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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:  direct instruction paradigm for comprehending main ideas



Research Question: Can a direct instruction paradigm for comprehending main ideas increase reading comprehension in students?

Description of Subjects:
· Sixty-six sixth grade students from an elementary school in a rural Midwestern community participated in this study.

· part of a 3-teacher team; all students participated

· randomly assigned to 3 groups (as determined by Metropolitan Achievement Test- high middle and low achieving students equitably assigned across all 3 groups) 7 high, 8 middle, and 7 low in each group

· Strategy group 

· Basal Group

· Control Group

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

Strategy Group:  a hierarchy of main idea skills that led students from finding explicit and implicit main ideas in short passages to constructing main idea outlines for short passages.  Main idea, explicit & implicit paragraph main idea, implicit & implicit passage main idea, and passage main idea outline- explicit & implicit were all clearly defined.  Main idea listings by Dishner, Readence, Jolly, Pearson, and Johnson were used to develop the 8-lesson hierarchy.  The instructional strategy (used in all 8 lessons) consisted of 5 steps: introduction, example, direct instruction, Teacher-directed application, & independent practice.

Basal Group:  received instruction in main idea and supporting detail as outlined in a current basal Teacher’s Edition.

Control Group:  8 lessons on vocabulary development

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

· Probably  #6: True Experimental; the Posttest-only Control Group design

· Random assignment to one of 3 groups

· For the 2 treatment groups: 8 lessons of 30 min. each administered by experimenter over 2 & 1/2 week period

4. What instruments were used to collect data and what metric(s) (effect size, tests of significance, etc.) were used to report results?  

Means scores & standard deviations for student performance (by achievement levels) on the following tests:

· Main ideas in paragraph test

· Details that support main idea test

· Main ideas in passages test

· Main idea outline test

· Free recall test
5. Briefly describe and summarize the results of the study. 

The implementation of a direct instruction paradigm for teaching the reading comprehension skill of main idea is superior to basal instruction and vocabulary development activities. The strategy group outperformed the Basal & control group in the number of measures.  The Strategy Group’s superior performance at recognizing explicit and implicit paragraph main ideas was unexpected given the number of lessons presented to the Basal group.  However, the Basal Group was not presented with the opportunity to practice and apply in new contexts as the Strategy Group did.
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.

However, the same investigator instructed all 3 groups.

7.
Were gains in student achievement reported?  

No:  


Yes: 
X
  If yes, briefly describe.

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

This was not evaluated.

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
 [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.]

66 sixth grade students from an elementary school in a rural Midwestern city were randomly assigned to one of 3 groups:  Strategy, Basal, and Control.  As determined by the Metropolitan Reading Achievement Test, High, Middle, and Low achieving students were randomly equitably distributed over all 3 groups.  The same investigator instructed all 3 groups for equal amounts of time and session. Strategy Group instruction consisted of a hierarchy of main idea skills that led students from finding explicit and implicit main ideas in short passages to constructing main idea outlines for short passages.  Main idea, explicit & implicit paragraph main idea, implicit & implicit passage main idea, and passage main idea outline- explicit & implicit were all clearly defined.  Main idea listings by Dishner, Readence, Jolly, Pearson, and Johnson were used to develop the 8-lesson hierarchy.  The instructional strategy (used in all 8 lessons) consisted of 5 steps: introduction, example, direct instruction, Teacher-directed application, & independent practice. Basal Group received instruction in main idea and supporting detail as outlined in a current basal Teacher’s Edition. Control Group received 8 lessons on vocabulary development

The results were significant for the Strategy Group.  The author concludes the difference between the Strategy and Basal groups could be due to the 5 step process described above where the strategy is turned over to the student and the student is given many contexts in which to use the strategy.  

Ratings (scale: 1–5)

Overall Rating:  4.5
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