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APPENDIX B
Teacher Recruitment PowerPoint

Using Writing to Improve the
Reading Achievement of
Secondary Students

Donna Feldman
Cleveland State University

Statement of the Problem

Gap between good and poor readers widens
in school (Quirk & Sch fl 1, 2004)
Secondary school hers rarely r i

n reading r ion (lvey & Fisher,

2006)

Poverty adversely impacts reading
(Alvermann, 2005)

Peers can adversely impact reading (Richek
et.al.)

Few reading programs exist for struggling
secondary readers (Quirk & Schwanenflugel)

Research Question #1

* Are there statistically significant differences
in the instruction of writing between middle
and high school teachers?

Research Question #2

To what extent does the amount of time

hers provide instr on writing, the
method of writing instruction, the genre
addressed in the instruction, and the process
of writing di d predict stud ’ read
scores?

Research Question #3

* To what extent does the amount of time
students spend on writing, the genre of
writing student do, the particular part of the
writing process students use, and the
stud 3 der predict stud ’ readi
scores?

Methodology: Data Sources

Survey instrument developed for this
research

SRI scores
Student demographics
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Methodology

Student Data

Approximately 2,150 students from four school
districts

Gender, ethnicity, eligibility for free and reduced
lunch, and two sets of SRl scores

Teacher Data

Approxi ly 120 dary classrooms
Completion of a daily survey
Responses will be confidential

Teacher Involvement

Read and complete consent form
Complete survey about teaching experience;
AdministerSRI to class{es) selected;

Complete survey each day for 10 weeks for
class(es) selected; and

Re-administer SRl to class(es) selected

Sample Survey Question

1. Ispent _____ amount of time on writing instruction (in minutes):
__ Otol0min. ___11t020 min.___21to30min.
__ 31to40min.___41to50min. ___ 51to 60 min.
2. 1taught writing today (check all that apply and the
pproxi i [min] i
__ Narrative __0-10 min. ___ Journals __0-10 min.
__11-20min. __11-20min
__21-30min. ___21-30min.
__31-40min. ___31-40 min.
__41-50min. ___41-50 min,
__51-60min. ___51-60 Min

Thank you




APPENDIX C
Writing Instruction, Writing, and Reading Improvement Survey

Purpose: The purpose of this survey is to identify the classroom practices of secondary
teachers that pertain to writing. Since you are a language arts, English, or reading
teacher, | am interested in your practices. The information you share, along with the
responses of others, will be used to ascertain:

1. the amount of time language arts, English or reading teachers spend on writing
instruction
the type of writing instruction teachers provide
the type of writing language teachers teach students
the amount of writing students do in language arts, English, or reading classes
the type of writing students do

abrwn

| ask you to share your name (as an optional item) in case | have a question and need to
contact you for further qualification. However, only I will ever see your name associated
with your answers; your responses are confidential. The information shared with the
district, upon request, about the results of the survey will be presented in a collective
fashion that does not reveal the names of the participating teachers. The daily survey will
take approximately five minutes to complete; I will ask you to complete it each day for
10 weeks. The demographic survey will also take approximately five minutes; you only
need to complete this survey one time. | will also ask you to provide Scholastic Reading
Inventory (SRI) scores for your students from administrations taken at the start and at the
finish of the survey period. 1 thank you in advance for your answers to this survey and
SRI administration and appreciate your effort.

Your participation in this survey is voluntary. Although you can terminate your
participation at any point, remuneration for your time will be provided upon completion
of each semester. All participating teachers will have their name entered into a two
drawings of $250.00 each; all participants will receive $50.00. Your completion of this
survey represents your consent for me to use information you share as a part of the
project’s research data. It also indicates that you understand that if you have any
questions about your rights as a research participant you can contact the Institutional
Review Board of Cleveland State University at (216) 687-3630. Should you have any
questions concerning this consent of this research project, please contact Donna Feldman
at (216) 832-1196 or D_Feldman@chuh.org.

Thank you for participating in the project. | will be happy to share the final report with
you when it is completed.
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____Narrative ~__ 0-10 min. ___Journals __0—10min. ____ Descriptive __ 0—10 min.
__11-20 min. __11-20 min. __11-20 min.
__ 2130 min. __ 21 —30 min. __ 21 —30 min.
_31-40 min. _ 31 -40 min. _31-40 min.
__ 41 -50 min. __ 41 —50 min. __ 41 —50 min.
_51-60 min. _ 5160 min. _51-60 min.
_ lLetters __ 0—10 min. __ Creative __ 0-10min. __ Shortanswer __ 0 —10 min.
_11-20 min. __11-20min. _11-20 min.
_21-30 min. __21-30min. _ 2130 min.
__31-40 min. __31—40min. __31—40 min.
__ 41 -50 min. 41 -50 min. __ 41— 50 min.
__51-60 min. __51—-60min. __51-60 min.
_____ Research report ____Functional document ____ Other:
__0-10min. __0-10min. ___0-120 min.
_11-20 min. __11-20min. _11-20 min.
_21-30 min. _21-30min. _ 2130 min.
__31-40 min. __31-40min. __ 31 —40 min.
__ 41 —50 min. 41 -50 min. __ 41 —50 min.
__51-60 min. __51—-60min. __51-60 min.
____ Extended response ____ Persuasive __ 0 —10 min.
__0-10 min. __11-20min.
_11-20 min. _21-30min.
_21-30 min. __31-40min.
__31-40 min. 41 -50 min.
__ 41 -50 min. __51-60min.
__ 51 -60 min.

