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Abstract

The literature review in this study indicated that there was a limited amount of
research around the impact of supervisory-coaching on the development of school leaders
to implement effective programs to support English language learners (ELLS) in their
schools. The focus of this qualitative, grounded theory study was to investigate if
supervisory-coaching and professional development affected the growth and development
of principals in New York City (NYC) to effectively implement programs that support
ELLs within their school communities to achieve academic excellence. This study also
explored strategies to develop principal practices to improve teacher pedagogy to
improve supports for ELLs. This study will contribute to the limited knowledge about
how supervisory-coaching can impact the development of school leadership practices to
improve ELL programs.

This study concluded that supervisory-coaching supported principal development
and improved teaching practices for ELLs and all students. It also concluded that
Principal Performance Observations (PPO), while evaluatory, provided school leaders
with the opportunity to observe practices and identify areas for further development
alongside their superintendents.

Key Words: Community School Superintendent, English Language Learners,

Organizational Change, Supervisory-Coach
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CHAPTER ONE
INTRODUCTION
Background/Overview of the Study

ELLs are the most rapidly growing student population within American schools, it
is important for leaders to continually grow and learn to be effective in their leadership
(Walqui, 2000). One of the ways a leader grows is through effective supervisory-coaching
(Wallace, 2013). School leadership is second only to teaching among school influences on
student success, according to research (Wallace, 2013).

Leadership coaching holds the promise of improving the capacity of an individual
to a more desired state to support the organization they work within and engage in
positive change that supports the system (Bennett & Bush, 2014). Studies have shown
the importance of developing the capacity of school leaders to understand how to most
effectively support ELLs (Walqui, 2013). One study indicated that by providing
professional learning opportunities for school leaders focused on developing their
capacity for serving ELLs increased academic achievement (Medina, 2009). Although
previous research concludes that mentor coaching can support principal development,
there is limited research about supervisory-coaching within schools with bilingual
programs (Brooks, Adams, & Morita-Mullaney, 2010). Consequently, this study
addressed the gap in the existing literature about the impact supervisory-coaching has on
the development of the school leader to better support ELLs and increase their
achievement outcomes. This was accomplished by identifying and examining leadership
practices such as pedagogical practices, culture and climate, and language development

among others that impact a school leader’s development within a school that serve ELLs.



Purpose Statement

The purpose of this qualitative, grounded theory study of three districts within the
NYCDOE is to examine the effects of supervisory-coaching and professional development
in the growth and development of principals in NYC to effectively implement programs
that support ELLs within their school communities to achieve academic excellence. Given
the achievement gap between native English speakers and ELLsS, school leaders need to
obtain supports to effectively implement programs that promote the achievement of ELLS
within their schools (Walqui, 2000).

Statement of Problem

By 2030, the Latino population will increase from 46.7 to 132.8 million (one in
three residents will be Latino) (Carnoy & Garcia, 2017). To further add, by 2050, the
working-age population will be more than 30 percent Latino, up from 15 percent in 2008
(Carnoy & Garcia, 2017). One in every five teachers will have Latino students in their
classrooms (Carnoy & Garcia, 2017). Batalova and Zong’s (2016) research found that 82
percent of ELLs in grades pre-kindergarten to fifth grade are native born, while only 18
percent are foreign born. Batalova and Zong’s also found that 65 percent of ELLs in grades
six through twelve are native born, while 35 percent are foreign born. Indicating that the
majority of our ELLs are native born, not foreign born.

The Latino population that is not native English speaking is continuously growing
in this country, yet our schools are ill prepared to support their language developmental
needs (Walqui, 2000). Schools are not well prepared to meet the needs of the growing ELL
population within their schools because school leaders and teachers have limiting training

on how to effectively implement and support programs of multilingual learners (Walqui,



2000).
Research Questions
The research questions for this study are as follows:
1. What beliefs do school leaders hold regarding supervisory-coaching and
professional development as it supports the academic success of their ELL student
population?
2. What qualities of their supervisory-coaching and professional development support
do school leaders believe facilitate change?
3. What are the essential supervisory-coaching and professional development
processes that enable organizational change to support school leaders to design
programs that support ELLs?
Conceptual Framework/Assumptions

Organizational change models and theories have been developed to examine both
the cultural and process phenomenon in all types of organizations. There are several
change models and theories that can be applied when examining organizational change.
For the purposes of this study, the work was examined using Change Coaching Process
that infuses important theories, models, and tools that are recommended for change
coaching (Bennett & Bush, 2014). The change coaching approach (Coghlan & Brannick,
2010; Lewin, 1946/1948; Lewin, Lippitt & White, 1939; McNiff, 2000; Pasmore &
Friedlander, 1982; Reason & Bradbury, 2006; Sagor, 1992) and consulting models
(Block, 2000, 2001; Schein 1987, 1988) is similar to action research and provides a guide
for supporting the transition of behavioral, cognitive, emotional, and spiritual change

beginning with the initial entry into a system (individual, group, or organization) and



concluding with reflection and learning for continuous learning and improvement.

Significance of the Study

In order to effectively support school leaders, superintendents have to establish a
mindset that solicits growth. This frame of mind enables superintendents to engage in
coaching and/or support of the school leader to build their capacity to enable them to
succeed despite the challenges they will encounter within the principalship. This approach
enables superintendents to spend most of their time in classrooms, corridors, auditoriums,
and team meetings coaching principals to get better at what they do (Bambrick, 2012).

A significant number of school leaders receive an annual evaluation report with
substantial amounts of feedback; often, principals feel overwhelmed, and it rarely makes a
difference in the leaders practice (Goodlad, 1983). Research has shown that it is more
effective to provide school leaders with small amounts of feedback, one item at a time,
throughout the school year (Bambrick, 2012). Leadership growth does not take place
through the utilization of elaborate rubrics; instead, it takes place through small, easily
applied changes (Bambrick, 2012). Furthermore, supervisory-coaches’ suggestions have to
be focused and actionable.

Across the country, school leaders vary tremendously in their knowledge base and
understanding of the work required (Goodlad, 1983). For this reason, the support provided
to new and experienced principals is crucial, especially in the implementation of programs
that support the development of ELLs (Goodlad, 1983). Also, effective principal
development can be achieved through coaching administered by the supervising
superintendent. But, this can only be accomplished if the superintendent has the mindset
that with their support the school leader can achieve extraordinary things. If the

superintendent believes that the principal’s skills are immutable then that becomes reality
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and growth will be limited. Hence, effective implementation of programs that effectively
support ELLs will be limited (Bambrick, 2012, p. 70).

This study will support district leader’s understanding of the importance of
developing the capacity of school leaders to promote the academic achievement of ELL
students, which are one of their most vulnerable student populations. This study will assist
school leaders in establishing structures that ensure the development of teachers who will
then be able to increase student achievement. Hence, the findings from this study can be
utilized to identify new policies or requirements within districts or schools to ensure that
the capacity of leaders is continuously being developed to support diverse student
populations. This study will contribute to the body of knowledge in this topic by providing
strategies and new ideas to better support principal development to effectively improve
achievement for ELL students and other student populations. The study is important for
the field of education because it will provide alternative ways to support school leaders in
the improvement of ELL achievement--one of the fastest growing student populations in
the country.

Definition of Terms

The definitions in this section are used for the purposes of this study. The
definitions of key technical and operational terms are defined for the reader:

Change: The act or instance of making or becoming different; to cause something to be
different, such as a process, role, or product. Change can affect individuals, groups,

and organizations (Bennett & Bush, 2014).

Change Agent: A person or group who drives change within the organization by

championing or promoting the change, and often by managing its implementation.



The role can be official or voluntary, and can help to communicate the excitement,
vision, and details of the change to others within the organization (Bennett & Bush,
2014).

Coachee: The principal who receives the individualized support of the Community School
Superintendent (Bennett & Bush, 2014).

Community School Superintendent: in NYC a person that supervises a set of schools
ranging from Pre-Kindergarten to 12th grade within an area or sector.

English Language Learners (ELLs): students who are unable to communicate fluently or
learn effectively in English, who often come from non-English-speaking homes
and backgrounds, and who typically require specialized or modified instruction in
both the English language and in their academic courses (Hidden curriculum,
2014).

Organizational Change: “the process, tools and techniques to manage the people side of
business change to achieve the required business outcome, and to realize that
business change effectively within the social infrastructure of the work place”
(Hiatt & Creasey, 2002, n.p.).

Principal Performance Review: principal performance rating and/or process based on
principal practice observations and student performance data (New York City
Department of Education, 2017)

Principal Practice Observation (PPO): supervisory visit conducted by superintendent to
assess the principal's leaderships and work being done within the school to meet
the needs of the school community (New York City Department of Education,

2017)



Supervisory-Coaching: A developing practice of the community school superintendent
collaborating with principals in dialogue that is informed by skills, ethics,
standards, theories, and models. Coaching seeks to co-create reflective learning
experiences that support the principal and collective change (Bennett & Bush,
2014).

Zoned Community School: a school, which gives enrollment priority to children within a
specific geographical radius (New York City Department of Education, 2017)

Delimitation/Scope of the Study
Delimitations are choices made by the researcher that describe the boundaries of

the research. Within a study delimitations limit the parameters of a study based on
boundaries set by the researcher; hence, demographic characteristics of participants is an
example of a delimitation (McMillan, 2008). There were a number of delimitations in this
study. For instance, the study was conducted in three urban public school settings within
New York City serving ELL students. The schools in the study had ELL students and had
or were establishing programs to serve them. The participants were primarily from three
boroughs (Bronx, Brooklyn, and Manhattan) within the city of New York. In order to
participate in the study, districts had to have bilingual students as well as bilingual
programs. Furthermore, the participating schools were zoned community schools within
the districts of study.

Limitation of the Study
Limitations are influences that the researcher cannot control. They are the

shortcomings, conditions, or influences that cannot be controlled by the researcher that

place restrictions on the researcher’s methodology and conclusions (Gay, Mills, &



Airasian, 2009). One of the limitations within the study was establishing face-to-face
interviews with the candidates. Superintendents and principals have very busy schedules
that made it difficult to arrange face-to-face interviews. Face-to-face interviews were
conducted with ten of the participants, and telephone interviews were conducted with two
of the participants. Another limitation of this study was that the researcher is a
superintendent, and the position of the researcher could of created a level of unease for the
participants.
Organization of the Study

This dissertation is organized in five chapters. The first chapter introduces the
research problem. The literature review is presented in chapter two and provides an
analysis of prior studies and literature in the subject. Chapter three outlines the methods
and procedures used to collect qualitative data to analyze. Within this chapter the
participants are described, the instrument used is described, and data collection and
analysis process are explained. Chapter four presents data analysis. The last chapter
summarizes the findings, states conclusions, and provides recommendations derived from

the study.



CHAPTER TWO
LITERATURE REVIEW

Introduction

This chapter presents literature related to supervisory-coaching and professional
learning opportunities for the development of school leaders to better serve their English
language learners (ELLS). The literature is organized around five topics that are integral to
how supervisory-coaching and professional learning affects the development of school
leaders to become effective at supporting the needs of ELLs within their learning
community. The topics include an overview of coaching, supervisory-coaching for change,
professional learning and its impact on student achievement, supervisory-coaching and
student outcomes, and district and school leadership Influence in the success of ELLSs.
Overview of Coaching

Coaching has been defined in various ways. For instance, Wilkins (2000) defined
coaching as “an interaction between coach and client, where the coaching Purpose, Process,
and Relationship interdependently function: seeking to develop the client to their fullest
potential” (p. 153). Witherspoon (2000) defined coaching as:

an action-learning process to enhance effective action and learning agility. It

involves a professional relationship and a deliberate, personalized process to

provide an executive client with valid information, free and informed choices based

on that information, and internal commitment to those choices (p.167).

There are no two coaching definitions that are alike. Hence, the lack of an
amalgamated definition for coaching makes it challenging for the field to engage in

common practices and approaches around the work (Hamlin, Ellinger, & Beattie, 2009).



These inconsistencies lead Hamlin, Ellinger, and Beattie (2009) to engage in the analysis
of 36 different definitions of coaching highlighted in different academic journals to develop
a common definition. As a result they concluded that coaching is “a helping and facilitative
process that enables individuals, groups/teams and organizations to acquire new skills, to
improve existing skills, competence and performance, and to enhance their personal
effectiveness or personal development or personal growth”
(Hamlin, Ellinger, Beattie, 2009, p. 18). Furthermore, Hamlin et al. (2009) define
executive coaching as a:
process that primarily (but not exclusively) takes place within a one-to-one helping
and facilitative relationship between a coach and an executive (or a manager) that
enables the executive (or manager) to achieve personal, job, or organizational
related goals with an intention to improve organizational performance (p. 18).
According to Grant and Palmer (2003) coaching is described as an opportunity to
enhance well-being and performance and the personal life and work domain of individuals,
underpinned by models of supports grounded in established adult learning or psychological
approaches. On a similar note, Blessingwhite (2008, p. 3) stated, “coaching is helping
another person figure out the best way to achieve his or her goals, build skill sets or
expertise, and produce the results the organization needs.” In fact, organizations like the
International Coach Federation (ICF) identify coaching as a partnership between the
coachee and coach that is thought-provoking and provide opportunities for creative process
that inspire the individual to maximize their personal and professional potential (ICF,

2008). Others see coaching as “a development process that builds a leader’s capabilities to
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achieve professional and organizational goals” (Graduate School Alliance for Executive
Coaching, 2012, p. 23).

Bennett and Bush (2014) suggested that coaching is intended to change elements
of performance, development, and even transformation of individuals and groups, which
in turn can potentially impact changes in organizations and systems. In a similar manner,
leadership coaching holds the promise of moving the individual in a better direction or to
a more desired state to support the organization they work within and engage in positive
change that supports the system (Bennett & Bush, 2014). Research has shown that people
can change in ways that are promising for an organization, and this change can be sustained
over an extended period of time (Thompson et al., 2008). Thompson et al. (2008) further
adds that in order for individuals to change they need others to support them. The coach
can serve as the support for individuals who need to grow within organizations (Boyatzis,
Howard, Rapisarda, & Taylor, 2004). Coaches, according to Boyatzis, Howard, Rapisarda,
and Taylor (2004), range from:

‘consigliere’ (i.e., trusted advisor) aspect to their practice, to social workers and

therapists deciding to use their skills with people facing work challenges instead of

anxiety attacks or eating disorders. The ranks of coaches are growing at a

prodigious rate all over the world. The personal attention is both attractive and

private. It does not require disclosing one’s foibles or vulnerabilities in front of
others. In many countries and cultures in which the ‘boss’ is to be respected, feared,
and not addressed with informality, executive coaches provide a convenient and

safe way to explore development and change (p. 30).
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According to Bennett and Bush (2014), the root meaning of the verb “to coach is
to carry or convey a valued person from where she is to where she wants to be while
supporting them in the process” (p. 13). In a similar manner, when individuals are coached,
the coach supports an individual from where they are to where they or the organization
wants to be within the change possibilities made available to them. Other research suggests
that coaching is intended to build the coachee’s skills and abilities through a variety of
relationships, with the overarching intent of helping (Bennett, 2006; Lane, Rostron, &
Stelter, 2010).

Furthermore, Schein (2009) stated that many see coaching as a form of help or
support to do a job or task better. Coaching can be seen as a “helping relationship.” There
are many forms of helping relationships; for instance, these relationships can include
coaching, counseling, teaching or training, and mentoring (Schein, 2009). In many cases
individuals incorrectly refer to coaching as other forms of helping relations, but coaching
is a very specific discipline with specific processes and practices (Schein, 2009).

Coaching differs from mentoring in that the coach is often external to the
organization and has not held the role that the coaching client performs (Bennett & Bush,
2014). While Rock and Schwartz (2006) states “coaching tends to focus on solutions and
asking or evoking, rather than telling or problem solving” (p. 9). Wilkins (2000) describes
mentoring as:

A one-on-one relationship where an experienced member of an organization

(mentor) offers advice, feedback, and support to a less experienced, usually

younger member of an organization (protégé) for the purpose of aiding the mentee

12



in learning about organizational culture, structure, and practice so that the mentee

may advance in the organization and in their career (p. 5).

Coaching also differs from therapy, since therapy focuses on healing past wounds.
Coaching is action-oriented and focused on the future while focused on being grounded
in the past as context for the present and future (Bennett & Bush, 2014). To further add,
Kilburg (2000) recommended that coaches develop awareness of the psychological
influences at work in any complex relationship and the extent to which unconscious
forces shape behavior at the individual, group, and organization levels. Moreover,
coaching consists of a relationship of three individuals, which include the coach, the
client, and the organization.

Unlike individual psychotherapy, in which the goal is exclusively increased

personal effectiveness, the primary goal of executive coaching is for the business

itself to become more successful. This is accomplished by increasing the client’s
personal effectiveness, but also by using interventions to help the organizational

system become more effective (Kiel, Rimmer, Williams, & Doyle, 1996, p. 69).

In summary, coaching is a tool that can be utilized by leaders at all levels within
an institution to support individuals, groups, and organizations prepare for change and
excel in the process (Bennett & Bush, 2014). Also, research by Bennett and Bush has
found that coaching is a skill that can be taught, and its essential elements can be
developed through time. There are many different approaches to coaching, but in essence
its focus is client centered, action oriented, result focused, and supportive of behavioral
change. In order to achieve mastery within this work, there must be self-awareness on the

part of the client and the coach (Bennett & Bush, 2014).
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Supervisory-Coaching for Change

Supervisory-coaching is a practice of the community school superintendent
collaborating with principals in dialogue that is informed by skills, ethics, standards,
theories, and models (Bennett & Bush, 2014). Coaching seeks to co-create reflective
learning experiences that support the principal and collective change (Bennett & Bush,
2014).

The development of school leadership is an essential component of the work of the
superintendent (Kotter, 1996). School leaders need the support and guidance of their
superintendents to engage in change processes within their schools that has the potential to
yield positive student outcomes.

Major change is virtually impossible unless most employees [and key stakeholders]

are willing to help, often to the point of making short-term sacrifices. But people

will not make sacrifices, even if they are unhappy with the status quo, unless they
think the potential benefits of change are attractive and unless they really believe

that transformation is possible (Kotter, 1996, p. 134).

“People change what they do less because they are shown a truth that shifts their
thinking than because they are shown a truth that influences their feelings. This is
especially true in large-scale organizational change” (Kotter & Cohen, 2002, p. 87).
Change, therefore, ultimately requires the individual not only to analyze data and present
compelling logical arguments but also to understand who cares about the change, what
matters to them, and what mental models they hold which affect their perspective on the
change at hand (Kotter & Cohen, 2002).

The school leader’s role as the key driver of organizational change has developed

14



rapidly, leading to significant shifts to what traditionally has been expected of the
American school leaders (Babb, 2008). The role of the school leader has changed during
the past 50 years and has changed more rapidly during the past 10 years (Babb, 2008). In
the 1950s, principals served as administrators responsible for hiring and supervising staff,
maintaining the physical plant, overseeing operation of school programs, and maintaining
budgets (Hallinger, “as cited” in Lockwood, 2006). This quickly changed in the 1960s and
70s when the federal government developed an interest in curricula, shifting school leaders
focus to classroom effectiveness (Hallinger, “as cited” in Lockwood, 2006). A few years
later, the publication of A Nation at Risk in 1983 shifted the school leaders’ role by
establishing an expectation that the school leader was responsible for bringing about
instructional changes (Hallinger, “as cited” in Lockwood, 2006). Hence, the school leader
is now responsible for managing the schools daily operations, while ensuring that
pedagogues were teaching and students were learning simultaneously. The shifting
expectations around the role required that the school leader developed expertise in teaching
and learning together with being able to manage personnel and community expectations,
which is a by-product of rapid organizational change (Babb, 2008). Also the role of the
superintendent is also shifting and becoming more of a coaching role, while learning to
provide professional learning opportunities to support and build the capacity of school
leaders within their respective districts (Babb, 2008).

Superintendents and building school leaders are the primary gatekeepers for
educational change (Brooks, Jean-Marie, Normore & Hodgins, 2007; Fullan, 2001).
Accordingly, Tupa and McFadden (2009) found that when the district office and school-

level administrators applied a “web of instructional leadership,” student achievement as

15



measured by standardized assessments increased (p. 555). Henceforth, it is essential for
superintendents to support their school leaders (Tupa & McFadden, 2009). These supports
coupled with capacity building around how to effectively support the development of
students within their schools will yield positive changes in student’s academic achievement
(Tupa & McFadden, 2009).

