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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:  Reciprocal Teaching  

Research Question:  Will strategy lessons based on reciprocal teaching procedures be effective in improving fifth and sixth grade students’ comprehension of social studies material?
Description of Subjects:  One hundred fifty students from four fifth grade and four sixth grade classrooms in two elementary building several miles apart.  Eight teachers, with 10 more years of experience who were considered good teachers by the elementary program specialist, participated in the work.  

	Group
	
	# students
	Level
	Grade

	1
	Experimental
	24
	Above average
	6th 

	2
	Control
	18
	Average
	6th

	3
	Experimental
	22
	Average
	6th

	4
	Control
	20
	Average
	6th

	5
	Experimental
	15
	Above average
	5th

	6
	Control
	15
	Average 
	5th

	7
	Experimental
	20
	Average
	5th

	8
	Control
	16
	Average 
	5th


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

Four lessons on comprehension monitoring for the students that included fix up strategies of using context clues or a dictionary for unknown words, asking questions about confusing ideas, reading to the end of a paragraph and rereading one or more paragraphs.  Five lessons on reciprocal teaching (paragraph by paragraph for three lessons and then section by section for two lessons) had the teachers taking turns “being teacher.”  They led the group of 4 students in questioning, summarizing, clarifying, and predicting. Four lessons on independent self-questioning and summarizing, where students generating their own summary and two or three important questions for each section of a 3 to 4 page segment in the social studies book, were conducted.  Students did share their work with a partner after they had independently completed the questions and summaries.

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

Teachers volunteered for the study.  The investigators felt that volunteers were needed in order for the teachers to follow required procedures precisely.  Control teachers continued to teach the basal lessons.  Experimental teachers received two half-day in-service training sessions as well as detailed lesson plans and assistance in 1) comprehension monitoring, 2) reciprocal teaching, and 3) independent self-questioning and summarizing.  No teachers with a lower-ability reading group volunteered for the study.  Ability level for student groups was determined by teacher judgment after considering students’ performance on several measures including placement in the basal series, reading achievement scores and daily performance. The study lasted for four months.

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.)

Answers to social studies questions were scored against answer keys.  10% of pre-study and end of study tests were scored by a second person.  Pearson r correlation was .96.  The summaries were scored for number of important ideas.   Again, 10% of all summaries were scored by a second person.  Mean, Covariate mean, Dependent mean, Adjusted mean and F-values for social studies are included in the article.  Weekly checklists and meetings with investigators were held 5 to 15 minutes each week for the teachers.  Student work was also collected each week.

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

ANCOVAs were performed on social studies summary scores with 3 of the 4 groups of experimental subjects performing better than control subjects.  The difference between the average sixth grades was not significant. No differences were found between the groups in terms of the ability of the students to generate questions on the social studies material.  Results from short-answer questions were mixed.  

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:  



Yes: 

X

If yes, briefly describe.

Weekly checklists and meetings with investigators 5 to 15 minutes each week for the teachers. Student work was also collected each week.

7.
Were gains in student achievement reported?  

No:  



Yes: 

X

If yes, briefly describe.

Students in experimental groups had better summaries of social studies textbook materials than students in control groups.  No differences were found on ability to generate questions or answer the short answer items.

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

No information available

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

No:  



Yes: 

X

If yes, briefly describe.

Palincsar and Brown (1984):  effects were positive through the use of reciprocal teaching for low-achieving students in junior high.

9. Limitations

· No low-achieving readers participated in the study.

· Volunteer teachers were used in the experimental and control conditions.

· Similar research for a year with at least 15 to 20 lessons is recommended.

Summary
The purpose of Taylor and Frye’s study was to investigate the use of teaching reading strategy lessons in social studies for approximately 45 minutes each week to one hundred fifty average and above average fifth and sixth grade students.  Over a period of four months, students received weekly lessons in comprehension monitoring, reciprocal teaching and independent self-questioning and summarizing.  
Results:  

· Three of four experimental groups were better at summarizing social studies materials than the control groups.  

· No differences were found between the groups in terms of the ability of the students to generate questions on the social studies material.  

· Results from short-answer questions were mixed.
The authors recommended further research on the use of the strategies for at least an entire school year and the inclusion of below average students in the experimental and control groups. The authors also noted the teachers may have volunteered for the strategy instruction because the teachers were effective teachers. Technical assistance provided weekly by the investigators during the implementation included:  

· Teachers completing weekly checklists, 

· Student papers collected each week, and 

· Weekly meetings of 5-15 minutes with the teachers to talk about the study, to answer questions, to collect data and to deals with concerns related to the study.

Ratings (scale: 1–5)

Overall Rating:  5
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