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1. What is the name or title of the instructional strategy/model, program, material, or intervention?  What was the research question?  What was the intended outcome of goal?
Name/Title: Counting Skills Tasks
Research Question: Is there a relationship between children’s ability to share and their ability to count?

Description of subjects:  (Include number of participants, age, SES, etc.)

25 pre-school, ages 4-6, mean age was 5 years 4 months

2.  Describe the strategy/model, program, material, or intervention.

Counting tasks and sharing tasks were given to students. 

3. Describe the design of the study (sample selection, assignment to treatment, controls, length of intervention, etc.)

Observational – not experimental

4. What instruments were used to collect data and what metric(s) (effect size, tests of significance, etc.) were used to report results?  (Include all measures of dependent variable as well as implementation, attitudes, etc.)

Interviews – students were given 7 counting tasks and 3 sharing tasks and were categorized as poor, developing or good – Children’s ability to identify quickly without counting the number of items in a group was analyzed.

Spearman rank – order was used.

5. Briefly describe and summarize the results of the study. 

No relationship was found between children’s counting ability and their performance on subitizing tasks.

No relationship was found between children’s counting ability and their ability to share. 

6. Did the study include an evaluation of how the intervention was implemented?  Did          implementation data address both the frequency of use as well as the integrity of the implementation?

N/A

No:  



Yes: 



If yes, briefly describe.

7.
Were gains in student achievement reported?  

No:  

X

Yes: 



If yes, briefly describe.

If student achievement gains were reported, were they sustained over time?

7. Replication:  Did the study cite previous tests of this treatment?  Is this study a replication of an earlier study?

No:  

X

Yes: 



If yes, briefly describe.

Summary:

Rating

__2__Design (scale: 1-5)
__2___
 Educational Importance (scale: 1-5)

[The summary paragraph will be used on the web site provided for districts and should include a brief description of the intervention, the content area and age/description of students studied, and the results of the study.  In addition, strengths and limitations of the study should be noted, including adequacy of measures, ease of implementation, etc.]

Mathematics – 4-6 year olds - 

Students were given 7 counting tasks and 3 sharing tasks and were categorized as poor, developing or good.  Children’s ability to identify quickly without counting the number of items in a group was analyzed.  Pre-school children ages 4-6 were administered counting and sharing tasks to determine if a relationship existed.  It was concluded that a child’s ability to count was not related to the child’s ability to share/partition objects.   
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