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12 Schools

8 in Connecticut
4 in Texas

SES

50%-80% of
school
populations
received

free or reduced
lunch

87 Teachers

Intervention (n = 31)
Comparison (n = 26)

T her certificati
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206 Students

Intervention (n = 112)
Comparison (n = 94)

Qalecti

-Intervention 26 (84%)
-Comparison(81%)

Years of Experience
Teaching K
Intervention 6.08

(SD =6.92)
Comparison 7.92

(SD =8.89)

Approx 4 per class, based
screening measures of
DIBELS LNF and CTOPP
SM

Ethnicity

19% African American
42% Hispanic

37% White
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Supplemental
Reading Intervention
Explicit, code-focused
instruction targeting
key phonemic &
alphabetic skills

Problem Behaviors
-Externalizing
-Internalizing
-Hyperactivity

Kindergarten Reading
Outcomes
-Phonemic awareness
-Alphabet knowledge

-Word reading

Academic

Academic criteria for
inclusion:

Pre-test score at /below the 331
percentile on LNF measure
(n=142)

or

Pre-test score at/below the 37t
percentile on CTOPP sound
matching task. (n=200)

Note: 136 children met both
criteria.
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Behavioral

Behavior Criteria for Inclusion:

None. Children were selected without
regard for problem behavior, resulting
in a behaviorally heterogeneous
sample.

There were no differences on any
behavior measure between the two
groups.

Problem behavior ratings ranged from
below the 16™ percentile to above the
98, with an average rating at the 50"
percentile on the SSRS-T problem
behavior scale.
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