Assignment #5: Stacy Phaxaysithideth 

Qualitative Research Problem:
The education system in the United States comprises two major categories depending on the nature of learners in one allocated classroom set up. Either student learn as same-sex or co-educational. In this research problem, the essay will make use of qualitative quantitative analysis to analyze the pros and cons of teaching and learning in the same-sex classroom set up over coeducational classrooms. The expectations of the findings are such that participants in this study and the research place show bias in the opinions of the research questions posed through either interviews or questionnaires. 	Comment by Liu, Jin: What is the novelty of investigating the pros/cons? 
It seems like many studies have been conducted to investigate the pros and cons by comparing two settings. 	Comment by Liu, Jin: Good. 	Comment by Liu, Jin: Save the research expectations to the end of the introduction. 

	Major Points
	Draft Statements

	Define same-sex education and co-education
	Same-sex education refers to a teaching and learning environment in which the educational institution offers learning to the learner of single-sex; either boy or girls and not both. Co-educational learning involves both boys and girls learning in the same educational environment be it the school or simply classrooms (Henebery, 2017).	Comment by Liu, Jin: Include the references of literature. 

	
Discussion of both same-sex education and co-education on sexuality 

	The research by (Hughes, 2006) found that, compared to graduates of coeducational schools, graduates of single-sex schools reported a different gender composition in intimate friendships favoring the same sex, less romantic involvement with other-sex close friends, older age at first date, fewer boyfriends or girlfriends, and more past same-sex sexuality.

	Discuss the advantages and disadvantages of same-sex classrooms verses co-ed classrooms

	A study by Henebery (2017) shows that the co-educational system of learning leads to academic failure of both boys and girls. Research done by Sather (2007) indicates that co-ed classrooms in both public and private American schools fail boys. Sather (2007) indicates promotes the idea of same-sex classrooms as it promotes the performance and discipline of the male child. Sather’s study is further backed up by Gurian et al (2009) whose findings show that girls and boys have different brain accommodation capacities. Male students often find themselves bottom in the class and hence forcing them to attend remedial classes. Stanberry (2015) adds that in Hawaii same-sex schooling education is the driving force of political, civil rights, socio-economic and legal issues. Lirgg (1994) examined the effect of environment on student physical education. Thie findings indicate that boys and girls in co-ed perform almost to the same extent, their counterparts in single-sex schools are much better. Kuanysh (2017) and Yasin et al (2020) points out same-sex classrooms have a negative influence on the learner's individuality and perception of the opposite gender. Li et al (2018) add that single-sex schooling show controversies and differences in learner friendship, dating, and sexual orientation.	Comment by Liu, Jin: Review/summarize more of the pros/cons of the same sex education. 

	Conclusion
	The findings show that much of the literature reviewed shows one side of the research. From the above foregoing, many of the research only provides the pros of single-sex schools. This research will further provide the cons of same-sex classrooms which have not been highlighted by the previous research, such as XX. To add to it, the research by Tichenor et al (2015) will be used to further provide qualitative evidence of the impact of the same sex classroom on student performance concerning different subjects such as sciences, mathematic, arts, and sports.	Comment by Liu, Jin: Good summary. 	Comment by Liu, Jin: Do you mean this study will guide your study? 



Related Literature	Comment by Liu, Jin: Label the type of research methods used in the empirical studies – quantitative/qualitative or mixed methods 
	References 
	Summary of study results for your statements

	
Burgess, A. (1990). Co‐education—the disadvantages for schoolgirls. Gender and Education, 2(1), 91-95.

Fabes, R. et al. (2018). Gender integration in coeducational classrooms: Advancing educational research and practice. School Psychology Quarterly, 33(2), 182.

Herrick, L. K. (2009). Same-sex Schooling versus Co-educational Schooling and Their Effects on Achievement, Assessment and Gender Bias (Doctoral dissertation, Evergreen State College).

Kuanysh, A. Z. (2017). The effect of Single-sex school on students’ academic achievements. International Scientific and Practical Conference World Science, 4(9), 34-44.

Lirgg, C. D. (1994). Environmental perceptions of students in same-sex and coeducational physical education classes. Journal of Educational Psychology, 86(2), 183.




