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I. Introduction 

A. Student Team Reading and Writing is an intervention that acts to integrate reading, 

writing, and language arts in a way that focuses on collaborative learning in small 

group settings. As reading and writing educators, we are interested in this topic 

because it could provide possible solutions and strategies in aiding scholars that need 

additional support in middle school english language arts. 

B. There have been different reports and studies conducted on Student Team Reading and 

Writing and its effectiveness over the years. Specifically, the strategies of partner 

reading and direct instruction have proven to be beneficial in their support of reading 

comprehension.  

      

II. Partner Reading 

A. Students pair up and read with each other in order to strengthen their reading 

comprehension. 

B. Provides students with opportunities to improve their reading comprehension, pace, 

and text-based discussion skills (Giovacchini, 2017).  

C. While one partner reads the text out loud, the other partner will actively listen and be 

prepared to answer questions (Giovacchini, 2017).  

D. Designed to give students pronunciation and listening practice by reading out loud 

(Giovacchini, 2017).  

E. Alternating between reading and sharing possible questions leads to equal thinking 

between students (Giovacchini, 2017).  

      

III. Direct Instruction 

A. Explicit instruction that is directed towards students and is often reliant upon student-

teacher conversations and other interactions. 

B. Modeling and Scaffolding is necessary in order to effectively implement this strategy. 

Educators must practice gradual release with an emphasis on guided practice. (Rupley, 

2009) 
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C. A teacher must differentiate and give the scholar new information at their appropriate 

pace. (Rupley, 2009) 

D. Students who receive planned and direct/explicit instruction on word identification 

skills and strategies in small-group settings are better able to use the alphabetic code 

than students who do not receive such instruction. (Rupley, 2009) 

E. Word identification skills are important for comprehension; therefore, it is crucial to 

explicitly instruct fluency strategies in order to receive optimal student growth in that 

particular domain. (Rupley, 2009)    

 

 

IV. Conclusion: An evaluation/critique of the existing literature. Write several paragraphs. 

A. What are the contributions of this literature to the field?  

1. The literature provides additional clarifications regarding the 

effectiveness of Student Team Reading and Writing and it’s component 

themes. This information allows educators to evaluate the possible 

effects and success rate of Student Team Reading and Writing. 

B. What are the overall strengths? 

1. The literature discusses specific, practiced examples of each theme and 

critically evaluates its success. For example, a review of the literature 

regarding Student Team Reading and Writing communicates that this 

Tier III program supports reading comprehension goals, but lacks clear 

effectiveness when it comes to general literacy achievement (US 

Department of Education, 2011).  

C. What are the overall weaknesses? 

1. The information about the program itself is scarce and much of it is 

older than 10 years. The program also can work on its relevance, as it is 

nowhere to be found on popular educational information sharing sites 

such as Youtube.  

D. What might be missing?  

1. Additional research on the impacts on student fluency growth and 

general literacy achievement could provide further clarification on the 
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true value and effectiveness of Student Team Reading and Writing. In 

addition, some of the research lacks student-specific demographic 

information, which limits the applicability of the research towards any 

specific student groups or classrooms. 

E. What are some next steps for research? The next steps should explicitly address how 

to “correct” for strengths, weaknesses, and gaps. 

1. Next steps should include updated research studies on Student Team 

Reading and Writing’s effectiveness within specific schools/for specific 

student groups, with additional evidence regarding the program’s impact 

on reading and writing domains other than comprehension. 
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