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Executive Summary

This report presents key findings of the first baseline of early grade reading skills
implemented in the West Bank. This EGRA for Grade 2 was conducted in March
2014 in a representative sample of 150 Ministry of Education and Higher Education
(MOEHE) primary schools, stratified by school gender and selected randomly from
16 districts in the West Bank. The 2,953 tested students were randomly selected from
Grade 2 enrollment lists prior to each school visit. The results are representative of
MOEHE Grade 2 students and primary schools in West Bank.

The findings of this national baseline inform the strategic design and development of
MOEHE enhancements to the curriculum, resources and teaching of early grade
reading. Implemented by MOEHE supervisors and candidate teachers, this EGRA
strengthened ministry capacities and deepened its knowledge base of early grade
reading and reading assessment.

This assessment of Grade 2 reading skills in the formal language of primary school
instruction, Modern Standard Arabic, comprised 6 subtasks: the pre-reading skills of
letter sound identification, familiar and nonword reading learned in Grades 1 and 2
plus oral reading fluency, and two comprehension subtasks: reading comprehension
and listening comprehension. Of particular note, this Arabic EGRA was the first to
include two (2) oral reading passages — one with full diacritics and the other without
diacritics. Comparing student reading fluency and comprehension on these two
exercises is an MOEHE priority and a significant contribution of this EGRA.

The summary scores for all subtasks of this West Bank EGRA are shown in Table
ES1 below. Key findings of this Grade 2 baseline include:

1. Good foundation of pre-reading skills: The sample Grade 2 students
demonstrated good proficiency in the basic pre-reading skills of letter sounds
knowledge and nonword / invented word decoding. Average scores on these
two subtasks are, by far, the highest of any Arabic EGRA in Grades 2 or 3;
and the percentage of zero scores are the lowest. There is a strong foundation
of reading proficiency in these pre-reading skills among MOEHE Grade 2
students. This is a strong and positive finding.

2. Students struggle to read connected text in passages: Most Grade 2 students
are struggling to read familiar words in connected text (passages, stories),
indicative of low reading fluency. Average scores on the oral reading fluency
subtask (with diacritics) are low and the percentage of students scoring zero is
high.

3. Low reading comprehension: Most Grade 2 students do not comprehend
what they are reading. Average scores on reading comprehension (60 seconds
reading with diacritics) are low and the percentage of students with zero scores
is high. The generally good results on the listening comprehension subtask,
however, suggest that most Grade 2 children capably understand formal
Arabic. Hence the low scores on reading comprehension in Grade 2 chiefly
result from low reading fluency and undeveloped reading comprehension
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skills. Comprehension skills must be learned, practiced and mastered — they do

not come automatically to students who mechanically read well.

Table ES1: Summary Scores for all EGRA Subtasks

Percentage
Percentage of of students
Grade 2 Grade 2 Proposed performing
students with average benchmark at or above
Subtask zero scores score (Sept 2014) benchmark
Letter sound identification (clpm) 6.8% 36.0 45 41%
Familiar Word reading (cwpm) 10.0% 17.5 natl na
Nonword reading (cnonwpm) 8.7% 13.9 20 29%
Oral reading fluency (ORF) — with 22 1% 16.7 30 16%
full diacritics (cwpm) ’ ’
Oral reading fluency (ORF) — without 10.9% 24.9 35 27%
diacritics (cwpm) ) )
Reading comprehension — ORF with 0 3.0 0
diacritics (max. 6) 35.7% 16 (50% correct) 26%
Reading comprehension — ORF 25.9% 22 na na
without diacritics (max. 6) ) )
Listening comprehension (max. 6) 7.1% 3.3 3.0 68%
(50% correct)

4. Few illiterates in Grade 2: The percentage of illiterate Grade 2 students in
MOEHE schools is low: less than 5%. This is an important and positive
finding. Few students are now being “left behind” in early grade instruction in
Arabic. The number of nonreaders can and should, however, be reduced. For
all reading subtasks, targets were set at the benchmarking workshop for lower
percentage zero scores to be achieved by 2018. It is important that these
targets for fewer nonreaders be a top priority for benchmark achievement.

5. Low variability among MOEHE schools in Grade 2 reading proficiency:

There is low variability (low divergence) among MOEHE primary schools in
the reading proficiency of Grade 2 students. This finding has important social
equity implications. The large majority of MOEHE schools are performing

comparably in Arabic reading instruction of their Grade 2 students. There are

not significant numbers of “strong” schools and “weak” schools; nor a large
divide between schools in the reading performance of their Grade 2 students.
The overall EGRA results are “true” and general indicators of Grade 2 reading

1 At the benchmarking workshop held with the MOEHE in September 2014, benchmarks were not proposed for
two subtasks included in this West Bank EGRA for Grade 2: the familiar words and reading comprehension for
90 seconds without diacritics. Nor was a benchmark proposed for listening comprehension. The benchmark
shown in this Table for listening comprehension is illustrative only. On this point, see the text box on page 10.

viii
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outcomes in most MOEHE schools. Most Grade 2 classes include a full range
of student reading abilities, from weak to strong readers.

6. Significant gender gap in Grade 2 reading proficiency: Girls typically
outperform boys in most early reading subtasks, especially the timed tests of
pre-reading skills and oral reading fluency. This result is common to the large
majority of languages and countries in which EGRAs have been implemented.
It is true of all Arabic EGRASs. The gender gap in reading proficiency for this
sample of West Bank Grade 2 students is, however, the largest of all Arabic
EGRAs. The results cannot be extrapolated to later grades. The gender gap
may diminish among older students. These Grade 2 results do recommend that
schools, teachers and parents be aware of this gender gap and ensure that boys
have equal or greater opportunity for reading practice in class.
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Background

Context of Reading Outcomes in the Primary Grades in West Bank

Diminished proficiency in early grade reading of formal Arabic is a critical challenge
across the Middle East and North Africa (MENA) region. Standardized tests
administered by the MOEHE and UNRWA over the past decade in the schools they
respectively administer across the West Bank, have showed declining learning
outcomes and learning quality in the primary grades. In its Annual Report of 2012,
the MOEHE reported that less than 50% of 7*" grade boys in its schools and just 56%
of 7" grade girls were reading Arabic at grade level. Only 60% of 7" grade students
in UNRWA passed the 7" grade Arabic exam that year. The average scores of
students in the 2012 National Arabic Assessment were only slightly better than the
low results reported in 2008. Altogether, these findings recommended specific
attention by the MOEHE to improved reading outcomes in the early grades. The
MOEHE’s new strategic five-year plan (2014-2019) emphasizes improved teaching
and learning of Arabic as a foundational learning skill.

USAID Support for Early Grade Reading in the West Bank

USAID support for this EGRA seeks to generate regional and country-specific
education data, and analyses of those data, that can be used by the MOEHE to
prioritize education needs and future investments. It is also aims to strengthen local
skills in the design, evaluation and management of education programs, and quality
data capture and analysis to support them. This activity resulted in a representative
EGRA of Grade 2 students in West Bank public schools. The results will be used to
inform policy decisions in the areas of reading assessment and teacher training
methodologies.

Proposed MOEHE Benchmarks for Grade 2 Reading Skills

The first presentation of baseline EGRA results for Grade 2 to the MOEHE and
USAID Mission for West Bank and Gaza in late May 2014 included illustrative
“benchmarks” for specific reading skills. These heuristic benchmarks were included
to answer the expected question: “What percentage of Grade 2 students were able to
read proficiently, i.e. at the standard that might be desired for Grade 2 reading
performance?” These illustrative benchmarks were set at the average score at or
above which one-third (33%) of Grade 2 students performed on the timed tests of this
EGRA baseline.

Subsequent to this presentation, the MOEHE requested technical and policy support
from RTI in establishing Palestinian benchmarks for Grade 2 reading skills based on
the actual results of the EGRA baseline and informed by international experience in
early grade reading and scientific understandings of early reading cognition. The
workshop, conducted September 21-22, 2014 in Ramallah with MOEHE and selected
NGO representatives, collaboratively prepared benchmarks for Grade 2 reading skills
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to be achieved in three years — by spring 2018 (2017/2018 school year). The
workshop agenda, presentations and participants are reported here in Annex C. These
proposed benchmarks have now been presented by the workshop’s participants to
senior ministry officials for their policy discussion and possible adoption as official
MOEHE benchmarks for Grade 2 reading.

This Final Report applies these latest, proposed benchmarks in presenting the results
of the West Bank EGRA baseline for Grade 2. The benchmarks are specified in the
subtask analyses of results on each subtask. The first presentation of West Bank
EGRA results in May 2014 that applied illustrative benchmarks is also included here
in Annex D as documentation of this baseline EGRA.

Purposes and Design of the West Bank EGRA
Baseline for Grade 2

Why Test Early Grade Reading?

The ability to read and understand a simple text is one of the most fundamental skills
a child can learn. Without basic literacy there is little chance that a child can escape
the intergenerational cycle of poverty. Yet in many countries, students enrolled in
school for as many as six years are unable to read and understand a simple text.
Recent evidence indicates that learning to read both early and at a sufficient rate is
essential for learning to read well. A substantial body of research documents the fact
that children can learn to read by the end of Grade 3, and indeed need to be able to
read to be successful in school. Acquiring literacy becomes more difficult as students
grow older; children who do not learn to read in the early grades (Grades 1-3) are
likely to fall behind in reading and other subjects, likely to repeat grades, and
eventually to drop out of school.?

When children are first learning to read in Arabic, they must learn the letters and their
forms, learn the sounds associated with each letter and diacritical marks, and apply
this knowledge to decode (or “sound out”) new words that they can recognize
instantly.® By the end of this first phase, children develop sufficient speed and
accuracy in decoding and word recognition that they can read with fluency. When
children read with fluency, they can read orally with speed and expression similar to
what they use in speech. Furthermore, reading with fluency is critical for reading
comprehension, because children can concentrate on the meaning of what they read
rather than having to focus on decoding.*>

2 RTI. (2009). Early Grade Reading Assessment Toolkit. Research Triangle Park, NC: World Bank Office of
Human Development, 1.

3 See E. Saiegh-Haddad. (2005). Correlates of reading fluency in Arabic: Diglossic and orthographic factors.
Reading and Writing: An Interdisciplinary Journal, 18, 559-582. See also M. Taouk & M. Coltheart. (2004).
The cognitive processes involved in learning to read in Arabic. Reading and Writing: An Interdisciplinary
Journal, 17, 27-57.

4 S. Abu-Rabia. (2007). The role of morphology and short vowelization in reading Arabic among normal and
dyslexic readers in Grades 3, 6, 9, and 12. Journal of Psycholinguistic Research, 36, 89-106.

2 EdData Il: West Bank, Early Grade Reading Assessment Grade 2 Baseline



Purposes and Uses of this West Bank Baseline for Grade 2

This baseline EGRA for Grade 2 establishes the capacities and deepens the
knowledge base of MOEHE staff to implement early grade reading assessments. All
EGRA assessors and assessor team leaders were MOEHE supervisors or candidate
teachers and all planning, training, implementation, and dissemination was conducted
in close technical collaboration with the Ministry’s Assessment and Evaluation
Department (AED) and EGRA Steering Committee. Central ministry and MOEHE
districts actively supported the field implementation with school liaison, orientation,
and enrollment lists for sample selection.

The results inform policy decisions and planning by the Palestinian Authority (PA)
for improved reading instruction and student learning outcomes in the early grades.
The longer term objective is enhanced teacher training and learning resources for
improved reading proficiency by primary students. The findings of this EGRA will
infuse the design and development of MOEHE curricula and teaching resources for
enhanced reading instruction in the earliest grades.

Thirdly, this EGRA establishes a baseline for MOEHE use in measuring and
reporting future progress in enhanced reading performance in the early grades.
Finally, the results of this EGRA contribute to raising the awareness of parents,
teachers and school leaders to the importance and challenges of early grade reading.

What EGRA Measures

The EGRA instrument is composed of various subtasks designed to assess
foundational reading skills that are crucial to becoming a fluent reader. EGRA is a
method-independent approach to assessment—that is, the instrument does not reflect
a particular method of reading instruction (i.e., “whole language” or “phonics-based”
approach). Rather, EGRA measures basic skills that a child must have to eventually
be able to read fluently and with comprehension—the ultimate goal of reading. The
EGRA subtasks are based on research for a comprehensive approach to reading
acquisition across languages. These foundational reading skills are described below:

e The alphabetic principle is considered essential for learning to read an
alphabetic language. The alphabetic principle refers to the recognition and
understanding that speech sounds (phonemes) are represented by units of print
such as letters and diacritics (graphemes). Thus, mastery of the alphabetic
principle is the understanding that there are predictable relationships between
sounds and the symbols that represent them. It is necessary for mastering
spelling patterns and their relationship with oral language through the letter-
sound (grapheme-phoneme) correspondences.

e Oral reading fluency is often defined as the ability to orally read connected
text with speed, accuracy, and proper expression. Reading fluency is
considered critical for comprehension, because rapid, effortless word-

5> G. Elbeheri, J. Everatt, A. Mahfoudhi, M. A. Al-Diyar, & N. Taibah, (2011). Orthographic processing and
reading comprehension among Arabic speaking mainstream and LD children. Dyslexia, 17(2): 123-142.
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identification processes enable the reader to focus on the text and its meaning
rather than decoding, or sounding out the words.®

e Reading comprehension, considered the goal of reading, refers to the ability
to actively engage with, and construct meaning from, the texts that are read.

e Listening comprehension refers to one’s ability to make sense of oral
language in the absence of print. Listening comprehension taps many skills
and sources of knowledge, such as vocabulary knowledge, facility with
grammar, and general background knowledge. Assessing listening
comprehension is particularly important for a diglossic language such as
Avrabic, because children are often not introduced to the formal dialect until
after they begin formal schooling. Thus, listening comprehension assesses
children’s proficiency with the formal dialect of Arabic.

