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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:  Focus on reading in science







Research Question:  Review of 5 year of implementation studies



Description of Subjects:  Multicultural urban school system – wide range of ability levels, ethnicity, parental income

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

Implementation of alternative reading/language arts instruction – used an in-depth expanded application of science (IDEAS) model to replace basal reading.

3.  Describe the design of the study.
Five-year review – each year implementation of study done with average, above average and at-risk students in grades 2-5.  Control and treatment groups were used.  Length of treatment varied depending upon year level.
· YR 1 & 2 – 1 year treatment

· YR 3 –5 months

· YR 4 – 1 year

4. What instruments were used to collect data and what metric(s) were used to report results?
· ANCOVA was used – general linear model used for analysis

· 3 measures used were effect of treatment, group type (at risk, average and above average)

· 3 dependent variables were standards based achievement tests (MAT - science, SAT - Reading) and an attitude test (SSA, Attitude/Self Confidence)

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

In each of the 4 years of implementation studies greater improvement on reading scores were obtained for treatment students – the IDEA program was able to improve scores for all students in each of the four years of implementation across a broad range of settings.

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.

The study was a review of 4 studies in total – was an attempt to build on and expand implementation – reading instruction was used throughout the year.

7.
Were gains in student achievement reported?  

No:  


Yes: 
   X
  If yes, briefly describe.

Improvement on nationally recognized tests—Iowa Test of Basic Skills and Standing Reading Tests.

If student achievement gains were reported, were they sustained over time?

Yes – over the 4 year period, consistent gains were made.

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.

Study reports on 4 studies.

Summary
This study reports on a long-term project which used an in-depth expanded application of science model (IDEAS) with students from grades 2-5.  The results show that the approach was successful in improving students reading scores compared with students only studying science.  The basal reading program was replaced with a 2 hour science program focusing on using reading/language arts instruction.

Ratings (scale: 1–5)

Overall Rating:  4
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