivation, perceived support, and actual

physical activity levels show promise of improving with parental support measures.
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Conclusions

The HPM has been used here to predict the effects of parental support on physical
activity levels in children. Major factors influencing health-related behavior derived
from the HPM that were studied here were personal factors (biological, psychological,
and socio-cultural), interpersonal influences (parental support), and health-promoting
behavior (physical activity). Pender’s HPM argues that the individual’s ability to engage
in health-promotion activity depends on those factors along with competing demands for
each individual. Interpersonal influences described in the model were measured with
perceived support and motivation for physical activity. The model states that these
constructs ultimately lead to health-promoting behavior. The health-promoting behavior
of interest in this study was physical activity represented by energy expenditure.

Descriptive statistics for each variable within the theoretical model were
individually measured and analyzed. These variables included age, gender, race, and
BMI. Furthermore, correlations among these variables were tested with Pearson’s
correlations and ANOVA. Perceived parental support, perceived motivation, and
subjective and objective measures of physical activity were analyzed using paired t-tests.

The results of this study show that parental support could be an effective strategy
for improving physical activity levels in children. Children perceived that they received
more parental support, were more motivated to be physically active, and perceived
themselves as more physically active following a parental support intervention (p< 0.05).
Actual physical activity levels also significantly increased among children following a

parental support intervention. In addition, parents reported that they perceived
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themselves to be more supportive in promoting physical activity behaviors in children
after the intervention.

In accordance with the proposed HPM model, various personal factors were
significantly associated with physical activity levels of children. BMI predicted physical
activity levels of the children with significant effects following the intervention (p< 0.05),
which suggests that the weight status of children affects how much they participate in
physical activity after receiving parental support. Possible reasons for BMI affecting
physical activity behaviors following parental support should be considered and include
that the extent of support a parent provided might depend on how fit or out of shape the
parent perceives the child is, depending on the child’s weight status. Also, children with
higher BMI might have reacted more to the parental support intervention compared to
average-weight children, who might already receive extensive parental support on a
regular basis. Determining whether children with higher or lower BMI were more active
was beyond the scope of this paper but is worth further exploration.

Racial origin also predicted associated physical activity levels of children as
measured by accelerometer. In this study, African-American children were significantly
more active than Caucasian and Native-American children both before and after the
parental support intervention. There were no significant differences in the physical
activity levels between Caucasians and Native Americans. This information is important
because racial origin could influence the strategies used to provide education to parents to
best support these children in physical activity opportunities. Another finding in this
study was the significance of age for children’s own perceived levels of physical activity.

Age was a positive predictor of whether children perceived themselves as more or less
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active following a parental support intervention. Parental support measures should be
tailored to age-specific strategies to best meet the needs of the child for developing self-
efficacy and sustaining behaviors of physical activity participation.

Another significant (p< 0.05) effect in this study regarded parent-perceived
support and children’s perceived level of physical activity. Before the parental support
intervention, parent-perceived support and children’s perceived physical activity levels
correlated significantly, but this correlation no longer existed following the parental
support intervention. Possible inferences to consider include that parents perceived
themselves to be fairly supportive before the parental support intervention compared to
the lower levels of perceived physical activity the children felt they engaged in. Also,
once the parental support intervention was implemented, parents possibly felt that they
were more supportive than the children perceived themselves as more active.

Recommendations

Based on the findings and conclusions resulting from this study,
recommendations can be made for nursing education, practice, research, and policy
development.

Nursing Education

The results of this study indicate that nursing has a major role in providing
education to parents regarding support strategies for increasing physical activity levels in
children. With the continued rise in obesity and obesity-related health disparities, it is
important that nurses provide education to parents that relates to obesity and its health
consequences, the benefits of physical activity, and support strategies to promote and

motivate physical activity behaviors in children. In addition, nursing must focus on
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understanding the importance of communicating to parents about the benefits of physical
activity, methods of support, and the importance of identifying what motivates their child
to initiate behavioral choices. Parental support strategies to increase physical activity
levels in children have advanced significantly over the past decade. Despite the growing
efforts to improve physical activity levels in children, however, obesity rates continue to
rise, and physical activity levels continue to decline. Parents need to be educated and
assisted with supportive strategies through obesity-prevention programs and physical
activity interventions to increase their awareness of support and role modeling for
children, facilitating positive parenting practices regarding health promotion, and
building healthier home environments and community physical activity participation.
For nurses to have an active role advocating for parents through provision of
parental education, nurses themselves require education in undergraduate programs
continuing education and other educational opportunities when they are in practice as
new information evolves. Nurses need to be knowledgeable regarding the changes in
physical activity guidelines and the latest effective support strategies, as well as
determine what methods are most successful according to the population. Education for
parents should be child age and gender specific. In communicating with parents, nurses
should stress that physical activity is important for preventing diabetes and improving
cardiovascular health and mental well-being, and not only for weight management.
Parents of children of healthy weight may not see the importance of physical activity
promotion and assume that their children engage in enough physical activity based on

weight status, thus failing to promote increases in physical activity.
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Nursing Practice

Nursing is well informed about the prevalence of obesity and problems with
cardiovascular and metabolic diseases in children as well as the steady decline of
physical activity behaviors in children. These children are the future leaders in our own
communities and professions. The failure of children to meet physical activity
recommended guidelines is partly because of the lack of evidence on concrete methods
that parents can use to support their children in physical activity behaviors. Interventions
need to be tailored individually based on whether a rural or urban community is the
focus, as well as being age and gender specific. The BMI of children should also be
considered when developing support strategies because it affects how children physically
react to their perceived support for activity.

Community settings. Nurses can work with families in community settings on
educating about physical activity benefits and evidence-based support strategies to
facilitate movement toward more active lifestyle choices. It is important to emphasize to
parents the variety of ways that they can be supportive agents including encouragement,
praise, observation, transportation, and participation. Children should be involved with
physical activity opportunities supported by parents offering choices and noncompetitive
activities. Parents should be supported by receiving valuable information on perceived
barriers and motivators that hinder or encourage physical activity.

Physical activity influences. Exploring any phenomenon in isolation does not
provide a comprehensive picture of a health-related problem. Children have multiple
areas of influence including home, community, and school, in addition to several
supportive agents including parents, peers, and teachers. Families, peers, and healthcare
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providers are important sources of interpersonal influence that can increase or decrease a
child’s engagement in physical activity. Therefore, the focus of support strategies should
be broad, community based and multifaceted to meet the children’s needs in the home,
school, and community settings.

This study explored the effect of parental support on physical activity levels in
children in terms of perceived physical activity, parental support, and motivation as well
as actual physical activity levels. The findings potentially provide an evidence
background for promotion of further understanding of how parental support affects
perceived support and motivation as well as physical activity levels of children.
Therefore, this study adds to knowledge development for implementation of nursing
interventions in practice.

Education. In addition, provision of parental support education can have a
positive impact on parents’ ability to communicate with their children and transform their
environment with interactive patterns of physical activity encouragement that will
influence behavior change. Nursing can take an active role in using the information from
this study and previous research to evaluate future parental support intervention
strategies.

This study highlighted the importance of perceived parental support not only from
children, but also from parents. This strategy is important in understanding parental
awareness of their extent of support given for physical activities. Before future
interventions can be initiated, obtaining a knowledge and awareness assessment of how

parents perceive their extent of support for physical activity, their understanding of the
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benefits of physical activity, and consequences of sedentary behaviors despite weight
status should be further explored.

Further development. Despite the lack of strong correlations between physical
activity levels and perceived motivation and support, significant changes in perception of
support, motivation, and physical activity levels were detected following the parental
support intervention. This finding has the potential to promote the development of
innovative strategies designed to facilitate parents in supporting physical activity
behaviors and motivating children to participate in these health-promoting behaviors.
Multidimensional approaches are needed when designing parental support strategies for
physical activity to increase perceptions of health benefits and decrease barriers at home,
school, and after school programs. An example of one such strategy is a wellness
program directed by nursing that reaches out to children in community settings beyond
the boundaries of school. These programs could be organized through interactive
sessions that involve parents in community-based settings.