	
Several studies have focused on the advantages and disadvantages of co-education verses same-sex education (Burgess, A. (1990), Fabes, R. et al. (2018), Herrick, L.K. (2009), Kuanysh, A.Z. (2017), Lirgg, C.D. (1994).)	Comment by Liu, Jin: Good summary. 

· Advantages/disadvantages of a same-sex classroom 
· Advantages/disadvantages of a co-ed classroom 
· How these different classrooms effect boys verse girls
· How these classrooms effect different subject areas

* Another disadvantage of same-sex schools is sex-stereotyping which poses threats to subject choices like underachievement in mathematics and science in the case of girls only absence of women in authority for boys only (Burgess, 1990).
* Although many students both boys’ and girls’ study in the same setup and the learner relationship is quite harmonious, coed classrooms do not assure that boys and girls can work and coexist effectively while solving academic problems (Fabes et al, 2018).
* If same-sex schools are able to give boys and girls educational opportunities that provide them with strong life skills and an education that prepares them for their work in their communities then the social skills that they need to interact with the opposite sex may already be in place and could be practiced and strengthened through extra-curricular activities that involved both boys and girls (Herrick, 2009).
* According to his findings Kuanysh (2017) points out same-sex classrooms have a negative influence on the learner's individuality and perception of the opposite gender.
* Lirgg (1994) examined the effect of environment on student physical education. Thie findings indicate that boys and girls in co-ed perform almost to the same extent, their counterparts in single-sex schools are much better.	Comment by Liu, Jin: A possible statement to build the research gap – 
It seems like both pros and cons are applicable to same-sex education? 
Mixed findings about which setting could be superior to the other? 
Leading to the need of a comprehensive investigation of pros/cons of both settings? 


	
Gurian, M., Stevens, K., & Daniels, P. (2009). Successful single-sex classrooms: A practical guide to teaching boys & girls separately. John Wiley & Sons.

	
*The research underlines the importance of single-sex learning, and supports the creation and implementation of new strategies for accommodating the brain differences of boys and girls - at both the school and classroom level.

	
Hughes, T. A. (2006). The Advantages of Single-Sex Education. Online Submission, 23(2).

	
*The purpose of this article is to explore whether public schools should provide a choice to parents to have single-sex education along with coeducation. The author believes that in single-sex classrooms or single-sex schools student achievement will be positively impacted. 


	
Li, G., & Wong, W. I. (2018). Single-sex schooling: Friendships, dating, and sexual orientation. Archives of Sexual Behavior, 47(4), 1025-1039.

	
*This study investigated the differences in friendships, dating, and past, present, and ideal sexual orientation, between college students who attended single-sex secondary schools and college students who attended coeducational secondary schools in Hong Kong, controlling for personal characteristics such as socioeconomic status.	Comment by Liu, Jin: What are the major conclusions? 


	
Mercedes Tichenor, M., Tichenor, et al. (2015). “Elementary Student Perspectives on Single-Gender Classes.” Journal of Curriculum and Teaching, 4(2), 80-85. https://files.eric.ed.gov/fulltext/EJ1157589.pdf

	 
*This study discusses the academic effectiveness of single-sex classrooms and how students in these classes feel about them.	Comment by Liu, Jin: What do they find ?

	
Sather, J. (2007). Same-Sex Classrooms: Can They Fix Our Public Schools?

	
*This article discusses pros and cons for both boys and girls in same-sex classrooms.	Comment by Liu, Jin: Identify the major pros/cons. 
The findings are related to one of your research purposes closely. 


	
Stanberry, K. (2015). Single-sex education: the pros and cons. Great Schools Newsletter.

	
*This article discusses views about same-sex classrooms through the public and critics as well as what people have to say about these classrooms.




Quantitative Research Problem:
The majority of the current studies investigate the differences that arise in the reading assessments and scores between the learners in same-sex classrooms and their counterparts in co-ed classrooms. In this research, I will investigate the factors that contribute to the differences in the test scores using quantitative research study methods. The independent variables in the study are the reading assessment groups' scores from both same-sex and co-ed learners. Since data will be collected from a co-ed learner environment, there will be no dependent variables. The study expects to show that same-sex classroom has an advantage in assessment performance over co-educational classrooms. 	Comment by Liu, Jin: Double check.
Independent variable – two groups (same sex or co-ed learners)/ Are you going to focus on the girl only classrooms for the same sex? Explain the logic of the selection. 
Dependent variable- reading assessment scores. 

