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Appendix K — Completed Miscue Analysis In-Depth Procedure Coding Forms and
Typescripts for Jessica (After Study)

0705 shoes. ° 3My friends and I played Pin the Tail on the Donkey, 3a. ! N -

0706 and Mom seemed relaxed and happy. | 63. ‘( Y N
0707 **But after the party, Mom gave me Dad’s letter. 5. Y Y N
0708 My dear daughter Virginia, 55. | i N
0709 **Now that You are nine, you are old enough to 56. YY ”

0710  understand what we are fighting @ over here. *'This

0711 war is long and hard. **But our goal is to make the 5 7. Y Y N
2b
enet
0712 worid better and safer for your generation and for
27+ R
Featness
0713 ggneraﬁons to come. It gives me(satisfaction to 58. ¥ N -

0714  know that you are pitching in and doing your part in

0715  the war by being a good Yyoung lady and studying 57. Y i N

0716  hard, Lo. YYN

0717 OAfter reading the letter,E felt sort of empty. I didn’t want (| YY N
g

0718 to grow ufast. Mom looked sad. ®I peeked into her (o2 . ¥ M

@

late
0719 bedrooml|later that night. ®*She was holding some letters in her B YY '\]

0720 hand and staring at the photos. $*She might have been crying, w Yx N

5
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0721 so1just tiptoed back to bed. *°She misses my dad a lot. l 65. YY N

- YYN

———
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Appendix L — Explanation of Markings for Miscue Analysis

The Essential RMA: A Window into Readers’ Thinking

Appendix E:
Explanation of Markings for Miscue Analysis

Substitutions

Substitutions are shown by writing the miscue directly
above the word or phrase. Read as He hated to get
Marcel’s white hairs on his beautiful new shirt.

He hated to get Marcel’s white hairs on his

shirt
beautiful new suit.

Onmission

Omissions are marked by circling the omitted language
structures. Read as “ can do that,” replied the
husband.

“I can do@hat," replied the husband.

| Regressions or Repetitions
| Linguistic structures that are reread are underlined to
1 explicitly show how much the reader chose to reread.
Regressions are marked by drawing a line from right to
left to the point at which the reader went back to repeat.
An é designates  simple repetitions. Multiple
| repetifions, words or phrases that are repeated more
than once, are underlined each time they occur. Read as
Why don’t you—Why don’t you do my work some day?
and All at—All at—All at once I was covered with red
paint.

Why don’t you do my work some day?

[
! E All at once I was covered with red paint.

Insertions

Insertions are shown by marking a proofreader’s caret at
the point of insertion and writing the inserted word or
phrase where it occurs in the text. Read as “Now ['ve
got some more work to do,” said the man.

some o
“Now I've goymore work to do,” said the man.

Regressing and Abandoning a Correct Form
Abandonments are marked by drawing a line from right
to left at the point at which the reader went back to
repeat but abandoned the expected text. An is used
to indi this type of regression. In this ple, the
reader first reads head against the wall, then rejects this
possibility and produces the more sensible hand against
the wall. Read as “How many times did I hit my head
against the wall—hand against the wall? "' she asked.

Regressing and Correcting the Miscue

[ (self-corrections)
Self-corrections are marked by drawing a line from
right to left to the point at which the reader went back
to repeat in order to correct the miscue. A (€) indicates
a correction.

The markings in this example show that the reader
substitutes flash for the words few minutes. She then
regresses and corrects the miscue: /'// light a fire in the
fireplace and the porridge will be ready in a flash—a

few minutes.

I'l1 light a fire in fhe fireplace and the porridge will
Hasn

be ready in{a few minutes.

— and..
“How many times did I hit my|head against the

\ wall?” she asked.

| Substitutions Often Called Reversals

An editor’s transposition symbol shows which words
have been reversed. Read as / sat down looking at
Andrew. and Something was wrong with Papa.

| utwal Andrew.

Wasgomething wrong with Papa?
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Appendix E: Explanation of Markings for Miscue Analysis

Regressing and Unsuccessfully Attempting to Correct

Repeated Miscues
R d mi are marked with an to indicate

Unsuccessful attempts to correct are marked by drawing
a line from right to left to the point at which the reader
began to repeat in an attempt to correct. A is used to
desi; this type of regressi

In this example, the reader says river washed twice
and this is marked as , an unsuccessful attempt at
correction. Read as And this he did with such might that
soon the river washed—river washed over its banks, ...

the same miscue for the same text item.

(%
Off'(c?m“e our boots. Off chmet our socks.

