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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:  Learning Information System-–Accelerated Reader: Tennessee Value-Added Assessment System

	Intended Outcome: 

	Research Question(s):  What are the relationships between independently obtained TVAAS value added measures of teacher effectiveness and LIS AR measures of quality and quantity of student reading practice and what light does this shed on factors at the level of classroom management causative in improving reading comprehension?


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

	
	All student in Tennessee’s 138 school systems grades 2-8 who are tested annually on the Tennessee Comprehensive Assessment Program (TCAP).  The master data base contains several millions of records, merged longitudinally for all students based upon statistical mixed-model methodology.  TCAP scale scores made by a student over the years uses each child as their own control, and estimates the “value added” each year to the child’s academic profile.


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

	
	TVAAS methodology enables a repeated measures multivariate response analysis for each student who attended school for 150 out of 180 days. Teacher, classroom and building data is accumulated.  The Accelerated Reader (AR) Learning Information System is a free standing computer assisted curriculum based assessment, voluntarily self administered by student.  Information is provided about the construction of AR tests which are primarily designed to assess literal comprehension.  Half the schools in Tennessee were mailed a request to supply student level AR data.  The AR data was used only as a measure of books read independently and individually by students.  


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

	
	Schools were asked to submit data based on whether they had “implemented” AR.  There were no random assignments to control groups.  There was no instruction.  


	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.)

	
	AR variables were:  Books Read, Mean Book Level of Books Read, Reading Volume, Percent Correct, Composite TVAAS/AR Variable

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

	
	In third and fourth grade there was a trend of rising value added with increased number of books read.  At fifth and sixth grade there was a negative impact for very large numbers of books.  More than half of the students were operating below the average percent correct of 85%.  Sample attrition meant that 21% of the data was not used as it was merged into the database.  There is no summary of student population that could lead to a generalization to AR users in other states and countries.  There is no evidence of a causal relationship between AR and increased achievement.


	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
   _1_   (scale: 1-5)

	
	All students in Tennessee’s 138 school systems grades 2-8  are tested annually on the Tennessee Comprehensive Assessment Program (TCAP).  The master data base contains several millions of records, merged longitudinally for all students based upon statistical mixed-model methodology.  TCAP scale scores made by a student over the years uses each child as their own control, and estimates the “value added” each year to the child’s academic profile. TVAAS methodology enables a repeated measures multivariate response analysis for each student who attended school for 150 out of 180 days. Teacher, classroom and building data is accumulated.  The Accelerated Reader (AR) Learning Information System is a free standing computer assisted curriculum based assessment, voluntarily self administered by student.  Information is provided about the construction of AR tests which are primarily designed to assess literal comprehension.  Half the schools in Tennessee were mailed a request to supply student level AR data.  The AR data was used as a measure of books read independently and individually by students.

Limitations of this study:  There was no control group.  Only data for “implementing AR” schools was included.  There was no instruction.  There is no documentation of how students chose the books and if, “they chose from lists of 1000’s of books.”  It is difficult to ascertain “student growth” based on individually chosen books that are “curriculum based.”  

The National Reading Panel did not find conclusive evidence that “just reading” improves student achievement in reading.  This study did not find conclusive evidence that AR was the cause of increased student achievement in reading.   Specifics across the implementation of AR in all districts using AR and those districts with similar results and no use of AR would need to be added for comparison purposes.


Page 3 of 3

