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CHAPTER 1 

INTRODUCTION 
 

Critical Literacy 

 If critical literacy could be summed in a cliché, it might be, you can’t believe everything 

you read.  In general, most people, especially poor readers (Gunning, 2015), do in fact believe 

that if it is in print, it must be true.  Critical literacy poses to dismantle this by examining text in 

a deeper way in order to teach students how to discern truth and determine to whom the author 

has allotted power and to whom the power has not been bestowed.  Coffey (2008) defined 

critical literacy as “the ability to read texts in an active, reflective manner in order to better 

understand power, inequality, and injustice in human relationships” (para.1).  The process of 

teaching students to read texts in this manner is the first step in critical literacy.  However, it is 

difficult since there is not one specific template for implementing critical literacy.  Because of 

this, critical literacy remains elusive to many teachers and therefore their students.  First coined 

critical literacy in 1968 by Paulo Freire in his Pedagogy of the Oppressed, it has shown varied 

interpretations and implementations in its history.  

 Critical literacy is often used synonymously with critical thinking and critical reading.  

However, the three are not synonymous.  According to Temple, Ogle, Crawford, and Freppon 

(2014), critical thinking is a process of reasoning and reflecting in order to decide what to 

believe or what the next step is when the information is processed.  Fisher (2001) contended that 

critical thinking is usually done in response to something read or something heard such as an 

argument or a real life experience.  It involves comprehending the situation and making 

connections to other known information.  
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 Critical reading is a more active way of reading.  It involves determining what a text says 

and does, as well as what it means.  In critical reading the author and the text may both be 

critiqued by attempting to determine why the author used certain words and why certain pictures 

and colors were used in the illustrations.  The critical reader develops perspectives and 

understanding and does not just accept the text.  This is different than critical literacy where 

society and power are critiqued (McVerry, 2017). 

       Critical literacy contains these important steps of critical thinking and critical reading, but 

goes beyond the analytical comprehension.  Critical literacy requires the reader to not only 

determine the next step and what to believe, but examines the text or conversation to determine 

whose voice is being heard and whose voice is not being heard that deems one powerless.  

Reflection (often through conversation in the classroom) then takes place and the reader forms an 

opinion and casts judgment.  The final step in critical literacy is that the reader takes a stance and 

takes action in some way against a text that may be viewed as wrong or causing oppression to 

someone or something in some way.  This action may be small such as writing a letter to an 

organization or an author, or on a larger scale such as forming a committee to help make change 

or a protest of some kind.  Although taking action to create change is the one defining 

characteristic of critical literacy, the action performed is done in a peaceful way. 

History of Critical Literacy 

 Paulo Freire first coined the term critical literacy in his Pedagogy of the Oppressed, 

originally published in Portuguese in 1968.  Later translated and published in English in 1970, 

Freire dedicated the work to the oppressed Brazilians he was teaching.  He determined that there 

exists a mutual understanding of the oppressor and the oppressed and that the oppression seems 

to become justified overtime.  He called for a change in education where the teacher encouraged 



13 
 

students to challenge text rather than accepting information as justified truth.  He encouraged the 

Brazilian peasants to challenge what they were taught and what they read by thinking of its 

purpose; he felt the purpose of the writings they were exposed to, was meant to keep them 

oppressed.  Furthermore, research indicates that the way children see themselves in books affects 

how they view their own identity (Hurley, 2005).  Not having books of marginalized races 

available in the classrooms continues the process of oppression.  Teaching students to actively 

engage in the process of reading instead of passively accepting everything in the text as truth was 

considered radical; Paulo Freire was even jailed at one time because of his insistence of 

recognizing bias in text and to then take action if something was wrong. 

 Although critical literacy was first coined by Freire, it has an even longer history and can 

be traced back to ancient times when Plato challenged and questioned Homer’s writings of The 

Iliad and The Odyssey which were heavily influencing the lifestyle, the priorities, and mindset of 

the Greek people (Benjamin, 2014).  Homer was considered to be insightful and competent in his 

ability to write epic poetry which reflected some historical truth, tragedy, heroic figures, and 

grand events (Cannatella, 2006).  Plato expressed his disagreement with Homer through critical 

analysis and refusing justification of the Greek current events in his Republic.  Plato critically 

analyzed Homer’s writings, disagreed, and then took social action by writing Republic which 

called for justice, order, and character in order to be a responsible member of the democratic 

society. 

 Critical literacy has continued to be used by some educators and has been a focus area in 

education in Australia for many years.  The central focus is to recognize that all texts have bias; 

students need to be taught to determine the author’s purpose in the writing that sets the bias, 

recognize the discourse used, and determine who has been granted power and why in text.  In 
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doing this, students will be able to determine truth and accept or reject the writing similarly to 

how Plato and Freire did.  If rejected, then action can occur for social change that influenced the 

writing.  If we desire our students to be able to discern truth and be productive members of the 

democratic society in which we live and make social changes for the betterment of society, then 

it is imperative that critical literacy be integrated into the classrooms. 

 The importance of critical literacy can be seen in the changing face of America.  

According to US News, the 2014 US Census report showed that there will be no majority race in 

America in 2044.  In fact, there is currently no majority race in our children under five (Wazwaz, 

2015).  Yet many children’s books used in schools often reflect the discourse and values of the 

white middle class, marginalizing much of the population (Horning, Lindgren, & Schliesman, 

2013).  America continues to have pressing social issues that could be partially attributed to this 

exemplifying Freire’s concern that schools and print actually keep the oppressed people 

oppressed by not recognizing, including, and teaching texts that include the culture of others.  In 

Freire’s words, “Washing one's hands of the conflict between the powerful and the powerless 

means to side with the powerful, not to be neutral” (Freire, 1985, p.122).  Critical literacy has 

been shown to be effective in promoting social justice where it identifies “the interests of the 

least advantaged” (Connell, 1993, p. 43).  This might include the economically disadvantaged, 

women, and ethnicities other than the white middle class to name a few.  Including literature 

about underrepresented citizens can create a curricular justice (Connell, 1993), thus beginning 

social justice.  

Statement of the Problem 

      Critical literacy is in the spotlight as there is a renewed focus on comprehension and 

students are now using digital media.  Today’s literacy includes more than learning to decode 
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words and story comprehension of the past.  Emphasis on skill-based learning (a bottom up 

phonics approach which often teaches skills out of context) rather than meaning based learning 

may have exacerbated the inability to analyze texts.  Although these skills are important in 

reading, literacy encompasses much more than this (Ewing, 2016).  Critical literacy can be 

difficult not only for readers as they begin the process of “…a way of thinking and a way of 

being that challenges texts and life, as we know it" (McLaughlin & DeVoogd, 2004, p.4), but can 

also be difficult for teachers to implement.  "In every classroom, teachers make decisions about 

how to shape the attitudes and stances that kids will learn to take towards the writing, the images, 

the narratives, and the media that make up the fabric of everyday life in information and text-

saturated societies and cultures” (McLaughlin & DeVoogd, 2004, p. 4).  Critical literacy is often 

just seen with highly skilled teachers and/or those with a desire to shape the attitudes of their 

students.  According to Wolfe (2010), most teachers have not been trained how to create and 

implement critical units.  Although a plethora of literature demonstrating the worthiness of 

critical literacy in classrooms exist (McLaughlin & DeVoogd, 2004; Vasques 2004), for many 

teachers, information on how to implement critical literacy was learned from reading a book or 

attending a conference.  According to Lewison, Flint, and Van Sluys (2002), many teachers do 

not truly know what critical literacy means and how it will be meaningful in their own 

classrooms. 

According to Fioriello (2017), one of the biggest issues in education right now is the 

inability of students to read analytically to determine what is real and what is fake from the 

internet.  How to determine credible sources and credible websites are skills that can be taught 

through critical literacy.  
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The application of this process is far reaching.  For example, Biltekoff (2012) wrote in 

“Critical Nutrition Studies” that critical literacy is necessary as a health tool as well.  She 

claimed that “critical dietary literacy” should be used when reading food labels to determine who 

benefits, who is potentially harmed from the food, and determining the discourse used in 

nutrition labels.  As consumers of information, it is imperative that citizens be informed in order 

to be the productive members of society that Plato called for in his Republic (Plato & Lee, 1974) 

whether it be in the form of health labels or informational news. 

Although critical literacy’s roots are tied to social change through literacy, the process of 

analyzing texts for bias, power, and benefit are useful and necessary for digital and traditional 

print and for all age groups.  Although critical literacy has proven to be effective in improving 

literacy, effective in improving analyzation skills, and effective in improving social justice, this 

powerful literacy approach is not utilized as it could and should be.   

Importance in Digital Media with Children 

  Students often only receive a certain angle of the news as the search engines and websites 

track users and offer similar searches.  The more a reader is exposed to the same type of 

information, the easier it is to believe it is true as it continues to appear.  Moreover, the 

Department of Education funded 1.8-million-dollar study (Leu, 2006) that found when 7th 

graders labeled as proficient readers were asked to help evaluate whether a source was reliable or 

not, they found the site describing the fictional tree octopus to be very reliable (Krane, 2006).  In 

fact, all but one rated the website as very credible.  This demonstrates that even though these 

students were good readers and were thought to be “tech savvy,” they were unable to distinguish 

the difference between real and fake information and produce clues or proof that the website was 

false.  It is for reasons such as this that Mikkelson developed www.snopes.com, a website 

http://www.snopes.com/
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dedicated to dispelling fake news, myths, and urban legends in the news.  According to Leu, 

Kinzer, Coiro, Castek, and Henry (2013), much of the problem is derived from schools teaching 

for high standardized test performances, emphasizing skill-based instruction rather than 

meaning-based, and not teaching critical evaluation skills, including online evaluation.  Sadly, 

the problem continues with high school and college students.   

Importance in Digital Media with High School Students 

It is often believed that critical literacy is only for high school students with higher 

abilities.  However, Lee (2010) stated this to be a myth.  Freire taught peasants using words and 

subjects that were meaningful to them.  He wanted to educate them using their words and their 

interests in order to “read, write, listen, view, and speak in order to recognize and confront 

inequities in their lives” (Wood, Soares, & Watson, 2006, p. 57).  By using this philosophy, high 

school students have the potential to begin understanding how to analyze texts which impact 

them and then transfer those skills to other texts such as digital media. 

A study conducted by Stanford History Education Group left researchers “dismayed” at 

the inability of high school students to distinguish between real and false information and to 

judge the quality of the website.  The study began during the 2016 Presidential Election when 

debates of fake news were permeating the media.  Researchers were concerned with “civic 

online reasoning” because understanding how high school students determine credible sources 

and determine real news, is still often unknown (Donald, 2016, para.5).  The researchers had 

concerns that democracy could be threatened by the ease of how wrong and untruthful 

information about civic issues can spread and thrive.  This is another example of how critical 

literacy pertains to one’s civic responsibility of a democratic society.  
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Importance of Critical Literacy for College Students 

  The need for critical literacy skills has been identified as a need for college students as 

well.  Hermida (2009) found that college teachers and professors wrongly assume that students 

entering college have critical analysis skills.  In reality, most were labeled as surface readers.  

That is, the reader was not able to determine and transfer the author’s message on the ideas being 

advocated nor the argument.  A critical reader makes connections to already known concepts, 

uses this understanding for problem solving in new contexts, determines who has the power, 

formulates an opinion, and then takes a stand as critical literacy entails (Atwell & Atwell Merkel, 

2016).  It is clear that critical evaluation needs to begin in the early years as the aforementioned 

studies demonstrate that older, readers who are deemed proficient, are not in fact, proficient in 

critically evaluating both traditional print and digital media.  The examples demonstrate the 

emphasis on “new literacies” which includes digital literacy.  

Although students today are tech savvy for the most part, Arafeh, Levin, & Lenhart 

(2002), reported in  The Digital Disconnect: The Widening Gap between Internet-Savvy Students 

and Their Schools the disconnect between what students are doing at home as opposed to what 

they are doing while at school.  Although today’s students may be digital natives and may be 

tech savvy, most do not know how to think critically about the information they use.  Critical 

literacy provides the guidance needed to locate and evaluate information for reliability and 

distinguish truth from fiction which is currently not occurring enough in schools (Miners & 

Pascopella, 2007). 

 If critical literacy were begun in early childhood education (ECED), the ability to 

evaluate and analyze information could become second nature by college age.  Early childhood 

students have been found to be successful at critical literacy when given the opportunity and 
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support needed to experience the process (Comber, 2001; Vasques, 2010).  It is the thought of 

many early childhood educators that every child should have exposure to high quality, diverse 

texts and the opportunity to think critically about the texts’ representations (Bourke, 2008; 

Meller, Richardson, & Hatch, 2009).  These opportunities will begin the process of critical 

literacy which will provide the building blocks for future critical analysis. 

Critical Literacy in Traditional Texts 

Besides digital media, critical literacy of traditionally published text as originally 

intended by Freire challenges the reader to question the purpose of the text and the author’s 

intent, as well as the truth of the text; the reader should not assume that the text is true nor should 

he accept the text.  All texts have bias which distributes power to a particular person or group, 

often the majority race.  Although a majority race is nonexistent in the current five and under 

generation and it is predicted that there will be no majority race in the year 2044, there exists a 

strong presence and emphasis on white middle class in texts today (Wood, 2005).  There appears 

to be little emphasis in American schools on texts that include diverse populations continuing the 

marginalization of minority groups and providing opportunity to challenge and change the 

beliefs spread from the text (Ferroni, 2012).  Giarrizzo (2012) found that lack of information 

concerning minorities in textbooks creates the need for teachers to provide more information 

“through multiple perspectives and that accurate portrayals of minorities allowed students to 

form deeper connections and understandings” (p.1). 

Critical Literacy Promotes Social Action 

Critical literacy has no one single definition, and is implemented in various ways.  

However, one shared component is the emphasis on social action.  Critical literacy calls for 

action to occur once information is critically analyzed.  This action has the potential to make 
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changes, even though some may be small, to help stop injustices that occur.  These actions may 

be as simple as to write a letter or rank a website.  The process of critical literacy is to teach 

students the responsibility of not only critically analyzing text, but to also take responsibility to 

be an active member of our democratic society.  Currently, this is rarely visible in schools today, 

although the importance of these actions has been documented by Marie Montessori (1976) who 

stated: 

Education must no longer be regarded only as a matter of teaching children but as a social 

question of the highest importance, because it is the one question that concerns all 

mankind.  The many other social questions have to do with one group or another of adults 

with relatively small numbers of human beings, the social question of the child, however, 

has to do with all men everywhere.  (p. 84) 

If social change is desired, then critical literacy must be implemented by teachers to 

evaluate and discern truth from not only traditionally written texts, but also internet source texts 

as well as other new literacies. 

Critical Literacy as a Social Tool 

Bullying in schools seems to be receiving increased attention worldwide (Carney & 

Merrell, 2001).  The statistics involved with bullying are staggering.  According to Stand with 

the Silent organization on bullying, 60% of fourth-eighth graders reported having been a victim 

of bullying, whereas 86% of kids said that other kids making fun of them, picking on them, and 

bullying them makes them more likely to resort to violence in schools, and lastly victims of 

bullying are more likely to commit suicide than non-victims.  Children who are different in some 

way are more likely to be bullied, with overweight children being the most likely to be bullied 

(Jansen et al., 2014).  The National Education Association reported that 160,000 children a day 
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do not attend school for fear of being bullied.  Former U.S. Secretary of Education Arne Duncan 

(2010) recognized the impact bullying can have on students and their education when he stated: 

Every child is entitled to feel safe in the classroom, in the hallways of school, and on the 

playground.  Children go to school to learn, and educational opportunity must be the 

great equalizer in America.  No matter what your race, sex, or zip code, every child is 

entitled to a quality education and no child can get a quality education if they don't first 

feel safe at school.  (para. 12) 

   Critical literacy has the ability to decrease bullying as it teaches social awareness of 

others and views other than one’s own.  It is a tool to teach acceptance of others that have 

different backgrounds and ethnicities thus promoting social justice.  The discussions that occur 

within the critical literacy lesson allow and call for students to discuss perceived injustices and 

solutions.  Bourke (2008) determined that by encouraging a critical perspective, issues of 

identity, rules, and power can be exposed to the students.  His study also demonstrated that 

instilling critical habits “is tantamount to changing the way children view the world” (p.1).  

However, critical literacy is often not the focus in education as preparations for high-stakes 

testing is emphasized.   

Purpose of This Study 

Fortunately, the need for critical literacy has been recognized by some educational 

leaders.  It is rare to find a literacy instruction book that does not include critical literacy.  

Examples include works by DeVries (2015), Vazquez (2010), Gunning (2014), and McLaughlin 

and DeVoogd (2005).  Critical literacy is often presented at educational conferences as well.  

Although its roots are grounded in literacy education, it appears that critical literacy is becoming 

a “hot topic” or “buzz word” in education.  However, as currently stated, there is not one 



22 
 

universal definition of critical literacy, nor one universal way of implementing critical literacy.  

Without knowledge and training on the topic for teachers, it will be difficult for teachers to 

implement critical literacy confidently, effectively, and at all for some.  The Tennessee 

Department of Education has recognized the need for enhanced literacy development in early 

grades and has launched the Read to Be Ready initiative.  Critical literacy is embedded into the 

rationale stating, “Teachers have the same responsibility to students who are typically 

underserved, including those living in high-poverty urban and rural areas, and those that may 

come to school with very different literacy experiences than their peers” (“Early Literacy 

Matters,” 2017 para.2). 

 Allington (2010), stated the effects of quality, specific professional development in a 

particular area of literacy can have strong results.  Teaching Tolerance re-iterates this by stating 

that teachers can significantly change their practices by participating in professional 

development, but surprisingly, found that most teachers spent one day or less a year in 

professional development in a specific content area (Teaching Tolerance, n.d.).  This 

demonstrates that professional development geared specifically toward critical literacy training 

can educate teachers on its implementation, purpose, and importance; however, it also indicates 

that teachers might be left to figure it out on their own.  

This study aims to discover what the current perceptions, knowledge, practices, and 

resources are among East Tennessee teachers.  Critical literacy is valuable in creating the 

educated, responsible citizens needed for a democracy.  However, since it is not currently a 

prevalent implementation amongst educators, it is imperative to know these perceptions, 

knowledge, practices and resources if critical literacy is to be introduced, implemented and to 

create professional development on critical literacy.    
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Significance of This Study 

 Because critical literacy is not a prevalent practice in most classrooms, this study 

sought to determine what, if any, aspects of critical literacy teachers in the upper East Tennessee 

districts employ and why or why not.  Although ECED includes pre-kindergarten through third 

grade, some teachers are elementary education majors and some are early childhood majors, 

having completed particular requirements at their chosen place of higher education.  This study 

sought to determine any differences between the two majors. This would possibly indicate 

differences in the training and philosophies teachers had in their teacher preparation.  File and 

Gullo (2002) found that early childhood teachers “favored practices more consistent with the 

constructivist nature of National Association for the Education of Young Children (NAEYC) 

guidelines in several areas, including teaching strategies, expectations of the children, assessment 

strategies, and teacher- and child-directed activities” (p. 1).  Differences could impact future 

teacher training in order to educate teachers about critical literacy and its importance while also 

providing a current understanding of perceptions, knowledge, practices, and resources of critical 

literacy. 

An understanding of teacher perceptions, knowledge, practices, and resources of critical 

literacy can help indicate where training needs to begin and possibly determine which teachers 

might be successful at implementing critical literacy.  Howard (2007) found that some teachers 

had dispositions that made them more likely to succeed in areas such as critical literacy.  They 

include: disposition of difference, disposition of dialogue, disposition of disillusionment, and 

disposition of democracy.   

  Although NAEYC does superficially promote the premise of critical literacy in the early 

years, Stipek and Byler (1997) found that early childhood teachers often do not teach the way 

they feel is developmentally appropriate, opting for a more skill-based instruction.  Because 



24 
 

early childhood encompasses Pre-K –3rd grade, it is also important to determine if teachers in 

particular grades have differences in their perceptions, knowledge, practices, and resources of 

critical literacy or if they lean toward critical-literacy practices rather than skill-based instruction 

as suggested by Stipek and Byler (1997).  With these facts in mind, determining perceptions, 

knowledge, practices, and resources as well as the possible differences in the two teacher 

education majors and the differences in the lower (Pre-k-1) and higher (2nd-3rd) levels of ECED 

taught may be helpful in demonstrating the best critical-literacy training and practices for 

teachers. 

 Not only is it important to determine existing perceptions, knowledge, practices, and 

resources between the two majors and the lower and higher grade levels of ECED and their 

differences, it is also necessary to know why teachers have their perceptions, knowledge, 

practices and resources.  This information can help determine where specific training and 

professional development for teachers needs to occur as well as provide support in particular 

areas indicated by teachers as to why they feel and think the way they do. 

 
Limitations and Delimitations 

The study was limited to the perceptions, knowledge, practices, and resources of regular 

early childhood education teachers and did not take into account the perceptions of other 

educational stakeholders such as special education teachers and school administrators.  Pre-

kindergarten through third grade are the only teachers that were surveyed.  Participants of the 

study were from  Carter County Schools, Greene County Schools, Greeneville City Schools, 

Hamblen County Schools, Johnson City Schools, and Kingsport City Schools in East Tennessee.  

This region of East Tennessee hosts a population that has traditionally been majority white.  It 

has a rapidly growing Hispanic population with 28.6% of residents from the combined systems 
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being Hispanic.  This population of traditionally white residents with a rapidly increasing 

Hispanic population is similar to other areas of the United States, increasing generalizable 

results.  A limitation of the study is the number of teachers who responded to the survey (169) as 

compared to the number of surveys which were emailed to teachers (648).  The survey was 

localized to the early childhood teachers, Pre-K through 3rd grade, in the East Tennessee counties 

previously listed.  The major limitation is the scale of the survey.  Because this study is largely 

based on perceptions, the scale choices were not formatted in exact quantitative measures.  This 

allowed participants to select choices based on their perceptions.  

Definitions 

Critical lens:   the ability to look at texts from a different view, or lens.  It is a way of thinking 

that challenges texts, as well as mainstream viewpoints on the world often highlighting 

the marginalized. 

Critical literacy:  the ability to read texts analytically.  It includes reading in an active, reflective 

manner in order to recognize power, inequality, and injustice in human relationships.  It 

includes challenging presented viewpoints while determining why text was written, who 

is included and who is excluded.  

Critical thinking:  a process of reasoning and reflecting that is done in order to decide what to 

believe or what course of action to take.  Critical thinking is usually done in response to 

something--a problem in real experience, something we read, or an argument we hear. 