[ Tnt Shift

And this he did with such might that soon the

ed
rivelwlﬁlsﬂe\d over its banks,...

Nonword Substitutions
A dollar sign ($) indicates that a reader has produced a
miscue that is not recognizable as a word in the reader’s
language. Retain as much of the original spelling of the
text word as possible. Read as Judy shrickled and jumped
up in her chair.

$ shrickled
Judy shrieked and jumped up in her chair.

Partial Miscues

Partial miscues are marked by putting a dash after a
partial word when a reader attempts but does not produce
a complete word. Intonation is used to determine partial
miscues.

Often readers start to say a word and self-correct or
attempt a correction before a word is completed. Here,
the reader predicts ability. He only starts the word and
immediately self-corrects to able. Partial attempts that are
corrected are marked on the typescript with a dash
following the partial, but are not transferred to the coding
sheet.

There is nothing greater than man and the work

-

\
he is best able to do.
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| An accent mark indicates intonation shifts within a
word. Intonation shifts are marked only if there is a

| change in ing or ical of the
original text.

|

He will record her voice.

A
We want the project to succeed.

Pauses

A /" marks noticeable pauses in reading. It is
useful to mark the length of unusually long
pauses.

23sec-
“What do you do all day/while I am away cutting

wood?”

Dialect and Other Language Variations

Miscues that involve a sound, vocabulary item, or
grammatical variation that is perceived as a dialect
difference between the author and reader are marked
with a (d). Read as I switched off the headlights of the
car... and ...just about everybody like babies.

@

ts
s of th

heod li
I switched off the head]

1Ke
..just about everybody likes babies?




References

Allen, P. D. (1972). Cue systems available during the reading process: A psycholinguistic
viewpoint. The Elementary School Journal, 72(5), 258-264.

Allington, R. L. (2007). Literacy lessons in the elementary schools: Yesterday, today, and
tomorrow. In R. L. Allington & S. A. Walmsley (Eds.), No quick fix: Rethinking
literacy programs in America’s elementary schools—the RTI edition (pp. 1-15).
New York, NY: Teachers College Press.

Almazroui, K. M. (2007). Learning together through retrospective miscue analysis:
Salem’s case study. Reading Improvement. 44(3), 153-168.

Bean, R. M. & Swan Dagen, A. (2012). Best practices of literacy leaders: Keys to school
improvement. New York, NY: The Guilford Press.

Beck, I. L., McKeown, M. G., & Kucan, L. (2013). Bringing words to life: Robust
vocabulary instruction (2" Ed.). New York, NY: The Guilford Press.

Bloome, D. & Dail, A. R. (1997). Toward (re)defining miscue analysis: Reading as a
social and cultural process. Language Arts, 74(8), 610-617.

Comber, B. & Kamler, B. (2007). Getting out of deficit: Pedagogies of reconnection.
Teaching Education, 15(3), 293-310.

Costello, S. (1996). A teacher/researcher uses RMA. In Y. M. Goodman & A. M. Marek
(Eds.), Retrospective miscue analysis: Revaluing readers and reading (pp.165-175).
Katonah, NY: Richard C. Owen Publisher, Inc.

Creswell, J. W. (2013). Qualitative inquiry & research design: Choosing among five

approaches. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage Publications

270



Darling-Hammond, L., Chung Wei, R., Andree, A., Richardson, N., & Orphano, S.
(2009). Professional learning in the learning profession: A status report on teacher
development in the United States and abroad. Stanford, CA: National Staff
Development Council.

Darling-Hammond, L. (2010). The flat world and education: How America’s commitment
to equity will determine our future. New York, NY: Teachers College Press.

Davenport, M. R. (2002). Miscues not mistakes: Reading assessment in the classroom.
Portsmouth, NH: Heinemann.

DeFord, D. E. (1985). Validating the construct of theoretical orientation in reading
instruction. Reading Research Quarterly, 20(3), 351-367.

Dewey, J. (2009). Democracy and education: An introduction to the philosophy of
education. New York, NY: The Free Press; Collier-Macmillan.

Dudley-Marling, C. (2007). Return of the Deficit. Journal of Educational Controversy,
2(1). Retrieved March 5, 2017 from
http://cedar.wwu.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1028&context=jec.

DuFour, R. & Fullan, M. (2013). Cultures built to last: Systematic PLCs at work.
Bloomington, IN: Solution Tree Press.

Early Literacy Implementation Law, lowa Stat. §279.68 (2012).

Easton, L. B. (2008). From professional development to professional learning. Phi Delta
Kappan, 89(10), 755-759.

Fullan, M. (2007). The new meaning of educational change. New York, NY: Teachers
College Press.