Holistic approach. BMI and race strongly predicted total physical activity
following a parental support intervention, suggesting that the individualized needs of
children should be considered. Each child should be supported and encouraged in the
physical activities that suite their needs. A holistic approach to improving physical
activity levels in children includes implementation of time management after school
hours, parent role modeling, continuous feedback, and implementing strategies that instill
intrinsic motivation for physical activity.

Advancing practice. Nurses in practice can become actively involved in

promoting research and evaluation of current parental support measures on physical
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activity levels in children. The CDC recommends that children participate in at least 60
minutes of MVPA on most days of the week (CDC, Physical Activity, 2011). This
criterion remains valid today and could be used to evaluate the success of new parental
support programs. Criteria for future practice implementation are that: (a) parental
support measures must lead to an improvement in the end result, which includes
increased physical activity from the child’s baseline and maintenance of healthy weight
trends; (b) the effectiveness of parental support strategies must be determined through
clinical trials before addition to physical activity programs; (c) health services must be
available to children because of the association of MVPA with maintaining cardio-
metabolic health, and supporting strategies for physical activity including potential
physical injury and emotional distress; (d) the cost benefit and cost effectiveness of
clinical trials, educational programs, and objective measuring tools must be identified for
the development of the necessary therapeutic and prevention services; (e) the incidence,
distribution, severity, and alternate approaches to detection and prevention of low
physical activity levels must be known; (f) the cost, sensitivity, specificity, and
acceptability of the parental support measures must be known, and strategies that
promote extrinsic and intrinsic motivation in children to be physically active should be
known; and (g) the end result for both parent and child must be of greater benefit than
any risk factors for participating in regular physical activity.

An additional focus area of a parental support program to be evaluated is the
effectiveness of parental education related to perceived parental support and actual
physical activity levels and the inclusion of child-perceived parental support, which is

associated with increased motivation to be physically active. This researcher believes,
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similarly to Bentley et al. (2012) that an effective education program can help inform
parents of current CDC-recommended physical activity guidelines and how children can
meet these goals with parental support. This aim can be achieved partly by educating
parents about ways to teach their children basic, age-appropriate physical activity skills.

Evaluation of parent perceptions. Nursing also needs to evaluate the current
status of parents’ perception of the education they receive regarding parental support for
facilitating motivation, competence, and enjoyment in children to increase physical
activity levels. Nursing, in the educative-supportive role, is in a position to work with
parents to provide the necessary education to prepare them for possible support and
physical activity barriers and to help minimize the effect of these barriers. Therefore, it is
critical to evaluate children’s perceived parental support and perceived motivation to be
physically active and to validate these findings with an objective form of measurement in
future experimental studies so that nurses can respond to the findings and meet the
educational needs of parents.
Nursing Research

There are several gaps in understanding of the effects of parental support on
physical activity levels in children that need additional research. Gaps in understanding
in this area of study include lack of qualitative research studies focused on parental
perceptions of the support they provide and how the gaps relate to children’s motivation
for physical activity, parental support interventions, perceived barriers to support, and
evaluation of various parental support mechanisms. Several issues with parental support
program implementation remain unclear. Validating findings with objective feedback

may have a significant effect on education and community organization policies as well
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as on pedagogical and parenting practices by raising awareness in parents, educators, and
community leaders of the importance of parental involvement in implementing physical
activity programs. Limitations that affect generalizability of the findings suggest the
need for further studies that objectively delineate these findings. This study could be
replicated in larger populations and urban communities, with children of different age,
race, or weight status, to address parental support and their perceived support and
motivation for exercise over a longer period of time. A similar approach can be used to
study only boys or girls, associating effects specifically with variable BMI categories, or
to evaluate specific strategies of parental support to determine which are most effective.
Evaluating the effects of socioeconomic status on parental support and physical activity
in children is beyond the scope of this paper, but previous research has identified its
effects on physical activity levels in children, and further exploration is recommended.
Some other areas for nursing research regarding effects of parental support on
physical activity levels in children include analyzing differences in fathers’ and mothers’
perceptions of supportive behaviors and implementing intervention-based studies to
determine which social support measures are most promising for each parent. Knowing
the history of how parents were supported as children might bring to light how they
currently support their children in physical activities. An effective education program
can help parents be prepared to provide various supportive methods at home and in the
community. Interventions may also be designed to determine the relationship between
parental support and physical activity levels of children over a longer time period, with

follow-up assessments to determine the sustainability of support behaviors and physical
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activity levels, or during different seasons to study how weather might possibly affect
support efforts, motivation, and objectively measured physical activity.

Intervention studies are lacking concerning parent support of children’s physical
activity. Most are descriptive, correlation studies with no objective form of measurement
otherwise most intervention-based research has focused on school-based settings. To
minimize the effects of self-report measures only, more research should continue to use
both subjective and objective measures of physical activity in intervention-based studies.
Research into parental support effects on physical activity levels of children should
progress to experimental designs in which interventional programs can be implemented
to improve children’s health-promoting behaviors. In addition, a key area for further
research is distinguishing which among the methods of support motivate children most to
participate in physical activity.

Policy Development

Population focused. Because many children in the United States fail to meet
CDC-recommended physical activity guidelines, inactivity needs to be considered as a
critical public health problem. Next to balanced nutrition, physical activity is essential to
preventing obesity and obesity-related diseases in children. Parental support
interventions should be conceptualized on a population basis because focusing on
individuals or small groups is less inclined to bring about population-wide change.
Institutions that promote health have long endorsed the value of policy intervention. For
example, the American Academy of Pediatrics reported that physical activity must be a
lifelong conscious decision, and that healthcare professionals can assist in this

commitment by educating families about why physical activity is important for overall
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health as well as providing them information on community physical activity resources
(American Academy of Pediatrics, 2006). The Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention and the President’s Council on physical activity have recognized the
importance of physical activity as an essential component of everyday lifestyle. Children
should aim for 60 minutes of moderate to vigorous physical activity on most days of the
week to prevent obesity and chronic health disease as well as to improve sleep quality
and mental wellbeing (CDC, Physical Activity, 2011; President’s Council on Fitness,
Sports, and Nutrition, 2013).

Physical activity initiatives. Healthy People 2020 stated that physical activity is
a leading health indicator and set new goals regarding children, including policies
targeting young children through physical activity in childcare settings, limiting
television and computer usage, and promoting recess and physical education in public
and private elementary schools (Healthy People 2020, 2013). Healthy People 2020’s
objectives should be incorporated into policy development for improving community
settings. They report that for children ages 4 to 12, the most positive indicators for
physical activity participation include parental support (Healthy People 2020, 2013).

Environmental changes. Also, environmental influences that are positively
associated with physical activity in children include sidewalks, availability of public
transportation, and access to neighborhood recreational equipment. Policy development
should include the partnership of parents, healthcare providers, and policy-makers to
develop settings that promote physical activity. Transportation and access to parks, green
space, and school playgrounds and sidewalks on traffic-dense roads will enhance physical
activity opportunities (Healthy People 2020, 2013).
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Despite published knowledge about the benefits of physical activity, children are
still not meeting the recommended guidelines, and obesity prevalence is rising; therefore,
policy development is critical for creating supportive environments, strengthening
community action, developing parental support skills, and reorienting healthcare
practitioners to the need to promote physical activity, educate parents, and work with
policy-makers for developing settings conducive to promoting better physical health.

Physical activity planning. The World Health Organization (WHO) (2013)
defines physical activity for children as including free play, games, sports, chores,
physical education, and planned exercise in varied environmental settings: home, school,
and community. The Surgeon General’s call to action (2013) suggests planning family
activities around physical activity and providing a safe environment for children to run,
swim, bike, and play ball sports to enhance physical activity opportunities (U.S.
Department of Health and Human Services, Surgeon General’s Call to Action to Prevent
and Decrease Overweight and Obesity, 2013).

