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1. What is the name or title of the instructional strategy/model, program, material, or intervention?  What was the research question?  What was the intended outcome of goal?
Name/Title:  A comparison of skills-based and constructivist whole language instruction
Research Question:  Do children’s reading strategy use and stance toward literacy differ in the instructional settings of skills-based and constructivist whole language?

Description of subjects:  (Include number of participants, age, SES, etc.)  6 low-income 1st graders in urban school serving primarily while Appalachian students

2. 
Describe the strategy/model, program, material, or intervention.

Skills-based:  classrooms identified as systematical hierarchically ordered skills instruction bottom-up transmission approach, scope and sequence, basal materials, first learned letter-sound correspondence, worked alone at desks, minor use of children’s literature

Whole-language: classrooms identified as engagement in reading, writing and talking, children used self-selected meaningful and collaborative experiences, teachers initiated explicit phonics instruction, frequent use of children’s literature and writing, self-selected reading

3. Describe the design of the study (sample selection, assignment to treatment, controls, length of intervention, etc.)

3 students from each classroom were matched on reading development.  Researchers observed in the classrooms for 2 years, 4 hours per week.  In kindergarten, the researchers observed to determine developmental level matches and consistency in instructional programs.   They determined the children’s baseline stances toward reading and what strategies the children knew and used. In the 1st grade they gathered and analyzed data on the 6 focal students.  Data was collected during two contexts: a controlled reading event that the researchers imposed and the regularly occurring independent reading in the classroom.

4. What instruments were used to collect data and what metric(s) (effect size, tests of significance, etc.) were used to report results?  (Include all measures of dependent variable as well as implementation, attitudes, etc.)

Pre and post written language knowledge assessment which measured knowledge of intentionality, story structure, alphabetic principles and print concepts.  Observation and fieldnotes.  Focal students were audiorecorded during individual and whole class reading times.  Selected student work artifacts.  Running record.  Analyses of reading samples for: strategy, oral reading errors, self-corrections, fluency, intonation cross-checking, decoding, stance, response, accuracy, error rate, and self-correction rate.

5. Briefly describe and summarize the results of the study. 

In both controlled reading events and regularly occurring classroom reading, in every case, students from the whole language classroom read longer, demonstrated more persistence, application of strategy use, and willingness to take risks.  The findings show that instructional environments influence literacy learning regardless of individual reading development levels.  

Skills-based subjects demonstrated less use of strategies and less positive stances across all levels. Whole-language subjects demonstrated well-orchestrated strategy use, persistence, more self-correction, effective use of alphabetic knowledge, and strengths manipulating texts.

6. Did the study include an evaluation of how the intervention was implemented?  Did          implementation data address both the frequency of use as well as the integrity of the implementation?

No:  



Yes: 

x

If yes, briefly describe.

The researchers spent two years assuring that classroom instructional methods and subject match had integrity.

7. 
Were gains in student achievement reported?  

No:  



Yes: 

x

If yes, briefly describe.

Controlled reading samples indicated improved stance and greater application of strategies.

If student achievement gains were reported, were they sustained over time?

Unknown.

7. Replication:  Did the study cite previous tests of this treatment?  Is this study a replication of an earlier study?

No:  

x

Yes: 



If yes, briefly describe.

Summary:

Rating

__4__Design (scale: 1-5)


This study compared reading instructional programs (skills-based vs. constructivist whole language) by analyzing the early reading abilities of 6 1st graders.  Data revealed that children’s reading strategy use and stance toward literacy differed in these two programs. Children in constructivist-based classrooms develop inner control, a self-extending self-improving system whereby children use multiple sources of text information and are rewarded by the reading process.  In the reality of classroom practice and the literate lives of children, cognitive and affective constructs can not be separated.  Good teachers always work to support both.  

Limitations: the outcomes are not traditionally generalizable; several sources were used to identify instructional philosophy and practice, but each classroom represented a particular instance of these kinds of instruction.
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