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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:  Partner Reading, Collaborative Strategic Reading
Research Question:  What, if any, are the differential effects of partner reading and collaborative strategic reading on fluency and comprehension outcomes for third grade students with reading disabilities?

Description of subjects:  (Include number of participants, age, SES, etc.)

· 111 3rd graders and 8 teachers

· 2 elementary schools in a small district w/rural and urban settings and highly mobile population

· 56 students assigned to partner reading (16% white, 68% Hispanic)

· 55 students assigned to collaborative strategic reading (22% white, 53% Hispanic)

· 14% total students had reading difficulties

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

Partner reading (PR) was intended to enhance fluency.

· Students paired with one stronger and one weaker reader

· Each partner read for 3 minutes

· Stronger reader read first to model fluent reading

· Weaker reader read the same passage with stronger reader using word correction procedures to help weaker reader decode unknown words

· Both partners then graphed number of words read in one minute

Collaborative Strategic Reading (CSR) was intended to enhance comprehension

· Students work with partners and the whole class to learn strategies for previewing text, dealing with unknown words and concepts, summarizing and identifying the main ideas, and generating questions

· Students kept learning logs on use of these strategies

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

· Pretest, treatment, posttest design

· 8 classrooms of 3rd graders were assigned to two interventions.  Teachers’ preferences and purposive sampling were included in assignments.

· Teachers participated in their assigned intervention before intervention.

· Co-teaching, modeling and guided practice for 4 weeks once intervention began

· Bi-weekly meetings thereafter to the end of the study

· Support group meetings with researchers twice during study

· Each strategy was used 2-3 times per week for 12 weeks

· Researchers made weekly visits to provide support

· Teachers and researchers maintained logs

· 28-31 total intervention sessions (45 minutes for CSR; 25 minutes for PR)

· No controls evident

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.)

Testing of Reading Fluency (TORF)

Gray Oral Reading Tests – 3 (GORT)

Implementation Validity Checklists

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

The two groups were compared.  There was a significant gain on reading rate, but not a significant gain on comprehension or accuracy.  This held true for the group as a whole as well as those identified as having reading disabilities, regardless of which intervention was administered.

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.

Researchers used validity implementation checklists.

7.
Were gains in student achievement reported?  

No:  



Yes: 
x


If yes, briefly describe.

Results are reported comparing intervention groups on reading comprehension and fluency performance.  Students identified as having reading disabilities were reported separately as well.

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.

Review of research indicates that instructional approaches were previously researched with success in other studies.

Summary:

Rating

_2___Design (scale: 1-5)


This study documented outcomes of interventions on 3rd graders’ reading comprehension and fluency.  Children were taught either partner reading or collaborative strategic reading strategies for twelve weeks. Participants were 111 3rd graders, including 14% with reading difficulties, in 8 classrooms in a small district.  Comparisons of the two groups showed a significant gain on reading rate, but not a significant gain on comprehension or accuracy.  This held true for the group as a whole as well as those identified as having reading disabilities, regardless of which intervention was administered. Researchers acknowledge the study may have been better if they had:

· Had a control group and a group that was taught both strategies

· Had evaluated the students using question/answer or retelling for comprehension assessment rather than a multiple-choice test
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