Glasscock, S. (2004). The right fly. Boston, MA: Houghton Mifflin Company.

271



Glesne, C. (2011). Becoming qualitative researchers: An introduction. Boston, MA:
Pearson Education, Inc.

Goodman, K. S. (1965). Linguistic study of cues and miscues in reading. Elementary
English, 42, 639-643.

Goodman, K. S. (1969). Analysis of oral reading miscues: Applied psycholinguistics.
Reading Research Quarterly, 5(1), 9-30.

Goodman, K. S. (1970). Reading: A psycholinguistic guessing game. International
Reading Association Conference Papers, 14, 259-272.

Goodman, K. S. (1973). Miscues: Windows on the reading process. In K. S. Goodman
(ed.), Miscue Analysis: Applications to Reading Education. Urbana, IL: ERIC and
NCTE.

Goodman, K. (1985). Unity in reading. In H. Singer & R. Ruddell (Eds.), Theoretical
models and processes of reading (pp. 813-840). Newark, DE: International Reading
Association.

Goodman, K. S. (1994). Reading, writing, and written texts: A transactional
sociopsycholinguistic view. In R. B. Ruddell, M. R. Ruddell, & H. Singer (Eds.),
Theoretical models and processes of reading (pp. 1093-1130). Newark, DE:
International Reading Association.

Goodman, K. S. (1996). On reading. Portsmouth, NH: Heinemann.

Goodman, K. S. (1996). Principles of revaluing. In Y. M. Goodman & A. M. Marek
(Eds.), Retrospective miscue analysis: Revaluing readers and reading (pp.13-20).

Katonah, NY: Richard C. Owen Publisher, Inc.

272



Goodman, K. S. (2014). What’s whole in whole language in the 21% century?. New York,
NY': Garn Press.

Goodman, K. S. & Goodman, Y. M. (2011). Learning to read: A comprehensive model.
In R. J. Meyer & K. F. Whitmore (Eds.), Reclaiming reading: Teachers, students,
and researchers regaining spaces for thinking and action (pp. 19-41). New York,
NY: Routledge, Taylor & Francis Group.

Goodman, K. S., Fries, P. H., & Strauss, S. L. (2016). Reading—The grand illusion: How
and why people make sense of print. New York, NY: Routledge.

Goodman, Y. M. (1996). Revaluing readers while readers revalue themselves:
Retrospective miscue analysis. The Reading Teacher, 49(8), 600-609.

Goodman, Y. M., & Marek, A. M. (1996). Retrospective miscue analysis: Revaluing
readers and reading. Katonah, NY: R.C. Owen Publishers.

Goodman, Y. M., Martens, P., & Flurkey, A. D. (2014). The essential RMA: A window
into readers’ thinking. Katonah, NY: Richard C. Owen Publishers.

Goodman, Y. M., Martens, P., & Flurkey, A. D. (2016). Revaluing readers: Learning
from Zachary. Language Arts, 63(3), 213-225.

Goodman, Y. M., Watson, D. J., & Burke, C. L. (1987). Reading miscue inventory:
Alternative procedures. New York, NY: R.C. Owen Publishers, Inc.

Goodman, Y. M., Watson, D. J., & Burke, C. L. (2005). Reading miscue inventory: From
evaluation to instruction. Katonah, NY: Richard C. Owen Publishers.

Guskey, T. R. (2003). What makes professional development effective? Phi Delta

Kappan 84(10), 748-750.

273



Guskey, T. R. (2007). Using assessments to improve teaching and learning. In D. Reeves
(Ed.), Ahead of the curve: The power of assessment to transform teaching and
learning (pp. 15-29). Bloomington, IN: Solution Tree Press.

Guskey, T. R. (2009). Closing the knowledge gap on effective professional development.
Educational Horizons, 87(4), 224-233.

lowa Department of Education. (2012). Early literacy guidance. Des Moines, IA: lowa
Department of Education.

lowa Department of Education. (n.d.). lowa TIER [Brochure]. N.p.: Author.

lowa Reading Research Center: Who we are. (2016, July 30). Retrieved from
http://www.iowareadingresearch.org/about/

Kabuto, B. (2009). Parents and children reading and reflecting together: The possibilities
of family retrospective miscue analysis. The Reading Teacher, 63(3), 212.

Keene, E. O. (2008). To understand: New horizons in reading comprehension.
Portsmouth, NH: Heinemann.

Learning Forward (2010, December). Key points in Learning Forward’s definition of
professional development. JSD, 31(6), 16-17.