EGRA measures each of the above abilities/components to assess foundational
reading skills. These skills are tested in individual subtasks and presented in order of
increased level of difficulty (i.e., letter sound identification, then familiar word
reading, then nonword reading, etc.). In general, initial subtasks are easier than later
subtasks. The listening comprehension subtask is the exception: it best follows the
reading comprehension subtask in implementation but is typically easier for students.
EGRA thus effectively measures a wide range of reading abilities for beginning
readers. The specific subtasks included in the EGRA instrument developed for this
Grade 2 baseline are described below.

EGRA Measures for the West Bank Grade 2 Baseline

The EGRA instrument is implemented one-on-one—an assessor with a single student
—and requires 15-20 minutes to complete. The Arabic instrument developed for this
Grade 2 assessment is presented in Annex A. This electronic instrument (iPads) used
for this assessment included the following subtasks (subtasks) implemented in this
order:

1. Letter sound identification assessed children’s automaticity in their
knowledge of the sounds associated with each letter. This was a timed
subtask, in which children were shown a chart containing 80 letters with
diacritics arranged in 8 rows each with 10 letters. All letters were in initial
word or independent letter form with a diacritic. Students were asked to
produce the sounds associated with each letter as quickly and accurately as
they could within one minute, yielding a score of correct letter sounds per
minute (clspm).

2. Familiar Word reading assessed children’s knowledge and automaticity in
reading familiar words. All 50 words in this timed subtask requested by the

® National Institute of Child Health and Human Development. (2000). Report of the National Reading Panel.
Teaching children to read: An evidence-based assessment of the scientific research literature on reading and its
implications for reading instruction (National Institutes of Health Publication No. 00-4769). Washington, DC:
U.S. Government Printing Office. See also C.A. Perfetti. (1992). The representation problem in reading
acquisition. In P.B. Gough, L.C. Ehri, & R. Treiman (Eds.), Reading acquisition (pp. 145-174). Hillsdale, NJ:
Erlbaum.
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MOEHE were selected from the current Grade 2 Arabic language textbooks
for terms 1 and 2. Arranged in 10 rows of 5 words each, all words included
diacritics on all but the final syllable. The subtask comprised approximately
equal numbers of 2-, 3- and 4-syllable words plus a small number of 1-
syllable words. Students were asked to correctly pronounce the words with
their diacritics, reading as quickly and accurately as possible for one minute,
yielding a score of correct words per minute (cwpm).

3. Nonword reading assessed children’s skill at applying letter-sound
correspondence rules to decode (i.e., sound out) unfamiliar words. To ensure
that children were applying their knowledge of the relationships between
sounds and symbols rather than reading words from memory, children were
asked to read a chart of 50 pronounceable made-up words (invented or
nonsense words) arranged in 10 rows of 5 words each. All items included
diacritics on all but the final syllable and were constructed in accordance with
Arabic orthography. The nonwords created for this subtask were largely
unique. However, they replicated the structure and placement of nonwords in
that subtask of the Egypt baseline EGRA for Grade 3: the same number of 2-
letter, 3-letter, 4-letter, 5-letter, and 6-letter words arranged in identical
placement on the chart. Before starting the subtask, each student was
instructed by the assessor to correctly read aloud three practice nonwords.
Children were then asked to correctly sound out as many nonwords with their
diacritics as they could within one minute, yielding a score of correct
nonwords per minute (cnonwpm).

4. Oral passage reading assessed children’s fluency in reading a passage of
grade-level text aloud and their ability to understand what they had read. Two
different versions of this subtask were implemented consecutively for this
EGRA - always in the same order — with each student. Each version
consisted of two parts:

a. Oral reading fluency — 60 seconds with diacritics: The ability to read
passages fluently is considered a necessary component for reading
comprehension. In the two versions of this subtask, children were given a
different story of local relevance comprised of 57 words. Both stories and
their questions were in formal Arabic. For the first version, the words
were written with diacritics for all syllables (except the final syllable) and
children were asked to read aloud the words correctly with their diacritics.
For this first version of the subtask, they were given 60 seconds to read —
the standard duration for this EGRA subtask. Before starting, each child
was instructed to pay attention to the story as they read because he or she
would be asked questions about the story after finishing. The oral reading
fluency score was the number of correct words read per minute (cwpm).

b. Reading comprehension — 60 seconds with diacritics: After the children
finished the passage, or the one minute ended, the story was removed. The
assessor then asked questions that required children to recall basic facts
from the passage or the part they read. The maximum number of
questions asked was 6. But children were only asked those questions that
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could be answered from the specific narrative that they had read.” The
reading comprehension score was the number of correct answers, with a
maximum possible score of 6. This subtask was untimed but students who
did not reply to a specific question within ten seconds were scored as “No
Reply” on that question. Each question was asked only once with no
repeat.

c. Oral reading fluency — 90 seconds without diacritics: The second story
directly followed the reading comprehension subtask of the first passage
reading. The 2" story was identical in length (57 words), comparable in
difficulty and as locally relevant to Grade 2 students as the 1% story. The
2" story differed in just 2 respects: i) children were given 90 seconds to
read instead of 60 seconds, so as to give more time for children to read
more of the story, and ii) the story did not include diacritics. Otherwise,
this subtask was implemented exactly as the 1% oral reading fluency test.
The aim of this 2" story was to compare reading fluency and reading
comprehension outcomes when these two variables were changed.
Children were scored on this 2" oral reading fluency subtask on whether
they correctly pronounced the letters in the words, regardless of what short
vowels they used for the syllables (without diacritics). To compare the
results of the two stories, the same EGRA metric was used for both: the
number of correct words read per minute (cwpm).

d. Reading comprehension — 90 seconds without diacritics: Immediately
after completing the 2" story, or at the end of the 90-second duration,
students were asked direct questions (no inferential questions) about the
narrative that they read. This 2" reading comprehension subtask was
implemented and scored exactly as the 1% reading comprehension test.

5. Listening comprehension is considered a critical skill for reading
comprehension because it shows the ability to make sense of oral language. In
this subtask, the examiner read clearly and at moderate pace (approximately
0.5 seconds per word) a short narrative story of 58 words to the children —
comparable in length to the 57-word oral reading passages. Before starting,
the assessor instructed each child to listen carefully as he or she would be
asked several questions about the story. After hearing the passage, each child
was asked all 6 questions, always in the same order and exactly as written in
formal Arabic. The listening comprehension score was the total correct
answers, with a maximum possible score of 6. This subtask was untimed but
students who did not reply to a specific question within ten seconds were
scored as “No Reply” on that question. Each question was asked only once.
All students were given the listening comprehension subtask, even those
nonreaders who had been “early stopped” on one or more previous subtasks.

7 Weak and slow readers were not asked questions for text they did not read in the one minute. Students who
did not correctly read any word on the first line of the story (7-8 words) — zero scores — were not asked any
reading comprehension questions. The iPads “activated” only those reading comprehension questions that could
be answered from the text read by that student in the 60- and 90-second timed tests of oral reading fluency.
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All written components of the EGRA were in Modern Standard Arabic, including the
stories and all questions in the reading comprehension and listening comprehension
subtasks. All assessors asked the subtask questions and read the listening
comprehension passages exactly as written in formal dialect without variance. The
oral instructions given to children for each subtask, however, were explained by
assessors in the home language of Palestinian dialect. These instructions were written
on the instrument in formal Arabic but presented orally by the assessor, as written, in
simple, vernacular Arabic. Children were asked to confirm that they fully understood
the instructions before starting each subtask. Once started, no subtask was
interrupted. The only comment permitted for an assessor to make was to say “go on”
after three seconds to a student stalled on a specific letter or word in one of the timed
subtasks.

In administering the EGRA, assessors
were very attentive to making each child
feel comfortable and at ease. The child’s
name was not recorded and assessors
presented the test as a “game” that the
child would enjoy and an “experimental
activity” to test the instrument’s utility.
Assessors were very explicit that the
EGRA was not an exam and students were
not being graded. Participating students
were told they were lucky to have been
chosen for this experiment to test the instrument. Before beginning each assessment,
children were pointedly asked for their assent to participate in the assessment. Any
child who declined was thanked and invited to leave. Very few children refused to
participate. At the end of the assessment and regardless of how well they read, the
great majority of children responded, when asked if the assessment was difficult or
easy, that it was “easy.”

Many children, however, were nonreaders or limited readers on some subtasks,
especially the more difficult subtasks. For these students, all timed subtasks — letter
sound knowledge, familiar word, nonword, and oral reading fluency subtasks —
included an “early stop” rule that required assessors to discontinue the subtask if a
child did not respond correctly to any of the items on the first line (i.e., the first 10
letters, the first 5 nonwords, or the first line of 7-8 words of the oral reading fluency
story). If just one item on the first line was read correctly, the subtask continued
through its full time period. This rule was established to avoid frustrating children
who did not understand the subtask or lacked the reading skills to respond. If a
subtask was halted by the “early stop” rule, the assessor went on the next subtask. If
the oral reading fluency subtask, however, was halted by the “early stop” rule, the
student was not asked any of the reading comprehension questions. All subtasks
halted by the “early-stop” rule were marked clearly.
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The Electronic and Paper EGRA Instruments

This EGRA was largely conducted using an electronic tool. After first developing
and pre-testing the instrument in paper format, an identical electronic version was
prepared for implementation using iPads. All subtasks were implemented in the same
order with the same rules. The development and functionality of the iPad data
collection program used for this West Bank EGRA closely followed the iPad program
developed for the Egypt EGRA baseline in 2013.

Implementing this West Bank Baseline for Grade 2
Developing and Testing the Instrument

The EGRA instrument was developed with a team of Arabic language and reading
experts in February 2014 following specific technical guidelines for key subtasks to
enhance the standardizing and comparability of Arabic EGRA instrument design. The
resulting EGRA instrument was then tested, using a paper format, with 22-25
students in each of four MOEHE primary schools in Ramallah districts. The MOEHE
selected the schools and the school principals and Grade 2 teachers selected the
students for this pilot implementation. The sole criterion for selection was that two
schools be “weaker” schools of generally lower learning achievement and the other 2
schools be “strong” schools of superior student performance. Similarly, principals in
each school were asked to provide an equal mix of weaker and more capable readers
from Grade 2 to be tested. In most schools, all or most Grade 2 students were tested.
The purpose of this pilot—to test that the instrument was neither too easy nor too
difficult and appropriate for the range of reading abilities in Grade 2—was explained
at each school and school officials were supportive and complied fully. The pilot
confirmed the effectiveness and reliability of the instrument in differentiating a wide
range of reading abilities.

Development of the electronic EGRA tool proceeded in parallel with the testing of
the paper instrument. The final paper instrument is included in Annex A.

Training the Assessors

The MOE identified thirty-five candidates from candidate MOEHE early grade
teachers (assistant teachers awaiting appointment) across the West Bank to be trained
as EGRA assessors. The large majority of candidates were younger women (both
married and single) in their late twenties and thirties. All candidates were trained for
6.5 days in early March with the expectation that all assessors would be selected. The
first three days familiarized assessors with the subtasks and trained assessors to
implement the paper form. The final 3.5 days trained assessors to use the electronic
(iPad) instrument and complete their familiarization with subtask content. It is very
important that assessors learn thoroughly and by heart the sound of all subtask
content so that they can concentrate fully on listening to students’ reading and not
have to check each sound that they hear against the written form. This familiarity
comes from repeated drilling of assessors on all subtasks using both the paper and
electronic tools. All assessors were continuously monitored for proficiency in
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applying both instruments. All training was conducted in Arabic. The 32 assessors
who successfully completed the training and conducted all assessments are listed in
Annex A.

The Sample Schools and Students

The population and random, stratified sample of 150 schools and Grade 2 students
selected from all West Bank districts for this EGRA baseline are presented in Annex
B along with the sample design. At MOEHE request, the random selection of the 150
schools applied stratification by school gender: 50 schools were girls’ only primary
schools with Grade 2, 50 schools were boys’ only schools, and 50 schools were
mixed (co-ed) schools with Grade 2. From single-gender schools, 20 children were
randomly selected from enrollment lists for all Grade 2 classes in each school with
approximately equal numbers drawn from each class. From mixed (co-ed) schools, 10
boys and 10 girls were selected from across all Grade 2 classes. Random number
tables were used to select the sample students from numbered enrollment lists from
each school. A reserve list of 4 students was also pre-selected for each gender in each
school to replace any sample students absent on the day of the assessment visit to that
school. A complete list of replacement schools was also provided with a specific
replacement school indicated for each sample school if implementation in a given
sample school was not possible. In fact, no replacement schools were needed. The
sample used only the original list of sample schools drawn by RTI statisticians. The
list of 20 Grade 2 sample students and additional reserve students for each school was
drawn by the Field Director and four Field Coordinators responsible for field
implementation of this baseline EGRA.

