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Objective 1.3 Collaborate with the OSDE Office of 
Instruction to enhance and support the Department’s 
efforts in early literacy.



OK SPDG Literacy Initiative

• Language Essentials for Teachers of Reading 
and Spelling (LETRS)®; and 
• Lexia Reading Core5®



Lexia Learning Core5® Overview 

• Lexia Reading Core5® supports educators in providing 
differentiated literacy instruction for students of all abilities in 
grades pre-K-5.

• Research-proven program that provides explicit, systematic, 
personalized learning in the six areas of reading instruction. 

• Provides teachers with the data and student-specific resources 
they need for individual or small-group instruction.



Lexia® Reading 
• Four elementary schools (in 

Elk City, Holdenville, Stroud 
and Oklahoma City) began 
using in Fall 2014.

• SPDG staff are tracking site 
based and student based 
data on the impact of the 
program on students with 
disabilities at these sites. 



Process of Implementing

• Request for Proposal (RFP) and selection process
• Selection of school sites
• Training for school site staff
• SPDG staff and SPDG evaluator meet Lexia

representatives to settle on data needs



Successes

• Lexia Annual Meetings: Lexia representatives, SPDG Leadership 
Team, OSDE staff, and site administrators and educators. 

• Regular collaboration between OSDE offices.
• Aligning the initiative with the OK SPDG’s Oklahoma Tiered 

Intervention System of Support (OTISS) initiative.



Lessons Learned

• Need an in-depth understanding of the program and data 
reporting process from the planning stage.
– SPDG/OSDE; and 
– Site administrators and educators

• Site administrators need a better understanding of their 
responsibilities and commitment at the planning stage.

• Constant communication!!!
– Staff Turnover: OSDE, SPDG, Lexia, and Site Level



2015-16 LEXIA RESULTS

• Expectation: By the end of 2015-16, 70% of third-grade students on IEPs 
who meet Lexia® recommended weekly minutes for strong usage of the 
program will move down a category of risk (High to Moderate, Moderate 
to Low).

• Results: 82% of third-grade students on IEPs who met Lexia® 
recommended weekly minutes for strong usage moved down a risk 
category. 

• Preliminary 2016-17 Results---78% moved down at least one 
category of risk. 



Moving Forward

• Expansion
–Currently analyzing data and considering utilizing 

IDEA B funds to expand to additional sites.  



Poll Question

• Does your SPDG have an initiative that utilizes  Lexia or another 
technology-based instructional program?
– Yes
– No



Suggestions/Questions

Christa Knight, M. Ed.
SPDG Director

Oklahoma State Department of Education
405-521-4869

Christa.Knight@sde.ok.gov
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Background
Reading does not come naturally to most children (Moats, 2000; Shaywitz, 2015)

National reading assessments show that our students are not meeting expectations
◦ 64% of fourth grade students are not reaching proficient reading levels (NAEP, 2015)
◦ 31% of fourth graders read below the Basic level (NCES, 2015)
◦ 88% of fourth grade students with disabilities are not yet proficient in reading (NCES, 2015)

Poor literacy experiences in a child’s early years have a significant impact on outcomes later in 
life
◦ U.S. adults with the lowest levels of literacy are three times more likely to receive food stamps and ten times 

more likely to live below the poverty line (NICHD, 2008)

Importantly, we know what to do with a large percentage of children not attaining full literacy 
skills, especially for students with dyslexia (Shaywitz, 2014; 2015)
◦ We do not have a “knowledge gap”, we have an “action gap”



Origin of NCIL

uFunded thorough Office of Elementary and Secondary Education (OESE)

uAdministered jointly between OESE and with Office of Special Education Program (OSEP)

uAuthorized under ESSA amendment as a Comprehensive Centers Program

u5 year center with (hopeful) renewal 



NCIL Mission
To increase access to, and use of, evidence-based 

approaches to screen, identify, and teach students with 
literacy-related disabilities, including dyslexia