Lieberman, A., & Miller, L. (2014). Teachers as professionals: Evolving definitions of
staff development. In L. E. Martin, S. Kralger, D. J. Quatroche, & K. L. Bauserman
(Eds.), Handbook of professional development in education: Successful models and
practices, Pre-K-12 (pp. 3-21). New York, NY: Guildford Press.

Marek, A. M. (1996). Understanding the reading process. In Y. M. Goodman & A. M.
Marek (Eds.), Retrospective miscue analysis: Revaluing readers and reading (pp.
21-38). Katonah, NY: Richard C. Owen Publisher, Inc.

274



Marek, A. M., & Goodman, Y. M. (1996). An accomplished professional: A reader in
trouble. In Y. M. Goodman & A. M. Marek (Eds.), Retrospective miscue analysis:
Revaluing readers and reading (pp. 51-70). Katonah, NY: Richard C. Owen
Publisher, Inc.

Martens, P. (1995). Reflections. Primary Voices K-6 3 (4): 39-42.

Martens, P. (1998). Using retrospective miscue analysis to inquire: Learning from
Michael. The Reading Teacher, 52(2), 176-80.

Martens, P., & Doyle, M. (2011). Revaluing readers and reading: Learning from the
“mighty readers.” In R. J. Meyer & K. F. Whitmore (Eds.), Reclaiming reading:
Teachers, students, and researchers regaining spaces for thinking and action (pp.
47-60). New York, NY: Routledge, Taylor & Francis Group.

Marzano, R. J. (2012/2013). Analyzing complex texts. Educational Leadership, 70(4),
84-85.

Meyer, R. J., & Whitmore, K. F. (2011). Reclaiming reading: Teachers, students, and
researchers regaining spaces for thinking and action. New York, NY: Routledge,
Taylor & Francis Group.

Merriam, S. B. (2009). Qualitative research: A guide to design and implementation. San
Francisco, CA: Jossey-Bass.

Miles, M. B. & Huberman, A. M. (1984). Qualitative data analysis: A sourcebook of new
methods. Beverly Hills, CA: Sage Publications.

Mizell, H. (2010). Why professional development matters. Oxford, OH: Learning

Forward.

275



Moll, L. C. (1990). Vygotsky and education: Instructional implications and applications
of sociohistorical psychology. New York, NY: Cambridge University Press.

Moore, R. A. & Aspegren, C. M. (2001). Reflective conversations between two learners:
Retrospective miscue analysis. Journal of Adolescent & Adult Literacy, 44(6), 492-
503.

Moore, R. A., & Brantingham, K. L. (2003). Nathan: A case study in reader response and
retrospective miscue analysis. The Reading Teacher, 56(5), 466-474.

Moore, R. A., & Gilles, C. (2005). Reading conversations: Retrospective miscue analysis
with struggling readers, grades 4-12. Portsmouth, NH: Heinemann.

Noble, J. (2012, May 8). Education reform passes lowa house and senate [Blog post].
Retrieved from http://blogs.desmoinesregister.com/dmr/index.php/2012/05/08/
education-reform-passes-iowa-house-and-senate

Osborne, M. P. (1998). Lions at lunchtime — Magic tree house No. 11. New York, NY:
Random House, Inc.

Owocki, G., & Goodman, Y. (2002). Kidwatching: Documenting children’s literacy
development. Portsmouth, NH: Heinemann.

Pilkey, D. (2010). The adventures of Ook and Gluk: Kung-fu cavemen from the future.
New York, NY: Scholastic.

Popham, W. J. (2008). Transformative assessment. Alexandria, VA: Association for
Supervision and Curriculum Development.

Rancourt, J. (2004). Orphan Train Journey. Boston, MA: Houghton Mifflin Company.

276



Raphael, T. E., Vasquez, J. M., Fortune, A. J., Gavelek, J. R., & Au, K. (2014).
Sociocultural approaches to professional development: Supporting sustainable
school change. In L. E. Martin, S. Kralger, D. J. Quatroche, & K. L. Bauserman
(Eds.), Handbook of professional development in education: Successful models and
practices, Pre-K-12 (pp. 3-21). New York, NY: Guildford Press.

Rasinski, T. (2004). What research says about reading. Educational Leadership 61(6) 46-
51.

Reeves, D. B. (2010). Transforming professional development into student results.
Alexandria, VA: ASCD.

Rhodes, L. K. & Shanklin, N. L. (1993). Windows into literacy: Assessing learners K-8.
Portsmouth, NH: Heinemann.

Richardson, J. & Walther, M. (2013). Next step guided reading assessment teacher’s
guide, (grades 3-6). New York, NY: Scholastic Inc.

