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Introduction
· Writing is one of the basic mechanisms for communication, self-expression, and the demonstration of school learning.  
· However, many students do not develop effective writing skills.
· Previous research has shown that explicit timing combined with feedback improves students’ writing rates and quality; however, the effects of explicit timing alone have not been examined.
· Purpose: determine whether explicit timing alone is an effective intervention to improve both writing quantity and quality.  
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Method

· 40 Fourth graders in 2 classrooms (5 LD)
· Large suburban school district
· An ABAB reversal design 
· A: students not told of 10 minute timing
· B: Explicit timing (telling students being timed, timer visible, timing reminder      

· Provided story starters and wrote narratives

· Dependent variables: 
· Total words written 
· Correct writing sequences 
· Correct punctuations marks
· Treatment integrity: Classroom 1 engaged in more disruptive behaviors
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Results
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Figure 1. Mean Total Words Written
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Figure 2. Mean Correct Writing Sequence 
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Figure 3. Mean Correct Punctuation Marks

Overall

· 1st experimental trial: students wrote significantly more words (M=10.32) during explicit timing. 

· 1st experimental trial: students wrote significantly more punctuation marks (M=2.08) during explicit timing. 

· 2nd experimental trial, students wrote significantly fewer punctuation marks (M=2.26) during explicit timing. 

Classroom 2
· 1st experimental trial: students wrote significantly more words (M=19.12) during explicit timing. 

· 1st experiment trial: students wrote significantly more words in correct sequence (M=12.86) during explicit timing.

· 1st experiment trial: students wrote significantly more correct punctuation marks (M=3.14) during explicit timing.

· 1st experiment trial: no significant difference for number of spelling errors 

Discussion
· Explicit timing was effective at significantly increasing writing production for the 1st experimental trial and for the classroom that adhered to experimental procedures.
· It appears that the effects of explicit timing may be short-lived because the results could not be replicated during the 2nd experimental trial.