Future policy goals. The focus of policy development should be on providing
safe environments for children and families to be active, and to assess availability of local
transportation, sidewalk development, and access to built behavioral settings such as
sports fields, gymnasiums, health clubs, and bike trails. The public must support policy
interventions to be successful; therefore, healthcare providers should encourage parents
to become involved in change through surveys to gauge the public’s opinion on policy
changes regarding physical activity opportunities in local communities. Incentive
programs for physical activity should be advertised through a variety of media, targeting

incentive programs for families to use vehicles less and person-powered transportation
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more, and supporting physical activity environments by funding more walking and bike
trails, parks, and recreational organizations that target physical activity promotion.
Conclusion

The support that parents provide their children in promoting physical activity can
have a significant and positive effect on the lives of many children and families. The
goal of physical activity participation is to maximize children’s self-efficacy, which can
be enhanced through parental support to help children meet CDC-recommended physical
activity guidelines. It is critical that nursing take a more active role in ensuring that this
vulnerable population of children is given every opportunity to be successful in engaging
in health-promoting behaviors. Parents need education regarding the benefits of physical
activity, the consequences of inactivity, how best to motivate children for physical
activity, and ways to provide support that will help improve physical activity levels.
Nurses should inform parents that physical activity should be fun, offer a variety of
choices, make it noncompetitive, and encourage behavior with positive feedback.

Nursing can provide parents with the education they need to become more
effective as support agents for physical activity for their children. The knowledge
resulting from this study provides nursing with insight into how the profession can be
more effective in meeting the educational needs of parents related to support, motivation,
and physical activity for children and yields recommendations for nursing education,

practice, research, and policy development in this research area.
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Appendix A
PAQ-C Questionnaire

Plwvsical Activity Questionnaire (Elementary School)

Name: Age:
Sex: M F Grade:
Teacher:

We are tryimng to find out about your level of physical activity from fe last 7 days (in the last
week). This includes sports or dance that make you sweat or make your legs feel tired, or games
that make vou breathe hard, like tag. skipping. nmnnming, climbing. and others.

Remember:
1. There are no night and wrong answers — this 15 not a test.
2. Please answer all the questions as honestly and accurately as yvou can — this 15 very

important.

1. Physical activity in your spare time: Have vou done any of the following activities in the past
7 days (last week)? If ves, how many times? (Mark only one circle per row.)

7 imes
No 1-2 34 5-6 of mofe

SIEpPAnG s i ] S 9] o] 5]
Rowing/canoeing ............o......0) & D O @)
In-line skating S e e e ) O 8] D
Tag .. e et S 9] o] D]
E‘ra]]nng far EXREITISE oo o L | & 7 7 a
Bicycling . e s e & D 7 a
Icggmgormnmng CYSSE, & | L) D 9 @
Bevobics. oo s i O & D ] @
Swimming ... D 8 D | 0
Baseball, softbaﬂ ________________________________ 0] ) D @] @
Dance ... e ] ) D ® @
Foetball- ..oy 0] o) S 8] S
Badmnbom . ..o g s @] 9 O 8] 8
Skateboarding B G ] 8] 5] 8] o]
BOEDRE -t et st St .. o) D 8] &
Street hockey .......... e D) 9 8] 8] 8]
Volleyball oD 0 D @) O
Fiuurhocke}'................... PRV | &) D D O
Basketball ..o i . D S 8] 9] S
Ice skating D 0 D @) O
Cross-country skiing ........coccov e ] D 8] 8 D
Ice hockey/ringette ... ... L5 ) Q3 0 2 O
Other:

___________ 5] 5] O (®] &

........... 5] 5] O (® &
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2. In the last 7 days, during your physical education (PE) clazsses, how often were you very active
{playing hard, nmning, jumping, throwing)? (Check one onty.)

Qoo

3. In the last 7 days, what did you do most of the time af recess? (Check one only.}

Sat down (talking, reading, dumg sc:houlwmi} .0
Stood around or walked around .. .0
Ranorplayedalitle bt ..o 8 ]
BRan arcund and played qute abat .0

4 In the last 7 days, what did you normally do af lunch (besides eating hmch)? (Check one
only.}

Sat down (talking, readmg,dumgschmlwmi] -0
Stood around or walked around . )
Bam or played a little bat _.. ST
Fan around and played qlute a b]t ___________________________

5. In the last 7 days, on how many days right after school, did you do sports, dance, or play
games m which you were very active? (Check one only.)

o a

Momne .
ltmmlas’tweek

6. In the last 7 days, on how many evenings did you do sports, dance, or play games in which
you were very active? (Check one only.)

2oritmeslastweek il o
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1. On the last weekend, how many tfimes did you do sports, dance, or play games in which you
were very active? (Check one only.)

BRODIE e 2
1 ime 2
TR e e )
e 1111 = S 0
& or more times .. 2

8. Which one of the following deseribes you best for the last 7 days? Fead all five statements
before deciding on the one answer that describes yow.

A Aﬂarmnstufm}rﬁ'eetnnemspaﬂdﬂmgﬂ:mgsthmmmh'ehﬂe

physical effort .. BYTIEPPOERRRRY
B. Isometmes (1 — 2 times last week) did physical things mn my free time

{e.g. played sports, went runming, swimming. bike nding, did aerobics) ................. 9]
C. Ioften (3 — 4 times last week) did physical things in my free time ................._.. D
D. I quite often {5 — 6 times last week) did physical things in my freetime .._._.___.. D
E. I very often (7 or more times last week) did physical things in my free time .__.__.. 8]

9. Mark how often you did physical activity (like playing sports, games, doing dance, or amy
other physical activity) for each day last week.

Little Very

MNone it Mediim Often often

Mondey ..o . D 8] o 0
Tuesday ... [ D ] i 0
Wednesday ... 0 9 8] 0 0
........................ . 0 8 2 0

Friday D 2 2 D 0
Sehpday ... O D ] L 0
Sunday ..o 8 ] [ o L 0

10. Were you sick last week, or did anything prevent you from doing your normal physical
activities? (Check one.)

MO e e TR

If Yes, what prevented you?
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PT.

Appendix B
Social Support for Exercise Survey

DURING A TYPICAL WEEK. how often has a member of your household:
{For example, your father, mother, brother, sister, grandparent, or other relative)

Mone (noe Sometimes Almost Evary

every day day
Encouraged you to do physical activities or play 0 10 23 2 40
Sports?
Done a physical activity or played sports with you7? ] 10 22 E ) 40
Provided transportation io 2 place whers you can
do physical activities or play sporis? L] 12 20 £ 40
Watched you parlicipate in physical activities or 0o 12 20 E 40
sports?
Told you that you are doing well in physical L] 10 20 30 4

activities or sporis?
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Appendix C
Physical Activity Motivation Scale

Directions:

Read each sentence. Fill in the circle of the answer that describes YOU. Being active
means that you play active games or sports, exercise, run or walk fast so that you breathe
faster.

