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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: the steps of the writing process, the critical dimensions of different writing genres, structures for giving students on the quality of their writing







Purpose of the review: To summarize research on interventions in expressive writing for

 students with learning disabilities










Research questions: In studies designed to improve the writing of students with learning 

disabilities, which interventions are most effective and what is the strength of those effects?

Description of subjects in the studies:  (Range of subjects: ages, grade levels, places, etc.)


13 experimental and quasi-experimental studies were included for the analysis after meeting the following criteria:  1) a primary focus was an independent variable pertaining to written 
expression; 2) the interventions lasted at least 45 days across at least 3 days of instruction; 3) at least one measure of student writing performance was collected; 4) students in the study met criteria for a learning disability and were eligible for special education services; 5) 66% or more of the sample were students with learning disabilities; 6) a comparison group of students with learning disabilities was included.

2.   Treatments reviewed:  13 were coded to determine if instruction in text structure and the writing process were included.  Both are described as being primary features of writing instruction. 7/13 studies included writing instruction focusing on a specific type of text structure.  10/13 studies included instruction in the writing process.  Each study was coded to determine the presence or absence of 9 essential components of writing instructions: revising and editing, instruction in building creativity, teacher modeling of strategy use, explicit goal setting and monitoring, collaborative practice with teacher, collaborative practice with peers, use of procedural facilitators and prompts, brainstorming, and computers.

3.  Briefly describe and summarize the findings from treatments reviewed.

The mean effect size across all 13 studies was 0.81.  The 95% confidence interval of 0.65-0.97 indicated a significant positive effect on student writing quality.  Teaching cognitive strategies in expressive writing resulted in considerable benefits for students with learning disabilities.  After intervention, the quality of student products improved, effect sizes were consistently moderate to large with consistent effects across all studies.  Intervention effects were consistent across writing genres and across procedures used to assess quality.

4. Were gains in student achievement reported?
No:  _________________   Yes:  ______X________   If yes, briefly describe.

Educational interventions for student with LD produced positive effect sizes of .81.

Summary:

13 studies designed explicitly to improve the writing of students with learning disabilities were analyzed.  Studies selected contained the 3 components of a comprehensive instructional program: explicit teaching of the critical steps in the writing process, explicit teaching in the conventions of a writing genre, and guided feedback.  After the intervention, when compared to the control group, the quality of student products improved and effect sizes were consistently moderate to large across all studies.
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