Identify or 
develop free or 

low-cost 
evidence-based 

assessment tools 
for identifying 
students at risk 
of not attaining 
full literacy skills 

due to a 
disability

Identify evidence-
based literacy 

instruction, 
strategies, and 

accommodations, 
including 
assistive 

technology, 
designed to meet 
the specific needs 
of such students

Provide families 
of such students 

with 
information, and 
collaborate with  
parent training 

centers

Identify or 
develop 

evidence-based 
PD for teachers, 

paraprofessionals, 
principals, other 
school leaders, 
and specialized 

instructional 
support 

personnel

Disseminate the 
products of the 
comprehensive 

center to 
regionally 

diverse SEAs, 
LEAs, regional 

educational 
agencies, and 

schools



Intended Beneficiaries

Children in early 
childhood programs 

who are not identified 
with a disability but 

have a developmental 
delay that impacts 
reading or writing, 

language processing, 
comprehension, and/or 
executive functioning 

Children who are not 
yet identified with 

dyslexia or other literacy-
related disabilities, but 

who may have dyslexia or 
other literacy-related 
disabilities and are at 
risk for not attaining 

full literacy skills 

Students identified 
with a disability, 
including those 
identified with 

dyslexia or other 
literacy-related 

disabilities



NCIL’s Approach to 
Technical Assistance





Regional Events & Beacon Sites: 
Year One

ID TBD MI



Facilitator Guides to Scale Up Evidence 
Based Practices

State level Policy Guide will focus on developing or improving policies to foster districts and 
schools to implement and sustain practices to improve literacy outcomes for students with 
reading disabilities, including Dyslexia.

District Level Implementation Guide will provide LEA’s and schools tools and resources to 
effectively implement evidence based screening, identification, and instructional practices to 
improve student outcomes. 



Poll Question #1:

What kinds of tools and resources would be most beneficial to you and your organization to 
support districts and school improve literacy outcomes? 



On the Horizon

Podcast series featuring diverse voices speaking on key areas of dyslexia

Family Zone on the website, featuring literacy content-based games and 
activities and an original NCIL comic book series 

Ask-An-Expert
A series of “Improving Literacy Briefs”: one-page text summaries and 
infographics summarizing evidence-based practices and research 

Professional Development modules for educators, focused on:
◦ Understanding early indicators of students at risk of not attaining full literacy skills
◦ Using evidence-based screening assessments for early identification
◦ Implementing evidence-based instruction



Review of Evidence-based Programs

NCIL will partner with NCII to conduct intervention program reviews to analyze widely used 
programs for:

Level of evidence for improving outcomes 

Magnitude of impact

Inclusion of students with disabilities in studies

Explicit instructional design elements



Poll Question:

What interventions are being used widely in your state/districts that you would like for NCIL to 
review for levels of evidence?



Measurement Tools and Issues
Individual measures are insufficient

Longitudinal stability is poor

Operational definitions of benchmarks are unclear and misleading

Effective screening practices
◦ What types of practices?
◦ What types of benchmarks?

◦ Realignment
◦ Reorganization



Questions?

Contact us:
◦ Hank Fien, Director ffien@uoregon.edu
◦ Sarah Sayko, Deputy Director, Parent & Family Lead saykos@rmcres.com
◦ Yaacov Petscher, Deputy Director, Screening & Identification Lead 

ypetscher@fcrr.org

Follow us!

mailto:ffien@uoregon.edu
mailto:saykos@rmcres.com
mailto:ypetscher@fcrr.org
mailto:ffien@uoregon.edu
mailto:saykos@rmcres.com
mailto:ypetscher@fcrr.org
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HIGHLIGHTS FROM 
LITERACY PROJECTS

FUNDED BY THE
NATIONAL CENTER FOR SPECIAL 
EDUCATION RESEARCH (NCSER)

PRESENTED BY SARAH BRASIEL, PROGRAM OFFICER
NATIONAL CENTER FOR SPECIAL EDUCATION RESEARCH 

INSTITUTE OF EDUCATION SCIENCES



¡ The National Center for Special Education Research
¡ Resources within the Institution of Education Sciences Website
¡ Highlights from projects funded by NCSER
¡ Additional Resources 

INTRODUCTION



Institute 
for 
Education 
Sciences 
(IES)

NATIONAL CENTER FOR 
SPECIAL EDUCATION 
RESEARCH (NCSER)



ORGANIZATIONAL STRUCTURE OF IES

National Board for 
Education Sciences

Standards & Review 
Office

Office of the 
Director

National Center 
for Education 

Evaluation

National Center 
for Education 

Statistics

National Center 
for Education 

Research

National Center 
for Special 
Education 
Research



¡ NCSER sponsors a 
rigorous and 
comprehensive program 
of special education 
research designed to 
expand the knowledge 
and understanding of 
infants, toddlers, and 
students with or at risk 
for disabilities from 
birth through high 
school