In order for the superintendent to establish a supportive coaching relationship with
principals that yields change within the organization, Victov and Bloom (2011) suggest
that superintendents’ “workload should be manageable around 12 principals each, and they
should have content-area coaches, and on-going training, collaboration, school visits, and
reflection time with other supervisors” (p. 26). Victov and Bloom (2011) also found that
“the typical pattern is for supervisors to see their principals three times a year--at the
beginning of the year to set goals, in the middle to check in, and at the end to deliver the
evaluation” (Vitcov & Bloom, 2011, p. 27). Victov and Bloom (2011) findings revealed
that in order for superintendents to solicit desired shifts they needed to have much more
frequent contact to develop a principal’s effectiveness to positively impact student
achievement. Furthermore,

the most effective principal supervisors (supervisory-coaches) check in with their

‘supervisees’ every week, even if it’s only by e-mail or telephone. They observe

the principals doing real work, such as facilitating meetings and conferencing with

teachers, and provide them with immediate feedback. They spend hours with their
supervisees, reviewing student data and supporting school planning processes

(Vitcov & Bloom, 2011, p. 28).
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When supervisory-coaches provide support, they must assess the “coachability” or
“coaching readiness” of a school leader to willing and openly develop, focus on
performance improvement, and seek transformation through the engagement of a coach
(Bennett & Bush, 2014). In general coachable school leaders are committed to change;
have a commitment and desire to improve their knowledge, skills, and abilities; and are
willing to take responsibility for their outcomes (Bennett & Bush, 2014). Supervisory-
coaches need to have a clear understanding of the developmental readiness of the school
leader while setting clear goals and expectations around the individual’s ability to change
and committee to new learning. “Readiness for coaching refers specifically to clients’
readiness for change and their needs for change and development” (Ratiu & Baban, 2012,
p. 143).

A frequent, and incorrect, assumption regarding supervisory coaching is that school
leaders seek a coach’s assistance when they are ready and willing to participate in the
change process (Franklin, 2005). Laske (1999, 2003) explained that for a school leader
(coachee) to receive the benefits of the coaching provided by their supervisor, the principal
must be mentally, emotionally, and developmentally ready to change.

Bennett and Harper (2008) developed an assessment, the Executive Coaching
Readiness Assessment Scale (ECRAS):

To assess the psychometric properties of an individual’s suitability for executive

coaching using a “coachability scale” or “coaching readiness assessment” applied

to middle and senior level executives engaged in a professional coaching

relationship (p.1).
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This tool continues to need further modifications to strengthen its validity (Bennett and
Harper, 2008).

Furthermore, supervisory-coach and principal relationship “is central to coaching
because this relationship can often become the principal process vehicle from which its
members’ needs are expressed and subsequently goals are fulfilled” (Jowett, O’Broin, &
Palmer, 2010, p. 20).

Benette and Bush (2014) explained, “supervisory-coaching for change is a
transdisciplinary practice that is applied through numerous professional practices at the
individual, group, and organization levels” (p. 20). Benette and Bush further explained,
“change coaching is based on sustainable behavioral and organizational change that can
result in improved performance and broadened development and/or transformation”
(p.172).

Researchers Zeus and Skiffington (2001) found that the work of a coach comprises
learning and draws heavily on principles of learning theory and adult learning. Pertinent
elements of their theories include the idea that the learner always actively seeks out stimuli,
knowledge has to be propagated from within, and motivation has to be innate (Zeus &
Skiffington, 2001). With these ideas in mind, the supervisory-coach has to possess certain
skills and knowledge. Some of which include an understanding around principal
development, leadership styles and approaches, emotional intelligence, and basic coaching
skills (Bennette & Bush, 2014).

Joo, Sushko, and McLean, (2012) found that in order for supervisory-coaches to be
effective, training in school leader development is required. Supervisory-coaches are

expected to motivate, develop, and support school leaders within the educational
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organization (Joo, et al., 2012). The professional learning should include practices that
support growth, build on the organization’s learning culture, and foster positive
relationships between supervisor and subordinate (Joo, et al., 2012). These practices not
only improve the capacity of the individuals within an organization, but also improve the
quality of the work environment and yield higher retention rates (Joo, et al., 2012).
Professional Learning and its Impact on Student Achievement

Babb (2008) found that English language learners (ELLS) constitute the most
chronically underperforming segment of the nation's students; as a group, their difficulties
range from high transiency and dropout rates to poor achievement on academic measures
to low family involvement and support. School leaders with significant numbers of ELLS
face heighten accountability alongside other challenges, yielding consensus that the
principal plays a critical role in school improvement (Cotton, 2003; Whittaker, 2003). Yet
few school leaders of many of these schools receive adequate training (Barth, 1990). A
limited number of school leaders serving this student population have access to well-
designed, long-term professional learning opportunities focused on sustained improvement
for ELLs (Babb, 2008). Schools that have been most successful in supporting ELLs have
school leaders that know how to develop focused goals and support the staff to see the
connections between the goals and student achievement (Aleméan, Delgado-Bernal, &
Garavito, 2009).

Elmore (2002) examines the importance and relationship between professional
learning and student achievement while also assessing the shifts in accountability with the

American public school system.
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With increased accountability, American schools and the people who work in them
are being asked to do something new—to engage in systematic, continuous
improvement in the quality of the educational experience of students and to subject
themselves to the discipline of measuring their success by the metric of students’
academic performance. Most people who currently work in public schools weren’t
hired to do this work, nor have they been adequately prepared to do it either by their
professional education or by their prior experience in schools (Elmore, 2002, p. 3).
“The purpose of leadership is the improvement of instructional practice and
performance, regardless of the role” (Elmore, 2004, p. 7). The future of ELL students will
be more challenging because of the lack of educational opportunities and the implications
for long-term impact to society if principal leadership at a school does not effectively close
the achievement gap through effective interventions that allow for catch-up growth
(Cooper, Chard & Kiger, 2006). Educators alongside district and school leaders, are under
pressure to understand the current state of the educational system while also finding ways
to revamp existing instructional practices to improve student achievement levels (Harvey,
2011). Through the work of the Wallace Foundation, the educational field has been
building a better understanding of the complexities of school leadership in new and
meaningful ways (Harvey, 2011). Knapp, Copland, Honig, Plecki, and Portin (2010) have
highlighted the importance of effective school leadership having a clear learning goal for
the academic success of all students within their school improvement plan (Knapp,
Copland, Honig, Plecki, & Portin, 2010).
An essential element of leadership is the impact the school leader has on second-

order change (creating a new way of seeing the work) by proving professional learning
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support for classroom teachers, designing an appropriate school culture, leveraging
resources, and understanding and implementing valuable methodical, pedagogical, and
adult learning strategies (Marzano, Waters, McNulty, 2005). This can only occur if the
school leader has the capacity to provide these supports (Marzano, Waters, McNulty,
2005). When the prior training of school leaders has limited them from these opportunities,
then the district leader has to utilize professional learning or coaching sessions to build
upon the capacity of the leader to enable them to engage in these practices (Leithwood,
Louis, Wahlstrom, & Anderson, 2010).

Researchers have found an “empirical link between school leadership and improved
student academic achievement” (Leithwood, et. al., 2010). Effective leadership practices
lead to improved student academic success.

In order for school systems to effectively embed a growth mindset in the
development of leadership and teacher practices, they must engage in “reciprocity of
accountability for capacity” (Elmore, 2002, p. 5). For instance, when a system is
embedding a new structure or expectation around the standards, then members of the
initiative need to provide the necessary training for the staff. By the same token, the staff
receiving the training needs to demonstrate growth by showing increments of improvement
within their practice.

Elmore (2002) examines the consensus on effective professional learning,
“effective Professional Learning is focused on the improvement of student learning through
the improvement of the skill and knowledge of educators” (p. 7). If principals do not
understand the content and demands of the standards in a deep manner, then they are unable

to effectively supervise teachers to hold them accountable to challenge students to meet or
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exceed the expectations of any given standard (Elmore, 2002). Schlueter and Walker have
found that the role of the principal influences not only indirectly, but also directly on the
school’s learning climate for all types of learners (Schlueter and Walker, 2008). A
qualitative study conducted by Aleman, Johnson, and Perez (2009) used a longitudinal
investigation that indicated that principals must thoroughly understand how to teach
students on or above grade level standards to support teachers to improve student
achievement. Most importantly, school leaders must be proficient in understanding what
good instruction looks like for the lowest achieving, most intensive students and how to
implement effective instructional strategies and programs systematically to close the gap
(Aleman et al., 2009). Hallinger (2005) stated that principals need to be able to develop
school-wide improvement plans that fast-track (accelerate learning) learning for the most
at risk students, the majority of whom are ELLS, in order to close the achievement gap in
the smallest amount of time. “Similarly, effective Professional Learning is connected to
questions of content and pedagogy that educators are asking-or should be asking-about the
consequences of their instructional practices on real students as well as in general questions
about effective teaching practices” (Elmore, 2002, p. 7).

Consequently, “successful Professional Learning--because it is specifically
designed to improve student learning--should be evaluated continuously and primarily on
the basis of the effect it has on student achievement” (Elmore, 2002, p. 9). Too often
professional learning is not directly linked or assessed by determining its impact on student
outcome and performance (Elmore, 2002).

Currently in the New York City Department of Education, schools provide

professional learning opportunities for teachers and other staff within the school every
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Monday and Tuesday of the week. When principals are asked what is the purpose and
expected outcome of the professional learning, they rarely align it with student
achievement or improvement (NYCDOE, 2017). Hence, in order to develop effective
professional learning opportunities that improve student outcomes, school leaders need to
carefully assess their teacher development plans and ensure that they are directly linked to
student performance or achievement (NYCDOE, 2017).

Subsequently, professional learning opportunities requires high-organizational
capacity; therefore, to use professional learning as an instrument of instructional
improvement, schools and school systems must reorganize themselves to make substantial
changes in the conditions of work for teachers and students (Elmore, 2002, p. 30).
“Education is leaving a period in which questions of practice and its improvement were
essentially pushed into the classroom, where doors were shut and teachers were left to
develop their own ideas and practices” (Elmore, 2002, p. 31). Teachers and administrators
are moving to more shared practices where individuals within schools share their work
with one another and use each other to improve teacher practices, which in turn yield better
student outcomes. Moreover, the school leader established professional learning
communities to the day-to-day fabric of the school while also designing data teams that
allow for structured collaboration in order to highlight incremental student gains and
systemic improvements in teaching and learning that brought significant statistical results
in student academic outcomes (von Frank, 2009).

“A central part of the practice of improvement should be to make the connection
between teaching practice and student learning more direct and clear” (Elmore, 2002, p.

31). Modifications on pedagogical practices focused on the development and improvement
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of student learning moves achievement. “Knowledge-based organizations, which is what
schools will become through the practice of improvement, are organizations designed
around the authorities of expertise, rather than the authority of position” (Elmore, 2002, p.
32). To maintain an authority of expertise within the organization, members of the
organization have to trust one another despite their level of authority. They have to feel
comfortable to make mistakes and learn from them to improve their practice to better
support student achievement (Elmore, 2002).

Research has shown inadequacies with the certification process of school leaders,
which often exclude the necessary tools and training that lead to successful school
leadership. A national study of 1,400 middle school principals found that more than a third
had not taken coursework focused on educational practices, and over 70% had taken two
courses or fewer (Codding & Tucker, 2002). To further add, Codding and Tucker (2002)
also noted that elementary school leaders become certified with minimal to no coursework
on teaching how to read, yet reading is one of the most essential elementary school courses.
Bottoms, O'Neill, Fry, and Hill (2003) recommended that universities recalibrate
administrative preparation programs to provide more coursework on curriculum and
instruction, reading of research, and application of theoretical knowledge to real-life
problems (Bottoms, O'Neill, Fry, & Hill 2003). School leaders also find limited alignment
between their pre-service development and their on-the-job expectations and measures of
success; thereby, making it essential that superintendents provide coaching supports for
school leaders to support them in their capacity development while colleges and
universities further develop their course work to reach alignment with on the job demands

(Bottoms, O'Neill, Fry, & Hill 2003).
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To further emphasis the need to provide supervisory-coaching, in a 2002 survey,
Farkas, Johnson, and Duffett found that just four percent of principals polled attributed
university preparation as the factor most responsible for their success in the position. In the
same study, more than two-thirds of principals agreed that graduate programs were largely
out of touch with their everyday realities. Concerns around school leader preparation has
existed since the 1980s when John Goodlad found that most principals lacked the skills
and abilities necessary to effect educational improvement (Goodlad, 1983). The inadequate
training reduced the already small pool of auspicious applicants for available school leader
positions, which tend to be hardest to fill in "challenged” schools; for instance, schools
with high populations of English learners (Roza, Celio, Harve, & Wishon, 2002). Public
Agenda (2001) surveyed superintendents about their satisfaction with the pool of school
leader candidates. The study found that sixty percent of superintendents polled expressed
disappointment with the pool of candidates; thereby, requiring on the job training to build
the capacity school leaders lack when entering the role (Public Agenda, 2001).

In summary, the research outlines the importance of professional learning being
directly connected to student learning, some school systems don’t always reflect or
implement this idea. Usually the problem around professional learning lies with how
people use knowledge, whether they will use it to, once again, affirm the self-fulfilling
prophecy that some schools and the students in them are “better” than others, or whether
they will enable all schools to become competent and powerful agents of their own

improvement (Elmore, 2002).
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District Level Leadership and Student Outcomes

The educational field has acquired a significant amount of research regarding the
influence school leaders and teachers have on student achievement. Less is known about
how superintendents’ leadership impact student results (Hough, 2014). In many instances,
superintendents are seen as too disconnected from the classroom to have measureable
effectives on student learning (Hough, 2014). “Superintendents reported that the largest
motivator for accepting their positions was a desire to have a greater impact on student
achievement, yet only 42.5% of superintendents believe that they are very effective” (Glass
& Franceschini, 2007, p. 8). In an effort to identify the effectiveness district
superintendents have on student outcome and characteristics of effective superintendents,
Waters and Marzano (2006) examined the results of 27 studies that determine the influence
of school district leaders on student achievement. Waters and Marzano’s (2006) research
involved 2,817 school districts and the achievement scores of 3.4 million students. Waters
and Marzano found statistically significant findings between five district-level leadership
responsibilities and student achievement. These five responsibilities focused their attention
on setting district-wide goals coupled with maintaining the district focused around teaching
and learning.

As leaders of school districts, superintendents provide leadership that is vital to a
student’s success. The leadership of the superintendent in most cases was positively
correlated with student achievement in the large meta-analysis study (Marzano & Waters,
2006). Waters and Marzano’s (2006) research found that superintendent tenure is
positively correlated with student achievement, coupled with defining principal autonomy.

In addition, Waters and Marzano (2006) found that the leadership capacity of school
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superintendents can positively or negatively impact student outcomes or achievement.
Superintendents who are effective systems leaders set an environment of mutual trust and
set a positive and productive tone for the entire district. Effective superintendents not only
set a positive tone for the entire district, they also hire, encourage, and retain good
principals who then go on to hire, encourage, and retain good teachers. This allows them
to bring together district-wide stakeholders to collaboratively develop goals for the
betterment of the district and to effectively engage in the process of implementing and
monitoring the goals effectively requires their longevity in the role (Waters & Marzano,
2006).

Superintendent tenure is essential to maintain continuity of the work to yield
positive student outcomes; student achievement is positively correlated with district
leadership tenure (Waters & Marzano, 2006). Hence, superintendents’ longevity within a
district allows them to establish practices for longer periods of time.

The findings in the McREL (2006) study initially identified perplexing results
between principal autonomy and district level control over principal supervision. For
instance, superintendent directing or influencing decisions made by the principal resulted
in positive outcomes around student learning. The study also found that building principal
autonomy had a positive correlation of 0.28 with average student achievement (Waters &
Marzano, 2006). This finding indicates that an increase in building autonomy is associated
with an increase in student achievement. The study also identified no correlation between
site-based management and student achievement (Waters & Marzano, 2006). The
researchers found that this contradiction made sense when examining the five district-level

leadership responsibilities identified in this study-goal-setting process, non-negotiable
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goals, board alignment and support of district goals, and monitoring goals for achievement
and teaching. Coupled with the idea that “the superintendent provides autonomy to
principals to lead their schools, but expects alignment on district goals and use of resources
for Professional Learning” (Waters & Marzano, 2006, p. 4). This allows the school leaders
to lead within the boundaries defined by the district goals (Waters & Marzano, 2006).

Petersen and Barnett (2005) also provided support for the importance of
superintendents’ accountability behaviors. They examined seven studies seeking common
behaviors among superintendents in districts with high achievement. They found that
superintendents in high-achieving districts developed collaborative goals, evaluated the
effectiveness of instruction, and monitored results. Shelton (2010) found that the time spent
by superintendents on instructional activities, as measured by their own perceptions, had a
relationship with longitudinal, district-level reading and mathematics scores.
District and School Leadership Influence in the Success of ELLs

Within the United States, approximately 20% of students in the public school
educational system have a primary home language that is not English (Meyer, Madden, &
McGrath, 2005). As a result, these students bring many different languages to the
classroom (Kindler, 2002). For the most part, large numbers of immigrants have
historically settled in large urban areas, but they have also been settling in cities, suburbs,
and rural areas across the country (Kindler, 2002; Meyer et al., 2005; Zehr, 2008).
English language learners (ELLs) are enrolled in schools and classrooms that have not
traditionally served linguistically diverse learners. It is expected that the ELL population
will double by 2050. Most, if not all, teachers are likely to teach ELLs in the coming

years (Meskill, 2005).
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School leadership that knows how to effectively support ELLSs is one of the most
important facts to ensure the success of this student population (August & Hakuta, 1998;
Reyes, 2006; Shaw, 2003; Walqui, 2000). Leadership exists in different forms within a
school; however, the principal is the one person who can have the most influence for the
long-term success of ELLs programs (Reyes, 2006). In particular, effective principals
demonstrate leadership for ELLs by promoting justice in schools (Shields, 2004), raising
issues concerning equity (Cambron, McCabe & McCarthy, 2005) and supporting
inclusive practices to meet the needs of a diverse student population (Riehl, 2000).

School structures where ELL services are brought to the students in
heterogeneous general education classrooms eliminates pullout and separate ESL
classrooms and services produce better outcomes for ELLs (Sapon-Shevin, 2003). The
needs of ELL students are distinct from those of students with disabilities, and language
diversity is not being construed as a deficit or disability Sapon-Shevin (2003). The idea
of inclusive service is used to exemplify a philosophy that needs to undergird school
policy and services. Sapon-Shevin (2003) explains, “Inclusion is not about disability;
instead, inclusion is about social justice. By embracing inclusion as a model of social
justice, we can create a world fit for all of us” (pp. 26, 28). Students are valued for their
unique abilities (i.e., language, etc.) and included as an essential part of a school
community that is purposefully designed to accept and embrace diversity as strength, not
a weakness.

Through supervisory-coaching the superintendent can build on the knowledge
base of the school leader by providing additional knowledge and expertise that will

increase achievement for all students including ELLs (Salsberry & Smiley, 2007, p. ix). It
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follows, then that without leadership support, the children who are struggling to acquire
even the basic skills in their second language begin to fall behind academically, creating
an achievement gap that only widens over time (Facella et al., 2005). Elmore states, “the
purpose of leadership is the improvement of instructional practice and performance,
regardless of the role” (2004, p. 67). The future for ELL students will be more
challenging because of the lack of educational opportunities and the implications for the
long-term impact to society if principal leadership at a school does not effectively close
the achievement gap through effective interventions that allow for catch-up growth
(Cooper, Chard, & Kiger, 2006). In order to accomplish this, school leaders must build
their pedagogical capacity to learn how to strategically and effectively support ELLSs.
Furthermore, the school superintendent has to create support and accountability systems
to ensure that school leaders support teachers in the implementation of research-based
instructional practices to support these students (Brooks, Adams, & Morita-Mullaney,

2010).
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CHAPTER THREE
METHODOLOGY
Introduction
This chapter presents the methodological steps taken to conduct this study. The
chapter includes descriptions of the research design, research question, sample and
sampling procedures, instrumentation, data collection strategies, validity and reliability,
data analysis, and research bias.
The purpose of this qualitative, grounded theory study of three districts within New
York City Department of Education (NYCDOE) is to examine the effects of supervisory-
coaching and professional development in the growth and development of principals in
New York City (NYC) to effectively implement programs to support English language
learners (ELLs) within their school communities to achieve academic excellence.
Research Questions
The following three research questions guide the study’s investigation:

1. What beliefs do school leaders hold regarding supervisory-coaching and
professional development as it supports the academic success of their ELL student
population?

