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Preface

7or the past three decades, reading research, particularly in
reading comprehension instruction has been of focal interest, especially
in first language (L 1) reading. A multitude of instructional frameworks
have been developed as an effort to find ways to fulfill the ultimate
aim of reading instruction, that is to help improve student reading
comprehension. Numerous reading researchers investigated various
reading pedagogical structures with the aim geared towards advancing
classroom instruction in order to attain the main reading instruction
goal—better student reading comprehension. Since L1 reading theories
often serve as a platform to second language (L2) reading research,
having some declarative and procedural knowledge of L1 pedagogical
frameworks might lend some potential benefits in building a more
coherent framework for L2 reading comprehension instruction.

However, prior to delving into theories and practice, it is imperative
that one has an appropriate understanding of what entails reading in
both L1 and L2. It is important to understand the conceptual trend of
different reading models which may affect the way reading is taught in
the classroom. Contextualizing the discussion to the Malaysian context,
the importance of English as a Second Language (ESL) reading leads to
the need of developing reading pedagogy that works by understanding
the essential components of L2 reading.

Nonetheless, before selecting a particular L1 instructional
framework to be implemented in L2 classrooms, it is crucial to
comprehend the fundamental theories that underlie the development
of the instructional framework. Studies have shown that the conceptual
trend of reading instruction has leaned towards the cognitive paradigm
from the previous traditional behaviourist school of thought.

Covering the theoretical underpinnings that conceptualize reading
process and pedagogy in L1, the discussion is further extended to the
importance of readers’ schemata and the functions of coherent text in



affecting readers’ ability to make texts understandable. Understanding
how the prominent components of reading influence the reading
process, readers are introduced to the various strategy-based reading
instruction models. The meta-process of each model is presented
to enable L2 practitioners to evaluate the practicality for potential
modifications as well as to determine the extent to which a particular
instruction is implementable within L2 classroom setting. Besides
strategy-based reading instruction models, one of the most current
reading instructional strategy known as Questioning the Author (QtA)
is elaborated in detail. By presenting both strategy-based and the use
of instructional strategy as a vehicle for reading comprehension, L2
practitioners will be able to make reasonable evaluation of what works
best in their classrooms and with their learners.

As a closing point to the entire discussion, some possible tools for
reading are included to increase the extant of opportunity in transferring
L1 reading and instructional practices to L2 reading domain. By sharing
the ideas of L1 reading and the meta-process of how each idea works,
those engaged in L2 teaching and research may find the usefulness
of these ideas in developing more comprehensive instructional and
research treatments for L2 reading.
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2esearch in reading instruction in the first language (L1) has
made many advances. L1 reading research and pedagogy has served
as general guidelines for second language (L2) reading. Change in the
way reading is defined has led to different theoretical development that
affects pedagogical aspects of reading. The change of reading paradigm
from behavioural to cognitive and as of recent to sociocognitive and the
inclusion of sociocultural has resulted in the birth of many pedagogical
frameworks. Although vary in characteristics, these framework are all
geared towards one goal that is to improve reading comprehension.
Considering the fact that L2 reading often relies on L1 reading as
general guidance, having the knowledge of different theoretical and
pedagogical perspectives of L1 reading may serve as an impetus to assist
L2 reading researchers and practitioners for change and advancement
of L2 reading. In lieu of this thought, the purpose of this book is to
share some ideas in regards to theory and practice in L1 reading as
a launching pad for potential development in L2 reading theory and
practice particularly for L2 reading practitioners and researchers in the
Malaysian context.



Refernences

Alexander, P. A. (1995). Superimposing a situation-specific and
domain-specific perspective on an account of self-regulated
learning. Educational Psychologist, 30, 189-193.

Alexander, PA & Jetton, T.L. (2000). Learning from text: A
multidimentional and developmental perspective In M.L. Kamil,
P.B. Mosenthal, P.D. Pearson, & R. Barr (Eds.), Handbook of
reading research (Vol.3, pp, 268-284). Hillsdale, NJ: Erlbaum.

Afflerblach, P.P., & Johnston, P.H. (1986). What do expert readers do
when the main idea is not explicit? In J.F. Baumann (Ed.), Teaching
main idea comprehension (pp.49-72). Newark, DE: International
Reading Association.

Afflerbach, P. (1986). The influence of prior knowledge on expert
readers’ importance assignment process. In J. A. Niles, & R.V.
Lalik (Eds.), National reading conference yearbook, 35. Solving
problems in literacy: Learners, teachers and researchers
(pp- 30-40). Rochester, NY: National Reading Conference.

Alderson, J.C. & Urquhart, A.H. (1985). The effects of students’
academic discipline on their performance on ESP reading tests.
Language Testing, 2, 192-204.

Alessi, S., Anderson, T., & Goetz, E. (1979). An investigation of
lookbacks during studying. Discourse Processes, 2, 197-212.

Alfassi, M. (2004). Reading to learn: Effects of combined strategy
instruction on high school students. The Journal of Educational
Research, 97(4), 171-184.

Alvermann, C. & Hynd, D.E. (1986). Effects of prior knowledge
activation modes and text structure on nonscience majors’



124!Qeading Instruction Zheory and Practice

comprehension of physics. Journal of Educational Research, 83,
97-102.

Anderson, T.H. & Armbruster, B.B. (1984). Studying. In P.D. Pearson
(Ed.). Handbook of Reading Research, 657-679.

Anderson, R.C. & Pearson, P.D. (1984). A schema-theoretic view of
basic processes in reading. In P.D. Pearson, R. Barr, M.L. Kamil,
& P. Mosenthal (Eds.), Handbook of Reading Research. White
Plains, NY: Longman.

Anderson, R. C. (1977). Schema-directed processes in language
comprehension. (Technical Report no. 50). Urbana, III: Center for
the Study of Reading.

Anderson, N.J. (1991). Individual differences in strategy use in second
language reading and testing. Modern Language Journal, 75,
460-472.

Anderson, N. (1999). Exploring second language reading. Issues and
strategies. Boston: Heinle & Heinle Publishers.

Anderson, R.C., Hiebert, E.H., Scott, J.A., & Wilkinson, .A.G. (1985).
Becoming a nation of readers: The report of the Commission on
Reading. Washington, DC: The National Institute of Education,
U.S. Department of Education.

Andre, M. D. A. & Anderson, T.H. (1978-1979). The development
and evaluation of a self-questioning study technique. Reading
Research quarterly, 14, 605-623.

Au, K. 1979. Using the experience-text-relationship method with
minority children. The ReadingTeacher, 32, 677-679

Baker, L., & Brown, A.L. (1984). Cognitive monitoring in reading.
In J. Flood (Ed.), Understanding reading comprehension (21-44).
Newark, DE: International Reading Association.

