Iowa Content Network Review


Documentation of Structured Analysis for Selecting Scientifically-Based Research:  Instructional Strategies and Programs

READING



K-2


Cooperative Strategies

Keywords: buddy reading, paired reading, delayed readers

Reviewed by:  The Iowa Reading Content Network

Date Reviewed: 1/12/05

Title of Study: Effect of difficulty levels on second-grade delayed readers using dyad reading

Author(s): Morgan, A., Wilcox, B.R. & Eldredge, J.L.

Source, Publication Date & Pages: The Journal of Education Research (2000). 94(1), 113-119.
Is this source (journal or book) refereed?  Yes        x                  No  


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: Dyad reading
Research Question: How can teachers facilitate rapid reading progress and growth in poor readers?  Does the difficulty level of materials used for dyad reading make a difference?

Description of subjects:  (Include number of participants, age, SES, etc.)  51 poor readers 2nd grade, low to middle class, 88% Caucasian, 14% disabilities

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

Dyad reading (otherwise known as buddy reading): a lead reader and an assisted reader are paired to read material the lead reader can read and both children are interested in.  The dyad sits side by side and the lead reader reads in the assisted reader’s ear and uses a finger as a locator.

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

51 readers determined to be delayed with the Burns/Roe IRI were randomly assigned to 3 experimental groups that varied according to difficulty of reading material:

· Dyads reading at instructional level

· Dyads reading two grades above (frustration level)

· Dyads reading four levels above (frustration level)

The dyads read for 15 min each day for 95 days during classroom reading time.

Random, pre-test post-test design.

Students trained for 45 minutes to learn dyad procedures.

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.)

Burns/Roe Informal Reading Inventory (IRI) and a Running Record were used to determine reading level (form a for pre; form b for post). 

The dyads read for 15 min each day for 95 days during classroom recreational reading time.

In June the researchers repeated the reading level assessment procedures.

Researchers compared gain scores in reading level and post test scores across the groups for word recognition, comprehension and rate.

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

All 3 groups improved reading ability regardless of difficulty of reading material use.  Reading materials two grade levels above made significant gains. The greatest benefit was matching delayed readers two levels above level.  No significant difference was found between groups 1 and 3 or groups 2 and 3, however the mean of group 3 showed greater improvement than group 1 suggesting that more benefit is gained from children working with more difficult materials. The mean gain in group 3 was less that group 2 illustrating the possibility that when materials approach the level of 4 levels above the benefits decrease.  Students in group 3 were more resistant to reading these books resulting in less on-task behavior.  No significant differences were found among groups for words recognition, comprehension, or rate.

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.

Noted weakness in possible interaction b/w pre and post making results generalizable only to pretested group but even here threats were minimized.

7.
Were gains in student achievement reported?  

No:  



Yes: 

x

If yes, briefly describe.

If student achievement gains were reported, were they sustained over time?

7. 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 shows that dyad reading supports reading level improvement of children who are determined to have delayed abilities.  51 poor readers were paired with lead readers and engaged in dyad reading for 15 minutes a day for 95 days.  Three groups read materials at reading level and two and four levels above.  Greatest gains were shown among students reading two levels above instructional reading level.  The study shows that poor readers shouldn’t be limited to reading materials that are at their level.  Dyad reading provides support for poor readers to read more difficult texts.
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