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Objectives

!By the end of this webinar, participants will be
able to:
_ldescribe the pros and cons of using

clearinghouses to find information about new
interventions and strategies, and

_lexplain the best practices for using academic
databases to find useful research.




Evidence-based Practices

!New provisions included in the Every Student
Succeeds Act (ESSA, 2015).

A requirement for school improvement efforts
and certain federal funds.

_!Encourages the use of tested and proven best
practices in classrooms and schools.




Fvidence-based Practices, Continued

!For more detailed information, please review
the other webinars in this series:

_IEvidence-based Interventions: Overview
JAn Introduction to Study Design
JUnderstanding Education Statistics

JVisit KDE’s Evidence-based Practices website.



https://education.ky.gov/school/evidence/Pages/default.aspx

Clearinghouses

A User Friendly Option




What is a clearinghouse?

!Provide independent evaluation of programs,
strategies, and interventions.

ICommon clearinghouses include:
JWhat Works Clearinghouse (WWC)
_IEvidence for ESSA
1The Campbell Collaborative

JView KDE’s running list of clearinghouses



https://education.ky.gov/school/evidence/Documents/Elevating%20Evidence%20Resources%20Clearinghouses%20and%20Databases.pdf

Clearinghouse Pros and Cons

PRO CON

_ISynthesize research

into user friendly |
reports. _IHave varying

standards of quality.

_INot comprehensive.

_lInclude tools that
support easy filtering _IMay include reviewer

and ranking. bias or reflect

_IWidely available and organizational
free to use. motives.




Clearinghouse Best Practices

_Look to see if research is cited.

_ICritically read commentary and scan for bias.

_IPay careful attention to the scope and
methods of implementation.

_!Review reports from multiple clearinghouses.
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Literacy Express

Literacy Express is a preschool curriculum designed for three- to five-year-old children. It is structured around units on oral language,
emergent literacy, basic math, science, general knowledge, and socioemotional development. It can be used in half-or full-day programs
with typically developing children and children with special needs. It provides professional development opportunities for staff; teaching
materials; suggested activities; and recommendations for room arrangement, daily schedules, and classroom management.
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Literacy Express
Program Description
Research
Effectiveness

Absence of conflict of
interest

Additional program
information

Research
Effectiveness

The WWC found Literacy
Express to have positive
effects on oral language,
print knowledge, and phon
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Literacy Express

Literacy Express is a preschool curriculum designed for three-
to five-year-old children. It is structured around units on oral
language, emergent literacy, basic math, science, general knowl-
edge, and socioemotional development. It can be used in half-
or full-day programs with typically developing children and

Three studies of Literacy Express that fall within the scope of the

Early Childhood Education review protocol meet What Works
Clearinghouse (WW(C) evidence standards. The three studies
include 1,004 preschool children from three to five years of age
from 70 preschools in Florida and California.#

Based on these three studies, the WWC considers the extent
of evidence for Literacy Express on preschool children to be

o
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children with special needs. It provides professional develop-
ment opportunities for staff; teaching materials; suggested
activities; and recommendations for room arrangement, daily
schedules, and classroom management.

medium to large for oral language, print knowledge, and phono-
logical processing and small for cognition and math. No studies
that meet WWC evidence standards with or without reservations
examined the effectiveness of Literacy Express on preschool
children in the early reading and writing domain.

This report has been updated to include a review of two studies that were released since 2007. These studies are within the scope of the protocol and

meet evidence standards. The findings described in the previous Literacy Exp

tervention report were based, in part, on studies by Lonigan (2005,

2006). A review of those studies for the present report revealed that they were based on a second cohort of children from a randomly assigned set of
preschools. Since children entered the preschools after random assignment, the initial equivalence of the treatment and control groups must be estab-
lished. Tests of the equivalence of the analysis samples conducted by Lonigan showed statistically significant differences between the Literacy Express
group and the control group on 5 of 11 outcome measures. Hence, results from the Lonigan (2005, 2006) studies were not considered when preparing
the present intervention report. A complete list and disposition of all studies reviewed are provided In the references
The descriptive information for this program was obtained from publicly available sources: the research literature (Lonigan, Farver, Clancy-Menchetti, &
Phillips, 2005) and from the developer as part of the WWC's standard developer contact process. The WWC requests developers to review the program
lions for accuracy from their perspective. Further verification of the accuracy of the descriptive information for this program is beyond
s review. The literature search reflects documents publicly avallable by May 2009,
3. The studies in this report were reviewed using WWC Evidence Standards, Version 2.0 (see the WWC Procedures and Standards Handbook, Chapter Il

as described in protocol Version 2.0,

4. The evidence presented in this report is based on available research. Findings and conclusions may change as new research becomes available.

bR =~ I+ I B L



Academic Databases

A Trusted Source of High Quality Research




What is an Academic Database

_!A collection of research and writing archived
from academic journals.

_IReport the direct results of research.

_IAre typically peer reviewed and have high
standards for inclusion.

ITypically require a paid subscription.




Accessing Trusted Databases

_JEducation Resources Information Center (ERIC)

_IKentucky Educators have access to 62
academic databases through the Kentucky
Virtual Library.

_!Academic Search Complete
_ITeacher Reference Center

_INovelist

_!Psychology and Behavioral Sciences Collection



https://eric.ed.gov/
https://kyvl.org/k12educators

Database Pros and Cons

PRO CON
!Comprehensive _10ften require a
listings subscription.
_!Access research _!Are not very user
directly from the friendly.
researcher. INumber of resources

_!No reviewer bias. can be overwhelming.




Academic Database Best Practices

_!Create clear search termes.
AApply filters.

_lUse quotes and plus signs to group words.

_IKeep an open mind and be patient.
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This article examines the use of a range of co-teaching models when
teaching mathematics. The approaches suggested have potential for
all students, but in this instance their importance as a pedagogical
approach with students with special educational needs (SEN) in
inclusive classrooms is considered. The study was based in the first-
year mathematics classroom of an Irish, urban, mainstream, post-
primary, girls’ school. This article highlights the findings from the
teacher’s perspective and presents their reflections on a range of co-
teaching approaches. The potential and challenges of these are
considered in the context of schools generally.
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Introduction

The importance of students with special educational needs (SEN) being
educated alongside their peers in the local school wherever i
ognised internationally in terms of the importance of designing learning




Academic Database Tips

Try different search terms to get different
results:

Instead of “Read 180" try “computer based
reading programs”.

!Read multiple pieces of literature.

_!Don’t forget to evaluate literature against
ESSA’s definitions of evidence, available on
KDE’s Evidence-based Practices website.



https://education.ky.gov/school/evidence/Pages/default.aspx

Thank You!

_!Evidence-based Practices under ESSA
_IClearinghouse Pros and Cons

_IAccessing Academic Databases

_IBest Practices for Searching Databases




If you have questions regarding
evidence-based interventions or database
use, please contact the District 180 branch in

the Office of Continuous Improvement
and Support at (502) 564-2116.
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