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Evidencefor the Power of Reading

Evidence for the value of free voluntary reading, or recreational reading, continues
to accumulate. In the last few decades, evidence from severa areas continues to
show that those who do more recreational reading show better development in
reading, writing, grammar and vocabulary, These results hold for first and second
language acquisition, and for children and adults.

Correlational studies

Correlational studies have consistently shown that those who read more show more
literacy development. | reviewed a number of these studiesin detail in Krashen
(1988) that relied on simple correlations. The results of such studies are reassuring
and consistent with the view that reading results in language and literacy
development, but of course correlation is not causality; it is quite possible that those
who read better, as aresult of more direct instruction in school, then go on to do
more recreational reading.

More recent studies in second language acquisition make this interpretation less
plausible: They consistently report a positive relationship between the amount of
free reading done and various aspects of second and foreign language competence
when the amount of formal instruction students had is statistically controlled (Y .O.
Lee, Krashen, and Gribbons, 1996; Stokes, Krashen and Kartchner, 1998;
Constantino, S.Y. Lee, K.S. Cho and Krashen, 1997; S. Y. Lee, 2001).

Case histories

Case histories provide convincing verification of the power of reading. While not
considered by some to be "scientific," they clearly are, because in many cases one
can only attribute gains in literacy and language development to recreational
reading; there are no plausible confounds or alternative explanations for the obvious
development that took place. In Krashen (1993) | described the cases of Malcolm X
and Richard Wright, both of whom achieved very high levels of literacy, and both
of whom attributed their literacy development to self-selected reading.



More recent studies include the Sweet Valley studies (Cho and Krashen, 1994,
19953, 1995b): Adult second language acquirers made obvious and impressive
progress in English as a second language ssmply by reading books from the Sweet
Valley series, novels written for young girls (Sweet Valley Kids, Sweet Valley
Twins) and teen-age girls (Sweet Valley High). Subjects did not attend ESL classes;
their main source of English was the novels. "Maturation" and timein the USisaso
an unlikely factor here: All subjects had lived in the US for a considerable amount
of time before starting their reading program, and had made little progressin
English. For other cases in which recreational reading was the only plausible
explanation for progress, see Krashen (2003).

In-school freereading

Studies of in-school free reading are considered the gold standard for demonstrating
the effectiveness of recreational reading, because they include a comparison group
that engages in traditional instruction while the experimental group does free
voluntary reading. There are dightly different models of in- school free reading
(sustained silent reading, self-selected reading, extensive reading) but they all have
thisin common: Students can read whatever they want to read (within reason) and
thereislittle or no accountability in the form of book reports or grades.

In my reviews of the research on in-school free reading (Krashen, 1993; 2001), |
have concluded that with very few exceptions, students in these programs progress
in reading at least as well as those in comparison groups, and often do considerably
better. The most successful studies are those that last for longer than one academic
year. Short-term studies produce less than spectacular results, most likely because it
usually takes readers some time to settle in and find suitable reading material.

The Comprehension Hypothesis

Not only do we see triangulation among three different sources of evidence, all
supporting the effectiveness of free reading, the Reading Hypothesisis aso
consistent with the more general Comprehension Hypothesis, the hypothesis that we
acquire language by understanding it. The Comprehension Hypothesis finds support
in severa areas in second language acquisition, including beginning language
teaching and intermediate language teaching: Students make better progressin
classes that supply more "comprehensible input.” | have also argued (Krashen,
1994, 2003) that other means of acquiring language are unlikely and without
empirical support. Goodman (Furkey and Xu, 2003) and Smith (1994) have
presented strong evidence that comprehension is the means by which we learn to
read, providing evidence from sources very different from those cited here.



Applications
Sustained silent reading

Perhaps the most common application of the Reading Hypothesisin schoolsisthe
practice of sustained silent reading, or SSR. In SSR, afew minutes each day is
devoted to recreational reading, usually between five and 15. As noted above, the
research on SSR and related programs is quite positive. Pilgreen (2000) presents the
principles of SSR and some helpful guidelines. | focus here on just afew aspects of
SSR.