Field Implementation

The 32 assessors and 16 assessor team leaders were organized into 16 assessor teams,
each with two assessors and one assessor team leader. Four teams were each directed
by four Field Coordinators deployed across the West Bank. Each team assessed
twenty students in a school each day. With each assessor testing 10 students, the
school assessment typically required 2.5 — 3.0 hours. The assessor team leader was
responsible for gathering and confirming the identity of the randomly pre-selected
students for each school and delivering them, one by one, to the two assessors
conducting the tests in the school library or classroom vacated for their use. Assessor
team leaders ensured that students and assessors were not disturbed or interrupted.

The teams typically completed 16 schools per day. The assessment of all 150 schools
was completed in twelve school days in the second half of March.
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West Bank EGRA Baseline Findings for Grade 2

Summary Scores and Levels of Student Performance

This section presents summary statistics for all subtasks of this West Bank EGRA for
Grade 2. First, we identify the percentage of nonreaders for each subtask, i.e. the
percentage of students scoring zero on that subtask. Then we report the average
scores,® identify the proposed Grade 2 benchmarks for each subtask, and report the
percentage of students now reading at or above these benchmark scores.

The benchmark scores presented in Table 1 are those developed by participants of the

benchmarking workshop held with key MOEHE
and NGO participants in September 2014. No
benchmarks were proposed at the workshop for
the two optional subtasks of familiar words
reading and reading comprehension for 90
seconds without diacritics. These are shown as
“na” = “not applied” in Table 1. The workshop
also did not propose a benchmark for the
listening comprehension subtask. See the
textbox here for explanation of the illustrative
benchmark applied in this Report for listening
comprehension.

Table 1 below reveals strong performance in the
pre-reading skills learned in Grades 1 and 2 and
in listening comprehension. Many Grade 2
students have mastered these pre-reading skills
of letter sounds knowledge and nonwords
reading and are reading at benchmark levels.
Forty-one (41%) of sample students read letter
sounds at benchmark level and 29% read
unfamiliar (nonwords) words with strong

An lllustrative Benchmark for
Listening Comprehension

Unlike the two optional subtasks of
familiar words reading and reading
comprehension for a text read for 90
seconds without diacritics, the results
of the listening comprehension subtask
are central to EGRA analysis and
understanding student performance in
reading comprehension. For these
reasons, this Report applies the same
benchmark of 50% of questions
answered correctly that is proposed
for the reading comprehension
subtask. This benchmark for listening
comprehension is, however, only
illustrative, for the purposes of
presenting results in this Report, and is
not proposed for official adoption. It is
important that this be clear.

proficiency. The percentages of students with zero scores on these first two subtasks
were also low: 6.8% and 10% respectively on these two pre-reading skills. These are

strong, positive findings of this assessment.

Listening comprehension scores were also high, indicating generally good
comprehension by Grade 2 students of story text written in formal Arabic. These
Grade 2 students are clearly accustomed to hearing classroom instructions and

narrative text in formal Arabic.

But zero scores were higher and average reading scores lower in the oral reading
fluency and reading comprehension subtasks than might be expected from the
generally good student performance in pre-reading and listening comprehension
skills. The average (mean) score of sample Grade 2 students on the standard EGRA

8 All average scores are means that include zero scores in their calculation.
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subtask of oral reading fluency for 60 seconds of a story of familiar words with
diacritics was just 16.7 correct words per minute (cwpm). This result was lower than
their performance in reading familiar words without context; and not much better than
their success in reading unfamiliar (invented) words. Nearly one-quarter (22%) of
Grade 2 students could not correctly read a single word on the first line of this story
and only 16% of students read at the proposed benchmark level of at least 30 correct
words per minute.

Their diminished performance in oral reading fluency is the direct cause of their low

performance in reading comprehension. Too few Grade 2 students are able to read
connected text in a narrative passage with sufficient fluency to enable them to
comprehend that text. The average score on the standard reading comprehension

Table 1: Summary of EGRA Average Scores for Grade 2
Percentage
Percentage of Proposed of students
Grade 2 Grade 2 provisional performing
students with average benchmark at or above
Subtask Zero scores score for Grade 2 benchmark
Letter sound identification (clspm) 6.8% 36.0 45 41%
Familiar Word reading (cwpm) 10.0% 17.5 na® na
Nonword reading (cnonwpm) 8.7% 13.9 20 29%
Oral reading fluency (ORF) — with 22 1% 16.7 30 16%
full diacritics (cwpm) ' '
Oral reading fluency (ORF) — without 10.9% 24.9 35 27%
diacritics (cwpm) ' '
Reading comprehension — ORF with 0 3.0 0
diacritics (max. 6) 35.7% 1.6 (50% correct) 26%
Reading comprehension — ORF 25.9% 292 Na na
without diacritics (max. 6) ' )
Listening comprehension (max. 6) 7.1% 3.3 3.0 68%
(50% correct)

Note: clspm = correct letter sounds per minute; cnonwpm = correct nonwords per minute; cwpm = correct
words per minute. The percentage zero scores for the two Reading Comprehension subtasks include
“early stop” students on the respective Oral Reading Fluency exercises (22.1% and 10.9% respectively)
who were subsequently not asked any comprehension question on the passage that they “early stopped”.

subtask after one minute of story reading (with diacritics) was just 1.6 questions
answered correctly. Just one-quarter (26%) of sample students could answer at least 3
questions correctly — the proposed benchmark for Grade 2 reading comprehension of
50% of questions answered correctly. At the bottom end of reading comprehension
proficiency, a much larger percentage — nearly 36% — of Grade 2 students could not
correctly answer a single comprehension question.

9 See footnote 1.
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Nonreaders: In addition to considering the percentage of students who were unable
to complete a single item on individual subtasks, there was a subgroup of students
who were nonreaders. Nonreaders were students who scored zero on all three of the
letter-sound identification, nonword reading, and oral reading fluency (with
diacritics) subtasks. These students could not read correctly a single word nor
correctly identify a single letter sound on the first line of each test. The results of the
West Bank EGRA on this overall measure of reading performance were also very
good. Less than 5% of sampled Grade 2 students were nonreaders or truly illiterate.
There was, however, a sharp difference between genders on this measure. The
percentage of boys who were nonreaders — 6.5% — was more than double the
percentage of girls (3.1%). This pattern of girl outperformance in early grade reading
has also been observed in many other countries and languages, and in all previous
Arabic EGRAs. The gender gap is, however, greater in this sample of West Bank
students from Grade 2 than observed in Egypt or Jordan.

The percentages of zero scores on the EGRA subtasks are shown in Figure 1. The
low percentages in each the pre-reading skills of letter sounds knowledge_and
nonwords reading — in addition to familiar words reading — as well as listening
comprehension are all positive. By comparison, the higher shares of zero scores in
oral reading fluency (except oral reading fluency without diacritics, for which a lower
standard of scoring is applied) and reading comprehension stand out.

The Grade 2 benchmarks proposed for the different reading skills include 2018
benchmarks for reductions in the percentage of zero scores on each subtask. These
too are important benchmarks. These zero score benchmarks are identified for each
subtask in the Subtask Analyses section below.

Figure 1:

Percentages of Grade 2 Students with Zero Scores on the EGRA
Subtasks
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Students Reading at Benchmark Level: It is also important to consider how many
students are now performing well. Figure 2 shows sizable percentages of Grade 2

students already reading at or above the average score benchmarks proposed for the
respective subtasks to be achieved in 2018. With the sole exception of oral reading
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fluency with diacritics, the percentages of Grade 2 students reading at grade level on
each of the EGRA subtasks is strong. The tall column for listening comprehension is
colored separately to remind the reader that this result is only illustrative and no
benchmark was developed at the benchmarking workshop for this subtask.

Shown above each column of current benchmark achievement in Figure 2 is a line
and a percentage. This is the benchmark percentage of Grade 2 students that should
read at benchmark level by 2018 on this EGRA subtask. For example, in this EGRA
baseline, 41% of Grade 2 students read at or above the above score baseline of 45
correct letter sounds per minute. The 2018 benchmark percentage is that 55% of
Grade 2 students will read at least 45 correct letter sounds per minute. The benchmark
percentages for each subtask are presented in the Subtask Analyses section below.

Figure 2: Percentages of Grade 2 Students reading at or above Average

Score Benchmarks on the EGRA Subtasks
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Accuracy of Grade 2 Reading: To this point, our analyses first looked at average
scores on subtasks; second, at the percentage of Grade 2 students with zero scores on
subtasks; third, at the percentage of students reading at or above the proposed
benchmarks for each subtask. A fourth way to analyze reading proficiency is to
compare the correct items or answers to the number of items attempted on each
subtask. “Percentage correct of attempted” is an important metric of reading
accuracy. Comparing scores to the number of items attempted on the subtask
provided valuable insight into students’ mastery of early reading skills. Attempted
scores are always higher than total scores.

Table 2 presents the average number of items attempted for each subtask and the
average percentage of correct attempts. Children were most successful in letter
identification and oral reading fluency without diacritics, an optional subtask with a
lower standard for correct performance. Percentage correct of attempted scores on
both subtasks exceeded 70%: Grade 2 children were correctly answering at least 70%
if each item attempted in these subtasks. Student performance in nonword reading
was also strong, with a percentage correct score (60.7%) only slightly below that for
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familiar words (63.3%). Not surprisingly, percentage correct scores were lowest in
the oral reading fluency with diacritics (53.1%) and both reading comprehension
subtasks (less than 45%). Even in listening comprehension, the comprehension
subtask on which Grade 2 students generally performed better, there is room for
improvement. Student accuracy in answering the listening comprehension questions
was not high: on average, just 55% of questions were answered correctly.
Comprehension skills can be taught, learned and mastered.

Taken together, these results indicate that most Grade 2 students have a good
foundation of pre-reading skills but are struggling to read familiar words with
diacritics in passage text and to comprehend what they read.

Table 2: Summary of EGRA Scores for the Number of Items Attempted

Average Percent

number | correct of
Subtask attempted | attempted
Letter sound identification (clspm) 37 74.6%
Familiar word reading (cwpm) 23 63.3%
Nonword reading (cnonwpm) 20 60.7%
Oral reading fluency with diacritics (cwpm) 24 53.1%
Oral reading fluency with no diacritics (cwpm) 37 70.4%
Reading comprehension — 60 seconds (max. 6) 2.7 43.8%
Reading comprehension — 90 seconds (max. 6) 4.1 44.8%
Listening comprehension (max. 6) 6.0 54.6%

Note: clpm = correct letters sounds per minute; cnonwpm = correct nonwords
per minute; cwpm = correct words per minute.

Subtask Analysis

In this section, we look at each subtask separately and analyze the range of student
performance on each.

Letter Sound Knowledge

Letter sound knowledge is a basic reading skill taught in Grade 1. Letter sound
knowledge, or the alphabetic principle, is considered a prerequisite skill for beginning
reading and has been found to be a strong predictor of reading growth in consonant-
based alphabets, such as Arabic. The test of letter sound knowledge was included to
appraise the skill levels of these Grade 2 students on this basic reading skill. Each
student was presented with a chart of 80 random letters in initial word or independent
form with diacritical marks. They were asked to pronounce the sounds associated
with as many of these letters as they could within one minute. Scores for this subtask
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were the number of letter sounds the student could correctly pronounce within one
minute (correct letters sounds per minute [clpm]).

The 2018 benchmarks for letter sound knowledge proposed by participants of the
September 2014 benchmarking workshop with the MOEHE are:

a. Grade 2 children correctly read at least 45 letter sounds in one minute;

b. 55% of Grade 2 children read letter sounds at benchmark level;

c. Just 3% of Grade 2 students cannot correctly read a single letter sound from
the first line of 10 letter sounds for this subtask (zero scores).

Figure 3 presents the results of Grade 2 student performance on letter sound
knowledge. Overall, 93% of tested students could identify at least one letter correctly.
Less than 7% could not correctly read any of the first ten letter sounds, which halted
this subtask. This is an excellent result.

Figure 3: Distribution of Grade 2 Students on the Letter Sound
Identification Subtask
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One quarter of Grade 2 students (25%) are, however, still struggling with letter
sounds. They could produce only 1 to 19.99 correct letter sounds in one minute.
However, a much larger percentage of students (40%) are strongly proficient in this
reading subtask, performing at or above the proposed benchmark level of 45 correct
letter sounds per minute. This is both a sizable benchmark and a strong result.
Between these high and low performers is another one-third (35%) of “intermediate”
readers and those approaching benchmark level. These students can correctly read
20-44.99 letter sounds in one minute.

These are strong results: the lowest percentage of zero scores of any Arabic EGRA
for Grades 2 or 3 and the highest percentage of students reading at the proposed
benchmark level of 45 correct letter sounds per minute. Reading letter sounds at a
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success rate of 75% correct of attempted (see Table 2), Grade 2 students are close to
mastering this basic pre-reading skill and achieving all three benchmarks for letter
sounds knowledge proposed in 2018. This is a solid foundation for positive
achievement in strengthening higher-level reading skills.

Familiar Word Reading

At MOEHE request, the EGRA included a test of familiar word reading as the second
subtask. Students read a chart of 50 words with diacritics on all but the last syllable.
All words were taken from the Grade 2 textbooks for Arabic (both terms) so that, in
principle, all students had previously seen the words.