Baker, L. & Brown, A. L. (1980). Metacognitive skills and reading.
Technical Report 188. Cambridge, MA: Bolt, Beranek, and

Newman and Champaign, IL: Center for the study of Reading.
ED 195 932.



References|125

Bakhtin, M. M. (1981). The dialogic imagination. Austin, TX: The
University of Texas Press.

Baumann, J.F. (1986). The Direct Instruction of Main Idea
Comprehension Ability. In J.F. Baumann (Ed.), Teaching Main
Idea Comprehension (pp. 133-178). Newark, DE: International
Reading Association.

Baumann, I.F. (1984). The effectiveness of a direct instruction paradigm
for teaching main idea comprehension. Reading Research
Quarterly, 20(1), 93-115.

Beck, I. L. and P. A. Carpenter (1986). Cognitive approaches to
understanding reading: Implications for instructional practice.

Special Issue: Psychological science and education. American
Psychologist, 41(10), 1098-1105.

Beck, I. L. & McKeown, M.G. (2002). Bringing Words to Life: Robust
Vocabulary Instruction. New York: Guilford Press.

Beck, I.L. & McKeown, M. G. (1981). Developing questions that
promote comprehension: The story map. Language Arts, 58,
913-918.

Beck, I.L. & McKeown, M.G. (2006). Improving Comprehension with
Questioning the Author: 4 Fresh an Expanded View of a Powerful
Approach. Scholastic.

Beck, L. & Carpenter, P.A. (1986). Cognitive approaches to
understanding reading. American Psychologist, 41(10), 1098-
1105.

Beck, I.L., McKeown, M.G., Omanson, R.C., & Pople, M.T. (1984).
Improving the comprehensibility of stories: The effects of revisions
that improve coherence. Reading Research Quarterly,19(3),
263-277.

Beck, [. L., McKeown, M. G. & Gromoll, E.W. (1989). Learning from
social studies texts. Cognition and Instruction, 6,99 158,

Beck, I.L. & McKeown, M.G. (2001). Text talk: Capturing the benefits
of read-aloud experiences for young children. The Reading
Teacher, 55(1), 10-20.



]26|Dcading lnstruction Zesy and Practice

Beck, I. L. & Carpenter, P.A. 1986. Cognitive approaches to
understanding reading: Implications for instructional practice.
American Psychologist, 41(10), 1098-1105.

Beck, I.L., McKeown, M.G., Sandora, C., Kucan, L., Worthy, J. (1996).
Questioning the author: A yearlong classroom implementation to
engage students with text. The Elementary School Journal, 96(4),
385-414.

Beck, I.L., McKeown, M.G., Sinatra, G.M., Loxterman, J.A. (1991).
Revising Social Studies text from a text-processing perspective:
Evidence of improved comprehensibility. Reading Research
Quarterly, 26(3), 251-276.

Beck, I.L., Omanson, R.C., McKeown, M.G. (1982). An instructional
redesign of reading lesson: Effects on comprehension. Reading
Research Quarterly, 17(4), 462-481.

Beck, I.L., McKeown, M.G., & Gromoll, E.W. (1989). Learning from
Social Studies texts. Cognition and Instruction, 6(2), 99-158.

Beck, I.L., McKeown, M.G., Hamilton, R.L., & Kucan, L. (1997).
Questioning the Author. An Approach of Enhancing Student
Engagement with Text. International Reading Association.
Newark: Delaware.

Beck, I.L., McKeown, M.G., Omanson, R.C., & Pople, M.T. (1984).
Improving the comprehensibility of stories: The effects of revisions
that improve coherence. Reading Research Quarterly,19(3),
263-277.

Beck, I.L., McKeown, M.G., Sandora, C., Kucan, L., Worthy, J. (1996).
Questioning the author: A yearlong classroom implementation to
engage students with text. The Elementary School Journal, 96(4),
385-414.

Beck, I.LL., McKeown, M.G., Sinatra, G.M., & Loxterman, J.A. (1991).
Revising Social Studies text from a text-processing perspective:
Evidence of improved comprehensibility. Reading Research
Quarterly, 26(3), 251-276.



References 127

Beck, [.L., Omanson, R.C., McKeown, M.G. (1982). An instructional
redesign of reading lesson: Effects on comprehension. Reading
Research Quarterly, 17(4), 462-481.

Beckert, C. (1990). Vocabulary by Doing: ten Steps to a More Powerful
Vocabulary. Lincolnwood, IL: National Textbook.

Behren, L., & Rosen, L.J. (1997). Writing and Reading across The
Curriculum (6™ ed.). New York: Longman.

Bernhardt, E. B. (1991). Reading development in a second language.
Norwood, NJ: Ablex.

Bernhardt, E.B. (2000). Second-language reading as a case study
of reading scholarship in the 20" century. In M.L. Kamil, P.B.
Mosenthal, P.D. Pearson, & R. Barr (eds.), Handbook of reading
research: Volume III (pp. 791-811). Mahwah, NJ:Erlbaum.

Bjorklund, D.F. 1989. Children s thinking: Development function and
individual differences. Monterey, CA: Brooks/Cole.

Black, J.B. & H. Bern (1981). Causal coherence and memory for
events in narratives. Journal of Verbal Learning and Verbal
Behavior, 20, 267-275.

Block, C.C., & Presley, M. (2002). Comprehension instruction:
Research-based best practices. New York. Guilford.

Block, E. (1986). The comparison strategies of second language
readers. TESOL Quarterly, 20, 463-494.

Bloome, D. (1988). Locating the learning of reading and writing
in classrooms: Beyond deficit, difference, and effectiveness
models. In C. Emihovich (Ed.), Locating learning: Ethnographic
perspectives on classroom research (pp. 87-114). Norwood, NJ:
Ablex.

Britton, B.K., Van Duzen, L., Gulgoz, S., & Glynn, S.M. (1989).
Instructional texts rewritten by five experts teams. Revision and
retention improvements. Journal of Educational Psychology, 81,
226-239.



128(Doading Instruction 7desry and Practice

Brown, A. L. & Campione, J.C. (1981). Inducing flexible thinking: The
problem of access. In M.P. Friedman, J.P. Das & N. O’Connor
(Eds.), Intelligence and learning. New York: Plenum.

Brown, A.L., & Campione, J.C. (1990). Communities of learning and
thinking: Or context by any other name. Contribution to Human
Development, 21, 108-126.

Brown, A. L. & Palincsar, A. S. (1982). Inducing strategic learning
from texts by means of informed, self-control training, Topics in
Learning and Learning disabilities, 2 (1), 1-17.

Brown, A., & Palincsar, A. (1985). Reciprocal teaching of
comprehension strategies: A natural history of one program
for enhancing learning. (Technical Report No. 334), Urbana:
University of Illinois, Center for the Study of Reading.