Discourse:  ways of being in the world; they are forms of life which integrate words, acts, 

values, beliefs, attitudes, and social identities as well as gestures, glances, body positions, 

and clothes” (Gee, 2014, p. 6-7).  This definition differs from “discourse,” in which there 

is a lower case “d” The lower case “d” refers to “connected stretches of language that 
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make sense” (Gee, 2014, p. 6).  Discourse is everywhere, meaning that it is not something 

that can be taught to someone.  It is acquired in “social practice” and everyday life. 

Meaning-based instruction:  a top-down method that emphasizes reading comprehension, or 

deciphering meanings of words based on context.  This is often referred to as whole 

language. 

Mindfulness:  a mental state achieved by focusing one's awareness on the present moment, while 

calmly acknowledging and accepting one's feelings, thoughts, and bodily sensations, used 

as a therapeutic technique. 

New literacies:  generally are new forms of literacy made possible by digital technology  

 developments. 

Rhetoric:   language designed to have a persuasive or impressive effect on its audience, but often             

regarded as lacking in sincerity or meaningful content. 

Skill-based instruction:  a bottom up phonics approach where skills are taught out of context of  

 meaning. 

Surface reader:  the inability to determine and transfer the author’s message on the ideas being    

advocated nor the argument. 

Overview of the Study 

 This mixed methods study used quantitative data to determine perceptions, knowledge, 

practices, and resources of critical literacy in a localized group of early childhood teachers in 

East Tennessee.  It was followed with qualitative data from teacher interviews to further 

understand why some teachers do or do not utilize critical literacy as well as their perceptions, 

knowledge practices, and resources of critical literacy.  It is organized into five chapters.  

Chapter 1 contains history of the issue, the statement of the problem including research 
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questions, the significance of the study, definitions of the terms of the study, limitations, and 

delimitations, and a summary overview.  Chapter 2 includes a review of the literature regarding a 

brief history of critical literacy, components of critical literacy, the social aspects of critical 

literacy, the importance of critical literacy and its place in early childhood.  Chapter 3 describes 

the methodology, qualitative and quantitative research designs, population, data collection, 

research questions, data analysis, validity, and reliability.  Chapter 4 presents the analysis of the 

qualitative research questions and the quantitative research questions.  Chapter 5 concludes the 

study with a discussion and conclusion of the findings; implications for practice and 

recommendations for further research. 
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CHAPTER 2 

REVIEW OF THE LITERATURE 
 

Aristotle said, "For the educated person seeks exactness in each area to the extent that the 

nature of the subject allows” (Aristotole, Ross, & Brown, 2009, p. 2).  This is a premise of 

critical literacy.  The ability to discern truth and evaluate rhetoric has been a concern since the 

ancient times of Greek philosophers and teachers such as Plato.  Plato realized that the rhetoric 

and discourse used by those exhibiting power was an attempt to persuade and convince those 

without power to conform to social and political agendas (Morrel, 2008).  Plato sought to reveal 

power by questioning Homer’s words and discourse that heavily influenced the Greek lifestyle; 

this questioning is now one of the characteristics of critical literacy (Yoon & Sharif, 2015).  This 

critical analysis is important in order to create educated and aware citizens who are concerned 

with social justice.  Not only is this necessary for a functioning democratic society, but it is also 

necessary on a global scale as global migration and oppressed people from war-torn countries 

seeking refuge and solace continue to enter America.  

Those who agree with Plato realize the importance of critical literacy and feel it should 

be an integral piece of literacy taught in schools.  This includes not only students’ ability to 

comprehend what they are reading, but to go beyond comprehension and determine 

characteristics through critical analysis of text such as: the author’s purpose, the “voice” of the 

writing, the intended audience, the discourse, and to question what is written for truth and 

fairness (Vasquez, 2014).  Although the practice of critical analysis of text has been in existence 

since ancient times, it was the work of Paulo Freire’s Pedagogy of the Oppressed (1970) that 

again brought this critical analysis back to the forefront.  Influenced by Freire’s work and 

philosophy, Luke and Freebody (1999) included critical analysis as the last step in their Four 

Resource Model of literacy widely used by literacy teachers. 
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Freire’s Framework 

 Freire’s critical framework began as he worked with illiterate adults in Brazil.  He 

realized that the oppressed would remain oppressed until the source of liberation was taught to 

them; this liberation would be derived in the form of critical awareness.  Other leaders who 

strived for liberation from oppression include Martin Luther King, Jr. who helped raise the 

awareness of inequalities in the American southern states, and more recently, Malala Yousafzai 

who raised awareness of the Taliban’s oppression of women by denial of education in 

Afghanistan.  According to Freire (1970), this critical awareness should be taught by the teacher 

not in the traditional methods of teaching he referred to as “banking” where teachers deposit 

information into the students, but as students were active participants and challenged the rhetoric 

and discourse that kept the oppressed without power, similarly to how Plato had challenged the 

rhetoric and discourse in ancient times. 

 Harrison (2007) questioned whether there is a right or wrong way to present ideas in text 

recognizing that there can be “no such thing as a neutral account” (p. 29) of the world found in 

text.  When students are able to realize that no text is neutral, but that all texts convey the voice 

of the author and what he or she is trying to impart, then they will be able to discern truth, 

question the ideology of the text, and cast judgment on the text (Luke, 2012).  This process 

embodies critical literacy; it is taking meaning from the text which is different than just 

comprehending the text with the defining characteristic of critical literacy being to take peaceful 

action against the determined oppression. 

Defining Critical Literacy 

 Because critical literacy is a framework (Vasquez, 2010), it is often difficult to explain 

and to grasp.  Many states have standards that require teachers to incorporate critical thinking 

and critical reading into the curriculum; teachers often mistakenly think critical literacy to be 
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synonymous with critical thinking (Clarke & Whitney, 2009) and critical reading.  It therefore is 

helpful in determining what critical literacy is, by also determining what it is not.  

Critical reading is a strategy for determining information and ideas within a text.  In 

critical reading, the reader considers and evaluates the reading, recognizes the strengths, 

weaknesses, failings, and implications.  Beyond this, a critical reader may also decide where the 

writing fits in the 'big picture' in relation to other texts.  Critical thinking is a strategy 

for evaluating information and ideas and involves deciding what to accept and believe in a text.  

An example of this is when a critical reader thinks “this is ridiculous” while reading.  The text 

has been evaluated based on prior knowledge and the reading; the reader has deemed it untrue 

and rejects it (Kurland, 2000). 

  Because of the confusion between critical reading and critical thinking, many remain 

uneducated about the practices of critical literacy.  According to Ramirez-Nava (2013), many 

teachers are unaware of critical literacy ideology and stated “Simply reading articles and books 

about critical literacy will not necessarily lead to a critical stance, pedagogical revolution, or 

engaging learning for students” (p. 7).  There is little existing research concerning teachers 

learning about critical literacy to improve their professional practices.  However, the lack of one 

true definition is the empowerment of critical literacy as the lack of one definition and one 

method allows critical literacy to be implemented in the manner that is best suited for a particular 

situation and group.  The critical literacy framework authorizes users to determine how it should 

look, sound, and feel based on a particular text, the audience discerning the text, and the opinions 

of those reading the texts (Luke, 2012).  This is proven in the vast array of critical literacy books 

emerging to help educate teachers on the practice of critical literacy.  Many of these books give 

examples of a text to use and ways to guide discussion to help students begin the process of 
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critical literacy.  McLaughlin and DeVoogd (2004) stated that there is no one method to best 

teach critical literacy.  Instead, best methods are determined by the text and the students’ abilities 

that allow them to engage in a dialogue that questions the text.  The text should also reflect the 

current social and political contexts.  By this, critical literacy can be defined as the ability to read 

texts in an active, reflective manner in order to better understand power, inequality, and injustice 

in human relationships (Coffey, 2017).  When this analysis of text is performed, critical literacy 

has the potential to promote social justice by providing opportunities to evaluate and question 

text.  Examples of books (Appendix A) that are well suited for critical literacy in early childhood 

include The Rainbow Fish, The Other Side, The Lady in the Box, and No David!  These books 

introduce manipulation, race, homelessness, and power.  Students can then evaluate truth and 

bias in text, cast judgment, and ultimately take a stance on issues that promote inequality.  These 

are a few examples of books used in the components of critical literacy.  The texts for critical 

literacy continue to develop as the need is recognized. 

Components of Critical Literacy 

Critical literacy consists of four focus areas that are not necessarily sequential nor 

mandatory, and not all four components must be implemented in each critical literacy 

experience.  They are: 

• “disrupting a common situation or understanding; 

• interrogating multiple viewpoints;  

• focus on sociopolitical issues;  

• taking action and promoting social justice” (Lewison et al., 2002, p.383). 

The first aspect is disrupting a common situation or understanding.  Here, students can 

gain perspective by understanding a text or situation in a different way; students are encouraged 
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to stand in the shoes of others.  This may include, but is not limited to, role of race and gender in 

the text.  Here, teachers would guide students to think about the text outcome if the main 

character were female instead of male, or white instead of black.  In doing this, students are able 

to better understand the perspective of the author by examining the text from a different 

standpoint (Lewison et al., 2002).  Critical literacy requires a change in thinking (Comber, 2001).  

According to Vasquez (2007) young children are both capable and willing to participate in 

difficult conversations which may change their viewpoints when the subject affects their lives 

and is meaningful to them.  Thus, critical literacy texts can increase learning opportunities for 

young children (Meller et al., 2009) as they learn to see viewpoints other than their own. 

The second component is interrogating multiple viewpoints.  According to Fisher and 

Frey (2009), this may include research on a particular time period where the text takes place.  In 

doing this, students are better capable of understanding the perspective of the character that may 

be different from their own perspective and time period.  An example of this includes The Story 

of Ruby Bridges (Cole, 1995) which depicts the true story of Ruby Bridges as she entered the 

school for white children during the 1960 school desegregations in Louisiana.  This allows 

children to experience the perspective of not only Ruby Bridges, but also the angry crowd, the 

teacher, and her mother.  However, multiple perspective does not have to transport readers back 

in time to teach students about the process.  Story books such as The True Story of the Three 

Little Pigs (Scieszka & Smith, 1989) which retells the children’s classic from the wolf’s 

perspective and They All Saw a Cat (Wenzel, (2016) which portrays sightings and feelings of a 

boy, a dog, a fox, and a flea among the characters that saw the cat demonstrating multiple 

perspectives.  

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Jon_Scieszka
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Lane_Smith_(illustrator)
https://www.amazon.com/s/ref=rdr_ext_aut?_encoding=UTF8&index=books&field-author=Brendan%20Wenzel
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The third component of critical literacy is the focus on sociopolitical issues.  This 

pertains to issues of power, class, and privilege.  This is often difficult for students as their 

identity is embedded within the power, class, or privilege they may or may not have.  It is often 

difficult for them to relate to others who have different characteristics in this realm.  The need to 

understand social and political incongruences in order to liberate one’s self of oppressive 

elements is what Freire (1970) referred to as “conscientização” in Portuguese, 

translated  “conscientization”  in English.  This area of critical literacy often causes students to 

become reactionary.  Students are then encouraged to come to terms with their own ideologies 

through discussions and explorations of how others feel and why some people seem to have 

more power than others.  From this point, students are encouraged to take action that might lead 

to change. 

Taking a stance is the fourth component of the critical literacy process.  It is acting upon 

the inequality that is found during the critical literacy process.  Freire believed that education 

was more than giving information to develop a skill; he believed it unjust to not teach about the 

favelas, or slums, why they existed, why it was so difficult to leave them, and who benefitted 

from them.  He referred to this as “reading the world before reading the word” and would teach 

students to read the word favela, or slum, after they had critically analyzed the meaning (Freire, 

1970).  He felt if students understood their world including its possible inequities, then learning 

to challenge and change that world would be a priority.  Therefore, experts of critical literacy 

avow that it is not enough to simply engage in the process of critical literacy, but real-world 

reading and action must ensue (Comber, Thompson, Wells, & Wood, 2005).  Social action can 

be big or small, but the processes of taking a stance and acting upon it can greatly influence 

students and potentially the community (Clarke & Whitney, 2009).  Bronfenbrenner’s (1977) 
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bioecological theory demonstrates how the community in the exosystem tier is connected and 

influences an individual’s mesosysytem and microsystem tiers.  This belief that the community is 

influenced by social factors is not a new idea (Morrow, 2014).  In fact, this belief that social 

factors and altering social factors can positively impact children is the premise behind the Head 

Start program enacted in 1964 that provided free education to children in low socio economic 

settings. 

Social Aspects of Critical Literacy  

Critical literacy examines the social world.  Often, the social world of the students is the 

context for critical literacy (Vasquez, 2004).  This includes the examination of discourses used 

within texts.  Rhetoric is often referred to as discourse, but discourse is much more.  Rhetoric is 

defined as “the art of effective or persuasive speaking or writing, especially the use of figures of 

speech and other compositional techniques” (Dictionary.com, 2017).  Gee (2014) claimed that 

Discourse with a capital “D” is more than rhetoric; Discourses are “ways of being in the world; 

they are forms of life which integrate words, acts, values, beliefs, attitudes, and social identities 

as well as gestures, glances, body positions, and clothes” (p. 6).  Discourse is saying, doing, 

being, believing, and valuing.  It is these five traits derived from social experiences within the 

culture that determines one’s personal discourse.  However, people constantly move from one 

discourse to another.   

The discourse used at a school is typically derived from the white and middle class 

(Landons-Billings, 1995).  This may be a different discourse used by a student from a lower 

socio economic background; lower socio economic students may have a different discourse than 

the typical white middle class discourse used at school.  These students learn to go in and out of 

their discourse and therefore are often required to move from one to another.   
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implemented in critical literacy experiences.  There are four separate components and all four do 

not necessarily occur in each experience.  The survey questions were aligned to these 

components (Table 1).  These components are: 

• “disrupting a common situation or understanding; 

• interrogating multiple viewpoints;  

• focusing on sociopolitical issues;  

• taking action and promoting social justice” (Lewison et al., 2002, p.383).   

For the purpose of this research, these components influenced and were used as a guide in 

the survey questions to determine what the current state of critical literacy is in East Tennessee 

concerning early childhood teachers.  However, because many teachers were unfamiliar with 

critical literacy and were unfamiliar with the aforementioned terms.  Lewison et al.’s (2002) 

wording and phrases were not used in the survey.  Instead the survey questions asked about 

aspects of critical literacy in wording that was easily understood.  The survey questions were 

divided into the four components based on the researcher’s interpretation of the component.  

Table 1 displays the alignment. 

 

Table 1 

Dissertation Survey Component Alignment 

Survey Question/ 
Topic 

 
Specification 

Component 
Alignment 

 
Rationale 

1.Books on race resource Multiple perspective Upper East 
Tennessee is 
predominantly white.  
Any other race is 
multiple perspective.  
(Content of book 
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could determine this 
or not). 

2. Frequency of reading 
books on race 

practice Multiple 
perspective/social 
action 

Could be considered 
multiple perspective 
or a social action by 
some. 

3. Books on 
homelessness 

resource Sociopolitical  Homelessness is 
often affected by 
social and political 
issues and events. 

4. Frequency of reading 
books on homelessness 

practice Multiple 
perspective/social 
action 

Could be considered 
multiple perspective 
or a social action by 
some. 

5. Books on same sex 
parents or relationships 

resource Disrupting the 
common thinking 

Same-sex marriage 
and relationships are 
not as “common” in 
upper East Tennessee 
and therefore disrupts 
the common thinking.   

6. Frequency of reading 
books on same sex 
parents or relationships 

practice Disrupting the 
common thinking 
/social action 

Could be considered 
disrupting the 
common situation 
since same-sex 
relationships are not 
the “common” 
thinking, or a social 
action by some. 

7. Controversial 
conversations 

 

practice Disrupting the 
common thinking 

Controversial by 
nature is against the 
common thinking. 

8. Importance of 
controversial 
conversations 

perception Disrupting the 
common 
thinking/multiple 
perspective /social 
action/ 

Depends on context 
of conversations. 
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9.Comfortable with 
controversial 
conversations 

perception Multiple 
perspective/disrupting 
common thinking, 
sociopolitical/social 
action 

Depends on context 
and view of person 
having discussion.  
Many consider 
conversations as first 
step in social 
acceptance, so it may 
be perceived as an 
action, while others 
may view 
controversial 
conversations as 
disruption or multiple 
perspective or 
sociopolitical.   

10. Importance of 
controversial 
conversations 
perception 

perception Multiple 
perspective/disrupting 
common thinking, 
sociopolitical/social 
action 

Depends on context 
and view of person 
having discussion.  
Many consider 
conversations as first 
step in social 
acceptance, so it may 
be perceived as an 
action, while others 
may view 
controversial 
conversations as 
disruption or multiple 
perspective or 
sociopolitical. 

11. Administratively 
supported 

perception Disrupting common 
thinking 

If controversial, and 
support needed, most 
likely disrupting 
common thinking 

12. Parentally 
supported 

perception Multiple 
perspective/disrupting 
common thinking, 
sociopolitical/social 
action 

If controversial, and 
support needed, most 
likely disrupting 
common thinking, 
but may be perceived 
as other. 

13. Books with diverse 
characters 

resource Multiple perspective Diverse characters is 
multiple perspective 
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14. Frequency of 
reading diverse 
character books 

practice Multiple perspective Diverse characters is 
multiple perspective. 

15. Frequency of 
responding to book 

practice Multiple perspective Perspective of student 
writing or drawing. 

16. Frequency of 
writing about concern 

practice Multiple 
perspective/disrupting 
common thinking, 
sociopolitical/social 
action 

Depends on context 
and perception of 
those involved. 

17. Importance of 
writing about concerns 

perception Multiple 
perspective/disrupting 
common thinking, 
sociopolitical/social 
action 

Depends on context 
and perception of 
those involved. 

18. Writing as platform 
for social justice 

perception Multiple 
perspective/disrupting 
common thinking, 
sociopolitical/social 
action 

Depends on context 
and perception of 
those involved. 

19. Social justice 
responsibility 

perception Multiple 
perspective/disrupting 
common thinking, 
sociopolitical/social 
action 

Depends on context 
and perception of 
those involved. 

20. Desire to teach 
social justice 

perception Multiple 
perspective/disrupting 
common thinking, 
sociopolitical/social 
action 

Depends on context 
and perception of 
those involved. 

21. Critical literacy knowledge Multiple 
perspective/disrupting 
common thinking/ 
sociopolitical/social 
action 

Depends on context 
and perception of 
those involved.  May 
know parts or think 
they know. 

22. Multiple 
perspective 

knowledge Multiple perspective Specifically refers to 
multiple perspective. 
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23. Disrupting common 
thinking 

knowledge disrupting common 
thinking 

Specifically refers to 
disrupting common 
knowledge. 

 
 After each survey item was aligned with a critical literacy component, each item was then 

aligned to answer one of the research question constructs (see Table 2). 

 

Table 2 
 
Survey Question Alignment 
 

Survey Question 
Numbers/Research Question 

 
Variable Measured 

 
Analysis 

8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 17, 18, 19, 20 
1. What aspects of critical 
literacy are recognized by 
East Tennessee ECED 
teachers? 

 

1. a.  What are East 
Tennessee ECED teachers’ 
perceptions 
of critical literacy?  
 

Perceptions Descriptive statistics of mean, 
standard deviation, and range 
will be performed on this 
subscale group of 
perceptions. 

8, 9, 10, 17 

 

   

Perceptions of critical literacy 
content 

Descriptive statistics of mean, 
standard deviation, and range 
will be performed on this 
subscale group of critical 
literacy content perceptions. 

11, 12 Perceptions of critical literacy 
support 

Descriptive statistics of mean, 
standard deviation, and range 
will be performed on this 
subscale group of critical 
literacy support perceptions. 

18, 19, 20 Perceptions of desire Descriptive statistics of mean, 
standard deviation, and range 
will be performed on this 
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subscale group of critical 
literacy desire perceptions. 

21, 22, 23 

1. What aspects of critical 
literacy are recognized by 
East Tennessee ECED 
teachers?  

 

1. b.  What are East 
Tennessee ECED teachers’ 
knowledge of critical 
literacy? 

Knowledge These items (survey answers) 
will be added as a subscale 
(group) of critical literacy 
resources.  It is a sum of each 
persons’ answers to these 
survey questions.  Descriptive 
statistics of mean, standard 
deviation, and range will be 
performed on this subscale 
group of items related to 
knowledge. 

21, 22, 23 Knowledge-individual 
analysis 

• Critical literacy 
 

• Multiple perspective 
 

• Disrupting common  
situation or thinking 

These questions can also be 
analyzed individually with 
separate analysis of each.  
Descriptive statistics of mean, 
standard deviation, and range 
to determine the knowledge 
responses of: (question 21) 
critical literacy, (question 22) 
multiple perspective, and 
(question 23) disrupting 
common situation or 
thinking.  Frequency of 
distribution can also be run. 

2, 4, 6, 7, 14, 15, 16 

1. What aspects of critical 
literacy are recognized by 
East Tennessee ECED 
teachers?  

  

1. c.  What are East 
Tennessee ECED teachers’ 
practices of critical literacy? 

Practices These items (survey answers) 
will be added as a subscale 
(group) of critical literacy 
practices.  It is a sum of each 
persons’ answers to these 
survey questions.  Descriptive 
statistics of mean, standard 
deviation, and range will be 
performed on this subscale 
group of items related to 
resources. 

2, 4, 6, 14 Practices 

Reading books 

Descriptive statistics of mean, 
standard deviation, and range 
will be performed on this 
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subscale group of practices 
which include reading books. 

7, 15, 16 Practices 
Discussion and writing 

Descriptive statistics of mean, 
standard deviation, and range 
will be performed on this. 

1, 3, 5, 13 
Research question: 
1. What aspects of critical 
literacy are recognized by 
East Tennessee ECED 
teachers?  
 
1. d.  What are East 
Tennessee ECED teachers’ 
resources for teaching critical 
literacy? 
 

Resources These items (survey answers) 
will be added as a subscale 
(group) of critical literacy 
resources.  It is a sum of each 
persons’ answers to these 
survey questions.  Descriptive 
statistics of mean, standard 
deviation, and range will be 
performed on this subscale 
group of items related to 
resources. 

