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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:  No specific strategy/model, program, material, or intervention was used. The study looked at the effects prior knowledge of good and poor readers had on their ability to answer questions.   

	Intended Outcome: 

	Research Question(s):  Does prior knowledge have an impact on comprehension? 


	2. Describe the subjects (Include number of participants, age, SES, etc.).

	
	Students:  Fifty-six fifth-grade students with equivalent I.Q’s but varying in reading ability and level of prior knowledge participated in this study. The reading ability was determined by the Vocabulary and Comprehension subtests of the California Achievement Test.  Level of prior knowledge was determined by the number of accurate facts per two selected topics.


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

	
	No specific strategy/model, program, material, or intervention was used. The study looked at the effects prior knowledge of good and poor readers had on their ability to answer questions.


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

	
	This study used a 23 x 42 factorial design. The factors were between subject factors (reading ability, level of prior knowledge, and the passage used) and within subject factors (types of questions and states of prior knowledge).

Since this study was a factorial design; there were no treatments, controls, or interventions. The subject pool was based on their performance on the Vocabulary and Comprehension subtests of the California Achievement Test and their levels of prior knowledge. 


	5. 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.)

	
	The Vocabulary and Comprehension subtests of the California Achievement Test, an experimenter-designed prior knowledge assessment instrument, and experimenter-designed comprehension questions based on commercially produced expository passages with high and low readability were used in this study. 

The experimenter-designed assessment included 4 types of questions: a one-idea verbatim text explicit, a one-idea paraphrase,  a two-idea verbatim, and a text implicit. 


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

	
	This study found that poor readers did not seem to use a large store of background knowledge to the same advantage as the good readers. Interestingly, poor readers with a high level of background knowledge could answer verbatim and paraphrased questions only when the information repeated their background knowledge. Poor readers with high background information were less successful with inferencing, modifying correct information and learning new information.


	7. 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.

	
	


	8. Were gains in student achievement reported?  

	No:  
X


Yes: 



	If yes, briefly describe.

	
	


	9. 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.

	
	


	10. Summary:

	Rating of Research Design
   _3_  (scale: 1-5)

	
	This study looked at fifth-grade students with varying reading ability and levels of prior knowledge. The purpose was to gain a greater insight into the comprehension of good and poor readers based upon their ability to access prior knowledge. The study found that poor readers did not seem to use a large store of background knowledge to the same advantage as the good readers. Interestingly, poor readers with a high level of background knowledge could answer verbatim and paraphrased questions only when the information repeated their background knowledge. Poor readers with high background information were less successful with inferencing, modifying correct information and learning new information. 

This study may suggest looking further into schema strategies and their impact on student achievement.
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