Brown, A. L. & Palincsar, A. S. (1989). Guided, cooperative learning
and individual knowledge acquisition. In L. B. Resnick (Ed.)
Knowing, Learning and Instruction: Essays in Honor of Robert
Glaser. Hillsdale, N. J.: Lawrence Erlbaum.

Brown, A. L., Palincsar, A. S & Armbruster, B. (1984). Inducing
comprehension-fostering  activities in interactive learning
situations. In H. Mandel, N. Stein, & T. Trabasso (Eds.), Learning
from Texts. Hillsdale, N.J.: Lawrence Erlbaum.Brown and
Palincsar (1985).

Brown, A. L., Day, J. D., & Jones, E. S. (1983). The development of
plans for summarizing texts. Child Development, 54, 968-979.

Brown, A. L., Palincsar, A. S & Armbruster, B. (1984). Inducing
comprehension-fostering  activities in interactive learning
situations. In H. Mandel, N. Stein, & T. Trabasso (Eds.), Learning
from Texts. Hillsdale, N.J.: Lawrence Erlbaum.

Burt, M., Peyton J. K., & Adam (2003). Reading and adult language
learners: A review of the research. Washington, D.C: The Center
for Applied Linguistics.

Camnine, D., Kameenui, E.J., & Coyle, G. (1984). Utilization of
contextual information in determining the meaning of unfamiliar
words. Reading Research Quarterly, 19, 188-204.



Beferences|129

Carrell, P. L. (1998). Can reading strategies be successfully taught?
Australian Review of Applied Linguistics, 21(1), 1-20.

Carver, R. P. (1987). Should reading comprehension skills be taught?
In J. E. Readance & R.S. Baldwin (Eds.), Research in Literacy:
Merging Perspectives (Thirty-sixth yearbook of the National
Reading Conference) (pp. 115-126). Rochester, NY: National
Reading Conference.

Caverly, D.C., Nicholson, S.A., Radcliffe, R. (2004). The effectiveness
of strategic reading instruction for college developmental readers.
Journal of College Reading and Learning, 35(1), 25-49.

Chi, M.TH. & Koeske, M.D. (1983). Network representations of a
child’s dinasour knowledge. Development Psychology, 19, 29-39.

Chi, M. T.H. (1978). Knowledge structures and memory development.
In R.S. Siegler (Ed.), Children’s Thinking: What develops?
(pp. 73-96). Hillsdale, NJ: Erlbaum.

Chi, M.T.H., Bassok, M., Lewis, M.W., Reiman, P. and Glaser, R.
(1987). Self-explanations: How students study and use examples
in learning to solve problems. Pittsburgh: University of Pittsburgh,

Learning Research and Development Center. Eric Documents:
ED2966291.

Chi, M. T. H., Bassok, M., Lewis, M., Reimann, M. & Glaser, R.
(1989). Self-explanations: How students study and use examples
in learning to solve problems. Cognitive Science, /3, 145 182.

Chi, M.T.H., de Leeuw, N., Chui, M.H. & La Vancher, C. (1994).
Eliciting self- explanations improves understanding. Cognitive
Science 18, 439-477.

Chi, M., Feltovich, P., & Glaser, R. (1981). Categorization and
representation of physics problems by experts and novices.
Cognitive Science, 5(2), 121-152.

Chi, M. T., Glaser, R., & Rees, E. (1982). Expertise in problem solving.
In R. Sternberg (Ed.), Advances in the psychology of human
intelligence. Hillsdale, NJ: Erlbaum.



]30|Qcadin,g Instruction Pheory and Practice

Chiesi, H. L., Spilich, G. J., & Voss, J. F. (1979). Acquisition of
domain-related information in relation to high and low domain
knowledge. Journal of Verbal Learning and Verbal Behavior, 18,
157-183.

Chikamatsu, N. (2006). Developmental Word Recognition: A Study
of L1 English Readers of L2 Japanese. The Modern Language
Journal, 90, 67-85.

Chinn, C. A., & Anderson, R. C. (1998). The structure of discussions
that promote reasoning. Teachers College Record, 100, 315-368.

Cirilo, R. K. (1981). Referential coherence and text structure in story
comprehension. Journal of Verbal Learning and Verbal Behavior,
20, 358-367.

Clark, C. M., & P. L. Peterson. (1986). Teachers’ thought processes.
3rd edition.

Clark, M. (1979). Reading in Spanish and English: Evidences from
Adult ESL Students. Language Learning, 29, 125-150.

Clark, M.A. (1980). The Short Circuit Hypothesis of ESL Reading
or When Language Competence Interferes with Reading
Performance. Modern Language Journal 64, 203-208.

Clifford, G.J. (1978). Words for schools: The applications in education
of the vocabulary researchers of Edward L. Thorndike. In Suppes,
P (Ed.), Impact of research on education: Some case studies
(pp. 107-198).

Cohen, A. D. (1998). Strategies in learning and using a second
language. Harlow, Essex: Longman.

Cohen, K. (1999). Reluctant eighth grade readers enjoy sustained silent
reading. California Reader 33 (1), 22-25.

Collins, A., Brown, J.S. & Newman, S.E. (1989). Cognitive
apprenticeship: Teaching the craft of reading, writing and
matematics. In L.B. Resnick (Ed.), Knowing, learning and
instruction: Essays in honor of Robert Glaser (pp. 453-494).
Hillsdale, NJ: Erlbaum.



References|13 1

Cooper, M. (1984). Linguistic Competence of Practiced and Un-
Practiced Non-Native Readers of English. In Alderson and
Urquhart (Eds). Reading in a Second Language. New York:
Long-man.

Craik, F. & Lockhart, R. (1972). Levels of processing: A framework for
memory research. Journal of Verbal Learning & Verbal Behavior,
11, 671-684.

Crawley, S.J., & Mountain, L.H. (1988). Strategies for guiding content
reading. Boston: Allyn & Bacon.

Cummins, J. (1984) Bilingualism and special education: Issues in
assessment and pedagogy. Clevedon, England: Multilingual
Matters.

Cunningham, J.W. & Moore, D.W. (1986). The confused world of main
idea. Teaching main idea comprehension by Baumann, J.F. (ed.),
International Reading Association.

Cziko G.A. (1978). Differences in first and second language reading.
The use of syntactic, semantic and discourse constraints. Canadian
Modern Language Review, 34, 473-489.

Daniels, M. (1994). The effect of sign language on hearing children’s
language development. Communication Education, 43(4), 291-
298.

Davey, B. (1983). Think aloud: Modeling the cognitive processes of
reading comprehension. Journal of Reading, 27, 44-47.

Dewitz, P., Carr, EM., & Patberg, J.P. (1987). Effects of inference
training on comprehension and comprehension monitoring.
Reading Research Quarterly, 22, 99-121.