1, 3, 5, 13 Resources-Individual analysis 
of Race, Homelessness, Same 
sex relationships, Diverse 
characters 

 

A sum will be determined and 
descriptive statistics analysis 
of mean standard deviation, 
and range will be found 
within each area of resources: 
(question 1) race, (question 3) 
homelessness, (question 5) 
same sex relationships, and 
(question 13) diverse 
characters.  Frequency of 
distribution will also be 
determined.  Each resource 
area will be analyzed 
separately. 

 

The construct of perceptions was survey questions 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 17, 18, 19, 20 and 

answered research question 1a: What are East Tennessee ECED teachers’ perceptions of critical 

literacy?  These nine perceptions were then divided into three subscales There were nine survey 

items that constituted the three subscales of perceptions; perceptions of content (8, 9, 10, 17), 

perceptions of support (11, 12), and perceptions of desire to teach social justice (18, 19, 20).   
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The construct of knowledge was survey questions 21, 22, 23 and answered research 

question 1b:  What are East Tennessee ECED teachers’ knowledge of critical literacy? These 

three survey items (21, 22, 23) were combined to make one knowledge subscale.   

The construct of practices was survey questions 2, 4, 6, 7, 14, 15, 16 and answered 

research question 1c:  What are East Tennessee ECED teachers’ practices of critical literacy? 

Seven items from the survey made up the two practice subscales of reading books (2, 4, 6, 14), 

and discussion and writing (7, 15, 16).   

The construct of resources was survey questions 1, 3, 5, 13 and answered research 

question 1d: What are East Tennessee ECED teachers’ resources of critical literacy? The four 

survey items made up the resource subscale (1, 3, 5, 13).  Descriptive statistics including mean, 

standard deviation, and range were determined for each subscale.  For the subscales of resources 

and knowledge, the frequency of distribution was also determined in order to fully understand 

which resources and which knowledge components East Tennessee early childhood teachers use. 

 The 23-item survey (Appendix B) asked the participants to indicate their degree of 

agreement on a 4-point Likert scale ranging from  terms which ordered responses 0-3.  Because 

critical literacy has just recently emerged as a hot topic in education, it was thought that many 

teachers may not know what it is or how it is implemented.  As stated earlier, the term is often 

confused with critical reading and critical thinking.  Therefore, this survey was designed to 

capture aspects of critical literacy that may be done in the classroom while also asking about 

certain critical literacy practices and teacher attitudes towards critical literacy.  The term critical 

literacy was not used at the beginning of the survey to avoid potentially excluding teachers who 

do not know what critical literacy is.  This was important in order for teachers who might not 

have been familiar with the term critical literacy, but implement aspects of critical literacy, to be 
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able to complete the survey questions.  A survey was developed by the researcher to incorporate 

aspects of critical literacy that teachers may or may not be doing in their classrooms already.   

 Survey answers were anonymous. Each participant was given an identification number as 

recommended by (Ruel et al., 2016), “When conducting anonymous research, it is important to 

create a unique identifier, such as identification number, for each respondent that is anonymous” 

(p. 26).  The identification allowed participants to be counted, but not identified.  

  Confidentiality was maintained to the degree permitted by the technology used, meaning the 

survey company (SurveyMonkey) does not share IP addresses and that a name was not 

connected with the responses unless provided by the participants who wished to be a part of the 

qualitative portion of the research.  Although rights and privacy were maintained, the ETSU IRB 

and personnel particular to this research had access to the study records.  The procedures and 

confidentiality of the study are listed in the internet consent form (Appendix G). 

 

Validity of the Quantitative Instrument 

Validity was also a consideration.  The researcher took precautions that the instrument 

was valid, meaning the survey instrument demonstrated, “sound evidence to demonstrate that the 

test interpretation matches its proposed use” (Creswell, 2015, p. 158).  There were three different 

groups that looked at the instrument to establish face validity: The first was academic literacy 

coaches from the Greeneville City Schools and the Greene County Schools systems who said 

they were familiar with critical literacy.  They were asked to read the survey questions, the 

research questions, and Lewison et al.’s (2002) critical-literacy components to see if they agreed 

that the questions correlated to the critical literacy components and if they did in fact answer the 

research questions.  The second group asked was ETSU professors seasoned in research to verify 
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that the questions were aligned to the research questions and the critical-literacy components.  

After the first two face validity checks were made, two pilot tests were administered to teachers 

who were not participating in the research.  The pilot tests allowed for suggestions and 

recommendations to improve the survey instrument and determine if scientific explanations 

matched the reality (McMillan & Schumacher, 2010) before it was developed into an electronic 

form.  The survey was one part of the methodology triangulation where two different forms of 

data were used, survey and interviews to obtain the third point as described by Patton (2014).  

This was important as multiple sources provided verification and validity while complementing 

similar data (Creswell & Plano Clark, 2007). 

.   The survey instrument did not identify participants maintaining anonymity.  The survey 

gave the participant the opportunity to enter into a $50 Amazon gift card drawing at the end of 

the survey.  If they entered the drawing, the survey took them to another link to enter their name.  

This link disassociated them from their survey answers.  Their name was needed in order to 

contact them if they won the optional gift card drawing.  A second option allowed participants to 

sign up for the qualitative interview and be placed in the $50 Amazon gift card drawing.  This 

option also took the participants to a separate link in order to disassociate them from their survey 

answers.  Their identity was not known unless they agreed to be part of the qualitative phase of 

the research.    

Quantitative Procedures 

Prior to beginning this research study, permission to conduct research was obtained from 

the Institutional Review Board (IRB) of East Tennessee State University.  The IRB required 

district permission from the six school districts before granting approval. Permission to conduct 

research was sought from each of the districts’ superintendents’ offices. Permission was sought 
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by emailing the districts’ superintendents (Appendix C) and by following the protocol to conduct 

research of the six districts.  Some districts had specific requirements and forms that were 

submitted by the researcher for final district approval.  When these requirements were met, 

approval letters were granted by the districts.  These approval letters were then submitted to IRB 

as part of the approval process.  Once IRB granted final approval, the superintendents’ offices 

were contacted to determine their specific procedures for distributing the survey.  Although the 

districts had different procedures, the principals of each school were sent an email informing 

them of the upcoming research.  

Four of the participating districts’ superintendents’ personnel, Carter County, Greeneville 

City, Greene County and Kingsport City sent the survey information with the link to the 

principals in their districts.  The principals then disseminated the survey to their teachers.  The 

principals of the remaining two districts of Hamblen County and Johnson City were contacted by 

the researcher and provided both district and ETSU IRB approval forms.  The principals were 

told of the research and asked for teacher email verification from the websites.  Some principals 

emailed back that they preferred to send the survey information and link themselves to their 

teachers.  Others provided email verification, and some did not respond at all.  A teacher 

introductory (Appendix D) information email and link were sent to the principals who expressed 

they preferred to send it themselves.  The emails that were verified by the principals were used 

by the researcher and the introductory teacher email (Appendix C) was sent and followed by the 

actual survey link two to three days later.  Emails for teachers that were not verified by the 

principals were obtained from the school websites.  An introductory email (Appendix C) was 

sent to these teachers and was followed by the survey link two or three days later.  The principals 

were copied on theses emails.  
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  The survey link was emailed and administered through the electronic survey company 

SurveyMonkey which does not store, nor share, email addresses to help ensure confidentiality.   

Qualitative Phase 

The qualitative interviews were necessary as according to Creswell (2009), they can help 

determine the cause and effect that quantitative alone cannot achieve.  Understanding what 

teachers know about critical literacy and what aspects they are currently comfortable and 

confident implementing can help determine future training needs for teachers.   

Qualitative Participants 

There were five participants in the qualitative phase.  These participants indicated on the 

electronic survey that they would participate in an interview.  Although there were originally six 

who volunteered, one participant from Carter County declined when contacted by the researcher. 

The demographics for the qualitative participants included: four from Greene County and one 

from Hamblen County, four female and one male, all four were white, three taught kindergarten, 

one taught first grade, and one taught third grade, all four were elementary education majors, one 

had five years of experience, one had nine, and the other two had more than ten.   

  Although it was intended that statistical analysis be conducted from the initial 

quantitative survey in order to gather information and answer the research questions about 

perceptions, knowledge, practices, and resources of critical literacy, another purpose of the initial 

quantitative phase was to originally determine a rank of critical literacy scores from high to low 

from the quantitative data.  This would have allowed participants who indicated a willingness to 

be interviewed to be chosen from both the high critical literacy scores and the low critical 

literacy scores from the survey providing a purposeful sampling.  Onwuegie and Collins (2007) 

recommended at least three participants from each subgroup be used when using a nested 
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sampling design.  Therefore, it was the intention to interview at least three willing participants 

from each subgroup of high and low scores from the quantitative survey data.  However, it was 

decided after the second pilot study, to provide links for those volunteering for the interviews 

that dissociated participants from their answers.  Because of this, the responses of the 

participants were unknown and interviews were conducted with the participants who volunteered 

without any possible high or low critical literacy ranking known. 

Qualitative Measure 

A semi-structured interview (Appendix F) was used to interview the participants. 

According to Creswell (2009), the interview protocol should include instructions for the 

interviewer to ensure standard procedures are used for all interviewees, as well as, four or five 

questions which often relate to the qualitative research sub questions.  Further probes to elicit 

elaboration are always recommended.  According to Goodwin and Goodwin (1996), a semi-

structured process allows the researcher to understand perspectives and insights about the 

research and is useful for determining respondents’ ideas, thoughts, perceptions, feelings, and 

past experiences of events.   This enables the conversations to vary and change between the 

different participants.  

The interview protocol included eight open-ended questions addressing participants’ 

views on aspects of critical literacy such as multiple perspective, confidence and comfort level in 

having controversial discussions, and the usefulness of critical literacy aspects in promoting 

social justice. As previously mentioned for the survey, the term critical literacy was not used in 

case participants were unfamiliar with the term.  The final question asked if participants had 

anything they wanted to add or if they thought I should have asked anything else either on the 

survey or in the interview.  While the interview protocol allowed all participants to be asked the 
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same initial questions, follow-up questions and probes varied based on the participants’ 

responses.   

Qualitative Procedures 

The quantitative survey asked participants if they would be willing to participate in an 

interview to further discuss their responses, and provide more information about their 

perceptions, knowledge, practices and resources of critical literacy.  The interviews were 

necessary because while quantitative data can determine how many people exemplify certain 

behaviors, but qualitative data can help researchers understand how and why the behaviors take 

place (Sutton, 2015).  This qualitative piece was also intended to fill in the gap if there was a low 

response rate from the survey, while also providing detailed information on teachers’ 

perceptions, knowledge, practices, and resources of critical literacy.   

In order to examine participants’ perceptions, knowledge, practices and resources of 

critical literacy, individual interviews with open-ended questions were conducted with five 

participants who volunteered to take the survey.  It was hoped to obtain six to ten interviews, but 

only six participants volunteered to participate with one later declining.  Thus, five interviews 

were conducted. 

Interviews were conducted individually and took place at the participants’ convenience at 

their place of employment or their choice of meeting place as a natural setting for the interviewee 

as recommended (Creswell, 2009).  Two interviews took place after school hours at the sites 

where two of the participants were employed.  The interviewer and the participant were the only 

ones in the teachers’ classrooms during the interview.  Two interviews took place at the 

participants’ houses after the regular school day.  Both were conducted outside on patios. Again, 

the participants and the interviewers were the only ones present during the interview.  The last 
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interview was scheduled at a coffee shop.  The interview occurred in a small meeting room at the 

coffee shop.  Again, the participant and the researcher were the only ones in the room during the 

interview.  The participants signed the Oral Consent Form (Appendix F) after introductions and 

small talk, and just before the interview began. Each interview lasted between 15-20 minutes. 

All participant interviews were recorded with a Lgsixe Digital Voice Recorder 8GB 

1536Kbps Voice Recording device purchased from Amazon and approved by IRB.  It was a 

small, unobtrusive device that was placed on the table as the interviewees spoke.  Besides the 

recordings, the researcher took field notes to ensure that all data was gathered as the interviewee 

answered questions and spoke.  This was important so data could accurately reflect the views of 

the participants in order to derive a “…general, abstract theory of a process…” (Creswell, 2009, 

p. 13) as described by grounded theory.   

Confidentiality of the participants was maintained by establishing a key code. Each 

participant was given a fictitious name and a number.  These were used in the key code which 

allowed the researcher to identify the participant, but did not disclose the identity of the 

participant. 

 Qualitative data was coded following a verbatim transcription of all interview audio tapes 

of the participants’ words.  This allowed for the participant’s voice to be honored, which 

according to Saldaña, (2009) is an important element in understanding the experience.  Coding is 

another essential element of qualitative research and is defined as “the process of organizing the 

material into chunks or segments of text in order to develop a general meaning of each segment” 

(Creswell, 2009).  Transcripts were read thoroughly to obtain “preliminary explanatory analysis” 

to establish a general feeling about the data from the first reading (Creswell, 2015, p.142).  The 

coding was manually performed by the researcher to determine common themes that occurred 



75 
 

from the participants’ answers.  A code “…is most often a word or short phrase that symbolically 

assigns a summative, salient, essence capturing, and/or evocative attribute for a portion of 

language based or visual data” (Saldaña, 2009, p.3).  The data was then organized into themes 

enabling a broad theory to be generated that was “grounded” in the data; it then was connected to 

the research literature.  The interviews were specifically analyzed using thematic content 

analysis through the use of grounded theory.  The researcher was one of the coders along with a 

doctoral candidate experienced in the coding process to provide a cross-check.  This was 

performed on passages and text from the interviews for reliability as recommended by Creswell 

(2009).  

Golafshani, (2003) described qualitative research with the terms credibility and 

trustworthiness.  From the perspective of the qualitative researcher, “the credibility of qualitative 

research depends on the ability and effort of the researcher” (Golafshani, 2003, p. 600).  All 

efforts were made during every phase of this research to establish trustworthiness. The peer 

coder coded all five transcripts as did the researcher.  The transcripts and codes were compared 

between the two.  It was predetermined that if disagreement occurred between the coders, they 

would discuss the interpretations and come to agreement.  If unresolved, it would be the 

researcher’s responsibility to determine the code.  However, there were no unresolved 

disagreements between the coders.  The researcher considered all information and strived for 

credibility and trustworthiness as decisions were made concerning the data.  However, the 

researcher coded the transcripts multiple times and did determine themes that were not initially 

found by the peer coder or the researcher the first time transcripts were coded. 

After data was read and coded, emerging themes were determined.  Validity for 

qualitative data was determined by two strategies recommend by Creswell (2009).  The first 
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strategy includes presenting “negative or discrepant information” that is contradictory to the 

themes (Creswell, 2009, p. 192).  Most evidence fit into a theme, but presenting information that 

is contradictory to the themes will continue to establish trustworthiness and credibility and make 

the data more valid.  The second method that was used to determine validity was the use of peer 

debriefing.  A peer who was knowledgeable in the concepts of qualitative research read, 

reviewed, and coded the data.  This helped ensure that someone else detected the same themes.  

This continued to provide credibility and trustworthiness while providing an interpretation 

besides that of the researcher.  These multiple strategies are recommended and “should enhance 

the researcher’s ability to assess the accuracy of findings as well as convince readers of that 

accuracy” (Creswell, 2009, p. 191). 

       The data underwent constant comparison with emerging themes to exhaust the 

similarities and differences of information (Creswell, 2009).  As stated earlier, interviews were 

transcribed and coded by the researcher.  The notes and recordings were in the possession of the 

researcher during transport.  All notes were taken and kept on a password- protected computer. 

These participants were contacted by the researcher via email by the address provided by the 

participants on the electronic survey.   

The two stages of this study had unique needs.  The quantitative survey informed to what 

degree teachers understand, value, and practice critical literacy within the Lewison et al’s. (2002) 

critical framework while it also provided a purposeful sample for the interviews.  The qualitative 

stage was necessary to discover why teachers do or do not implement critical literacy within their 

knowledge base, as it is possible to implement aspects of critical literacy without knowing 

exactly what it is.  The combination and merging of this data had the potential to produce a 

grounded theory as to what East Tennessee early childhood teachers’ attitudes are towards 
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certain aspects and why.”  Grounded theory is a strategy of inquiry in which the researcher 

derives a general, abstract theory of a process, action, or interaction grounded in the views of the 

participants” (Creswell, 2009, p.13).  The use of grounded theory enabled a broad theory to be 

generated that is “grounded” in the data.  The emerging design of grounded theory was used as it 

allowed views of the interviewees to emerge along with the pre-determined questions and 

answers into categories.  This design emphasizes the importance of a theory to emerge from the 

data (Creswell, 2015).  This was important in this study as teachers’ perceptions, knowledge, 

practices, and resources of critical literacy and their implementations of critical literacy were 

explored to determine categories that might be used for future research. 

Role of Researcher 

  “In early childhood education, we have our own personal and professional blurring of 

experience, knowledge, and competence” (Hatch, 2007, p. 209).  As an early childhood teacher 

for 29 years, it is necessary to recognize, acknowledge, and understand how my experiences and 

beliefs could impact my role as a researcher.  Although I have certain expectations and feelings 

about teaching acceptance of others based on my beliefs, and also I find little greater joy than 

teaching literacy to children, I realized that I do not necessarily have the same views, 

experiences, or feelings as other teachers.  It was also essential that I recognize how my biases 

and values could impact my role as researcher.  This was especially true during the interview 

stage of the study; my role at this time was not to share my own beliefs and opinions, but to 

listen and record the participants’ beliefs and values shared through their own words in order to 

collect accurate data.  It was also that essential I interpreted data while striving to keep “personal 

values, assumptions, and biases at the outset of the study” (Creswell, 2009, p. 196) for this data 

was the participants’ story, not mine. 
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Summary 

Chapter 3 included the research methodology and procedures for this study.  The study 

purpose, research design, participants, data collection procedures, and research questions were 

explained in this chapter.  Chapter 4 includes the results and chapter 5 includes findings and 

recommendations for future research such as potential professional development, supplies or 

books to assist teachers in critical-literacy implementation, support groups for teachers, and 

teachers’ desires to implement critical literacy in the classroom. 
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            CHAPTER 4 
 

RESULTS 
 
 

The need for critical literacy is evident:  In order to teach students that text reflects a 

particular ideology and is not neutral, to teach text analysis in both traditional and digital text, to 

teach students to discern truth and formulate opinions, and to teach tolerance and acceptance of 

others in order to provide social justice, critical literacy needs to occur in schools more 

prevalently than it currently does.  This chapter will provide the findings from this sequential 

explanatory mixed-methods study that sought to discover the perceptions, knowledge, practices, 

and resources of critical literacy of East Tennessee early childhood teachers.  

This research synopsis was assembled from analysis of both the quantitative and 

qualitative data.  The study sought to answer the following quantitative questions: 

Quantitative Questions 

Research Question 1.  What aspects of critical literacy are recognized by East Tennessee ECED           

teachers?  

  1a. What are East Tennessee ECED teachers’ perceptions of critical literacy? 

      1b. What are East Tennessee ECED teachers’ knowledge of critical literacy? 

 1c. What are East Tennessee ECED teachers’ practices of critical literacy? 

 1d. What are East Tennessee ECED teachers’ resources for teaching critical literacy? 

Research Question 2.  How do teachers with early childhood majors compare to teachers with 

elementary education backgrounds/majors in their perceptions, knowledge, practices, and 

resources of critical literacy? 

2a. How do East Tennessee ECED majors compare to elementary education majors in 

their perceptions of critical literacy? 
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2b. How do East Tennessee ECED majors compare to elementary education majors in 

their knowledge of critical literacy? 

2c. How do East Tennessee ECED majors compare to elementary education majors in 

their practices of critical literacy? 

2d. How do East Tennessee ECED majors compare to elementary education majors in 

their resources of critical literacy? 

Research Question 3.  How do teachers of lower grades of ECED (Pre-K-1) differ from teachers 

from higher ECED grades (2-3) in their practices of critical literacy? 

3a. How do East Tennessee teachers of lower grades of ECED (Pre-K-1) compare to East 

Tennessee teachers of higher grades ECED (2-3) in perceptions of critical literacy? 

3b. How do East Tennessee teachers of lower grades of ECED (Pre-K-1) compare to East 

Tennessee teachers of higher grades ECED  (2-3) in knowledge of critical literacy? 

3c.  How do East Tennessee teachers of lower grades of ECED (Pre-K-1) compare to East 

Tennessee teachers of higher grades ECED (2-3) in practices of critical literacy? 

3d. How do East Tennessee teachers of lower grades of ECED (Pre-K-1) compare to East 

Tennessee teachers of higher grades ECED (2-3) in resources of critical literacy? 

The findings are from six upper East Tennessee school districts of Carter County, Greene 

County, Greeneville City, Hamblen County, Johnson City, and Kingsport City.  The population 

included approximately 650 Pre-K through 3rd regular education teachers from the six school 

districts.  The voluntary survey was returned by 169 (26%) participants.  After examining the 

data, 13 surveys were eliminated.  Those eliminated included one survey that was marked 

“other” rather than indicating a Pre-K-3rd grade teaching level; this survey was eliminated due to 

the fact that it should not have been sent, nor taken, by teachers other than Pre-K-3rd grade early 
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childhood teachers.  Four surveys were eliminated because participants had not consented to the 

survey and eight were eliminated because they were not completed or less than three items were 

answered.  The final total of surveys used was 156.   

The survey included an item which asked the participants to identify the district in which 

they teach.  The survey was intended for early childhood teachers, Pre-K- 3rd grade.  Table 3 

displays the known participation from each of the districts, the grade level taught, and the years 

of teaching experience by the participants. 

Table 3 

Frequency and Percentage of System, Grade Level Taught, Years of Experience  

Demographic Item                                  Number of Participants Percentage 

School District   
Carter County Schools 25 15.92 
Greene County Schools 52 33.12 
Greeneville City Schools 18 11.46 
Hamblen County Schools 21 15.29 
Johnson City Schools 21 13.38 
Kingsport City Schools    17 10.83 
Not Answered 12 7.69 

Grade Taught   
Pre-K 17 10.89 
Kindergarten 33 21.15 
1st Grade 
2nd Grade 
3rd Grade 

39 
34 
30 

25.00 
21.79 
19.23 

Years of Experience   
Less and 1 year-3 21 13.46 
4-7 27 17.30 
8-10 13 7.69 
More than 10 93 59.61 

Note.  Demographic data is for all participants whose surveys were used.  Frequency (N) =156  
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The teaching profession is dominated by women (Drudy, 2008).  This study’s 

demographic participant make-up did not negate this with 145 (92.9%) participants answering 

female with only 3 (1.9%) answering male.  Although “other” was an option, no one chose this 

answer.  Eight (5.1%) participants did not answer this question.  The ethnicity question was a 

write in answer on the survey.  No ethnic groups were defined to enable participants to choose 

how they wanted this to be counted.  Table 4 displays the gender and ethnicity of the teachers in 

this sample. 

