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Abstract

* This research aims to identify the effect of
differentiation on improving students’ reading
skills in English as a second language with a
sample of 96 students, their ages ranged from
14 to16 years old.

 The research was applied to students in
Hamah Bin Abdullah Bin Jassim Independent
School for Boys (Grade nine and grade ten).



Introduction

Out of the fact that all the students are
not of the same academic level;
there is a great discrepancy in the
same class. In one class we may
have the following types of learners:

A. high achievers vs. low achievers
B. reflective vs. impulsive

C. global vs. analytic

D. visual, auditory, and kinesthetic.




S0, the teacher had to design lessons
iIncluding activities that act satisfactorily to
all those types of learners. The presenter
finds it necessary to focus extensively on
reading sessions . These reading sessions
were provided in a way that suited the
different levels of the students . The
teacher believes strongly that Every
student in the class room, whatever his
academic level is, should have a share In
reading . he must get the utmost benefit
out of these sessions .



purpose

* The purpose of this study is to determine to
what extent practicing differentiation in
reading leads to the improvement of
students' reading skills and academic
achievement.




Feeling the problem

REASON 1 CHILDREN'S LEARNING
PROCESS IS VARIABLE.

*Each student has a unique combination of intelligences (
verbal , logical , spatial , musical, ........... )

Based on lectures by Dr: Sarah Rich, Senior lecturer in Education ( TEsol)




REASON 2 why differentiation is important:

What seems fit to some SS may be totally unfit to some other learners.
It would be unfaitrto provide all the SS with the Same material.
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REASON 3

* The most important reason that pushed me to
practise differentiation is | observed, during
reading sessions, that only the advanced
students used to take the lion’s share and get
the utmost benefit of the reading sessions,
whereas the low level students are left
behind either struggling or chatting causing
distraction to the rest of the class.



Study significance

* The significance of this study lies in
the possibility of improving students’
reading skills in English as a target
language; the thing that may have a
positive effect on improving their
skills in Science and Math.

* Get the low level ss involved during
reading sessions



Research questions.

* Does the suggested differentiated reading
program have a significant effect on
improving students’ reading skills?

* Are there significant differences in the post
test between grade (9) and grade (10)
students ?



Review of Literature

“Every body wants to improve reading achievement , but what steps are
necessary to accomplish that and which instructional actions should

receive the highest priorities?” Timothy Shanahan

“Classroom teachers are encouraged to differentiate instruction in
multiple ways (time, group size, focus of instruction, lesson structure) in
order to more effectively meet the needs of all students in their
classroom..... “Joseph K. Torgesen ,Florida Center for Reading Research at
Florida State University June, 2007




Methods and Methodology

e Action research.
e (Quantitative research
e (Observation



Instruments

* Burt Reading Test.
* A-Z leveled readers.
e Students’ opinion poll.



Procedures

The teacher followed some strategies:-

The teacher put 96 students from grades 9&
10 to Burt reading diagnostic test.

According to the test results,| classified the
students in to three reading levels ranging
from level (5 —7) in what is termed as the
reading Age ( R-A).

The teacher had each student to know his
level and his group.



 The teacher specified a weekly differentiated
reading session to the SS.

* All the SS had to do a unified activity as a
starter ( title - Author —the new words )

 The SS had to follow the strategies listed
below

» Book walk

» Read individually.

» Underline the new vocabulary.
» Read in pairs.




> write down the main idea with some relevant
details.

» Discuss their writing.

