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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: 
Read 180









 

Research Question:   What are Read 180’s effects on student learning as well as attitudes   
 towards reading and attending school?                                                                                          
 


Intended Outcome:  To assess the role of Read 180 in the progress noted in struggling readers
 

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

· Students in grades 4-8 whose reading is significantly below grade level

· Conducted in Los Angeles Unified School District, the Department of Defense Schools, and 4 large urban school districts in conjunction with the Council of Great City Schools

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

· Read 180 is described in this article as a program that utilizes direct and explicit reading instruction, engaging and age-appropriate content and data-driven technology to ensure that differentiated instruction and guided practice takes place.

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

· In the majority of these studies, students were not randomly assigned to control groups.  In most cases, all low-achieving students were assigned to Read 180.

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.)

· Standardized tests:  Stanford Achievement Test-9 (SAT-9), Terra Nova, Scholastic Reading Inventory.  Scores were expressed in Normal Curve Equivalents (NCEs), an equal interval scale from Pre to Post-Test, with a gain of 0 indicating that students kept pace with the national norming sample.

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

Los Angeles low performing eighth graders: 

· An average gain of 3.1 NCEs (SAT-9) in reading and 1.8 in language arts (students not receiving Read 180 experienced a decline of 6.6 NCEs in reading and 2.7 NCEs in language arts)

   Department of Defense Schools

· An average gain of 7.4 NCEs (Terra Nova) in reading and 4.7 in language arts (students not receiving Read 180 experienced an average gain of 1.4 NCEs in reading and an average decline of 1.6 NCEs in language arts)

  Dallas

· An average gain of 4.9 NCEs (SAT-9) in reading (students not receiving Read 180 experienced an average gain of 3.4 NCEs in reading)

  Boston

· An average gain of 2.8 NCEs (SAT-9) in reading (students not receiving Read 180 experienced an average gain of 1.4 NCEs in reading)

  Houston low performing seventh graders:

· An average gain of 7.0 NCEs (SAT-9) in reading (students not receiving Read 180 experienced an average gain of 9.3 NCEs in reading)

  Columbus sixth graders

· An average gain of 1.7 NCEs (SAT-9 reading comprehension scores) in reading (students not receiving Read 180 experienced an average decline of  9.3 NCEs in reading)

Additionally 1000 students in 8 school districts  were administered the Scholastic Reading Inventory and showed an average reading growth of 1.5 years over a 1 year period.

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:  



Yes: 

X

If yes, briefly describe.

The range of student scores, expressed in NCEs, in all studied schools, reported a range of gains from 1.7 to 7.4 NCEs.


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

· This study did not report on this.

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:
Five school districts implemented the Read 180 reading program with struggling readers for one year.  Through standardized testing, student gains were expressed in Normal Curve Equivalencies (NCEs).  All schools reported gains ranging from 1.7 to 7.4 NCEs.  Additionally the Scholastic Reading Inventory was administered to 1000 students in 8 school districts with the average growth in reading scores reported as 1.5 years in a one year program.

This study raised many questions on the validity of these results.  Students were not randomly assigned to control groups.  No criteria were reported to define struggling readers.  The report indicated that all struggling students received instruction in the Read 180 program and their gains were compared to others not receiving this instruction and not labeled as struggling readers.  The strategies used in this program were neither named nor defined.  Different numbers were used so it was difficult to know the number of students involved.  Measures to determine the fidelity of implementation were not in place and there was no description of the instruction experienced by the comparison group.  The data collected varied from school district to school district.  Given these factors, it would be difficult to determine the impact of Read 180 on these reported gains.
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