Table 4 

Frequency and Percentage of Participant Gender and Ethnicity 

Demographic Item                                  Frequency (N = 156) Percentage 

   
Gender   

Female 145 92.9 
Male 3 1.92 
Other 0 0 
Did Not Answer 8 5.12 

Ethnicity   
Black/African American 5 3.20 
Half Hispanic 1 .64 
White/Caucasian 144 92.30 

            Did not answer 6 3.84 
 

 

 
Discussion of Quantitative Findings 

In order to adhere to the sequential explanatory mixed-methods design, the data analysis 

occurred in two phases.  The quantitative data was analyzed first, and then the qualitative data.  
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After the two separate data were analyzed, the findings were integrated in order to draw relevant 

conclusions. 

Quantitative 

Quantitative data was analyzed using non-experimental quantitative methodology 

meaning the variables were not manipulated nor altered by the researcher, but “… instead relies 

on interpretation, observation, or interactions to come to a conclusion” (Kowalczyk, n.d., para. 

5).  Statistical Package for Social Sciences (SPSS) was used to perform the statistical analysis of 

the survey data.  Descriptive statistics were used to determine the demographic information as 

well as answer research question one. 

 
Research Question 1 

Question 1.  What aspects of critical literacy are recognized by East Tennessee ECED           

teachers?  

  1a. What are East Tennessee ECED teachers’ perceptions of critical literacy? 

      1b. What are East Tennessee ECED teachers’ knowledge of critical literacy? 

 1c. What are East Tennessee ECED teachers’ practices of critical literacy? 

 1d. What are East Tennessee ECED teachers’ resources for teaching critical literacy? 

 
This question was answered by descriptive statistics including the mean, standard 

deviation, and range for each of the four constructs of perceptions, knowledge, practices, and 

resources. 

The survey consisted of nine total perception questions which answered Research 

Question1. 
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These nine perceptions were divided into three subscales that reflected teachers’ 

perceptions of content, support, and desire in regards to aspects of critical literacy.  The 

perceptions of content included questions that reflected the participants’ responses towards 

importance, comfort level, and appropriateness of holding discussions, and writing about 

concerns and controversial topics.  The results of the four questions pertaining to content 

perceptions follow. 

Research Question Sub Question 1a Perceptions of Content 

One of the main elements of critical literacy is to discuss controversial topics so students 

can hear different opinions from their own.  There were four perception questions on the survey: 

perception of importance of controversial conversations, comfort in holding controversial 

conversations, perception of appropriateness to hold controversial conversations, and importance 

of writing about concerns.   

Participants’ (n=150) mean content perception in regards to the importance of discussions 

concerning controversial topics was 1.52, (SD = .78).  The 150 n indicates that six participants 

did not answer this question. Scores varied across the full 0-3 scale where 0 aligns with “not 

important” and 3 aligns with “very important.”  The 1.52 mean falls between “somewhat 

important” and “important.”  Because the scale is only 4 points, the range of the scores was 

limited. 

The sample (n=148) mean content perception in regards to the comfort level of having 

controversial topic conversations was 1.60 (SD=.81).    The 148 n indicates that eight participants 

did not answer this question. This falls between the 1 which aligns with “somewhat comfortable” 

and 2 which aligns with “comfortable.”  
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The sample (n=149) mean of content in regards to the age appropriateness of 

controversial topic conversations was 1.34 (SD=.83).    The 149 n indicates that seven 

participants did not answer this question. The 1.34 falls between 1 which aligns with “somewhat 

appropriate” and 2 which aligns with “appropriate.” 

The sample mean of content in regards to the importance of writing about concerns was 

1.94 (SD=.74).  Participants’ (n=145) scores varied from 0-3 on the 4- point Likert scale.    The 

145 n indicates that 11 participants did not answer this question. The 1.94 falls between the 1 

aligned with “somewhat important” and 2 aligned with “important.”  

The results of the subscale content perceptions are displayed below in Table 5. 

Table 5 

Descriptive Statistics for Measures of Perception of the Importance, Comfortability, and 

Appropriateness of Controversial Discussions, and Writings 

Perception N M SD Min Max 

Importance of controversial 

conversations 

150 1.52 .78 0 3 

Comfortable having controversial 

conversations 

148 1.60 .81 0 3 

Appropriateness of controversial 

conversations for age group taught 

149 1.34 .83 0 3 

Importance of writing about concerns 145 1.94 .74 0 3 

 

Conversations concerning controversial topics are an integral aspect of critical literacy.  

Therefore, the perception of support to have these conversations is imperative to know; teachers 

may not hold them if they do not feel supported.  The survey included questions that reflected 

both the participants’ perceptions of support from administration and support from parents to 
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hold discussions on controversial topics.  The following findings are from the subscale support 

perceptions. 

Research Question Sub Question 1a Perceptions of Support 

The sample (n=149) mean of the perception of administration support was 1.70 (SD=.84).  

The 149 n indicates that seven participants did not answer this question.  This falls between 1 

and 2 indicating that the overall perception of administration support aligned between 

“somewhat supported” and “supported.”  

 The participants’ (n=148) mean perception of parental support to hold discussions 

concerning controversial conversations was 1.01 SD=.69).  This is aligned with “somewhat 

supported,” but is lower than the administration support perception.    The 148 n indicates that 

eight participants did not answer this question. 

Table 6 demonstrates perception results of administration support and parental support. 

Table 6 

Means and Standard Deviations on the Measure Perceptions of Administration Support and 

Parental Support 

Perception N M SD Min Max 
Perception of administration          
support to hold controversial 
conversations 
 

 
149 

 
1.70 

 
.84 

 
0 

 
3 

Perception of parental                     
support to hold controversial 
conversations 
 

 
148 

 
1.01 

 
.69 

 
0 

 
3 

The perceptions of desire subscale included questions that reflected the participants’ 

perceptions on their responsibility, desire, and literacy as an appropriate platform to teach social 

justice.  It is important to know if teachers desire to teach critical literacy; they may not teach it if 
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they have no desire to do so.  It is also important to know if teachers feel that social justice is 

their responsibility.  If they do not have this inclination, professional development may need to 

occur to demonstrate the power critical literacy has in the classroom.  It is also important to 

know if teachers feel that literacy is an appropriate platform for teaching social justice since the 

back bone of critical literacy resides in literacy practices of reading books, writing, and 

discussing. 

Research Question Subscale Question 1a Perceptions of Desire to Teach Social Justice 

Participants’ (n=145) mean score in regards to literacy as a platform to teach social 

justice was 2.17 (SD=.60).  This is the largest mean of the nine perceptions.  The scores varied 

from 0-3 on the 4- point Likert scale where 0 aligned with” not at all,” 1 aligned with “rarely,” 2 

aligned with “sometimes,” and 3 aligned with “frequently.”  This 2.17 mean falls between 

“sometimes” and “frequently” as a platform to teach literacy.  The 145 n indicates that 11 

participants did not answer this question.   

The sample mean of desire in regards to responsibility to teach social justice was 1.92 

(SD=.75).  Participants’ (n=145) scores varied from 0-3 on the 4- point Likert scale with 3 

aligned to “frequently.”  The 1.92 mean falls between 1 which aligns with “rarely” and 2 which 

aligns with “sometimes” as a teacher responsibility.  However, the 1.92 mean is on the high end 

of 1 and is almost a 2 which aligns with “sometimes.”  The 145 n indicates that 11 participants 

did not answer this question. 

The sample mean in regards of desire to teach social justice was 1.71 (SD=.76).  

Participants’ (n=146) scores varied from 0-3 on the 4-point Likert scale with 3 aligned with 

“frequently.”  The 1.71 mean falls between 1 which is aligned with “rarely” and 2 which aligns 

with “sometimes” as teacher desire to teach social justice.  The 146 n indicates that ten 
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participants did not answer this question. Table 7 displays the results of the subscale desire 

results. 

Table 7 

Descriptive Statistics for Measures of Perception of Literacy as a Platform, Responsibility, and 
 
Desire to Teach Social Justice 
 
Perception N M SD Min Max 

Literacy as a platform  145 2.07 .60 0 3 
Responsibility to teach social justice  145 1.92 .75 0 3 
Desire to teach social justice  146 1.71 .76 0 3 

 

In order to answer Research Question 1b, descriptive statistics of mean, standard 

deviation, and range were determined to analyze the construct of knowledge.  There were three 

survey questions which asked if participants knew what critical literacy, multiple perspective, 

and disrupting the common place thinking were. 

Research Question Subscale Question 1b Knowledge  

The sample mean in regards to knowledge of critical-literacy was 1.10, (SD=.96).  

Participants’ (n=145) scores ranged from 0 which aligned with “no, I do not” to 3 which aligned 

with “yes, I do.”  The standard deviation was .96.  The 1.10 mean aligns with “I have heard of 

it.”  The 145 n indicates that 11 participants did not answer this question. 

The second survey question related to critical literacy knowledge asked participants about 

their knowledge of providing a multiple perspective in literature, an essential component of 

critical literacy.  The participants’ (n=145) mean score was 1.97 with .88 standard deviation.  

This mean falls between 1, which is aligned with “I have heard of it” and 2, “I am familiar with 

it.”  The 145 n indicates that 11 participants did not answer this question. 
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The third critical-literacy knowledge question asked participants if they knew what 

disrupting the common place thinking meant, another integral component of critical literacy.  

The participants’ (n=145) mean score was 1.37 (SD=1.0) which is the largest standard deviation 

of the knowledge responses.  The 1.37 mean falls between 1 which is aligned with “I have heard 

of it” and 2 which is “I am familiar with it.”  The 145 n indicates that 11 participants did not 

answer this question. 

 Table 8 displays the results from the three knowledge questions. 

 

Table 8 

Descriptive Statistics for Measures of Knowledge of Critical Literacy 
Knowledge Item N M SD Min Max 

Knowledge of critical literacy 145 1.10 .96 0 3 
Knowledge of multiple 
perspectives 

145 1.97 .88 0 3 

Knowledge of disrupting 
commonplace  

145 1.37 1.0 0 3 

 

Research Question 1c reflected two subscales of: 1. book reading, and 2. discussion and 

writing practices associated with critical literacy.  These practices are aspects of critical literacy.  

It is important to know which practices teachers may be currently implementing in order to 

develop professional development to introduce new topics and ways to introduce them. 

Research Question Subscale Question 1c Book and Discussion and Writing Practices 

The practice of reading controversial topic books was reflected in the first subscale and 

was reflected in four survey questions.  There were four book topics in the book reading 

subscale: race, homelessness, same-sex relationships, and diversity.   
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Reading books on the controversial topic of race was the first practice.  The sample’s 

(n=136) mean was 1.58 (SD=.65).  This mean falls between 1 which is “seldom” and 2 which is 

“sometimes” in regards to the frequency of reading books dealing with race.  A 3 is aligned with 

“frequently.”  This 136 n was low due to the fact that 20 (12.82%) of the participants responded 

that they had no books concerning race.  Therefore, they were unable to answer this question.  

 The second practice represented the frequency of reading books on the controversial topic 

of homelessness.  The mean of the participants (n=39) was 1.05 (SD=.65).  This n was low due 

to the fact that 112 (74.17%) of the participants had responded that they had no books 

concerning homelessness.  Therefore, they were unable to answer this question on.  Because 

“none” was an answer choice on the number of books teachers had on the topic of homelessness, 

and because n was 151 for the number of homelessness books teachers had, the 39 n for practice 

of reading homelessness books indicated that five participants did not answer the homelessness 

resource question.  This will be further discussed in Research Question 1d concerning resources.  

 The third practice refers to participants’ (n=17) practices of reading controversial books 

on same-sex relationships.  Again, this n was low due to the fact that 54 (76.10%) of the 

participants reported they did not have any books on this topic.  Therefore, they could not answer 

this question concerning practice.  The mean was .94 (SD=.97).  This is aligned with “never” in 

the frequency of topic of same sex relationships.  Because “none” was an answer choice on the 

number of books teachers had on the topic of same-sex relationships, and because n was 71 for 

the number of same sex relationship books teachers had question, the 71 n for practice of reading 

same-sex relationship books indicated that 85 (45.51%) participants did not answer the same sex 

relationship resource question.  This means that 112 participants indicated they did not have 
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books on homelessness.  This will be further discussed in Research Question 1d concerning 

resources. 

The sample (n=145) mean of practices in regards to the frequency that books with diverse 

characters were read was 1.50.  The term diverse characters was left for the participants’ 

interpretation.  Examples might include books with a female antagonist or books with Hispanic 

characters for some.  This was left open for interpretation purposely in order not to 

compartmentalize each type of diverse character book; this would have required multiple survey 

questions and some diverse character books might have inadvertently been omitted by the 

researcher.  The sample mean was 1.80 (SD=.78) and falls between 1 which is aligned with 

“seldom” and 2 which is aligned with “occasionally.”  The n for diverse character resources was 

151. This indicated that six (32.15%) could not answer the question because they had no books 

on diverse characters. Because “none” was an answer choice for the diverse character resource 

question, this indicated that five participants did not answer this question.   

 The practice subscale of reading books on controversial topics and with diverse 

characters is listed below.  Table 9 displays the results from the subscale practices of book 

reading. 

Table 9 

Descriptive Statistics for Measures of Practices of Reading Books on Controversial and Diverse 
 
Character Books 
 
Practice Item N M    SD Min Max 

Reading books on race 136 1.58 .65 0 3 
Reading books on homelessness 39 1.05 .65 0 3 
Reading books on same-sex 
relationships  

17 .94 .97 0 3 
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Reading books with diverse 
characters 

145 1.8 .78 0 3 

 

 
The practices of class discussions and writing about controversial topics makes up the 

second practice subscale. The questions on the survey in regards to practices asked about 

frequency of having controversial conversations as well as frequency of writing about books and 

writing about concerns.  All of these are standard aspects of critical literacy. 

The sample (n=147) mean for frequency of controversial discussions was 1.08 and the 

standard deviation was .70.  This aligns with “seldom” whereas 0 aligns with “never” and 3 

aligns with “frequently.”  The 147 n indicates that nine participants did not answer this question. 

The sample (n=145) mean for frequency of writing about a book was 2.54 and the 

standard deviation was .74.  This mean falls between a 2 and 3 where 2 is “sometimes” and 3 is 

“frequently.”  The 145 n indicated that 11 participants did not answer this question. 

The sample (n=143) mean for frequency of writing about concerns was 1.24 and the 

standard deviation was .91.  This mean falls between a 1 and 2 where 1 aligns with “rarely” and 

2 aligns with “sometimes.”  The 145 n indicated that 11 participants did not answer this question.  

Table 10 displays the results of the subscale. 

Table 10 

Frequency of Having Controversial Conversations, Writing About Books, and Writing About 

Concerns 

Practice Item N M SD Min Max 

Frequency of controversial 
discussions 

147               1.08 .70 0 3 

Frequency of book writing   145 2.54 .74 0 3 
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Frequency of writing about 
concerns 

143 1.24 .91 0 3 

  

Research Question 1d. reflected the participants’ book resources on controversial topics 

of race, homelessness, same-sex relationships, and diverse characters.  Literature is the 

foundational aspect of critical literacy and it is imperative to know if teachers even have the 

appropriate resources to teach critical literacy. 

Research Question Subscale Question 1d Book Resources 

The scale for the resource construct consisted of the following alignment: 0 with “none,” 

1 “some,” 2 “a few,” and 3, “a lot.”  Although the answer choices may seem ambiguous, they 

were chosen purposely and represent the participant perception rather than a specific quantitative 

number.  Even though resources is its own construct, the survey heavily relied on perceptions of 

the participants.  This wording allowed participants to formulate what they thought “some,” “a 

few,” and “a lot” were.  

The survey first asked if participants had books on race.  The sample (n=156) mean was 

1.07 (SD=.67).  The participant answers varied on the 4-point Likert scale with 0 aligned with 

“none” and 3 aligned with “a lot.”  The 1.07 mean is aligned with “some.”  The 156 n indicated 

that all 156 participants answered this question. 

The participants’ (n=151) mean score was .25 in regards to homelessness.  This low mean 

reflects that very few teachers in this sample have books on homelessness.  The standard 

deviation was 67.  This response is between “none” and “some” on the scale.  This lack of 

homelessness books in this resource construct was also reflected in the low reading practice 

construct (n=39) and the low mean of 1.01 in the reading practice construct on homelessness.  
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There were 112 teachers who could not answer the question about reading homelessness books. 

The 151 n indicated that five (3.21%) participants did not answer this question. 

 The sample mean of participants (n=71) was .18 (SD=.57) in regards to resources on 

same-sex relationships.  The .18 mean is the lowest of the resources and is the lowest mean of 

the entire survey.  The .18 falls in between “none” and “some.”  The low n (71) demonstrates 

that 85 teachers in this sample did not answer this question; the low mean (.18) demonstrates that 

many teachers in this sample do not have books on same-sex relationships.  The mean was also 

low for books on homelessness (M=.25), but the n was 151 demonstrating although the teacher 

sample had few books on the topic of homelessness, all but six of the teachers in the sample 

answered the question on homelessness whereas 85(54.49%)  did not answer the same-sex 

relationships resource question. 

 The participants’ (N=151) mean score was 1.70 (SD=.83) in regards to books on diverse 

characters.  Diverse was not defined in order to not compartmentalize perceptions of diverse 

characters.  It was instead, left open for the participants to determine what they considered 

diverse without the researcher possibly omitting one of their choices.  The sample (N=151) mean 

was 1.70 (SD=.83).  The 1.70 mean falls between “some” and “quite a few,” but is closer to 

“quite a few.”  This is, however, a higher mean than the other resources.  The 151 n indicated 

that five (3.21%) did not answer this question.  Table 11 displays the resources.   

Table 11 

Descriptive Statistics for Measures of Resources of on Controversial and Diverse 
 
Character Books 
 
Perception N M SD Min Max 

Race books resource 156 1.07 .67 0 3 
Homelessness books resource 151 1.01 .25 0 3 
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Same sex relationships books 
resource  

71 .18 .57 0 3 

Diverse characters books resource 151 1.70 .83 0 3 

 

 
Figure 1 displays the books by subject and means. 

 

Figure 1.  Comparison of race, homelessness, same sex relationships, and diversity books 

Research Question 2 

Research question 2 consisted of an overarching question followed by four sub- 

questions that measure the dependent variables of perceptions, knowledge, practices, and 

resources of critical literacy as did research question 1.  It is as follows: 

Research Question 2:  How do teachers with early childhood majors compare to teachers with 

 elementary education majors in their perceptions, knowledge, practices, and resources of 

 critical literacy?  
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Question 2 was statistically answered with two multi-variate analysis of variances (MANOVAS) 

and 2 univariate analysis of variance (ANOVAS).  The comparison group of major included 

three levels of early childhood, elementary education, and other.  The four constructs of 

perceptions, knowledge, practices, and resources were the dependent variables.  

Research Question Subscale Question 2a. Perceptions  

How do teachers with early childhood majors compare to teachers with elementary 

education majors in their perceptions of critical literacy? 

Ho2a:  There are no significant differences in the majors of early childhood and 

elementary education majors in their perceptions of critical literacy. 

A MANOVA was used in order to answer research question 2a, “How do East Tennessee 

ECED majors compare to elementary education majors in their perceptions of critical literacy?”  

The survey reflected nine total perception items that were divided into three subscales that 

reflected teachers’ perceptions of content, support, and desire in regards to aspects of critical 

literacy.  The perceptions of content included questions that reflected the participants’ responses 

towards importance, comfort level, and appropriateness of holding discussions, and writing about 

concerns and controversial topics.  The subscale of support included perceptions of 

administration support as well as parental support to hold controversial conversations.  The 

subscale of desire included perceptions on literacy as a social justice platform, teacher 

responsibility to teach social justice, and desire to teach social justice. 

The mean was computed for the four perceptions of content items to make one scaled 

variable of content perceptions.  The same was done with the two support perception items, as 

well as the three desire to teach social justice perceptions.  The means of each subscale total were 

averaged because the constructs measured multiple dependent variables.  Computing the mean 
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has the advantages of keeping the construct on the same 0-3 scale as the survey questions (Green 

& Salkind, 2014).    

A MANOVA was used for analysis because the major factor had three levels including 

“other” along with the two levels of early childhood and elementary education.  The “other” 

level included 20 participants which was too large to eliminate from the data.  Therefore, 

keeping the “other” level created three levels for the independent variable of major.  Because 

there were three levels and three scaled variables that were labeled content perceptions, support 

perceptions, and desire perceptions after computation, a MANOVA was used for analysis. 

A one-way multivariate analysis of variance was conducted to evaluate the relationship 

between major and perceptions of critical literacy.  The factor variable, the major, included three 

levels of early childhood, elemenatry education, and other.  The dependent variable was the 

computed means of the three perception subscales:  perception of content, perception of support, 

and perception of desire to teach social justice.  No significant differences were found among the 

three majors on the dependent measures.  Wilke’s λ = .957, F (6,280) =1.02, p=.409, ns.  The 

multivariate ŋ2 based Wilke’s λ was not strong, .021.  Therefore, the null hypothesis was 

retained.  Because there was no significant difference between the three majors of early 

childhood, elementary education, and other, in regards to the sub scaled dependent variables of 

perception of content, perception support, and perception to teach social justice, no post hoc tests 

were done.  In summary, the perceptions among the 3 levels of major were approximately equal.  

The means for perception of content among the three groups of early childhood, elementary 

education, and other were 1.66 (SD=51), 1.59 (SD=62), and 1.47 (SD=47) respectively; the 

means for perception of support among the three groups of early childhood, elementary 

education were 1.30 (SD=.66), 1.42 (SD=.66), and 1.17 (SD=.47) respectively; the means for 
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perception of desire to teach social justice among the three groups of early childhood, elementary 

education, and other were 2.02 (SD=.67), 1.93 (SD=.58), and 171 (SD=.60).  Figure 2 shows the 

distribution of the results. 

 

 

 
Figure 2.  Distribution of scores for perceptions among early childhood, elementary education, 
and other levels 
 

Research Question Subscale Question 2b Knowledge  

Research Sub-question 2b:  How do East Tennessee ECED majors compare to 

elementary education majors in their knowledge of critical literacy?  
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 Ho2b: There are no significant difference in the majors of early childhood and 

elementary education in their knowledge of critical literacy?  

