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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?
Research Question: 2 studies attempted to determine whether or not generating good comp. questions while studying prose material was an effective study technique.
Description of Subjects:  
(I) 29 H.S. seniors in rural Illinois 

(II) 71 H.S. Jr. & Sr. from a H.S. in Central Ill farming community.  
Average or above achievement

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

Subject I:   Booklet with intro/model/Q practice/sample questions/application

2 of 2 450-word passages, 9-12 level readability, similar in organization & style

& 20 constructed-response questions (main idea, detail)

Subject II:  Same

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

(?random treatment, ?controls, ?length of intervention)

Subject 1:  

· Questioning with training

· Read-reread control

· 2 between-subject factors study techniques & verbal ability (50th percentile)

· & 1 within-subject factor posttest item type

Subject II:  

· questioning with training 

· untrained questioning 

· read-reread control

2 sessions of 50 minutes for training & testing

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.)

· Wide-range vocabulary. test used to group students into 3 levels 

· Dep Variable Criterion posttest # number of items correctly answered

· Amount of time students took to study the passage (study technique, verbal ability, type of posttest item)

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

· Self-generation of questions during study can lead to improved performance on a test of comp.

· Low verbal ability students may profit most from question generation

· Students in the middle verbal ability group most improved their ability to raise good questions followed by low verbal ability students
Experiment I 
· Significant main effect for treatment in favor of Q with training
· Indication that students’ generation of questions during study is more effective for lower than for higher verbal ability students Low-ability questioning group scored higher than the low ability read-reread group.  High ability students score about the same under both conditions
· Self-questioning group spent significantly more minutes studying

· -75% “good comp questions

Experiment II
· Significant difference between question-with-training group & rereading control group

· High verbal ability students performed higher on the post test than low verbal ability students

· Question-with-training group generated a significantly greater percentage of good comprehension questions than did untrained question group

· 2 questioning groups spent significantly more minutes studying the material than did rereading group

· Percentage of “good comprehension questions was a significant prediction of achievement but time was not

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: 

  If yes, briefly describe.

If student achievement gains were reported, were they sustained over time?  No

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.
Summary
· Concerns:  1978!!

· Use of wide range vocabulary to group 

· Length of treatment

· High

· Middle:  verbal

· Low       

Ratings (scale: 1–5)

Overall Rating:  2
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