Figure 4 presents the range of student performance in reading familiar words. One
third of Grade 2 students were strong readers, reading at least 22 words correctly in
one minute. Another one-third was intermediate readers, correctly reading 12 to 21.99
familiar words in one minute. The percentage of students — one-quarter — who

Figure 4: Distribution of Grade 2 Students on the Familiar Words Subtask
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struggled with familiar words was identical to the percentage (25%) of students who
struggled with letter sounds. They were the same students. Just 10% of Grade 2
students could not correctly read a single familiar word from the 5 words on the first
line of this subtask. On average, these Grade 2 students had a success rate of 63%
correctly read of attempted words. These too are positive results.

The familiar words subtask is, however, an uncertain measure of reading skill.
Because these are familiar words that students were presumably taught in Grade 2,
their performance on this subtask might reflect their memorization of specific
vocabulary. In this case, the subtask might not be a true measure of student reading.
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For this reason, no benchmark is proposed for familiar word reading. It is a better test
of student knowledge of their Grade 2 textbook vocabulary than a test of student skill
in decoding and correctly reading words. The familiar words subtask is not an
essential subtask in the battery of EGRA skills test. The subtask of nonwords reading
is a more certain test of student skill in word decoding.

Nonword / Invented Word Reading

In the nonword subtask, students were presented with a chart containing 50 invented
(or nonsense) words—most of them 3 or 4 letters—with diacritics on all but the final
syllable and were asked to pronounce as many of the words as they possibly could
within one minute. All 50 nonwords were constructed consistent with Arabic
orthography for word construction. Skill in reading nonwords is a purer measure of
decoding than using real words, because children cannot recognize the words by
sight. Decoding is considered a self-teaching skill that enables children to read new
and unfamiliar words independently. Nonword reading for one minute is a standard
EGRA subtask.

Scores for this subtask were the number of words the student could correctly read
within one minute (correct nonwords per minute or “cnonwpm’). The proposed 2018
benchmarks for this higher pre-reading skill in Grade 2 are:

a. Grade 2 children correctly read at least 20 nonwords in one minute;

b. 50% of Grade 2 children read nonwords at benchmark level;

c. Just 5% of Grade 2 students cannot correctly read a single nonword from the
first line of 5 nonwords in this subtask (zero scores).

The results presented in Figure 5 show strong performance by Grade 2 students in
decoding nonsense words. Indeed, the results are comparable to the previous familiar

Figure 5: Distribution of Grade 2 Students on the Nonword / Invented Word
Reading Subtask
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words subtask. Only 9% of Grade 2 students could not correctly read a single
nonsense word on the first line; 29% are now reading at or above the benchmark level
of 20 correct nonwords per minute. Another 35% of students are intermediate readers
approaching benchmark proficiency, correctly reading 10 to 19.99 nonwords per
minute.

These results are little different from the results of familiar word reading. The
percentage correct of attempted (see Table 2) was also nearly the same: an average of
60.7% of nonwords attempted was read correctly by these Grade 2 students. This too
is a strong achievement. Grade 2 students in MOEHE schools are well on their way to
achieving the 2018 benchmark for this higher pre-reading skill that is best mastered in
Grade 2. They are proficient in decoding words.

Oral Reading Fluency — with and without diacritics

Two oral reading subtasks were included in this EGRA. The first was the standard
EGRA subtask of 60-seconds reading a story of local relevance with diacritics. The
second subtask was an alternative design: 90-seconds reading a different story (also
of local relevance and similar word difficulty) without diacritics. Despite these
different durations, however, the same metric of oral reading fluency was applied to
both subtasks: the number of correct words read per minute. Using the same metric is
essential to compare results.

Oral reading fluency is a core index of reading competence, as it measures the skill
and speed with which children translate letters into sounds, decode unfamiliar words,
recognize known words, and simultaneously make sense of the text’s meaning.
Weakness in any one of these processes can slow or disrupt children’s reading
fluency.

The proposed 2018 benchmarks for Grade 2 students in oral reading fluency with
diacritics are:

a. Grade 2 children correctly read at least 30 words per minute of a narrative
passage;

b. 30% of Grade 2 children read at benchmark level;

c. Only 10% of Grade 2 students cannot read a single word correctly (with
diacritics) on the first line of the reading passage.

Figure 6 shows that 22% of the students in Grade 2 could not correctly read a single
word of the first eight words of the passage. This is a large percentage of nonreaders
of known and familiar words. Just 16% of sampled students were reading at or above
the benchmark of 30+ correct words per minute, with equal and larger shares of
struggling and intermediate readers. Overall, these results indicate a low level of
reading fluency. Grade 2 children are struggling to read connected text.

This result is also indicated by the EGRA metric of percentage correct of attempted
(see Table 2). On average, these students correctly read just half of the words they
attempted: 53.1%. This is a lower percentage with familiar than their comparable
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Figure 6: Distribution of Grade 2 Students on the Oral Reading Fluency
Subtask — with diacritics
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average score when reading unfamiliar words (nonwords / invented words): 60.7% of
attempted words read correctly. These Grade 2 children have more difficulty reading
familiar words in a passage than unfamiliar words in isolation. This finding
recommends greater reading practice of connected text (passage reading) in class.

Passage Reading without Diacritics: When the children read the 2" reading passage
without diacritics, there was a large increase in the total number of words read: on
average, 37.9 words without diacritics compared to 16.7 words read correctly with
diacritics. But it is uncertain whether the words without diacritics were read
“correctly”. It is only certain that these children correctly read the component letters
of these words. This is a lower standard for reading proficiency than reading with
diacritics. It is, however, is a useful measure of the progress of student reading
proficiency in the earliest grades (Grades 1-2).

The benchmarking workshop proposed the following benchmarks for passage reading
without diacritics to be achieved by Grade 2 students in 2018:
a. Grade 2 children correctly read at least 35 words per minute without
diacritics;

b. 50% of Grade 2 children read at benchmark level;

c. Just 5% of Grade 2 students cannot read a single word correctly (without
diacritics) on the first line of the reading passage.

Figure 7 presents the range of student proficiency in reading words of connected text
in a story passage without diacritics. Just 11% of students could not correctly read
any of the 7 words in the first line of this passage.’ More than one-quarter (27%) of
tested students read at the benchmark level of 35 or more correct words without

10 The passage included two very familiar words of just two letters on the first line: “»” and “4”.
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diacritics. And another one-third of students (35%) performed this subtask at an
intermediate level of proficiency, correctly reading 15 to 34.99 words without
diacritics. On average, the students were quite successful on this subtask, correctly
reading over 70% of the words without diacritics that they attempted to read. This
was the second highest average of reading accuracy across all subtasks (see Table 2).

Figure 7: Distribution of Grade 2 Students on the Oral Reading Fluency
Subtask — without diacritics
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Reading Comprehension — 60 seconds with diacritics

Immediately after children had read the short reading passage (57 words) with full
diacritics for one minute, all those who were able to read at least one word correctly
on the first line were asked questions about the story. Students who scored zero on
oral reading frequency were not asked questions. The number of questions asked of
each student depended on how far in the story each child had read. Children were
asked only those questions that could be answered from the text that they read.* All
six questions in this subtask were literal and could be answered directly from
information provided in the story. There were no inferential questions that required
students to combine information from the story with their background knowledge to
derive a correct answer.

Children’s reading comprehension scores were recorded as the number of correct
responses. The proposed 2018 benchmarks for Grade 2 reading comprehension after
one minute reading of a story with diacritics are:

a. Grade 2 children correctly answer 50% of the reading comprehension
questions (3 of 6 questions);

b. 45% of Grade 2 children are reading at benchmark level,

11 The iPads would only “activate” those questions that could be answered from the text preceding the last
word of the story read by the student in one minute, as recorded by the assessor.
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c. Only 15% of Grade 2 children cannot correctly answer any question (zero
scores).

Overall, children had weak reading comprehension scores (Figure 8). More than
one-third (36%) of students could not correctly answer a single question and another
21% answered just 1 question correctly. These are high percentages of children not
comprehending what they read. Just one-quarter of children (26%) were performing
at the proposed Grade 2 benchmark level of 3 or more correct answers. The 2018
benchmark is 45% of children correctly answering 3 of more reading comprehension
questions after one minute reading.

Figure 8: Distribution of Grade 2 Students on the Reading Comprehension
Subtask -- 60 seconds with diacritics
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Total shares exceed 100% due to rounding.

The weakness of reading comprehension skills is also indicated by the low percentage
correct of attempted. The sample students correctly answered less than half (43.8%)
of the questions that they attempted (see Table 2). Having to concentrate hard on the
mechanics of reading even familiar words, the majority of Grade 2 students were
unable to think about and recall what they are reading. The subtask results show this
clearly.

Reading Comprehension — 90 seconds without diacritics

The reading comprehension subtask of 60 seconds with full diacritics is the standard
for EGRAs in Modern Standard Arabic. The addition of a 2" oral reading passage of
90 seconds without diacritics in this Grade 2 EGRA provided an excellent
opportunity to compare reading comprehension results when two key variables are
changed: i) the time allowed for reading, and ii) diacritics are omitted from the text.
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The results of this 2" reading comprehension exercise are shown in Figure 9.
Comparing the results here with Figure 8 reveals shows somewhat better results when
children are given more time to read. The percentage of children who could correctly
answer at least 3 questions (41%) was larger; and the percentage of students who
could not answer any question correctly — zero score — were fewer (26%) when given
90 seconds to read the story. The comparable results for students reading just 60
seconds were 26% at benchmark and 36% with zero scores.

Figure 9: Distribution of Grade 2 Students on the Second Reading

Comprehension Subtask -- 90 seconds without diacritics
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But the key observation here is that these results are only somewhat better. With 50%
more time to read the story (90 instead of 60 seconds), the percentage of students
reading at benchmark was only 15 percentage points higher and the percentage of
students unable to answer any question correctly — zero scores — was still a high 26%.

The more revealing analysis, however, is the percentage correct of attempted (see
Table 2). The result on this EGRA measure was no better than the result when
children were given just 60 seconds to read. Given more time, children were reading
farther in the story and thus attempting more questions. The average number of
attempted questions on the 90-second reading passage was 4.1 questions — versus 2.7
questions attempted as the average for students reading just 60 seconds. But students
with more time were not more successful in answering the questions: just 44.8% of
attempted questions were answered correctly when children read 90 seconds, versus
43.8% when students read just 60 seconds. Greater time to read did not improve this
measure of successful comprehension.

This last result also suggests that diacritics neither significantly impede nor improve
comprehension. The 90-second reading passage did not include diacritics. Not having
to concentrate on reading the diacritics correctly, children were able to read more
words. But they were neither more nor less successful in answering questions
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correctly about what they read than when diacritics were shown. Diacritics are
essential to know the meaning of a word in isolation. But the context of a story will
typically indicate the correct meaning of a word when no diacritics are provided.

Overall, the results of these two reading comprehension exercises are not markedly
different. The results confirm that reading comprehension is not greatly improved by
allowing children more time to read. Children must progress beyond mechanical
reading and learn to think about the meaning of what they read. Reading
comprehension is a parallel process of reading cognition that takes place at the same
time as the mechanical reading of words. Only when children can free more of their
attention from mechanical reading — that is, when their word recognition skills need
less of their conscious control — can they begin to focus more on what they are
reading. Reading fluency is an essential pre-condition for reading comprehension. But
fluency alone is not sufficient. Comprehension is a specific reading skill that also
must be mastered.

Numerous large-scale studies and meta-analyses have reported robust correlations
between oral reading fluency and reading comprehension.*? In other alphabetic
languages, the relationship between decoding speed and reading comprehension is
particularly strong among beginning readers because their word recognition skills still
require conscious control.*® This was supported by the strong correlations (r?> = 0.83
and r? = 0.80) between students’ scores in oral reading fluency and reading
comprehension on the 2 versions of this subtask: 60 seconds and 90 seconds
respectively. These findings confirm that fluent oral reading is a critical component
for reading comprehension, but that it is not sufficient for reading comprehension.

Listening Comprehension

In this final subtask of the reading assessment, the assessor read a short narrative
story (58 words) to the child, followed by six questions about that story. Both the
story and the questions were read in formal Arabic. This was purely a listening
subtask: the child was not given a copy of the story to follow along or refer to when
answering the questions. All students, including the nonreaders who did not correctly
read a single item in one or more of the preceding subtasks, were tested for listening
comprehension,

Although the listening comprehension subtask typically assesses a range of language
and skills, such as attention, vocabulary knowledge, comprehension strategies,
processing of oral language, and generation of appropriate replies, for Arab children,
it also assessed their proficiency in the formal dialect of Arabic. Modern Standard

12 See Abu-Rabia (2007); and also: M.C. Daane, J.R. Campbell, W.S. Grigg, M. J. Goodman, & A. Oranje.
(2005). Fourth-grade students reading aloud: NAEP 2002 special study of oral reading (NCES 2006-469). U.S.
Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics.
Washington, DC: Government Printing Office. G.S. Pinnell, J.J. Pikulski, K.K. Wixson, J.R Campbell, P.B.
Gough, & A.S. Beatt. (1995). Listening to children real aloud: Data from NAEP’s Integrated Reading
Performance Record (IRPR) at grade 4 (NCES 95-726). Washington, DC: U. S. Department of Education,
Office of Educational Research and Improvement, National Center for Education Statistics.

13 W.A. Hoover & P.B. Gough. (1990). The simple view of reading. Reading and Writing: An Interdisciplinary
Journal, 2, 127-160.
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Arabic differs substantially from the vernacular dialect used in children’s homes.
Comparing children’s comprehension in these two modalities is important, because it
allows determination of whether poor reading comprehension can be attributed to
limited reading skills or to more general difficulties in comprehending the formal
Avrabic dialect used in schools.