Although there was a factor with three levels of early childhood, elementary education, 

and other as in question 2a, there was only one scaled dependent variable computed from the 

means of the three survey questions for knowledge.  Thus, an ANOVA was used for analysis. 

 A one-way analysis of variance was conducted to evaluate the relationship between the 

three majors and knowledge of critical literacy.  The factor variable, the major, included three 

levels of early childhood, elemenatry education, and other.  The dependent variable was the 

computed mean of critical literacy knowledge, multiple perspective knowledge, and disrupting 

the common place thinking knowledge scores.  The ANOVA was not significant, F(2, 14)=.718, 

p=.6489 ns, ŋ2 =.010. Therefore, the null hypothesis was retained.  The strength of the 

relationship between major and critical literacy knowledge, as assessed by ŋ2, was small (.010).  

These results indicate that ciritcal literacy knowledge was approximately equal among the three 

levels of early childhood, elementary education, and the other levels. The means for critical 

literacy knowledge were 1.5 (SD=93), 1.5 (SD=78), and 1.3 (SD=63) respectively for the three 

levels of major.  Figure 3 shows the distribution of the results.  
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Figure 3.  Distribution of scores for knowledge among early childhood, elementary education, 
and other levels  
 
Research Question Subscale Question 2c of Knowledge  

Research sub question 2c :  How do East Tennessee ECED majors compare to elementary 

education majors in their practices of critical literacy? 

Ho2c:  There are no significant differences in early childhood majors and elementary 

education majors in their practices of critical literacy. 

As in Research Subscale Question 2a, a MANOVA was used for analysis because there 

were three levels of early childhood, elementary education, and other in the factor of major, and 

two sub scaled dependent variables of .reading books, and discussion and writing in practices.  
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The means of these subscales were computed which formed two dependent variables of reading 

practices and discussion/writing practices. 

A one-way multivariate analysis of variance was conducted to determine the effect of 

three majors (early childhood, elementary education, and other) on the two dependent variables, 

reading practices and discussion and writing practices.  No significant differences were found 

among the three majors on the dependent measures.  Wilke’s λ, = .961, F (4, 288) =1.46, p=.213, 

ns.  The multivariate ŋ2 based Wilke’s λ was not strong, .020.  Therefore, the null hypothesis was 

retained.  Since there was no significant difference, no post hoc tests were performed.  In 

summary, the practices among the three levels of early childhood, elementary education, and 

other majors was approximately equal.  The means for book reading practices among the three 

levels of early childhood, elementary education, and other were 1.6 (SD=.59), 1.6 (SD=.65), and 

1.4 (SD=.56) respectively.  The means for discussion and writing practices among the three 

levels of early childhood, elementary education, and other were 1.6 (SD=.59), 1.7 (SD=.59), 1.4 

(SD=.65) respectively.  Figure 4 shows the distribution of the results.  
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Figure 4.  Distribution of scores for practices among early childhood, elementary education, and 
other levels  
 
Research Question Subscale Question 2d of Resources 

Research question 2d: How do East Tennessee early childhood majors compare with 

elementary education majors in their resources of critical literacy? 

Ho2d:  There are no significant differences in East Tennessee early childhood majors and 

elementary education majors in their resources of critical literacy. 

Question 2d was analyzed by an ANOVA.  The question consisted of the same three 

levels of early childhood, elementary education, and other as the previous sub-questions 2a, 2b, 

2c.  However, this sub-question sought to determine any differences in resources between the 
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three levels.  The responses to the four resource questions pertaining to book resources on race, 

homelessness, same-sex relationships, and diversity were computed to find the means, then 

combined into one scaled dependent variable.   

A one-way analysis of variance was conducted to evaluate the relationship between 

majors and resources of critical literacy.  The factor variable, the major, included three levels of 

early childhood, elemenatry education, and other.  The dependent variable was the computed 

mean of the resource book scores associated with majors of early childhood, elementary 

education, and other.  The ANOVA was not significant, F(2,153)=.2.07, p=.129, ŋ2 =.026. 

Therefore, the null hypothesis was retained.  The strength of the relationship between major and 

critical-literacy knowledge, as assessed by ŋ2, was small (.010).  In summary, the resources 

between the three levels were approximately the same. The means among the three majors of 

early childhood, elementary education, and other were .98 (SD =.56), .92 (SD =.50), and .71 (SD 

=.41) respectively. Figure 5 shows the distribution of the results. 
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Figure 5.  Distribution of scores for resources among early childhood, elementary education, and 
other levels  
 

 In summary, there were no significant differences among the three majors of early 

childhood, elementary education, and other in regards to their perceptions, knowledge, practices, 

and resources of critical literacy.  The means of the four dependent variables were approximately 

equal.   

Research Question 3 

Research Question 3 sought to determine if any differences in perceptions, knowledge, 

practices, and resources of critical literacy exsited in lower grade levels as compared to higher 

grade levels. Early childhood generally consists of grades Pre-K-3rd grade and these grades were 

used in this study. The independent variable of level taught was divided into two levels of a 

lower level that consisted of Pre-K, kindergarten, and first grade and a higher level that consisted 

of second grade and third grade.  
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Research question 3 consisted of the overarching question, “How do teachers of lower 

grades of ECED (Pre-K-1) differ from teachers from higher ECED grades (2-3) in their 

perceptions, knowledge, practices, and resources of critical literacy?” and comprised four sub-

questions that sought to determine differences in the dependent variable of perceptions, 

knowledge, practices, and resources between the lower and higher levels of early childhood 

teachers.  

Research Question Subscale Question 3a Perceptions  

How do teachers of lower grades of ECED (Pre-K-1) differ from teachers from higher 

ECED grades (2-3) in their perceptions of critical literacy? 

H03a:  There is no significant differences in teachers of lower grades of ECED (Pre-K-1) 

            and teachers from higher ECED grades (2-3) in their perceptions of critical literacy. 

A MANOVA was chosen to analyze question 3a concerning perceptions.  The same 

subscales that were used in question 2, perceptions of content, perceptions of support, and 

perceptions of desire to teach critical literacy were used again.  However, the factor was 

comprised of two levels, lower (Pre-K, kindergarten, and first grade) and higher (second and 

third grade) of early childhood.  Since there were three dependent variables, a MANOVA was 

chosen. 

A one-way multivariate analysis of variance was conducted to determine the relationships 

between the two levels of the factor variable, lower ECED and higher ECED, on the three 

dependent variables of perceptions.  Wilke’s λ =99, F (3, 133) =.155, p=.927.  The multivariate 

ŋ2 based Wilke’s λ was not strong, .003.  Therefore, the null hypothesis was accepted.  Since 

there were was no significant difference between the three majors of early childhood, elementary 

education, and the third level of other in regards to perceptions, no post hoc tests were done.  The 
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null hypothesis was retained.  In summary, the perceptions between the two levels were 

approximately equal.  The means for perception of content between the two groups of lower 

ECED and higher ECED were 1.60 (SD=60) and 1.57 (SD=56) respectively; the means for 

perception of support between the two groups of  lower ECED and higher ECED were 1.32 

(SD=.61), 1.57 and (SD=.56) respectively; the means for perception of desire to teach social 

justice between the two levels of lower ECED and higher ECED were 1.93 (SD=.55) and 1.90 

(SD=.66) respectively.  Figure 6 shows the distribution of the results. 

 

 
Figure 6.  Distribution of scores for perceptions between lower early childhood and higher early 
childhood grades  
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Research Question Subscale Question 3b on Knowledge  

How do teachers of lower grades of ECED (Pre-K-1) differ from teachers from higher 

ECED grades (2-3) in their knowledge of critical literacy? 

Ho3b:  There are no significant differences in teachers of lower grades of ECED (Pre-K1) 

and teachers from higher ECED grades (2-3) in their knowledge of critical 

literacy? 

 Because there were two levels of lower ECED and higher ECED, and one scaled 

dependent variable of knowledge, an independent sample t-test was used to analyze this 

question.   

An independent samples t test was conducted to evaluate the hypothesis that there are no 

differences between lower early childhood and higher early childhood teachers in regards to their 

knowledge of critical literacy.  An independent t test was conducted to evaluate whether the 

mean amount of knowledge differed in the two levels of lower early childhood and higher early 

childhood.  The test was not significant, t(134) = 1.22, p=.439, ns.  Therefore, the null-hypothis 

was retained.  The means and standard deviations of the two levels of lower ECED and higher 

ECED are 1.58 (SD=.83) and 1.41 (SD=.80) respectively.  Figure 7 displays the results of the 

distribution.   



108 
 

 
 
Figure 7.  Distribution of scores for knowledge between lower early childhood and higher early 
childhood grades  
 
Research Question Sub Question 3c Practices 

 How do teachers of lower grades of ECED (Pre-K-1) differ from teachers from higher 

ECED grades (2-3) in their practices of critical literacy? 

Ho3c:  There are no significant differences in teachers of lower grades of ECED (Pre-K-

1) and teachers from higher ECED grades (2-3) in their practices of critical literacy? 

A one-way multivariate analysis of variance was conducted to determine the effect of two 

level groups of lower ECED teachers and higher ECED teachers on the two dependent variables 

of 1.reading books, and 2.discussion and writing practices.  Wilke’s Λ=98, F (2, 137) =1.71 

p=.186.  The multivariate ŋ2 based Wilke’s Λ was not strong, .024.  Therefore, the null 

hypothesis was retained.  Since there were was no significant difference between the two levels 
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of early childhood, lower and higher, in regards to practices, no post hoc tests were done.  The 

means for practices of reading books between the two groups of lower ECED and higher ECED 

were 1.64 (SD=59) and 1.46 (SD=.63) respectively; the means for discussion and writing 

practices between lower ECED and higher ECED were 1.61 (SD=59) and 1.61 (SD=64) 

respectively.  Figure 8 demonstrates the distribution of the results.  

 

 
Figure 8.  Distribution of scores for practices between lower early childhood and higher early 
childhood grades  
 
Research Question Subscale Question 3d Resources 

How do teachers of lower grades of ECED (Pre-K-1) differ from teachers from higher 

ECED grades (2-3) in their practices of critical literacy? 
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Ho3d:  There are no significant differences in teachers of lower grades of ECED (Pre-K-

1) and teachers from higher ECED grades (2-3) in their practices of critical literacy? 

 As in question 3b, there are two levels of lower early childhood and higher early 

childhood with one scaled dependent variable; here, the dependent variable is resources.  

Because of this, another independent t test was used to analyze the differences between lower 

and early childhood levels in regards to resources.   

An independent–samples t test was conducted to evaluate whether the mean amount of 

resources differed between the two levels of lower early childhood and higher early childhood 

grade teachers.  The test was not significant, t (144) =.266, p =.638, ns.  Therefore, the null 

hypotheses was retained.  The means and standard deviations of the two levels of lower ECED 

and higher ECED are .93 (SD=.50) and .90 (SD=.50) respectively.  Figure 9 displays the 

distribution of the results.  
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Figure 9.  Distribution of scores for resources between lower early childhood and higher early 
childhood grades  
 

In summary, there were no significant differences found among the perceptions, 

knowledge, practices, and resources in regards to the level of ECED taught. 

 This quantitative analysis findings are followed by the qualitative findings of this 

sequential mixed-methods study.   

 Discussion of Qualitative Findings 

Individual interviews were conducted in order to answer the following research 

questions: 

Qualitative Questions: 
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Research Question 4.  Why do teachers implement some elements of critical literacy in their 

classrooms?  Why some and not others? 

Research Question 5.  What are East Tennessee ECED teachers’ perceptions of the             

usefulness of critical literacy? 

Research Question 6.  What are East Tennessee ECED teachers’ perceptions of limitations or 

needs in order to implement critical literacy? 

Research Question 7.  On what are these perceptions based? 

Research Question 8.  Why do East Tennessee ECED teachers feel confident or unconfident in 

implementing critical literacy? 

 
Individual interviews were conducted with five participants who indicated on the survey 

they would participate in an interview.  The quantitative survey asked participants if they would 

like to participate in a qualitative interview to discuss their survey answers and critical literacy 

further.  If they chose to participate, they were taken to a different link where they could leave 

their name and email address in order to be contacted.  This link also allowed them to be entered 

into a $50 Amazon gift card drawing.  As previously explained, this link disassociated the 

participants from their survey answers in order to assure anonymity and to adhere to a 

recommendation made from the pilot survey.  

Although six participants volunteered for the interview, one declined the opportunity 

when contacted.  Therefore, interviews were conducted with the five participants who gave their 

contact information and agreed when contacted.  A semi-structured interview protocol was 

developed by the researcher in order to guide the interviews (Appendix F).  The interview 

protocol included four open-ended questions addressing participants’ views on critical literacy in 

the early childhood classroom; these included questions that allowed participants’ to express and 
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explain their thoughts, their comfort level, their knowledge, their current practices, and their 

resources on critical literacy.  The interviewees were given pseudonyms (Richard, Molly, 

Veronica, Cecilia, and Claire) by the researcher in order to protect their identities.  Their 

responses not only were designed to answer the research questions, but to also provide the 

opportunity for participants to share information that may not have been included or expected.  

One last question asked participants if there were anything else they would like to add or if there 

was something else they thought should have been asked.  

The First Cycle strategy of coding was in-vivo coding and descriptive coding, which 

were manually completed.  In-vivo coding was chosen because, “… it is championed by many 

for its usefulness in highlighting the voices of participants and for its reliance on the participants 

themselves for giving meaning to the data” (Manning, 2017, p.1).  This was a suitable coding 

method for this research because it allowed the participants’ views, experiences, and perceptions 

to be better understood as they described them.  Additionally, descriptive codes were used; the 

use of such a code “summarizes the primary topic of the excerpt” (Saldaña, 2009, p. 3). 

The interview protocol provided predetermined questions to assure that all interviewees 

were asked the same questions, in the same order, to establish consistency.  However, codes 

were allowed to emerge through prompts of elaboration and questions that asked, “Why do you 

think this?”  These emerged codes are the basis for grounded theory and were constantly 

compared during analysis.  Throughout the research process, each future step was determined by 

what was discovered in the data.  The codes were constantly compared and analyzed in search of 

connecting data and concepts, and concepts that were possibly connected to other concepts.   

Initial codes connected to the research questions were identified and reviewed for 

repetitions and overlaps within and between participants.  This allowed similarities to emerge, 
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which became the basis for secondary coding (Saldaña, 2009).  Following in-vivo and 

descriptive coding, pattern coding was then manually performed (Appendix G) as part of the 

Second Cycle coding.  

The purpose of Second Cycle coding is that it “…further manages, filters, highlights, and 

focuses the salient features of the qualitative data record for generating categories, themes, and 

concepts, grasping meaning, and/or building theory” (Saldaña, 2009, p. 8).  Pattern coding was 

used to specifically locate repetitive patterns that were documented in the data as recommended 

by Saldaña (2009).  As stated earlier, coding is a constant comparison and continuous process.  

Thus, some First Cycle codes were relabeled, incorporated into other codes, and some were 

discarded altogether which created the secondary codes.  These secondary codes helped to 

reduce the initial codes by sorting and relabeling them into categories, which in turn allowed 

subsequent themes (Saldaña, 2009).  Theses codes were then used to determine categories and 

sub-categories.  These categories were compared to one another which allowed “progress toward 

the thematic, conceptual, and theoretical” (Saldaña, 2009, p. 11).  Through these repetitions, 

similarities, and differences within the data, themes could be construed (Ryan & Bernard, 2003).  

A theme is the outcome of the coding and includes the categorization and analytic reflection.  It 

“is a meaningful ‘essence’ that runs through the data” (Morse, 2008, p. 727).   

Each participant’s interview responses were coded by the interviewer as well as a peer 

reviewer to determine themes associated with the responses and to provide reliability checks.  

The peer reviewer was a doctoral graduate assistant experienced in coding data for other 

dissertations and professors.  Codes were developed by each, then compared and agreed upon by 

both the researcher and the peer reviewer.  By coding the participants’ interviews, key findings 

emerged from the qualitative data collected in this study.  
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The interviews sought to answer the qualitative research questions while also providing 

other pertinent information on critical literacy.  As stated earlier, there were predetermined 

questions, but codes were allowed to emerge. 

 
Research Question 4.  Why do teachers implement some elements of critical literacy in their 

classrooms?  Why some and not others? 
 

The survey specifically asked participants if they had books on race, homelessness, same- 

sex relationships, and diversity.  Because the qualitative interview reflected participants’ answers 

to the survey, these resources were used in identifying why they implement these specific topics 

while allowing them to tell of any other books they might have on other subjects.  

Resources 

All five interviewees stated that they have the most books on race and diversity.  Only 

one teacher reported having books on same-sex relationships and one other reported having 

books on homelessness.  These answers reflected the survey answers as well, as race and 

diversity were shown to have the largest amounts on the survey also.  No one spoke of any books 

on different topics other than the ones asked.  

Obtaining Resources 

Obtaining books in order to implement aspects of critical literacy was spoken about in 

some way by all five interviewees.  Three teachers reported difficulty in getting books on 

controversial topics due to the fact that they order books through a company that caters to 

teachers and students and it does not have controversial topic books.  One teacher commented 

that this company does have specials each month and she has noticed that they have diverse 

character books.  Two of the teachers stated that they actually seek books on different topics and 

implied they enjoy looking for different books.  Contrary to this, another teacher stated, “I would 
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have to get online and really search if I wanted to find books on a specific topic.”  Her comment 

signified an opposite view of the teachers who actually wanted to search for books.    

The two teachers who said they search for books on different topics for their classrooms 

also had books on either homelessness or same-sex relationships.  Books are essential in 

supporting critical literacy as the read aloud of a good quality book is the anchor of the critical 

literacy process (Meller et al., 2009).  Understandably, teachers cannot begin to implement 

critical literacy if they do not have the books.  

 Richard stated that he chooses his books because he has “…heard of them or they are 

important; they’re important.  I am interested in digging deeper…”  His desire to “dig deeper” 

influences his book selection and process of finding books. 

Research Question 5.  What are East Tennessee ECED teachers’ perceptions of the usefulness of 
critical literacy? 
 
The literature gave several examples of the usefulness of critical literacy including 

decreasing bullying, compassion towards others, and an understanding of others’ plights.  

Interviewees were asked if they thought critical-literacy aspects of discussions on controversial 

topics and providing multiple perspectives were useful in promoting social justice.  The survey 

results revealed that teachers in this sample felt discussions were “somewhat important” and they 

were “somewhat comfortable” having them. 

Discussions 

All five interviewees stated that holding discussions on controversial topics were useful, 

although two said they do not have them.  Three of the teachers stated that most children have 

only heard the views of their parents or the adults that they live with and therefore share those 

views; discussions provide the opportunity for children to hear the views and opinions of others 

on topics where they may have only heard one side.  Two teachers indicated that these 
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discussions are building blocks to the students’ future thoughts on subjects.  Veronica stated, “It 

gives them the ability to start thinking about things that are going to be controversial to them as 

adults.”  Richard described the importance of discussions as “If nothing else, it just provides a 

framework for students that even when things are weird or different or we don’t know about 

them, that we sit down and we ask questions and we talk.”  The survey responses reflected that 

teachers in the sample felt that classroom discussions were “somewhat important.”  

Multiple Perspective 

Interviewees also agreed that presenting multiple perspectives was useful in promoting 

social justice as well.  One example was given by an interviewee that included reading books on 

family diversity.  According to Molly, this allows children to understand that their family 

dynamics are not necessarily those of another student and begins the process of understanding 

others.  This supports the literature that the social world of the students is the context for critical 

literacy (Vasquez, 2004).  Another interviewee gave an example of how a unit was implemented 

that traced African-American history from slavery, through the civil-rights movement, and 

concluded with Barrack Obama as the first African-American president.  This unit was planned 

after a student made a disparaging remark towards an African-American person.  This is an 

example of the “sociocultural lens” that critical literacy provides referred to by Luke (2012) 

previously mentioned in the literature.  This “lens” includes texts of multiple cultures and 

exposes students to text from cultures different than their own.  Creswell (2015) stated that 

qualitative research uses open-ended questions that allow the participants to shape their 

responses.  These two interviewees gave different examples of their multiple perspective 

experiences which demonstrate this response shaping.  The survey reflected (M=1.97, SD .88) 
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that teachers “had heard” of multiple perspective and many were” familiar with it” as 

demonstrated by the 1.97 mean.   

 A third interviewee stated that providing multiple perspective allows children to begin 

transferring others perspectives into everyday life.  Cecelia gave the example of students 

beginning to understand that sometimes when the children are tripped or pushed, that it is an 

accidental act rather than an intentional act.  Cecilia stated, “I think it’s them understanding 

where that person is coming from.  It starts that feeling or that thought process of how someone 

else sees or feels.”  This supports Luke’s (2012) views that exposure and critical analysis of a 

text is not only a literacy, but a necessary life skill.  These three multiple perspective experiences 

demonstrate the comparative analysis made as recommended by Glaser and Strauss (1967).   

Research Question 6.  What are East Tennessee ECED teachers’ perceptions of limitations or 
needs in order to implement critical literacy? 

 
     Participants were asked if there was anything that kept them from doing this type of literacy.  

As previously mentioned, not having books on controversial topics was an issue for one teacher.  

One participant mentioned time, and all participants mentioned curriculum in some format, some 

as an inhibiter, and some not.  However, parent support, or lack thereof, was the reason given by 

all participants as a limitation. 

Curriculum 

All participants spoke of curriculum in some way as an inhibitor or not.  Molly stated that 

she can “barely fit in everything that I’m doing already” because of the requirements of the 

curriculum.  In contrast to this, two participants indicated they felt they have leniency in their 

curriculum to include topics that may not be specifically listed, but “…we are given somewhat a 

free choice in how we meet those standards…”  Richard stated.  Another example is Veronica as 

she spoke of a unit she planned on tracing African-American history from slavery to the present 
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time, “This unit is not part of our curriculum, but the diversity part is.”  These two teachers feel 

that curriculum is not an inhibitor or limitation as they determine ways to teach about social 

issues while tying it to a standard in some way.  This demonstrates Chafel et al. (2007) example 

that young children are capable of answering and discussing teacher questions about text such as, 

“What do you think that author wants us to think about their text?”  This exemplifies author’s 

purpose, which is a curriculum standard, as part of critical literacy.   

The other three participants indicated that they stick to their curriculums more closely.  

Claire stated that multiple perspective is actually a third grade Tennessee State Standard.  

