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attributable to Bell and Bradley 2008)
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e How are reading programs implemented in participating

This poster presents the findings of Phase 2 of a five-year
longitudinal study examining the efficacy of the PCI
Reading Program as implemented in two Florida school
districts with supported level students in grades 3-8 and
their teachers.
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Phase 2 was built upon the Phase 1 randomized control Comparison Comparison PCl Phase 1 Phase 2
trial and used a quasi-experimental and extra-
experimental design to estimate the impact of PCI
after two years.

e What is the impact of PCI on student achievement in:
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e A sight word based program designed to help non-readers
become successtul readers

e Mastery-based, individualized program so students can
learn at their own pace; multi-sensory based so students " Comparison PGl PC Comparison  PCI PC
can use cles and manlpulatlves Level One Level Two Level One Level Two
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commonly used inflectional endings, such as —s and | - 0 approaches and high levels of teacher satisfaction with the
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