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	Article 1
	The Wiki,

Morgan, B., & Smith, R., educators.
	Will the Wiki effect student collaboration


	N/A – The article was more informative with no research.
	N/A – The article was more informative with no research.
	N/A – The article was more informative with no research.
	N/A – The article was more informative with no research.
	Morgan, B., & Smith, R. (2008). A wiki for classroom writing. Reading Teacher, 62(1), 80-82. Retrieved August 21, 2010, from Academic Search Complete database.

	Article 2
	The Wiki, Harris, M., educator.
	Will the Wiki effect student writing in the workplace
	N/A – The article was more informative with no research.
	N/A – The article was more informative with no research.
	N/A – The article was more informative with no research.
	N/A – The article was more informative with no research.
	Harris, M.. (2009). Technology review: Teaching writing for the workplace? Try a wiki. The Community College Enterprise, 15(2), 111-113. Retrieved August 21, 2010, from ProQuest Education Journals. (Document ID: 1921039251).

	Article 3
	Google Applications, Adams, D., educator.
	a “struggle to discover ways to adapt and develop curriculum to meet the needs of my twenty-first-century N-Gen students”
	N/A – The article was more a explication of the many tools we call Google.
	N/A – The article was more a explication of the many tools we call Google.
	N/A – The article was more a explication of the many tools we call Google.
	N/A – The article was more a explication of the many tools we call Google.
	Adams, D. (2008). Gaga for Google in the twenty-first century Advanced Placement Language classroom. Clearing House, 82(2), 96-100. Retrieved August 21, 2010, from Academic Search Complete database.

	Article 4
	Web 2.0 Applications in general, Marcoux, E., & Loertscher, D., educators. 
	Does technology make a difference?
	N/A – The article was more a professional learning guide. 
	N/A – The article was more a professional learning guide.
	N/A – The article was more a professional learning guide.
	N/A – The article was more a professional learning guide.
	Marcoux, E., & Loertscher, D.. (2009). Achieving teaching and learning excellence with technology. Teacher Librarian, 37(2), 14-22,88. Retrieved August 21, 2010, from Research Library.

	Article 5
	Web 2.0 Applications in general, Witte, S, educator.
	How [he along with his collogues] could build upon the success of [Indiana University’s two-way journal collaboration with a local middle school] and integrate the technology that was available to us through our work with our local writing project site…
	Qualitative
	Observations of examples of student writing and student personal reflections through the student Blogs. 
	Observations and student writing.
	Looked for positive or negative responses. Was not mixed.
	Witte, S. (2007). "That's online writing, not boring school writing": Writing with blogs and the Talkback Project. Journal of Adolescent & Adult Literacy, 51(2), 92-96. Retrieved August 21, 2010, from Literary Reference Center database.

	Article 6
	Technology enhancing writing, Dixon, F., Cassady, J., Cross, T., & Williams, D., educators.
	consider[ed] whether ready access to computers actually enhances critical thinking or whether it merely provides students with a tool that helps them finish tasks in a more acceptable, finished form without additional editing and revision
	Quantitative/Qualitative 
	measured through “the Watson-Glaser Critical Thinking Appraisal” and “in essays gathered from the participants at two different administrations” which would be assessed on a multitude of characteristics and the overall “Quality in writing”; and rated by two raters “trained to score both administrations of the essays” with a reliability between the two raters of .70
	An standardized appraisal and student essays using a rubric and multiple graders. 
	They used a mixed method analyzing both subjective and objective data. 
	Dixon, F., Cassady, J., Cross, T., & Williams, D. (2005). Effects of technology on critical thinking and essay writing among gifted adolescents. Journal of Secondary Gifted Education, 16(4), 180-189. Retrieved August 21, 2010, from Academic Search Complete database.

