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	Research Question
	Data Source
	Potential Validity Threats
	Methods for Dealing with Validity Threats

	What does it take to train classroom teachers to implement SRSD writing instruction in their intact classrooms?


	Observations of training sessions and instruction
	· Inaccurate descriptions

· Internal and external generalizability these aren’t threats; they’re kinds of validity. What specific threats to these are you concerned about? I’m also not sure why external generalizability is an issue here. 
	· Ongoing involvement at the research site

· Rich, thick description of observations

· Possibly videotaping training session and some instructional sessions

These mostly relate to descriptive validity, not internal generalizability, which is a matter of sampling/coverage.

	What types of modifications do classroom teachers make to SRSD instruction when implementing it in the classroom?
	Observations of planning sessions and instruction

	· Inaccurate descriptions

· Internal and external generalizability
	· Ongoing involvement at the research site

· Rich, thick description of observations

· Member checks of observations

Same point.

	How and why do teachers make these modifications?
	1. Observations of teachers’ planning sessions
	· Reactivity

· Researcher bias

	· Comparing teachers’ comments during planning sessions to their actions during instruction

· Member checks of observations

	
	2. Interviews with SRSD teachers following the instructional phases
	· Reactivity

· Misintepreting what teachers tell me
	· Member checks of themes/conclusions

	Does students’ writing improve as a result of SRSD instruction?
	Pre- and post-instruction essays scored for length, text structure, and holistic quality
	A factor other than SRSD instruction impacted students’ writing performance. 
	· Documenting inclusion of self-regulation components during instruction
· Comparing students’ performance on writing tasks in other classes

	How do teachers and students perceive of the usefulness and effectiveness of SRSD instruction?
	1. Interviews with teachers following instruction
	Researcher bias – I believe that SRSD is effective and worthwhile, therefore, I may look for evidence to support my beliefs 
	· Search for discrepant evidence

· Member checks of themes/conclusions

	
	2. Student social validity questionnaire 
	Researcher bias
	· Search for discrepant evidence





There are a few overarching validity concerns in my study.  One concern involves descriptive understanding.  If I do not accurately reflect what is happening throughout different phases of the study, my interpretations will be incorrect.  Therefore, I plan to be at the research site for an extended period of time (3-4 months), taking extensive field notes throughout.  Additionally, audio taping and video taping training sessions, planning sessions, and instructional sessions will give me the opportunity to reexamine what happened as new themes emerge from my data analysis.  Another strategy I can use is to ask teachers for clarification throughout planning and instruction about any incidents that occur.  For example, maybe the teacher will allow some students to do their writing on the computer, and I can ask the teacher why that instructional decision was made. I would call understanding why the teacher did something interpretive understanding, not descriptive; the latter would be what the teacher did.

A second overarching validity issue I will have to deal with is reactivity.  That is, are teachers saying and doing things differently because I am present? But for qualitative researchers, reactivity (reflexivity) is inescapable and can be an advantage as well as a validity threat. The issue isn’t whether people are doing things differently because you’re present, but whether that causes you to misunderstand what they would do when you aren’t present. One method for lessening this threat to validity is to have another person provide the initial and ongoing SRSD training, while my role at the research site focuses on observing and interviewing participants.  A related but different validity concern is researcher bias.  I am a teacher, and I believe that SRSD is an effective, worthwhile strategy.  Therefore, I will be predisposed to look for evidence to support my belief.  Conducting member checks of emerging themes and looking for discrepant cases can help me look at the situation from the participants’ perspective, rather than my own. (

When examining the impact of SRSD instruction on students’ writing performance, I will need to document that the most critical aspects of SRSD were implemented.  The inclusion of self-regulation strategies within the writing instruction is the key to this strategy’s effectiveness.  Those self-regulation strategies must actually be taught if I want to make any claims about student learning as a result of the strategy.


Constructing this validity matrix has been a good experience for me. ( When completing the design map for the module 2 assignment, I mentioned that filling in the validity section was the most challenging.  While it is still true that thinking through threats to validity is challenging for me, organizing my study in the matrix helped make the task simpler by breaking the study into smaller components.  Once I had thought about validity for each of my data collection methods individually, I could start to see how the same validity concerns were woven across various methods.  It seems that it is not the validity of individual components that matters so much as the way various components of the study come together to impact the overall validity of the understandings that emerge. Yes. I don’t even see “components” as valid in themselves; it’s the conclusions that they lead to that are valid or invalid. Perhaps this is true because this mixed-methods study takes a more process-oriented approach.  Maybe it would be different if I took a more variable-oriented approach. I don’t think so. Shadish, Cook, & Campbell: “Validity is a property of inferences. It is not a property of designs or methods, for the same design may contribute to more or less valid inferences under different conditions” (p. 34).Or Brinberg & McGrath (also quantitative researchers): “Validity is not a commodity that can be purchased with technique.”
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