Because of this, she stated she is following the curriculum by teaching about multiple 

perspective.  

Two teachers indicated that they are inhibited by the curriculum.  Molly stated that if 

lessons dealing with controversial topics were part of the curriculum, then she would plan “good 

lessons” on it.  Cecilia also signified that curriculum is an inhibitor and limitation.  She stated, “I 

don’t want to teach them that (controversial topics) because it’s not in our curriculum, so I feel 

like that would be something that I would steer away from totally.” 

Parent/Community Support 

“The work that teachers do is critical to the success of society, whether or not parents 

understand or acknowledge it” (Worzel, n.d.).  All five participants spoke openly about their 

concerns that parents are not, may not be, or will not be supportive of lessons, discussions, or 

books read on some controversial topics.  The initial code for this was “fear” when determining 

why teachers may not want to discuss controversial topics.  Upon the second coding, it became 

clear, that the “fear” was the same for all participants; parent/ community support.  Thus, the 

code was changed from fear to parent/community support in order to describe the fear more 
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specifically.  Survey results indicated that parent support was (M=1.01) which is the low end of 

“somewhat supported” and just above “not supported.” 

 Richard stated that he does discussions when he feels they are warranted, regardless of 

the topic, because he feels they are important.  However, he does not allow his students free 

access to the books he uses for the controversial topics as he does his other books.  He feels the 

need to guide any discussion that occurs with these topics to lesson any misinterpretations that 

may occur if students tell parents about the books.  He stated, “I am ever conscious of my role 

firstly as their educator” indicating that although he will read a controversial book and hold a 

discussion if he feels it is warranted, he does follow rules and is concerned about parent and 

community support.  He stated he does not want to be “run out of town with pitch forks” 

indicating he is fearful of parents, the community, and potentially losing his job.   

When asked if there was anything keeping her from doing this type of literacy, Molly 

spoke of how controversial topics are indeed that-controversial-and are “touchy subjects” with 

the parents.  She stated she feels “some parents would be upset.”  She too is cognitive of the 

feelings of the parents and the community and expressed these feelings, “I guess it’s the fear of 

lashing out at the teacher...but a lot of it is just fear of our community I guess.”  

Veronica stated she feels that parents would not want certain topics discussed.  She does 

not feel they would be supportive of all controversial topics.  When asked about reasons that 

keep her from this type of literacy, “parent support” was the only reason given.  

Cecilia expressed the same sentiments with, “I think parents would be upset.  I know as a 

parent, I would be upset.”  She continued to discuss support stating that a parent could go to the 

administration and then she would be questioned about “Why are you reading this controversial 
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information or these books to these children.”  Her words indicate fear of parents, but her words 

went beyond parents to community when she spoke of the school district administration. 

Claire reiterated the fears of the first four participants.  She stated that she feels she 

“tiptoes around” some controversial topics because she is afraid of angering the parents.  She 

thinks literacy discussions are helpful because many parents do not have conversations at their 

homes.  However, she is fearful and stated, “I feel like they need to be educated to a certain 

point-to a point where I’m not crossing any boundaries as far as what parents want to tell them.” 

Contrary to the interviewees’ perceptions of parent support, the interviewees stated they 

feel somewhat supported by their administrations to hold controversial conversations and read 

controversial books.  Richard stated that he feels very supported at the school level, but not at the 

central office administration level.  Claire too, said she felt supported, “As long as I have a 

reason for discussing what I did.  I would definitely feel supported.”  Cecilia indicated she did 

not feel as supported as Richard and Claire and stated she thinks, “That the administration or the 

administrators at central office would be supportive if I were following the curriculum.”  These 

results were similar to the survey where the administration support mean was 1.70 which fell 

between “somewhat supported” and “supported.”   

Research Question 7.  On what are these perceptions based? 

When asked why they think what they think concerning critical-literacy aspects, 

participant answers varied.  The top coded answers included multicultural experiences, providing 

views other than those at their home, presenting exposure to topics that students in larger and 

multicultural areas are exposed to, and it is how the world exists. 
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Multicultural Experiences 

As previously stated, upper East Tennessee has traditionally consisted of a majority white 

population.  Although the survey consisted of Kingsport City Schools and Johnson City Schools 

which are districts in the largest cities in this upper East Tennessee area, the area is considered 

rural.  Because of this, two participants stated they feel that critical literacy aspects can provide 

exposure and opportunities to learn about topics that students in larger, multicultural areas 

receive.  Richard stated that he wanted to “provide that background for my students that some 

students are getting in larger areas.  I want to present all of those things to them.”  Thus, these 

teachers’ perceptions are based on the idea that students living in a rural area should be exposed 

to the same topics in which children in larger, multicultural areas are exposed. 

Four of the five participants stated they feel critical literacy aspects provide students with 

a different viewpoint than what they have probably heard and experienced at home.  Richard 

feels that students “typically are just little tape recorders of what they’ve heard at home.”  This 

thought was reiterated by Molly who agreed that a lot of the opinions of children are based on 

what they have overheard adults at their home say; she feels this type of literacy allows them to 

potentially hear “both sides.”  In addition, Claire added the same sentiments that children do not 

always get all sides at home.  Cecilia agreed that children’s thoughts and attitudes are based on 

what they may hear at home, but she added “what they have witnessed” indicating that children 

form opinions in other ways than just hearing words of others.   

Real World  

Two participants said that the aspects of critical literacy represent the world as it is.  

Molly feels that exposing students to these topics help them realize, “that’s the world we live in.”  

Richard reiterated this with similar words, “Because that is how the world exists around us.”  

These teachers’ perceptions are based on the feeling that children should be exposed to worldly 
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topics.  Chafel et al. (2007) stated some people believe that it is the right of children to be 

exposed to existing social problems in the world that allow them to conceive new possibilities 

for society.  In contrast, Cecilia feels that much of the real-world information is “too vivid” for 

young children.  She feels the need to “water down” material and to not include some topics.  

Research Question 8.  Why do East Tennessee ECED teachers feel confident or unconfident in 
 implementing critical literacy? 
 
Participants gave two main reasons as to why they are confident and comfortable or not 

in implementing aspects of critical literacy: parent support and desire.  Resurfacing again, was 

parent support.  Two teachers stated that they are not comfortable because they feel the parents 

would be upset if they introduced or discussed some controversial topics.  Richard stated that he 

is confident and comfortable and he thinks “…you have to be in order to have those good 

discussions.”  Veronica stated that it depends on the topic and explained, “It just depends on 

what it is.  It’s not that I am uncomfortable, I just don’t want to discuss some topics.” 

Emerged Data 

 Grounded theory is the discovery of emerging patterns in data (Glaser, 2015).  Although 

the research questions were answered from the data, other information emerged from the 

participants’ words that is useful in understanding teachers’ perceptions, knowledge, practices 

and resources concerning critical literacy.  Transcripts were read numbered line by line and read 

again and labeled for codes.  These labels were then placed on a master graph in order to 

compare and analyze the codes between and within interviewees.  The following information 

emerged from the data as the commonality, repetitiveness, and patterns became evident. 

Environment 

The first theme that emerged was the teachers’ perception of the role of the classroom 

environment.  This environment was not of a physical nature as in chairs and tables, but an 
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environment of climate.  The three participants who stated they were comfortable having 

discussions and reading books of controversial nature used words that reflected a safe 

environment.  Veronica stated, “It allows us to already start having those conversations in a safe 

environment where they are not going to be judged for what they think yet.”  Richard who also 

stated he is comfortable engaging in critical-literacy aspects also spoke of the environment,  

“…just creating that place where we can talk about really anything in the world and it’s ok to ask 

those kinds of question and I’m not going to reprimand them for the things they have to say.”  

These teachers’ perceptions of their environments are safe havens where controversial issues can 

be discussed and questions can be asked and where students are encouraged to ask and say what 

they think, regardless of what it is.  Cecilia also stated she was confident and comfortable having 

controversial discussions, but she stated she prefers to “kind of G rate it.”  Her previous 

comments of “watering down” information and that some information is “too vivid” 

demonstrates that she creates a climate she feels is safe as well, although it differs from the 

climate described by the first two teachers where topics and words, “G rated” or not, are 

acceptable.  

Personal Beliefs 

 A second pattern and theme that emerged was personal beliefs.  The teachers in this study 

expressed strong personal beliefs; their beliefs represented more than one view, but were 

compelling on all sides and cannot be ignored.  Although their book resources, discussions, and 

environments are integral aspects of critical literacy, their personal beliefs drive the efforts in 

these matters.  Richard began to suggest this when he was speaking of confidence and comfort in 

classroom discussions.  He stated, “…if the instructor has their own certain feelings that kind of 

lead into their educator life, then they’re probably not doing that (presenting all topics) because it 
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doesn’t feel right…”  Claire alluded to the same thoughts as Richard as she too spoke of 

educators, “… but we all do have our own points of view on things.  I may think something is 

fine, and you know I don’t have the same opinion as the next teacher and I don’t think we should   

force our opinions onto the kids.”   

 Personal beliefs were demonstrated through Veronica and Cecilia’s words as they spoke 

openly throughout the interview.  Veronica’s statement of, “I do not want to talk about same sex 

marriages because I personally disagree with it if you just want the honest truth,” reflects her 

beliefs.  Cecilia also shared her personal beliefs as she stated, “Well like same-sex marriage…  I 

don’t want to introduce that idea to them--that it was even a possibility of being happening in the 

world.”  Both interviewees stated, “I do not want to…”  These personal beliefs reflect their lack 

of desire to implement critical-literacy aspects on this topic.   

Contradictions 

 The third theme that emerged from the data was contradictory statements.  Some of the 

teachers interviewed made a statement that seemed to explain a view, and then later made a 

statement in contradiction to it.   

 Veronica stated that she is comfortable and confident in having controversial discussions 

and creates a safe environment where they can occur.  She stated that she likes “…giving them 

the opportunity to have discussions that exclude what I think and what I feel.”  However, in 

contradiction, she stated, “I just don’t want to discuss some topics” indicating that what she 

thinks is not excluded.   

 Cecilia also said she was confident and comfortable in holding controversial discussions.  

She also commented that multiple perspectives were important because children need to hear 

more than one side.  These are two crucial aspects of critical literacy.  She went on to say that 
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children often just hear the views of their parents and stated, “Some parents are very closed 

minded and only think one way.”  In contradiction, there are certain topics that she “does not 

want to introduce that idea to them” even though it is multiple perspective and open minded.  

Introducing controversial topics is the essence of critical literacy. 

Molly stated that she believes controversial conversations are beneficial because it gives 

students an opportunity to hear others opinions and views, the critical-literacy aspect of multiple 

perspective.  She also related the conversations as being part of the “social lens” to see things in 

the world as they exist.  She stated that these discussions may be, “…a hard pill to swallow, but 

in today’s society, they (children) need to understand that’s the world we live in and they need to 

deal with that when they become an adult.”  However, Molly’s actions are in contradiction to her 

words; she stated she has never had a class discussion on a controversial topic. 

Fears 

 Another theme that emerged was that of fear.  Fear was initially a largely coded theme 

which included parent support.  As previously stated the parent support was removed from the 

fear code and became its own code.  However, even after parent support was removed, the data 

showed some teachers had fears of implementing aspects of critical literacy. 

 Richard and Claire both spoke that they are afraid misunderstandings will occur when 

they have discussions or read controversial books.  Richard stated that he has an open classroom 

where it is easy to hear what he is teaching.  He is fearful that someone walking by might hear 

just part of a conversation or book and that it could be misconstrued.  Claire spoke of similar 

situations, where she is afraid students will go home and tell parents what she read or said; her 

fear is that the words spoken to the parents are inaccurate words.  She stated, “Sometimes what 

they tell the parents is not what we tell them.”     
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 Although the interviewees’ personal beliefs were identified and coded, Cecilia expressed 

that she is afraid of teaching something that might be against the parents’ personal beliefs.  She 

stated that she tells students, “This is what my family believes, but you need to ask mommy and 

daddy because your family may have, believe something different.”  This was not coded under 

parent support because she did not indicate that parents would be upset; a subtheme emerged as 

she indicated that she “would be afraid” if she cast her personal beliefs onto students. 

 Claire expounded this fear of overstepping her boundaries.  She stated although, “You’re 

just telling the facts sometimes, parents want to have those conversations themselves, but when 

these issues come up at school, it’s hard not to have that discussion because clearly it needs to be 

addressed.”  Her comments indicate that she is afraid of sharing information that parents would 

prefer to share themselves.  Again, although this fear included parents, it was coded differently 

because it reflected her fear of her actions, not fear of parent support. 

Frequency 

 The amount of controversial conversations and controversial books read was coded as 

frequency.  Interviewees all spoke of when they use some of their books and two spoke of how 

frequently they have conversations.  

 Four interviewees stated that they read books about race seasonably around Martin 

Luther King, Jr. Day in January and during Black History Month in February.  Two interviewees 

described their discussions, other than those associated with Martin Luther King Jr., Day and 

Black History Month, as not actually planned.  They alluded that they conducted conversations 

when they felt they were necessary either by a comment made or a question asked.  Examples 

include Veronica who held a discussion after a student made a disparaging remark about a guest 

reader in her classroom.  She stated, “So, that lead into a very good discussion on skin color and 
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then, it went into a good classroom discussion of what they think, what they’ve heard, is it right?  

Should we think this way?  Does this matter?”  Richard too, spoke of a discussion in his 

classroom that evolved from a remark made by a student, “We had a discussion in my room 

because a student called another student an inappropriate racial slur name.  We talked about why 

it was inappropriate and how it made that student feel.”  

Age Appropriateness 

Two teachers demonstrated concern with age appropriateness of conversations, but with 

opposite perspectives.  Cecilia was concerned that information for her kindergarten students 

should be “watered down” and stated, “Obviously as they get older, their teachers will be able to 

do a little better job with that (information).”  This indicated that she feels controversial 

information should be taught in older grades.  On the other hand, Richard indicated he feels 

conversations with his kindergarteners should be factual and authentic.  He commented, “I mean 

it has to be age appropriate.  It’s not a college level course where you would really be dissecting 

something like this every day.  You know it comes up as needed…  I find it best when it’s 

organic…and just to be open and honest.”  Participants were asked about age appropriateness on 

the survey.  The mean was 1.34 which fell between “somewhat appropriate” and “appropriate.”  

These results were indicative of the interview comments about support with one stating he felt 

topics were age appropriate and with another who stated that topics are not age appropriate and 

should be taught when children are older. 

Ranking 

The last code was that of ranking controversial topics.  Two interviewees specifically 

indicated that they felt certain topics were easier to address than others.  Claire demonstrated this 

when she stated, “There’s some things that are a lot easier (to teach).  I think race is something 
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easy to talk to kids about.”  Veronica expressed the same sentiments when she talked about 

controversial topics, “…  (do not) have a problem with things such as race, homelessness, or 

diversity.  I don’t think it’s as controversial as a same-sex marriage.”  These comments 

demonstrate that interviewees think some topics are more controversial than others.  As 

previously stated, Lewison et al.’s (2002) components of critical literacy were used as a 

framework for this study; survey questions were aligned with one of the four components.  Race 

and diversity were considered multiple perspective in these components, whereas same sex 

relationships were aligned with disrupting the common place thinking.  These rankings 

demonstrated that these interviewees were more comfortable with multiple perspective than 

disrupting the commonplace thinking.  There was no survey question that asked participants to 

rank topics or which topics they felt were more controversial. 

Integrated Findings 

 This chapter discussed both the distinct quantitative and qualitative findings.  The 

quantitative survey was used to gather data on what perceptions, knowledge, practices, and 

resources exist in the upper East Tennessee school districts of participants, as well as, to identify 

participants for the qualitative interviews.  The results from the quantitative research piece were 

presented with the qualitative questions to help elaborate upon and explain how the data relates 

and is integrated.  More discussion of the integration will occur in chapter 5. 

Conclusion 

Results from the quantitative survey showed that there are no significant differences in 

early childhood, elementary education, and those with other majors in their perceptions, 

knowledge, practices, and resources of critical literacy.  The results also show that there are no 

significant differences in the lower level of early childhood Pre-K-1st grade and the higher level 
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of early childhood 2nd-3rd grade in regards to perceptions, knowledge, practices, and resources of 

critical literacy.   

The quantitative survey data did reveal the mean responses of participants to the 

overarching question of:  What aspects of critical literacy are recognized by East Tennessee 

ECED teachers?  This information set the ground work for the expansion of the information 

through the qualitative piece of this study. 

The six themes that emerged from the data were environment, personal beliefs, 

contradictions, fears, age appropriateness, and rankings of topics.  This information emerged 

from the data as interviewees spoke and answered predetermined questions.  This data was not 

answers to pre-determined questions, but words expressed by the interviewees throughout the 

interviews. 

The theme of environment emerged as interviewees described the importance of 

classroom discussions.  The three interviewees that stated they were confident and comfortable 

having controversial discussions were the same three who spoke of environment.  This 

environment was not a surprise as it supports the literature.  However, this possible connection 

between environment and comfort and confidence in relation to critical literacy is subject to 

future study and will discussed more thoroughly in chapter 5.      

The theme of personal beliefs emerged and was prevalently dispersed in the data. The 

connection of teacher personal beliefs and what they teach is also supported by the literature, this 

study becomes a supportive piece to this body of knowledge.     

The third theme that emerged was contradictions made by the teachers in relation to how 

they speak of critical-literacy aspects and then how they actually act on these aspects.  
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Contradictions was a surprise emergence, but it was difficult to ignore and was coded by the 

researcher and the peer reviewer.   

Fears was the fourth emergent theme.  Although parent support was the most recurring 

fear, it was removed from the fear code and made its own.  Therefore, other fears began to 

emerge from the data and became a separate subtheme of fear.  These fears consisted of 

misunderstandings, sharing information that parents preferred to share with their children, and 

fear of casting personal beliefs onto children. 

Frequency of controversial topic books and discussions also emerged from the data.  

Interviewees expressed that they use their race books seasonably and the two participants who 

stated they have discussions expressed that these discussions are not necessarily planned, but are 

“organic: and occur when inspired by a student’s question or comment.  

Age appropriateness of discussions and controversial topics was spoken of by two 

participants with opposing sentiments: Cecelia felt topics “too vivid” for kindergarteners and 

stated they could be talked about when students were older.  Richard, on the other hand, believes 

that conversations should occur and questions should be answered when they arise with openness 

and honesty. 

Ranking of controversial topics emerged from the data and was somewhat of a surprise.  

There was no survey question that asked participants to rank topics in order of controversy, nor 

rank which they were more comfortable teaching.  However, two of the participants specifically 

mentioned that race and diversity were less controversial.  Buchanan (2015) maintained that race 

is controversial and documented avoidance of race or perceived colorblindness among teachers 

further complicates racial issues.  Two of these participants gave examples of discussions dealing 
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specifically with race.  This demonstrates that some teachers are considering race controversial 

and discussing it.  Four teachers read racial books seasonably, conceivably avoiding the issue.  

Chapter Summary  

This chapter presented the data analysis of this study.  It opened with the demographics, 

proceeded to the quantitative survey results, and was completed with the qualitative interview 

results.  The final chapter will continue with further discussion of the findings which includes 

teacher professional development and training.  Connections to the literature along with 

limitations and reflections on the study will be shared.  Recommendations for practice and 

further research will culminate the chapter. 
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CHAPTER 5 
 

 DISCUSSION  
 

Introduction 

   
 This chapter includes a summary of the sequential explanatory mixed-methods study and 

the findings.  It includes a discussion of how the findings contribute to the existing literature as 

well as provides specific recommendations for professional development and practices.  

Limitations are also included.  

Purpose of This Study 

 Critical literacy has been defined as the ability to read texts in an active, reflective 

manner in order to better understand power, inequality, and injustice in human relationships 

(Coffey, 2008).  Its premise is that no text is neutral, but reflects a particular ideology.  In order 

to teach text analysis in both traditional and digital text, to teach students to discern truth and 

formulate opinions, and to teach tolerance and acceptance of others in order to provide social 

justice, critical literacy needs to occur in schools more prevalently than it currently does. 

The purpose of this sequential mixed-methods study was to explore critical literacy of 

upper East Tennessee early childhood teachers.  The quantitative phase consisted of a Likert-

scale electronic survey sent to teachers in six East Tennessee school districts.  The survey helped 

identify the perceptions, knowledge, practices, and resources of the teachers in the sample as 

well as identify participants for interviews.  It specifically sought to see if there were any 

differences in the majors of the teachers, as well as, the level of early childhood taught 

concerning their perceptions, knowledge, practices, and resources of critical literacy.  

The second phase of the research consisted of qualitative interviews with five volunteer 

participants to obtain a deeper understanding of what their current perceptions, knowledge, 
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practices, and resources are concerning critical literacy.  The quantitative data was collected 

through an electronic 4 point Likert scale survey from 156 upper East Tennessee Pre-K-3rd grade 

teachers.  The collected data included: perceptions of critical literacy content, support, and desire 

to teach social justice; knowledge of the term critical literacy, multiple perspective, and 

disrupting the common place thinking; practices of book reading, and discussion and writing; 

and resources of controversial topic books.  Qualitative data was collected through interviews 

with five participants who agreed to interview on the quantitative survey.  Interviews were coded 

by the researcher and compared with a peer reviewer.  Each transcript was read and coded line 

by line to find repetitions and patterns in the data.  This qualitative phase added a valuable 

dimension to the research as it included explanations for why some teachers do and do not 

implement critical literacy and which aspects they are comfortable and confident in 

implementing.   

Summary of Findings 

      The following is a summary of the findings from this study. 

Research Question 1.  What aspects of critical literacy are recognized by East Tennessee ECED           

teachers?  

  1a. What are East Tennessee ECED teachers’ perceptions of critical literacy? 

      1b. What are East Tennessee ECED teachers’ knowledge of critical literacy? 

 1c. What are East Tennessee ECED teachers’ practices of critical literacy? 

 1d. What are East Tennessee ECED teachers’ resources for teaching critical literacy? 

Research question one was answered by running descriptive statistics of mean and range.  

The higher means of the teachers’ perceptions included writing about books read and using 

literacy as a platform to teach social justice.  Using literature across the curriculum is a standard 
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literacy practice; it is a way to present material while tying the subject to literacy.  Writing about 

books is a standard practice as well and allows students to reflect, formulate an opinion, and 

express themselves in writing (International Reading Association, 2012).  These higher means 

correlated with these standard literacy practices implemented by teachers. 

