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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:  self-questioning summarization


Research Question: (1) How feasible is it to teach summarization to middle school students?  (2) Did the self-questioning summarization strategy increase the students’ recall of the test passages?  (3) Did the adolescents modify the summarization strategy for their own purposes?

Description of Subjects:  The first study included five seventh graders (four male and one female), and the second study included three eighth graders.  Of the eight students, two were learning disabled, two were suspected of being learning disabled, and four were underachievers.

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

The intervention occurred over two to three months and consisted of (1) identify the main idea until mastery (three days of 100%), (2) summarize the main idea and paraphrase several paragraphs, (3) memorize the steps.  The material used were 800-word passages from a social studies text.  For the maintenance and transfer tests, 400-word passages from a science text were used.

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

In the first study, the students were given an expository passage of 425-510 words and twice asked for summaries.  This was extended over a 5.5 month period.  The second study replicated the first study but with a different grade level.

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.)

Scoring consisted of two points for the main idea and one point for details.  The inter-rater reliability was .95.  The observations had 100% agreement.  

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

The adolescents successfully learned summarization skills (increase from 48-89%).  The strategy effectively increased recall.  There were wide individual differences in the sue [sic]   of the summarization strategy.

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.

Mastery was 100% accuracy across three successive days of five paragraphs per day.

7.
Were gains in student achievement reported?  

No:  


Yes: 
X
  If yes, briefly describe.

One month after maintenance, all five students recalled all the summarization strategy steps.

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

No:  


Yes: 

  If yes, briefly describe.

Summary
This study examined the feasibility of teaching a five-step summarization strategy to middle school students, whether the self-questioning summarization strategy aided recall, and whether students individually modified the strategy for their own purposes.  Study 1 involved five seventh graders; Stud 2 included three eighth graders. Of the eight students, two were learning disabled, two were suspected of learning disabilities, and four were underachievers. The material consisted of 800-word social studies tests. Maintenance and transfer tests used 400-word science passages.  Results were as follows:  (1) adolescents successfully learned the summarization skills, (2) the strategy effectively increased recall, and (3) the subjects used wide individual differences in employing the strategy.

Strengths of the study were the length of the study (5-6 months), transfer to other subject areas (social studies to science), and the use of one-on-one observations to note individual differences. Limitations included the small number of students in the study and little designation between learning disabilities and under-achieving students.
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