2. What qualities of their supervisory coaching and professional development support
do school leaders believe facilitate change?

3. What are the essential supervisory-coaching and professional development
processes that enable organizational change to support school leaders to design

programs that support ELLS?

31



Research Design

This study was designed to be a qualitative study that uses grounded theory.
Creswell (2014) states, “qualitative research is an approach to exploring and understanding
the meaning individuals or groups ascribe to a social or human problem” (p.4).

A qualitative design afforded participants time to respond to interview questions,
which provided data about the research questions. Qualitative research describes
phenomena in words instead of numbers or measures and has at its center the goal of
developing an understanding of human systems (Savenye & Robinson, 2004; Wiersma,
2000). Qualitative research has its origins in descriptive analysis and uses an inductive
process of reasoning moving from the specific situation to general conclusions (Wiersma,
2000).

This study followed a qualitative approach that enabled the researcher to study how
supervisory-coaching and professional development affect the development of school
leaders to effectively support ELL’s. Additionally, a qualitative approach allowed the
researcher to examine the role supervisory-coaching plays in the growth and development
of school leaders to develop programs for ELLsS to support them in their academic
development.

For the purposes of this study, semi-structured, open-ended interview questions
were utilized (Appendix D). Educational research typically uses interviews to collect data
that are not readily observable, such as the interests, values, and inner experiences of the
participants (Gall, Gall, & Borg, 2007). In this regard, McCracken (1988) stated that
interviews are among the most challenging and rewarding forms of measurement in

research because they seek to describe the meanings of central themes that are part of the
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life of the participants. In other words, interviews are particularly useful for getting the
story behind a participant’s experiences. According to Kvale (1996), the main task in
interviewing is to understand the meaning of the responses of the interviewees, which
allows the interviewer to pursue in-depth information around the topic under study. The
effects of supervisory-coaching on the development of school leaders were measured by
interviewing principals and superintendents. Appendix D has a sample of the interview
questions utilized in this study.

Sample and Sampling Procedures (Participants of Study)

The participants selected for this study were community school superintendents in
New York City’s Department of Education with schools that have Spanish bilingual
programs. Principals selected had Spanish Bilingual Programs within their schools. The
superintendents and principals were identified utilizing information in the NYCDOE
public site. The districts and school sites that were studied are elementary and middle
schools within New York City. The researcher narrowed the scope to the three boroughs
of New York City. The first districts and schools that responded to the researchers emails
were selected to participate in this study.

The study aimed to secure 12 volunteer participants. The participants were
NYCDOE superintendents and principals. The researcher secured three principal
participants from each district. The qualitative, grounded theory study consisted of three
superintendents and nine principals. All of the participants supported ELLs within a district
community, which allowed for insights on supports and their impact in practice in the

classroom.
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After invitation for the study was sent to all eligible potential participants, the first
three volunteer superintendents were selected to participate. After the researcher’s desired
recruitment goal of three superintendent participants was met all other volunteers who
contacted the researcher with an interest to volunteer were thanked and informed that the
participation goal had been achieved for the study. Superintendents identified principals
within their districts that had ELL programs and the researcher contacted them. The first
three responding principals from each district were selected for the study. The responses
were rendered via phone and/or email depending on how the volunteer made their initial
contact to the researcher.

In this study, a two-step sampling process was used. The first step was purposeful
sampling where the researcher deliberately included potential superintendent participants
based on the availability of bilingual programs in their districts. The first three
superintendents that responded and their schools were selected after all participants were
given an equal opportunity to be included in the study. Creswell (2014) recommends that
selecting a systematic or probabilistic sample randomly will ensure “each individual in the
population has an equal probability of being selected” (p. 158).

Instrumentation

Data for this study were obtained through interviews administered to two groups of
people: (1) superintendents and (2) principals. The two-part interview was comprised of
11 questions. One measured observable characteristics of principal leadership practices,
and the other measured the observed practices and shifts associated with supervisory-

coaching.
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The leadership shift of school leaders and critical attributes of professional learning
coupled with supervisory-coaching were measured using one-interview instruments
designed by the researcher and tested by a panel of five experts. The questions were
designed to solicit information from principal interviewees about the supports they
received from their superintendents and from the superintendent participants of how they
provided support to improve achievement for ELL students.

Research instruments are devices that are used for measuring or understanding a
given phenomenon (Savenye & Robinson, 2004; Wiersma, 2000). This study utilized
interview questions designed by the researcher as the instrument. The questions were
designed to gather data to address all research questions. The interview instrument was an
open-ended interview question protocol.

Data Collection Strategies

This study focused on three districts that have been identified by NYCDOE as
having ELL programs. The researcher forwarded a recruitment letter to every principal
identified by the superintendent as having an ELL students or program(s) within their
schools. The recruitment letter was sent via mail to the identified NYCDOE schools. The
recruitment letters were addressed to the attention of the school leader and superintendent
only.

According to Creswell and Plano-Clark (2007), data collection can take place in
many different manners; hence, collecting and analyzing qualitative data is a method used
to learn through the individual experiences of participants. For this study, qualitative

interview data were collected and analyzed.
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The researcher made contact with superintendents of different districts throughout
the city whose contact information is publicly listed on the NYCDOE website to confirm
if they had ELL programs and to obtain a list of the schools with Spanish Bilingual
students, as well as to learn if the ELL program has participated in professional
development opportunities to support ELL student populations and professional learning
to enhance their leadership development.

School leaders and superintendents were recruited via email. The email provided
them with information regarding the study and a request for their voluntary participation.
At each district a 60 minute, semi-structured, in-depth interview was conducted with each
school leader and superintendent. A semi-structured interview is a qualitative method of
inquiry that combines a pre-determined set of open questions (questions that prompt
discussion) with the opportunity for the interviewer to explore particular themes or
responses further. The data collected was accurate up to that point in time. Informed
consent forms were presented to the participants prior to data collection and the participants
were given the opportunity to review the informed consent document before signing two
copies, one of which they kept. A total number of 12 individuals volunteered to participate
in the study one superintendent and three principals from the three districts studied.

Collected data needs to be recorded in a systematic manner that will facilitate
analysis and the main ways of capturing collected data are: transcripts, tapes, notes, and
memory (Krueger & Casey, 2000). The data records of a qualitative research study can
become “quite massive” (Wiersma, 2000, p. 202) and are filled with good description,
relevant dialogue, pieces of evidence, and clues that when put together make analytical

sense out of what is being studied (Bogdan & Biklen, 2003). Accordingly, the interviews
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were audio recorded. The researcher relied on unabridged transcripts based on original
audiotapes of all interviewed. The transcripts were in a format that paralleled the subject’s
remarks along with the researcher’s questions. Each school’s data were separately color-
coded and each participant was assigned a number in order to maintain anonymity. The
researcher transcribed the tapes.

Data Analysis

This researcher organized the data collected in order to form a grounded theory
study database. Grounded theory is simply the discovery of emerging patterns in data.
Grounded Theory is the generation of theories from data (Glaser in Walsh, Holton et al.,
2015). The researcher obtained the raw data from the participants’ interview responses,
which informed the data analysis and the case study’s conclusions. The analysis of data
collected in a qualitative study is a complex process that requires both the organization and
reduction of that data (Wiersma, 2000). It consists of examining, categorizing, or otherwise
recombining the qualitative evidence in order to address the purpose of the study (Yin,
2004). Data analysis does not proceed in a linear manner and is an ongoing search for
general statements about relationships between categories of data (Marshall & Rossman,
1999).

Glaser and Strauss (1967) based the analytic strategy approach used in this study
on the constant comparative method. The four stages of this method are described as: first,
comparing incidents applicable to each category by coding each incident in the data into as
many categories of analysis as possible; second, integrating the categories and their
properties; third, delimiting the theory; and fourth, writing the theory. Bogdan and Biklin

(2003) enumerate the main points of the constant comparative method as a series of steps,
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which actually “goes on all at once” and is “most often used in conjunction with multiple-
site studies” (p. 68).

Since the purpose of this study is to generate knowledge about the common patterns
and themes pertaining to the building of school leadership capacity in schools with at least
one ELL program, the constant comparative analysis method was a valuable way of
developing an understanding of that human phenomenon within the context in which it was
experienced. The analysis began with organizing the data collected from each site then
reading and rereading the transcripts of each interview for patterns of key issues, recurrent
events, or activities. The next step in the process was to begin the detailed analysis of the
data with a coding process. “Coding is the process of organizing the material into chunks
before bringing meaning to those chunks” (Creswell, 2003, p. 192). This stage of the
process consisted of taking the raw textual data, archival data, and field notes and
‘chunking’ the related data into categories. These categories were given descriptor phrases
or codes. These codes were not pre-assigned but emerged from the data collected.

Following the identification of the categories the data were combed again to collect
and regroup all incidents of reference to the categories along with the supporting participant
quotes. The next step in the process was to group and regroup the categories that emerged
along with their supporting quotes to generate the themes that formed the basis of the major
findings for analysis. It is this ongoing comparison of concepts with each other that is the
basis of the constant comparative method. The procedure was repeated with the raw data
collected at each of the schools and as a result the major themes were compared across the
schools, displayed multiple perspectives from participants, and were supported by diverse

quotations and specific evidence.
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The participants in this study were asked questions that related to their field of
knowledge and profession. By interviewing participants that have direct experience and
understanding in the area being studied allowed the researcher to gain further perceptions
based upon participants’ professional experiences (Harper & Cole, 2012). The audio
recording was transcribed by listening to the recording and typing the narrative. The data
collected were organized through the process of coding after the participants had confirmed
the transcripts. The data were organized and prepared for analysis by placing the transcripts
of the superintendents and the principals in separate folders that were coded based on the

respective districts. Each individual and district was assigned a pseudonym.

Through the process of coding common themes were identified as the transcripts
were repeatedly read. After emergent themes were identified, they were then analyzed in
conjunction with the research questions. The researcher began coding using a two-step
process. Overarching ideas and themes were first identified, then more in depth codes were

revealed. Detailed trends and patterns were identified through the coding process.

Utilizing the research questions, codes were established and aligned to the
respective questions. “Coding forms a transition point in the flow of a research project. “
Coding of common phrases and themes were used in this study.

Coding allows “qualitative studies to go beyond description and theme
identification and form complex theme identification” (Creswell, 2014, p. 200). Utilizing
the NVivo software, the 12 interviews were uploaded and repetitive phrases and themes
were highlighted, identifying themes and patterns.

Reliability and Validity
Reliability refers to a measure of the stability or consistency of an assessment
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instrument (Krathwohl, 1998). Gay and Airasian (2003) defined reliability as “the degree
to which a test consistently measures whatever it is measuring” (p. 141). In other words,
reliability is used to gauge whether the same results can be obtained if this study were to
be replicated.

To validate and confirm that the information recorded during the interview process,
participants reviewed the script for accuracy. Furthermore, member checking was utilized
in this study to validate the findings. To further ensure consistency of responses, the
researcher collected data by using the protocol in a consistent manner during all 12 face-
to-face interviews. A uniform interview script and questions were developed to ensure a
uniform method of data collection. This script was followed for each interview.

In general, validity is an indication of how sound your researchis. More
specifically, validity applies to both the design and the methods of your research.
Validity in data collection means that your findings truly represent the phenomenon you
are claiming to measure. Valid claims are solid claims. To ensure the validity of the study
methods aligned with qualitative practices like triangulation, credibility, and transferability
were managed by analyzing patterns and themes throughout the different data sets. This
was done by reviewing and identifying similarities and differences among responses
between superintendent and principals under their supervision.

In this study, participants were asked to review the transcribed interviews for
accuracy of information. “A member check, which is also known as informant feedback or
respondent validation, is a technique used by researchers to help improve the accuracy,
credibility, validity, and transferability [of qualitative research]” (Collins, 2010, p. 168).

For the purpose of face validity, a panel of five bilingual supervisory educational
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experts was asked to review the interview questions designed by the researcher. The panel
was asked to review the questions to determine and ensure that there was alignment
between the research questions and the interview questions. Their review confirmed the
alignment between interview and research questions. When a person can review an
instrument and understand what is being measured, it has face validity (Patton, 1997).
Three members of the panel were superintendents with doctoral degrees; and two members
were bilingual educators with leadership degrees. The researcher requested the interviewee
review the final report for accuracy; thereby, enabling the researcher to maintain reliability.

The interview questions were sent to the individual members of the panel four times
for review and their feedback. After multiple revisions were made, all panel members
conducted a final review to ensure accuracy of contact and clarity of the questions.
Creswell (2014) stated the researcher should take back part of the “polished or semi-
polished product” for review and adjustment (p. 202).

In order to increase the validity of the study, triangulation of the data was utilized.
As Creswell (2014) stated that by triangulating the data you are giving validity to the study.
He further explained, “if themes are established based on converging several sources of
data or perspectives from participants, then this process can be claimed as adding to the
validity to the study” (p. 201). In this study triangulation was applied by comparing the
principals’ responses with those of the superintendents that were interviewed.
Research Bias

The researcher is currently a community school superintendent employed in the
NYCDOE. Included within the researcher’s professional role is the responsibility of

supervising leaders with Spanish bilingual programs and mandating the implementation of
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programs that are needed. To prevent research bias, the researcher followed the structured
interview protocol guide where the same questions are asked in the same way to all
participants. Furthermore, the analysis of data was carefully done and direct quotes were
used to maximize the participants’ voice and to minimize bias. Additionally, coding was
consistent throughout all the interview transcripts and during the coding process. The
expert panel was used to strengthen validity of the interview questions. Member checking
was used to strengthen validity of the responses. Through the use of an expert panel and
participant checkings’ were applied to reduce any potential biases. The researcher only
applied the ideas presented by the interviewees and placed personal perceptions aside to
ensure accuracy of the findings.
Summary

The purpose of this qualitative study was to identify to explore what are the
potential effects of supervisory-coaching and professional development in the growth and
development of principals in NYC to effectively implement programs that support ELLS
within their school communities to achieve academic excellence. The data was collected
using interviews. A software program was used to code and analyze the data. The results

of analyzed data will be explained in chapter 4.

42



CHAPTER FOUR
FINDINGS
Introduction

This research study investigates the practice of building leadership capacity to
effectively support English language learners (ELLS) through supervisory coaching of
community school superintendents in the New York City Department of Education
(NYCDOE). The study explores ways of supporting leaders to improve practices and
supports for ELLs within their schools and districts.

This qualitative study that used grounded theory of three districts within NYCDOE,
examines the effects of supervisory-coaching and professional development in the growth
and development of principals in New York City (NYC) to effectively implement programs
to support ELLs within their school communities.

This chapter is organized into two sections. Section one gives a brief overview of
the participants. Section two presents an analysis of the three research questions and
findings as they relate to each specific research question.

Background of Participants

The community superintendents who participated in this study were selected from
those who had a population of ELL students within their districts. In addition, the
participating three districts serve student population with diverse socioeconomic status and
ethnic backgrounds. Selection of these participants started with an invitation to all
superintendents who met the above criteria. Three schools from each of the participating
districts were selected for study. All participants came from three districts in New York

City. Accordingly, nine principals with bilingual programs and their respective three

43



superintendents represent the sample for this study. Two out of the three superintendents
interviewed had less than five years of experience as a superintendent. The superintendents
interviewed were one male. Two females and two out of the nine principals were males.
All superintendents in this study had more than 15 years of experience in education. The
principals served grade levels in included elementary and middle schools. See Table 1 for
summary of the superintendent participants’ demographics and ELL percent ranges.
Table 1

Demographics of Superintendent Participants

Participant ~ Current Position Years in Interview Percentage of % ELL
Current Minutes Free and
Position Reduced
Lunch
D1S Superintendent <5 30 90-100% 10-20%
D2S Superintendent <5 45 80-90% 20-30%
D3S Superintendent <5 35 40-50% 0-10%

Table 2 provides information regarding the duration of each interview, and average
years of experiences within the participant’s current roles. In addition, Table 2 illustrates
that 11 out of the 12 participants interviewed, had less than five years’ experience in their
current role. The school leaders who participated in this study had less than five years as
principal. Principals interviewed served four elementary schools, three middle schools, and

three Pre-Kindergarten to eighth grade.
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Table 2

Demographics of Participants

Participant Current Role Gender Years in ELL District/ Interview Date of
Current Role  Program? School Minutes Interview
Type
D1S Superintendent ~ Female <5 Yes PreK-12 30 02/18/17
D2S Superintendent Male <5 Yes PreK-12 45 02/10/17
D3S Superintendent ~ Female <5 Yes PreK-8 35 02/20/17
D1P1 Principal Female <5 Yes 6-8 30 02/18/17
D1P2 Principal Female <5 Yes PreK-5 28 02/23/17
D1P3 Principal Female <5 Yes PreK-8 27 02/23/17
D2P1 Principal Male <5 Yes 6-8 35 02/1017
D2P2 Principal Female 5-10 Yes PreK-8 38 02/10/17
D2P3 Principal Male <5 Yes PreK-5 30 02/28/17
D3P1 Principal Female <5 Yes PreK-5 35 03/01/17
D3P2 Principal Female <5 Yes 6-8 38 02/21/17
D3P3 Principal Female <5 Yes PreK-5 30 02/24/17
Setting

Based on NYCDOE public data, on average more than 76% of the student
population in this study come from low-socioeconomic backgrounds, yet one of the three
districts included in this study has been categorized as one of the most affluent in New
York City. The community superintendents who participated in the study supervised
districts district that are comprised of 27 to 54 schools and expressed that they engaged in

supervisory-coaching within their respective districts.
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All schools offered English as a New Language (ENL) as “push-in/pull-out” (push-
in-teacher comes into the classroom to provide ENL support or pull-out-teacher takes the
child out of their regular program to provide additional ENL support), co-teaching, and
self-contained. One school offered a transitional bilingual program that was being
converted into a dual language model and five of the nine principals offered dual language
programs as their main bilingual model.

Data Analysis

The analysis of data for this study is presented below. It is organized by the three
research questions and their corresponding themes found after analyzing the interview data.
Research Question One: What beliefs do school leaders hold regarding supervisory-
coaching and professional development as it supports the academic success of their ELL
student population?

Five of the interview questions that corresponded to research question one were
used to answer the first research question (see interview question one to five in Appendix
D). Two themes were identified from research question one. They are: professional
development to support ELLs and Principal Performance Observation (PPO).
Professional Development to Support ELLs

All three superintendents reported they believe the main role of the supervisory-
coaching is to continue to provide opportunities for principals to participate in professional
learning opportunities while getting to know their areas of development to build on their
capacity. Superintendent D3S stated supervisory-coaching begins with:

understanding, assessing first where principals stand in their own capacity as

learners and really looking at their practice. I like to anchor my assessment of their
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practice based on the Quality Review Rubric because that's what we use for
supervisory visits, and | think it's important to make that connection to professional
development as well. One, | get to find their strengths and areas that are challenging
for them and then thinking about their ways of knowing and how they receive
feedback so that when | deliver feedback it's strategic to their learning style, as well
as providing them with the resources and support that they need. | like to think
about myself as a teacher of principals, | like to think of coaching and developing
principals in the same way, that it's a two-way process that require modeling and
the gradual release of responsibility. It's that- | do, we do, and then you do; and,
modeling practices so that they can then develop their own efficacy as individually
leaders, but also to replicate practices in their own schools.

Similarly Superintendent D2S stated:
Well, in general terms, first professional development is the idea of building
capacity among the staff and the people who are in charge of providing supports
like professional development and coaching. If you talk about leaders then we talk
about building the leader’s leadership capacity--skills to be able to create systems
and structures to supervise people who are providing instruction. So, when we talk
about building capacity whether it's through professional development or
supervising coaching it's just the idea of helping people to understand whatever
skills they need to do their job well.
Superintendent D1S concurs with D2S and D3S in that she believes supervisory-

coaching supports school leaders to develop the skills they need to guide practices within

their schools. For instance, D1S stated:
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It means supporting principals in the areas that they feel that they need the most
support, so supporting coaching might be just through a conversation, having a
discussion, talking about structures to move teacher practice. It might be
recommending other schools that they can work with, giving them feedback that
will help move their school’s work.

Superintendents in this study believed that supporting school leaders to set high
standards for ELLs had an impact on improving schools. They believed it enhanced the
ways they supported and developed their teachers while giving them sufficient latitude to
act according to individual site characteristics and the school leadership needs. Participants
had diverse perspective as to how supervisory-coaching and professional development
support the diverse needs of ELLs within their districts and schools. For instance,
Superintendent D2S said,

in regard to English language learners, I don’t see support being any different to

other areas of school life-whether it’s a student with a disability in special

education, whether it’s in general education or a language program-support for
leaders should be the same.

