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Introduction. Main Impacts. Research Design.

e PCI Education sought scientifically based evidence on
the etfectiveness of the PCI Reading Program—a sight
word based program for students with developmental Sight word Experimental 3.17 (p < .095) Randomized Control

disabilities, autism, and significant learning disabilities. : . . _ Trial: Teachers are
’ ’ & S Sight word Quasi-experimental 6.12 (p = .006) randomly assigned to

. , , , Phase 1
This efficacy study is designed to determine whether Sight word Extra-experimental 5.81 (p = .02) ;’OS gaprt(i:ciir()g{g lfr? t:])eor

students who are exposed to PCI learn more of the | | control arou

: : : ?No phonological assessment in Year 3 9 P
specific sight words taught in the program than students (Groups 2 and 3).
who are not exposed to the program.

Estimatea Method Data sources Analysis

Multi-level analysis

Moderators . . (HLM) was used to
Quasi-experimental. estimate the

This poster presents the findings of a three-year * In Phase 1, we found no moderating etfect of pretest or grade level on the impact of Students in Group 1 Teacher and brogram impact

; ; o : tudent .
PCI on student outcomes. H r ha me confidence that the phonological are matched to > .
longitudinal study examining the efficacy of the PCI CI on student outcomes. However, we have some confidence e phonologic students in Groups demographics and the moderating

Reading Program as implemented in two Florida school assessment had a small moderating etfect. 3 and 5. and we Zﬁ:lc;s(gg)bggwp

districts with supported level students in grades 3-8 and In Phase 2, we found that the sight word pre-assessment did not moderate the impact compare the Studentpre-and .\ ’ot Variables.
) differences in post-intervention

their teachers. of PCI on sight word post-assessment scores. However, we have strong confidence that berformance. sight word and l-gt?rri\rgtgasc\tvere
students whose teachers have more than four years of Special Education teaching phonological test

' - . * adjusted for
experience benefit more from PCI than students with teachers who have fewer than four =xtra-experimental. SCOTeS imbalances in
Phase 2 We estimate the

years of Special Education teaching experience. difference in Program progress rel(ejvtant f\tUdent
oerformance between ~ monitoring data 270 "9CNS!

the randomized characteristics
groups—Groups 1 Teacher online between the two

Research Questions Implementation Findings. ond - aftor the first  surveys, training  9"UPS
. and second years, and classroom
Teacher Satisfaction with Reading Program: and combine the observations,

Comparison Versus PCI differences to emails exchanges,

. e All three years of the study estimate how the and informal
Very Satisfied Il controls would have Interviews

Phases 2 and 3 were built upon the Phase 1 randomized
control trial as a quasi-experiment to estimate the
impact of PCI.

e What is the impact of PCI on student achievement in:
o sight word recognition?
o phonological awareness?
Is the impact of PCI ditferent for ditferent kinds of
students or teachers?
How are reading programs implemented in participating
classrooms?

showed high levels of teacher
: . performed had they
satisfaction and student not joined the * Phonological

engagement and enjoyment. program. (Method posttest was not
attributable to Bell given in Phase 1

and Bradley, 2008)

Somewhat Satisfied

Neutral

Somewhat Dissatisfied

Teachers recommend the program
and plan to keep teaching PCI.

Very Dissatisfied Il |
Haven’'t Used Enough

Descriptive. Small Descriptive. Small

The primary ditficulty in sample size sample size

Intervention. implementing the program was Dhase 3 Preventst prevented
Comparison  PClI PCI researchers from researchers from

e A sight word based program designed to help non- Level One  Level Two finding the time for the being able to being able to

individualized instruction determine an impact. determine an impact.
readers beCOme SuCCGSSful readers Teacher Reporting Regarding Student Engagement: P P

Comparison Versus PCI components of the program.

% Responding in Each Category

e Mastery-based, individualized program so students can
learn at their own pace; multi-sensory based so students
can use cues and manipulatives

Very High Il Students did not progress as

don B | ouickly through the srogcam as Student Groups. Conclusion.

Moderate lﬂltlally eXpeCted. Group 1™ Group 5

Group 2 1 Group 6 W= . : .
Three years Groun 3 m  Group 7 & The 51gn1ﬁcar1t 1mpact

SXPOSUIre 1 Group4 = Group 8 = of PCI found in Phase

Very Low I Hol—  Conid 1 and 2 and high levels
| Don’t Know [ Two years of teacher satistaction
exposure with the program in all
three phases provide

- : useful information for
o Level One aims to teach students 140 sight words o One year Ticericts lookine f
Comparison PCI PCI exposure > IStricts 1ooKing 1or a

through Visual discrimination. Level One  Level Two reading program for

Level Two aims to teach 140 additional words including severely disabled
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Specifies a system of repetition, practice, errorless
discrimination, controlled reading, and high-interest
aCt1vVitlies

Bridging approach of three levels

% Responding in Each Category