1) RMOI- I am excited about being active on most days

NOT LIKE ME A LITTLE LIKE ME A LOT LIKE ME
2) RMO2- It is important to be active every day

NOT LIKE ME A LITTLE LIKE ME A LOT LIKE ME
3) RMO3- I get into being active on most days

NOT LIKE ME A LITTLE LIKE ME A LOT LIKE ME
4) RMO04- I make sure I get plenty of activity each day

NOT LIKE ME A LITTLE LIKE ME A LOT LIKE ME
5) RMO5- I do not care about being active on most days (reverse scored)
NOT LIKE ME A LITTLE LIKE ME A LOT LIKE ME
6) RMO6- I plan how I can be active every day

NOT LIKE ME A LITTLE LIKE ME A LOT LIKE ME
7) RMO7- Being active is important to me

NOT LIKE ME A LITTLE LIKE ME A LOT LIKE ME
8) RMOS- I get excited about being active everyday

NOT LIKE ME A LITTLE LIKE ME A LOT LIKE ME
9) RMO09- I am not interested in being active (reverse scored)

NOT LIKE ME A LITTLE LIKE ME A LOT LIKE ME
10) RMI10- I get into it when I am active every day

NOT LIKE ME A LITTLE LIKE ME A LOT LIKE ME
(Wilson et al., 2002; Wilson et al., 2005)
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Appendix D
Ambherst Health and Activity Adult Survey

HOUSEHOLD INFLUENCES

Dunng & typical week how ofien haz a membeor of your heuschold:
JERLLE Dbz MLMASE FOR BACH TYRZ OF PEISON)

At Don't Mot
R EncaLmged this child w da physical
actiioes or play spor=?
A Kale adalt(s) ] 1 2 3 4 5 &
2. Female adudt(s) o 1 2 ! 5 5
. Crher children o 2 3 4 B B
CE Dgre @ physcal actvty or plaved spars
with s Rlsld’
&, Make adults) a I z z 4 a g
8. Female adult(s) 1] t z 3 4 5 a
. Other childran ] 1 2 3 d s B
2 Frovided transperlatron = thes child can g0 ta
a plece where he or she can do abysical
actvities ar play sponss
A Male afults 0 1 z z 3 3 a
8. Female adukis) ] 1 2 3 4 3 G
Z Cther shildren o 1 z 3 4 5 L
Q52 Watched thi child participate an physical
AccAbies ar spans!
A Wals aduliis) 3] . 3 A 4 h
B Femalg adult(s) i 1 2 L3 Pl 5 5
¢ Other children o : 2 3 4 5 -
O3 Tols this child that physicsl activiy i good tor
his.or hes health?
A Walz aduis) 0 2 3 d g 2
B Female pghult(s) o 2 - 4 " 6
. Other children o 1 2 L 4 5 &

332 How emparant is it to edulzs in yaur hausehold that ths chitd is peod 27 spors amd prysical acivities?
(LIRS GE MUMEER FOR BCE TYRE LR AEXECN

Wary Eoriewhat Semewhat \ery Mt

2 i ap% i a - i
A tame ac ) i 2 S q 5 E
E. fermzle adults) 1 2 ES 4 5 G

333 Howe much do the sduls lnTEEyrcEap?%fjw phyzical agivity or sxeross?

(CIRT.E OhE Rk 3E S FOR EACK
Nat A litle ket Someswhal Win Het
enimable  _ spineabie . sure ﬂmzul:b:._mmﬁg_&mlmbh

A ae adulis) z 3 4 g E
B. Ferme.e adultis 2 3 4 5 B
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Appendix D

Ambherst Health and Activity Adult Survey

General Information about this child:

Ql.

Q2.

Q3.

Q4.

Q5.

Q6.

What is this child’s birthday?

What is this child’s gender?

What is this child’s height?

What is this child’s weight?

Does this child have any physical limitations that limit his or her exercise?

How do you identify your child’s racial or ethnic background

1. Asian/Pacific Islander
2. Black/African American
3. Native American Indian
4. Latino/Hispanic

5. White

6. Multi-racial/Multi-ethnic
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Appendix E
Flyer for Recruitment

Fuwv o your Feel, Filness fov Life!

Join in the fun! Be a part of a study to get your moves on!!!
Kids we need you! Ages 8 to 12 to participate
***Wear a cool watch that records all your moves!**#

*8 day study*-Two 4-day periods (Tuesday-Friday)

Wear a watch and fill out a survey

4 FREE Jump Rope

d=a
1 i : |

_‘_H
FREE Snacks at sign up!
“ea

s $10 for child & parent at
completion
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Appendix F
IRB Approval

UNIVERSITY DFl-NDNDRTH D AKOTA

INSTITUTION AL REVIEW BOARD

cfo RESEARCH DEVELOPMENT AND COMPLIANCE
DIVISEON OF RESEARCH

TWAMLEY HALL ROOM (06

204 CENTEMNIAL DRIVE STOP 7134

CRAND FORKS ND 58202-7134

1701} 777-3279
FAK (701} 777-6708
August 3, 2012

Julle Caspers
2009 Birchmont Drive NE
Bemidji, MN 36601

Dear Ms. Caspers:

\We are pleased fo Inform you that your project titked, "Effects of Parental Support on Physical Activity
Levels in Children” (IRB-201208-021) has been reviewed and approved by the University of North Dakata

Institutional Review Board {IRB). The_expiration date of this aporoval s August 8. 2013, Your project

cannot continue beyond this date without an appraved Research Projest Review and Progress Report

As principal investigater for a study involving hurman particicents, you essume cerdain responsibllities to
the University of North Dakota and the UND IRB, Specifically, an unanticipated problam or adverse event
eeourming In the courss of the research project must be reported within & days to the IRB Chairperson or
the IRB office by submitting an Unanticipated ProblemiAdversa Event Form.  Any changes to or
departures from the Protoeal or Consent Farms must recaive |IRE approval prior to being implemented
(Except where necessary to eliminale apparent immediate hazards to the subjects or oihers )

All Full Board and Expedited proposals must be reviswed at leastonce a year. Approximately ten monihs
fiom your Initial review date, you will recsive a latter stating that approval of your project is about to
expire. |f a complele Research Project Reviaw and Progress Report is not received ae scheduled, vaur
praject will be lerminated, and you must stop sll resesrch procedures, recruitment, enroliment,
interventions, data collection, and data analysis. The IRB will not accept future research projects fram you
until research is current. In order to avold & discontinuation of IRE approval sand possible suspension of
Your research, tha Research Project Review and Progress Report must be returned to the IRB office al
least six wasks before the skpiration date listed above.  If your ressarch, including data analysis, is
complated before the expiration date, you must submit a Ressarch Projact Termination form to the IRB
office so your fils can be closed. The required forms are availzble on the IRE wabslis,

It you have any questions or cencemns, please feel fres to call me et (701) 777-4279 ar e-mail
michelle bowlesi@rasearch.und. edu:

Sinceraly,

MLB/jle

Enclesuras

UND fs an equal oppoctuningaffirnative acton instiuion
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REPORT OF ACTION: EXEMPT/EXPEDMTED REVIEW
Uniwersity af Narth Dakots instifutional Review Baard

Dage::  BG2012 Projoct Rumber:  Tpo-s9i005-021

Principal Imvestigator:  Caspers Jule

Depaminani: Hursng

Propect THle: EMects of Pamentel Support of Phygiss] Scivily Levels in Crildren

The Hbave relarenced project vas mviewad by @ deslgnatad mamisar far Fe Unbsnedby's neiliol oest Beves Soar
o0 pugust 4, 2012 and te folowing acion was faken:

%ﬂ:m sporoved. Expedlited Roview Camgory R, {g"’#r — =

techeduled meview mustbeoslors  gyensr 82013y
Ias of the stmched sonsan form aib the IRS opproval stamp daded  fugust 9, 2002
misal e used in abtalning consent for this atudy.

= Proect appoved: Exemg Raview Category Mo Joi ; F s et iy
s THix gripiaval B vasd ursl B3 long ap Bpproneed procadiings aie lkoeed Ho

peroais reviaw schaduled unless 5o staled T e Remarks Section
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[ Proiectapgroval daferrod. This study may not be started uiil inal IRB spprovsl as besn recolwel
{Gem Remarks Soofion for furthaer dtormetion |

[] Dbapprooed dalm of examption. This project vecuires Expedied of Fubl Boerd review. The Humsn Subjpcls
Review Foom musl be filles oot and submedied 1o 5 1BB for reeey

[J Propased project is not iomnah sulac) resaarch and does fal requine IRE mniew,
1 W Resemneh 3 Met Human Subjaot

PLEASE NOTE: Requestod rovisions for student proposats MUST Include adviser's signatuss. All revisions
MUET be highlighted.