Doctorow, M., Wittrock, M.C., & Marks, C. (1978). Generative
processes in reading comprehension. Journal of Educational
Psychology, 70, 109-118.

Dole, J.A., & Smith, E.L. (1987). When prior knowledge is wrong:
Reading and learning from science text. Paper presented at
the annual meeting of the National Reading Conference, St.
Petersburg, FL.



132|Reading Instruction Thessy and Practice

Dole, J.A. Duffy, G.G Roehler, L.R., & Pearson, P.D. (1991). Moving
from the old to the new: Research on reading comprehension
instruction. Review of Educational Research, 61, 239-264.

Duffy, G.G. (1990). Reading strategy instruction: Intricacies and
implications. Paper presented at the annual meeting of the
American educational Research Association, Boston.

Dufty, G.G. (2002). The case for direct explanation of strategies. In
C.C. Block & M. Pressley (Eds.), Comprehension instruction:
Research-based best practices (pp. 28-41). New York: Guilford
Press.

Duffy, G.G. & Roehler, L.R. (1986). The subtleties of instructional
mediation. Educational Leadership, 43(7), 23-27.

Duffy, G. G. & Roehler, L. R. (1987a). Improving readinginstruction
through the use of responsive elaboration. Reading Teacher, 40(6),
514-520.

Dufty, G. G. & Roehler, L. R. (1987b). Improving reading instruction
through the use of responsive elaboration. The Reading Teacher,
40, 514-520.

Dufty, G. G. & Roehler, L. R. (1989a). The tension between information
giving and mediation: Perspectives on instructional explanation
and teacher change. In J. Brophy (Ed.), Advances in research on
teaching (Vol. 1, pp. 1-33). Greenwich, CT: JAIL

Dufty, G. G. & Roehler, L. R. (1989b). Why strategy instruction is
so difficult and what we need to do about it. In G. Miller, C.
McCormick, & M. Presley (Eds.), Cognitive strategy research:
From basic research to educational applications (pp. 133-154).
NY: Springer-Verlag.

Duffy, G.G., Roehler, L.R., & Rackliffe, G. (1986). How teachers’
instructional talk influences students’ understanding of lesson
content. Elementary School Journal, 87, 3-16.

Duffy, G., Roehler, L., Sivan, E., Rackliffe, G., Book, C., Meloth,
M., Vavrus, L., Wesselman, R., Putnam, J., & Bassiri, D. (1987).
Effects of explaining reasoning associated with using reading
strategies. Reading Research Quarterly, 22, 347-368.



Refenences| 133

Fender, M. (2001). A review of L1 and L2/ESL word integration skills
and the nature of L2/ESL.

word integration development involved in lower-level text processing.
Language Learning, 51, 319-396.

Flavell, J.H. (1981). Cognitive monitoring. In W.P. Dickson (Ed.),
Children’s oral communication skills. New York: Academic.

Flavell, J.H., Speer, J.R., Green, F.L., & August, D.L. (1981). The
development of comprehension monitoring and knowledge about
communication. Monographs of the Society for Research in Child
Development, 46(5), Serial No. 192.

Fletcher, C., van den Broek, P, & Arthur, E. (1996). A Model of
Narrative Comprehension and Recall. In Britton, B., & Graesser,
C. (Eds.), Models of Understanding Text, Mahwah, NJ: Lawrence
Erlbaum, 141-163.

Franks, J.I, Vye, N.J., Auble, PM., Mezynski, A.J., Perfetto, G.A.,
Bransford, J.C., Stein, B.S., & Littlefield, J. (1982). Learning
from explicit vs implicit. Journal of Experimental Psychology:
General, 111(4), 414-422.

Frederiksen, J. R . (1981). Sources of process interactions inreading.
In A. M Lesgold & C. A Perfetti (Eds.), Interactive processes
in reading, pp. 361-386). Hillsdale, NJ: Lawrence Erlbaum
Associates, Inc.

Freedman, S.W., Simons, E.R., Kalnin, J.S., Casareno, A., & the
M-Class Teams. (1999). Inside City Schools: Investigating Literacy
in Multicultural Classrooms, New York: Teachers College Press;
Urbana, IL: National Council of Teachers of English.

Fung, . Y.Y., Wilkinson, I. A.G., & Moore, D. W. (2002). L-1 assisted
reciprocal teaching to improve ESL student comprehension of
English expository text. Learning and Instruction, 13(1), 1-31.

Fuqua, J.W. (1993). Seven strategies for teaching context clues. In
M. W. Olson & S.P. Homan (Eds.), teacher to teacher: Strategies
Jfor the elementary classroom. Newark, DE: International Reading
assoclation.



134|Reading Instruction Z4eony and Practice

Gagne, R. M. (1977). The conditions of learning (3" ed.). New York:
Holt, Rinehart and Winston.

Garcia, G.E. (2000). Bilingual children reading. In M.L. Kamil, P.B.
Mosenthal, P.D. Pearson, & R. Barr (Eds.). Handbook of Reading
Research: Volume 111 (pp. 813-834). Mahwah, NJ:Erlbaum.

Glasser, R. (1982). Instructional psychology: Past, present, and future.
American Psychologist, 37, 292-305.

Garner, R. (1987). Metacognition and Reading Comprehension.
Norwood, NJ: Ablex.

Gamner, R., Macraedy, G.B. & Wagoner, S. (1984). Readers’ acquisition
of the components of the text lookback strategy. Journal of
Educational Psychology, 76, 300-309.

Garner, R., Wagoner, S., & Smith, T. (1983). Externalizing question-
answer strategies of good and poor comprehenders. Reading
Research Quarterly, 18(4), 439-447.

Glaser, R. (1990). The Reemergence of Leaming Theory within
Instructional Research. American Psychologist, 45, 29-3Goodman,
K. S. (1967). Reading A psycholinguistic guessing game. Journal
of the Reading Specialist, 6, 126-135.

Goodman, K. S. (1973). Miscues: Windows on the reading process. In
K.S. Goodman (Eds.), Miscue analysis, applications to reading
instruction (pp. 3-14). Educational Resources Information
Clearinghouse, Urbana, IL.

Goodman, Y. (1989). On writing ‘Reading Miscues - Windows on the
Psycholinguistic Guessing Game’. Current Comments, 21(6).

Goodman, K., Smith, E.B., Meredith, R., & Goodman, Y. (1987).
Language and thinking in school: A whole-language curriculum
(3rd ed.). New York.

Gordon, C.J. & Pearson, P.D. (1983). The Effects of Instruction on
Metacomprehension and Inferencing on Children'’s Comprehension
Abilities (Tech. Report. No227. Urbana, IL: University of Tllinois
Center for the Study of Reading).