On the other hand, the other two superintendents in the study felt that coaching
specifically targeted to develop a leader’s capacity to better support ELLS was pivotal to
their development and ability to support learning in the schools that served them.
Participant D3S stated:

One is looking at their school-based data to see where English language learners

stand in comparison to all the population in the school so that's important. Two is

assessing their knowledge of effective pedagogical practices that impact student

48



learning and then providing them with resources, strategies, and connecting them

to the right resources in terms of people, books, articles, and other schools that have

best practices to support them in moving on instruction. Having a very honest

conversation that's anchored on student data and really identifying who has a

knowledge gap in moving instruction and then based on their understanding,

shifting their practice to a higher level of development that will then support
bilingual teacher practice and student learning outcomes.

All nine principals reported that like their superintendents coached them, they saw
themselves as the supervisory-coaches of their teachers. This was similar to how
superintendents viewed their coaching role with principals. For example, Principal D3P1
expressed:

So, for me, it means not only sort of taking on the role myself as the supervisor,

and we're a small school so there's not many of us, and then also figuring out who

| can, sort of, delegate those responsibilities to, to sort of oversee and have them
coach as well. So, to give an example, | have my actual brand new ENL teacher.

So | have done some coaching with her in which she comes to see me doing a

lesson, or I'll send her to go see another lesson in another person's classroom who

I've visited during a classroom observation, and | have certain practices that | want

to highlight for her. And then I'll coach her through her class, but then | also have

given her feedback and next steps to apply. Well, of course, she has her mentor, her
mentor she has mandated, that also supports her, but then she has another teacher
who, we're part of a learning partner, so one of my model teachers does some of the

model teaching for her as well. So | guess part of, to me, supervisory-coaching is
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doing this, to have revision and knowing what you know, you need to coach into or

observations or visits and then finding ways to support the teacher. And actually

the third part of that is sending her out for professional development so she also
does that as well.

Also, Principal D1P3 identified that professional learning in collaboration with her
peers designed by her superintendent improved professional learning, writing practices;
yielded positive outcome for her students while pushing the development of her teachers.
The school leader stated,

my superintendent has been coaching a group of principals through professional

learning that requires inter-visitation, and we have been talking about how to use

student academic dialogue to improve student writing as well as getting kids to
write more. Several years ago, kids were not talking in either English or Spanish,
and so we weren't able to get them to write a lot because they didn't have a lot to
say because when we ask them to talk there was nothing happening. So part of the
work that we're doing with our learning partners (other principals in the district) is
thinking about academic conversations in both languages and how to push
children's thinking and then once they have more to say to get them to then do the
writing piece, to have more to say, to have more ideas, and then of course hope
that that transfers over to the writing and teaching those tools and strategies to get
the talk to move into writing. This work helped me better understand how to
support my ELLs and my assistant principal together with my teachers also
strengthen their capacity around the work, which is what my superintendent

intended us to do from the start.
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Principal D1P2 highlighted how professional development coupled with the
coaching support of the superintendent helped her improve practices within her school.
She explains:

I mean, yes professional development and coaching has its impacted. Well its

impacted the entire school because when the superintendent comes in and or even

when I'm at professional developments and she's having us learn new things, and
she's having think about these certain topics and different strategies | think about
how that relates back to our school. One of the things that I try to avoid at our
school is just start new initiatives in the middle of the year. And so | feel like the
work that we do with her and even the work that we do when she comes, when
she's here coaching with me, it's not about creating more work, it's just about
making what we're doing better.

Principal D2P3 mentioned that she did not have a strong background around
serving the needs of ELLs or identifying pedagogical practices that needed emphasis to
move the work. She explained that he was able to gain a better understanding of what she
did not know and what she needed to improve upon through the professional learning
provided by her superintendent. She stated the following:

You don’t know what you don’t know, so you need other eyes and ears to coach

and guide you through new experiences until you build an eye for the work. When

| started as a principal, | had limited experiences serving ELL students, and my
superintendent knew this, so she would send me to professional development that
pushed by thinking while also built my understanding around the work. She also

coached me through classroom walkthroughs and one-on-one coaching. These
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experiences helped me change practices within my school and improved my
capacity to better support ELL students, but most importantly it modeled for me
how to guide and support teachers.
Principal D3P2 further explained:
When | came out of the principal training program, | had limited to no
understanding what it meant to serve diverse populations and a very limited
understanding around the needs of non-English speakers. If it was not for the
support my superintendent provided around building my understanding to support
special education students and ELLs, I don’t think I would have known how to
engage in the work well. But through professional learning opportunities provided
by my superintendent aligned with individualized coaching support offered by
her, | was able to build and develop programs within my school to effectively
support the needs of the special populations within my school.
Another principal had a similar experience with supervisory support to Principal
D3P2. Principal D1P3 explained:
| am embarrassed to admit it, but when | went into the principalship, | had no clue
as to how to effectively serve ELLs and special needs students. | acted like | knew
because | felt as the principal | needed to act like | had the answers to all the
questions my staff had, but my superintendent knew better. She knew I had a gap
in my learning, and she made it a point to coach me and provided professional
learning opportunities to build my instructional capacity to effectively serve these

populations. Through walkthroughs, inter-visitations to schools in the district and
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outside it | was able to learn and apply new strategies that resulted in positive
gains for my students.
Principal D1P1 has been able to modify her teacher teams as a result of
professional learning opportunities offered by her superintendent. She said:

There were three professional development sessions that the superintendent did
during our monthly principal meetings that targeted Quality Review Indicator 4.2,
the indicator that targets team inquiry and what the team structures do during that
time they're meeting. We reviewed videos of team meetings and gave it an
assessment score per the Quality Review rubric, and | took that and applied it to
my own team. Not just my grade team, but also my grade leader team, and | came
to realize that what was taking place at meetings was predominantly
conversations around structural pieces, such as programming and who's ordering
how many books, when what it should target as per the Quality Review indicator
IS inquiry, what're we doing with the information that we're discussing, how is
that being applied, and how are we holding ourselves accountable to follow-up on
those conversations. So for the past three years now, all the meetings have an
instructionally focused agenda that prioritizes the elements found on Quality
Review Indicator 4.2 and this has improved teacher’s ability to effectively support
students in the classroom.

All nine principals and all three superintendents believe that supervisory-
coaching and professional development are the drivers of school improvement for
all students, including ELLs. Participating principals reported that they model the

behaviors exhibited by their leaders within their schools by coaching their
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teachers in the same manner that their superintendents coach them. Thus,

developing professional learning communities throughout the districts enabled

both leaders and teachers to learn to improve instructional practices. For example,

D3P3 stated “like my superintendent, I set focus groups and coaching sessions

with my teachers to further their development.”
Principal Practice Observation (PPO)

Superintendents D1S and D2S stated PPO visits were one of the driving forces of
change to improve leadership behaviors to support ELLs within their districts. They
expressed that these visits provided the opportunity to supervise and evaluate practices
while also allotting time to coach and guide principals to improve their leadership practices.
According to D1S, PPO visits provided an opportunity to observe practices throughout her
district. She stated:

To supervise practices within all of my district schools while also supporting the

individual needs of my school leaders. These visits allow me to look at multiple

elements of the work. One is looking at their school-based data to see where English
language learners stand in comparison to other student populations in the school,
so that's important. Two is assessing their knowledge of effective pedagogical
practices that impact student learning, achievement, and then providing them with
resources, strategies, and connecting them to the right resources in terms of people,
books, articles, and other schools that have best practices to support them in moving
on instruction. Having a very honest conversation that's anchored on student data
and really identifying who has a knowledge gap in moving the instruction and then

based on their understanding, shifting their practice to a higher level of
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development that will then improve teacher practice and student learning outcomes.
All nine principal participants reported that most of their supervisory-coaching and
professional learning took place during their PPO, and this review took place
approximately two or more times a year. They expressed that during this time their
supervisors not only evaluated their current practices, but also provided strategies and next
steps to build on their own personal capacity as leaders. Principal D3P1 explained:
My superintendent comes in to my school, and she primarily uses the PPO tool and
the Quality Review Rubric to guide our conversation. We start her visits with a
walkthrough of my school and she models for me how to use questions that will
help me inform practice. She asks questions that help her build understanding as to
where we need additional supports on. As we walk the building she asks me
questions around the practices she observes throughout the school. I'll give you an
example: We were walking into a second grade class and she was asking the
children, why are you learning what you're learning? And it turned out that none of
the students in first and second grade were able to answer the question and were
unclear about the objective of the lesson. It pushed me to reflect on what we needed
to do differently to support the children. When we concluded the walkthrough, she
asked me, so what did you observe? What needs to shift as a result of your findings?
Not only did she push me to think about the practices currently in place, but she
was also modeling for me what she expected me to constantly do as a principal.
Secondly, the superintendent professional development is another element of

support.
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Principal D3P1 further explained her superintendent not only pushed her thinking about

how to address areas of growth or improve current practices during their one-on-one PPO

visits, but also helped her further develop her work through district-wide professional

learning opportunities. She stated:
She visits all of the schools in the district and develops professional development
based on common areas of need. The professional series she provides is aligned to
common threads of development (areas of improvement) she observed during her
visits to different schools within the district. Another way she provides professional
learning is by organizing inter-visitation within the district to share best practices
among school leaders.

Principal D1P2 stated how PPO visits helped her refine her focus. She explained:
Two years ago, the focus in my building was around assessment practices. How
we look at work and offer feedback, how we have interim checkpoints between
report cards, and my first, second, and third year, that's where my focus was. That
focus was identified through the feedback I received during Quality Reviews and
my superintendent’s PPO visits. We got that to a solid place, and then the next
phase where | felt the growth beginning to take place was based off of student
discussion. During my final PPO visit and in my annual meeting with the
superintendent at the conclusion of the year, we identified that specific component
of 3B (part of the Danielson Rubric) when that component in the rubric was rated
the lowest. The question became, "Why is it rated the lowest?" Me focusing on
looking at informal observations, what | found was an overabundance of the

teacher being the one that's doing the talking.
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Principal D1P2 further elaborated on how PPOs helped her refine her focus by
discussing how the support provided by her superintendent helped her shift the school-
wide focus to be better aligned with the needs of the school’s ELL population. She stated:

So two years ago, we shifted our school focus from assessment towards

collaborative conversation. That focus has really impacted, not just our ELLs and

SWDs (Students with Disabilities), but students that are also excelling in the

standard, meaning | do believe that the best way for you to learn is obviously

through sharing and hearing what people have to say. That structural change for
the past two years has really taken shape in my building and has led to our

English Language Learners being put on the spotlight, so to speak. Meaning, so

okay, you're new to this country. You don't know English or any or the

environmental pieces; however, we're going to provide you with support. We're
going to provide you with prompts, with vocab words, but at the very least
provide you with the opportunity to sit with a group and listen to the dialogue take
place. That has really shifted work in our building, and I don’t think I would have
been able to identify it without the support of my superintendent during PPO

Visits.

Principal D1P1 identified PPO visits as a means that helped improve teacher team
practices within the school while building her instructional capacity. She went on to say
that:

Supervisory support through PPO visits has been crucial in my development as a

leader. The visits helped me improve teacher team practices. Through observations

of meetings and discussions around the current practices and how they can improve,
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my teacher teams have strengthened their ability to engage in conversations around

student work and identify instructional next steps to better support students.

Principal D2P3 voiced the value of PPO visits had on his development, but he also
highlighted the unease it created due to its resulting in a rating or evaluation of
performance. For instance, Principal D2P3 stated:

The PPO visits have allowed me to build my capacity as a leader by identifying

areas of further development, but at times it hindered the possibilities of full

disclosure due to the evaluation component. I’'m embarrassed to say that at times |
would not admit identifying areas I didn’t know because I was afraid to be seen as
incompetent. People walk around expecting the principal to know everything.

Luckily my superintendent established trust, and | was able to seroconvert some of

my fears.

All nine principal participants expressed that supervisory-coaching coupled with
professional learning opportunities helped them enhance practices within their school to
better support their staff to effectively support ELLs. But two out of the nine principals
highlighted that the evaluation component of the PPO made it difficult to fully express all
the principal’s areas of need. While all three superintendents stated that PPO visits were
the main drivers for them not only to evaluate the school leader’s capacity, the visits also
assisted in coaching and skill development for the principals. They further added that these
visits enable them to support principals to address the needs of ELLs throughout the school
and develop programs that foster academic success by providing feedback on their practice
and providing tools to improve teaching and learning within their schools.

School leaders and superintendents in this study believed that supervisory-
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coaching and professional development are tools to support the academic success of all
students including ELLs. Principals stated that supervisory-coaching coupled with
professional development helped them address instructional gaps they needed to improve
upon while building their instructional capacity. Furthermore, school leaders believed that
supervisory-coaching and professional development not only support the development of
school leaders, but it also provided support to the teachers under their supervision. When
the superintendent and principal visited classrooms, they identified areas of further
development, and the principal provided teachers with next steps to improve practice.
Principals believe PPO helped them improve their skills to observe instructional practices
and provided feedback that lead to improvements in instructional practices within their
schools; however, some school leaders expressed that the evaluation component of the
visits made it difficult to always be completely transparent.

Research Question Two: What qualities of their supervisor’s-coaching and professional
development support do school leaders believe facilitate change?

Three of the interview questions aligned with research question number two. See
interview questions six, seven, and eight (See Appendix D). Trust and collaboration among
participants were the two themes identified from the interview data analyzed for research
question two.

Trust

All three superintendents interviewed indicated that in order to solicit change
through coaching and professional learning opportunities the school leadership needs to
know that the supervisory-coach is going to be honest and transparent with them. For

example, superintendent D3S stated:
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| think being honest and transparent are primary elements of building a trusting
coaching relationship that will yield change. | think that being honest with
identifying people’s strengths and gaps in learning are critical to move anyone's
practice. Building relationships to be able to deliver honest feedback that's anchored
on evidence and then they understand the end goal because you're clear in where
they are and where you want to take them. So honesty and transparency are critical
to enable change.
Superintendent D2S expressed similar views that trust is necessary to move practice
when he stated:
| have principals that are very well respected among our district community, and |
work with them to support other school leaders. Through this collaboration, | have
developed trusting relationships with school leaders that allow me to push their
thinking by providing honest feedback. An element of the work that solicits change
is working with these veteran principals to support other leaders throughout the
district. The most powerful thing that we do here is personal attention. Normally |
stop by schools whenever | need to have what is a difficult conversation or some
teachable moment as opposed to a phone call or email. I just stop by for one hour,
an hour and a half and not necessarily as part of my assessment of the school but
just as a support system. Some places it's just to provide guidance, to provide
support. | think that these practices have created a shift in my district that is visible.
Superintendent D2S added that he did not feel he had enough data or information
to quantify whether or not supervisory coaching enabled change for the leader or school

community. He felt it was too early to tell; however, the other two superintendents provided
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detail descriptions of how supervisory-coaching facilitated and impacted change within
their schools. For instance, Superintendent D1S expressed:

Through our multiple visits, we’re able to see growth. Principals show evidence of

the work that they’re doing. Through even just the feedback that the principal gives,

like they’ll say they tried something, and how it worked, and how it went. At times
we may have to rethink the plan and go back and develop a little bit deeper and
figure out what other supports can be done so that it does work. This kind of

interactive problem-solving approach would not happen if | had not established a

trusting relationship with the principals in the district.

Principal D1P2 also pointed out that ongoing focus groups and one-on-one supports
(superintendent-principal individualized support) by the supervisory-coach enabled him to
improve his instructional capacity, which in turn positively impacted learning by
improving teacher practice throughout the school to better support ELL students. Principal
D1P2 noted:

My supervisor has always shared with me the importance of face-time with my staff

and hearing what they have to share. That's something that I've increased, and I'll

be very specific-feedback. Last year and this year, for every informal observation,

teachers have had a post-observation conference. It's very overwhelming to get that
done; however, the outcome has been positive. Extremely positive in that it's
allowed for staff to share with me more than | would necessarily have seen; that
means the ratings slightly going higher. Also, time for the staff to get face-time to
hear what it is that I'm looking for, or rather, what | feel is effective or highly

effective teaching. In this model, the structure has really led to changes that directly
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linked back to my supervisor’s approach and support throughout the past few years
through PPO visits, Quality Review feedback, and impactful coaching interactions.
But the pieces that have really been the most impactful to my development and in
turn to the development of my teachers has not only been accomplished by
providing feedback, instead, it has come through the relationships between my
supervisory and myself and myself and staff. Developing trusting relationships
have been at the forefront of change and improved practices within my school and
district.
In a similar manner, Principal D3P2 identified how support improved practices
within the school, she stated:
| think in order for an organization to change, I think within all of the things that
we've talked about, there's the trust factor. There's that relationship building, we
have to change our relationship in the building, building that culture to impact
trust. Building culture, building trust is at the essence of our work.
Superintendents and principals alike expressed that building trusting relationships
were at the forefront of being able to engage in the work effectively to instill change within
the organization. Principal D2P3 stated, “while building my capacity to better support my
teachers to serve ELLs well is important, I don’t think I would of done it as well as I have
if I didn’t feel I could trust my superintendent to express the things I didn’t know or was
struggling with to improve practices within my school or change the things that were not
working well.” Superintendent D2S agreed, “the work can’t happen if people don’t trust

you or feel that they can be candid about their needs.”
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Collaboration Among Stakeholders

All superintendents and principals expressed that engaging in collaborative
walkthroughs and professional development fostered collaboration among leaders and
helped them change how they supported staff members within their schools.
Superintendent D2S, for example, told school and district leaders they would focus on one
area of development—enhancing teaching and learning for ELL students that did not speak,
read, or write English fluently—and he sought the training and support administrators
needed to improve conditions (classroom environment, pedagogical practices, curricula
materials, and resources) for those students. Superintendent D2S expected school
principals to work on improving instructional supports for ELL students while also giving
them the opportunity to decide how they would use the new information they were learning
during collaborative walkthroughs and professional learning opportunities to make
changes at their schools. He also stated, “my district established professional learning
communities throughout the district that consisted of teachers, district leadership, and other
lead staff within the school community (e.g. lead teachers and instructional coaches). He
adds, “establishing the professional learning communities provided the opportunity to
communicate a common language among in and out of classroom personnel that aided the
school leader to levied change.”

All superintendents emphasized they expected school leaders to work hand-in-hand
with teachers to enable change within their school community. As a result of this
professional learning partnership, they all expressed they started to observe shifts in
practices that better supported the needs of ELLs throughout their districts. Hence, they

started to see incremental gains in ELL achievement with the New York State ELA and
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New York State Language Arts Test (NYSELAT). Furthermore, Superintendent D3S
highlighted that school-wide walkthroughs (visiting classrooms to observe teacher
practices) with a targeted focus on a particular instructional element enabled school leaders
to know what they needed to focus on and identify changes (areas of potential
improvement) that had taken place as a result of the professional learning that had been
offered within the school or district wide. Superintendents D1S and D3S worked with
school leaders to meet with their teachers and explain the walkthrough process and how it
would be used to inform instructional practices. Superintendent D3S explained how
supervisory-coaching and professional learning opportunities have enabled change in
instructional practices to better support ELL students within her district:
The evidence of how supervisory-coaching and professional development enable
change is within the schools, but most specifically the classroom. Classroom
practices lead the core instructional leadership conversations, so the expectation is
that 50% to 80% of conversations are anchored on student learning and teacher
practice. When looking in the classrooms there is a focus on all students. We know
that effective practices for ELLs really are modeled on good instruction for all
students, particularly in the communities that we serve where language
development is a need for all students. The coaching provided by my superintendent
makes sure that we're differentiating instruction for ELLs and that we're thinking
strategically about language anchored on literacy instruction. Also, the support
focuses my lens to improve practices strategically. Thinking about teacher planning
and how they are planning to make sure they meet the needs of the different levels

of language learners they have in their classrooms and making content accessible
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to students is one shift that I look for in classrooms and that’s where there has been

an intentional effort to plan for those students and design rigorous tasks. So there

has been a shift in student learning.

