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proviac sustained practice 1n a Singic conten
arca
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review by instructors and external consultants

* Fully-developed intervention now available (IES
“Goal 27 project)
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— Los Angeles Pierce College
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b b b/

2000; Nokes, Dole & Hacker, 2007)

e Written summarization reveals level of text
comprehension (Brown & Day, 1983)

* Literacy performance affected by level of engagement
(Guthrie et al., 2004)

* Contextualized instruction may promote learning
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contexts: contexts of previous experience, real-

life, or the workplace” (Carrigan, 2008, p. 1)

* Material presented in the context of what is
required and relevant in a selected area
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more than traditional academic programs

* Has potential for developmental education
students
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* Can be adapted for use with a variety of content-
area texts
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* Vocabulary development

* Question-formulation
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on controversial topics, self-scoring to

increase awareness of quality requirements
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—Multiple themes — Generic text from

developmental education textbooks

e Recommendation: use either science or
generic, not mixture
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ven numpered units: mtroductory college leve

* See units for examples of text (handouts and
projected on screen)

14
CCRC COMMUNITY COLLEGE RESEARCH CENTER



CCRC COMMUNITY COLLEGE RESEARCH CEN']I-'ER



present
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b/ b/

to suppotrt reason

—Part of full persuasive essay
(counterargument and rebuttal not
requested in prompt)
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between students’ and instructor’s scores in class

(See handout and unit projected on screen)
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teach writing.

* Students: I think I know what I know, maybe.

e Teachers: We think we know what we know,
certainly.

* The reflective practitioner, starting when?
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read passage look it up write talk to friend
definition/sent
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present

e Inclusion of main ideas
 Word count

* Accuracy

* Conventions

* Paraphrasing
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— Two scales: Comprehension and Vocabulary

— Summed to create Total score
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source text

—Comparison group did not change from
pre to post (42% of main ideas)
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prior aeve opmenta caucation credits

32
CCRC COMMUNITY COLLEGE RESEARCH CENTER



compatrison group (.

1S=0.34, p<.01)

Interpretation: use ot the intervention units
contextualized in science, led to better written

summarization as measured by number of main
ideas included in the summary
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comparison group (.

* Accuracy

— Accuracy scores for

15=0.42, p<.01)

intervention group were

0.26 SD higher than those of the comparison

group, (p<.05)
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to a generic measure.
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e Use of intervention 1s not associated with
change on an all-purpose reading test
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