» Finally the SS answer the accompanying worksheets
related to the lesson objectives that can be one or
some of the following:

Read different texts to :
 Recognize periods ( level 5)

* |dentify initial consonant S ( level 5)
e Sequence story events ( level 7,6 )

* Recognize the use of capital letters at the beginning
of a sentence and proper nouns.( level 6 )
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Score 2 3 4 5 ] 7 8 9 10
Reading 5.3 5.3 54 5.5 5.5 5.6 5.6 5.7 5:1
Age
Score 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
Reading | 58 5.9 59 | 510 | 511 | 511 | 6.0 6.1 6.1 6.2
Age
Score 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30
Reading | 6.2 6.3 6.4 6.5 6.5 6.6 6.7 6.8 6.8 | 6.9
Age
Score 31 32 33 34 35 36 37 38 39 40
Reading | 69 | 610 | 611 | 7.0 7.1 7.2 73 74 7.5 75
Age
Score 41 42 43 44 45 46 47 48 49 50
Reading | 76 | 7.7 | 78 | 79 | 710 | 711 | 80 | 81 | 82 | 83

Age

s










Students’ Works

* Samples of the students” work



iam a sobill stork

My beak is shaped like a shoe

| like to eat fish

| use the hook at the end of my beak to0 cut up my food




e Jam a crossbill

* My beak is crossed like “x”

* My crossed helps me get seeds from
pine cones




e Jam sword-billed
hummingbird

e Jam very small bird with
very long beak

* ] used long beak to get
nectar from tube-shaped
flowers




Jam groove-6iCled Garbet
J have a Large’ thick Geak

#H Gave tooth-Cike ridges in my
lower Geak

#H [eed on fruit ingects



SUPERVISION:S& A&D
GRAED:9/5



e Students’ reflection
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Data Analysis and Findings

The Researcher used descriptive statistics and Anova to
analyze the data



* Discriptive statistic of two groups

hie an Std. Dewviation
5.6933 82101
5.4291 1.75838
5.5590 1.362492
20.0000 11.39264
27 5632 16.949085
28.8021 14.02068
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Analysis of variance

ANOVA
Sum of
Squares df Mean Square .Sig
B Between
Groups 1.673 1 1.673 0.901 0.345
Within
Groups 174.663 94 1.858
Total
176.337 95
IP Between
Groups 143.623 1 143.623 0.722 0.398
Within
Groups 18691.62 94 198.847
Total 18835.24 95




The differences between pre and post
Test (Raw scores)

80
70
POSRS PreRS

93 93 Count 60

4 2 Min
20 18 25th 50

32 29 Median
38 34 75th 40

75 67 Max
- 30

29.70968 26.94624 Mean
13.34377 12.46505 SD - 20
l l 10

0]

POSRS PreRS



Figure 1 shows the differences between pre and post test (reading Ages)
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rasGR9 rapGr9 rasGR10 rapGrlo



Figure 1 shows the difference between students raw scores in

pre and post test for class

rssGR9 r-spGR9 rssGR10

Key: r.spGR10= Raw score pre test grade 10
rssGR10= Raw score post test Grade 10
r.spGR9= Raw Score pre Test Grade 9
rssGR9= Raw score post test Grade 9

r. spGR10
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Results and findings

e Although the ANOVA has shown that there’s a slight
improvement in students’ reading skills , the above

diagram shows that there’s a remarkable
improvement between the pre and post test.

* The insignificant differences between the pre and
post test may be ascribable to one of the following

reason .

 1-The duration of the program wasn’t sufficient.

The related studies indicated that in order for t

P
shouldn’t be less than six months and ideally, t
should be one year between pre and post test.

ne

rogram to achieve the desired results, the duration

Nere



Recommendation

* 1. The Need for Improvement in reading
skills.

* 2. Encouraging and Supporting High Quality
teaching.
* 3.Every teacher, when practicing

differentiation, should put in to account the “
proximal zone of development”



Appendix

WWW.A-ZREADERS.COM
Burt Reading Test (1974) Revised

TKT by Mary Spratt, University of Cambridge ,university press,
Cambridge, 7*" printing 2008

Based on lectures by Dr: Sarah Rich, Senior lecturer in Education ( TEsol)

Journal article by John J. Hoover, James R. Patton; Intervention in School
& Clinic, Vol. 40, 2005



http://www.a-zreaders.com/
http://www.a-zreaders.com/
http://www.a-zreaders.com/
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