	Article 7
	Web 2.0 applications – especially Blogs, Smith, C., educator. 
	Web 2.0 applications – especially Blogs – can be used to increase “opportunities for student-driven expression, facilitate and energize the processes of collective brainstorming and peer review, stimulate creativity and class community, and supplement more traditional platforms for writing without supplanting or detracting from them” thus allowing students to take risks
	Qualitative
	examples of student writing and student personal reflections to correlate the effective aspects of Blogging on risk taking
	Personal reflections. 
	Looked for positive or negative responses. Was not mixed.
	Smith, C. (2008). Technologies for transcending a focus on error: Blogs and democratic aspirations in first-year composition. Journal of Basic Writing (CUNY), 27(1), 35-60. Retrieved August 21, 2010, from ERIC database.

	Article 8
	Use of technology and learning styles, Saeed, N., Yang, Y., & Sinnappan, S., educators.
	“students’ learning styles influence their preferences for using technology and that the use of appropriate technology positively influence their academic performance”
	Qualitative
	Student surveys to collect students’ learning styles and technology preferences for emerging web technologies; to experiment a combination of emerging web technologies based on students’ learning styles and technology preferences; [to] analyze the impact of above experiments on students’ academic performances; to identify key achievements and shortcomings of the study and redefine our research objectives.
	Student surveys.
	Recorded data correlating learning styles and technology use. Was not mixed.
	Saeed, N., Yang, Y., & Sinnappan, S. (2009). Emerging web technologies in higher education: a case of incorporating blogs, podcasts and social bookmarks in a web programming course based on students' learning styles and technology preferences. Journal of Educational Technology & Society, 12(4), 98-109. Retrieved August 21, 2010, from Academic Search Complete database.

	Article 9
	Writing and technology, Clark, C., & Dugdale, G., educators.
	Lack of research looking at how much young people write, the different forms of writing that they engage in and their confidence in using these different forms of writing… little is known about young people’s views about writing in the UK.
	Qualitative
	Used a survey specifically “to explore how much young people enjoy writing, what type of writing they engage in, how good at writing they think they are and what they think about writing
	Created online survey with 3001 pupils aged 8-16 from England and Scotland looking at the cultural change of writing and students’ attitude towards such writing
	Looked for positive or negative responses on survey. Was not mixed.
	National Literacy Trust. (2009). Young People’s Writing: Attitudes, Behaviour and the Role of Technology. London: Clark, C., & Dugdale, G.. Retrieved August 21, 2010, from ERIC database.

	Article 10
	Digital Storytelling. Skouge, J., & Rao, K., educators.
	Used digital storytelling to teach the core values in [their] field of special education – an approach that honors cultural diversity and empowers students to reflect on and share their experiences.
	Qualitative
	Observations of two class projects.
	Collected data based upon observations using “a service learning project” for an assistive learning class as well as an inquiry-based project in an interdisciplinary graduate certificate program.
	Analyzed data based upon observations. Was not mixed.
	Skouge, J., & Rao, K. (2009). Digital storytelling in teacher education: Creating transformations through narrative. Educational Perspectives, 42(1-2), 54-60. Retrieved August 21, 2010, from ERIC database.

	Article 11
	Use of “Pop Culture” in promoting reading and writing, Lawrence, S., McNeal, K., & Yildiz, M., educators.
	Sought to build upon students’ interest in popular culture with traditional academic tasks such as reading, writing, and conducting research to bridge the gap between adolescents’’ in-school and out-of-school practices.
	Quantitative/Qualitative
	Various artifacts, namely the students’ work, their comments, our lesson plans, reflective motes, and the rubric we created to evaluate the students’ culminating project, were obtained from the summer project”
	Four full-time faculty members immersed students (students who participated in the program

are members of the Paterson Teachers for Tomorrow

(PT4T) ) in a three-week

exploration of graphic novels during the summer of

2007.
	Analyzed data based upon student work, comments, et cetera. Mixed method was used.
	Lawrence, S., McNeal, K., & Yildiz, M. (2009). Summer program helps adolescents merge technology, popular culture, reading, and writing for academic purposes. Journal of Adolescent & Adult Literacy, 52(6), 483-494. Retrieved August 21, 2010, from Advanced Placement Source database.