¡ Develop or identify 
education interventions 
(practices, programs, 
policies, and approaches) 
§ that enhance academic 

achievement
§ that can be widely deployed

¡ Identify what does not work 
and thereby encourage 
innovation and further 
research

¡ Understand the processes 
that underlie the 
effectiveness of education 
interventions and the 
variation in their 
effectiveness

MISSION AND OBJECTIVES



5 Goals
1. Exploration 
2. Development & 

Innovation 
3. Efficacy & Replication
4. Effectiveness
5. Measurement

¡ Topic Areas
§ Autism Spectrum Disorders
§ Cognition and Student 

Learning
§ Early Intervention
§ Families
§ Math and Science
§ Professional Development
§ Reading, Writing, and 

Language Development
§ Social and Behavioral
§ Policy, Finance, and 

Systems
§ Technology for SPED
§ Transition Outcomes

RESEARCH GRANTS



¡ When was the last time you searched for resources within the IES website? (Choose 
one)

A. Never
B. Within the last 3 months
C. Within the last year
D. Over a year ago

QUESTION



www. ies .ed.gov

LITERACY RESOURCES 
ON THE NCSER SECTION 

OF THE IES WEBSITE



WWW.IES.ED.GOV



RESEARCH SUMMARIES



SUMMARY OF READING RESEARCH



SEARCH FUNDED RESEARCH PROJECTS



SEARCH BY PROGRAM





OVERVIEW OF THE GRANT



STRUCTURED ABSTRACT & PUBLICATIONS FROM THE 
PROJECT

Publications from this project:
Beach, K. D., Sanchez, V., Flynn, L. 
J., & O’Connor, R. E. (2015). 
Teaching academic vocabulary to 
adolescents with learning 
disabilities. Teaching Exceptional 
Children, 48(1), 36-44.

O’Connor, R. E., Beach, K. D., 
Sanchez, V. M., Bocian, K. M., & 
Flynn, L. J. (2015). Building 
BRIDGES: A design experiment to 
improve reading and United 
States history knowledge of poor 
readers in eighth grade. 
Exceptional Children, 81(4), 399-
425.



¡ When searching for resources, which search area would be most relevant for you? 
(Select one choice)

A. Age/grade of student
B. Type of disability
C. Specific area of literacy (e.g., vocabulary, comprehension)
D. Type of research

QUESTION



2006-2016

36 grants
$67 million
19 Goal 2

8 Goal 3
9 Goal 5

FY 2017 
Awards to 
be 
announced 
soon!

READING, WRITING, AND 
LANGUAGE 

DEVELOPMENT



¡ Mike Coyne (G3)
§ Assessed the efficacy of Tier 2 Early Vocabulary Intervention with 

kindergartners, using intensive explicit vocabulary instruction. 
Findings showed promise of providing students with both Tier 1 and 
Tier 2 intensive intervention for improving vocabulary. 

¡ Joanna Will iams (G2)
§ Developed and tested the Close Analysis of Texts with Structure 

(CATS) intervention implemented with social studies content. Results 
showed promise for improving reading comprehension for 2nd graders 
at risk for reading disabilities.

¡ Lynn Gelzheizer (G3)
§ Assessed the efficacy of Interactive Strategies Approach-Extended

(ISA-X) small group intervention with 3rd and 4th grade struggling 
readers. Results showed promise of the intervention  for improving  
reading comprehension with stronger outcomes for students of 
teachers with higher fidelity and PD attendance.

STUDENTS IN PRIMARY GRADES (K-3)

http://ies.ed.gov/funding/grantsearch/details.asp?ID=1086
http://ies.ed.gov/funding/grantsearch/details.asp?ID=1106
http://ies.ed.gov/funding/grantsearch/details.asp?ID=1088
http://ies.ed.gov/funding/grantsearch/details.asp?ID=1086
http://ies.ed.gov/funding/grantsearch/details.asp?ID=1106
http://ies.ed.gov/funding/grantsearch/details.asp?ID=1088


Pre-Reading 
Strategies  for  
use  with  
Common Core  
books 

SAMPLE 
ISA-X 
TEACHER 
GUIDE



¡ Gwendolyn Cartledge (G2)
§ Developed and tested Relevant and Culturally Engaging Stories (Reading RACES) a 

computer based intervention using an Alternating treatment design with 2nd grade 
African-American students at risk for reading disabilities. Results showed promise for 
improving fluency and comprehension. 