Do they really read during SSR?

Some critics have claimed that SSR is merely atime for "pretend” reading, that
many students ssimply flip pages and look at pictures. Von Sprecken and Krashen
(1998) observed SSR classes in a middle school in the middle of the school year and
reported that 90 percent of the students were engaged in reading. Their observations
were confirmed in subsequent studies (Cohen, 1999; Herda and Ramos, 2001).

Von Sprecken and Krashen also reported that more reading tended to take placein
those classes in which more books were available, in which teachersread at the
same time students read (see also Wheldall and Entwhistle, 1988), in which students
were not required to bring their own books, and in which teachers made deliberate
attempts to promote certain books.

From observing SSR classes and from talking to numerous professionals, | have
concluded that is more effective to do alittle each day than to devote large segments
of time once or twice aweek to free reading. The goal of SSR isto develop ataste
for reading, to stimulate the once-reluctant reader to read more outside of school.
Rather than forcing reading, and possibly making it distasteful, small doses are
much more likely to work. It is not the actual time reading during SSR that counts,
it isthe desire to read more than counts. Thus SSR is not for very advanced readers.
It is doubtful that readers of this paper will benefit by adding five to 15 minutes of
free reading to their daily schedule. We have aready developed a reading habit.
Studies confirm that those who participate in SSR programs read more on their own
when the program is over (Pilgreen and Krashen, 1993) and one study showed that
they continue to read more even years later (Greaney and Clarke, 1973).

Self-selected reading



Self-selected reading programs were popular in the United States in the 1950's. In
self-selected reading, the entire class period is devoted to recreational reading,
except for asmall amount of time devoted to teacher-student conferencesin which
teachers discuss what the child read, any problems that may have come up, and
recommend additional reading.

Sheltered popular literature

Sheltered popular literature exists only in my imagination. It is a suggestion for
combining the advantages of literature teaching with the advantages of free
voluntary reading and attempts to solve a problem many second language readers
have: A lack of familiarity with what is available. Sheltered popular literature is,
first of all, aliterature class with the same goals as any other literature class: The
use of literature as a means of understanding the human condition, gaining insight
into ethics, metaphysics, and culture. In sheltered popular literature, however, the
focusis not on the "classics." Rather, the focusis on literature that second language
students will find interesting and comprehensible. Depending on the age and
background of the students, this could mean comic books, magazines, romance
novels, mysteries, and newspapers. This "literature” would be discussed in class
with the same seriousness we devote to the classics.

Our hope isthat such aclass will provide the same kind of cognitive development
and reflective attitude that the study of classical literature provides. At the same
time, it will inform the intermediate second language acquirer what reading material
Isavailable, and will, we hope, lead to a reading habit in the second language.

Narrow reading

Aninteresting hypothesisis that narrow, rather than broad or wide reading, is more
efficient for second language acquisition. This means the work of one author, one
genre or topic (e.g. only detective novels). (I focus here on reading, but the idea of
narrow input has been applied to listening as well; see e.g. Krashen, 1996; Rodrigo
and Krashen, 1996; Dupuy, 1999). Narrow reading will be more interesting, by
definition, because it is restricted to what the reader really wants to read. It will be
more comprehensible, because the reader will already have agreat deal of
background knowledge, and will gain more background knowledge by reading.

Deep reading in any topic, it is hypothesized, will provide exposure to a tremendous
amount of syntax and vocabulary that is used in other topics. Any technical field,
for example, will use "subtechnical" vocabulary, words such as "function,”
"inference,” "isolate," "relation," etc. (Cowan, 1974).



There is some evidence supporting the narrow reading idea. Lamme (1976) found
that good readersin English as afirst language tended to read more books by a
single author and books from a series, aresult that many readers of this paper can
identify with, former devotees of Nancy Drew, the Hardy Boys and Bobsey Twins.
In addition, the Sweet Valley studies mentioned above are also an example of the
efficacy of narrow reading. Of great interest is the fact that Sweet Valley readers
eventually went on to read other authors.

Sheltered popular literature introduces the second language reader to a range of
interesting reading, in the hope that the reader will settle on one or two areas for
narrow reading.

