Practical Applications
The authors distinguish between three types of discussion approaches:

Critical-Analytic: These include Collaborative Reading, Paideia Seminar and Philosophy
For Children, these approaches have the goal of “querying and interrogating” arguments
and evidence from the text.

Efferent (Text-Focused): These include Instructional Conversations, Junior Great Book
Shared Inquiry and Questioning the Author, and have the primary goal of “searching the
text for information.”

Expressive: These include Book Club, Grand Conversations and Literature Circles and
encourages “students to live through the text” and gives prominence to emotions.

(I encourage you to search for information on the specific techniques if they are unfamiliar).

By looking at dozens of studies that analyzed the impact of these approaches, the authors found:

Nearly every approach was successful at increasing student talk and lowering teacher talk
(with the exception of Questioning the Author, which is a more teacher-led strategy).
Critical-Analytic approaches did in fact have a significant effect on critical thinking,
reasoning and argumentation skills.

Efferent approaches had a very strong impact on students’ general and text-explicit
(literal) reading comprehension skills. This impact was particularly pronounced for low-
income and minority students.

Expressive approaches, Literature Circles in particular, had their strongest impact on text-
implicit (i.e. inferential) reading comprehension. There was less robust data on the
Expressive approaches than the other two categories.

Broadly speaking, there appears to be a “ceiling effect” on student outcomes from using
the same discussion approach for more than 6 months in a row; in other words, past that
time, students stop gaining a significant amount of benefit.