¡ Jeanne Wanzek (G3)
§ Tested the efficacy of Tier 2 intervention, Voyager Passport for 4th graders with or at 

risk for reading disabilities. Results showed promise of improving reading 
comprehension. Researchers are currently comparing effects for 30 minutes versus 
45 minutes (a more intensified version). 

STUDENTS IN PRIMARY GRADES (K-3)

http://ies.ed.gov/funding/grantsearch/details.asp?ID=1240
http://ies.ed.gov/funding/grantsearch/details.asp?ID=1413
http://ies.ed.gov/funding/grantsearch/details.asp?ID=1240
http://ies.ed.gov/funding/grantsearch/details.asp?ID=1413


¡ Kimberly Wolbers (G2)
§Developed and tested Strategic and Interactive Writing Instruction (SIWI) 

for Deaf and Hard of Hearing Students in 3rd to 5th grade. Results showed 
promise for improving writing in the areas of writing information reports 
and persuasive writing.

PRIMARY STUDENTS WHO ARE DEAF OR 
HARD OF HEARING

http://ies.ed.gov/funding/grantsearch/details.asp?ID=1249
http://ies.ed.gov/funding/grantsearch/details.asp?ID=1249


Persuasive  
Wri t ing 
Inter vent ion 
Mater ia ls
By Dr.  K imber ly  
Wolbers

SAMPLE
STRATEGIC 
AND 
INTERACTIVE 
WRITING 
INSTRUCTION 



¡ Pam Hunt (G3)
§ Tested the efficacy of the Early Literacy Skills Builder (Developed by Diane Browder) 

for increasing the literacy skills of students with severe intellectual disabilities or 
Autism Spectrum Disorder (grades K-4). The researchers adapted 45 commonly used 
books in 3rd and 4th grade to 2nd grade level and created comprehension questions. 
Students answered questions with response boards. Preliminary results showed 
improved literacy for students using the intervention.

¡ Jill Allor (G2)
§ Developing and testing Project Intensity for  students in Grades K-1 with intellectual 

disabilities which includes 43 books developed on iPads for independent reading. 
Preliminary findings showed improved performance with taught words.

PRIMARY STUDENTS WITH 
INTELLECTUAL DISABILITIES

http://ies.ed.gov/funding/grantsearch/details.asp?ID=1605
http://ies.ed.gov/funding/grantsearch/details.asp?ID=1429
http://www.projectintensity.com/lesson-materials.html
http://ies.ed.gov/funding/grantsearch/details.asp?ID=1605
http://ies.ed.gov/funding/grantsearch/details.asp?ID=1429
http://www.projectintensity.com/lesson-materials.html


Example  Book ,  
Mom Gets  S ick ,
for  teaching 
reading to  
s tudents  with  
inte l lectual  
d isabi l i t ies

PROJECT 
INTENSITY



¡ Rollanda O’Connor (G2)

§Developed and tested BRIDGES a middle school reading vocabulary 
intervention taught by a general education U.S. History teacher. Results 
showed promise of improving vocabulary and comprehension for 
students  with or at risk for reading disabilities. 

¡ Mary Beth Calhoon (G3)

§ Tested the efficacy of Reading Achievement Multi-component Program 
(RAMP-UP)  for grade 6 students with reading disabilities. Results showed 
promise for improving word identification, word decoding, fluency, and 
comprehension.

STUDENTS IN MIDDLE GRADES (6-8)

http://ies.ed.gov/funding/grantsearch/details.asp?ID=1255
http://ies.ed.gov/funding/grantsearch/details.asp?ID=1239
http://ies.ed.gov/funding/grantsearch/details.asp?ID=1255
http://ies.ed.gov/funding/grantsearch/details.asp?ID=1239


¡ Greg Roberts (G3)
§Tested the efficacy of Reading Interventions for Adolescents and a Drop-

out prevention intervention, Check and Connect, for 9th and 10th grade 
students with reading disabilities. Results showed promise for improving 
reading comprehension and keeping students enrolled in school for 
students receiving either the reading intervention or the reading 
intervention combined with drop out prevention intervention compared to 
students in the control group.