Some Controversies
Is light reading enough?

It can be argued that light reading is not enough, that in order to master the
academic language one needs to read truly challenging texts. Thisis, of course, true.
My claim isthat light reading is a bridge to heavier reading, that it supplies the
competence necessary to understand challenging texts. Our usual practicein foreign
language education isto force students to jump from elementary level courses
where they read only simplified texts to very demanding texts. Light reading is the
missing link, a conduit to heavier reading.

There has been no research in this areain second language acquisition, but it has
been shown that developing (high school) readersin English as afirst language
typically do not read only one author or in one areafor the rest of their lives and do
not stick with only light reading; they gradually expand their reading interests as
they read more (LaBrant, 1958).

Does supplementation help?

What kinds of supplementation, if any, are necessary or even helpful in in- school
reading programs? The most popularly used forms of supplementation are
additional writing and grammar study. | have presented evidence showing that
Increasing output (speaking or writing) does not result in additional language or
literacy development, whether it be in the form of "comprehensible output" or not
(Krashen, 1994, 2003; see also S.Y. Lee, 2001). In addition, | remain convinced (in
fact | am more convinced than ever) that forma grammar study makesonly a
peripheral and fragile contribution to competence in a second language; a close look



at the parade of studies claiming to show that "grammar works" only confirms the
lack of impact of grammar study (Krashen, 1999, 2003).

A recent study by Mason (2003) was a direct demonstration that these forms of
supplementation do not add to the power of reading. EFL students in Japan
participated in an extensive reading program for three semesters. One group wrote
short summaries of what they read in Japanese. Thus, their progress was dependent
on what they read in English. A second group wrote summariesin English, and a
third group wrote summaries in English that were corrected, and returned, and
students had to rewrite the summaries based on the corrections. Mason reported no
difference in gains in English among the three groups, and reported that the group
that wrote summaries in Japanese was the most efficient, acquiring as much English
in about half the total time devoted to English.

Other forms of supplementation may work, however. It is reasonable to hypothesize
that at lower levels, when students first reach the level at which they can read
independently in English, it will be of great help to inform students what is
available; thisisthe goal of sheltered popular literature. Also, teacher-student
conferences in which books are discussed can stimulate interest in more reading.
Shin (2004) and Neuman and Celano (2004) provide cases suggesting that direct
encouragement from teachers and librarians resulted in more reading; in these cases,
students, it appears, had the competence to read, but lacked the confidence to try
reading more challenging material and/or did not realize how interesting the reading
was.

Note that the forms of supplementation that are hypothesized to be useful are those
that help make input more comprehensible, more interesting, and encourage
students to obtain more input. Those that research has not shown to be effective are
those that attempt to use means other than comprehensible input.

The use of "unnatural" forms of supplementation is stimulated by the assumption
that natural acquisition is not enough, that more needs to be done than simply
supply interesting, comprehensible input. This fear could be a self-fulfilling
prophecy: there has been little attempt to maximize the amount of comprehensible
input, little attempt to combine interesting discussions, read aouds, recreationa
listening, listening to tapes, watching films, all in one educational program. We do
not know the limits of comprehensible input, because it has not really been tried.

References

Cho, K.S. and Krashen, S. 1994. Acquisition of vocabulary from the Sweet
Valley Kids series. Journal of Reading 37: 6620667.



Cho, K.S. and Krashen, S. 1995a. From Sweet Valley Kidsto Harlequinsin
one year. CaliforniaEnglish 1,1: 18-19.

Cho, K.S. and Krashen, S. 1995b. Becoming a dragon: Progressin English asa
second language through narrow free voluntary reading. California Reader 29:
9- 10.

Cohen, K. 1999. Reluctant eighth grade readers enjoy sustained silent reading.
California Reader 33 (1): 22-25.

Constantino, R., Lee, S.Y ., Cho, K.S., and Krashen, S. 1997. Free voluntary
reading as a predictor of TOEFL scores. Applied Language Learning 8: 111-
118.

