Literacy Enhancement Program
2005-2006 Outcomes

Selected initiatives in New York City allowed Classroom, Inc. to examine students’ language arts and mathematics performance before and after program use.  This pre/post-testing revealed skill improvements. The richest picture comes from New York City students’ Group Reading Assessment and Diagnostic Evaluation (GRADE) results. In three tables that follow, we summarize those results.
TABLE 1

During 2005-2006, New York City grade 6 and 7 students who used Classroom, Inc.’s Literacy Enhancement Program improved significantly in overall reading performance on the GRADE, as well as in each GRADE subtest—vocabulary, sentence comprehension, listening comprehension, and passage comprehension. Below are the GRADE results for students in two New York City schools that used Classroom, Inc.’s Literacy Enhancement Program in the 2005-2006 school year.
	GRADE Subtest or Test
	Mean Raw Scores: PS 42

(N = 35)
	Mean Raw Scores: PS 105

(N = 120)
	Mean Raw Scores: PS 42 and PS 105 Combined  
(N = 155)

	LISTENING

COMPREHENSION
	
	
	

	Pre Test
	12.086
	13.450
	13.142

	Post Test
	13.486
	14.075
	13.942

	Significance of Difference 
	0.007**
	0.007**
	0.000***

	READING: Passage Comprehension
	
	
	

	Pre Test
	10.857
	16.433
	15.174

	Post Test
	11.971
	18.158
	16.761

	Significance of Difference 
	0.355
	0.000***
	0.001***

	READING: Sentence Comprehension
	
	
	

	Pre Test
	8.886
	10.983
	10.510

	Post Test
	9.914
	12.508
	11.923

	Significance of Difference 
	0.166
	0.000***
	0.000***

	READING: Vocabulary
	
	
	

	Pre Test
	12.686
	13.992
	13.697

	Post Test
	14.086
	15.575
	15.239

	Significance of Difference 
	0.035*
	0.000***
	0.000***

	TOTAL TEST
	
	
	

	Pre Test
	44.514
	54.858
	52.523

	Post Test
	49.457
	60.317
	57.865

	Significance of Difference 
	0.004**
	0.000***
	0.000***


Statistical significance levels: * p < 0.05; ** p < 0.01; *** p < 0.001
“Statistical Significance” means that the differences between pre and post test scores are unlikely to have occurred due to chance, and are more likely due to the CRI program.  A significance level of p < 0.05 is a positive result. It means that the likelihood that this pre/post-test difference was due to chance is only 5 times out of 100, and so on. It (and the even lower probabilities of p < 0.01, 0.001, or 0.000) indicate that there is a very small possibility of random score increases.
TABLE 2

The New York City 6th graders described above improved more than 6th graders in the norming sample described by the test developer.
 Students who used CRI’s Literacy Enhancement Program made a five-point national percentile gain between the fall and spring (pre/post) tests, as compared to no change in percentile for the norms sample. Below are GRADE test results for 6th grade students in two schools that used Classroom, Inc.’s Literacy Enhancement Program during 2005-2006, compared to national norms.
	GRADE Subtest or Test
	Mean Raw Score (from PS 42 and PS 105 combined)
	Corresponding National Percentile (from PS 42 and PS 105 combined)
	Mean Raw Score (from national norms)*
	Corresponding National Percentile (from national norms table)

	TOTAL TEST
	
	
	
	

	Pre Test (Fall, Form A)
	51.857
	55
	52
	55

	Post Test (Spring, Form B)
	57.888
	60
	56
	55

	Gain 
	+ 6.031
	+5
	+4
	0


*For comparison purposes, we used national norms for students with a pre test national percentile of 55, since that is the average pre test national percentile of students in the PS 42 and PS 105 sample.  
TABLE 3

In New York City, students who used more CRI simulation episodes tended to improve more in overall reading (on their GRADE total test score) and on the vocabulary subtest than did students who had less CRI program exposure. Below are GRADE test results for 6th grade students in two schools that used Classroom, Inc.’s Literacy Enhancement Program during 2005-2006. The table shows the relationship between amount of program exposure and test score improvements. These relationships were statistically significant. 
	GRADE Subtest or Test
	Number of Students (from PS 42 and PS 105 combined)
	Pearson Correlation***
	Significance of Correlation

	VOCABULARY
	124
	.204
	0.023*

	
	
	
	

	TOTAL TEST
	124
	.246
	0.006**
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