In general, the students performed quite well on the listening comprehension subtask
(Figure 10). Their scores on this subtask were much stronger than their reading
comprehension scores. Yet the different reading passages were of similar length (57-
58 words) and word difficulty. Just 7% of the children were unable to correctly
answer any listening comprehension questions. Nearly the same percentage of
children (7.6%) answered all 6 questions correctly. And more than two-thirds of all
students (49.5%) could correctly answer 3 or more questions.

Figure 10: Distribution of Grade 2 Students on the Listening Comprehension

Subtask
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This result makes clear that the lower result in reading comprehension is chiefly due
to children’s difficulty in reading fluency and not their difficulty in understanding
formal Arabic. When listening to a story read to them in formal Arabic, most students
understood the story quite well. The large majority of Grade 2 children in MOEHE
schools in the West Bank do not have great difficulty comprehending a simple story
in formal Arabic.

This conclusion is also supported by the low correlation between reading
comprehension and listening comprehension for this sample of Grade 2 students.
Whereas oral reading fluency was strongly correlated with reading comprehension
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(r? = 0.83), listening comprehension’s correlation with reading comprehension was

much weaker (r? = 0.43).

This good result on listening comprehension can — and should — be improved. On
average, Grade 2 students were successful in answering only half (54.6%) of the
listening comprehension questions (see Table 2). Listening comprehension is also an
acquired skill. And while the sample Grade 2 students showed good results in
listening comprehension, they have not yet mastered this skill.

Gender Differences in Reading Performance

The findings point to significant gender differences in Grade 2 reading proficiency in
all subtasks, and marked differences in some (Figure 11). The gender gap between
boys and girls in Grade 2 reading skills is especially pronounced in oral reading
fluency. The differences are less, however, in the comprehension subtasks. Grade 2
girls markedly outperform boys in reading accuracy and speed. But they do not
comprehend what they read or hear greatly better than boys. We have also previously
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Note: Separate scales were used for the two parts of Figure 11. The graph on the left shows student
performance on the timed tasks and uses items per minute as the unit of measurement. The graph on
the right shows student performance on the 3 untimed comprehension subtasks.

noted (page 11) the significantly lower percentage of Grade 2 girls who are
nonreaders — less than half the percentage of boys. These West Bank results are
consistent with the findings of previous Arabic EGRAs in Grades 2 and 3 in Jordan
and Egypt. But the gender gap is more pronounced in the West Bank.
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School Gender Differences in Reading Performance

At ministry request, the sample of 150 MOEHE primary schools was stratified by
school gender with 50 boys’ schools, 50 girls’ schools and 50 mixed (co-ed) schools
randomly selected for testing. The gender gap in reading proficiency, presented
above, presages select results by school gender. Other results are, however,
surprising.

Figure 12 presents the results for selected subtasks by school gender. Not
surprisingly, Grade 2 students in girls’ schools outperformed their peers in both boys’
and mixed primary schools on all subtasks. Mixed schools, however, did
insignificantly better than boys’ schools on most subtasks.

Figure 12: Selected Average Subtask Scores by School Gender
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The surprising — and yet unexplained — finding of analysis by school gender is that
both boys and girls in mixed schools lag the reading performance of their gender
peers respectively in girls” schools and boy’s schools (Table 3). In mixed schools,

Table 3: Average Subtask Scores by Gender in Mixed and Single-Gender

Schools
Boys in Girls in
Boys’ Mixed Girls’ Mixed
School Schools, School Schools,
EGRA Subtask Grade 2 Grade 2 Grade 2 Grade 2
Correct Letter Sounds per minute 33.4 29.3 40.6 37.5
Correct Familiar Words per minute 16.0 13.9 20.1 18.6
Correct Nonwords per minute 13.0 11.8 154 14.8
Oral Reading Fluency — 60 seconds
with diacritics (cwpm) 14.8 133 194 17.9
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both genders had slightly higher percentages of zero scores than in single-gender
schools. Girls in mixed schools still outperformed their male classmates in Grade 2
reading. But both genders did less well in reading than their peers in single-gender
schools.

The explanation may be sociological. Mixed primary schools are typically newer
schools constructed on the edges of expanding towns and villages. The population
served by these schools may be new families whose parents are less schooled. Their
teachers may also be newer, less experienced and less trained. This finding, however,
merits educational research to determine if specific interventions or supplemental
attention might be recommended for mixed primary schools to enhance the early
reading outcomes of their students.

Significance of Class Size for Reading Results

The MOEHE was keen to know if class size might be a significant variable in the
reading outcomes of children. West Bank schools vary significantly in the average
size of primary classes, with small classes in some small rural communities and large
classes in some urban and large village schools. In this random stratified sample of
150 MOEHE primary schools with Grade 2, the smallest class had 11 Grade 2
students and the largest had 45 students. Five schools had classes of 40-45 students.
Nine schools had classes of 20 students or less.

Table 4 presents the average scores for each reading subtask for three categories of
class size: small classes of 11-20 students per class, medium-size classes of 21-30
students per class, and large classes of 31 or more students. The findings show

Table 4: Average Subtask Scores by Class Size
Small Medium Large
Classes Classes Classes
(11-20 (21-30 (31+
Subtask students) students) students)
Letter sound identification (clspm) 34.91 36.73 35.35
Familiar word reading (cwpm) 16.96 17.80 17.35
Nonword reading (cnonwpm) 13.84 14.04 13.85
Oral reading fluency with diacritics (cwpm) 16.23 16.88 16.51
Oral reading fluency - no diacritics (cwpm) 23.68 25.09 24.93
Reading comprehension — 60 seconds (max. 6) 1.37 1.57 1.54
Reading comprehension — 90 seconds (max. 6) 1.92 2.22 2.20
Listening comprehension (max. 6) 3.07 3.31 3.28
Number of sample Grade 2 children 177 1443 1339
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slightly lower results in the smallest classes — a difference that is statistically
significant at the 0.05 level. The difference is not, however, meaningful. There was no
significant difference in reading outcomes between medium and large Grade 2
classes. The finding is that there are no meaningful differences in reading results by
class size.

Variability across MOEHE Schools in Grade 2 Reading Performance

All education ministries are interested to know the extent of school variability in
reading proficiency: Are there marked differences in average reading performance
between schools? Do the average scores truly reflect the performance of most
schools? Or are there marked differences in average reading performance between
schools that are obscured by the overall mean scores?

Figure 13 presents an analysis of school variability on the priority subtask of oral
reading fluency (60 seconds with diacritics). The x-axis of this line graph is the
number of sample students in each school who read at an intermediate level or higher
of 22+ correct words per minute on the 60-second ORF subtask with diacritics. The y-
axis of this graph is the number of MOEHE schools in the sample.

Figure 13: Divergence in Reading Performance among Sample Schools
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The data plotted in Figure 13 clearly indicate low divergence between MOEHE
schools on this core reading skill. The shape of the line graph approximates a bell
curve with few schools at either end of the x-axis and the majority of schools at the
graph center. The very large majority (75%) of sample schools had 6-12 of their 20
sample students reading 22+ correct words per minute on this standard oral reading
fluency subtask. Only a few schools had fewer or greater numbers of capable readers
in their EGRA samples. Similar plots of average school performance on other EGRA
subtasks are comparable to Figure 13.
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The conclusion of this analysis is that MOEHE schools show only limited variability
(low divergence) in their Grade 2 reading outcomes. Most schools are performing
within a central range of moderate reading proficiency. It is important that the
significance of this finding be clear: the average mean scores for the sample of all
Grade 2 students are “true” measures of central tendency that reflect the reality of
Grade 2 reading proficiency in most MOEHE schools of the West Bank.

Reading Results by Governorate and Districts

Stakeholders can be expected to ask for the EGRA results of specific governorates or
districts. The answer is that this EGRA sample of 150 schools was not large enough
to provide results by governorates or districts. The stratification of West Bank schools
by school gender required a minimum, statistically-valid sample of 120 schools: 40
schools of each of the 3 school genders (boys’ schools, girls’ schools and mixed
schools). The statistical minimum for each level of stratification is 40 schools. To
provide statistically valid results for each of the 11 governorates would have required
a sample of 440 schools; 640 schools if results were desired for the 16 districts. The
purpose of this EGRA baseline was to provide system-level results. Results at
governorate and districts level would not have added significant insight to these
findings. The findings of low divergence between sample MOEHE schools confirm
this conclusion. Enlarging the sample to report results by governorate or district
would not have justified the much greater assessment cost.

Summary Conclusions

The priority, summary conclusions of this EGRA baseline for Grade 2 in MOEHE
schools of the West Bank are the following:

1. Good foundation of pre-reading skills: The sample Grade 2 students
demonstrated good proficiency in the basic pre-reading skills of letter sounds
knowledge and nonword / invented word decoding. Average scores on these
two subtasks are, by far, the highest of any Arabic EGRA in Grades 2 or 3;
and the percentage of zero scores are the lowest. These are the priority reading
skills of Grades 1 and 2. There is a strong foundation of reading proficiency in
these pre-reading skills among MOEHE Grade 2 students. This is a strong and
positive finding.

2. Students struggle to read connected text in passages: Most Grade 2 students
are struggling to read familiar words in connected text (passages, stories),
indicative of low reading fluency. Average scores on the oral reading fluency
subtask (with diacritics) are low and the percentage of students scoring zero is
high. This finding suggests that early grade instruction in the Arabic language
arts now chiefly teaches vocabulary as isolated words. Students need greater
practice reading new vocabulary in short and simple sentences (with
diacritics) in class.

3. Low reading comprehension: Most Grade 2 students do not comprehend
what they are reading. Average scores on reading comprehension (60 seconds
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reading with diacritics) are low and the percentage of students with zero
scores is high. This is both the direct outcome of low reading fluency and
diminished attention to directed teaching and student practice of
comprehension skills. The generally good results on the listening
comprehension subtask suggest that most Grade 2 children capably
understand formal Arabic. Hence the low scores on reading comprehension in
Grade 2 chiefly result from low reading fluency and insufficient practice of
reading comprehension skills. Comprehension skills must be learned,
practiced and mastered — they do not come automatically to students who
mechanically read well.

4. Few illiterates in Grade 2: The percentage of illiterate Grade 2 students in
MOEHE schools is low: less than 5%. This is an important and positive
finding. Few students are now being “left behind” in early grade instruction in
Arabic. The number of nonreaders can and should, however, be reduced. For
all reading subtasks, targets were set at the benchmarking workshop for lower
percentage zero scores to be achieved by 2018. It is important that these
targets for fewer nonreaders be a top priority for benchmark achievement.

5. Low variability among MOEHE schools in Grade 2 reading proficiency:
There is low variability (low divergence) among MOEHE primary schools in
the reading proficiency of Grade 2 students. This finding has important social
equity implications. The large majority of MOEHE schools are performing
comparably in Arabic reading instruction of their Grade 2 students. There are
not significant numbers of “strong” schools and “weak” schools; nor a large
divide between schools in the reading performance of their Grade 2 students.
The overall EGRA results are “true” and general indicators of Grade 2 reading
outcomes in most MOEHE schools. Most Grade 2 classes include a full range
of student reading abilities, from weak to strong readers.

6. Significant gender gap in Grade 2 reading proficiency: Girls typically
outperform boys in most early reading subtasks, especially the timed tests of
pre-reading skills and oral reading fluency. This result is common to the large
majority of languages and countries in which EGRAs have been implemented.
It is true of all Arabic EGRASs. The gender gap in reading proficiency for this
sample of West Bank Grade 2 students is, however, the largest of all Arabic
EGRAs. The results cannot be extrapolated to later grades. The gender gap
may diminish among older students. These Grade 2 results do recommend that
schools, teachers and parents be aware of this gender gap and ensure that boys
have equal or greater opportunity for reading practice in class.

Priority Recommendations and Next Steps

The May 2014 presentation of results of this EGRA baseline for Grade 2 in West
Bank public schools proposed the following recommendations from the findings:

1. Set and publicize reading standards (benchmarks) for the early grades:
The MOEHE is advised to establish expected levels of reading proficiency for
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specific subtasks, for each grade. Early grade classroom and Arabic teachers,
and their supervisors, should be trained in the expected levels of reading
proficiency for each grade. Consider social marketing and video
demonstrations of early grade students reading at these expected levels of
reading proficiency.

2. Significantly lower the percentages of zero scores — nonreaders — in oral
reading fluency (with / without diacritics) and reading comprehension.

3. Increase average scores in oral reading fluency.

4. Apply teaching strategies and classroom exercises that directly
strengthen comprehension — both listening and reading comprehension.

The May 2014 presentation of EGRA results to the MOEHE pointedly included a
separate presentation — Thinking about Standards — by Dr. Luis Crouch. Subsequent
to these presentations and recommendations, the MOEHE invited technical expertise
from RTI to lead a workshop for MOEHE and selected Palestinian NGO
representatives in establishing early reading benchmarks. That workshop was led by
Dr. Crouch in Ramallah on September 21-22, 2014. The MOEHE has effectively
taken action on the first recommendation and proposed “next step” from this West
Bank EGRA for improved reading outcomes by Palestinian children.

The 2" and 3" recommendations beg the question: How much improvement in formal
Arabic reading skills is possible in Grade 2? The experience of the pilot USAID
Girls” Improved Learning Outcomes (GILO) Project in Egypt may be indicative.
After implementing a single-year program of teach training, providing supplemental
teacher resources and exercise routines for Grade 2 reading instruction, and technical
support to Arabic supervisors for teacher coaching, impressive gains in reading
outcomes were observed and measured in the 30 pilot-supported public schools.