E thazataan Hﬂul:'el-'n!rl:ll.‘a-ﬂn‘npluhd. i Prapest cannot be stovted gl IRE aoucalipn ecegemants are mal)
) e 1y TNk < e Cherg IR
el g Ao el é,m Aitel S

/‘% .Z e sz
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= Lindsoth, Giersss
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Eiffects of Poreninl Support on Plysicn] Activity Levels in Chillelren 4 sfong STREET STE B0

gl

LRGN IORES MO BRI0A-S035
1T rraryy

b Paremt; R 47T 1 a0

COMLECIE CIF MURE) e
LERSh L BRI

Wow end wour child sre invited o participete in o redearch stady shout piliysices setiviiy
levels i chuldren which will be fead by Julio Caspors {College of Mursing), Your porticipation
e Fhie snudy b2 volustary By clioosang toodoe o beeasse you wanl bo, You should rend the
infermatien helow, omed ask questions wnytime shout arvthing yom do oot understasd, befres
discailing whethe o not 1o gatlcpate

STATEMENT OF RESEARCH

A persom who 38 b pastizipale in the research must give his or her infoomed cosseat to such
jrarticipaiien. This nieams thit he or she agrees th be involved In the activities ihe reseamcher
wiants to snady. This consent must be based on o tnderstanding of dye natisre atsd sisks of the
resizanch. This dovomen provides infeomation thet 15 importent for this understanding. Rescarch
projects imeiude only subiecis wiss chocae to ke pan. Please take yoar tima 15 making your
decimnn = fo whegher to pamticipate, 1F youw Tave questions f aav time, please ask.

FURFOSE OF THE STUTY

This reseurch stady will test how well motivation can increase plivsieal scivity (exercise) levels
it clifdren. Cigrently, hete ls o straght apaweer o fesearch ontieles on whiat s the hest way in
mptivobe ehiklnen fo wimd do exercise more, People who eater this stwdy wdll be pafonming
elifferent pliysical acisvities inchading walking, hiking, jumping rope, dancing, stair climbing, ond
loam mewing, Children will he wesring exercize sensing watches o wook before the sty
sterts und during the stidy week to help measure fheir phosical activity (exerciac), These warches
tedl ue when vour child moved by walking, ruidine, and Gikkne for example, We will have both
parent ancd child complete questionnaires on e much tley fez] the child ia belng phsaically
sotivig e what encoorapes ilbam fe be physicully netve. This siody will enred] 30 chitd
participants fom the Beve and Girls Cluboof Bemildil

FIOCEDN RES

o child 1= invited 16 el o ceseanch study shiow gesing whas makes childnen wart 1o be
phiysiczlly attive (exercinel in i 4 week-long stucly, Up tao thirty elipglde children whoe agres o be
in the study that have panental consent will then participnto in the research study this Sepdembes
thirauph Oetaber, The vedencher will tost 10 -eliildes ab o tere wuag] all W children e tested,
Ench group of 10 children wiil he tested aver o 2 week period. The fisst wesk, nowsieh will be
it s thi child e tell v how naech e clild spends wallang, running, stiting. and moving

IRE APPROVED
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arovand each day whilc comtinning physsenl petivities {exercises) they nomally weri o g The
next two weeks o child will ool wir the watch while sull conbizming theirusunl physsenl
aehivities (erercises ), andl the tnst week the child will wesr the watch again whils recetving
encouragemen i walk, hike, jump rope; Gance, climb steps, or maw lawn, 1 voo wod o child
wre allowel o pardicipete, the resenrcher will meet with vou ol b cosvienbot tmo within the hext
twis weoeks, This mesfing should take ehowt 60 mirmtes, At this meeting, the parpose of the
peojest and dersdls for the study will be explabned. The ause cescascher will: hasad oul
questonnaire that will ask the parents fo amswer quesiions on whether they encournged thelr
child to walk or fumg rope cuch day fie the past week, Fir exumple, will weigh your child and
micasure his'her height, hand cut and help your child compiete 3 questinnsaine on how moch time
'Il'ru:,' :ipl‘:l'll.duing ]:lh.}'ﬂil.'ﬂl acHvi s |:|.I.|:|'1'|1_|] ihe weel mohadmg wallcing, ['nl;i_nj,,JumTﬁnn Ha e
and unswer questions on wlisl mekes them egjoy wed do physical sctivites, s5 well as colled
informtion an your child inchading age, gender, and race,

Yo childl's pesivity will be recorded by the exercias senging watcl) dofing 2 pee sty week
(baseline) when they do whet phisdcu activilies (esercises) they nosmelly do and then recorded
during the smdy wesk when they will do physical actlvitios {excndse) ghaen b lim ar hor by
you from the rescarcher along with encourngement, Results Trom the exerzise sensing watches
will then be studicd foe gignificant difenices in pl'h'_'.'_:.h.-ul activity (exnercise] levels af bossline
and nfter the shuly week i3 over, Your child will ks filling oul qiestionnsdines on how ooech tleey
wizk, run, jump rope, or datce, for example ny well as what makes them want {o be physicatly
aotive (exarciael, The children's questionaaire takoes ghonat 10 mibnutes cach fo 11 ool ¥iou well
b filling out o pasental questioamaive af haseline (pre-study) ond after the study wesk iz
completed asking whether you encourgped the elsibd 1w exercise by walking, biking, or jumpmg
rope, for exunple, The parental questicnonire takes shout |5 mimetes o G50 out. The resulis of
ilsese quicstiermaings will be comtjred te the resalis o the exercise ssnsing watches pre shndy
(sl el sfler the shudy i3 completed

Your child will be wearing un exerciac sensing warch during bath the bioline {pre-stud v} weel
(Tuesdiy thremgh Fridoy) and swdy week {Tuesdsy throngh Fridayk There will bea rwe wesk
wigh oul period it between that vour child will nol weas (he exercie snidny wislch ard will
cantiue their nemal physical activity (exercise mutines without the parent encouruging them b
wnerise, An exercse senaing walch {Actcal) 1s a porinble, elecironic device wony om the wrin
thiet tefls g wbien yowr child meves by walking, ranning, uead Bikang, e gremiple: anch day,
During the baseline wesk of the study, children will be wearing ihe exercise sensing watches and
carry an with ihelr vsunl habits of phyaeal oetivity (eaeciae], Youw will be pskod do pvead
encourRging ot supporting any phywical netivity (exerciseh hehaviors. During fhe shady week, the
sedearchior will band ot & recipe sl with a 28 of phygical wetivitaes aqual in lewal toeach other
o sppor your ehilid 40 parbeipate U ineloding jumping repe 10 minuies, wolkisg braskly 20
atinifes, mibng a ks T4 nuouies, climbing stwirs |3 moioutes, dancig 20 mimaiss, and Tnwn
mncrwing 30 minmkes. ¥ ou are 1o coconrage voar child wo pastbedpaio in one of heee opbions daily
fhrcgh the dudy wek (Tuesday - Friday). The exercise ssnsing waiches will be placed on the
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canld by the researcher s the bemmning of the baseline week (pre-stxly) and children will be 1akd
fe miok tade oFF ahwe weotches antil the pereancher dogs 4o ol the &ad of the week, The resenrcher will
ugnin place the exercise sensing watch on the child at the begioning of the stedy wouk i tike
them off the child &t the eod of the week. ¥our child will B told to pes try 1o play with or
dnmiags the watch during the sy,