References|135

Gough, P. B. (1972). One Second of Reading. In J. F. Kavanagh & 1.
G. Mattingly (eds.), Language by Ear and by Eye (pp. 331-365).
Cambridge, MA: MIT Press.

Grabe, W. (1997). Discourse Analysis and Reading Instruction. In T.
Miller (Ed.), Functional Approaches to Written Text: Classroom
Applications (pp. 2-15). Washington D.C.: English Language
Programs, United States Information Agency.

Grabe, W. (1991). Current Developments in Second Language Reading
Research. TESOL Quarterly, 25(3), 375-406.

Graesser A.C. & Clark, L.F. (1985). Structure and procedures of implicit
knowledge. Paradigms and processes in reading comprehension.
In A. P. Sweet and C. E. Snow (Eds.), Rethinking reading
comprehension (pp.82-98).

Graesser, A.C., Singer, M., & Trabasso, T. (1994). Constructing
inferences during narrative text comprehension. Psychological
Review, 101, 371-95.

Grant, R.A. & Wong, S.D. (2003). Barriers to literacy for language-
minority learners: an argument for change in the literacy education
profession. Journal of Adolescent & Adult Literacy, 46(5), 386-
394.

Guthrie, J. T. (1973). Reading comprehension and syntactic responses
in good and poor readers. Educational Psychology, 65(3), 294-
299.

Gutierrez, K.D. (1994). How talk, context, and script shape context for
learning: A cross-case comparison of journal sharing. Linguistics
and Education, 5, 335-365.

Halden, O. (1986). Learning history. Oxford Review of Education, 12,
53-66.

Hammerberg, D.D. (2004). Comprehension Instruction for
Socioculcuturally Diverse Classrooms: A Review of What We
Know. The Reading Teacher. Newark: 57(7), 648-59.

Hansen, J. & Pearson, P.D. (1983). An instructional study: Improving
the inferential comprehension of good and poor fourth graders.
Journal of Educational Psychology, 75(6), 821-829.



136|Reading Instruction Zhesry and Practice

Hansen, J. (1981). The effects of inference training and practice on
young children’s reading comprehension. Reading Research
Quarterly, 16, 391-417.

Harris, A. J. & Sipay, E.R. (1990). How to Increase Reading Ability.
Longman.

Harris, V. (2003). Adapting classroom-based strategy to distance
learning context. In N. J. Anderson (Ed.), TESL-EJ: Special Issue:
Strategy Research and Training, 7(2), A-1.

Harste, J.C. (1989). The future of whole language. Elementary School
Journal, 90, 243-249.

Harvey, S. & Goudvis, A. (2007). Strategies that Work: Teaching
Comprehension to Enhance Understanding. 2™ Ed. Portland, ME:
Stenhouse.

Hattie, J., Biggs, J., & Purdie, N. (1996). Effects of Learning Skills
Interventions on Student Learning: A Meta-analysis Review of
Educational Research 66(2), 99-136.

Heath, S.B. (1983). Ways with words. New York: Cambridge University
Press.

Heath, S.B. (1986). Literacy and language change. In Tannen, D., and
Alatis, J. E. (eds.), Language and Linguistics: The Interdependence
of Theory, Data, and Application. Georgetown University Press,
Washington, DC, pp 282-283.

Helmers, M. (2003). Introduction: Representing Reading. In M.
Helmers (Ed.), Intertexts: Reading Pedagogy in College Writing
Classrooms (pp. 3-26). Mahwah, NJ: Erlbaum.

Hood, S., Solomon, N., & Burns, A. (1996). Focus on Reading: New
edition. Sydney, Australia: National Centre for English Language
Teaching and Research.

Hung, C.M. (1990). The Effects of Pre-Reading Instruction on the
Comprehension of Text by ESL Readers. The English Teacher.
Vol. XIX.



References| 137

Hynds, S. (1997). On the brink: Negotiating literature and life with
adolescents. Newark, NJ International Reading Association.

Janzen, J. & Stoller, F. L. (1998). Integrating strategic reading into L2
instruction. Reading in a Foreign Language, 12(1), 251-269.

Johnson, P. (1982). Effects on Reading Comprehension of Building
Knowledge. TESOL Quarterly, 16(4), 503-516.

Johnson, P., & Afflerbach, P. (1985). The process of constructing main
ideas from text. Cognition and instruction, 2, 207-232.

Just, M. A. & Carpenter, P.A. (1978). A theory of reading: From eye
fixations to comprehension. Psychological Review, 87, 329-354.

Just, M. A., & Carpenter, P. A. (1980). A theory of reading: From eye
fixation to comprehension. Psychological Review, 87, 329-354.

Just, M.A. & Carpenter, P.A. (1987). The psychology of reading and
language comprehension. Boston: Allyn & Bacon.

Keene, E. & Zimmerman, S. (1997). Mosaic of thought: Teaching
comprehension in a reader’s workshop. Portsmouth, NH:
Heinemann.

Kiera D. E. (1985). Thematic processes in the comprehension
of the technical prose. In B. K. Britton & J.B. Black (Eds.),
Understanding expository text: A theoretical and practical
handbook for analyzing explanatory text (pp. 89-107). Hillsdale,
NJ: Lawrence Erlbaum, Inc.

King, A. (1994). Guiding Knowledge Construction in the Classroom:
Effects of Teaching Children How to Question and How to
Explain. American Educational Research Journal, 31, 368-365.

King, A. (1997). Running Scared. Atlantic Monthly, 279(1), 41-56.

Kintsch, W. T.A. & van Dijk. (1978). Toward a model of text
comprehension and production. Psychological Review, 85(5),
363-394.



138 Reading Instruction Phesry and Practice

Klinger, J.K. & Vaughn, S. (1996). Reciprocal teaching of reading
comprehension strategies for students with learning disabilities
who use English as a Second Language. The Elementary School
Journal, 96(3), 275-293.

Knuth, R.A. & Jones, B.F. (1991). What Does Research Say about
Reading? NCREL, Oak Brook.

Koda, K. (2005). Insights into second language reading: Across-
linguistic approach. Cambridge Press: New York.

Koh, M.Y. (1985). The Role of Prior Knowledge in Reading
Comprehension. Reading in a Foreign Language, 3(1), 375-381.

Korpela, M. (1995). Who Will Implement Information Technology for
Development? South African Computer Journal, 15, 20-25.

Krashen, S. (1993). The power of reading. Englewood, Colorado:
Libraries Unlimited.

Kucan, L. (2007). Insights from teachers who analyzed transcripts of
their own classroom discussions. The Reading Teacher, 61(3),
228-236.

Kujawa, S., & Huske, L. (1995). The Strategic Teaching and Reading
Project guidebook (Rev. ed.). Oak Brook, IL: North Central
Regional Educational Laboratory.

