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Efficacy Results: Participants

District 1 District 2
= 8 schools - urban, suburban, rural = 5 schools — urban, suburban, rural
24-92% Free and Reduced Lunch 17-98% Free and Reduced Lunch
= 27 classrooms = 36 classrooms
= 480 students/grade = 560 students/grade
50% qualified for Free and Reduced Lunch 50% qualified for Free and Reduced Lunch
45% African American 20% African American
50% White 75% White
5% other ethnicities 5% other ethnicities
15% received Special Education Services 13% received Special Education Services

= Curriculum: Open Court and Reading Mastery =  Curriculum: HM Journeys
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Using the A2i Technology predicts students’ reading

gains
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First Grade: Distance from Recommendation
Predicting Reading standard scores
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