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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: Group composition and impact of high ability students’ assessment performance


Research Question:   Does group composition effect high ability students’ performance on
 science assessments.
Description of Subjects:  9 classes – n = 83 students – these were the number of students involved in being tested.  White (89%), with small number of black students (2%), Hispanic students (2%), and Asian students (6%). Study done in Los Angeles County

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

All students were involved in a 3 phase study.  Phase 1 was to determine ability levels, Phase 2 was designed to test students understandings individually, Phase 3 was designed to test impact of group work.

3.  Describe the design of the study.
Results from Phase 1 & 2 were used to produce composite measure of “ability” based on achievement.  Students classified as low, low-medium, medium-high, or high.  Study focused on high ability students in Phase 3, that is, on high ability students’ participation in group work.  These students then compared to students from New Jersey were similar in terms of above-average rating.  In class groups there generated such that they were heterogeneous on gender and ethnic background, and with at least one high ability student.

4. What instruments were used to collect data and what metric(s) were used to report results?
Dependent variables
· ability levels based on 3 standard measures of vocabulary, verbal reasoning and non-verbal reasoning

· Phase 2 tests

Independent variables

· grouping – heterogeneous (high performing or low performing high ability students)

· homogenous groups

· ANCOVA & Pair wise comparisons used – sig. levels p.< 0.05

Student participation within groups was ranked and used as a measure for determining high or low performing student.

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

High ability students in homogeneous groups outperformed high ability students in heterogeneous groups.  The lowest level of ability in the group did not affect the performance of the high ability student.  The type of group interactions that occurred during group work strongly influenced performance.  Finally, group interaction predicted student performance more strongly than did either student ability or the overall ability composition of a group.

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:  
X

Yes: 
   
  If yes, briefly describe.

7.
Were gains in student achievement reported?  

No:  


Yes: 
   X
  If yes, briefly describe.

Student performance as a consequence of treatment was tested in Phase 36.

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:  


Yes: 
   X
  If yes, briefly describe.

Comparatives studies on ability grouping were reported.  This study focused on high ability students only.

Summary
This study examined the performance of high ability students when placed in groups for collaborative group work.  Findings indicate that homogeneous groups were better than heterogeneous groups.  Importantly, with heterogeneous groups the type of interactions, that is, good sharing and assistance, strongly influenced performance more than student ability or the overall ability composition of a group.

Ratings (scale: 1–5)

Overall Rating:  5
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