To further add, Superintendent D1S and D3S described how collaboration among
superintendents, the principals, and other teachers helped move teaching and learning
within schools in the district that enhance teaching and learning for ELLs throughout the
district. For instance, Superintendent D3S stated, “through inter-visitations, professional
learning communities among principals, and ongoing professional learning, school leaders
have been able to improve programs for not only ELLs but all students within their
schools.” Similarly, Superintendents D1S explained that:

Part of the coaching is defining what it is that we believe in in terms of bilingual

education and models to support ELLs. Also, defining what that looks like as a

district in terms of beliefs. At the school level, they model the systems and

structures that should exist at the school level that speak to the core belief, then
focusing on the evidence we see in classroom practice, student learning outcomes,
and the products they produce. We have seen an increase in student writing because
using a workshop approach in writing gives students a lot of opportunities to
rehearse through talk to express themselves in whatever language they are
comfortable but also having the opportunity to draw if they need to make their
thinking visible before they have to write words depending on the level of language.
We have seen an increase in student writing products that demonstrate that ELLS

are being learning are being addressed through this workshop model because it
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takes them wherever they are at and evolves students to the next level regardless of

where they are and regardless of the progression of learning.

Like Superintendent D3S, Superintendent D1S expressed how instruction has
shifted within her schools as a result of the collaborative learning she has engaged with her
peers and supports provided by her colleagues, but her work was accomplished by focusing
on assessments as the vehicle for change. She explained:

Some of the suggestions to the principals have really been around having those one-
on-one data dives and meeting with teachers to really go through who are your kids
that are moving? Who’s not? What are we doing? What are the targeted supports
we’re doing? To really have them hone in onto each class data with the teachers
and be able to support their teachers in that way, that’s been a recommendation over
the last year that we really have been looking at. That has impacted the discussions,
the value of the discussion, the principals’ support to the teachers, as well as moving
some of their student data, and then also the teacher's understanding the data better,
and then being able to make adjustments accordingly to their practices.

The nine principals commented similarly regarding their prospective district
leaders because they highlighted that their superintendent’s feedback around practices
within their schools with articulated next steps helped them move practices. For instance,
they all stated that the support received through supervisory-coaching and different
professional learning opportunities provided throughout the district supported the
development of teachers within their schools and positively impacted student performance.
Additionally, all the principals stated that students were more engaged and challenged with

the work provided by the teachers as a result of the teachers applying the practices learned
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during professional development. Furthermore, all nine school leaders felt they trusted their
supervisory-coaches enough that they were comfortable showing vulnerability (what they
were struggling with or did not know) to them. As such, Principal D3P1 attributes the
growth his staff and students accomplished to the supports provided through coaching
because he was able to discuss areas of growth while designing a plan to address those
areas. He further discussed how the relationship he had with his coach enabled him to
engage the improvement of practices within his school most effectively when he stated:
| feel like a lot of the things that she said are not necessarily only for our English
language learners or our children that are learning English as a new language but
those questions are always asked, so how are you supporting your English language
learners? How are you supporting your children with certain disabilities, what
exactly are you doing for those students? Those are always questions that are asked
as part of the walkthrough questions during visits to the school. The questions
around serving ELLs are part of the overarching set of questions the superintendent
engages me in during her visits, they are embedded into the conversation not
separate. So we're thinking about the English language development for those that
are learning the language for the first time, while we are also thinking about those
students that are learning Spanish for the first time too. So a lot of her questions are
related to that, and I think just recently as two days ago she and | we were speaking,
which is another thing I think about supervisory coaching as being able to call the
coach when you are stuck. Also having the trust in that person that they are
competent, and | think that's she's very competent, and so I rely on her to call and

ask her so there's that level of trust to be able to call her and say you know our
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English as a second language learners and then just our children in general are
having trouble elaborating in their writing. What do you think that we can do? She'd
said know especially with English language learners, talk precedes writing. I'm like
you're so right. Something as simple as being able to pick up the phone and have
that simple, all she had to say was that one sentence and | was like yeah you're right,
okay thanks. And that helped framed the work moving forward.

Principal D3P3 stated the coaching approach anchored in questions around practice
that push thinking supports her development as a leader. Also, Principal D3P3 stated, “the
language around expectations is consistent and always grounded on evidence coupled with
feasible next steps so there’s always this progression so that practices are constantly
evolving and changing next steps and like an escalator constantly shifting and finding new
areas to improve.” On a similar note, Principal D2P3 stated:

What has caused the most change has been being able to always collaborate with

others around the work, (improving teaching and learning in schools) observing

practices in action, and having those questions asked to you that you're like oh yeah
you're right like that'll something I was not thinking about but I can practice.

Principal D2P1 highlighted how her superintendent supported and guided her to
form PLCs, which increased collaboration within her school and yielding improved
outcomes within her math department. In her interview Principal D2P1 stated:

The PLCs my superintendent helped me form has provided teachers with more

topics to select from and discuss. They were able to identify ways to plan together,

develop opportunities to discuss student needs, and set clear next steps to move

practices in the classroom. This work has helped the math department. I’'m just
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waiting to see the results, but in terms of assessment, from the time that I changed

the math department to the current time, [ have seen a lot of growth in the teachers’

practice and planning and engaging in discourse during the meetings. Also, I’ve
seen better practices in terms of how they teach math.

All school leaders and superintendents identified the importance of collaboration
among all stakeholders as an essential element to bring about change within an
organization. Principal D2P1, for example, stated “the math and ELL departments were the
weakest areas within my school, but after teachers within the departments started to
collaborate I have seen gradual gains in school based assessment.” Superintendent D2S
noted that he has started significant instructional shifts within his schools after his school
leaders have created new priorities for professional development and collaboration among
all the members of the school community.

To summarize, superintendents believe that in order for change to occur through
coaching, the coachee must feel they can engage in honest, trusting, and transparent
conversations. They also identified collaboration among all stakeholders within the school
as an essential element to enable change that leads to improved instructional practices.
Research Question Three: What are the essential supervisory-coaching and
professional development processes that enable organizational change to support school
leaders to design programs that support the success of ELLs?

Three of the interview questions aligned with research question number two. See
interview question 9 to 11 (See Appendix D). The findings of research question number

three yielded two themes: Principal Performance Observation (PPO) enabled
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organizational change and coaching and professional development enabled instructional

change.

Principal Performance Observations (PPO) Enable Organizational Change
All three participating superintendents believe that changing pedagogical practices

for ELLs begins through one-on-one support principals receive during their PPO visits. For

instance, Superintendent D3S stated:
Well, the first change was shifting what the PPO visits focused on, making it
more of a coaching session rather than focusing on the fact that it’s an evaluation
of performance. Then looking at areas in need of improvement. For some of my
schools, the first thing was the lack of student achievement for ELLs in our
district so that's a red flag, and it really speaks to schools lack of understanding on
how to support ELLs and the limited resources that have been provided to
individual schools. The first thing is acknowledging the ELL needs that exist in
the district, thinking about where different schools levels of practice exist and
then thinking about how we are supporting schools at the ground level and asking
questions like: How are we supporting leaders at the school level to meet the
needs of ELL students? Then through PPO visits and other supports focusing on
shifting the mindset of the leader and teachers. Yes, you have ELLs so what are
we going to do to move instruction so that pattern shifts. Some schools have the
expectations that because a student is an ELL they won’t move, so shifting the
mindset around ELLSs to ensure movement became primary and necessary. During
PPO visits the focus was around what we are during to ensure the success of

ELLs. Due to this focus practices started to change.

70



Superintendents and principals in this study identified several factors that
influenced organizational change to enable the success of ELLs. One of the factors that
they believe had an impact on this shift has been the support school leaders receive through
their superintendents PPO visits. Principal D3P2 stated that through the support she
received during her PPO visits she was able to identify strategies that helped shift her
teachers’ mindset, as she explained:

One thing I learned how to shift in my school through the support of my

superintendent during PPO visits was shifting my teachers’ mindset. I'm trying to

think about where that has been evident in my school, where a big mindset was,
going back to ELLs, you have students coming from other countries, new to us.

And the mindset was "Something's wrong, they can't learn.” It was like this was

their fate, to now realizing that whether they come with total formal instruction,

whether they're SIFE [Students with Interrupted Formal Education] students, they
still come with a background that you can tap into. The philosophy has slowly
shifted to all students can learn. Which is my big believe, and is why I'm doing
this work and keeps me going. | think because of that shift, now they're able to
see, truly, really, see what kids can do, and there's this excitement around the
work. That's the biggest change | have seen.

Coaching through PPO visits has enabled change within schools that yielded
improved outcomes for ELLSs. For instance, Principal D3P2 stated:

| already came with the understanding of balanced literacy and a lot of good

teaching practices. However, | came into a building that didn't have any of that. So

as | began to do that work, and as the superintendent began to coach, I think the
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practices have become clearer. More detailed in terms of the elements of the
components that is expected. I think the contributing factor that enabled this change
happened during PPO visits, as well as other informal site visits. The superintendent
frequently visits the building and engages in walkthroughs that inform my practices
and helps me identify potential next steps that promote change within the school.

Principals also identified feedback through coaching as a contributing factor to their

growth as leaders. For instance, Principal D3P3 stated:
When I started the principal role I was afraid to admit what I didn’t know, so I
walked around acting like | knew everything. Yet, | knew so little, but | really
thought out that as the principal people expected me to know it all. It wasn’t until
my superintendent started to highlight my areas of growth and guide me to better
improve practices that | realized it was okay to be in a learning stance and with the
feedback I received from the visits | was able to grow and better support my school.
Similarly, Principal D3P2 discussed the precision of her superintendent’s feedback
during their PPO sessions. Principal D3P2 stated:

Feedback it’s so precise and so focused in the work that we're doing. I could easily
get feedback in my PPO around the writing process in my school. That's something
that I'm working on now to continue to build. We notice, and the data definitely
shows it, but we notice certain pockets. We were able to identify together these
pockets within the writing process that are weak and that | hadn't noticed before.
We were able to identify, do that work together, and then now I start filling in those

gaps to strengthen the writing process in my school.
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Although most school leaders found the PPO as a influential opportunity to work
with the superintendent to develop themselves or practices within the school, some found
it difficult to be completely straightforward due to the supervisory element of the
relationship. For instance, Principal D1P1 stated the following:

Establishing relationships is key to building capacity and my superintendent makes
sure that | am comfortable to discuss the work and areas | need to improve. But
sometimes it’s difficult to be completely transparent with your supervisor,
especially during a PPO that ends with feedback that is greatly valued but also an
assessment of your work. Knowing you are being assessed makes it difficult to do
be completely transparent. Also, during coaching sessions that are not evaluator, it
can be challenging, then again she is my supervisor.

In addition, Principal D1P2 believed that although supervisory support and or
coaching can be nerve-racking at times it has been the main element that has yielded
positive growth in her development. Principal D1P2 explained:

Every time | have a PPO visit | become nervous because | am being evaluated, and

my superintendent sets very high expectation around my work. But in the end, |

know that by the end of the visit | end up learning a great deal, and |1 become
stronger as a leader.

Principal D2P1 shared an experience to drive home her point that although PPO
visits can create a level of tension and anxiety, it has yielded great learning experiences for
her. For instance, Principal D2P1 explained:

| had a PPO experience go bad because practices that I had established within my

school were not evident the day my superintendent visited. For example, we
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observed my third grade teacher team because they had established strong practices

around looking at student work. But during the visit, it appeared as if the teachers

had no clue as to how to run the meeting utilizing protocols we had established as

a team. Instead of my superintendent criticizing what didn’t happen, she focused

on what was taking place and coached the teachers through a conversation to better

understand their work. Observing her approach allowed me (to know) how to
support my team better in moments of stress and tension.

All superintendents and principals interviewed stated that PPO visits supported
changes within their schools that improved instruction for ELLs and other students because
they provided an opportunity to observe practices within the school of teachers and school
leaders to identify potential areas of growth. All nine principals stated that while the PPO
visits are meant to be evaluative sessions, they have served more of a coaching session that
has yielded improvements in school wide practices for ELLs and all students.

Coaching and Professional Development Enabled Change

All three participating superintendents believed that alongside supervisory
coaching, professional development that is directly aligned to areas in need of development
yielded improved outcomes for student achievement. They also reported that ELL practices
improved after school leaders and teachers engaged in coaching and professional learning
focused around improving their instructional capacity to serving this student population.
For example, Superintendent D1S stated:

Principals in my district come in with limited understanding on how to effectively

supervise bilingual teachers, and this leads them to not being able to provide

feedback that support pedagogical improvements. Knowing this I have strategically
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provided professional learning opportunities, which are accompanied by

supervisory-coaching sessions that have led to improvements on how students are

taught. These changes have created a ripple effect that has transformed teaching
and learning and producing better outcomes for ELLSs.

Principal D3P3 stated that coaching and professional development opportunities
have enhanced instructional practices at his school to create meaningful organizational
changes; he explained:

Central office and the superintendent established professional development
opportunities to build the capacity of school leaders throughout the district. This
has enable principals to engage in inter-visitation and the sharing of best practices
to support the needs of ELLs in their schools. In my case, I am the lighthouse
school, this allows me to have eight job-embedded coaching sessions to tie in all
the work we are doing during the four workshop dates, and to tie in the initiatives
of the district, I think that's what makes it really valuable. The work is helping me
to improve instruction for ELLSs in the school.

Furthermore, all principals interviewed felt that in order for organizational change
to take place the first thing that a school leader needed to establish was a trusting
relationship with the school community. Principal D3P1 stated, “building culture, building
trust; it’s about shifting the mindset.” In addition, D3P1 stated:

When new bilingual students came to the school, the mindset was that they couldn’t

learn. Now the team has realized that whether they come with formal instruction,

whether they are SIFE (Students with Interrupted Formal Education), they still

come with a background that you can tap into. The philosophy has slowly shifted
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to ‘all students can learn.” This is my belief, and it’s why I am doing this work, and

it keeps me going. I think because of this shift, now they’re able to see, truly, really,

see what kids can do, and there’s this excitement around the work.

All nine principals agree that the superintendent helped them change how they
supervise teachers. Principal D1P3 said of his superintendent “he has made it very clear to
us that walkthroughs are not something we are going to ignore." However, rather than
taking what Principal D2P1 characterized as a "Thou Shalt" approach, he gave principals
support and training and then allowed them to decide what the change would look like on
their campuses. Eight out of nine principals described their superintendents’ leadership
style as one that clearly explains expectations while allowing teachers and principals to
invest in schools and slowly build a culture of trust and acceptance that helped make change
happen.

Correspondingly, all three superintendents and nine principals believed that the
combination of coaching and professional learning support the development of school
leaders and teachers to better support ELL students. These approaches allowed school
leaders to make programmatic modifications that better support ELLs. Also, this shifts the
mindset of the teaching personnel to believe that regardless of language barriers all students
can learn if given the proper conditions and environment. However, two out of the nine
principals identified that the supervisory component of the relationship made it challenging
to engage in fully open conversations with their superior in fear it would impact their final
performance rating.

In summary, superintendents and principals alike believed that PPO visits

supported change within their learning institutions. This was possible due to opportunities
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being provided to observe practices and identify areas of further development. After areas
of development were identified, action plans were developed to address the needs and
move practices. Principal D1P1 stated, “after the PPO visits my superintendent work with
me to develop a plan of action to move the areas in need of further development within my
school.” Superintendents identified coaching and professional learning as essential with
the development of the school leader and teachers to effectively support ELL students
within their schools. While most principals felt the same as the superintendents, two found
it difficult to engage in a coaching relationships that were fully transparent with their
supervisory due to the evaluation or rating element that was associated with their

supervisor.
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CHAPTER FIVE
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS, CONCLUSIONS, AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Introduction

This qualitative study of three districts within New York City Department of
Education (NYCDOE) used grounded theory to explore the perceptions of school leaders
about the use of supervisory-coaching and professional development with the growth and
development of principals in New York City (NYC) to effectively implement programs
that support English language learners (ELLSs). The participants in the study were three
community school superintendents (two females and one male) and nine principals (two
males and seven females) serving grades ranging from Pre-Kindergarten to eight.

This chapter presents the findings, conclusions, and recommendations from the data
of this study. The chapter is organized in three subsections: summary of the findings,
conclusions, and recommendations.

The research was guided by the following three research questions:

1. What beliefs do school leaders hold regarding supervisory-coaching and
professional development as it supports the academic success of their ELL
student population?

2. What qualities of their supervisory-coaching and professional development
support do school leaders believe facilitate change?

3. What are the essential supervisory-coaching and professional development
processes that enable organizational change to support school leaders to design

programs that support ELLS?
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Summary of Findings

Research question one: The findings from research question one indicated that all
the superintendent participants believed that the main role of supervisory-coaching is to
provide opportunities for principals to participate in professional learning opportunities,
while getting to know their areas of development to build on their capacity.
Superintendents also viewed supervisory-coaching as a way to get to professionally know
their principals and their development needs. They emphasized the importance of assessing
what principals need to further develop in order to support improved instructional practices
within their schools and student achievement.

The findings also indicated superintendents believe that professional development and
supervisory-coaching’s main role is to support individuals acquiring the skills and tools
they need to do their job more effectively. All the superintendents in this study also
recognized that coaching and professional development supports could come in many
forms. For instance, they can happen through an informal dialogue, structured professional
development, and/or one-on-one coaching.

Additionally, superintendents believed that supporting principals to set high standards
for ELLs had an impact on improving school programs and instructional practices,
although there was variation evident on approach. For instance, some superintendents
believed that academic and instructional support doesn’t have to be differentiated for ELLs
as long as it's focused on setting high standards for all students while others believed that
coaching specifically targeted to deepen a leader’s capacity to improve academic and
instructional supports for ELLs was pivotal to their development and ability to support

educators in the schools that served them.
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All nine participating principals saw themselves as coaches and/or professional
developers as a result of coaching from their superintendents. They believed
supervisory-coaching and professional development supports helped them strengthen the
capacity of their teachers to effectively support ELLs as well as all students within their
schools. For example, superintendent D2S stated, “I set focus groups and coaching sessions
with my teachers to further their development.” All principals believed they extended the
supports provided by their superintendent to teachers because they wanted to share
practices that would improve instruction for all students including ELLSs.

Research question two: The findings for research question two indicated that
superintendent and principals alike expressed that building trusting relationships are at the
forefront of being able to engage in the work effectively and leading change within the
organization. The principals believed that they would not be able to engage in the work
openly with their supervisory-coach if they did not feel they could trust their supervisors
and be able to express themselves openly. In a similar manner, superintendents believe that
the work cannot be done if coachees do not trust them or feel they can have open honest
conversations about their needs.

All superintendent and principal participants identified the importance of
collaboration among all stakeholders as an essential element to bring about change within
an organization. All participants believed that collaboration among teachers, principals,
and superintendents improve learning for students; thereby, increasing school-based and
state assessment outcomes. Also, superintendent participants believe significant
instructional changes within schools occur when school leaders emphasized professional

development and collaboration among all the members of the school community.
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Moreover, superintendents believe in order for change to occur through coaching, the
coachee must feel they can engage in honest, trusting, and transparent (open dialogue that
could potentially highlight weaknesses) conversations.

Research question three: The findings in this study for research question three
indicated Principal Performance Observations (PPOs) supported change within schools
because they provided an opportunity for superintendents and principals to observe
practices and identify potential areas of growth. These practices allow the organization as
a whole to apply changes that impact instructional practices throughout the district because
principals took the feedback provided by their superintendents and modified practices
within their school to improve teaching and learning. With respect to improving and
designing programs for ELLs, superintendents and principals perceived that PPO visits
have yielded improvements in school wide practices for ELLs and all students.
Furthermore, superintendents believed that by strengthening school-based programs for
ELLs through PPO visits, they in turn strengthened practices for the district as a whole.

Moreover, all participants believed that PPO visits supported change within their
learning institutions and improved ELL programs within their schools. They believed this
was possible as a result of observing practices and collaboratively identifying areas in need
of improvement or further development. Action plans to further develop areas of
improvement were designed by the principal in support with the superintendent to address
the needs within the school and improve instructional practices.

Superintendent participants identified coaching and professional learning as
essential in the development of school leaders and teachers to effectively support ELL

students within their schools. While most principals felt the same, two found it difficult to
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engage in coaching relationships that were fully transparent with their supervisor. This was
due to the evaluation or rating element that was associated with their supervisor.
Conclusions

Several conclusions were made based on the findings. The first conclusion is that
the superintendent and principal participants in this study believed that one role of
supervisory-coaching is to build the school leaders capacity to better support the diverse
needs of their student population especially ELLs. Superintendents coached principals to
develop their understanding around how to support ELLs within their schools because they
observed that many of their principals lacked the training on how to do this work. Hence,
principals identified supervisory-coaching as one of the tools that helped them develop
their capacity to better support ELLs as well as all students more effectively. This connects
with Bennett and Bush’s (2014) research that found that leadership coaching holds the
promise of moving the capacity of an individual to a more desired state to support the
organization they work within and engage in positive change that supports the system
(Bennett & Bush, 2014). It also aligns with Walqui’s (2013) study, which has shown the
importance of developing the capacity of school leaders to understand how to most
effectively support ELLs (Walqui, 2013).