Rosenblatt, L. M. (1964). Poem as event. College English, 26, 123-128.

Rosenblatt, L. M. (1978). The reader, the text, the poem: The transactional theory of the
literary work. Carbondale, IL: Southern Illinois University Press.

Rosenblatt, L. M. (1988). Writing and reading: The transactional theory (Technical
Report No. 416). Washington, DC: U.S. Department of Education, The National
Institute of Education.

Routman, R. (2014). Read, write, lead: Breakthrough strategies for schoolwide literacy
success. Alexandria, VA: ASCD.

Saldana, J. (2013). The coding manual for qualitative researchers (2" Ed). Thousand
Oaks, CA: Sage Publications.

277



Serafini, F. (2001). Three paradigms of assessment: Measurement, procedure, and
inquiry. The Reading Teacher, 54 (4), 384.

Simons, B. B. (2004). Coming Home. Boston, MA: Houghton Mifflin Company.

Singer, H., & Ruddell, R. B. (1976). Theoretical models and processes of reading (2™
ed). Newark, DE: International Reading Association.

Singer, H., & Ruddell, R. B. (1985). Theoretical models and processes of reading (3"
ed). Newark, DE: International Reading Association.

Smith, F. (1973). Psycholinguistics and reading. New York, NY: Holt, Rinehart, and
Winston, Inc.

Smith, F. (1979). Reading without nonsense. New York, NY: Teachers College Press.

Smith, F. (1988). Joining the literacy club: Further essays into education. Portsmouth,
N.H.: Heinemann.

Smith, F. (2004). Understanding reading: A psycholinguistic analysis of reading and
learning to read (6" ed.). Mahwah, NJ: Lawrence Erlbaum Associates, Publishers.

Smith, F., & Goodman, K. S. (1971). On the psycholinguistic method of teaching
reading. The Elementary School Journal, 71(4), 177-181.

State Standards for Progression in Reading, lowa Administrative Code 281-62, IAC 281-
62 (2014).

Stiggins, R. (2007). Assessment for learning. In D. Reeves (Ed.), Ahead of the curve: The
power of assessment to transform teaching and learning (pp. 59-76). Bloomington,
IN: Solution Tree Press.

Turnage, S. (2014). The ghosts of Tupelo Landing. New York, NY: Penguin Group.

278



Tyack, D. & Cuban, L. (1995). Tinkering toward utopia: A century of public school
reform. Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press.

Valencia, S. W. (1990). Miscue analysis in the classroom. The Reading Teacher, 44(3),
252-254.

Valencia, S. W., Hiebert, E. H., & Afflerbach, P. P. (2014). Authentic reading
assessment: Practices and possibilities. Santa Cruz, CA: TextProject, Inc.

Vygotsky, L. S. (2000). Thought and language. Cambridge, MA: MIT Press.

Waldman, N. (2004). Pilar Speaks Up. Boston, MA: Houghton Mifflin Company.

Watson, D. (2011). Where do we go from here?: From miscues to strategies. In R. J.
Meyer & K. F. Whitmore (Eds.), Reclaiming reading: Teachers, students, and
researchers regaining spaces for thinking and action pp. 67-77). New York, NY:
Routledge, Taylor & Francis Group.

Weaver, C. (2002). Reading Process & Practice (3™ Ed). Portsmouth, NH: Heinemann.

White, K. W. & Rosenbaum, J. E. (2008). Inside the black box of accountability: How
high-stakes accountability alters school culture and the classification and treatment
of students and teachers. In A. R. Sadovnik, J. A. O’Day, G. W. Bohrnstedt, & K. M.
Borman (Eds.), No child left behind and the reduction of the achievement gap:
Sociological perspectives on federal educational policy (pp. 97-114). New York,
NY: Routledge, Taylor & Francis Group.

Whitmore, K. F. & Crowell, C. (1994). Inventing a classroom: Life in a bilingual,

whole language learning community. York, ME: Stenhouse.

Wilde, S. (2000). Miscue analysis made easy: Building on student strengths. Portsmouth,

NH: Heinemann.

279



Wilder, L. I. (1994). Little house in the big woods. New York, NY: HarperTrophy.

Worsnop, C. (1996). The beginnings of retrospective miscue analysis. In Y. M. Goodman
& A. M. Marek (Eds.), Retrospective miscue analysis: Revaluing readers and
reading (pp. 151-156). Katonah, NY: Richard C. Owen Publisher, Inc.

Yin, R. K. (2009). Case study research: Design and methods (4th ed.). Thousand Oaks,

CA: Sage Publications.

280