 Teachers in this sample conveyed that teaching social justice was more of a responsibility 

than the desire to teach social justice, although the means were similar with 1.92 and 1.71 

respectively.  Howard (2007) found that some teachers had dispositions that made them more 

likely to succeed in areas such as critical literacy.  Perhaps it is the dispositions of some teachers 

that reflect their feelings of responsibility and desire.  Two interviewees spoke of a desire to 

teach social justice which corroborates the survey. 

 The two lowest means of the survey included age appropriateness and parent support.  

These means were 1.34 and 1.01 respectively.  The sample included teachers of early childhood 

Pre-K -3rd grade.  Although some teachers may feel that these students are too young for 

controversial topics, Meller et al. (2009) stated that young children can and should participate in 

critical-literacy discussions that follow a teacher read-aloud of a high-quality book that 

emphasizes social concerns.  The lowest mean of the entire survey was parent support indicating 

that teachers in this sample felt that parents would not be supportive of their efforts to engage in 

critical-literacy implementation.  This mean corresponds with the qualitative interviews where all 

five interviewees stated they were inhibited by parent support. 

 The highest knowledge mean of critical literacy was multiple perspective.  One possible 

explanation for this is that multiple perspective is Tennessee 3rd grade state standard.  More 

teachers indicated they were familiar with disrupting the common place thinking than the term 

critical literacy, although both means were low, 1.10 and 1.37 respectively.  This demonstrates 
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that professional development will be needed in order to educate and train teachers on critical 

literacy.  “Studies suggest that the more time teachers spend on professional development, the 

more significantly they change their practices and that participating in professional learning 

communities optimizes the time spent on professional development” (Teaching Tolerance, n.d., 

para. 14). 

 The highest means for resources and practices of book reading were diverse characters, 

followed by race.  Same-sex relationships was the lowest mean for resources and practices of 

book reading followed by homelessness.  This correlates with the interviewees’ remarks that 

they have more books on diversity and race than books on homelessness and same sex 

relationships.  The low means of 1.05 and .94 respectively could possibly indicate that teachers 

are not as comfortable with the disrupting the commonplace thinking aspect of critical literacy; 

homelessness and same sex relationships were both aligned with the disrupting commonplace 

thinking aspect of critical literacy on the survey.  It could also indicate that these topics are not 

appropriate to their teaching context or that they do feel support from the administration or 

parents. 

 Research question 2 did a comparison between majors to determine if any possible 

training in their major impacted teachers’ perceptions, knowledge, practices, and desire to teach 

critical literacy.   

Research Question 2.  How do teachers with early childhood majors compare to teachers with 

elementary education backgrounds/majors in their perceptions, knowledge, practices, and 

resources of critical literacy? 

2a. How do East Tennessee ECED majors compare to elementary education majors in 

their perceptions of critical literacy? 
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2b. How do East Tennessee ECED majors compare to elementary education majors in 

their knowledge of critical literacy? 

2c. How do East Tennessee ECED majors compare to elementary education majors in 

their practices of critical literacy? 

2d. How do East Tennessee ECED majors compare elementary education majors in their 

resources of critical literacy? 

No significant differences were found among the three majors of early childhood, 

elementary education, and other.  Although the literature demonstrates that NAEYC has a 

position statement in draft specifically for diversity and equality along with their position 

statement concerning developmentally appropriate practices for early childhood educators, there 

were no significant differences found between the two majors of early childhood education and 

elementary education majors. 

 Research question 3 did a comparison of the four constructs of perceptions, knowledge, 

practices, and resources between the lower ECED (Pre-K-1) and higher ECED (2nd-3rd).  

Research Question 3.  How do teachers of lower grades of ECED (Pre-K-1) differ from teachers 

from higher ECED grades (2-3) in their practices of critical literacy? 

3a. How do East Tennessee teachers of lower grades of ECED (Pre-K-1) compare to East 

Tennessee teachers of higher grades ECED (2-3) in perceptions of critical literacy? 

3b. How do East Tennessee teachers of lower grades of ECED (Pre-K-1) compare to East 

Tennessee teachers of higher grades ECED  (2-3) in knowledge of critical literacy? 

3c.  How do East Tennessee teachers of lower grades of ECED (Pre-K-1) compare to East 

Tennessee teachers of higher grades ECED (2-3) in practices of critical literacy? 
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3d. How do East Tennessee teachers of lower grades of ECED (Pre-K-1) compare to East 

Tennessee teachers of higher grades ECED (2-3) in resources of critical literacy? 

No significant differences were found between the two levels.  Although some aspects of 

critical literacy such as multiple perspective are currently a part of Tennessee state curriculum 

standards for 3rd grade, there were no significant differences between the two groups. 

Recommendations for Future Research 

The results of the study led to many possible avenues for future research.  Although 

same-sex relationships and homelessness were not topics that East Tennessee teachers in the 

participating districts felt warranted practices and resources possibly because of personal beliefs           

or parent support, they possibly are warranted topics in other more urban areas.  This 

demonstrates how specific critical literacy can be--it can reflect the social issues most prevalent 

to a particular group of students.  This area of research could be on-going as social issues 

continue to arise in America.  Other implications for future study include gender identity, 

poverty, and specific concerns named by the interviewees such as curricula and training.  These 

implications are as follows. 

Gender Identity 

One topic not covered in this research, but certainly relevant in the field of social justice 

is self-gender identification.  The United States has seen a rise in self-gender identification (also 

known as transgender) in both children (Olson, Durwood, DeMeules, & McLaughlin, 2016) and 

teens (Tanner, 2018).  Miriam Webster defined gender identity as “a person's internal sense of 

being male, female, some combination of male and female, or neither male nor female” (Gender 

Identity, n.d.).  Gender identity restrooms have been added in many public places and have 

appeared in some schools.  Children’s literature should reflect societal and cultural changes; 
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topics do and should evolve over time.  Literature that could possibly support this critical literacy 

topic in the early childhood classrooms includes Morris Micclewhite and the Tangerine Dress 

(Baldacchino & Malenfant, 2014).  This book challenges gender stereotype; the main character 

wears the dress-up clothes intended for girls, but he does not indicate that he wants to be a girl 

nor identifies himself as a girl.  Contrary to this, is the story “Coy Matthis” in Good Night Stories 

for Rebel Girls (Favilli & Cavallo, 2016).  This depicts the true story of Coy Matthis who 

considered himself a girl, although his biological sex gender was male.  He dressed as a girl and 

identified himself as a girl.  He was told by school officials he would either have to use the boys’ 

bathroom or the bathroom for children with disabilities.  He wanted neither, and a judge ruled in 

his favor; he could use the girls’ bathroom at his school.  Because gender identity is more openly 

discussed than in previous times, teacher perceptions, knowledge, practices, and resources 

towards this topic is another area recommended for future research.  The demographic question 

of gender on this survey was optional, however it did include “other” and “I do not choose to 

answer” as possible choices to stay relevant with gender preferences. 

Poverty 

According to Gorksi (2018), 22 % of American children are living in poverty when 

measured with the United States government poverty line.  The percentage of children qualifying 

for free and reduced lunch has increased from 32% in 2013 to 52% in 2016 (Suitts, 2016).  This 

demonstrates a rise in childhood poverty.  Poverty is often correlational with poor school 

expectations and poor school performance.  Critical literacy is a recommendation for teaching 

children in poverty as it uses literature to which children in poverty can relate.  As previously 

stated, the literature confirms that few children’s books exist that reflects the lifestyles other than 

that of the white middle class.  According to Fine, Green, & Sanchez (2016), children in poverty 
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are anxious for literature that allows them to critique their current situation and possibly provide 

solutions for a brighter future.  Gorski (2018), recommended that teachers in high-poverty 

schools allow children opportunities to rewrite and retell stories that match their circumstances if 

literature with characters and situations depicting poverty is not available.  Adding questions to 

this survey about poverty can individualize the perceptions, knowledge, practices, and resources 

concerning this relevant topic. 

Participant Desires 

The survey asked participants if there was anything they would like to add or thought the 

researcher should have added to the survey or interview.  It would be remiss not to speak of their 

additions and concerns.  These are areas of future study as they reflect what teachers are actually 

wanting, not speculations of others.  

During a participant interview, Richard spoke of his comfort and confidence in having 

discussions.  It seemed almost a plea for other teachers to understand that “it’s not like a college 

course where we are dissecting this every day.”  He feels that these discussions are best when 

they are “organic” and happen in an “age-appropriate” manner to address a situation that has 

occurred.  He has the resources available and is ready to guide the narrative.  He advised others 

to be open and honest with answers.  He stated that if teachers let their personal feelings 

penetrate their educator life, this could impact the confidence and comfort level of having 

discussions.  

Another participant, Veronica, stated that she felt where teachers get their books should 

have been asked.  She indicated that she orders her books through a company designed for 

students and teachers and does not “search for them.”  She stated,”…most teachers get their 

books from Scholastic because it’s really the best program to get books and often they refrain 
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from books that might be controversial.”  Therefore, although she stated she holds discussions in 

her classroom, she might feel less prepared because she does not have all the resources she feels 

she needs.  Availability of controversial books and how teachers could more easily assess them is 

an area of future study.  This concern has been recognized by “Teaching for Change, Building 

Social Justice in the Classroom,” an organization whose mission is to get more diverse and 

factual books for teachers and students in the classroom.  This organization corroborated 

Veronica’s concerns that Scholastic Book Company does not have controversial books and has 

begun a “#Step up Scholastic” (Teaching for Change, 2017) campaign.  This campaign has 

concerned students, teachers, and parents writing letters to the company asking for more diverse 

character books as well as more accurate informational books. 

 To add to Veronica’s concern, the text complexity of the books used should also be 

considered.  According to Luke (2000), the text should allow the reader to interpret text of 

different cultures and environments and not just focus on literature that represent themselves.  

This type of interpretation requires certain text complexity and demonstrates how critical literacy 

and text complexity overlap.  The #StepUpScholastic (Teaching for Change, 2017) campaign 

includes text complexity as Scholastic is asked to give factual, non-mollified information about 

topics.  Not only are available resources a future area of study, but also the text complexity of the 

resources available.   

Molly spoke of current events and how these could be valuable lessons to children.  

Although she indicated a strong desire to have controversial conversations, she does not actually 

have them.  She stated that she definitely would if they were part of the curriculum indicating her 

discomfort and fear in having them.  By her words, she would welcome a curriculum that 

includes more controversial topics and books and would feel more confident to lead 
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controversial discussions if there were such a curriculum.  Curricula that reflect issues current to 

the times is an area of future study.   

Claire stated in her interview that she has some conversations, but would like to have 

more.  When asked if she would like to add anything she said she thought, “Would you be 

interested in training about this?” should have been asked.  She stated that she would like to 

know what she can say and cannot say and with training, she would be more comfortable.  This 

training would potentially help Molly become more confident in holding conversations and 

reading controversial books as well since she is demonstrating a desire to do so.  Training on 

topics, books, and words that could be used is an area of future study and practice.  

Recommendations for Future Training 

As previously stated, the literature confirms that many teachers do not know what critical 

literacy is and how it will be meaningful in their own classrooms (Dozier, Johnston, & Rogers, 

2006; Lee, 2001; Lewison et al, 2002).  This indicates that professional development on critical 

literacy and how it can be meaningful to teachers in the classroom needs to occur to expose 

teachers to the elements and the importance of critical literacy.  Teachers in the interviews 

showed a desire to be trained and obtain more resources.  Allington (2010), stated the effects of 

quality, specific professional development in a particular area of literacy can have strong results.  

Teaching Tolerance re-iterates this by affirming that teachers can significantly change their 

practices by participating in professional development, but surprisingly, found that most teachers 

spent one day or less a year in professional development in a specific content area (Teaching 

Tolerance, n.d.).  Besides teacher training on how to lead a critical-literacy lesson, professional 

development should also include book suggestions with appropriate topics and complexity, 

where to find the books, and administration training.  For the most part, teachers in this sample 



143 
 

felt supported by their administration to have controversial discussions.  However, another area 

for research and professional development is training on critical literacy for administration.  This 

would allow them to then support teachers in their efforts to implement critical literacy, 

including the area of parent support where teachers in this sample felt low support.   

Because critical literacy deals with real life and relevant issues, it can be personalized to 

meet the needs and interests of specific populations.  For example, literature that relates to 

poverty could be emphasized in areas where poverty is pervasive.  This is not to say that it could 

not and should not be emphasized in more affluent areas to increase awareness and compassion 

towards those living in poverty.  This could include politics and involve “new literacies” which 

have arisen from technology and digital media, blogs, texts, podcasting, videos, and other forms 

of technology.  These literacies rely on “offline” literacies of the past, but make literacy relevant; 

students can evaluate and synthesize information from a number of sources in order to problem 

solve and can communicate with others about problems and potential solutions (Watters, 2014).  

Because we continue to be a technology-dependent society, it is important that we develop these 

literacies of the past and incorporate them into the new literacies of the present and the future. 

All citizens would benefit from a focus on racial issues.  An example of success in this 

area is teacher Erin Gruwell.  She intercepted a student note with a racial slur and related it to the 

type of thing that instigated the Holocaust.  When she realized students had no idea what she was 

referring to, she began a literacy study of Anne Frank.  She had students write in diaries about 

their own concerns, fears, hopes, and general feelings about themselves, others, and their own 

plights.  These students became known as “The Freedom Writers.”  The writings were published 

into a book and a movie was made detailing their story.  Although students were in a low-
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performing class, they all graduated high school and most attended college.  This demonstrates 

the power that critical literacy can have. 

The idea of controversy steers many people away including teachers.  Race is a 

controversial topic many teachers do not want or feel the need to discuss.  Some teachers state 

they do not see color as they desire to treat all students the same.  Therefore, they do not feel 

they need to talk about race and diversity (Howard, 2010).  As previously stated in the literature, 

the majority of teachers in the United States are white (Sleeter, 2001), which further divides the 

racial identity gap between the growing amount of diverse students and their teachers.  This 

attitude of not seeing color and addressing race can actually make race controversial (Buchanan, 

2015).  When conversations about race do occur, they often do not meet the expectations of 

teachers to hold deep, meaningful, and problem-solving discussions that teachers had in mind 

(Kumar & Hamer, 2013).  Thus, the need for training in addressing literature and discussions 

concerning race are needed.  Because these discussions can help promote understanding of those 

different from one’s self, the discussions can decrease bullying as understanding others and 

compassion are developed. 

Based on this study, disrupting the commonplace thinking is the component of critical 

literacy that established more training is needed.  The quantitative survey demonstrated that 

teachers in this sample had the fewest book resources on same-sex relationships and 

homelessness; both of these were aligned with Lewison et al.’s (2001) component of critical 

literacy disrupting the commonplace thinking.  These topics, therefore, had the least amount of 

practices; practices cannot occur if there are no resources.  Families with same-sex relationships 

was also the topic that two interviewees specifically stated they did not want to talk or teach 
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about.  Training on the importance of literature and discussions on topics that are not 

commonplace nor the majority centered is an area for future training. 

With the lack of understanding of how critical literacy is implemented and the fears and 

 uncertainties that some teachers have towards critical literacy, another recommendation is the 

development of unit starters with critical literacy imbedded into the units.  An example of an 

existing book with ideas is Getting beyond "I like the book": Creating space for critical literacy 

in K-6 classrooms (Vasques, 2010).  Although these ideas are valid and helpful, there needs to be 

more recommendations to demonstrate how certain books can be embedded into units, meet state 

standards, and provide the needed critical-literacy “social lens.”  This would empower 

unconfident and uncomfortable teachers who are concerned with “what I can say and what I 

can’t say” and provide a “curriculum” to guide the narrative for teachers such as the ones in this 

study who expressed their desires to implement critical literacy. 

Limitations 

Although there are numerous strengths in using the sequential mixed-methods design, 

there were some limitations; one was time.  Creswell and Clark (2011) advised this type of 

design could present itself as a challenge and that it is more time consuming than other studies.  

Time was definitely a limitation as this study came to a complete standstill in June and July 

when teachers were not in school to receive the survey.  Conducting the interviews also became 

a time challenge as the teachers were not available until after their school hours to meet and 

interview.   

 Another limitation was the scale of the survey.  Because the researcher found no other 

quantitative tool for critical literacy, one was developed.  Because the essence of perceptions 

influenced the study, the scale of the survey did not measure in an exact quantitative way, but 
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left the participants to their own interpretations.  An example of this is the resources construct.  

The survey asked how many books teachers had on a particular controversial topic, but the 

answer choices were not quantitative with numbers such as 1-3, 4-7, 8-10, and “more than 10.”  

Instead the scale said “none,” “some,” “quite a few,” and “a lot.”  What one person deems “a lot” 

may not be what another deems “a lot.”  Therefore, the answer choices were a quantitative 

limitation. 

 A third limitation was that the survey consisted of only a 4-point scale.  Although many 

Likert scales state responses in 5-points with equal varying degrees of disagreeability and 

agreeability, these terms did not fit what was trying to be determined in this study.  This study 

sought to discover what the teachers’ perceptions, knowledge, practices, and resources actually 

were, not what teachers thought about them or if they agreed with them.  Because of the wording 

of the scale, a 5-point scale did not work.  However, the 4-point scale limited the range of the 

responses.   

Another limitation concerning the survey was the researcher’s dependence on someone 

else to email the survey to the teacher participants.  Three of the school districts sent either the 

invitation letter with the survey, or a summary of the research attached to the survey, to the 

principals.  The principals then in turn disseminated it to the teachers.  This made the process 

impersonal and there was no way to determine if the survey was actually sent to all the principals 

and teachers. 

Qualitative research is inherently susceptible to researcher bias.  However, throughout 

this study, impartiality and objectivity were paramount in preventing bias from influencing the 

responses and results.  The qualitative data were coded by both the researcher and a peer 

reviewer for cycle 1 codes.  The peer reviewer codes were compared and verified with the 
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researcher’s codes for agreement.  Cycle 2 codes were made after the researcher meticulously 

read and numbered each line of each transcript.  This allowed for codes and patterns to emerge 

from the data.  At this point, some codes were separated such as parent support and fears, 

whereas, some codes were dropped altogether when they appeared to be unrelated to any other 

codes or aspect of the study.  An example is parent support was originally coded as fear, but 

separated into its own code when the magnitude of it was seen.  All cycle 2 codes were then put 

on a master list for constant comparison.   

To enhance validation, member checking was performed to ensure that the researcher’s 

interpretation was truly the sentiments of the interviewees.  Creswell (2015) recommended, “the 

researcher asks one or more participants in the study to check the accuracy of the account” 

(p.259).  In this study, the interview summarized accounts were given to the interviewees to 

determine the accuracy of the researcher’s interpretations of their words.   

Triangulation of two data sources was also performed by merging the quantitative data, 

the survey answers, and the qualitative data, the interviews, to make comparisons and search for 

consistencies within the two data sources (Patton, 2015).  “This ensures that the study will be 

accurate because the information draws on multiple sources of information, individuals, or 

processes” (Creswell, 2015, p. 259).   

Conclusions 

Throughout this study, it was encouraging to experience so many dedicated educators.  

The number of returned surveys was not expected when the research was first begun.  Besides 

Creswell’s warning that response rates from surveys vary and are not as high as interview 

questionnaires (Creswell, 2015), the survey was also distributed at the beginning of the school 

year when teachers are busy with summer in-service meetings and getting their classrooms 
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ready.  However, in spite of this, there were originally 169 surveys returned with 156 used for 

analysis.  This demonstrates a willingness of these teachers to give of their free time, as well as, 

an interest in the topic and a desire to learn more about the topic. 

 Interviewing the participants was an honor.  Again, these teachers were willing to give 

their time in order to express views and concerns they believe will better the teaching profession 

and the lives of young children.  Their commitment to their profession and their students, 

regardless of their perceptions, knowledge, practices, and resources is paramount. 

Although no statistical significance was found in the quantitative analysis, this does not 

downplay the other significant results of this research.  After all, non-significant and 

insignificant are not necessarily synonymous words (Montgomery, 2018).  Although “articles 

that do not reject the null hypothesis tend to go unpublished” (Gerber, Green, & Nickerson, 

2001, p. 385), the discovery of the teachers’ perceptions, knowledge, practices and resources in 

this sample does have a place in the body of critical literacy. 

This research demonstrated the hopes and desires of teachers to continue to learn 

themselves as training and resources were indicated as concerns.  This research also showed 

teachers’ concerns and hopes for humanity as some indicated their desires to teach social justice.  

It also demonstrated areas where improvements can occur such as disrupting the common-place 

thinking.  This critical-literacy component is where teachers in this sample showed the least 

amount of resources, the least amount of desire, the least amount of parental support, and the 

most fear.  This is an area where growth can occur.  According to Van Sluys (2005), “everyday 

politics, sociopolitical systems, power relationships, and language are intertwined and 

inseparable from teaching and learning” (p. 17).  Although race and school integration are no 

longer considered disrupting the commonplace thinking, there was a time when they were part of 
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the everyday politics to which Van Sluys (2005) referred.  Teachers in this sample believed that 

race was easier to teach and felt supported by parents and administration to teach about racial 

issues.  Perhaps with the passage of time, teacher training, and administrative training, disrupting 

the common-place thinking issues such as same-sex relationships and homelessness will no 

longer be considered as such and teachers will find them easy to teach as well.  As previously 

mentioned in chapter 3, a suggestion about the word choice on the survey was made.  One pilot 

survey participant recommended the word controversial not be used on the survey, but 

uncomfortable instead.  She felt none of the survey topics were controversial, but felt some may 

be uncomfortable.  Because Freire’s and critical-literacy writings consistently used the term 

controversial, it was maintained on the survey and throughout this work.  At some point in time, 

maybe more will find none of the material controversial.  As our lives change, so must education 

evolve to meet the needs of all. 

Although these results may not be applicable to each and every teacher, this research 

shows the desire that teachers have to improve the lives and education of students.  The research 

corroborates the literature that too many teachers are unfamiliar with critical literacy and 

therefore do not know the value of it and are not implementing it (Lewison et al., 2002; 

McLaughlin & DeVries, 2005; Vasques 2004).  In spite of this, teachers in this study 

demonstrated a desire for new curricula and training in order to learn more and implement 

aspects of critical literacy.  

The best teachers are identified by their enthusiasm and interest in pedagogy, as well as 

their passion and yearning to pass on the benefits of education (Tait, 2018).  One of the top 

reasons for becoming a teacher is to make a difference; it is the desire to encourage, inspire, and 

have a positive impact on students.  This is demonstrated every day by teachers everywhere.  
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Teaching is a profession dominated by educators who find teaching to be a passion, who believe 

that all children can and will learn, who believe that all children regardless of a minority race 

deserve representation, who truly want to make the world a better place one day at a time, one 

student at a time, who seek social justice, and who believe that education is the great equalizer.  

