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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: 1) Concept-Oriented Reading Instruction (CORI) 2) Strategy Instruction (SI) 

Research Question: 1) To what extent do CORI and SI lead to increases in intrinsic motivation to read?  2) To what extent does children’s reading efficacy increase following the intervention?  3) To what extent do students who experience CORI and SI increase their amount of reading?

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

CORI was implemented in 2 schools with all 150 3rd graders in eight classrooms.  SI was implemented in 2 schools with all 200 3rd graders in 11 classrooms.

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

CORI: implemented for 90-120 min daily for 12 weeks.  Involves linking reading and science together to foster the development of reading comprehension and motivation.  Hands on science activities spark students’ interests in a variety of topics. During reading instruction, teachers teach 6 reading strategies as identified in the NRP (see next section).

SI: implemented for 90 min daily for 12 weeks. Involved teaching children the following strategies: activation of background knowledge, student questioning, searching for information, summarizing, organizing graphically, and learning story structure.  Each strategy was taught separately for 6 weeks and in coordination with each other for 6 weeks.


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

During the fall of 2001, teachers implemented CORI and SI in four different schools in a medium-sized town close to a large urban area.  An equivalent group pretest-posttest design.  Schools were chosen because they were similar regarding student demographics and performance.

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.)

Prior to and just after the 12 week interventions, students completed pre-and post-test assessments: portions of the Motivation for Reading Questionnaire related to reading self-efficacy and challenge.  Also measured children’s reports of their reading frequency with the Reading Activity Inventory.

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

According to the research questions:

1) Performed a 2x2x2 ANOVA for time.  Motivational aspects of preference for challenge and curiosity served as within-subject variables and instructional condition was the between-subjects variable.  Analysis indicated that instructional programs differentially affected change in the aspects of children’s motivation.  The sample as a whole increased in reading challenge and curiosity from September to December.  Repeated measures ANOVAs in each condition for each motivational aspect found statistically significant increases in the CORI group for challenge.  No significant change was found for challenge or curiosity in the SI group.  Means for challenge and curiosity at September and December did not differ between conditions.

2) Regarding self-efficacy, performed a 2x2 repeated measures ANOVA with reading self-efficacy as the dependent variable and found a main effect of Time and Condition.  The group mean increased from September to December. The CORI group had a significant increase in reading self-efficacy.

3) Regarding reading frequency, a 2x2 repeated measures ANOVA with September and December reading frequency scores as the dependent variables showed a main effect for Time, but no significant interaction effect.  Repeated measures ANOVA within groups showed significant differences from September to December in the CORI group.  Both groups increased in reading frequency throughout the semester.  The CORI and SI groups did not differ in reading frequency at either assessment point.

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?

No:  
x

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?

8.
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.

Review of research indicates that instructional approaches were previously researched with success in other studies.

Summary:
This study examined how 2 reading instructional programs, Concept Oriented Reading Instruction (CORI) and multiple Strategy Instruction (SI) influenced 3rd graders instrinsic motivation to read and reading self-efficacy.

Results presented show that in CORI classrooms, children’s intrinsic motivation to read (defined as reading curiosity and preference for challenge) increased during the course of the program, as did their self-efficacy for reading.  In SI classrooms, children’s intrinsic motivation and self-efficacy did not increase.  

This study calls into question the efficacy of targeted reading strategy instruction in isolation from meaningful, engaging inquiry-based reading on substantive topics.

Rating
__5__Design (scale: 1-5)


1Page 1 of 3