Ladson-Billings, G. (1995). But that’s just good teaching! The case
for culturally relevant pedagogy. Theory into Practice, 34(3),
159-165.

Langer, J.A. (1981). Pre-reading plan (PReP): Facilitating text
comprehension, in J. Chapman (Ed.), The Reader and the Text.
London: Heinemann, 125-131.

Langer, J. (1992). Rethinking literature instruction. In J. Langer (Ed.)
Literature Instruction: A Focus on Student Response. Urbana, IL:
National Council of Teachers of English.

Langer, J.A. (2001). Literature as opening possibilities. In L.
Vanderhoeven & C. Snow (Eds.) Creating a world of engaged
readers. NY: Erlbaum



Befenences| 139

Langer, J.A. (2002). Effective English Instruction. Urbana, IL: National
Council of Teachers of English.

Langer, J.A. & Nicolich, M. (1981). Prior knowledge and its effect on
comprehension, Journal of Reading Behavior, 13, 4, 373-381.

Langer, J.A., Bartolome, L., Lucas, T., & Vasquez, O. (1990). Meaning
construction in school literacy tasks: A study of bilingual students.
American Educational Research Journal, 27, 3, 427-471.

Lee, J.F. (1986). Background knowledge and L2 reading. The Modern
Language Journal, 70(4), 350-54.

Lee, C.D. (1993). Signifying as a scaffold for literary interpretation:
The pedagogical implications of an African American discourse
genre. Urbana, IL: National Council of Teachers of English.

Lee, C. D. (1995). A culturally based cognitive apprenticeship:
teaching African American high school students skills in literary
interpretation. Reading Research Quarterly, 30(4), 608-630.

Lee, J. F. (1997). Non-native reading research and theory. In K. Bardovi-
Harlig & B. Hartford (eds.), Beyond methods: Components of
second language teacher education (pp. 152-171), New York:
McGraw Hill.

Lee, C. D. (2001). Is October brown Chinese? A cultural modeling
activity system forunderachieving students. American Educational
Research Journal, 38(1), 97-141.

Lipson, M.Y. (1982). Learning new information from text: The role of
prior knowledge and reading ability. Journal of Reading Behavior,
14,243 - 261.

Losey, K. (1995). Mexican American students and classroom
interaction: An overview and critique. Review of Educational
Research, 65(3), 283-318.

Loxterman, J.A., Beck, L.L., & Mckeown, M.G. (1994). The effects
of thinking aloud during reading on students’ comprehension of
more or less coherent text. Reading Research Quarterly, 29(4),
352-367.



140|Reading Instruction Tdeory and Practice

Lysynchuk, L., Pressley, M., & Vye, N. (1990). Reciprocal Teaching
Improves Standardized Reading-Comprehension Performance
in Poor Comprehenders. The Elementary School Journal, 90(5),
469-484.

Manzo, A.V. (1968). Improving Reading Comprehension through
Reciprocal Questioning. Unpublished doctoral dissertation,
Syracuse University. In Palincsar, A.S. & A.L. Brown (1984).
Reciprocal Teaching of Comprehension-Fostering and
Comprehension-Monitoring Activities. Cognition and Instruction,
1(2), 117-175.

Manzo, K. (2005). National Clout of DIBELS Test draws Scrutiny.
Education Week, 25(5), 1-12.

Marshall, J.D., Smagorinksy, P., & Smith, M. (1995). The language of
interpretation: Patterns of discourse in discussions of literature.
Urbana, IL: National Council of Tecahers of English.

Martin, C. (2000). Research base for all instructional models in 9 good
habits for all readers. Zaner-Bloser Reading.

Masur, E.F., McIntyre, C.W., & Flavell, J. H. (1973). Developmental
changes in apportionment of study time among items in a
multitrial free recall task. Journal of Experimental Child
Psychology, 15,237-247.

McKeown, M.G. & Beck, L.L. (2004). Transforming knowledge into
professional development resources: Six teachers implement a
model of teaching for understanding text. The Elementary School
Journal, 104(5), 391-408.

McKeown, M. G. & Beck, I. L. (1990). The Assessment and
Characterization of Young Leamers’ Knowledge of a Topic in
History. American Educational Research Journal, 27, 688-726.

McKeown, M.G., & Beck, I.L. (1998). Talking to an author: Readers
taking charge of the reading process. In R. Calfee & N. Spivey
(Eds.), The reading-writing connection (Yearbook for the National
Society for the Study of Education, Vol. 97, pp. 112-130). Chicago:
National Society for the Study of Education.



Eegaacea|l4l

McKeown, M.G., Beck, L.L., & Sandora, C.A. (1996). Questioning
the Author: An approach to developing meaningful classroom
discourse. In M.G. Graves, B.M. Taylor, & P. van den Broek
(Eds.), The first R: Every childs right to read (pp. 97-119).
New York: Teachers College Press.

McKeown, M.G., Beck, I.LL., & Sandora, C.A. (1996). Questioning
the Author: An approach to developing meaningful classroom
discourse. In M.G. Graves, B.M. Taylor, & P. van den Broek
(Eds.), The first R: Every childs right to read (pp. 97-119).
New York: Teachers College Press.

McKeown, M.G., Beck, I.L., Sinatra, G.M., & Loxterman, JA.
(1992). The contribution of prior knowledge and coherent text to
comprehension. Reading Research Quarterly, 27, 79-93.

McKeown, M.G. & Beck, [.L. (2004). Transforming knowledge into
professional development resources: Six teachers implement a
model of teaching for understanding text. The Elementary School
Journal, 104(5), 391-408.

McKeown, M.G., Beck, LL., Sinatra, G.M., & Loxterman, J.A.
(1992). The contribution of prior knowledge and coherent text to
comprehension. Reading Research Quarterly, 27, 79-93.

McKeown, M.G., Beck, I.L., Worthy, M.J. (1993). Grappling with
ideas: Questioning the Author. Reading Teacher, 46, 560-566.

Means, M.L. & Voss, I.F. (1985). Star Wars: A developmental study of
expert and novice knowledge structures. Journal of Memory and
Language, 24, 746-757.

Meloth, M. (1987). Instruction and mediational processing of reading
lesson content. Paper presented at the annual meeting of the
Michigan Reading Association, Grand Rapids. In Gerald et al.,
(1987). Effects of explaining the reasoning associated with using
reading strategies. Reading Research Quarterly, 22(3), 347-368.

Meyer, B J. F. & Rice, G. E. (1984). The structure of text. In P. D.
Pearson ( Ed.), Handbook on reading research (pp. 319-352).
New York: Longman.



142 IQcading Instruction Pheory and Practice

Morrow, L.M. (1990). Assessing children’s understanding of story
through their construction and reconstruction of narrative. In
L. M. Morrow & J. K. Smith (Eds.), Assessment for instruction
in early literacy (pp. 110-134). Englewood Cliffs, NJ: Prentice-
Hall.