In addition, principals enter the principalships with uneven training and
experiences. Superintendents provided coaching and professional development in areas
principals needed development in to build their capacity and they found serving ELLSs was
an area they need to further develop. Supervisory-coaching coupled with professional
development support principals to acquire the tools necessary to establish programs that

support ELL students. Consequently, principals believe that supervisory-coaching and
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professional learning opportunities help them build their capacity as leaders to support all
students including ELL students within their schools. This also aligns with Codding and
Trucker’s (2002) research finding that showed inadequacies with the certification process
of school leaders. They found the process often exclude the necessary tools and training
that lead to successful school leadership development.

Secondly, it was concluded that superintendents and principals believed that trust
was important to build relationships that supported change. For instance, principals
identified having trusting relationships with the supervisor-coach as essential to enable
conversations that lead to the identification of areas of growth and strengths. Hence, this
relationship is one of the facts that yield positive changes within an organization. Also,
superintendent participants also believe that before the work can be done they have to
establish trusting relationships that allow honest and open dialogue of how to improve the
work believe that the work cannot be done if coachees don’t trust them or feel they can
have open honest conversations about their needs. Witherspoon’s (2000) findings align to
the outcomes of this study found coaching to be:

an action-learning process to enhance effective action and learning agility. It

involves a professional relationship and a deliberate, personalized process to

provide an executive client with valid information, free and informed choices based

on the information, and internal commitment to those choices. (p. 167)

Moreover, superintendents believe that in order for change to occur through coaching, the
coachees must feel they can engage in honest, trusting, and transparent conversations.

In addition, it can be concluded that participants found collaboration among all

stakeholders as an essential element to bring about change within an organization. All
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participants believe that collaboration among teachers, principals, and superintendents
improve learning for students; thereby, increasing school-based and state assessment
outcomes. Also, superintendent participants believe significant instructional shifts within
schools occur when school leaders prioritize professional development and collaboration
among all the members of the school community.

Thirdly, it was concluded that principals and superintendents find Principal
Performance Observation (PPOs) aid in building the capacity of leaders to identify areas
of further development. It can also be further concluded that both superintendents and
principal see professional learning in combination from PPOs or isolation also support the
development of the school leader. This agrees with the findings of Bennett and Bush (2014)
that suggested coaching should be intended to change elements of performance,
development, and even transformation of individuals and groups, which in turn can
potentially impact changes in organizations and systems.

Principals identified themselves as supervisory-coaches of their teachers in similar
ways that their superintendents were to them. It can be concluded that a principal’s one-
on-one coaching coupled with professional learning opportunities helped develop their
capacity as well as their teachers. In a similar manner, Bennett and Bush’s research
suggests that leadership coaching holds the promise of moving the individual in a better
direction or to a more desired state to support the organization they work within and engage
in positive change that supports the system (Bennett & Bush, 2014).

It can be further concluded the principals in this study believe coaching sessions
with their supervisory-coach allowed them to think differently and reflect upon what is

happening in the classrooms versus what teachers need to do in the classroom. In their
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opinion, these coaching sessions help them to reflect on their leadership practices by
putting more focus on their practices regarding leadership, evaluation, and school
programs. They also believed their superintendents are supporting them as instructional
leaders. From their point of view, the superintendent seems to be well prepared to train
them to recognize the various elements of teaching and learning, which in turn allows them
to reflect and discuss the instructional practices they observe in the classrooms.

It can be concluded from this study that superintendents believed that a persistent,
instructionally focused superintendent has an impact on improving schools. They believe
this can be accomplished by supporting school leaders to set high standards for ELLs. They
believed this was accomplished by improving the ways they supported and developed their
teachers while giving them sufficient latitude to act according to individual site
characteristics. Similarly, Elmore’s research found that “effective professional learning is
focused on the improvement of student learning through the improvement of the skill and
knowledge of educator” (Elmore, 2002, p. 7). This study also found that superintendents
and principals believed improving principal capacity on how to support ELLs and other
students also improved student outcomes. All principals reported to have documented
student gains as a result of the support they received to build their instructional capacity.
Similarly, Hamlin (2009) also noted that:

is a process that primarily (but not exclusively) takes place within a one-to-one

helping and facilitative relationship between a coach and an executive (or manager)

that enables the executive (or manager) to achieve personal, job, or organizational

related goals with an intention to improve organizational performance (p. 18).
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Additionally, it is concluded that superintendent and principal participants see PPO
visits as tools of change within their learning institutions. They see these visits as a tool for
change because PPO’s have resulted in improved practices for ELL students (stronger
programs to support ELLs). This was accomplished through designing a plan of action,
which addressed the instructional needs and program improvements for ELLs and all
students. It has also been concluded that superintendent participants identified coaching
and professional learning as essential in the development of the school leader and teachers
to effectively support ELL students within their schools. One of the challenges principal
participants highlighted was the supervisory nature of their relationship with their
superintendent. They found it challenging at times to be completely open about their areas
of growth.

Recommendations

Recommendations for Policy and Practice: Based on the themes and findings
that emerged from this study, the following recommendations are suggested:

1. Although we have national standards from the National Policy Board for

Educational Administration (NPBEA) for principals, they only address diversity in

a general manner, but they do not address the needs of English language learners.

Furthermore, currently there is a lack of national standards for superintendents to

abide by. The University of Washington has established set of standards, but they

are still not nationally recognized. Hence, New York State or policy makers in

Washington, DC establish a set of standards that include essential skills and

competencies that principals should acquire before entering the principalship that

address the need of ELLs. This will ensure principals coming in to the work will
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have a common set of skills and competencies. These competencies should include
understanding effective instructional practices to support special populations
including ELLSs.

2. Superintendents throughout the study highlighted that they wished they had more
time in their schedule to meet one-on-one with principals. They believed having
additional deputies and smaller ratios of principals to support would allow them to
support principals in a more comprehensive manner. To effectively support school
leaders, superintendent to principal ratios should be reduced. This can be
accomplished through the addition of deputy superintendents to support the
instructional development of school leaders. This work will provide additional
coaching time to move the learning for principals and teachers throughout the
district.

3. New York City Department of Education (NYCDOE) should consider reviewing
principal training programs to ensure they prepare principals to effectively support
and serve ELL students. Additionally, principal development programs within the
NYCDOE should be redesigned to ensure that principals are effectively trained and
prepared to work with diverse student populations but most importantly to work
with ELLs. Especially since the principals that participated in this study believed
that they were not well prepared to serve this student population adequately when
they started as principals. This is becoming more and more critical when the
number of ELLs throughout the country continues to increase but personnel is ill
equip to meet the needs of these students.

4. NYCDOE should train new principals using online, experiential modules designed
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by the Division of English Language Learners to provide foundational and
instructional base knowledge about ELLs for coherence across all schools.
NYCDOE should provide strategic action planning check-ins between key Field
Support Center staff (Deputy Director, Specialized Student Support, and Deputy
Director for ELLs and ELL Service Coordinator), superintendent, and new
principals to develop an action plan aligned with learning’s from the online
modules and school visions for ELLs.

NYCDOE should create an accessible data repository that houses key information
including programming (schedule) design, ELL services, work processes, and other

infrastructures/processes used in NYC schools as a resource for new principals.

Recommendations for Future Research

The purpose of this qualitative, grounded theory study of three districts within

NYCDOE was to explore what are the potential effects of supervisory-coaching and

professional development in the growth and development of principals in New York City

(NYC) to effectively implement programs that support ELLS within their school

communities to achieve academic excellence.

The recommendations for future research:

1.

2.

It is recommended that this study be replicated to include more superintendent and
principal participants. This will add to the body of knowledge about what principals
need to learn and be able to do to effectively support ELL students.

It is recommended that a study be conducted to help inform NYCDOE’s hiring
practices to identify the qualities and skills they seek in leadership candidates and

how those qualities and skills impact their work in practice. To further add, it also
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recommended that NYCDOE incorporates hiring practices that look at the
candidate’s readiness to support diverse student populations and most importantly
ELL students. In addition, this researcher’s study suggests that the superintendent
participants coached principals to develop their capacity better support ELL
students.

It is also recommended that there is a reexamination of policies around what is
expected of ELL students and how system leaders hold themselves accountable to
the success of these students. The superintendents in this study focused on ELLS
because they had a significant number of ELL students within their district. It is
worth considering if policies need to be reexamined in other districts that do not
have significant numbers of ELLs or if the superintendent lacks the capacity to
support within this area. While looking at intentional success verse coincidental to
ensure that ELLs needs are being addressed within all district and schools. Hence,
research focused around ELL expectations and outcomes should be further studied

to identify potential modifications around ELL accountabilities and expectations.

89



REFERENCES

Aleman, E., Delgado-Bernal, D., and Garavito, A. (2009) Latina/o Undergraduate
Students Mentoring Latina/o Elementary Students: A Borderlands Analysis
of Shifting Identities and First-Year Experiences. Harvard Educational
Review: December 2009, Vol. 79, No. 4, pp. 560-586.

Anderson, G. L. (2009). Advocacy leadership: Towards a post-reform agenda in
education. New York, NY: Taylor & Francis.

Association for Supervision and Curriculum Development (ASCD) (2012). Fulfilling the
promise of the Common Core State Standards: Moving from adoption to
implementation to sustainability. Alexandria, VA: ASCD. Retrieved from:
http://www.ascd.org/ASCD/pdf/sittASCD/commoncore/CCSSSummitReport.pdf

August, D. (2006). Demographic overview. In D. August & T. Shanahan (Eds.),
Developing literacy in second-language learners: Report of the National Literacy
Panel on language-minority children and youth (pp. 43-49). Mahwah, NJ:
Lawrence Erlbaum Associates.

August, D., & Hakuta, K. (Eds.). (1998). Educating language-minority children.
Washington, DC: National Academy Press.

Babb, M. A. (2008). Walk beside them: How superintendents support principal change
(Order No. 3349442). Available from ProQuest Dissertations & Theses Global.
(304654886). Retrieved from
https://sagecolleges.idm.oclc.org/login?url=http://search.proquest.com.sagecolleg
es.idm.oclc.org/docview/304654886?accountid=13645

Bambrick-Santoyo, B. (2012). Leading Leaders. Phi Delta Kappa, Vol. 94, #3, 70-71).

90


http://www.ascd.org/ASCD/pdf/siteASCD/commoncore/CCSSSummitReport.pdf
https://sagecolleges.idm.oclc.org/login?url=http://search.proquest.com.sagecolleges.idm.oclc.org/docview/304654886?accountid=13645
https://sagecolleges.idm.oclc.org/login?url=http://search.proquest.com.sagecolleges.idm.oclc.org/docview/304654886?accountid=13645

Barth, R. (1990). Improving Schools from Within: Teachers, parents, and principals can
make the difference. San Francisco, Jossey-Bass.

Batalova, J. & Zong, J. (November 11, 2016). Language diversity and English
proficiency in the United States. Washington, D.C

Benett, J. L. (2006). An agenda for coaching-related research: A challenge for
researchers. Consulting Psychology Journal: Practice and Research, 58(4), 240-
249.

Bennett, J. L. & Bush, M. (2014). Coaching through change. New York, NY: Edwards
Brothers Malloy.

Bennett, J. L. & Harper, M. (2008). Executive coaching readiness assessment scale.
Presented at Academy of Management, Anaheim, CA.

Blackmore, J. (2002). Leadership for socially just schooling: More substance and less
style in high risk, low trust times? Journal of School Leadership, 12, 198-222.

BlessingWhite. (2008). The state of employment engagement—2008: North American
overview [White Paper]. Princeton, NJ: Author.

Block, P. (2000). Flawless consulting: A guide to getting your expertise used. San
Francisco: Jossey-Bass/Pfeiffer.

Block, P. (2000). Risk is where you find it. C2M: Consulting to Management, 11(3), 43.

Block, P., & Markowitz, A. (Eds.). (2001). The flawless consultant fieldbook &
companion: A guide to understanding your expertise. San Francisco: Jossey—
Bass/Pfeiffer.

Bogdan, R. C., & Biklen, S. (1998). Qualitative research for education: An introduction

to theory and methods. Needham Heights, MA: Allyn & Bacon.

91



Bogdan, R. C., & Biklen, S. (2003). Qualitative research for Education: An introduction
to theory and methods. Needham Heights, MA: Allyn & Bacon.

Bogotch, 1. (2002). Educational leadership and social justice: Practice into theory.
Journal of School Leadership, 12, 138-156.

Bottoms, K.; O'Neill, G.; Fry, B.; & Hill, D. (2003). Good principals are the key to
successful schools: Six strategies to prepare more good principals. Atlanta:
Southern Regional Education Board.

Brimley, V., Verstegen, D., and Garfield, R. (2012). Financing education in a climate of
change. (Eleventh Edition) Boston: Allyn & Bacon.

Brooks, J. S., Normore, A. H., Jean-Marie, G., & Hodgins, D. (2007). Distributed
leadership for social justice: Influence and equity in an urban high school. Journal
of School Leadership, 17(4): 378-408.

Brooks, K., Adams, S.R., & Morita-Mullaney, T. (2010). Creating inclusive learning
communities for ELL students: Transforming school principal’s perspectives.
Theory in Practice, 49, 145-151.

Cambron-McCabe N., McCarthy M. M. (2005). Educating school leaders for social
justice. Educational Policy, 19, 201-222.

Carnoy, M. & Garcia, E. (2017). Washington, D.C.: Economic Policy Institute

Codding, J. and Tucker, M. (2002). The Principal Challenge. San Francisco, Jossey-
Bass.

Coghlan, D., & Brannick, T. (2005). Doing action research in your own organization.

London: Sage Publications.

92



Collins, H. (2010). Creative Research: The Theory and Practice of Research for the
Creative Industries: AVA Publishing.

Cooper, J. D., Chard, D. J., & Kiger, N. D. (2006). The struggling reader: Interventions
that work. Scholastic Inc.

Cotton, K. (2003). Principals and student achievement: What the research says.
Alexandria, VA: Association for Supervision and Curriculum Development.

Creswell, J., & Plano Clark, V. (2007). Designing and Conducting Mixed Methods
Research. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage.

Creswell, J. W. (2014). Research design: qualitative, quantitative, and mixed methods
approaches. 4th ed. Thousand Oaks, California: SAGE Publications.

Cudeiro-Nelsen, A. (2002). Superintendents and instructional leadership: The principal
connection- How three superintendents promote, develop, and support,
instructional leadership in principals (Order No. 3055843). Available from
ProQuest Dissertations & Theses Global. (252095834). Retrieved from
https://sagecolleges.idm.oclc.org/login?url=http://search.proquest.com.sagecolleg
es.idm.oclc.org/docview/252095834?accountid=13645

Elmore, R.F. (2000). Building a new structure for school leadership. Washington, DC:
The Albert Shanker Institute.

Elmore, R. F. (2002). Bridging the gap between standards and achievement.
Washington, D.C.: The Albert Shanker Institute.

Elmore, R.F. (2004). School Reform from the Inside Out: Policy, Practice, and

Performance. Cambridge: Harvard Education Press.

93



Facella, M. A.; Rampino, K. M., &Shea, E. K. (2005). Effective Teaching Strategies for
English Language Learners. Bilingual Research Journal, Vol. 29(1), p. 209-221.

Farkas, S., Johnson, J., & Duffett, A. (2002). Rolling up their sleeves: Superintendents
and principals talk about what's needed to fix public schools. New York: The
Public Agenda for the Wallace Foundation.

Fenstermacher, G. D., Goodlad, J. I., & National Society for the Study of Education.
(1983). Individual differences and the common curriculum. Chicago, Ill: National
Society for the Study of Education.

Franklin, J. (2005). Change readiness in coaching: Potentiating client change. In M.
Cavanagh, A. M. Grant, & T. Kemp (Eds), Evidence-based coaching (Vol. 1)
Theory research and practices from the behavioral sciences (p. 193-200). Bowen
Hills: Australian Academic Press.

Fullan, M. (2001). The new meaning of educational change (3rd ed.). New York:
Teachers College Press.

Fullan, M. (2006). Leading professional learning: Think ‘system’” and not ‘individual
school’” if the goal is to fundamentally change the culture of schools. School
Administrator, 63(10), 10-15.

Fullan, M. (2008). The six secrets of change. Jossey-Bass: John Wiley & Sons.

Fullan, M., Hill, P., & Crevola, C. (2006). Breakthrough. London: Corwin Press

Fuller, E.J. & Liz Hollingworth, L. (2014). A Bridge Too Far? Challenges in Evaluating
Principal Effectiveness. Educational Administration Quarterly. VVol. 50(3) pgs.

466-499.

94



Gall, M. D, Gall, J. P., & Borg, W. R. (2007). Educational research: An introduction.
Boston, MA: Allyn & Bacon.

Gandara, P., Maxwell-Jolly, J., & Driscoll, A. (2005). Listening to teachers of English
Learners. Santa Cruz, CA: Center for the Future of Teaching and Learning.
Gandara, P., Maxwell-Jolly, J., & Benavidez, L. M. R. (2007). Promoting academic
literacy among secondary English language learners: a synthesis of research and
practice. Davis, CA: University of California Davis, School of Education,

Linguistic Minority Institute, Education Policy Center.

Gandara, P., Maxwell-Jolly, J., & Rumberger, R. (2008). Resources need for English
learners: getting down to policy recommendations. Davis, CA: University of
California Davis, School of Education, Linguistic Minority Institute, Education
Policy Center.

Garcia, E. (2002). Student cultural diversity: Understanding and meeting the challenge.
Boston, MA: Houghton Mifflin.

Garcia, S., & Dominquez, L. (1997). Cultural contexts that influence learning and
academic performance. Child and Adolescent Psychiatric Clinics of North
America, 6(3), 621-655.

Garcia, P. A., & Gopal, M. (2003). The relationship to achievement on the California high
school exit exam for language minority students. NABE Journal of Research and
Practice, 1(1), 123-137.

Gardner, H. (1991). The unschooled mind: How children think and how schools should

teach. New York, NY: Basic Books.

95



Gay, G. (2000). Culturally responsive teaching: Theory, research, and practice. New
York, NY: Teachers College Press.

Gay, G. (2002) Culturally responsive teaching in special education for ethnically diverse
students: setting the stage. International Journal of Qualitative Studies in
Education, 15(6), 613-629.

Gay, L. R., & Airasian, P. (2003). Educational research: Competencies for analysis and
applications. Upper Saddle River, NJ: Merrill.

Gay, L. R., Mills, G. E., & Airasian, P. W. (2006). Educational research: Competencies
for analysis and applications. Upper Saddle River, N.J: Merrill/Prentice Hall.

Geertz, C. (1973). Thick description: Toward an interpretative theory of culture. In C.
Geertz (Ed.), The Interpretation of Culture: Selected Essays (pp. 3-30). NewYork,
NY: Basic Books.

Genaro, L. (2004). Understanding the Latino experience. Independent School, 63, 96- 104.

Genesee, F., Lindholm-Leary, K., Saunders, W. M., & Christian, D. (2006). Educating
English language learners: A synthesis of research evidence. New York, NY:
Cambridge University Press.

Gersten, R., Woodward, J., & Morvant, M. (1992). Refining the working knowledge of
experienced teachers. Educational Leadership, 49, 34-39.

Gillham, B. (2000). The research interview. London, England: Continuum.

Ginsberg, M.B., & Wlodkowski, R.J. (2000). Creating highly motivating classrooms for
all students: A schoolwide approach to powerful teaching with diverse learners.

San Francisco, CA: Jossey-Bass.

96



Ginsburg, H. P., & Baron, J. (1993). Cognition: Young children’s construction of
mathematics. In R. J. Jensen (Ed.), Research ideas for the classroom: Early
childhood mathematics (pp. 3-21). New York, NY: Macmillan. Giroux, H. A., &
McLaren, P. (1994). Between borders: Pedagogy and the politics of cultural
studies. London, England: Routledge.

Gist, M. E., & Mitchell, T. R. (1992). Self-efficacy: a theoretical analysis of its
determinants and malleability. Academy of Management Review, 17(2), 183-211.
Glickman, C. D. (1998). Supervision of instruction: A developmental approach.
Boston, MA: Allyn & Bacon.

Glaser, B. G., & Strauss, A. L. (1967). The discovery of grounded theory: Strategies for
qualitative research. Chicago: Aldine Pub. Co.

Glass, T. E., & Franceschini, L.A. (2007). The state of the American school
superintendency: A mid-decade study. Arlington, VA: American Association of
School Administrators.

