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The Effects of Readxng Abxlxty on. Seventh Gradérs Narratxve ert;ng

-

L2 _;;'

'LRithard‘Beacn

Session 44.24, AERA Annual Meeting

.

Purpese of the study ' - 5 .  3’ K "i e

o

thtle researrh has examxned the xnfluence of readxng abxlxty on:
..... R

'.students persenal 1nc1dent, autoblographxcal narratxve wrxtxng or thexh

t

ab111ty tu rrxtxcally assess the1r narratlve wrxtxng. The purpose ofxthf

exploratory study was to exami

ne the effect of readlng abxlxty on 7th

grade students nanratxve wr1t1ng qualxty, use of descr1pt1ve and

\,

n.evaluat1ve t— urxts, use of storyte111ng 11ngu1st1c cues, degree of
"Z?) S

rev1sxon,_an?’the1r between—draft self—assess1ng 1nferences about

1ntent1ons, prob?ems 1n fulfillxng" n entlons and pred1cted revxsxons*
o

SRR
. “

Y 4

'fRelated theony.~read1nq ebxlxty and wr1tan narrat1ve5;ffeJ

time; thxs theﬂry‘recogt‘xes'thatbwrxtingua
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‘.uautobiéoraphieal narrative about‘a specifio;incident.a In wr1t1ng these

e \~ .

“gkthan'"tell“'what occurred 1n the event.' Wrxters use dxalogue and coneret
t._descrxptlons aof peraons and settlngs to pqrtray the settxng, events,.and
_tpersons.‘ Wrxters acquxre thxs "snow, don t tell" 11terary conventxon from
1ithe1r readxng of lxterature.‘ In writxng about the1r awn e%perxenoes,'“v
: ‘better readers may therefore be more apt to develop eharacters or events

'”through the use of dxalogue, descr1pt1on or concrete detaxls than poorer

‘ja’& N :

: readers.

wrxters also portray the1r own attxtude towards an. event throug
'thexr use of comments on asxdes about thoughts and feelxngs. Rather than

-

U -

;_s;nply report a ser1es of epxsodes, a wrxter usestthese comments or. asides

T U L . e
..x{ws“ G 0

. /‘.' e

yt,or poxnt of the event.’ For example,'rather than sxmply report on ﬁx

'”behavxor, “I got up on - my skxes and sped across the laie, ‘a wrxterima
'nvalso ‘add, "After ten faxlures 1n gettxng up, I flnally;w Zﬂfﬁ

I

'xt——I was thrxlled.o' Addxng the descrxptzve deta11 '“after ten7fa11

sentence functxons predomlnated-: narrate"y(statlng act;pns),V
a Y rovxdxng descrlptxve detaxls), and "evaluate" (statxng feellngs or,

“Judgments about the actxons).y Cooper (1983) found developmental

.'dif erences in: the use of "narrate




| )  ' ‘ .; \ P . -t B . . T - . B . oe : s . ‘;.:: o . |
~functions; older wr1ters are more 11ke1y to employ “descrlbe“ ‘and -

., - . . PN . Ll : -

;”iV”evaluate“ functxons to elaborate or commeﬁt on actxonS-f Theseﬂ“descrxbe“

7-o‘ evaluate" sentences, 11ke the lxnguxstxc cue serve to dramatxze the,

S

~‘unusua1 or extraordxnary nature of the specifzc reported actxons.;

Elaboratxng the "narrate“ sentences thh “descrxbe“ or evaluate“

A:;santencef *herefore serves to convey the poxnt of the story.

. . s ‘-

Use of 11nquxst1c cues The wr)ter S narratlve therefore has aopoxnt that

‘makes it worth tellan,7endow1ng the narratxv Nith what Labov (197”)

. .

de““es as "tEIIabllltY-, A narrative’s poxnt ar “tellabxlxty“ oftenfT

e o N ,

der1ves from fact that the event 1s unusual or extraordxnary, a vxolatxon

of soc1a1 norms (Labov, 197 Pratt 1976).5 In order to convey the fac

‘{that an event constxtutes an unusual or extraordxnary occurrence, a wr1te

e

\; H . t . I

:employs certaxn comments or asxdes that dramatxce the unusual or

e

Atraordxnary nature of the event. Bas/g/on hxs research on oral

-4

fFor example, the word ~“f1na11y" 1n the above example suggestsvthe
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o

