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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:  Examine the effectiveness of 4 methods of teaching word meanings:  association, category, context, and dictionary
Research Question: Will the context method produce the greatest increase in vocabulary?

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

All third (N=113) and all fifth (N=108) grade students from a total of 8 classrooms in a Midwestern semi-rural community school which serves approximately 1000 students K-6.  Students come from a wide range of socioeconomic backgrounds.

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

a. Association method paired the unknown, or target, word with a familiar synonym or brief definition with subjects memorizing the pairings in order to write the original pairs without referring to the study sheet.

b. Category method required that the subjects add to a list of words fitting a general category and then recategorize a random listing of all the previously provided words.

c. The context method utilized the target words in meaningful sentences and then responded in writing to a question at the end of the passage with a word or phrase from background experiences that exemplified the target word.

d. The dictionary method instructed students to look up the target words in the dictionary, to write the definitions and then write sentences containing each new word.

3. Describe the design of the study.
Intact classrooms, 4 at the third grade and 4 at the fifth grade, served as the experimental groups.  Subjects were grouped as good and poor readers and as boy or girl based on the previous October administration of ITBS.

150 words were chosen from The American Heritage Word Frequency Book and The Living Word Vocabulary:  A National Vocabulary Inventory in an attempt to choose words that 65-75 % of eighth grade students know.  Sentences using the words were read by teachers.  After the checklist was administered as a pretest, the 96 words most often missed became the words for the study and were divided into 8 sets of 12 words each. 

Design:  repeated measures Latin square design so all students received instruction in all methods but in different order for 15 minutes each day from March 3 through May 9, 977.  

4. What instruments were used to collect data and what metric(s) (effect size, tests of significance, etc.) were used to report results?
The checklist used to determine the words for the test was administered as a post test.  The dependent variable was the total number of correct responses on each evaluation task.  First analysis was a linear analysis that determined a slight downward trend in the scores over the 8 week period.  The 2nd analysis plotted the weekly mans of the tests to show the pattern between grades 3 and 5.  A Pearson product-moment correlation coefficient was r=.853.  Words for weeks 1, 3, 6, and 8 were determined to be easier than the words for weeks 2, 4, and 7. Paired difference t-tests were used.

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

Newman-Keuls Range Analyses determined that the context method was significantly better that the other methods for both 3rd grade F=55.75, p< .001 and fifth grade F=83.57, p< .001.  The context method was more effective for good readers than for poor readers.  There was no significant difference between the performance of boys and girls.  

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: 


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.

9.  Limitations of the study.
The investigator developed all the materials used in this investigation.  Further use of the materials with many more students would be helpful in establishing a set of tasks that could be more generally applicable to all elementary students.  

Summary
The purpose of Gipe’s study was to compare 4 methods of teaching word meanings in order to find the most effective method, to interpret the results in terms of theories of cognitive processes, and the influence that level of reading achievement (good and poor readers) may have on the performance of the subjects and any gender differences between subjects.  113 3rd graders and 108 5th graders in the Midwest were the subjects for the study.  The context method was the most effective when compared to the association method, category method and dictionary method.  Use of the dictionary was not helpful for the initial learning of word meanings because the definitions and examples do not trigger the interactive process unless the user has some prior knowledge of the word’s meaning.  Educational implications:  using a new vocabulary word in a sentence designed to explain its meaning or a synonym is supported by this research.  The words of explanation should be familiar and the synonym should also be understood.  The teacher should not assume that because the new word has been introduced in a familiar context that the child understands the words.  The word should be introduced in several sentences, one of which is defining.  If a word is important enough to know, it is important enough to teach well. 

Ratings (scale: 1–5)

Overall Rating:  2
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