Goertz, M., & Duffy, M. (2003). Mapping the landscape of high-stakes testing and accountability
programs. Theory into Practice, 42(1), 4-11.

Goldenberg, C. N. (2004). Successful school change: creating settings to improve teaching
and learning. New York: Teachers College Press.

Goldenberg, C. N. (2008). Teaching English language learners: What the research does - and does
not - say. American Educator, 33(2), 8-44.

Goldenberg, C., & Gallimore, R. (1996). Accommodating cultural differences and commonalties

in educational practice. Journal of Multicultural Education, 4(1), 16-19.

97



Goldenberg, C., & Sullivan, J. (1994). Making change happen in a language minority school: A
search for coherence. Santa Cruz, CA: National Center for Research on Cultural Diversity
and Second Language Learning.

Gonzélez, N., Moll, L., & Amanti, C. (2005). Funds of knowledge: Theorizing practices in
households, communities, and classrooms. New Jersey, NJ: Lawrence Erlbaum Associates,
Publishers.

Gonzélez, R. D., & Melis, I. (2000). Language ideologies: Critical perspectives on the English
only movement. Mahwah, N.J. Lawrence Erlbaum.

Goodlad, J. (1983). A Place Called School. New York: McGraw Hill.

Goodlad, J., Klein, M.F. et al. (1974). Looking Behind the Classroom Door. Worthington, OH:
Charles A. Jones Publishing Co.

Goodnow, J. J., Miller, P. J., & Kessel F. (Eds.) (1995). Cultural practices as contexts for
development. New Directions for Child Development, No. 67. San Francisco, CA: Jossey-
Bass.

Graduation School Alliance for Executive Coaching. (2012). Academic standards for
graduate programs in executive and organizational coaching: Graduate School
Alliance for Executive Coaching.

Grant, A.M. & Palmer, S. (2003). The impact of life coaching on goal attainment,
metacognition, mental health, Social Behavior and Personality, 31(3), 253-264.

Hallinger, P. (1992). School Leadership Development: An Introduction. Education and
Urban Society 24(3): 300-316

Hallinger, P. (2005). Instructional Leadership and the School Principal: A Passing Fancy
that Refuses to Fade Away. Leadership And Policy In Schools, 4(3), 221-239.

Hallinger, P. & Lockwood, N. R. (2006). Talent management: Driver for organization
success. Research Quarterly, 1-13. Retrieved from http://www.shrm.org

98



Hallinger, P., and Heck, R. (1996). Reassessing the Principal's Role in School
Effectiveness: A Review of Empirical Research, 1980-1995. Educational
Administration Quarterly (32):5. New York City Department of Education.
School quality guide. (2015). Retrieved from
http://schools.nyc.gov/NR/rdonlyres/FF16051F-F2F5-43DE-98FE-
A45E6F3A3F6E/0/201415EducatorGuideHS11202015. pdf

Harper, M., & Cole, P. (2012). Member checking: Can benefits be gained similar to group
therapy, The Qualitative Report, 17 (2), 510-517.

Harvey, J. (2011). The school principal as leader: guiding schools to better teaching and
learning.s Wallace Perspective.

Hamlin R. G., Ellinger A. E., Beattie R. S. (2009). Toward a profession of coaching? A

99 ¢¢

definitional examination of “coaching,” “organization development,” and ‘human
resource development.” International Journal of Evidence Based Coaching and
Mentoring, 7(1), 13-38.

Hendrickson, Robert. (2000). The Facts on File Encyclopedia of Word and Phrase
Origins (Rev. ed). . (p.155). New York: Checkmark Books.

Hiatt, J. & Rowland, D. (2003). Change management. Loveland, CO: Prosci Research

Hidden Curriculum (2014, August 26). In S. Abbott (Ed.), The glossary of education
reform. Retrieved from http://edglossary.org/hidden-curriculum

Hough, K. L. (2014). Internal accountability and district achievement: How
superintendents affect student learning. Journal of School Leadership, 24(1), 32+.

Retrieved from

http://library.sage.edu:2048/login?url=http://go.galegroup.com/ps/i.do?p=AONE

99


http://schools.nyc.gov/NR/rdonlyres/FF16051F-F2F5-43DE-98FE-A45E6F3A3F6E/0/201415EducatorGuideHS11202015.pdf
http://schools.nyc.gov/NR/rdonlyres/FF16051F-F2F5-43DE-98FE-A45E6F3A3F6E/0/201415EducatorGuideHS11202015.pdf
http://www.amazon.com/gp/product/0816069670/ref=as_li_ss_tl?ie=UTF8&camp=1789&creative=390957&creativeASIN=0816069670&linkCode=as2&tag=888abc456-20
http://www.amazon.com/gp/product/0816069670/ref=as_li_ss_tl?ie=UTF8&camp=1789&creative=390957&creativeASIN=0816069670&linkCode=as2&tag=888abc456-20
http://library.sage.edu:2048/login?url=http://go.galegroup.com/ps/i.do?p=AONE&sw=w&u=nysl_ca_sagecoll&v=2.1&it=r&id=GALE%7CA366236175&sid=summon&asid=43f9a2692c9c8387d60e3afcf3eccbe5

&sw=w&u=nysl _ca_sagecoll&v=2.1&it=r&id=GALE%7CA366236175&sid=su
mmon&asid=43f9a2692c9c8387d60e3afcf3ecche5

Jowett, S., O’Broin, A., & Palmer, S. (2010). On understanding the role and significance
of a key two-person relationship in sport and executive coaching. Sport &
Exercise Psychology Review, 6(2), 19-30.

International Coach Federation (2008). Module 1: Profile of coaching industry.
Lexington, KY: International Coach Federation.

International Coach Federation (2012). Global Coaching Study, ICF, Kentucky.

Joo, B. K., Sushko, J. S., & McLean, G. N. (2012). Multiple faces of coaching:
Managers-coach, executive coaching, and formal mentoring. Organizational
Development Journal, 30(1), 19-38.

Kiel, F., Rimmer, E., Williams, K., & Doyle, M. (1996). Coaching at the top. Consulting
Psychology Journal, 48(2)k 67-77.

Kilberg, R. R. (2000). Executive coaching: Developing managerial wisdom is a world of
chaos. Washington, DC: American Psychological Association.

Kindler A. L. (2002). Survey of the states’ limited English proficient students and
available educational programs and services: 2000—2001 summary
report. Washington, DC: Office of English Language Acquisition, Language
Enhancement and Academic Achievement for Limited English Proficient
Students.

Kotter, J. P. (1996). Leading change. Boston, Mass: Harvard Business School Press.

Kotter, J. P., & Cohen, D. S. (2002). The heart of change: Real-life stories of how people

change their organizations. Boston, Mass.: Harvard Business School Press.

100


http://library.sage.edu:2048/login?url=http://go.galegroup.com/ps/i.do?p=AONE&sw=w&u=nysl_ca_sagecoll&v=2.1&it=r&id=GALE%7CA366236175&sid=summon&asid=43f9a2692c9c8387d60e3afcf3eccbe5
http://library.sage.edu:2048/login?url=http://go.galegroup.com/ps/i.do?p=AONE&sw=w&u=nysl_ca_sagecoll&v=2.1&it=r&id=GALE%7CA366236175&sid=summon&asid=43f9a2692c9c8387d60e3afcf3eccbe5

Knapp M. S., Copland M. A., Honig M. 1., Plecki M. L., Portin B. S. (2010, August).
Learning-focused leadership and leadership support: Meaning and practice in
urban systems. Seattle: University of Washington, Center for the Study of
Teaching and Policy.

Krathwohl, D. R. (1998). Methods of educational & social science research: An
integrated approach (2" ed.) White Plains, NY: Addison Wesley Longman, Inc.

Krueger, R. A., & Casey, M. A. (2000). Focus groups: A practical guide for applied
research. Thousand Oaks, Calif: Sage Publications.

Kvale, S. (1996). InterViews: An introduction to qualitative research interviewing.
Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage Publications.

Lane, D. A., Stetler, R., & Rostrom, S. S. (2010). The future of coaching as a profession.
In E. Cox, T. Bachkirova, & D. Clutterbuck (Eds.), The complete handbook of
coaching (p. 357-368). Los Angles, CA: Sage.

Laske, O. E. (1999). An integrated approach to developmental coaching. Consulting
Psychology Journal: Practice and Research, 51(3), 139-159.

Laske, O. E. (2003, November 12). An integrated model of developmental
coaching(TM): Researching new ways of coaching and coach education. Paper
presented at the Coaching Research Symposium, Denvor, CO.

Lee, O. Z. (2010). The leadership gap: Preparing leaders for urban (Order No.
3418101). Available from Education Database; ProQuest Central. (748231523).
Retrieved from
http://library.sage.edu:2048/login?url=http://search.progquest.com.library.sage.edu

:2048/docview/748231523?accountid=13645

101



Leithwood, K.A. & Jantzi, D. (2006) Linking leadership to student learning: The
contribution of leader efficacy, Educational Administration Quarterly.

Leithwood, K. A., Louis, K. S., Wahlstrom , K. L., and Anderson, S. E. (2010). Investigating the
Link to Improve Student Learning, Learning form Leadership Project

Leithwood, K. A. & Riehl, C. (2003). What we know about successful school leadership.
Phildelphia, PA: Laboratory for Student Success, Temple University.

Lempesis, C. (2009). The relationship between principal leadership effectiveness and
school performance in South Carolina high schools (Order No. 3421339).
Available from Education Database; ProQuest Central. (751580227). Retrieved
from
http://library.sage.edu:2048/login?url=http://search.proquest.com.library.sage.edu
:2048/docview/751580227?accountid=13645

Lewin, K. (1948). Resolving social conflicts: Selected papers on group dynamics. New
York: Harper & Row.

Lewin, K., Lippitt, R. and White, R. (1939). Patterns of Aggressive Behavior in
Experimentally Created “Social Climates”. The Journal of Social Psychology,
10(2), pp.269-299.

Lockwood, A. T. The Changing Role of Principals: An Interview with Philip Hallinger
[Electronic Version]. New Leaders For Tomorrow's Schools. Retrieved
November 13, 2006.

Louis, K.S., Leithwood, K., Wahlstrom, K.L., Anderson, S.E. (2010) Learning from
leadership: investigating the links to improved student learning. Minnesota: The

Wallace Foundation.

102


http://library.sage.edu:2048/login?url=http://search.proquest.com.library.sage.edu:2048/docview/751580227?accountid=13645
http://library.sage.edu:2048/login?url=http://search.proquest.com.library.sage.edu:2048/docview/751580227?accountid=13645

Nurdjaja-Acuna, J. (2016). The role of leadership with implementation of
instructional practices for ELL students in grade one (Order No. 10249368).
Available from ProQuest Dissertations & Theses Global. (1864629794).
Retrieved from
https://sagecolleges.idm.oclc.org/login?url=http://search.proquest.com.sagecolleg
es.idm.oclc.org/docview/1864629794?accountid=13645.

Marshall, C., & Rossman, G. B. (1999). Designing qualitative research. Thousand Oaks,
Calif: Sage Publications.

Marzano, R. J., Waters, T., & McNulty, B. (2005). School leadership that works: From
research to results. Aurora, CO: Mid-continent Research for Education and
Learning.

Marzano, R., & Waters, T. (2009). District leadership that works: Striking the right
balance. Bloomington, IN: Solution Tree.

McCracken, G. (1988). The long interview. Newbury Park, CA: Sage. Patton, M. Q.
(1997). Utilization-Focused Evaluation. Thousand Oaks, California: SAGE
Publications.

McMillan, J. (2008). Educational research: Fundamentals for the consumer (5th ed.).
Boston, MA: Pearson Education.

Medina, L. (2009). Leadership and accountability for English language learners: A
framework for success (Order No. 3395304). Available from Education Database;
ProQuest Central; ProQuest Dissertations & Theses Global. (305086592).

Retrieved from

103


https://sagecolleges.idm.oclc.org/login?url=http://search.proquest.com.sagecolleges.idm.oclc.org/docview/1864629794?accountid=13645
https://sagecolleges.idm.oclc.org/login?url=http://search.proquest.com.sagecolleges.idm.oclc.org/docview/1864629794?accountid=13645

https://sagecolleges.idm.oclc.org/login?url=http://search.proquest.com.sagecolleg
es.idm.oclc.org/docview/305086592?accountid=13645

Meskill C. (2005). Infusing English language learner issues throughout professional
educator curricula: The training all teachers project. Teachers College Record,
107, 739-756.

Meyer D., Madden D., McGrath D. J. (2005). English language learner students in U.S.
public schools: 1994 and 2000. Education Statistics Quarterly, 6. Retrieved
from http://nces.ed.gov/programs/quarterly/vol_6/6_3/3 4.asp Google Scholar

McMillan, J. (2008). Educational research: Fundamentals for the consumer (5th ed.).
Boston, MA: Pearson Education.

McNiff, J. (1988) Action Research: Principles and Practice. London, Routledge.

McNiff, J. (2000a) “Virtual Professionalism and the Challenge for Irish educators’, Irish
Educational Studies, 19: 139-150.

McNiff, J. (2000b) Action Research in Organisations. London, Routledge.

McNiff, J. (2001) Action Research: Principles and Practice, 2nd edition. London,
Routledge.

McNiff, J. and Collins, U. (1994) (eds) A New Approach to Incareer Development for
Teachers in Ireland. Bournemouth, Hyde.

McNiff, J., Lomax, P. and Whitehead, J. (1996) You and Your Action Research Project.
London, Routledge.

McNiff, J., McNamara, G. and Leonard, D. (2000) (eds) Action Research in Ireland.
Dorset, September.

New York City Department of Education (2015). Principal Performance Observation
Tool. Retrieved from

104


https://sagecolleges.idm.oclc.org/login?url=http://search.proquest.com.sagecolleges.idm.oclc.org/docview/305086592?accountid=13645
https://sagecolleges.idm.oclc.org/login?url=http://search.proquest.com.sagecolleges.idm.oclc.org/docview/305086592?accountid=13645
http://nces.ed.gov/programs/quarterly/vol_6/6_3/3_4.asp
http://scholar.google.com/scholar_lookup?publication_year=2005&pages=739-756&issue=3&author=D.+Meyer&author=D.+Madden&author=D.+J.+McGrath&title=English+language+learner+students+in+U.S.+public+schools:+1994+and+2000&

http://schools.nyc.gov/Accountability/tools/review/links_resources/PPR.htm

New York City Department of Education (2015). Principal Practice Review Toolkit.
Retrieved from
http://schools.nyc.gov/Accountability/tools/review/links_resources/PPR.htm

Pasmore, W. (2015). Leading continuous change: Managing churn in the real world.
Oakland: Berrett Koehler.

Pasmore, W., & Friedlander, F. (1982). An action research program for increasing
employee involvement in problem solving. Administrative Science Quarterly,
27(3), 343-362.

Patton, R.J. (1997). The Fault Tolerant Control: The 1997 Situation.Fault Detection,
Supervision and Safety for Technical Processes: Kingston Upon Hull. p. 1029-
1051.

Petersen, C. M. (2012). Transformational leadership: An ethnographic study of
principals' influence on instructional effectiveness of teaching english language
learners in select elementary schools (Order No. 3515011). Available from
ProQuest Dissertations & Theses Global. (1020130448). Retrieved from
https://sagecolleges.idm.oclc.org/login?url=http://search.proquest.com.sagecolleg
es.idm.oclc.org/docview/1020130448?accountid=13645

Petersen, C. M. & Barnett, J. E. (2009). Military Psychologist Desk Reference: Oxford
University Press.

Protheroe, J. (2011) Effective Resource Use — People, Time, and Money in Principal’s
Practice. Research Review, May 2011 (Vol. 6, #3).

Public Agenda (2001). Trying to stay ahead of the game: Superintendents and principals

talk about school leadership Washington, DC.
105


http://schools.nyc.gov/Accountability/tools/review/links_resources/PPR.htm
http://schools.nyc.gov/Accountability/tools/review/links_resources/PPR.htm
https://sagecolleges.idm.oclc.org/login?url=http://search.proquest.com.sagecolleges.idm.oclc.org/docview/1020130448?accountid=13645
https://sagecolleges.idm.oclc.org/login?url=http://search.proquest.com.sagecolleges.idm.oclc.org/docview/1020130448?accountid=13645

Ratin, L. & Baban, A. (2012). Executive coaching as a change process: An analysis of the
readiness for coaching. Cognition, Brain, Behavior: An Interdisciplinary Journal,
16(1), 139-164.

Reason, P., & Bradbury, H. (2006). The SAGE handbook of action research: Participative
inquiry and practice. Los Angeles, Calif: SAGE.

Reyes A. (2006). Reculturing principals as leaders for cultural and linguistic diversity.

In Téllez K., Waxman H. C. (Eds.), Preparing quality educators for English
language learners: Research, policies, and practices (pp. 145-165). Mahwah,
NJ: Lawrence Erlbaum.

Riggio, R., Chaleff, I., & Lipman-Blumen, J. (2008). The Art of Followership; How Great
Followers Create Great Leaders and Organizations. San Francisco, CA: Jossey-
Bass.

Rock, D. and Schwartz, J. (2006) The Neuroscience of Leadership, Strategy + Business 43,
2-10.

Roza, M., Celio, M., Harvey, J., & Wishon, S. (2002). A matter of definition: Is there truly
a shortage of school principals? New York: The Wallace Foundation: 68.

Sagor, R. (1992). How to conduct collaborative action research. Alexandria, Va:
Association for Supervision and Curriculum Development.

Savenye, W.C., & Robinson, R.S. (2004). Qualitative research issues and methods: An
introduction for educational technologists. In D. H. Jonassen (Ed.),Handbook of
Educational Communications and Technology (2nd ed., pp. 1045-1071). Mahwah,
NJ: Lawrence Erlbaum Associates, Inc.

Scharmer, O.C. (2009). Theory U: Leading from the Future as It Emerges.

106



Oakland, CA: Berrett-Koehler Publishers, Inc.

Schein, E. H. (1985). How culture forms, develops, and changes. In R. H. Kilmann, M.
J. Saxton, R. Serpa, & Associates (Eds.), Gaining control of the corporate culture
(p. 17-43). San Francisco: Jossey-Bass.

Schein, E.H. (1987). Process consultation volume II: Lessons for managers and
consultants. Reading, MA: Addison-Wesley Publishing Company.

Schein, E. H. (1990). A general philosophy of helping: Process consultation. Sloan
Management Review, 31(3), 57.

Schein, E. H. (1995). Process consultation, action research, and clinical inquiry: Are they
the same? Journal of Managerial Psychology, 10(6), 14.

Schein, E. (1999). Process Consultation Revisited: Building the Helping Relationship.
Reading, MA: Addision Wesley.

Schein, E. H. (2000). Sense and nonsense about culture and climate. In N. M. Ashkanasy,
C. P. M. Wilderom, & M. F. Peterson (Eds.), Handbook of organizational culture
and climate (pp. xxiii-xxx). Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage Publications.

Schein, E.H. (2000). Coaching and consultation: Are they the same? In M. Goldsmith, L.
Lyons, & A. Freas (Eds), Coaching and consultation: Are they the same? In M.
Goldsmith, L. Lyons, & A. Freas (Eds.), Coaching for leadership: How the world’s
greatest coaches help learners learn (p. 65-73). San Francisco, CA: Jossey-Bass.

Schein, E. (2009). Helping. San Franscisco, CA: Berrett-Koehler.

Schlueter, K. & Walker, J. (2008). Selection of school leaders: A critical component for

change. NASSP Bulletin, 92(1), 37

107



Schribner, S., Crow, G., Lopez, G., & Murtadha, K. (2011). “Successful” principals: A
contested notion for superintendents and principals. Journal of School Leadership.
Vol. 21, p. 390 — 421.

Seashore Louis, K., Leithwood, K., Wahlstrom, K., & Anderson, S. (2010). Investigating
the links to improved student learning. Washington, DC: Wallace Foundation.

Shaw P. (2003). Leadership in the diverse school. In Schecter S. R., Cummins J. (Eds.),
Multilingual education in practice (pp. 97-112). Portsmouth, NH: Heinemann.

Shields C. M. (2004). Dialogic leadership for social justice: Overcoming pathologies of silence.
Educational Administration Quarterly, 40, 109-132.

Shelton, S. (2010). Strong leaders strong schools: 2010 school leadership laws. Denver,
CO: National Conference of State Legislatures. Retrieved from
www.wallacefoundation. org/knowledge-center/school-leadership/state-
policy/Pages/ Strong-Leaders-Strong-Schools-2010-School-
LeadershipLaws.aspx.

