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This is a refereed source (journal or book).  

1. Description of subjects:  (May included # of participants, age, SES, etc.)

59 sixth grade students from three classrooms in a suburban school district of a large Midwestern city.

2. What is the name or title of the instructional strategy/model, program, material, or intervention and what was the research question to be answered and/or what is the intended goal?
Name/Title: Increasing Students’ Awareness of Sources of Information for Answering Questions (Question Answer Relationship, {QAR}).

The purpose of the study was to examine the role of knowledge of information sources in children’s question-answering abilities through the examination of an instructional program (QAR) designed to heighten their awareness of information sources.

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

Students were introduced to QARs in groups, with the researcher providing definitions and visual representations to make clear the three QAR concepts (text explicit-right there, text implicit-think and search, and script implicit-on my own).  Students were led through text passages and given guidance and instruction on the question, answer, and QAR label.  Students were provided an explanation and given immediate feedback from the instructor.

4.
 Was the program effectiveness shown through an experimental design that included experimental and control groups created through random assignment or carefully matched comparison groups?  (SBRR Standard 1)
No:  


Yes: 
   X
  If yes, briefly describe.

Students in the instructional group received 4 days of instruction, each session approximately 40 minutes long.  The control group did not participate in this instruction.

5.
What instruments were used to collect data and what metric(s) (effect size, raw scores, gain scores, etc.) was used to report results? (SBRR Standard 2)
Students in both instructional and control conditions were tested on the same day, each responding to a common passage with 18 related questions.  Students were asked to read the passages and answer the questions on the blank next to the appropriate QAR.  Scores were created independently for both the QAR identifications and for question-answer quality.

Results were reported and interpreted in terms of three dependent measures:

· A measure of students’ sensitivity to the task demands of the question

· The quality of the response

· The degree to which students had internalized the knowledge about QARs

Mean scores were used to report results.

6. Briefly describe the findings. (SBRR Standard 2) 

The testing measures indicate that the training enhanced students’ understanding of task demands of questions and their answer quality.  The training appeared to be most facilitative for those of average and lower ability levels.  Performance of students who had received training, while superior in general to that of the control group, was most pronounced on text implicit questions among low ability students.

7. Did the evaluation plan include a measure of implementation? (SBRR Standard 3)

No:  
X

Yes: 

  If yes, briefly describe.

8. Did the study include evidence that gains in student reading achievement were sustained over time? (SBRR Standard 3)
No:  
X

Yes: 

  If yes, briefly describe.

9. Did the study cite evidence of replication (of another study or within this study)? (SBRR Standard 3)
No:  


Yes: 
   X
  If yes, briefly describe.
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Additional Comments
If the article or report doesn’t provide the information needed to answer the questions above you should call or email the author.  It is not uncommon for publishers to drastically cut essential information out of articles before publishing them.  
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