POTENTIAL RISKS AND DISCONMPORTS

It i3 expected that there will be mirimal so no rigk for your child to pariicipate in this siody,
Paticipatiog us any type of phyvaical acbvity (exercise] could potentinlly resull in lnjury
inedudimg sprast, muscle srain, potential for falling and local braising or shrnsions due fo falling,
brippang. 0 s of physical activity equipment, Children will be repeatedly asked to repact
amy dizeomfort, paln, o Injury erediately o thesr porerd and the ressarcher and will he nekied
o visi their docter. They could poasibly be dropped oul fom the soady depending bow bad ni
injury occers. Access fo shudy miommation will be limited o the researcher and people who
vversee IRB procedures (o prevent s possitde break moconlideimtiality of medical health relaned
information. Break of confidentinbity will alse be minimized by labellng niotion recording
wittchies and questionnaing Witk o code number. The master list of subjects’ nomes end murbers
will e kept in 8 locked file i the ressnrcher’s bomeoffice, Chaly he oumse cesenrcher (Tulie
Cuspers) will lave access 1o the master 1 that will have the coding oambers for the mastes Lt
of subjecis

ANTICIPATED COMPENSATION TO SUBRIECTS

For purtigipotion in this researeh stuly, wow will poccdve o 55 g2 coed 0 Walmart for compledon
of the study. Yoor child will also receive 5 $5 il card 10 Wilman for participating in the study,
Thess pifts are poynent for yoo and voar child’s partiepsison tme i the by, inconeenicnce,
&l uy un expression of appreciation for comenibuting g science, Oifer than the paysient
apecified and seated iy thie consent fors, there 18 na ather compensation for v or your child's
participation in this ressarch,

CONFIDENTIALITY

Wowrconsent form end year child"s assent foom will be codod and Beld oo Jecked 6ile in the
risearcher’s bome office for four years shier the wady i compleled, After four vesrs, the conseal
and gssenl frans el ouestiommmires will be shredded, This infirmation will not become part of
ibe Boys anid Girls club records. [nformution connot he shared with the enplovess ar voluriaens
at the Boyw and {rirls cluly and will ot alfiect their énrallment. Wigh your comsent, yom ¢hild*s
age, Tnee, genker, hetyht, weightd, and questormiee seelbs will be rseorded for iba siady widh
jotal conlidentzlity, Your nemse woull not be pat on the questionnaiee. Ondy the rescorcher and
ks LinEvarsily of Worth Eakots Human Subjoss Bovies Boord will have wocess ta the simly' s
Idenrilying mibrmation. This information will not he shared individually, but enly 5= grouped
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clagn, Cemsent and aasent forme wall be separnted from ihe gquestionsiamres and locked m sepamte
files fromm suedy information, All information obizined in the sy is confidential.

PARTICIFATION AND WITHDRAWAL

[ you arsdror your child should decide t discontinue participstion in thia stady, you are froe o
drop out 6t any point. Participation is voluntary. 1035 your choree on whether yous child can e a
part ol this study. Howover, information we have collected se s reault of vour participation
before you and yowr child lorve ths study may still be ssed,  Thas informintion will caly he
reported on “grenped™ resalts ao thet vou or your child ean nog be identi Bed as o single stody
prarticapant,

WITHDRAWAL OF PARTICTEATION BY THE INVESTIGATOR

The Investigntor suay withdtow vour child from participating in fhis research if circumstances
o et whicl make it pecessary 1o dedng o, IF behe beoomes ill curing the resemrch,
be/she may bave to drop oul, even if he'she would like to continge; or i1 17 65 determined that you
e fot giving your best effort in completing sty tasks, The investigator will make tho decision
and lef you1 know (i1 18 pof possible 1o contimie. The decision may be made sither o progect
vour child's headth and safety, or hecause if is part of the research plan that people wha devalop
certain comdifions may aod continge i pedscipate.

NEW FINDINGS

Draring the eoarse of the shuly, you will be informed of eny sigaificnnt now findings (either pood
o baal), such us changes in the ks or benefits resulting Froa vour child's participataon i the
rescatch o new waye of participabion, that might cuse you 1o change your mind abaal
contimeng v ihe sudy. 1 new information 18 providad 10 o, your cooset nd your childs
assenl o combinee parlicipating in this shedy will be re-ohtuineld,

RIGHTS OF RFSEARCH SUBIECTS IDENTIFICATIN OF INVESTIGATORS

The reseancher cundueting this stacy is Tulic Caspers, You may sk any guestions voui have w,
TE wou Eater hove quesstions, concezns, of complzins abeal the reseasch plesse contact ke
rieurcher {Julie Caspers) at (278) 556-1336 daring the day and after hoars or the researcher’s
adviser By, Glenda Lindseth ot (7001} 7774508

If you ave questions regarding yous dghts as a research suhsect, or if you bsve mny concerns or
complzimts abeat the research, you may contnel the Liniversits of Nonh Dakostn [nstisliool
Riview Boardd st (7013 T77-427%. Plexse call this smmber if vou cannod resch rosgasch stalf, or
s wisht w takk willh somesde else.

IRE AFFROVED

Al 5 70w

Linksrehty of Moith Damta
Ansenmch Dews opmant & Comphanca

140



BIGNATURE OF RESEARCI FARTICTPANT

I have read the inforealion provided sbove. Thave bees given an appormmity sk guestions
and nll of my questicns Hove been answerad to my safisfecion. [ have been givin & copy of Uis
farim

Name of Subject’s Farent! Chinsdian  (Mease print)

Signnmure of Subgect”s Parent!'Goardian D

Permanent Ackines of Bubjoct™s Parenl/ Guanlion
RSIGNATURE OF WITNESS

My sipnatre nawitngss coctifies thad tls subjoct atemed this conseni feom in oy pressncs

&5 lasber voluntary se and ded,

Mame ot Witngss

Bignature of Wiines [rate (Hwm ps subjects’ )
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RESEARCH PROJECT TERMIMATION FORM
W ndversity of Narth Dakofa instibutional Revies Baard

Thes fonm & submiitad for 2 conchuded of cancelled research project ksl was previoasy approvad oy e Universiy of
Horth Dakota mshiutional Hevies Board. This femsheuid 0o conpheiad aller dala analyss has cencluged,  The complatac
formr£haud be mtumed 13 IRB. Room 108 Twamdey, 284 Conbtennlal Drive Slop 7938, Grand Farks, ND 882027134,

Cipt= Projecl Mumber

Priscipad refuse ol
Investgaton) Cilluge
Cutiant Adldrae

Progot The:

Human sugacis insoivad i e ety
[ Apomees L] mdues I'TE el o | [ Cognirely |mpaied |.'_'.'- Prisoiifas

- Fafumas a Sitcnen {oge|s] i [ Facreaiby 1l I Fragnant Women

Thik praio e el iy s ol spprosd By UKD E 182 on

Dby

Project comjlred Sufrmanze e eecls of [he siswch or submi @ repnes of eseanch indingis), T publichod, s nd o nismbss
o Gutjects bakow

1 Profect P vl boaniwil ot e compieted! Mo Sather woerk will procead undar thia prossid eumise S ha fadomsng mssonis)

[ Bemearch =il conznus under another propc simuebenas apaiiisg b i insge recessany for thin proecl el snumbens).
Plasae i now projec] mambienis)

[T Project drecior has kefl the Wnssssily ol o Gekot. fey. astileg mlies conaen el o fsd s dooatios)

[} Panject s fumded. Mo tuhigcls were recrulied,

1 oty dpmawes i)

Tho tntad mumber of aukjesis stodied from fi v
Torg | ApCiTmd alon TFrwiree D)
EONAT TR 7T PNl Imes s oy iz
P S =
IRE USE CHLY Fppioved Hed A I
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Appendix G
Boys and Girls Club Approval Letter

BOYS & GIALS CLUB
OF THE BEMIDUI AREN

The Pasitive Plags far Fids”
s gchewid ]l can

Taly 20, 2012 Bays £ Gurls Gluk ff th Boridjl dres ;
500 Miaessis B WEL- BO S0 - Bencidd, M 5650191
AT+ P 218 B0

T whonm Ly cuneeT;

It s with exeitement that the Boys & Gicls Clab of the Bemid)i Area (BCHUBA) welcomes Ms, Julis Uaspers,
Sanford Henlth B and UNT ssudent, to join our fall vouth programming.,

Vo understand Ms, Caspers will sonducl her research program, *Tecls al Purenla] Sepporl on Phaysicul
Activity Levels i Childeen™, over a sis week period with willing Club parents/guardians and manbers,

hels. Caspers has requested appriscal Cachivh has been granted ) o present her programm during ae A ugest Sl
fricodly ewent that includes both Club members and parents. She may ash e Club member and parenl
participarion and then ask parcots’eoandizns to complate a consent form for thell ehild to participate in the
sty Toor those interessed, Ms: Caspers will gather baseline data (guestionnaives, heizhyselight and
pedometeraceslenmeler counls.)