Sapon-Shevin M. (2003). Inclusion: A matter of social justice. Educational Leadership,
61(2), 25-28.

Salsberry, T. & Smiley (2007). Effective Schooling for English Language Learners: What
Elementary Principals Should Know and Do. Eye on Education.

The Wallace Foundation. (2013). The school principal as leader: Guiding schools to
better teaching and learning. New York: The Wallace Foundation. Retrieved from
http://www.wallacefoundation.org/knowledge-center/school-leadership/effective-
principal-leadership/Pages/The-School-Principal-as-Leader-Guiding-Schools-to-

Better-Teaching-and-Learning.aspx

108


http://www.wallacefoundation.org/knowledge-center/school-leadership/effective-principal-leadership/Pages/The-School-Principal-as-Leader-Guiding-Schools-to-Better-Teaching-and-Learning.aspx
http://www.wallacefoundation.org/knowledge-center/school-leadership/effective-principal-leadership/Pages/The-School-Principal-as-Leader-Guiding-Schools-to-Better-Teaching-and-Learning.aspx
http://www.wallacefoundation.org/knowledge-center/school-leadership/effective-principal-leadership/Pages/The-School-Principal-as-Leader-Guiding-Schools-to-Better-Teaching-and-Learning.aspx

Thompson, H. B., Bear, D.J., Dennis, D.J., Vickers, M. London, J., & Morrison, C. L.
(2008). Coaching: A global study of successful practices: Trends and future
possibilities 2008. New York, NY: American Management Association
(AMACOM).

Tupa, M., & McFadden, L. (2009). Excellence is never an accident. Phi Delta Kappan,
90, 554- 556.

Underhill, B.O., McAnally, K., and Koriath, J. (2007). Executive coaching for
results: The definitive guide to developing organizational leaders. San Francisco,
CA: Berrett-Koehler.

Verra, M. C. (2009). Leading change in schools: Leadership practices for a district
supported school-based reform model (Order No. 3420629). Available from
Education Database; ProQuest Central. (750158577). Retrieved from
http://library.sage.edu:2048/login?url=http://search.proquest.com.library.sage.edu
:2048/docview/750158577?accountid=13645

Vitcov, B. & Bloom, G. (2011). “Managing Principals.” American School Board Journal.
Vol. 198, #2, p. 26-28.

Vogt, W. P,, Gardner, D. C., & Haeffele, L. M. (2012). When to use what research
design. New York, N.Y.: The Guilford Press.

von Frank, V. (2009). Reach the Highest Standard in Professional Learning: Leadership.
Corwell.

Walqui, A. (2000). Access and engagement: Program design and instructional approaches

for immigrant students in secondary school. Topics in immigrant education 4.

109



Language in education: Theory and practice 94. Washington, DC: ERIC
Clearinghouse on Languages and Linguistics.

Walsh, 1., Holton, J. A., Bailyn, L., Fernandez, W., Levina, N., & Glaser, B. (2015).
“What grounded theory is... a critically reflective conversation among scholars,”
Organizational Research Methods 18(4), Sept. 2015, pp. 620-628.

Ward, C.J. (2013). Why Leadership Matters: One School’s Journey to Success.
Educational Leadership and Administration: Teaching and Program Development.
Vol. 24, p 62-74.

Waters, J. T., & Marzano, R. J. (2006). School district leadership that works: The effect
of superintendent leadership on student achievement. Denver, CO: Mid-continent
Research for Education and Learning (McREL).

Wenger, K. J., Lubbes, T., Lazo, M., Azcarraga, I., Sharp, S., & Ernst-Slavit, G. (2004).
Hidden teachers, invisible students: Lessons learned from exemary bilingual
paraprofessionals in secondary schools. Teacher Education Quarterly, 31, 89-111.

Whitaker, T. (2003). What Great Principals Do Differently: Fifteen Things That Matter

Most. Larchmont, NY: Eye on Education.

Wiersma, W. (2000). Research methods in education: A instruction. Boston, MA. Allyn and

Bacon.

Wilkins, B. (2000). A grounded theory study of personal coaching. Retrieved from
Dissertation Abstracts International. (UMI No. 9974232)
Witherspoon, R. (2000). Starting smart: Clarifying coaching goals and roles. In M.

Goldsmith, L. Lyons, & Freas (Eds.), Coaching for Leadership: How the world’s

110



greatest coaches help leaders learn (pp. 165-188). San Francisco, CA: Jossey
Bass.

Yin, R. K. (2003). Case study research: Design and methods (3rd ed.). Thousand Oaks,
CA: Sage.

Yin, R. K. (2004). Case study research: Design and methods (4rd ed.). Thousand Oaks,
CA: Sage.

Zehr, M. A. (2006, December 6). Team-teaching helps close language gap. Education
Week, pp. 26-29. Zehr, M. A. (2008, March 10). Retrieved from
http://blogs.edweek.org/edweek/learningthe-
language/2008/03/trends_in_the_education_of _eng.html

Zehr, M. A. (2010, April 20). Bilingual education, immersion found to work equally well.
Education Week. Retrieved from http://www.edweek.org/ew/articles/2010/
04/21/29bilingual_ep-2.h29.htmi

Zeus, & Skiffinton. (2001). The Complete Guide to Coaching at Work. McGraw-Hill
Book Company Australia

Zmak, T. (2008). Sheltering students from the deluge. Language Magazine, 7(7), 32-34.

111


http://blogs.edweek.org/edweek/learningthe-language/2008/03/trends_in_the_education_of_eng.html
http://blogs.edweek.org/edweek/learningthe-language/2008/03/trends_in_the_education_of_eng.html

APPENDICES
APPENDIX A
Email Cover letter or Script to Participants:

Alexandra Estrella, Doctoral Student — Sage Colleges
To: School Administrator/Leader
Date:

Dear

| am a research student at Sage Colleges in the Educational Leadership Doctoral Program.
| am conducting a research study: Effects of Supervisory-Coaching on the Development of
School Leaders to Effectively Support English Language Learners.

| am requesting that you consider participating in this research project. The purpose of this
qualitative study is to identify the effects of supervisory-coaching on the development of
school leaders to effectively support English language learners. This study will also explore
strategies to promote increasing leadership support to enhance opportunities for ELLS.

The research consists of a face-to-face interview, a series of questions that will last about
60 minutes. The interview will be recorded with your permission. After the interview is
transcribed, it will be sent back to you via email for your review to ensure accuracy of the
interview. This study is confidential. You the may rescind your consent at any time.

I will contact you shortly to see if you are interested in participating in the research project.
Your participation in the research project is important. Your input will contribute to the
limited knowledge in our field regarding how supervisory-coaching can potentially impact
system change to support new principals to better support ELLSs.

Please note that | am the superintendent of Community School District 4 in East Harlem,
but | am reaching out to you as a doctoral student. As mentioned before, |1 would like to
emphasize that your participation in in this study is strictly voluntary, and any information
you share is strictly confidential.

| am looking forward to seeing you and working with you during this research project.

Alexandra Estrella, Researcher
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APPENDIX B

Attachment 1: Cover letter or Script to Participants:
To: School Leader

Date:

Dear

| am a student at Sage Colleges in the Educational Leadership Doctoral Program. | am
conducting a research study: Effects of Supervisory-Coaching on the Development of
School Leaders to Effectively Support English Language Learners.

| am requesting that you consider participating in this research project. The purpose of this
qualitative study is to identify the effects of supervisory-coaching on school leaders to
effectively support English language learners. This study will also explore strategies to
promote increasing leadership support to enhance opportunities for ELLs.

The research consists of a face-to-face interview, a series of questions that will last about
60 minutes. The interview will be recorded with your permission. After the interview is
transcribed it will be sent back to you via email for your review to ensure accuracy of the
interview. This study is confidential. You and your schools identity will be assigned
Pseudonyms to protect your identity. You may rescind your consent at any time.

I will contact you shortly to see if you are interested in participating in the research project.
Your participation in the research project is important. Your input will contribute to
improve how supervisory-coaching can potentially help new principals to better support
ELLs.

Please note that | am the community superintendent of District 4, but | am reaching out to
you in the capacity of a student. | would like to emphasize that participation in this survey
is voluntary, and | will not share information discussed with anyone.

I am looking forward to seeing you, and working with you during this research project.

Sincerely,

Alexandra Estrella, Student Investigator Dr. Daniel Alemu, Faculty Advisor
Esteves School of Education Esteves School of Education

The Sage Colleges The Sage Colleges
estrea@sage.edu alemud@sage.edu

917-669-4217 518-244-4589
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APPENDIX C

Informed Consent Form

To:

You are being asked to participate in a research project entitled: Effects of Supervisory-
Coaching on the Development of School Leaders to Effectively Support English Language
Learners. Below is a description of the study for your review.

Project Title: Effects of Supervisory-Coaching on the Development of School Leaders to
Effectively Support English Language Learners

Principal Investigator: Alexandra Estrella
Doctoral Student
estrea@sage.edu
(917) 669-4217

Faculty Advisor: Dr. Daniel Alemu
Professor
alemud@sage.edu
(518) 244-4589

What the study is about
The purpose of this qualitative case study is to examine the effects of supervisory coaching
and professional development in the growth and development of new principals in New
York City to effectively implement programs to support English Language Learners within
their school communities.

What we will ask participants to do

The research consists of a face-to-face interview or survey of a series of questions that will
last about 30 to 60 minutes. The interview will be recorded with your permission. After the
interview is transcribed, it will be sent back to you via email for your review to ensure
accuracy of the interview. This study is confidential, and you, the participant, can rescind
your consent at any time.

Risks

Risk in this study is minimal. The participant may be exposed to psychological/emotional
risk due to reliving memories that are not pleasant and may cause discomfort. To ease this
discomfort, the researcher will allow participants to take a break if emotions are heightened
and/ or opt out of the study at any time.

The researcher is the only person with access to each participant’s identity. Participants
will be assigned a pseudonym. The potential for breach of confidential information is a
possibility. However, all data collected will be stored on a password protected laptop
computer, password protected flash drive, and/or in a locked file cabinet.
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Benefits

By participating in the study the participants may contribute new insight on the impact
supervisory coaching and professional development have on the development of new
leaders to support English language learners (ELL). The study may also provide greater
awareness to the New York City Department of Education personnel whom are charged
with providing supervisory support and designing professional development training of
new school leaders to better support ELLs. The research will also explain the necessity to
comprehend the how supervisory coaching and professional development becomes
valuable for future designers of leadership development invested in increase achievement
outcomes for ELLs. Participation in this study will give each participant a chance to
actively provide guidance to the field and affect coaching and professional development
policy and practice (in/direct). The study may also provide the benefit of greater awareness
to the New York City Department of Education (NYCDOE) designers of the coaching and
professional development needs for future school leaders. Hence, supporting the NYCDOE
in ensuring that school leaders continue to strengthen their practice throughout their career
by continually expanding their knowledge and skills to implement the best educational
practices within schools.

Payment for participation
There will be no payment for taking part in the study.

Privacy/Confidentiality

We anticipate that parent participation in this survey presents no greater risk than everyday
use of the Internet.

Please note that email communication is neither private nor secure. Though we are taking
precautions to protect privacy, participants should be aware that a third party could read
information sent through e-mail. Also, information will be secured under lock and key in
a cabinet and documents will be coded to protect participants confidentially.

For interviews confidentiality will be maintained by using a pseudonym for the participant,
the researcher will use a password-protected computer, a password protected thumb drive,
and any hard copies will be stored in a locked file cabinet in the researcher’s home.

Taking part is voluntary

Participant's involvement is voluntary. The participant may refuse to participate before the
study begins, discontinue at any time, or skip any questions/procedures that may make
him/her feel uncomfortable with no penalty to him/her.

If you have questions

The main researcher conducting this study is Dr. Daniel Alemu, professor, at Sage College.
If you have questions, you may contact Alexandra Estrella at estrea@sage.edu or at (917)
669-4217.

The Transcriptionists will use a secure site when sending documents through the internet. In addition, the
employees at Purple Shark Transcription will sign a confidentiality agreement with Purple Shark Transcription.
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The interview will be recorded for data analysis purposes only at the agreed upon interview site. The recorder
will be in plain view during the interview. The recorder will be stored in a locked file cabinet.

| give permission to the researcher to play the audio recording of me in the places described above. Put your
initials here to indicate your permission.

Participation is voluntary, | understand that | may at any time during the course of this
study revoke my consent and withdraw from the study without any penalty.

| have been given an opportunity to read and keep a copy of this Agreement and to ask
questions concerning the study. Any such questions have been answered to my full and
complete satisfaction.

I, , having full capacity to consent, do
hereby volunteer to participate in this research study

Signed: Date:
Research participant

This research has received the approval of The Sage Colleges Institutional Review Board,
which functions to insure the protection of the rights of human participants. If you, as a
participant, have any complaints about this study, please contact:

Esteves School of Education
The Sage Colleges

65 1% Street

Troy, New York 12180
518-244-2326
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APPENDIX D

Interview Protocol

Topic:

Effects of Supervisory-Coaching on the Development of School Leaders to
Effectively Support English Language Learners (ELLS)

. Basic Information

1. Place of Interview

2. Date of Interview

3. Time of Interview: Started at Ended at
4. Interviewee’s:

a. Name ,
b. Title
c. Institutional Affiliation

5. Interviewer’s Name

1. Instruction for Interviewer

a. Protocol Script:

Thank you for the time and your willingness to speak with me today. The
interview will take approximately an hour, and it will be audio recorded.
The audio data will not be accessible to any person except this researcher.
After transcription, the audio data will be destroyed. The transcription and
the subsequent data-analysis document will use pseudonym to maintain
confidentiality of your identity.

Before we proceed with the interview, you need to sign these documents
that you understand and agree. Participation is voluntary. You can withdraw
from the study at any time with no ramifications to you, and the study is
confidential.

Introduction Script:

The purpose of this qualitative study is to examine the effects of supervisory
coaching and professional development in the growth and development of
school leaders in New York City to effectively implement programs to
support English Language Learners (ELLs) within their school
communities. | have a few interview questions that touch various aspects of
supervisory-coaching and professional development support. Supervisory-
Coaching, for this research, is defined as the supports provided by the
superintendent to principal and from a principal to a teacher.

I11.  Research Questions and Interview questions:

1.
2.

What does supervisory-coaching and professional development mean to you?

In what ways do you believe supervisory-coaching is used as an intervention to
support your ELL population? (In what ways do you believe supervisory-
coaching is used as an intervention to support ELL population in your district?)
What are the essential supervisory-coaching and/or professional development
processes your supervisory-coach practices? (What are the essential
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10.

11.

Closing

supervisory-coaching and/or professional development processes you practice
as a supervisory-coach?)

What do you believe are the qualities of effective coaches?

Does your supervisory-coach build and maintain a professional coaching
relationship? If so, how? (Do you build and maintain a professional coaching
relationship? If so, how?)

Can you identify characteristics of supervisory-coaching and support that
solicited change and growth for you? For your organization/school? (Can you
identify characteristics of supervisory-coaching and support that solicited
change and growth for school leaders? For your organization/school?)

How do you know that the support impacted your development? (How do you
know that your support impacted your coachee’s development?)

Have practices and/or structures changed as a result of the support provided? If
so, identify what practices have changed? Why?

What is your understanding of organizational change? What do you believe
needs to happen for it to effectively take place?

What has changed within your organization or school that solicited change to
support ELL students? Has this change impacted ELL student support? If so,
how?

Has supervisory-coaching supported change in your organization or school? If
so, how? If not, what needs to change so that it does?

Script: | have concluded my questions. Thank you for your time again. When | complete
the draft data analysis, | plan to share it with my research participants so that they can check
how their views are presented before the transcript is finalized. Will you be interested in
receiving the draft data analysis and providing feedback accordingly?
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& A January 19, 2017

Alexandra Estrella
Doctoral Student, The Sage Colleges

IRB PROPOSAL #519-2016-2017
Reviewer: Francesca Durand, Chair
Dear Researchers:

The Institutional Review Board has reviewed your expedited application and
has approved your project entitled “Effects of Supervisory-Coaching on the
Development of School Leaders to Effectively Support English Language

Learners”
Good Tuck with your research.

Please refer to your IRB Proposal number whenever corresponding with
us whether by mail or in person.

When you have completed collecting your data you will need to submit to
the IRB Committee a final report indicating any problems you may have
encountered regarding the treatment of human subjects, if the project
goes longer than one year.
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Department of
Education

Carmen Fanfa, Chancellor

Research and Policy Support
Group

52 Chambers Street
Room 310
Hew York, NY 10007

APPENDIX F

January 25, 2017

Iz Alexandra Estrella
32 Bycamore Avenue
MMount Vermon, NY 10553

Dear M. Estrella:

[ am happy to inform you that the New York City Departrnent of Education Institwtional
Fewiew Board (MYCDOE IRB) has approved wyour research proposal, “Effects of
Supervisory-Coaching on the Development of School Leaders to Effectively Support
English Language Learners.” The NYCDOE IRB has assighed wour study the file
number of 1555 Please make certain that all correspondence regarding this project
references this munber. The IRB has detertnined that the study poses tinimal risk to
patticipants. The approval is for a perod of one year:

Approval Date: January 25, 2017
Expiration Date: January 24, 2018

Responsihilities of Principal Investigators: Please find below a list of responsihilities
of Principal Investigators who have DOE IRB approval to conduct research in New Yok
City putlic schools.

¥ Approval by this office does not guarantee access to any particular school, individual
or data.  You are responsible for maling appropriate contacts and getting the
required permissions and consents before initiating the study.

¥ When requesting permission to conduct research, subrnit a letter to the school
principal summarizing your research design and methodology along with this IRB
Approval letter. Each pnncipal agreeing to participate must sign the enclosed
Approval to Conduct Research in SchoolsDistricts form. A corpleted and signed
Jorm for every school inclwded in powr vesearch rust be emailed o
[EB @schoolsnye gov . Pincipals tay also ask you to show themn the receipt issued
by the NY C Department of Education at the time of your fingerprinting,

¥ You are responsible for ensuring that all researchers on your team conducting
reseatch in MY C public schools are fingerprinted by the NYC Department of
Education. Please note: This rule applies to all research in schools conducted with
students andfor staff  See the attached fingerprinting materials. For additional
information click here. Fingerprinting staff will ask you for your identification and
social security number and for yow DOE IRB approval letter You must be
fingerprinted during the school year in which the letter is issued.  Researchers who
join the study team after the inception of the research must also be fingerprinted.
Please provide a list of their names and soclal security numbers to the NYC
Department of Education Research and Policy Support Group for tracking their
eligibility and security clearance. The cost of fingeminting iz $135. A copy of the
Jingerprinting receipt must be emailed to [RB@schoolsnycgov .
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¥ You are respondible for ensuring that the research is conducted in accordance with
wour research proposal as approved by the DOE IRB and for the actions of all co-
investigators and research staff insrolved with the research.

¥ You are responsible for informing all participants (e g, administrators, teachers,
parents, and students) that their participation is_strictly woluntary and that there are
no consequences for non-patticipation or withdrawal at any time during the study.

% Researchers must. use the consent forms approved by the DOE IRB; provide all
research subjects with copies of their signed forns, tmaintain signed forms in a
secure place for a period of at least three years after study completion; and destroy
the forms in accordance with the data disposal plan approved by the IRB.

Mandatory Reporting to the IRB: The principal investigator must report to the
Research and Policy Support Group, within five business days, any serious problem,
adwverse effect, or outcome that occurs with frequency or degree of seventy greater than
that anticipated. In addition, the principal investigator must report any event or series of
events that prompt the temporary or permanent suspension of a research project involving
human subjects or any deviations from the approved protocol.

Amendments/Modifications:  All amendments/modification of protocols involving
hurnan subjects rnust have prior IRB approval, except those involving the prevention of
immediate harm to a subject, which must be reported within 24 hours to the NYC
Department ofE ducation IRB.

Continuation of your research: It is vour responsibility to insure that an application for
continuing review approval is submitted siz weeks before the expiration date noted
above. If you do not receive approval before the expiration date, all study activities must
stop unitil you receive a new approval letter.

Research findings: We requirea copy of the report of findings from the research.
Interim reports may also be requested for multi-year studies. Your report should not
include identification of the superintendency, district, any school, student, or staff
mernber. Please send an electronic copy ofthe final report to: irtb@schools.nyc gov.

If you hawve any questions, please contact Dr. Mary Mattiz at 212.374 3913,

Good luck with your research.

Sincerely,

Mary C. Mattis, PhD>
Director, Institutional F eview Board

cc: Barbara Dworkowitz
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