"If better readers are better able to 1nfer the po1nt of thexr

- . . =

,tnarrat1ve, they may also be more lxkely tq\empley "descrlbe"'er "reflect'

sentences that serve to develop the "narrate";sentences.' These

‘rand "reflect" SEﬂtEﬂCE: add add1t1oﬂa1 deta1ls and comments that kfd

4

"descrxbe"

accentuate the unus ual Qr extranrdxnarv aspects of the specxflc events‘xn

jthe narratiVe.i: Descrlptlve detaxis and comments also convey the

L

o
H : A . R
A . . Vo R

S - JURUUIPT P e S -

- : . P —

'VAbzlxty to revxse drafts Better readers ab111ty to defxne the1r dwnd

”fintentionsfmay

al o xnfluence the extent'towwh1ch”they revxse the1r~

-akafts;] In. o.der to cr1t1ca11y assess one draft,'a wr1ter percexvés'

‘{dzspar1t1es,between the1r 1ntent1ons and the text and then revxse the t

, ; P a ;
_unt11 they achgeve the;r 1ntended mean1nns.'Problem—solv1ng rodels of

f;rev151on (Flower and Hayes, 1981) posxt that wrlters 1nfer'1ntentxo

ERI
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tudents had d;fflculty had nu basxs far Judgxng the relevancy or-

-

suffxcxency of xnformatxon relatxve to thexr xntended meanxng.“ It may

then be the case that younger studentS, whD lack the cc ﬁx Ve skxllsf

o

“necessary $or abstractxng about xntentxons or goals, may also have-u

dxffxculty makxng 1ntentxon or goal xnferences.= R ST

Qualxty of narrat;ves Better readers abxlxty to xnfer thexr 1ntentzons

by'poorpr readers.f

7th and Bthﬁgraderq whorwere taught summary skxlls

"m

Beach, 1984)

eaders.‘ As readers xmprove 1n thexr abxlxty to xnfer the'poxnt or

R . , RS ﬂf-_‘

Q
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:Wxnferrxng xntentxons, better readers have acquxred a mora complete set Tel

.

V have poorer readers (Beach and Brown in press).f FOF example, better

".‘,

/’A,

, . ; r . : S o
-;ree* to portray characters or persons 1n narratxve by employxng cuncret

’aaehavxors or—dlalogue rathér than slmply “tellxng"

M""~

'fcharacter.f 

Q
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fect of reading.

mean- rati
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irds and completed a guided sel

Eaton, 1983) asking them to‘infer intentions,

‘sections ar thirds

little,"

»-background setting and

FRICE:
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-

fﬂSentence functxons and: lxnguxsttc cues Readxng abxlxty had a sxgnlfzcant”

37maxn effect on the to*al number of t~un1t5 employed for the two papers (F;

.

ifw 14 1, p ( .001). The high abxlxty readers wrote papers thh more:

~dt~unxts (20 2 and 18 3) than low abxlxty readers (14 & andvlz 7) (eee

_Fxgure II).f Reading abilxty also had a sxgnxflcant maxn effect on. the

»

(%mean percentage of teunxts categorized as “narrate“ (F = 5 90, p .01)
AR ; _

poorer readers emplnyed a hxgher percentage of “narrate" t—unxts (672 and

frbl 12 for the two versxens) than dxd better 'eaders (45 9% and 49 72

o e
X

the same txme, readxng abxlxty had ‘a- sxgnxf:cant main effect on the mean

)

fpercentage n% t-unxts classxfxed ‘as "descnxbe“ (F = 3 B, p < 05) better

: !
*

s

readers employed a hxgher percentage of "de5cr1be“ t—unxts (28 7x.aﬁd‘

? *1 6% than dxd poorer readers (2 4A and 22 74). There was nn

sxgnxfxcant main effect for readxng adxlxty on the mean percentage,a£5

OS)' a Scheffe past hoc test ind\cated tﬁat better readers on:

s ."

y
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\3: . ‘ : . ‘ ‘ ‘ SR
G-InterQrEtatiOnVofTEFE#RQSuLQg__  I s A

S \w ' S ‘ : ' : : 1 : i't'.:" ;  . '-- -—_.-__N_\

Oualxty. deqn e-o{—rev1sinn and self—3552551ng ratxngs The«rasults}_:f

-

to da thh the cognxtxve skxlls better readers bn1ng tn théxr(
) the data 1nd1cates,/better readers were better able tn 1nfer thexrvlv
LA

wrxtxng

v

1ntentxon5 than,poorer readars. w;th a cleargr spnse uf thexr 1ntentxons
/ .

