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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: 
Dialogic Discussion and the Paideia Seminar






Research Question:   What are the difficulties in implementing dialogic discussions?



Description of Subjects: 
· 1 teacher, 18 students – 1 Black male, 6 White male students, 

· 11 White female students – Middle SES

· Year II  Honors English class

2.  Describe the strategy/model, program, material, or intervention.
Implementation of dialogic discussion as an approach to the study of text
3.  Describe the design of the study.
Sample was selected because of availability – teachers had been trained in discussion strategies.  Length of intervention was for 3 seminar discussions - triangulation used to determine teacher and student roles, including type of questions, length of time for individual talk.

4. What instruments were used to collect data and what metric(s) were used to report results?

Video and audio-tape, questionnaires, interviews – data was coded by talk units to determine % of time taken by teachers or students, type of discussion points received.

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

Despite training on dialogic discussions, it is difficult to change pedagogical practices.  The teacher spent about half the time on teacher talk, and the other half on dialogic discussion.  This resulted in student dialogic discussion being reduced and teaching to be on supporting the teacher’s views.

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.

Inter-relates reliability was used to ensure frequency counts were accurate.  Focus of analysis was to analyze frequency of implementation.

7.
Were gains in student achievement reported?  

No:  
X

Yes: 
   
  If yes, briefly describe.

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

No:  


Yes: 
   X
  If yes, briefly describe.
Literature review cited previous studies but pointed out that limited number of studies had been done.

Summary
This paper examined the implementation of dialogic discussion as a means to promote critical thinking.  Results indicated that the teacher struggled in making the transition from “teacher-fronted” discussion to dialogic discussion.  As a consequence students did not move easily into a phase of being the instigators of the discussion.  This points to difficulties in adopting such important approaches in classrooms.

Ratings (scale: 1–5)

Overall Rating:  2
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