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

The students involved in the study were randomly selected from the population of low-achieving third-grade readers in an elementary school in Provo, Utah.  The school served low socioeconomic families.  Achievement scores obtained by the students in this school were the lowest obtained in the school district.  Thirty-six students were selected for this study, 13 girls and 23 boys.  

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:  Repeated Reading





This study was designed to address the following hypothesis:  Would the use of group-assisted reading increase the reading comprehension and vocabulary scores of students participating in the treatment group? 

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

· Students read orally during a 15 minute period.

· Students were grouped in dyads; each dyad had one copy of the text being read for the day.

· Teacher and the students read the story together with the teacher setting the pace and providing a model for expressive oral reading.

· The students tracked each word as it was read with a finger.  One student tracked the words on the page nearest him/her, and the other student tracked the words on the opposite page.

· Students read the story orally several times so that they could read it expressively without teacher assistance.

· The teacher read the first book many times with the students until they were able to read it fluently with expression.

· The 2nd book was read after students achieved fluency with the first one.

The process continued over 8 weeks.  A new book was introduced after fluency was reached with the preceding one.

*total treatment time = 10 hours.

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.

This was an experimental design study.  The 36 poor readers were randomly selected from the population of poor readers in 3rd grade from one elementary school.  Six students from each of three classrooms were randomly assigned to the control groups and six were randomly assigned to the treatment groups.

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)

· Gates-MacGinitie Reading Test – used as pretest and posttest assessment.  

· A total reading score was obtained from the test by summing the raw scores for each subscale.  Raw scores were used for comprehension, vocabulary, and total reading.

· Raw scores and GE scores were computed on the pre & posttests.  Mean scores were also presented.

· A 2 X 3 factorial analysis of covariance was used with the posttest scores.

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

· Prior to the intervention, the average GE score for members of the Assisted reading group = 2.9 and the average GE score for members of the Unassisted reading group= 3.1.  After the study, the Assisted reading group averaged a GE score of  3.6; the Unassisted  reading group averaged a GE score of  3.2.

· Unadjusted posttest means for vocabulary and comprehension reflected a significant main effect for the treatment group.

Students in the group-assisted reading experiment made greater achievement gains in comprehension and vocabulary than those in the control group.

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

No:  
X

Yes: 

  If yes, briefly describe.

The same teacher was used for all control and treatment groups, but no measures of implementation were formally collected.

7. 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.

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.

This study has clearly identified the teacher and student behaviors as well as the materials and procedures, so it could be replicated in another setting.  However, this particular study was not replicated. 

Additional Comments

National Reading Panel. (2001).  Teaching Children to Read:  An evidence-based assessment of the scientific research literature on reading and its implications for reading instruction.  Washington, D.C.:  National Institute of Child Health and Human Development.  Pg. 3-37.

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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