	Major Points
	Draft Statements

	Schools wanting to implement same-sex classes
	* According to the National Association for single-sex Public Education in America, over 400 public schools have implemented a same-sex educational program. The program has shown advantages such as less distraction, differentiated learning, developed learner education, dropout prevention, and desired outcomes such as improved academic achievement and performance.
* Stanberry (2015) adds that approximately 400 public schools in Hawaii offer same-sex schooling education which is the driving force of American education.
* The co-ed system in the US attempts to bridge the gaps in educational performances by providing platforms to foster mutual learning (Kishore et al. 2019).

	Advantages of same-sex classrooms 

	* According to an article by Hart (2020), same-sex education offers a platform for the improvement of academic achievements for both genders. It has been linked to higher and better standards of achievement scores as well as developing a well-rounded individual.	Comment by Liu, Jin: Consider adding discussions of potential advantages too. 
In addition, you should point out that not all studies identify improvement of academic performance. –
Double check if this is accurate. 
Mixed findings indicate the needs of additional studies. 

	Conclusion
	Generally, the differences in academic performance especially in the reading performance score are very minimal. Plenty of research makes precise conclusions that same-sex schools perform better than co-ed schools. The finding of my research is set to identify if there are any differences in the reading assessments scores for students in a same-sex (probably all female) and co-educational classroom. A major weakness in most of the studies was the lack of socioeconomic and racial diversity of the students involved in the study.	Comment by Liu, Jin: Explain? Do you mean difference between two groups? 



Related Literature
	References 
	Summary of study results for your statements

	
Abraham, J., & Barker, K. (2020). Motivation and Engagement with Physics: A Comparative Study of Females in Single-Sex and Co-educational Classrooms. Research in Science Education, 50(6), 2227-2242.

	
*The aim of this study was to identify the differences in motivation, engagement and sustained enrolment plans in relation to physics between female students in single-sex from those in co-educational settings.	Comment by Liu, Jin: What do they find? 
You may focus more on reviewing studies on student achievement differences among groups (same sex or mixed- sex) for the quantitative study. 

	
Barmao, A., Changeiywo, J., & Githua, B. (2015). “Influence of Gender Streamed (Boys’ and Girls’ Only) Classes on Coeducational Secondary Schools’ Mathematics Teachers Perceptions in Nakuru, Uasingishu, Kericho and Baringo Counties of Kenya.” Journal of Education and Practice, 6(23), 21-29. https://files.eric.ed.gov/fulltext/EJ1079023.pdf

	
* In this study the mathematics teachers’ perceptions of gender streamed and mixed sex mathematics classes in sub-county and county schools are favorable and positive. Meaning that the teachers do not perceive any significant benefits of any of these classes over the others in the teaching and learning of mathematics. To the teachers, students can learn and excel in the subject in all the three types of mathematics classes (girls’ only, boys’ only and mixed sex classes).


	
Gibb, S. J., Fergusson, D. M., & Horwood, L. J. (2008). Effects of single-sex and coeducational schooling on the gender gap in educational achievement. Australian Journal of education, 52(3), 301-317.

	
* This study examined the effects of single-sex and coeducational schooling on the gender gap in educational achievement to age 25. There were significant differences between single-sex and coeducational schools in the size and direction of the gender gap. At coeducational schools, there was a statistically significant gap favoring females, while at single-sex schools there was a non-significant gap favoring males.


	
Gurian, M., Stevens, K., & Daniels, P. (2009). Successful single-sex classrooms: A practical guide to teaching boys & girls separately. John Wiley & Sons.

	 
* The research underlines the importance of single-sex learning, and supports the creation and implementation of new strategies for accommodating the brain differences of boys and girls - at both the school and classroom level.


	
Hart, L. (2021).The Advantages of same-sex Classrooms. Accessed online at https://classroom.synonym.com/advantages-samesex-classrooms-4997.html 

	
 *Pros and cons of same-sex classrooms.