Critical literacy has the power to bring these convictions to fruition and create change for the 

common good.  It is these convictions that create the yearning to educate more teachers on 

critical literacy in order to assist them in their passions.  It is this yearning that has driven this 

research in hopes to contribute to the field of critical-literacy research in order to make the world 

a better place one day at a time, one student at a time, and one teacher at a time. 
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Appendix B: Survey 

 
1. What grade do you teach? 

Pre-K          k          1st          2nd          3rd          Other       
 

2. What is your gender? 
Male          Female          Other          I do not wish to answer this question 
 

3. What was your major in college? 
Elementary education          Early childhood education          Other 
 

4. How many years have you taught? 
Less than a year ___          6 years__ 
1 year___                             7 years__ 
2 years__                              8 years___ 
3 years__                              9 years___ 
4 years__                             10years___ 
5 years__                             more than 10 years___ 
 

5.  What is your ethnicity?  
________________________________________    I do not want to answer this  ________ 
 

6. How would you describe the amount of diversity amongst your students in your present 
classroom? 
No diversity          A little diversity          Some diversity          A lot of diversity  
 

Questionnaire 
1. How many books do you have dealing with the controversial topic such as race? If the answer to 

this question is none, the survey will skip to question 3. 
None          Some          Quite a few          A lot      

2.   If you have these books, how often do you read them to your class or with your class?   
 Never          Seldom          Occasionally          Frequently                          

3.  How many books do you have dealing with the controversial topic such as homelessness? If the 
answer to this question is none, the survey will skip to question 5. 

 None          Some          Quite a few          A lot 

4.   If you have these books, how often do you read them to your class or with your class? 
 Never          Seldom          Occasionally          Frequently                     

5. How many books do you have dealing the controversial topic such as same sex parents or 
relationships? If the answer to this question is none, the survey will skip to question 7. 

 None        Some          Quite a few          A lot 

6. If you have these books, how often do you read them to your class or with your class? 
Never          Seldom          Occasionally          Frequently  
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7. How often do you have discussions about controversial topics in your classroom? 
Never          Seldom          Occasionally          Frequently  

8. How important do you think controversial conversations are? 
 Not important          Somewhat important          Important          Very important 

9. Are you comfortable discussing controversial topics such as race? 
 No, I’m not          Sometimes          Comfortable          Very comfortable 

10. How appropriate do you think teaching controversial topics such as race is for the age of 
children you teach? 

 Not appropriate          Somewhat appropriate          Appropriate          Very appropriate 

11. How supported do you feel by the school administration to have discussions on or about   
controversial topics such as race? 

 Not at all supported          Somewhat supported          Supported          Very supported 

12. How supported do you feel by parents to have discussions on controversial topics? 
Not at all supported          Somewhat supported          Supported          Very supported 

13. How many books do you have which display diverse characters in your room? If the answer to 
this question is none, the survey will skip to question 15. 
None          Some          Quite a few          A lot       

14. If you have these books, how frequently do you read these books? 
Never          Seldom          Occasionally          Frequently  

15. How often do your students reflect by writing or drawing about the story or book that is  being 
focused in your classroom? 
Not at all          Rarely          Sometimes          Frequently 

16. How often do students write about concerns they have with a book or story? 
       Not at all          Rarely          Sometimes          Frequently 

17. How important is it for students to write about their concerns? 
 Not important          Somewhat important          Important          Very important 

18.  Do you think literacy is an appropriate platform for teaching social justice? 
 Not at all          Rarely          Sometimes          Frequently 

19.  Do you feel it is your responsibility to teach about social justice in your 
classroom? 

 Not at all          Rarely          Sometimes          Frequently 

20.  Do you want to teach about social justice issues in your classroom? 
 Not at all          Rarely          Sometimes          Frequently 

21.  Do you know what critical literacy is? 
 No, I do not          I have heard of it          I am familiar with it          Yes, I do          

22.  Do you know what is meant by providing multiple perspectives in literature? 
 No, I do not          I have heard of it          I am familiar with it          Yes, I do 

23. Do you know what is meant by disrupting the common situation or thinking through 
literature? 

 No, I do not          I have heard of it          I am familiar with it          Yes, I do 
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Please check the box below if you are willing to be contacted for a follow-up interview. 
This is purely voluntary.  
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Appendix C: Letter to Superintendent 

Superintendent’s name 

Superintendent of Name of School District 

Address of Superintendent’s Office here  

 

Dear ___________, 

 My name is Rebekah Taylor and I am a doctoral student at ETSU.  My program requires 

that I conduct research in the field of early childhood. I am writing to see if I can ask your early 

childhood teachers to take part in my research if they desire. 

 My research involves a survey implemented through Monkey Survey which will not 

reveal identity or store email addresses. The survey is concerning their perceptions, knowledge, 

practices, and resources concerning literacy and addressing social justice. It should take no 

longer than 15 minutes to complete.  Upon completion, teachers will have the opportunity to 

indicate if they would like to speak with me further about their answers.  If they do, they will 

then list their contact information and their identity will be disclosed to me in order for me to 

contact and speak with them. 

 I hope that you will consider allowing me to send the survey to your regular education 

early childhood teachers Pre-K-3rd grade.  There is no right or wrong answer to be given on the 

survey; the answers will just simple tell me what their perceptions, knowledge, practices, and 

resources on the subject. 

 Thank you in advance for allowing me to include some of your teachers in this research 

project, 

Sincerely, 
Rebekah Taylor 
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Appendix D: Letter to Teachers 

 
 

Dear Early Childhood Teacher, 

     My name is Rebekah Taylor and I am currently a doctoral student at East Tennessee State 

University.  I too am an early childhood teacher and know how rewarding, yet how exhausting 

teaching can be, so I appreciate your time in reading this letter and hope you will consider 

helping me with my research. 

   I am currently doing research concerning East Tennessee early childhood teachers’ 

perceptions, knowledge, practices, and resources concerning  addressing social topics and 

literacy.  There is no right or wrong answer to be given; I am just trying to find out what early 

childhood teachers in East Tennessee feel about the topics.  I am using Monkey Survey, a trusted 

and known survey company to assure that respondents remain anonymous.  However, if you are 

willing to talk to me about your survey answers in further detail after the survey has been taken, 

please indicate so on the survey and I will contact you to make an appointment to talk with you.  

This will help better explain why the survey answers were chosen.  Again, there is no “right” 

answer as I am just trying to better understand East Tennessee teachers’ perceptions, knowledge, 

practices, and resources towards certain social topics. 

Please consider filling out the survey and possibly allowing me to talk with you. The 

survey should not take more than 15 minutes and again, your identity will not be known unless 

you choose to talk with further.  

Thank you in advance for your time and participation. 

 

Rebekah Taylor 
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Appendix E: Interview Protocol 

Interview Questions:  

1. Which areas of controversial topics such as race, homelessness, same sex relationships do 

   you have books for and use? (R4) 

2.  Why do you choose these resources if you have them? (R4) 

3.  Do you feel using literacy and holding discussions about controversial subjects is useful in 

 promoting social justice? (R5) 

4.  Why do you think this? (R7) 

5.   Do you feel discussing multiple perspectives with literature is useful in promoting social 

 justice? (R5)  Example: Reading The Three Little Pigs followed by a discussion of 

 wolves and how they hunt and eat to survive. 

6.   Are there reasons that keep you from doing this type of literacy and holding these 

 discussions? (Support, mandated curricula, time, etc) (R6) 

7.   Why do you think this? (R7) 

8.   Are you confident reading books with controversial themes and discussing them? Why or 

Why not? (R8)  

 

 9.  Now that you know the focus of  my study, are there any questions that you think I should 

have asked?  Or is there anything you would like to add?  

Probes to be used as needed:  

• Can you provide an example?  

• Can you tell me more?  
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Appendix F: Oral Consent Script 

 
EAST TENNESSEE STATE UNIVERSTIY 
Department of Early Childhood Education 

 
ORAL OR INTERNET BASED INFORMED CONSENT SCRIPT 

  
Title of Research Study: Student- East Tennessee Early Childhood Teachers’ Knowledge and 
Perceptions of Critical Literacy     
 
 Principal Investigator:  Rebekah Kinnard Taylor, MA, Ed. S, & Doctoral Candidate   
  
 You are being asked to participate in a research study because you are currently employed as an 
early childhood teacher in a selected school district in East Tennessee.  
______________________________________________________________________________
_______ 
  
Purpose:  The purpose of this research study is to examine the knowledge and perceptions East 
Tennessee early childhood teachers have about critical literacy and its implementations and 
usefulness. The data from this study will be analyzed and used to inform the researcher’s 
teaching practice and for a dissertation.   
  
Procedures:    
If you agree to participate, we will ask you to we will ask you to do the following:  
 • Complete a survey: 

o You will complete a short survey that asks for demographic information and asks you to respond 
to statements about classroom practice by checking a box that most accurately represents your 
personal beliefs.  You may refuse to answer any questions that you do not want to answer and 
still remain in the study.   

o    The survey will be completed at your convenience during the 2 week time frame and will 
take  
       approximately 15 minutes of your time.   
o    Survey responses will be kept confidential.  

• Participate in an interview:  
o   If you indicate on your survey that you are willing to participate in a follow-up interview, 
you may      be contacted to meet with the researcher to be interviewed.   
o   You will be asked approximately ten questions by the interviewer about your teaching 
beliefs concerning literacy and teaching social issues.  
o   You may refuse to answer any questions that you do not want to answer and still remain 
in the study.   
o   The interview will be conducted at your work place or another agreed upon location at 
your convenience, and will take approximately 45 minutes of your time.   
o   Interview responses will be kept confidential.  
O   Interviews will be audio-recorded so that the researcher can transcribe your responses. 

Only the researcher will have access to the audiotapes. You have the right to review the 
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recording of your interview to determine whether they should be edited or erased in whole or in 
part. Upon completion of this study, the audio recordings will be erased.  
  
Time Commitment:  
Your participation in this research study is expected to last for a total of 15 minutes during your 
chosen time if you just complete the survey. If you participate in a follow-up interview you will 
also participate on one additional day, for approximately another 35 minutes.   
  
Potential Risks or Discomforts:  
 If you do not wish to answer any survey or interview questions because they make you 
uncomfortable or for any other reason, you may refuse to answer and still remain in the study.   
  
Potential Benefits:   
This study can benefit those who prepare teachers through teacher education programs. This 
study may help guide future professional development opportunities for teachers in the area of 
literacy as well as social issue. Furthermore, this study may contribute to the knowledge base of 
teacher perceptions and can influence teacher preparation programs to effectively prepare their 
students for their work as teachers.  
  
Confidentiality:   
We will make our best efforts to maintain confidentiality of any information that is collected 
during this research study, and that can identify you. We will disclose this information only with 
your permission or as required by law.  
We will protect your confidentiality by using a coding mechanism. Each participant will be 
assigned a code (number) before completing the survey. The electronic survey company will 
assign a number to each participant which will not be known to the researcher or (A list linking 
these codes to a participant by name will be kept in a different location with restricted access. 
Only the researcher will have access to this list and the data. After the research is completed, the 
researcher will destroy the list that links the codes to participants' name. ) 
  
Interviewees will be identified by their code during the interview process and on the 
transcriptions created from the audio-recordings. Participants' responses will never be cited by 
name or linked to any unique identifying information. Furthermore, all data, including the 
completed surveys, interview recordings, and interview transcriptions will be stored in a locked 
cabinet with restricted access.  
  
The research team, authorized ETSU, and government agencies that oversee this type of research 
may have access to research data and records in order to monitor the research. Research records 
provided to authorized, non-ETSU individuals will not contain identifiable information about 
you. Publications and/or presentations that result from this study will not identify you by name.   
  
Your participation in this research is voluntary. If you have any questions, you can contact 
Rebekah Taylor (Taylorrk3@etsu.edu, (423)883-0533). If you have any questions about your 
rights as a research participant or if you would like to talk to someone other than the researchers, 
you can contact ETSU Research. 
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Appendix G:  Coding Sample 

Transcript 3 
T-3=Veronica 
Question 1. Which areas of controversial topics such as race, 
homelessness, same sex relationships, diversity do you have books 
for and use? (R4) 

I don’t think I have any books on homelessness.  I may 
actually have one book on same sex relationships, but I may 
not because I don’t read that frequently enough to know the 
answer to that. I do have a lot of books on race and diversity. A 
lot of books with diverse characters.  I have several books 
because we have just recently spoken about slavery and race. I 
have a lot of books on slavery.  

Question 2.  Why do you choose these resources if you have them?   
I think it’s just more what’s available to have in your 
classroom.  I don’t think there are maybe not in like our 
scholastic catalogs and stuff like that, they just don’t have a lot 
to offer in those subjects.  I don’t think I’ve ever really seen a 
book as far as homelessness is concerned in a scholastic 
catalog so it’s not something I would really just go out and 
purchase. Most of my books come from scholastic.  I think 
more when I choose my books, I choose the content of the 
book and just what happens to be the color of the character’s 
skin color is just what it is.  I know I have several books on 
black history and why we celebrate this and that, and then wars 
and slavery and things like that. So it’s more like the content of 
the book. Does that make sense? They (my students) have 
access to everything over there that I have.  The only restricted 
books are the higher level chapter books for higher readers that 
most aren’t ready for those books, That section right there, 
only certain kids can go there, but like all the books on black 
history, all on slavery and all the books on family.  I have 
never read the same sex book.  I think it is about diverse 
families but I have never really included that as a topic of 
discussion, but I have talked about diversity in families. 

Question 3.  Do you feel using literacy and holding discussions 
about controversial subjects is useful in promoting social justice? 
(R5) 
 

Transcript 3 
 
Books/resources 1-
7 
 
Books/Resources/ 
obtaining 2 
 
Desire 13 
 
Contradiction? 
content 15  
 
homelessness is 
content 
 
Selection-not 
deliberate?  1-16 
 
Free choice-
restrictions 20 
 
Importance 
Good readers over 
content? 23-24 
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 I do. I think not only does it give them the ability to start 
thinking about things that are going to be controversial to them 
as adults, it allows us to already start having those 
conversations in a safe environment where they are not going 
to be judged for what they think yet.  I also like giving them 
the opportunity to have discussions that exclude what I think 
and what I feel that way they can kind of respond to each 
other’s thoughts and opinions 

Question 4.  Why do you think this? (R7)  
 Well, like I said I like giving them the opportunity to have 

discussions that exclude what I think and what I feel that way 
they can kind of respond to each other’s thoughts and opinions.  
They talk.  We’ve learned and are still learning how to say, 
“somebody’s name, I see what you’re saying, but I 
think….And then add something” or “I don’t agree with you 
because…” Since this is my second year since I looped with 
this class, they have done this type conversation before.  This 
is second year. 

Question 5.  Do you feel discussing multiple perspectives with 
literature is useful in promoting social justice? (R5)   

I do.  This is just an example from the other day.  Some 
Tusculum College students came over to read to us and the 
first young man that came over was black.  And the response 
from one of my students, the first thing that came out of her 
mouth was “My daddy says you can’t trust a black man” so 
that lead into a very good discussion on skin color and then we, 
it went into a good classroom discussion of what they think, 
what they’ve heard, is it right?, should we think this way?, 
does this matter?  This is what brought about the slavery issue 
too.  This unit is not part of our curriculum, but the diversity 
part is. They needed to understand why this was not an 
appropriate comment at that time.  We will talk more about it 
around MLK day. 

                                                                                                                      
 
                                                                                                 
 
  

Transcript 3 
cont.   
 
 
Contradiction-
haven’t read same 
sex book to class, 
says its family 
diversity, teaches 
family diversity25-
28 
 
 
 
No inhibitors 52 
Parent support 52-
53 
Personal beliefs 54 
 
 
 
Personal beliefs 56-
58 
 
 
 
Personal beliefs 59 
Parents 60 
 
 
Ranks controversial 
topics 64-65 
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Question 6. Are there reasons that keep you from doing this type of 
literacy and holding these discussions? (Support, mandated 
curricula, time, etc) (R6)   

No not really.  I pretty much do what I want. (Laughs)  Parent 
support maybe. I do not want to talk about same sex marriages 
because I personally disagree with it if you just want the honest 
truth.  I do believe there is diversity in families, but there is an 
extent to where I am not going to allow them to think it is the 
correct necessarily thing to do, but that’s my opinion.  

Question 7.  Why do you think this? (R7) 
Well, I told you my opinion and I know that parents, my 
parents, would not want certain topics discussed yet I don’t 
think and that’s one of them they would not want discussed 
from what I’ve noticed about them so far.  They would not 
support that topic.  I don’t think they would have a problem 
with things such as race, homelessness, or diversity.  I don’t 
think it’s as controversial as a same sex marriage book. 

Question 8. Are you confident reading books with controversial 
themes and discussing them? Why or Why not? (R8)  

Some I am, and some I’m not.  I explained that a little bit 
already.  It just depends on what it is. It’s not that I am 
uncomfortable, I just don’t want to discuss some topics. 

Question 9.  Now that you know took the survey and you’ve 
answered my questions, you know what my research deals with.  Is 
there anything else you would like to add? 
I think just maybe the one thing I would add is “where do teachers 
actually get their books?” because most teachers get their books 
from scholastic because it’s really the best program to get books.   
And often they refrain from books that might be controversial just 
due to that because parents might not necessarily buy those kind of 
books and then school systems might have an issue with those 
books too, I would really have to get on line and search if I wanted 
to find books on a specific topic.   
                                                                                                                 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Transcript 3 
cont. 
 
Comfortable 66-67 
 
 
Desire 68 
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Code  Words from transcripts 
Books resources 1-5 1.I don’t think I have any books on 

homelessness.  I may actually  
2.have one book on same sex relationships, 
but I may not because  
3.I don’t read that frequently enough to know 
the answer to that. I 
 4.do have a lot of books on race and 
diversity. A lot of books with  
5.diverse characters.  I have several books  
 

Desire 11-13 
 
 
Selection-not deliberate?  11-16 
 
 

 11.subjects.  I don’t think I’ve ever really 
seen a book as far as  
12.homelessness is concerned in a scholastic 
catalog so it’s not  
13.something I would really just go out and 
purchase. Most of my  
16.to be the color of the character’s skin 
color is just what it is.   

Contradiction?-content 15 homelessness is 
content 
 

15.books, I choose the content of the book and 
just what happens 
 

Selection-not deliberate? 11-16 
 

11.subjects.  I don’t think I’ve ever really seen 
a book as far as  
12.homelessness is concerned in a scholastic 
catalog so it’s not  
13.something I would really just go out and 
purchase. Most of my  
16.to be the color of the character’s skin 
color is just what it is.  I 
 

Free choice-restrictions 20 
 

20.make sense? They (my students) have 
access to everything over 

Good readers over content? 23.for those books, That section right there, 
only certain kids can 
 24.go there, but like all the books on black 
history, all on slavery 

Contradiction-haven’t read same sex book to 
class, says its family diversity, teaches family 
diversity25-28 
 

25.and all the books on family.  I have never 
read the same sex  
26.book.  I think it is about diverse families 
but I have never really  
27.included that as a topic of discussion, but I 
have talked about  
28.diversity in families. 
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Importance-29 29.I do. I think not only does it give them the 
ability to start 
32.conversations in a safe environment where 
they are not going  
 
 

Environment 32 
 
 

32.conversations in a safe environment where 
they are not going  
 

Personal beliefs 34-35 
 

34.opportunity to have discussions that 
exclude what I think and  
35.what I feel that way they can kind of 
respond to each other’s  
 

Personal beliefs 38 
Important-teaches rules of discussion 40-42 
 

38.discussions that exclude what I think and 
what I feel that way  
  
  

Important-teaches rules of discussion 40-42 
 

40. They talk.  We’ve learned and are still 
learning how to say, 
 41. “somebody’s name, I see what you’re 
saying, but I think….  
42.And then add something” or “I don’t 
agree with you  
 

Important/agrees 46 
 

52. we, it went into a good classroom 
discussion of what they 57.an appropriate 
comment at that time.  We will talk more 
about 58.it around MLK day. 
 

Importance- good discussion 51 
 

51.that lead into a very good discussion on 
skin color and then 

Curriculum 55-56 55. issue too.  This unit is not part of our 
curriculum, but the  
56diversity part is. They needed to 
understand why this was not appropriate 

Social justice 56 56 diversity part is. They needed to 
understand why this was not  
57.an appropriate comment at that time. 

Frequency  58. We will talk more about it around MLK 
day. 
 

No inhibitors 52 

 

52.No not really.  I pretty much do what I 
want.  Parent  
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53. support maybe. I do not want to talk about 
same sex marriages  
54.because I personally disagree with it if you 
just want the  
 

Parent support 52-53 
 

52.No not really.  I pretty much do what I 
want.  Parent  
53.support maybe. I do not want to talk about 
same sex marriages  
 

Personal beliefs 54 
 

54.because I personally disagree with it if you 
just want the  
 

 
Personal beliefs 56-58 
 

56.there is an extent to where I am not going 
to allow them to 
 57.think it is the correct necessarily thing to 
do, but that’s my  
58.opinion.  
 

Personal beliefs 59 
 
 
 
 

59.Well, I told you my opinion and I know 
that parents, my t  
 

Parent support 60 60. parents, would not want certain topics 
discussed yet I 

Ranks controversial topics 64-65 
 

64.with things such as race, homelessness, or 
diversity.  I don’t  
65.think it’s as controversial as a same sex 
marriage book. 
 

Comfort able 66.-67 
 
 
 

66.Some I am, and some I’m not.  I explained 
that a little bit  
67.already.  It just depends on what it is. It’s 
not that I am. 
 

Desire 68 
 

68.uncomfortable, I just don’t want to discuss 
some topics. 
 

Books/resources importance 69-77 
 

69. I think just maybe the one thing I would 
add is “where do 70teachers actually get their 
books?” because most teachers get 76to get 
on line and search if I wanted to find books 
on a specific 77topic.   

Avoidance 72-75 72. to get books.   And often they refrain from 
books that might be  
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73. controversial just due to that because 
parents might not  
74. necessarily buy those kind of books and 
then school systems  
75. might have an issue with those books too, 
I would really have 

Desire 76 76. to get on line and search if I wanted to 
find books on a specific 77topic.   
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