Cowan, J. R. 1974. Lexical and syntactic research for the design of EFL
reading materials. TESOL Quarterly, 8(4), 389-400.

Dupuy, B. 1999. Narrow listening: An alternative way to develop listening
comprehension in the foreign language classroom. System 24(1):97-100.

Flurkey, A. and Xu, J. (Eds) 2003. On the Revolution of Reading: The
Selected Writings of Kenneth S. Goodman. Portsmouth, NH: Heinemann.

Greaney, V. and Clarke, M. 1973. A longitudinal study of the effects of two
reading programs on leisure time reading habits. In D. Moyle (Ed.) Reading:
What of the Future? London: United Kingdom Reading Association. pp. 107-
114.

Herda, R. and Ramos, F. 2001. How consistently do students read during
sustained silent reading? California School Library Journal 24 (2): 29-31.

Krashen, S. 1988. Do we learn to read by reading? The relationship between
free reading and reading ability. In D. Tannen (Ed.) Linguisticsin Context:
Connecting Observation and Understanding. Norwood, NJ: Ablex. pp. 269-
298.

Krashen, S. 1994. The input hypothesisand itsrivals. In N. Ellis (Ed.) Implicit
and Explicit Learning of Languages. London: Academic Press. pp. 45-77.

Krashen, S. 1996. The case for narrow listening. System 24(1): 97-100.



Krashen, S. 1999. Seeking arole for grammar: A review of some recent
studies. Foreign Language Annals 32(2): 245-257.

Krashen, S. 2001. More smoke and mirrors. A critique of the National Reading
Panel report on fluency. Phi Delta Kappan 83: 119-123.

Krashen, S. 2003. Explorations in Language Acquisition and Use: The Taipei
L ectures. Portsmouth, NH: Heinemann.

Krashen, S. 2004. The case for narrow reading. Language Magazine 3(5): 17-
19.

LaBrant, L. 1958. An evaluation of free reading. In C. Hunnicutt and W.
Iverson (Eds.), Research in the Three R's. New Y ork: Harper and Brothers, pp.
154-161.

Lamme, L. 1976. Are reading habits and abilities related? Reading Teacher 30:
21-27.

Lee, S.Y. (2001) What Makes It So Difficult to Write. Taipei: Crane
Publishing Company.

Lee, Y.O., Krashen, S., and Gribbons, B. 1996. The effect of reading on the
acquisition of English relative clauses. ITL: Review of Applied Linguistics
113- 114: 263-273.

Mason, B. 2003. A Study of Extensive Reading and the Development of
Grammatical Accuracy by Japanese University Students Learning English.
Ed.D. Dissertation, Temple University, Osaka, Japan.

Neuman, S. and Celano, D. 2004. Save the libraries! Educational Leadership
61(6): 82-85.

Pilgreen, J. 2000. The SSR Handbook: How to Organize and Maintain a
Sustained Silent Reading Program. Portsmouth, NH: Heinemann.

Pilgreen, J. and Krashen, S. 1993. Sustained silent reading with English asa
second language high school students: Impact on reading comprehension,
reading frequency, and reading enjoyment. School Library Media Quarterly
22: 21-23.

Rodrigo, V. and Krashen, S. 1996. La aplicacion del argumento de la audicion



enfocada en el Aulade Clase. Granada English Teaching Assocation, 4:2): 71-
75.

Shin, F. (2004) Should we just tell them to read? The role of direct
encouragement in promoting recreational reading. Knowledge Quest 32(3)

Smith, F. 1994. Understanding Reading. Hillsdale, NJ: Erbaum. Fifth Edition,

Stokes, J., Krashen, S., and Kartchner, J. 1998. Factors in the acquisition of the
present subjunctive in Spanish: Therole of reading and study. I TL: Review of
Applied Linguistics 121-122:19-25.

Von Sprecken, D. and Krashen, S. 1998. Do students read during sustained
silent reading? California Reader 32(1): 11-13.

Wheldall, K. and Entwhistle, J. 1988. Back in the USSR: The effect of teacher
modeling of silent reading on pupils reading behavior in the primary school
classroom. Educationa Psychology 8: 51-56.