STUDENTS IN HIGH SCHOOL (9-12)

http://www.meadowscenter.org/projects/detail/preventing-school-dropout-secondary-students-implementation-intervention
http://www.meadowscenter.org/projects/detail/preventing-school-dropout-secondary-students-implementation-intervention


A3 
Initiative

ACCELERATING THE 
ACADEMIC 

ACHIEVEMENT OF 
STUDENTS WITH 

LEARNING DISABILITIES 
RESEARCH 

A3 INITIATIVE 



DOUG AND LYNN FUCHS, A3 INITIATIVE

Capitalizing on

The power of prior 
knowledge to build
informational text 
comprehension

The power 
of executive 
function to build
fractions knowledge

Grades 3-5

Link to Blog
Link to Project Page

https://ies.ed.gov/blogs/2016/10/24/default
https://ies.ed.gov/funding/grantsearch/details.asp?ID=1423
https://youtu.be/QLpi3BctfP8
https://ies.ed.gov/blogs/2016/10/24/default
https://ies.ed.gov/funding/grantsearch/details.asp?ID=1423


Ies.ed.gov

OTHER RESOURCES:
THE INSTITUTE OF 

EDUCATION SCIENCES 
(IES)



¡ Sign up for the IES Newsflash

¡ If you use Social Media, follow the IES Twitter and Facebook

¡ Publications and Products Search online
§ Publications from the Regional Education Laboratories

§ What is the evidence base to support reading interventions for improving student outcomes in grades 
1-3?

§ What Works Clearinghouse (WWC) Practice Guides
§ Teaching Secondary Students to Write Effectively
§ Teaching Academic Content and Literacy to English Learners in Elementary and Middle School

ADDITIONAL RESOURCES

https://ies.ed.gov/pubsearch/pubsinfo.asp?pubid=WWCPGELL19
https://ies.ed.gov/pubsearch/pubsinfo.asp?pubid=REL2017271
https://ies.ed.gov/pubsearch/pubsinfo.asp?pubid=WWCPG111622
https://ies.ed.gov/pubsearch/pubsinfo.asp?pubid=WWCPGELL19
https://ies.ed.gov/pubsearch/pubsinfo.asp?pubid=WWCPGELL19
https://ies.ed.gov/pubsearch/pubsinfo.asp?pubid=REL2017271
https://ies.ed.gov/pubsearch/pubsinfo.asp?pubid=REL2017271
https://ies.ed.gov/pubsearch/pubsinfo.asp?pubid=WWCPG111622
https://ies.ed.gov/pubsearch/pubsinfo.asp?pubid=WWCPGELL19


¡ Partnerships and Collaborations Focused on Problems of 
Practice and Policy grant program (CFDA 84.305H)

¡ Researcher-Practitioner Partnerships in Education Research 
Support new to established partnerships
§ Promote joint research by research institutions and SEAs and/or 

LEAs
§ On education issues of key importance to SEAs/LEAs
§ That will directly contribute to SEA/LEA program and policy decisions 
§ Provide an opportunity to develop the partnership through initial research 

activities as well as develop a longer-term research plan
§ Foster longer-term research partnerships

§ Provide and support the use of rigorous research-based evidence in 
decision-making

§ Continue practitioner input into research agenda
§ Maximum length 2 years, up to $400,000

FUNDING OPPORTUNITIES

https://ies.ed.gov/funding/pdf/2018_84305H.pdf
https://ies.ed.gov/funding/pdf/2018_84305H.pdf
https://ies.ed.gov/funding/pdf/2018_84305H.pdf


¡ Partnerships and Collaborations Focused on Problems of 
Practice and Policy grant program (CFDA 84.305H)

¡ Evaluation of State and Local Education Programs & Policies 
Support new to established partnerships
§ New or established partnerships
§ Carry out rigorous evaluations of education programs or policies 

(from pre-k to adult education) that are implemented by state or local 
education agencies

§ Funds must be used for evaluation only (e.g., cannot be used for 
implementation of the program/policy)

§ Maximum length 5 years, up to $5 million

FUNDING OPPORTUNITIES

https://ies.ed.gov/funding/pdf/2018_84305H.pdf
https://ies.ed.gov/funding/pdf/2018_84305H.pdf
https://ies.ed.gov/funding/pdf/2018_84305H.pdf


§Questions and Answers

§Contact Information
§Sarah Brasiel, sarah.brasiel@ed.gov
§202-245-6734
§https://ies.ed.gov/ncser/

DISCUSSION

mailto:sarah.brasiel@ed.gov
https://ies.ed.gov/ncser/
mailto:sarah.brasiel@ed.gov
https://ies.ed.gov/ncser/
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Please enter in the chat pod

• What’s your biggest take-
away? 

• What do you still need to know 
more about?


