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

· 1st grade students in four different neighboring elementary schools in Montana

· Children came from lower SES Caucasian families with similar SES backgrounds

· All schools qualified for Title 1 funding with equivalent numbers of students in each building qualifying for free and reduced lunch

· Children from all four schools performed similarly according to comparisons of achievement data (p. 58)

1. 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:  Early Steps








· Did Early Steps help at-risk first graders learn to read?

· Are children in the program reading better than comparable children in a Title I program already in place in the district?  If so, do these effects hold over time?

· How are children who participated in the program in Grade 1 performing in second grade?

· Is a relatively expensive one-to-one tutorial model like Early Steps necessary for all children classified as at risk for not learning to read, or do some at-risk children learn just as well in a more traditional small-group setting?  (p. 58)

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

Early Steps is a one-to-one tutorial program for early intervention of reading difficulties which represents a balanced approach.  This model uses 30 minute lessons, taught 1-1 incorporating:

· Reading and rereading connected text

· Daily writing

· Acquiring phonological skills

· Applying phonological strategies

· Word study (p. 58) 

3.  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.

Four neighborhood schools in Montana participated.  Two schools were experimental and two control schools.  Students were from lower middle class Caucasian families with similar SES background.  All four schools qualified for Title 1 funding. (p. 58-59)

4. 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)

· Pretest – letter knowledge, concept of word in text, spelling word recognition (p.59-60)

· Post test – spelling task, word recognition task, passage reading (p. 61)

· Follow-up – Woodcock Reading Mastery test: word identification, word attack, passage reading (p. 61-62)
Scores reported in mean, standard deviation, t scores, Cronbach Alpha, ANCOVA (p. 61-62)

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

Early Steps led to accelerated growth in reading comprehension, particularly for children most at risk for not learning to read.  These results were maintained over the summer for students who had completed the program.  The experimental groups did improve their spelling, sight word abilities, and passage reading as compared to the control groups. (p. 69-71)

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

No:  
X

Yes: 
   
  If yes, briefly describe.

This information was not in the article.  However, the article noted ongoing assistance with the delivery of strategies.  This assistance took place within the workplace.

7. Did the study include evidence that gains in student reading achievement were sustained over time? (SBRR Standard 3)

No:  


Yes: 
   X
  If yes, briefly describe.

This study took place during the school year of 1994-95, Sept. through May.  The author’s reported that students maintained their gains over the summer months. 

8. Did the study cite evidence of replication (of another study or within this study)? (SBRR Standard 3)

No:  
X

Yes: 
   
  If yes, briefly describe.
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