Before the intervention, nearly half of randomly-selected Grade 2 students had zero
scores on the letter sounds knowledge (48%) and oral reading fluency (44%)
subtasks, as measured in a 2009 EGRA baseline in GILO-supported and control
schools. At the immediate end of that Grade 2 intervention — in April 2011 of the
same school year in which the reading intervention commenced (October 2010) — the
post-intervention EGRA in April 2011 found that percentage of zero scores on these
two subtasks had dropped sharply to 11% and 21% respectively in supported schools.
The percentages of nonreaders had declined impressively. And average Grade 2
scores on these same subtasks had improved dramatically: up 192% in letter sound
knowledge and 91% in oral reading fluency. These are impressive gains from a 6-
month pilot intervention. The gains in Grade 2 reading performance were equivalent
to a full year of additional schooling. The Grade 2 students who benefitted from the
intervention were reading better than Grade 3 students tested in the 2009 baseline
(conducted in Grades 2-4).

A system-wide intervention in hundreds of public schools might not replicate these
pilot results in a single year. But the potential for very significant improvements in
reading proficiency is demonstrably possible in just 2-3 years of professional support
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for improved teacher training, improved teacher resources, strengthened supervision
and constructive coaching of early grade teachers in reading instruction, and
improved accountability from empirical assessment.
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Annex A: The West Bank EGRA Instrument for

Grade 2; List of Participants, MOEHE Tool
Development Team for the EGRA

Instrument; and List of Assessors, EGRA
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The EGRA Instrument for Grade 2 — 2014
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The MOEHE Tool Adaptation Team for the West Bank EGRA Grade 2 Instrument
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The West Bank EGRA, Grade 2 - List of Assessors

[REDACTED]
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The West Bank EGRA, Grade 2 - List of Assessors (continued)

[REDACTED]
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Annex B: Sample Design and Weighting

This annex presents additional details about the sample design for this West Bank
EGRA study.

Stage 1: The Selection and Weighting of Sample Schools

The MOEHE Planning Department provided a list of all MOEHE primary schools
with Grade 2 students in the 11 governorates of the West Bank. These 976 MOEHE
primary schools included a total enrollment of 44,336 Grade 2 students (22,171 girls
— 22,165 boys) in the 2013/14 school year. These 976 schools were the sample frame.

Before drawing the random sample of schools to be included in the study, the 976
MOEHE primary schools with Grade 2 students in the West Bank were stratified by
school gender at ministry request. MOEHE primary schools in the West Bank
included comparable numbers of all-boy primary schools (303), all-girl primary
schools (332) and co-ed primary schools (341) with Grade 2 students in 2013/14.
From each of the three school gender types, 50 schools were randomly selected, to
allow for maximum statistical power for each school gender type. The sample is
comprised of 150 schools.

To achieve a representative sample of schools across the 16 districts and to ensure a
mix of genders, the school sample had explicit stratification by school gender and
implicit stratification by districts. An additional research question is whether children
in small schools read better than children in larger schools. To help answer this
question, and to ensure that all schools and all students have a non-zero probability of
selection, even schools with a smaller number of Grade 2 students were included in
the sample frame with a sampling probability proportional to grade 2 student
enrollment. The minimum Grade 2 enrollment for a school to be selected for the West
Bank sample was 10 students.

For each selected school, one replacement school was selected, to be used if the
sampled school could not be visited. Replacement schools were held privately and
were very similar to the selected school. Wherever possible, the replacement and
sampled school were in the same districts and had other similar school characteristics
(like size and school gender type). No replacement schools were required for this
EGRA.

To make the sample representative of the total population of all MOEHE primary
schools in the West Bank, school weights were calculated as the inverse of the
selection probability of the school (Weightl, Stage 1 selection) and then scaled to the
total number of schools of each school gender type. Table B1 shows that the
weighted counts and percentages of the sampled schools in each school gender are, in
fact, representative of the population.

[Total Number of Grade2 Students]in SchoolType(r) 1
) —
[Number of Grade 2 Students in Selected School(i)] 50

Weight_School (s =

r = 1to 3 SchoolGenderTypes
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i =1to 150 Selected Schools

Table B1. Distribution of Schools in the Total Population and Sample, by
School Gender
Population Sample
Total number
f MOEHE . Weighted
School Gender Oprimary Pircentage Sampled Weighted perceelr?tagee o
schools with of schools number of number of sampled
Grade 2 (%) schools schools schools (%)
students
Boys’ Primary 303 31.04% 50 293.78 32.08%
Girls’ Primary 332 34.02% 50 324.59 35.45%
Mixed Primary 341 34.94% 50 297.31 32.47%
Total 976 100% 150 915.68 100%

Stage 2: The Selection and Weighting of Sample Students

The second stage of sample selection was the random stratified selection of students
to be tested in each sample school. Grade 2 students were stratified by gender prior to
selection and were selected with equal probability. For each sample school, the
Assessment Team obtained complete lists of all enrolled Grade 2 students prior to the
field visits. The names of 20 boys were randomly selected from each boys’ school, 20
girls from each girls’ school, and 10 boys and 10 girls each co-ed school. Random
number tables were used to select the sample students from class lists in each school.
For each single-gender school, a “reserve” list of up to 8 students was also randomly
prepared to replace the pre-selected sample students absent on the day of the
assessment. In mixed schools, the “reserve” list included 4 students of each gender.
Both sample and “reserve” students were selected randomly and equitably across all
Grade 2 classes in each sample school.

The students’ weights were calculated by multiplying the school weight by the
probability of selecting the student in the given school. This was then multiplied by
the student scaled weights to guarantee that the sampled students were representative
of the Grade 2 population in the West Bank.

Student Weight(g,s) = School_Weight(s,i) *» Weight2(j)

Where: Weight2 (g,s) represents the weight of the second stage of selection: student by
gender (g) within the selected school (s)

) Total Number of Students by Gender in School s(g, s)
Weight2(g,s) =

Sampled Number of Students by Gender in School s(g, s)

EdData Il: Early Grade Reading Assessment Grade 2 Baseline, West Bank 45



The gender distribution of the population and sample are shown in Table B2. In the
total population of enrolled Grade 2 students in the 2013/14 school year, boys and
girls are roughly evenly distributed (49.993% to 50.007%). Girls were slightly more
numerous in our sample (49.68% to 50.33%).

Grade 2 male representation by school type can be seen in Table B3 and Grade 2
female representation by school type can be seen in Table B4.

Table B2. Gender Distribution of Grade 2 Students in the Population and
Sample
Population Sample
Percentage Sampled Weighted | Weighted
Student Gender Total Grade f Grad g2 number of | number of | Grade 2
2 Students S? d rat € 0% Grade 2 Grade 2 students
LElEe () Students students (%)
Males 22,165 49.99 1,461 22,024 49.68
Females 22,171 50.01 1,492 22,312 50.33
Total 44,336 100.00 2,953 44,336 100.00
Table B3. Distribution of Grade 2 Boys in the School Gender Population and
Samples
Population Sample
School Gender Total Grade Percentage nsu?r:an:aI?gf r\]/zﬁi]%:tregf Weighted
2 Males ?\;zﬁézd(%z Grade 2 Grade 2 Miﬁzge((i)
Males Males
Boys Primary 15,750 71.1 994 15,750 71.5
Girls Primary 0 0.0
Co-ed Primary 6,415 28.9 467 6,274 28.5
Total 22,165 100.0 1,461 22,024 100.0

Table B4. Distribution of Grade 2 Girls in the School Gender Population and
Samples
Population Sample

Sampled Weighted Weighted

School Gender Total Grade P?réenéagze number of | number of Grade 2

2 Females FO rla eo/ Grade 2 Grade 2 Females

cmElee () Females Females (%)
Boys’ Primary 0 0.0

Girls’ Primary 15,986 72.1 991 15,986 71.7

Mixed Primary 6,185 27.9 501 6,326 28.4

Total 22,171 100.0 1,492 22,312 100.0
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Note about Precision Estimates:

The sample’s overall proportion of the population is not relevant in a study with a
large population. In this study, our population is 44,336 Grade 2 students and our
sample size is 2,953 (6.66%) of the population. The sample size, compared to the
population, is not relevant because regardless of how large our population is, a sample
size of 2,953 students provides us with extremely high statistical precision. For
example, a 95% confidence band width of +3.5 is considered an acceptable precision
for oral reading fluency (ORF). So with a mean ORF score of 16.67, we would say
that a 95% confidence interval of (13.17, 20.17) is acceptable.

Figure B1 compares the accepted 95% confidence interval with the actual 95%
confidence interval (15.78, 17.55) for the mean ORF score of 16.67 in this West Bank
EGRA. As we can see in the figure, the actual 95% confidence internal is smaller (or
‘tighter”) than the acceptable 95% confidence interval, thus a sample size of 2,953
students provides more precise estimates than the acceptable precision level.

Figure B1: Accepted and Actual 95% Confidence Interval, Oral Reading
Fluency Subtask

Figure B1: Accepted and Actual 95% Confidence Interval
Oral Reading Fluency (ORF)
25
3
g 20 20.17
= ¢ 3.5 § U 417
T 15.78
3 L1317
[}
10
2
O
= 5
O | 1
Expected 95% Cl Actual 95% ClI

EdData Il: Early Grade Reading Assessment Grade 2 Baseline, West Bank a7



Table B5. EGRA means and 95% confidence intervals

Grade 2 95% CI 95% ClI

Average | LowEnd | High End

EGRA Subtask Score of Range | of Range Range

Correct Letters Sounds Per Minute 35.98 34.39 37.57 3.18
Correct Familiar Words Per Minute 17.54 16.77 18.31 1.54
Correct Non-Words Per Minute 13.94 13.43 14.45 1.02
Oral Reading Fluency — 60 16.67 15.78 17.55 1.77
seconds with diacritics (cwpm).
Oral Reading Fluency — 90 2493 | 2375 | 26.10 1.17
seconds without diacritics.
Reading Comprehension — 60 155 1.46 1.63 0.17
seconds with diacritics
Reading Comprehension — 90 219 2.10 2.29 0.10
seconds without diacritics
Listening Comprehension 3.08 3.19 3.36 017

# of correct answers (max 6)
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Annex C. The Benchmarking Workshop — Agenda,
Key Presentation, Proposed
Benchmarks, and List of Participants

Proposed Agenda for the Benchmarking for Early Grade Reading
workshop: Sunday-Monday, September 21-22, 2014 -- Ramallah,
West Bank

Objectives:
1. Familiarize participants with how to use results of the Grade 2 EGRA to
establish benchmarks (standards) for Grade 2 reading in MOEHE schools;

2. Familiarize participants with other information and objective inputs to inform
the setting of benchmarks / standards for early grade reading in the West
Bank;

3. Assist participants to reach consensus on proposed, measurable benchmarks
for specific reading skills for early grades in MOEHE schools. Proposed,
consensus benchmarks would be presented to the MOEHE at the conclusion
of the workshop for internal MOEHE review and possible adoption.

4. Ensure that participants understand the process and uses of benchmarking
and are technically able to reproduce results / reading benchmarks for early
grades using EGRA or other objective sources.

Agenda — Sunday: September 21, 2014

Time Activity Proposed Session Leaders /
Participants

9:00 — 9:30 Arrival coffee and greeting of participants

9:30 — 9:50 Welcoming remarks and Introduction of MOEHE EGRA Steering
Participants Committee:
Presentation of Workshop Objectives, Dr. Basri Saleh, Dr. Tharwat Zeid,
Workshop Agenda and detailed Day 1 Dr. Mohammad Matar
Agenda. Dr. Luis Crouch

Introduction of Workshop Presenters Dr. Robert LaTowsky

9:50 — 10:45 Session 1: Review of Key Tasks (Sub- Dr. Robert LaTowsky
Tests) of the Grade 2 WB EGRA.

Review of WB EGRA Results on these
Sub-tests.

10:45 — 11:15 | Session 2: Review of benchmarking and Dr. Luis Crouch
its sources of information — Part 1

11:15 —12:30 | Session 3: Small group assignment — Participants work in small groups
benchmarking and its uses. facilitated by Dr. Luis / Dr. Robert.
Short plenary discussion of small group Plenary review of small group work
outputs and key points. Q&A. led by Dr. Luis.
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12:30 — 13:00 | Coffee Break with light snacks

13:00 — 14:00 | Session 4: Review of benchmarking and Dr. Luis Crouch
its sources of information — Part 2
Explain Session 5 tasks for work groups.

14:00 — 15:00 | Session 5: Small Working Groups Participants work in small groups
implement 15t exercise on benchmarking facilitated by Dr. Luis / Dr. Robert.
Grade 2 reading skills.

15:00 — 15:30 | Plenary debrief and reflection on 1st Dr. Luis Crouch
exercise results Dr. Robert LaTowsky

15:30 — 16:00 | Summary Wrap-up of key Day 1 Dr. Luis Crouch
achievements Dr. Robert LaTowsky

16:00 Lunch and Departure

Agenda — Monday: September 22, 2014

Time Activity Proposed Session Leaders /
Participants

9:00 — 9:30 Arrival coffee and greeting of participants

9:30 — 9:45 Brief Review of Day 1 outputs and Day 2 Dr. Luis Crouch
Agenda Dr. Robert LaTowsky

9:45 —10:30 Session 6: Small Working Groups Participants work in small groups
implement final exercise on benchmarking | facilitated by Dr. Luis / Dr. Robert
Grade 2 reading skills.