6. The phase of writing my students did was (check all that apply and the approximate
minutes [min.] involved):

__ Prewriting __0-10min. | ___ Revision __0-10min.
_ 11 -20 min. 1120 min.
_ 21 -30 min. _ 21 -30 min.
_ 31 -40 min. __31-40 min.
__ 41 —50 min. ___ 41 -50 min.
_ 51 -60 min. _51-60min.
__ Writing __0-10min. | __ Publishing __0-10min.
__11-20 min. 11— 20 min.
_ 2130 min. _ 21 -30 min.
_31-40 min. __31-40 min.
__ 41 —50 min. ___ 4150 min.
_ 51 -60 min. _ 5160 min.
7. My students spent amount of time writing:
__0Oto _ 11to20 21t __3lto 41t 51t
10 min. min. 30 min. 40 min. 50 min. 60 min.
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8. For homework, | assigned

minutes you feel it should take students to complete).

writing (check all that apply and the approximate

__Narrative _ 0-10min. | __ Journals __ 0-10min. | __ Descriptive _ 0—10 min.
_11-20 min. __11-20 min. _ 11 -20 min.
_ 21 —30 min. _ 21 —30 min. _ 21 —30 min.
_ 31— 40 min. _31-40 min. _31-40 min.
__ 4150 min. __ 41 -50 min. __ 41 -50 min.
~ 5160 min. ~51-60 min. ~51-60 min.
__Letters _ 0-10 min. ___ Creative _ 0-10min. | ___ Shortanswer 0 — 10 min.
_11-20 min. __11-20 min. 11 -20 min.
_ 21 —30 min. _ 21 —-30 min. __21-30min.
__ 31— 40 min. _31-40 min. 3140 min.
__ 4150 min. __ 41 -50 min. 4150 min.
~ 5160 min. ~51-60 min. 5160 min.
___Research report ___Functional document ____ Otbher:
__0-10 min. __0-120 min. __0-10 min.
1120 min. __11-20 min. __11—-20 min.
_21—-30 min. __21—-30 min. _21—30min.
_31-40 min. _31-40 min. __31-40 min.
__ 41 —-50 min. __ 41 —50 min. ___ 41 -50 min.
_ 51 -60 min. _ 51 -60 min. __51-60min.
___ Extended response ____ Persuasive
__0-10 min. __0-10 min.
_11-20 min. _ 11 -20 min.
_ 21 —-30 min. _ 21 —-30 min.
_31-40 min. _31-40 min.
__ 41 —-50 min. __ 41 —50 min.
__51-60 min. __51-60 min.

Thank you for answering each question.
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APPENDIX D
Discussion and Rationale for Using the Second Administration of SRI Scores as
the Outcome Variable

Under optimal and ideal circumstances, an experimental design is preferred
((Rossi, Lipsey, & Freeman, 2004). It was impossible to define a control group in this
study; all language arts and English classes require writing and writing instruction.
While pre- and post-test SRI scores were obtained for this study suggesting the
development of a quasi-experiment and the SRI was designed to be sensitive enough
to show improvement in reading for a 10-week period, the high correlation of the two
sets of SRI scores (r = .93, p <.001) indicates little difference between the two sets of
scores. A stepwise regression was used to explore the relationship of teacher
instructional practices and the net SRI scores (see Table XIV).

Table XIV
Stepwise Regression Results for the Prediction of Net SRI Scores by Teachers’
Instructional Practices

Predictor Variable Step Standardized Unstandardized p-value
Entered Coefficient (B) Coefficient (B)

Phases other than 1 315 22 .000

writing

Instruction on 2 -.253 -.15 .001

nonacademnic

writing

Note. R*= .06

A comparison of the results from the original model (see Table XII) with the
model using net SRI scores indicates the removal of ethnicity, instruction on
academic writing, formal instruction, instruction on the writing phase of the writing

process, and instruction on journals and the addition of phases other than the writing

161



phase. The variables of instruction on the phase other than writing (p = .315, p <
.001) and on nonacademic writing (p = -.253, p <.01) were statistically significant
predictors when using net SRI scores as the outcome variable. The variance explained
by using net SRI scores as the outcome variable is .06.

The stepwise regression results for the prediction of net SRI scores by student
writing activity are presented in Table XV. A comparison with the original model
used in the study (see Table XIII) with the model using net SRI scores as the outcome
indicates the variables of ethnicity, phase of the writing process other than writing,
nonacademic writing, and the writing phase of the writing process excluded as
statistically significant predictors. The only statistically significant predictor in the
model with net SRI scores was grade level (B =-.212, p <.001); in the original
model, this variable had a positive relationship with the outcome variable but, in the
model with net scores, has a negative relationship. The variance explained by using
the net SRI scores as the outcome variable is .05.

Table XV

Stepwise Regression Results for the Prediction of Net SRI Scores by Student Writing
Activity

Predictor Variable Step Standardized Unstandardized p-value
Entered | Coefficient (B) | Coefficient (B)

Grade Level 1 -.212 -39.54 .000

Note. R*=.05

The use of the net scores as the outcome variable was rejected for several reason.
First, the variance explained by using the net SRI scores in the model was

significantly lower than the original models. Second, the two of the original research
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questions indicate the purpose of the study was to investigate the contributions
writing and writing instruction make to reading scores; the questions did not require
the analyses of changes in reading scores. The purpose of this study and its
subsequent design was not to show causality but relationship and to further the
knowledge about the reading and writing relationship in terms of teacher practice and
student activity. Third, previous research (Lunsford, 1978; Shell et al., 1995) about
the relationship between reading and writing used one administration of one reading

test for analysis.
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