RO H A agraes oo

o Collshorste and cooperste with Mas, Caspars projest during the Fall of 2032

o Agedsl her in ddenbifing the mumber and vpe of Club membera‘parents (o participale, altheugh we will
not force any individuals (o participate, therefore we hold no guarantes on the numberdvpe participating.

= Allowe hae time during a familyeiendly event to zhare information abeut ker project

o Allow: Ma, Cazpers time during a f-week window to gather information from participants and miveracl
with their cormesponding parents, using onc weck far bascling, twe wiocks Gor washout, then ane week
intervenlion lrewch ol the hree proups Ceilh the poal of [0 pacticipants inesch group)

v Assist Ma Caspers incommunicaling wilh parlicipents and purenls

e Allew Mz Caspess to provide progeam incentives w pasticipants and parents.

e Allow Mz, Caspers, fres of charge, to conduct ey program.

W look forward Lo oour parinershio and the auleomes ol My, Casper's progran.

T wvou have sy questions: or conuents, plesse fzel fr2e o contact me

Executive Director
o & Girls Cluk of the Demidii Aren
achastadipaal busvan.oet

2184444171 ext. 108
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Appendix H
Parental Consent Form

teon o w & R8T T Y QN E M.\'C‘RT:’I : T Y SN s

SRR OF STIRAING

INFORMED CONSENT 455 G0 SR 1 e
56 Cpean ST S8 et

SHRAND FOERY WD SHRCL L

TS YTT 4T

Effects of Parental Support on Physical Activity Levels in Children RAK T T TR
Dear Parent:

You and your child are invited to participate m a research study about phiysical actvity
levels in children which will be lead by Julie Caspers (College of Nursmg). Your participation
i this study is vohmtary by choosing to do so becanse you want to: You should read the
mformation below. and ask questions about amything you do not understand. before deciding
whether or not to paricipate.

STATEMENT OF RESEARCH

A person who is to participate m the research mmst give his or her informed consent to such
participation. This means that he or she agrees to be involved m the activities the researcher
wants to study. This consent nomst be based on an understanding of the nature and nsks of the
research This document provides mformation that is important for this understanding. Fesearch
projects mchide omly subjects who choose to take part. Please take your time i making your
decisions as to whether to participate. If vou have questions at any time, please ask.

PURPOSE OF THE STUDY

Thas research study will test how well motivation can merease physical activity (exercise) levels
m children Currently. thete is no straight answer in research articles on what 15 the best way to
motivate children to want to exercise more. People who enter this study will be performing
different physical activities inchiding walkmg, biking, jumping rope, dancing, star climbing. and
lawn mowing. Children will be wearmg exercise sensing watches one week before the study
starts and during the study week to belp measure their physical activity (exercise). These watches
tell us when your child moves by walking, nmming, and biking. for example. We will have both
parent and child complete questionnares on how nmch they feel the child is being physically
active and what encourages them to be physically active. Thas study will enroll 30 chald
participants from the Boys and Girls Chub of Bemudji

PROCEDURES

Your child is invited to be m a research study about testing what makes children want to be
physically active (exercise) in a 4 week-long study. Up to thaty eligible children who agree to be
i the study that have parental consent will then participate in the ressarch study this September
thromgh October. The researcher will test 10 children at a time until all 30 children are tested.
Each group of 10 children will be tested over a 4 week period The first week. a watch will be
put om the child to tell us how omich the child spends walking, runming, sitting, and moving
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around each day while contimimg physical activities (exercise) they normeally want to do. The
next two weeks the child will not wear the watch while still contimnng thewr usual physical
activities (exercises), and the last week the child will wear the watch agam wiile recerving
encouragement to walk, bike, jump rope, dance, climb steps, or mow lawn. If you and your child
are allowed to participate, the researcher will meet with you at a convenient time within the next
two weeks. This meetme should take approximately 60 mimutes. At this meeting, the purpose of
the project and details for the study will be explamed. The mirse researcher wall: hand out a
questionnaire that will ask the parents to answer questions on whether they encouraged thew
child to walk or jump rope each day for the past week, for example, will weigh your child and
measure his'her height. hand out and help your child complete a questionnaire on how much time
they spent domg physical activities durmg the week mchuding walkmg, bikmg, pmping rope,
and answer questions on what makes them emjoy and do physical activities, as well as collect
mformation on your child incloding age, gender, and race.

Your child’s activity will be recorded by the exercise sensing watch during a pre study week
{baseline} when they do what phiysical actrvities (exercises) they nommally do and then recorded
durig the study week when they will do physical activities {exercises) given to him or her by
you from the researcher along with encouragement Results from the exercise sensing watches
will then be studied for sigmificant differences m physical activity {(exercise) levels at baselne
and after the study week 1s over. Your child will be fillmg out quesbonnaires on bow much they
walk, nm. jump rope, or dance, for example as well as what makes them want to be physically
active (exercise). The chuldren’s questionnaire takes about 10 numites each to fill out. You wall
be filling out a parental questionnaire at baseline (pre-study) and after the study week 15
completed asking whether you encouraged the child to exercise by walkmg, bikmg, or pumpmng
rope, for example. The parental questionnaire takes about 15 mimutes to fill out. The results of
these questionmaires will be compared to the results from the exercise sensimg watches pre study
{baseline} and after the study is completed.

Your child will be wearmg an exercise sensing watch during both the baselime (pre-study) week
{Tuesday through Friday) and study week (Tuesday through Friday). There will be a two week
wash out period m between that your child will not wear the exercise sensing watch and will
contmme thewr usual physical activity (exercise) routines without the parent encouraging them to
exercise. An exercise sensing watch (Actical) is a portable. electronic devise worn on the wrist
that tells us when your child moves by walking, nmning, and bikmg, for example, each day.
Durmg the baseline week of the study, children will be wearnng the exercise sensmg watch and
camry on with ther usual habits of physical activity (exercise). You will be asked to avoid
encouragng of supporting any physical activity (exercise) behaviors. Dunng the study week, the
researcher will hand out a recipe card with a bist of physical activities equal m level to each other
to support your child to participate in mchiding jumping rope 10 minutes, walking briskhy 20
mmutes, ndmg a bike 14 pumites, climbing stams 13 mmutes, dancmg 20 mimites, and lawn
mowing 30 mimstes. You are to encourage your child to participate in one of these options daily
through the study week (Tuesday — Friday). The exercise sensmmg watches will be placed on the
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child by the researcher at the begmming of the baseline week (pre-study) and children wall be told
to not take off the watches unthl the researcher does so at the end of the week. The researcher wall
agamn place the exercise sensmg watch on the child at the begmning of the siudy week and take
them off the chald at the end of the week. Your clhuld wall be told fo not try to play with or