. e
better readers would presumably Q?ve a clearer 5ense of dlrectxon for

./

developxng or rev1sxng thexr narratxves.‘”

: e

ERIC
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i
t

1ntentxons or in specxfyan approprxate revisions for dealxng thh thosej

’ problems. This may have been one reason that read ng abllxty a‘so had no

;,effect on the degree a¥ revxsxnn ratxngs——whlle better readers were able

ta specxfy their 1ntentxons, they may not have been better able than

Q,;podrer readers in completxng the self—assessxng staqes of defxnxng
) N

prcblems nr predxctxng revxsxnns that wculd lead up to makzng revxsxons.

Qr, it may te the case that whxle better readers are better able to 1nfer
1ntentxons, that dces does necessarxly mean that they apply thexr skxlls
‘to wrltxng ta:ks.; Recent research by Txerney (1983) exdmxnxng specxfxc
:ccgnxtxve skxlls (goal-settxhg, plannxng,_aummar1ztnd;'revxsxng,'etc )‘
'xnvolved in elementary-grade students -readxng and wrztxng xndxcatgs tbat
Vbetter readers do not necessar11y apply thexr read1ng sk111= to wr1t1ng

'wand v1ce versa.”f T : e : ‘ B Y4

2 P

?*'readxng and wrxtxng

skxlls,‘xt may be necessary, rather than slmply blo'
R — : SO ¥
: reade*s accordxng to ‘a readxng test,-io examxneispecxfxc cog_ztxve skxll

alf—assessxng/revxsxngwtexts.; What may emerge fr?m thxs research xs

ERIC
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| . , . .
‘refsons the better re?ders developed thexr event and background settxng

more effectxvely than poorer readers was that they may have been more«

“knouledgeable of the technxques and strategxes\xnvolved 1n story

b

development. The fact that better readers employed more "descrxbe“ and

(on‘daEfpapér) evaluage“ t-unxts and lxnguxstxc jcues suggests that these
'readers may have been more knowledgeable of the “show, don t tell"<

nlxterary conventxon and technxques for dramatxzxng the point. of thexr-

L 2 /

story, whxch may have resulted in hxgher qualxty storxes.
However, 1t 15 dxff1cult xf not possxble to dxrectly measure tacxt

knowledge of lxterary conventxons.{ Agaxn, 1n order to better eAplaxn the

B S

relatxonshxp between readxng abxl1ty and wrxtten story productan, lt
_________ “.,.-,,;_,‘_?V‘. : \

/'would be useful to examxne specxfxc readxng skxlls (the abxlxty to

recognzze the u:e of techn1ques for developxng a story or bachround

:ett1ng) as related to the use o{ these technxques«xn story productxon.

between readxng 5kxll and wr;txng qualxty..,
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<

readers' descrxptxons and Canents about the actxons may nave xmproved the;
'qualxty of the narratxves.

The' better readers may have employed more "deacrzbe" or "evgluate"-

t—unxts because they had, as the analysxs of the 1ntentlon 1nferences.r§

‘Because they wanted *o convey a partxcular po.nt or about thELr past

VEAperxence-—the fact that they were nervous about a "fxrst try" or that

-fthey wanted to prove somethxng to an adult——may have meant that they added

‘those descrxpt‘ve detaxls, comments or feelxngs that would communxcate

'.thexr poxnt e - N
1’,to thexr reader. The fact that they also employed more “tellabxlxty"h

¢

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



r ults of thxs exploratory study suggests the need fﬁr research iﬁ q"

these elements are stronger than for poorer readers.f;

+ e e
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;gfdxffxcult to oetEmene dxf{erences 1n pr;or kncwledge of conventxons.: One

on . * . 7

’falternat1VR method 1nvolves analysxs of readers at dlfferent age 1eve15

a

) college freshmen anLradult Englxsh teachers

AR

v

ﬂ deve1opmenta1 dxfferences 1n knowledge of lxterary conventxons,

% I . . : \

”faddxtxon to dszerances 1n coqnltxve and socxal developmenfx.fﬁV‘

Q
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’f[:'"HigHaVQ. Low Readxng Abxlxty Students Mean Ratxngs for Story',
:  wr1t1ng Qualxty, Degree of Revxsxon,~and Self—assessxng Inferenres
‘fFor Two Personal Inc1dent Narratxve E55ays

Ratxng scales . f‘;1

Development of.;d

;mainﬁidéa]'

“-Degree of. revision

‘Degree of

Q
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