10:30 — 11:00 | Plenary discussion of results of final Dr. Luis Crouch
exercise on benchmarking Grade 2 Dr. Robert LaTowsky
reading.

11:00 — 11:45 | Session 7: Presentation of additional Dr. Luis Crouch
information to benchmark reading skills in
Grades 1 and 3.

11:45 — 12:30 | Session 8: Small Working Groups Participants work in small groups
implement preliminary exercise in facilitated by Dr. Luis / Dr. Robert.
benchmarking reading skills for Grades 1 &

3.

12:30 — 13:00 | Coffee Break with light snacks

13:00 — 13:30 | Plenary discussion of preliminary results in | Dr. Luis Crouch
benchmarking for Grades 1 and 3. Dr. Robert LaTowsky

13:30 — 14:30 | Session 9: Final exercise in Participants work in small groups
benchmarking for Grades 1 and 3. facilitated by Dr. Luis / Dr. Robert.

14:30 — 15:30 | Final review / discussion of results of Dr. Luis Crouch
benchmarking reading skills in Grades 1, 2 | Dr. Robert LaTowsky
and 3. How to achieve benchmarks?

15:30 — 16:00 | Closing remarks MOEHE EGRA Steering
Presentation of certificates Committee:

Dr. Basri Saleh, Dr. Tharwat Zeid,
Dr. Mohammad Matar
Dr. Luis Crouch
Dr. Robert LaTowsky
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Towards Possible Early Grade Reading Benchmarks
in the West Bank

(Z)USAID | WEST BANK/GAZA ”[]l;l\l“

Overview of presentation

Education Data for Decision Making (EdData I1):

Towards Possible
Early Grade Reading Benchmarks
for the West Bank

September 2014

» Definitions

= Why standards or
benchmarks

« Sources of
benchmarks

+» Possible ideas for
benchmarks

Recall this Recommendation from the Results Presentation:

What is “bench-mark?”

+ Set and publicize reading standards (benchmarks) for
the early grades.

— Establish expected levels of reading proficiency for specific
subtasks, for each gmde.'\

This presentation and your
group work will show how.
You yourselves will do it -
at least in draft form

« Relative standard of performance
« Origin (probably):
- Bench
- Mark
— Mark fora "bench” on which to put a surveying rod so it'd be the
same height each time
« Used now to mean any standard-setting
— Benchmark errors in a factory: not more than 1/1000 defects
— Benchmark performance of athletes: 11 seconds to run 100 meters
— Benchmark skills (e.g., reading)

Bench-mark

/]

Bench: a support or location for the surveying rod.
If you put a mark where the supportis, it is a “bench-
mark”

EdData l:

Early Grade Reading Assessment Grade 2 Baseline, West Bank
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Towards Possible Early Grade Reading Benchmarks
in the West Bank

Averyold one
You could put the
"bench" into those
holes, and then
hald the rad on
the bench.

Why benchmarking?

Most curricular statements are not specific enough
Curriculum: "child should read fluently” or "child should
understand simple paragraph”

+ But

— Using what metric? Correct words per minute? Percentage correct
answers to simple guestions?

— And, what are the benchmarks? 80% of simple questions correct?
B0%? 20 correct words per minute? 1202

Benchmarks give specificity to the curriculum
Create clear expectations
Provide assistance to teachers/coaches

Bench-marking: science or art ?

International trends

+ Both
Statistics + common sense
Science + wisdom

And: not just one type of statistics, notjust one group's
wisdom

+ So

Benchmark

Asword moves towards meeting goal of 100% access to
education, the United N ations, governments, and other bodies
ask:

"The children are in schoal, but are they learning?"

As aresult, a movement has arisen to set benchmarks of learning
Benchmarks of access to school are easy: are childrenthere?
Benchmarks of leaming are very hard. This is partly why so much
emphasis on access: it is easy to measure

Afew countries are leaders. In the Arab world West Bank and
Egypt could take a lead.

Iri this discussion at international level there is a specialized
vocabulary, We will introduce thatvocabulary in the next slide
Mot everyone uses these words in gxactly the same way (but fairly
sirnilary), but within the context of one presentation or one paper
is it important to make the meaning totally clear n

Important distinctions - 1

Important distinctions - 2

Goal

Metric
Benchmark
Indicator

= Goal ig an long-term aspiration, maybe without numerical value
hetric is a walid, reliable unit of measurement

Benchmark is a numerical step towards the goal, using the metric
Indicatar is a wariable using the benchrmark

Goa: All our children should read
= Metric. "correct words per minute in passage reading”
Benchmark: 45 correct words per minute, understand 80% of what they read

Indicator: % of children at or above benchmark, or average achieved by the
children, using the metric

Als0, it is good to specify the metric as well as you can: "correct
words per minute in connected text, of level of dificulty x* — and in
that case the benchmark needs to "inherit” that specificity

Inthis case itis important to specify well the level of difficulty of
the text; this can be done by judging the length of the words, the
length of the sentences, how difficult the words are. Some of this
can he done by formula (there are formulas for this), some by
expert judgment

52

EdData Il: West Bank, Early Grade Reading Assessment Grade 2 Baseline




Towards Possible Early Grade Reading Benchmarks
in the West Bank

Uses of benchmarking in early grade reading

Group Exercise — Purposes and Uses of Benchmarks

Teachers themselves

Inspectors and coaches
— Select f decide who to help more

Reporting to communities, parents
— Report cards but with an objective bench-mark

Reporting to national level

« The kinds of metrics and benchmarks in this presentation are not recommended for high-
stakes $uatons (e g . holdng chidren back, burpaucraically and srongly determining
teacher rewards, €6 )

¥ What are your ideas for how to use the benchmarks?

¥ For teachers to use in classroom?

LS

To report to parents whether their children's achievement is
coming closer to benchmark?

For teachers and schools to report to the Ministry?
For the Ministry to report to society?

Would you use them for rewarding and pressuring?

LT T T

What are some of the potentials and dangers?

Where can benchmarks come from?

Insights from brain science*

1. Evidence from brain science
2, Evidence from other countries’ standards
3. Evidence from West Bank itself

1. Distribution of where you are now

2. Mote the correlations bebween skills

4. What kind of increases have been seen elsewhere?

There is a paradox about the brain
Long-term memory is nearly infinite
— But short-term memaory iz very limited

To understand a sentence we must read it within the
deadline of our working (short-term) memory

The sentence must be understood before it is processed by
short-term memory

If child reads too slowly, forgets the beginning before gets to
the end

* Then, does not understand, cannot process it, and cannot
penetrate into long-term memory

“This and nga1 3 sbdis bengld lram nvights of HAS sdsi

Insights from brain science

Insights from brain science:
Minimum reading speed benchmark

The message must pass fast
through a very narrow opening
7 itemsin 12 seconds

Short term memaory

Long-term memory

A sentence of about 7 words read in about 12 seconds gives
roughly:

One word per 1 - 15 second

45-60 words per minute
And must be done automatically, without effort

The mechanics of reading must become fluid and automatic
so the brain can concentrate, while reading, on the meaning
of what is being read.

EdData Il: Early Grade Reading Assessment Grade 2 Baseline, West Bank
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Towards Possible Early Grade Reading Benchmarks
in the West Bank

Insights from brain science:
How does the automaticity pathway get activated?

Look at some international evidence...

= With pairing of sounds and letters consistently
* Using sounds to read words
+ Practicelll
Textbocks
— Caher readng books
— Hornewiork
Class ime
= Without sufficient practice, children read slowly even in
Grades 3or 4

+ Some simple data
+ Some detailed data from the US and Latin America

Other country experience

Some international benchmarks - USA example

Cral reading fluency (ORF) in appropriate passage

Some US noms: medium-risk child:
= B0 corred words per minute in Grade 2

95 correct words per minute in Grade 3

Measured actual levels end of grade 1
ermany S8 comect words per minute
H[\BIH 43 cormect words par minute

= Holland 38 comect words per minute

— Approximate “industrial country average” for Grads 3: 90

= Butnobe thess couritnes. fevw home Language {d
res centuries of literacy, and sxpeien,

Assume (conservative) 20 word increase per grade, then:

End of Year Benchmarks from widely-used US approach®
{etid pear I sk udlurEs - low R e mseh
Grade 1 Grade 2 Grade 3 Motes
T il maares
| atter Sound -
4045 40-45% o450 L
Flusncy ki
R |
forai reaang 30 80 o5 it |
otrey)
on-word Pccian s st ot
LI MG 40 50 50" peori SO0 G2 ot
luency it
i wpm]
“Thesa shils arm usually not gradas 3 they are

© e e e o b S

m am

Dibwies___Comiic

Some international benchmarks - Latin America

Look at evidence from West Bank itself

End of Year Benchmarks from Latin Amarica
grmid pnd of benchrark for medum ik studants- low risk ann
Grade 1 Grade 2 Grade 3 Notes
JRF - Mexico

foral reading NA 7589 20-104
pluercy)
Chile
foroposed or real? mn 100
fict sure]

« First, averages and distributions. ..
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Towards Possible Early Grade Reading Benchmarks
in the West Bank

In setting benchmarks: consider where you are now:
averages and % at0

In setting benchmarks: consider where you are now: look
at the full distribution

B R R R R " T T
Grace 2 Letter Sound
Hertifcation
Iprm) 250 4; M 12 28 F a6 a1 58 87 128
Pe g vige of stdeais Familiar i
ek G 2 e e soare Readng (eupry 175 0 4 8 42 5 M9 24 200 @ 79
Subtask Morwnerd Reading
¢enanwpm) 120 A 5 3 I R
sticali Dral Reading
Letter Sound Hertificaion gpm) B.8% 360 il
seconds with
Bz werd R cieny RED 28 dicrtics (pm) 187 0D £ 10 W @z 2 3@ @
Merwerd Reading ghameny 7% 138 gﬂiﬁﬂ?
= = seconds without
Oral Resding Auerey -60 s2conds with dzeritics. gapm) 22.1% 187 diaortics (cwpm) 249 o & 11 18 21 14 = 41 54 127
Feadn
Orsl Rescing Fluerey —30 ssconds vithou dizeritios gupmy 108% 249 Comprehension-
ater 60 seconds
Reading Domprehersion — after 60 ssocnds with diaoritios 257% 18 with diacritics
mans 2 (out af B or 27%) (e B) 155 | 0 o o 1 1 2 z ] 4 5
Feadn
FReading Comprehensi on—fter 30 s=ccnds withodt dizcritics 2505 22 n,m;mm,
3K G {out of 6 ar37% ater 00 seconds
without diacritics
(me. 6y 220l o o 1 1 z 3 3 4 5 L
= =
Look at evidence from West Bank itself Quick refresher on how scatter-plots work
_—
5 -
. 4
+ MNow some correlations
3 -»
2 .
1 .
0
o B0
Oral Reading Auencs (Comact*Abrds Far Mt
+ Usedta denote a relationship betw een two
+ Each dotis 3 student (or school orany ‘Uit y(or may have super.imposd or larger prboth] dotsto
representmore students, as in the graphs below).
+ Dottells you for 3 given evel of fuency what mas the camprehansion®
+ The linetells youthe i looking atthe and seeing how ‘most
studentstrend,
= Mot all dots are right anthe line it is a satistical 'law” or rend" not a mathematical one: there are
deviatons fomhe Tend.
+ Hdots are close tothe line: rend is “statistically lid orreliable.” Measured bythe comelation
r'F." which can range fom-1to 0
trend s
« Dots below the line - comprehension is below expectation giventhe fluency; above, the opposite
e =
, o Fluency and Comprehension
Let’s do our own scatter graph -
ComeF0 84
CLEPM ORF s
hik 1 24 15 G
Chik 2 56 50 5.
Chik 3 42 16 5
<nidd 0 o &
chid s 57 19 £
hikg 12 2 3
k7 14 8 o
<nida 38 32 <
Cnid 9 0 1 Bw 4
Chik 10 20 13 2
hik 11 57 0 ‘3;
Chik 12 " 7 =
2:::3 gg ;; About &5 words per minute
hik 15 0 4
hik 18 2 3 o ai
ik 17 0 5 T T T
Chikd 18 a0 B 0 20 40 60 80 100
Chikd 19 7 7 Oral Reading Fluency
<hik 20 50 40
Chik 21 i 1z ORF vs_ Reading Comprehension % LSRL I
hik 2z 59 4 -
sk 0 0
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Towards Possible Early Grade Reading Benchmarks
in the West Bank

2 L Connected text fluency and accuracy 2 | Letter sound fluency and connected text fluency (ORF)
e bormct= a8 - =
e o
@
Correl=0.95 E CorreE0.76
i Better readers attempt more speed and are =
gg T more acourate: fluency dogs not hurt sceuracy 2S
[6} 35 some fear, infact it helps. Accuracy of 80% = AboutS5 clspm
b (desirable) & achieved at about 58 words = (o]
2 attempted per minute ‘§ o o
B i
o 3
%1 %1 L
o g _
5 i o
O J ) About 55 words per minute
o G/
L o o o
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 0 20 40 60 80 100 120
Oral Reading - Attempted Oral Reading Fluency (90 sec)
|=_52 - Oral Reading Altempted vs. Correct LSRL | = Oral Reading Fluency vs. Correct Letler Sounds per Minutes— | SRL
g- Non-word fluency and connected 1ext fluency (ORF)
What can happen with a good pilot?”