Nassaji, H. (2002). Schema theory and knowledge-based processes in
second language reading comprehension: A need for alternative
perspectives. Language Learning, 52(2), 439-481.

Nist, S. L. & Simpson, M. (1990). The effects of PLAE upon students’
test performance and metacognitive awareness. In J. E. Readance
& R. S. Baldwin (Eds.), 39" Yearbook of the National Reading
Conference: Literacy Theory and Research: Analysis from a
multiple paradigms (pp. 321 — 328). Chicago: National Reading
Conference.

North Central Regional Educational Laboratory. December 2" (2004).
http//:www.ncrel.org.

O’Flavahan, J.F. (1994/1995). Teacher role options in peer discussions
about literature. The Reading Teacher, 48, 354-356.

Omalley, A.M. & Chamot, A.U. (1990). Learning strategies in
second language acquisition. Cambridge, England: Cambridge
University Press.

O'Malley, J. M. & Chamot, A. U. (1995). Learning Strategies in Second
Language Acquisition. UK: Cambridge University Press.

Osburn, B., Patterson, L., & Prouty, J. (1990). What do whole language
teachers do for comprehension instruction? Paper presented at

the annual meeting of the National Reading Conference, Miami
Beach, FL.

Osman, S. (1984). Effects of Prior Knowledge on ESL Reading.
In Byong Wan Kin (ed.) Reading in Asia the First Year Book of
CCA. Seoul, Korea: Hanyang University Press. 43-61.

Oxford, R. (2001). Language learning styles and strategies. In
M. Celce-Murcia (Ed.), Teaching English as a second or foreign
language (3" ed.). Boston, MA: Heinle & Heinle.



References 143

Oxford, R.L., Park-Oh, Y., Ito, S., & Sumrall, M. (1993). Japanese
by satellite: Effects of motivation, language learning styles and
strategies, gender, course level, and previous language learning
experiences on Japanese language achievement. Foreign
Language Annals, 26, 359-371.

Pakenham, K. J. (1994). Making connections: An interactive approach
to academic reading. New York: St Martin Press.

Palincsar, A. S. & Brown, A. L. (1984). Reciprocal Teaching of
Comprehension-Fostering and Comprehension-Monitoring
Activities. Cognition and Instruction, 1(2), 117-175.

Palincsar, A.S. (2003). Collaborative Approaches to Comprehension
Instruction. In A.P. Sweet & C.E. Snow (Eds.), Rethinking Reading
Comprehension (pp. 99-114). New York: Guilford.

Paris, S., Lipson, M., & Wixson, K. (1983). Becoming a strategic
reader. Contemporary Educational Psychology 8, 293-316.

Paris, S. G., Lipson, M. Y., & Wixson, K. K. (1994). Becoming a
strategic reader. In R. Ruddell, M. Ruddell, & H. Singer (Eds).
Theoretical models and processes of reading (4"ed.) (pp.788-
810). Newark, DE: International Reading Association.

Pearson, P.D., & Fielding, L. (1991). Comprehension instruction. In
R. Barr, L. Kamil, P.B. Mosenthal, & P.D. Pearson (Eds.),
Handbook of Reading Research (Vol. 2, pp 815-860). White
Plains, NY: Longman.

Pearson, P.D. & Dole, J.A. (1987). Explicit comprehension instruction:
Areview ofthe research and a new conceptualization of instruction.
The Elementary School Journal, 88, 153-167.

Pearson, P.D., Roehler, L. R., Dole, J.A., & Duffy, G.G. (1992).
Developing Expertise in Reading Comprehension. In J. Samuels
& A. Farstrup (Eds.), What Research Has to Say about Reading
Instruction (pp 145-199). Newark, DE: International Reading
Association.

Pearson, P. D., Hansen, J., & Gordon, C. (1979). The effect of
background knowledge on young children’s comprehension of



144|Dcading Instruction esry and Practice

explicit and implicit information. Journal of Reading Behavio,
11, 201-209.

Perfetti, C. A. (1985). Reading Ability. New York: Oxford University
Press.

Perfetti, C. A. (1989). There are generalized abilities and one of them is
reading. In L.B. Resnick (Ed.), Knowing Learning and Instruction:
Essays in honor of Robert Glaser (pp. 307-335). Hillsdale, NIJ:
Lawrence Erlbaum Associates, Inc.

Pressley, M. (2000). What should comprehension instruction be
the instruction of? In M.L. Kamil, P.B. Mosenthal, P.D. Pcarson,
R. Barr (Eds.), Handbook Of Reading Research (Vol.3, pp. 545-
563). Mahwah, NJ: Erlbaum.

Pressley, M. (2002). Comprehension strategies instruction: A turn-
of-the-century report. In C.C. Block & M. Pressley (Eds.),
Comprehension instruction: Research-based practices (pp. 11-
27). New York: Guilford Press.

Pressley, M., El-Dinary, P.B., Gaskins, ., Schuder, T., Bergman, J.L.,
Almasi, J., & Brown, R. (1992). Beyond direct explanation;
Transactional instruction of reading comprehension strategies.
Elementary School Journal, 92, 511-553.

Pressley, M., Goodchild, F., Fleet J., Zajchowski, R., Evans, E.D.
(1989). The challenges of classroom strategy instruction.
The Elementary School Journal, §9(3), 301-342.

Pressley, M., Johnson, C.J., Symons, S., McGoldrick, J.A., & Kurita,
J.A. (1989). Strategies that improve children’s memory and
comprehension of text. Elementary School Journal, 90, 3-32.

Pressley, M., Synder, B. L., & Cariglia-Bull, T. (1987). Strategies that
improve memory and comprchension of text. Elementary School
Journal, 90, 3-32.

Primeaux, J. (2000). Focus on research: Shifting perspectives on
struggling readers. Language Arts, July, 537-542.

Qian, D. D. (1999). Assessing the roles of depth and breadth of
vocabulary knowledge in reading comprehension. Canadian
Modern Language Review, 56(2), 282-307.



Reference|145

Raphael, T.E. & Pearson, P.D. (1985). The effect of metacognitive
awareness training on children’s question-answering behavior
(Technical Report No. 238). Urbana-Champaign: Center for the
Study of Reading, University of Illinois.

Raphael, T. E. & Wonacutt, C.A. (1985). Heightening fourth grade
students’ sensitivity to sources of information for answering
comprehension question. Reading Research Quarterly, 20, 282-
296.

Raphael, T. E. & McMahon, M. L. (1994). Book Club: An alternative
framework for reading instruction. The Reading Teacher, 48(2),
102-116.