damage the watch durme the study.
POTENTIAL RISKS AND DISCOMFORTS

It 1 expected that there will be mmimal to no nsk for your child to participate m this study.
Participating m any type of physical activity (exercise) could potentially result m mjury
meludmg sprain. muscle stram . potenhal for falling and local bnusmg or abrasions due to fallmg,
tnpping, or omsuse of physical activity equipment . Children will be repeatedly asked to report
any discomdfort, pain. or iInjury immediately to their parent and the researcher and will asked to
visit therr doctor. They could possibly be dropped out from the shudy depending how bad an
mjury occurs. Access to study mformation will be limited to the researcher and people who
oversee [RB procedures to prevent a possible break m confidentmality of medical/health related
mformation Break of confidentiality will also be mimimized by labeling motion recording
watches and questionmares with a code mumber. The master hist of subjects’ names and numbers
will be kept 1n a locked file in the researcher’s home office. Only the mirse researcher (Juhe
Caspers) will have access to the master hst that will have the codmg mmmbers for the master bist

of subjects.
ANTICIPATED COMPENSATION TO SUBJECTS

For participation in this research study. you will receive a $5 gift card to Walmart for completion
of the study. Your child will alzo receive a §5 gift card to Walmart for participating in the study.
Thm@ﬂsmp&ymﬂfur;mum&m:hﬂd‘spmh:@ahnu@emﬂmsm&g INCOTVENIEnce,
and as an expression of appreciation for contnbuting to science. Other than the payment
speuﬁadandstatadmthasmummfnmﬂmmmmuﬂﬂmmpﬂmahmfmm or your child’s
parficipation m this research.

CONFIDENTIALITY

Your consent form and your child’s assent form will be coded and held n a locked file in the
researcher’s home office for four years after the stody is conpleted After four years, the consent
and assent forms and questionnamres will be shredded This mformation will not become part of
the Boys and (nrls chib records. Information cannot be shared with the employess or volunteers
at the Boys and Girls club and will not affect ther enrollment. With your consent, your chuld’s
age, race, gender, hewght, weight. and questonname results will be recorded for the study with
total confidentmliy. Your name would not be put on the questionname. Only the researcher and
the University of North Dakota Human Subjects Review Board will have access to the study’s
wdentifymg mformation This mformation will not be shared mdnvidually, but only as grouped
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data Consent and assent forms will be separated from the questionnaires and locked m separate
files from siudy mformation All mformation obtamed in the study is confidential

PARTICIPATION AND WITHDEAWAL

If you and'or your child should decide to discontimue participation i this study, you are free to
drop out at any pomt. Participation 15 volontary. It is your choice on whether your child can be a
part of this study. However, mformation we have collected as a result of your participation
before you and your child leave this study may still be used This mformation will only be
reported as “grouped” results so that you or your child can not be identified as a smgle study

WITHDEAWAL OF PARTICIPATION BY THE INVESTIGATOR

The mvestigator may withdraw your child from participating m this research if circumstances
come about which make it necessary m dome so. If he/she becomes 1ll durmg the research.
he/she may have to drop out, even if he/she would like to contime; or if it 15 determned that you
are not giving your best effort m completing study tasks. T]Emhgatmwﬂlmkeﬂmdmmn
and let you kmow 1f i 15 not possible to contmue. The decision may be nade erther to protect
your child’s health and safety. or because it is part of the research plan that people who develop
certam conditions may not contime to participate.

Durmg the course of the study, you will be mformed of any sigmificant new findings (etther good
or bad), such as changes m the nisks or benefits resulimg from your child’s participation m the
research or new ways of parbcipation, that might cause you to change your muind about
contimuing m the study. If new mformation is provided to you, your consent and your child’s
assent to confimue participatng i this study will be re-obtained

RIGHTS OF RESEARCH SUBJECTS/ IDENTIFICATION OF INVESTIGATORS

The researcher conductimg this study 13 Julie Caspers. You may ask any questions you have now.
If you later have questions, concerns, or complaints about the research please contact the
researcher (Jubie Caspers) at (218) 556-1336 duning the day and after hours or the researcher’s
advisor Glenda Lmdseth at (701) 777-4506.

If you have questions regarding your nights as a research subject, or if you have any concerns or
complamts about the research. you may contact the University of North Dakota Institutional
Review Board at (701) 777-4279. Please call this number if you cannot reach research staff or
you wish to talk with someone else.
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SIGNATURE OF RESEARCH PARTICIPANT

I have read the mformation provided above. [ have been given an opportunity to ask questions
and all of my questions have been answered to my satisfaction I have been given a copy of this
form.

MName of Subject’s Parent/ Guardian (Please print)

Signature of Subject’s Parent/Guardian Date

Permanent Address of Subject’s Parent/Guardian

SIGNATURE OF WITNESS

My sigmature as witness certifies that the subject signed this consent form in my presence
as his'her vohmtary act and deed.

MName of Witness

Signature of Wiiness Date (same as subjects’)
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Appendix I
Child Assent Form

Lo PR R 8 BT o F M f P e S A 0 A K O T &

SEALLESE DT STIRSING

SN Rl LEIRE

30 CEFCED SILLL
LRAND FORKE KD

ASSENT FORM < T TRt
Project Title: Effects of Parental Support on Physical Activity Levels in Children
Investigator: Julie Caspers

We are doing a research study about ways to exercise more. A research study is a way to find out
about somethmg and learmn more about people. If you decide that you want to be part of this
stidy, you will be asked to exercise while you wear a special machme called a pedometer that
counts how many steps you take. We are trying to find out if you will exercise more if vou feel
encouraged by your parents. You will choose a daily exercise from a hist given to you that will be
30 mumtes or less while you wear your pedometer. You will also be asked to £ill out questions
that ask you to tell us how mmch you exercise and if you feel your parents want you to exercise.

Not everyone who takes part i this study will benefit. A benefit means that somethmg good
happens to you. We think these benefits might be sleep better, feel stronger, and feel better
about yourself and your relationship with your parents.

When we are finished with this study we will write a report about what was leamed  Thos report
will not meclude your name or that you were m the study.

You do not have to be in this study if you do not want to be. If you decide to stop after we begin,
that’s okay too. Your parents know about the study too.

The questions we will ask are only about what you think. There are no right or wrong answers
because this is not a test.

If you sign this paper, it means that you have read this and that you want to be n the study, If
vou don't want to be n the study. don’t sign this paper. Being m the study is up to you, and no
one will be upset if you don’t sign this paper or if you change your mind later.

If you decide you want to be i this study, please
S1EN YOur name.

L want to be m this research study.

(Sign your name here) {Date)

I certify that this study and the procedures involved have been explained in terms the child
could understand and that he/she freelv assented to participate in this studv.

Signature of Person Obtaming Assent Date
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Appendix J
Narrative to Parents of Parental Support Intervention

Options for parental support include praising your child, encouraging your child,
observing your child in physical activity, participating with your child in physical
activity, and/or transporting your child to physical activity environments. You are urged
to use one or all methods of support and allow children the freedom of choosing what
physical activities they would enjoy doing. Research shows that children are more
destined to practice physical activity behaviors if they have autonomy to choose a fun
variety of activities. There is minimal to no risk in participating in this study other than
the typical risks of injury due to the nature of participating in any type of physical activity
such as tripping, falling, or straining a muscle, for example. [ appreciate you allowing me
the time to introduce my study and am excited to work with you on this project that will
advance scientific knowledge and improve the health and wellbeing of children that can

last through adulthood.
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Appendix K
Project Timeline
(Human Subjects Approval through Data Collection)

Study Procedures

| Aug 2012 | Sept 2012

Oct 2012

Nov 2012

w4 w4

w1

w2

w3

w4

w1

w2

Study advertisement to
Parents and Children

Recruited 42 Children

Parental consent and
Child assent obtained

Children randomly
chosen to participate
(n=30)

Baseline data collection
(Surveys,
Demographics,
Anthropometrics,
Accelerometers)

Two-week washout

Informal meeting with
parents on study
procedures and benefits
of the study

Accelerometers placed
on children
(intervention)

Parents provided
physical activity
support.

Accelerometers removed
from children

Survey completion after
parental support
intervention.

W = Week

Group 1= Elue

Group 2 = Red

Group 3 = Green
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