	
Henebery, B. (2017). Students do better in single-sex schools – study. Accessed online at https://www.theeducatoronline.com/k12/news/students-do-better-in-singlesex-schools--study/242635  

	
*This study shows that students’ academic performance actually falls when they move from a single-sex environment to co-ed environment, and continues to decline the longer they stay in a co-ed environment.	Comment by Liu, Jin: Interesting finding! 

	
Kishore, A., Joseph, C. V., Bijili, L., & Anwar, M. A. (2019, May). Co-ed: A classroom setup for enhancing cooperative learning and digital literacy. In Extended Abstracts of the 2019 CHI Conference on Human Factors in Computing Systems (pp. 1-6).

	 
*This article discusses the learning gap between boys and girls and how they relate to same-sex classrooms and co-ed classrooms.

	
Lim, C. T. D., & Fraser, B. J. (2018). Learning environments research in English classrooms. Learning Environments Research, 21(3), 433-449.

	
* This article paves the way for expanding research on English classroom environments by (1) reviewing the limited past research in English classrooms and (2) reporting the first study of English learning environments in Singaporean primary schools.	Comment by Liu, Jin: Explain how this may relate to your topic? 

	
Ronspies, S. M. (2011). Middle school students’ perceptions of coeducational and same-sex physical education. Illinois Journal for Health, Physical Education, Recreation, and Dance, 17.

	
*The purpose of this study was to examine middle school students’ perceptions of coeducational and same-sex physical education classes. 

	
Stanberry, K. (2015). Single-sex education: the pros and cons. Great Schools Newsletter.
	
*This article discusses views about same-sex classrooms through the public and critics as well as what people have to say about these classrooms.



Build the research gaps:
Although the pros and cons of same-sex classrooms has been investigated in a variety of ways, few studies have investigated the effect of same-sex classrooms in modern society meaning today’s classrooms. Few studies have been conducted to compare same-sex classrooms when they first began to current same-sex classrooms; comparing the effectiveness of these classes then and now.	Comment by Liu, Jin: If findings are mixed about pros/cons, it can be used to build the research gap. 	Comment by Liu, Jin: What is the difference? Do you mean that certain features in today’s classrooms leading to the need of additional studies? 
The research gaps should be a bit different for the quantitative/qualitative studies. 

Study Significance: 
The current study offers insights for researchers who are interested in studying the pros and cons of same-sex classrooms verses co-ed classrooms and the effects the classrooms have on girls and boys and assessments. The results are also of interest for schools/parents/students who may want to have the option of same-sex classrooms verses a co-ed classroom.	Comment by Liu, Jin: Yes. 
 
Purpose of the Study: 
Specifically, the current study investigates: (1) the difference in reading assessment scores for students in a same-sex (all female) classroom versus reading scores in a co-ed classroom (2) the difference in performances in reading assessment scores in a same-sex classroom verses a co-ed classroom (3) the pros of learning in a same-sex classroom verses a co-ed classroom. 	Comment by Liu, Jin: Why focusing on female students ONLY?	Comment by Liu, Jin: Did you combine the study purposes – both quantitative/qualitative together? 
Try to think of them as two studies for now. 
So list study significance/research gaps/research purposes separately for the quantitative/qualitative studies. 

Relevant literature is reviewed. Consider how you can build the research gaps based on the reviewed literature. 
Consider how two studies are different in terms of research gaps. 

Rubric
	Criteria
	Pt – 20
	 

	Quantitative
	 
	 

	Research problem: State the major points and develop draft statements
	1
	1

	Literature review: Review and summarize results of empirical studies
	3
	 2.9

	Identify deficiencies based on literature review conclusions
	2
	 1.5

	Discuss the need and significance of the proposed study
	1
	 1

	APA citation and a minimum of 10 references
	1
	 0.9

	Follow the template; include all required elements 
	1
	0.9

	Align the introduction elements with the research question(s) or purpose
	1
	0.9

	Qualitative
	 
	 

	Research problem: State the major points and develop draft statements
	1
	1

	Literature review: Review and summarize results of empirical studies
	3
	 2.9

	Identify deficiencies based on literature review conclusions
	2
	 1.5

	Discuss the need and significance of the proposed study
	1
	 1

	APA citation and a minimum of 10 references
	1
	 0.9

	Follow the template; include all required elements 
	1
	0.9

	Align the introduction elements with the research question(s) or purpose
	1
	0.9


Score: 18.2