	Article 12
	Podcasting in the classroom, Leonard, M., educator.
	Is there a place for podcasting in the classroom?
	N/A – The article was more informative with no research.
	N/A – The article was more informative with no research.
	N/A – The article was more informative with no research.
	N/A – The article was more informative with no research.
	Leonard, M. (2008). Podcasting's possibilities. Inquiry, 13(1), 20-25. Retrieved August 21, 2010, from ERIC database.

	Article 13
	Student tutoring and improvement of student writing, Rowley, K., & Meyer, N., educators.
	Could the elements of writing process be implemented through the use of technology?
	Qualitative
	Five year study including creation and implementation of tutoring software as well as observations of student use, state writing tests.
	Standardized state writing test given to 54 classes of 8th and 9th graders in 23 middle schools. 
	Analysis scaffold on previous data and research focused on the writing process.  
	Rowley, K., & Meyer, N. (2003). The Effect of a Computer Tutor for Writers on Student Writing Achievement. Journal of Educational Computing Research, 29(2), 169-187. Retrieved from ERIC database.

	Article 14
	Using Wikis with Literature responses, Luce-Kapler, R., educator.
	Will Wikis create radical changes in literacy. 
	Qualitative
	Observations of students’ wiki responses. 
	Research on 6th grade students’ use of wikis and such student responses. 
	Used data to focus on common mistakes made by teachers and for professional learning. Was not mixed.
	Luce-Kapler, R. (2007). Radical Change and Wikis: Teaching New Literacies. International Reading Association.10 (214-223). Retrieved August 21, 2010, from ERIC database.

	Article 15
	Technology enhancements in secondary writing, Inman, J., educator.
	How can educators successfully use technology to improve high school writing?
	N/A – The article was more informative with no research.
	N/A – The article was more informative with no research.
	N/A – The article was more informative with no research.
	N/A – The article was more informative with no research.
	Inman, J.(2006) Technologies and the Secondary School Writing Center. Clearing House: A Journal of Educational Strategies, Issues and Ideas. 80(2-),74-76. Retrieved August 21, 2010, from ERIC database.


Similarities
The most obvious similarity between the fifteen articles is – of course – technology more specifically Web 2.0 technologies. One surprising similarity is that several of the articles, research, et cetera occurred outside the United States. I was intrigued that I had difficultly finding hard research and data within these fine states of ours. I also noticed that the majority of the articles relied on student observations and student surveys as data looking more at student reactions and “feelings” than objective data. Also – of course to reinforce my own problem statement – all of the articles looked at technology and writing in the classroom.

Differences 
The strongest of all differences was in the multiple age groups the researchers used throughout their studies. Another difference – more obvious – was the multitude of Web 2.0 technologies the researchers looked to for improving writing. Although the majority of the articles used qualitative data and methods there were a few reached for objectivity and used a mixed method of research. 

Strengths

The greatest strengths of all the articles is the informative value, the clarity of knowledge, and the self evaluation qualities. Many read as guide books for teaching in the twenty-first century and cleared the air and misconceptions of many of the Web 2.0 applications in use. I especially found the articles on Wikis and Google Applications enlightening and easy to read without all the educational “bureaucratic” language that often blurs the meaning and causes more confusion. 
Weak Areas

Subjectivity – the weak area of all the articles. The researchers – of course – were looking to the positive aspects that Web 2.0 applications could have in the world of education. Unfortunately, the researchers spent little to no time looking at the downside of such technologies. Most of the data was based on student feelings, student surveys, observations of students, with little to no objective data. Did Web 2.0 applications increase test or writing scores: I do not know, but such applications did make the students feel better about the writing process. 
Take Aways

For the most part I learned the ins and outs of many of the Web 2.0 applications educators most widely use in their classrooms. Many of the articles were very informative in how Web 2.0 applications promote collaboration skills that are often overlooked in schools but required in the corporate world. I do feel that some objective research looking at the cons of the Web 2.0 environment is in dire need. I also feel that one should begin to look beyond how Web 2.0 applications improve students’ confidence in writing and if such applications truly improve writing. For this objective data is in need.  