Rasinski, T., Blachowicz, C., & Lems, K. (2006). Fluency Instruction.
Research-Based Best Practices. Guilford Press.

Resnick, L.B. (1984). Comprehending and learning: Implications for
a cognitive theory of instruction. In H. Mandl, N.L. Stein, & T.
Trabasso (Eds.), Learning and comprehension of text (pp. 431-
4430, Hillsdale, NJ: Lawrence Erlbaum.

Resnick, L.B. (1985). Instructional psychology. In T. Husen & T. N.
Postlethwaite (Eds.), International encyclopedia of education:
Research and studies (pp. 2569-2581). Pergamon.

Roehler, L. & Dufty, G. (1987). Characteristics of instructional
responsiveness associated with effective teaching of reading
strategies. A paper presented at the meeting of the National
Reading Conference, St. Petersburg, FL.

Roehler, L., Duffy, G., & Warren, S. (1987). Adaptive strategy
actionsassociated with effective teaching of reading strategies. In
J. Readance & S. Baldwin (Eds.), Dialogues in literary research
(Thirty-seventh Yearbook of the National Reading Conference,
pp. 339-346). Chicago: National Reading Conferenc

Rosenblatt, L.M. (1938). Literature as exploration. New York:
Appleton-Century.

Rosenshine, B. (1980). Skill hierarchies in reading comprehension. In
R. J. Spiro, B. C. Bruce, 7 W.F. Brewer (Eds.), Theoretical issues
in reading comprehension (pp. 535-554). Hillsdale, NJ: Lawrence
Erlbaum Associates.



146|Reading Instruction Zheory and Practice

Rubin, J. (2001). Language learner self-management. Journal of Asian
Pacific Communications, 11,25-37.

Rumelhart, D.E. & Ortony, A. (1977). The representation of knowledge
in memory. In R.C. Anderson, R.J. Spiro, & W.E. Montague
(Eds.), Schooling and the acquisition of knowledge (pp. 99-136).
Hillsdale, NJ: Lawrence Erlbaum Associates.

Rumelhart, D. E. (1977). Toward an interactive model of reading.
In S. Dornic (ed.), Attention and Performance VI (pp. 573-604).
Hillsdale, NJ: Erlbaum.

Rumelhart, D.E. (1980). Schemata: The building of blocks of cognition.
InR.J. Spiro, B. C. Bruce, & W.F. Brewer (Eds.), theoretical Issues
in Reading Comprehension (pp. 33-58). Hillsdale, NJ: Lawrence
Erlbaum Associates, Inc.

Salataci, R. & Akyel, A. (2002). Possible Effects of Strategy Instruction
on L1 and L2 Reading. Reading in a Foreign Language, 14(1).
http://nfirc. hawaii.edu/rfl.

Sandora, C. B., Beck, [., & McKeown, M. (1999). A comparison of
two discussion strategies on students’ comprehension and
interpretation of complex literature. Jowrnal of Reading
Psychology, 20, 177-212.

Schwartz, R. M. & Raphael, T. (1985). Concept of Definition: A Key
to Improving Students’ Vocabulary. Reading Teacher, 39(2), 198-
205.

Seng, G.H. & Hashim, F. (2006). Use of L1 in L2 reading comprehension
among tertiary ESL learners. Reading in a Foreign Language,
18(1), ISSN 1539-0578.

Seng, G.H. (2007). The eftects of think-aloud in a collaborative
environment to improve comprehension of L2 texts. The Reading
Matrix, 7(2), 2-45.

Short, K. & Pierce, K. (1990). Talking About Books. Portsmouth, NH:
Heinemann.

Simpson, M. L. (2002). Program evaluation studies: Strategic learning

delivery model suggestions. Journal of Developmental Education,
26(2), 2-39.



References|147

Singer, H. & Donlan, D. (1982). Active comprehension: problem
solving schema with question generation for comprehension of
complex short stories. Reading Research Quarterly, 17(2), 166-
86.

Singhal, M. (2001). Reading proficiency, reading strategies,
metacognitive awareness and L2 readers. The Reading Matrix, 1
(1), 8 pp.

Slater, W.H. & Graves, M.F. (1989). Research on expository text:
Implications for teachers. In K. D. Muth (ed.), Children’s
Comprehension of Text: Research into Practice (pp. 103—139).
Newark, DE: International Reading Association.

Slater, W. H., Graves, M. F., & Piche, G. L. (1985). Effects of structural
organizers on ninth-grade students’ comprehension and recall of

four patterns of expository text. Reading Research Quarterly, 20,
189-202.

Sollars, V. & Pumfrey, P.D. (1999). International Journal of Early Years
Education, 7(2), 141-57.

Spilich, G.J., Vesonder, G.T., Chiesi, H.L., & Voss, J.F. (1979). Text
processing Of domain-related information for individuals with
high and low domain Knowledge. Journal of Verbal Learning and
Verbal Behavior, 18, 275-290.

Spiro, R.J. (1980). Constructive processes in prose comprehension
and recall. In R. J. Spiro(Ed.), Theoretical issues in reading
comprehension (pp. 245-278). Hillsdale, NJ: Lawrence Erlbaum
Associates.

Stein, B.S., Bransford, J.D., Franks, J.J., Vye, N.J., & Perfetto, G.A.
(1982). Differences in judgments of learning difficulty. Journal of
Experimental Psychology: General, 11, 406-413.

Swaffar, J.K., Arens, K.M., & Bymes, H. (1991). Reading for meaning.
An integrated. approach to language learning. Englewood Cliffs,
NJ: Prentice Hall.

Thomas, W. & Collier, V. (1997). School effectiveness for language
minority students. Resource Collection Series. Washington, DC:
National Clearinghouse for Bilingual Education.



150|Qeading Instruction Pheery and Practice

Zhang, L. J. (2000a). Metacognition in L2 reading literacy acquisition:
The case of ten Chinese students learning to read EFL. In A. Brown
(ed.), English in Southeast Asia '99: Developing Multiliteracies
(pp. 83-96). Singapore: Nanyang Technological University.

Zhang, L. J. (2001a). Awareness in reading: EFL students’
metacognitive knowledge of reading strategies in an acquisition-
poor environment. Language Awareness 10(4), 268-288.

Zhang, L. J. (2002a). Exploring EFL reading as a metacognitive
experience: Reader awareness and reading performance. Asian
Journal of English Language Teaching, 12, 65-90.

Zimmerman, B.J. (2002). Becoming a self-regulated learner: An
overview. Theory into Practice, 41(2), 64-70.



This book offers insights into some theories and practices
in first language reading which may serve as a platform
for second language reading. Advancement in first
language reading theories and instructional practices
could be transferred to second language reading domain
with appropriate modifications to suit the nature of second
language reading. Therefore, second language reading
practitioners and researchers might find this book to be
particularly resourceful.
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