Correct Invented Words Per Minute

60
L

40
L

20
L

50 100
Oral Reading Fluency

Letter
Sounds
9

2008 "

2m 21 22
Mearly Grows by
doubles ahout 140%

“Egypt GILD Project

What is the message so far?

About 80% comprehension is a "decent” conventional benchmark
to shoot forin grade 2 or 3

80% comprehension is correlated with ORF (connected text) of
about £5-60 comect words per minute (cwpm)

ORF at around 55 words per minute is associated with about 90%
accuracy and that's the minimum needed to understand

ORF at around 55 correlates with about 55 correct [etter sounds
per minute (clspm), but note that developed country standards are
lower for clspm.

This is consistentwith brain science

Some of these are lower than rich-country norms but those
countries have more resources, onger experience, and no
digiossia.

Importance of helping the weakest

W o of children by fluency

Wilay too
rmany kids

Approx. level needed
for comprehension

\ / till here
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Towards Possible Early Grade

Reading Benchmarks

in the West Bank

Suggested place to begin

Suggested place to begin — Grade 2

+ Set desired bench-mark for:
— Comprehension
= Oral fluency in connected text (comect words per minute)
= Letter sounds
= MNon-words
Set desired % of children at or above the benchmark within 5
or 8 (7 your decision) years
Set maximum tolerable level of children scoring zero

+ Something like this. First choose a date in the future. 20207
+ The based on all the above information, choose benchmarks.

Benchmark  80%7 457 507 557 307407 07 307
% at or
above the 30%7 40%7 60%7 30%7
benchmark
o 7 2 77 27
S 15% 0%/ 59 10%
Those ane goals: goals an lang-term, aspirational, and should bi "ful ambition”

e-bound penchm arks to reach within X years (5-6 years? 8 years?)

we right skills?

Next steps? Questions?

Worksheet for Group Work — Grade 2

» These will not be perfect; but itis a beginning.

» Any other questions? !
« Now for group work .

. d dure: start with ion, reazon back.
» Look atthe ion analysis, atthe i ional evidh and the
eurrent % at zero, and distribution by p. i

Itis easier to do the comprehension column first, then ORF, then letter
sounds, then nen-word fluency.

Banchmark

9% ot or SbOvVe
e
Benchm ark

% scoring
2o

Worksheet for Group Work — Grade 3

Worksheet for Group Work — Grade 1

. =] + start with P ion, reason back.
+ Butthis is more speculative until you have your own data.
You can use some of the international evidence, but adapt.

* You can also look at distributional data from Grade 2:

Can you expect the norm” for Grade 3 b

e the top 10% in Grade 37 Think sbeout it

Banchmark

% at or above
the
benchmark

% Sooning
rL

. g1 p : start with ion, reason back.

+ Butthisis more speculative until you have your own data.
* You can use some of the international evidence, but adapt.

= You can also look at distributional data from Grade 2:

Can you expect the "norm” for Grade 1 to be the bottorn 20%7 in Grade 27 Thank about it

benchmark

% SCOfing
o0
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Towards Possible Early Grade Reading Benchmarks
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Recommendations — How to achieve benchmarks

Recommendations — How to achieve benchmarks

How to achieve reading benchmarks?

Provide pre-senvice teacher training (at university) in reading instoection.
Teach new vocabulary in phrages and shorl sentences — nol as izolated
wards - to promate reading connected text,

Promote reading practice jn clags. Encourage opportunities for students
to practice reading paragraphs and short stories in school.

Add teaching and that directly
comprehension.

Use supplemental teaching and student practice materials for oral
reading fuency and re ading comprehension i addlion fo the Grade 2

lextbooks.

\dentify nonreaders earty and provide reading coaching in class and after
school.

Have capable readers and readers approaching benchmarks™ practice
silent and oral reading and reading com prehension exercises with each
otherin small groups in class while the teacher directs reading
Instruction chiefty to struggling readers.

Design and disseminate to all primary schools model programs and
materials for one-week “reading camps™ sl mid-year and summer breaks
for Grades 2 and 2 sludenis. Be sure lo include separale materials for:
i) each grade, and ii) struggling readers and readers approaching
benchmarks in each grade.

Next steps? Questions?

= Thank You !

» Any other questions?

2
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Outputs of Group Work — Benchmarking Workshop — Towards Proposed
Benchmarks for Grade 2

10/12/2014
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Towards Reading Benchmarks for Grade 2, West Bank
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List of Participants, West Bank EGRA — Benchmarking Workshop

[REDACTED]
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Annex D: Presentation of West Bank EGRA
Results—May 25, 2014

West Bank Grade 2
Early Grade Reading Assessment Baseline

(©USAID b

Overview of presentation

Education Data for Decision Making (EdData I1):

West Bank Grade 2
Early Grade Reading Assessment Baseline

May 2014

+ Background Brief
+ Major Findings
« Other Findings

+ Recommendations

Background Brief — Purposes / Uses of West Bank EGRA

Background Brief — The Sample and Technical Details

¥ Purposes and Uses of the West Bank EGRA Grade 2 baseline:

= Inform policy decisions and planning by the Palestinian Authority {PA) for
improved reading instruction and student leaming outcomes.

= Infuse EGRA findings into the design and development of MOE curricula
and teaching for enh d reading i ion in Grades 1-3.

~ Establish a national baseline of Grade 2 reading skills to measure future
prog in enh d reading per in MOE schools.

- Strengthen the capacities and deapen the knowledge base of MOE staff
toimplement EGRAs.

¥ Thisis the first baseline assessment of early grade reading
skills representative of all Grade 2 students in MOE schools of
the West Bank.

¥ A nationally-representative sample and scentifically rigorous
implementation to assess Grade 2 reading skills.
= 150 MOE primary schoals with 10+ Grade 2 students randomiy
selected from all 16 West Bank muderiyas, in proportion to each
rmuderiya's share of all WE schools.

= 2953 students: typically 20 students in each school randomly pre-
selected from school enroliment lists before arrival at the school.

— Candidate MOE teachers (assistant teachers) for primary grades

ghly trained as and deployed in 16 teams of 2
aszessors each. Each assessor team led by an MOE Arabic
Supervisor.

— The 150 sample schools were stratified into equal numbers of co-ed,
boys’ and girls’ primary schools: 50 schools each.

- Assessment conducted in the second half of March 2014.

Background Brief — The Assessment Subtasks

Background Brief — The Assessment Subtasks

The choice and design of specific subtasks (subtests) for this
Grade 2 ti porated the standard subtas
previous Arabic EGRAs pius two subtasks requested by the MOE.

The subtasks included in the West Bank EGRA Baseline for
Grade 2:

1. Timed Test of Letter Sound Knowle
2. Timed Test of Familiar Word R Ng = 1 murute
fNonword / invented Word R eading
f Oral Reading Fluancy = 60 s
% Test Comprehension: 80 seconds wi

age = 1 minute

att of Listening Comprohension - § questions

+ The Letter Sound Knowledge subtask
31 =] (=

£ 3 5 4 a4 I & g 4 o3

a 3 5 B S0 3 & 3 0B |
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West Bank Grade 2
Early Grade Reading Assessment Baseline

Background Brief — The Assessment Subtasks

Background Brief — The Assessment Subtasks

* The Familiar Werd Reading subtask
U RN . L (" &3

B A el 2l en

IOy ) L 5+ Ja o
Gyl ol o ol Al
e o Oe el sl

» The Nonwerd Reading subtask
(=] [=] [w]

gase | W e SR b

difd | OB | e | A |
P TR TG R S S T 5}

Background Brief — The Assessment Subtasks

Background Brief — The Assessment Subtasks

» The Oral Reading Fluency (passage reading) subtask —
60 seconds with diacntics

JEPPERITS 3 R I AR TR R A S

e e 5 a0 o e i) o (s L
Gl BB A Rale 208 5 20 e ol B 20
IS L8 15D i el e 8 2 Aty 5, s
o S el e (i gl ¢ 55080 ol G S
Aasgaf ety Bl il siey Sl

= The Oral Reading Fluency (passage reading) subtask —
80 seconds without diacritics

¢ By Ay A Laglily Slaes o s

taddl ol ml ¢ plaa JS Ay ¢ Slalad el gy

¢ elagm dalas il G 2l Ay calally cadl zlaal 81
Talatll 3 aulul 2B sy clatas oy aea o Lt B d
Slaen S8 Gpmaa £l Spde lpnay ¢ cidaa AagS (e a0 elagd)

Jagh s o ol fosle dalaal :4‘1 idle Sigeay

Background Brief — The Assessment Subtasks

Letter Sound and Nen-word Reading subtasks test foundational
reading skills taught in Grades 1 and 2 that are essential for
reading fluency and comprehension.

The Oral Reading Fluency (Passage Reading) subtasks test
reader fluency and precision in reading familiar words — with and
wihout diacriics — in story context.

Three (3) comprehension tests — 2 Reading and 1 Listening
Comprehension — measure student understanding of what they
read. Leamning fo read for comprehension is an emergent
objective of Grade 2 reading instruction.

S)USAID [l"r':'u[\

iy

Major Findings
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West Bank Grade 2
Early Grade Reading Assessment Baseline

Major Findings — Introduction

Major Findings — Applying Provisional Benchmarks

* The different measures of EGRA results:
— Average scores for each subtask.
= Percentage zero scores.
= Percentage of students reading at or above benchmarks.
= Range of student performance.

= Proposed, provisional benchmarks applied to EGRA
results
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Major Findings — Key Conclusions

* Strong pre-reading and listening comprehension skills.
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Table 2: Summary scores for oral reading fluency and reading comprehension subtasks
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Major Findings - Key Conclusions

» No. fers few in pre. fing skills and i ]
comprehension; but many in oral reading fluency and
reading comprehension. Low pecentage of funconally iberate
students in Grade 2 - but many students do not com preh hat they read.
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Major Findings — Key Conclusions
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Comparing Results with other Arabic EGRAs

Comparing Results with other Arabic EGRAs

» West Bank Grade 2 average scores in pre-reading skilis and
listening comprehension at the top of Arabic EGRA results:

* Highest average scores in leier sound knowiedge and Ronm-word reading
o Results mark

Corveetd ami Werds Pir Wiute 175 L T

Corect it Wiords (on- Woe ds) S 14 * P
e 129 a4 T 59

Total orveetListoring C oergesharsion E X 2g
qaon 2.3 24

» Lowest zero scores in pre-reading skills and fistening
comprehension of all Arabic EGRAS:
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Comparing Results with other Arabic EGRAs

Recap of Major Findings

¥ But NOT superior in Oral Reading Fluency or Reading
Comprehension:

e | Jordan | Jordam | Egeme
Bank 2014 2002 2mz 2013
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What are the implications of this?

Major Results of the Grade 2 EGRA Baseline:

¥ Low zero scores: lowest of all Arabic EGRAs in pre-reading skills
and listening comprehension.

¥ Strong pre-reading and listening P 1sion ge scores.

¥ Weaker performance in oral reading fluency (passage reading) and
reading comprehension.

¥ Reading without diacritics speeds reading and comprehension for
some students. But nonreaders and struggling readers are still
many.
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Other General Findings — Gender Differences in Reading

Other Findings

» Gender differences in reading performance. Inthe early grades,
average scores for girls on reading subtasks are typically higher than boys.

Wt Bank Grads 2 res
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Figure 5. Gender performance on subtasks

=boys  mgirs

Comect Barms s ity

] I
T R T - Rasdng Cong. Rxaeg Comg - Limsing Comp
sy Meg  bteq  thsuyw  Peewysto Wosiends  Wseconts

Other General Findings — Gender Differences in Reading

Other General Findings — Gender Differences in Reading

# Girls’ Primary schools significantly outperform other
School Types in Grade 2 reading.

Figure. Average Grade I parformance on submasks by School Type
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= Lower reading performance for both boys and girls in
co-ed schools.
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= Percentage zero scores are also higher in co-ed schools.

Other General Findings — Differences in School Performance Other G | Findings — 95% Ci ice Intervals (Cls)
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Recommendations

« Setand publici ding standards (benct ks) for
the early grades.

— Establish expected levels of reading proficiency for specific
subtasks, for each grade,

— Train classroom teachers and Arabic supendsors for early

primary grades in the expedied levels of reading proficiency for
each grade.

— Make frequent use of audio or video recordings of boys and
girls reading at the expected level of proficiency, so all
stakeholders — teachers, supervisors, principals, parents, and
students — clearly know the level of reading expected for each
grade, and whether their students are reading at this level.

Recommendations

—How to achi b h ks

¥ Priorities for enh d Grade 2 reading as indicated by
the EGRA results:

¥ Significanthy lower the percentage of zero scores (nonreaders] in oral
reading fluency {with /without diacritics) and reading comprehension.

¥ Increase average scores in reading compr

How to achieve reading benchmarks?
= Provide pre-senvice teacher training (at university) in reading instruction.

= Teach new vocabulary in phrases and shor sentences - nol as (solaled
words - fo promote reading connected fex.

- Promote reading practice |n class. Encourage opportunities for students
o practice reading paragraphs and short stories in school.

~ Add teachi d that direct;
o Apply teaching gies and ises that directhy mnmr:;m:sgbn. an o Y
strengthen comprehension — both reading and istening
comprehension, - Use supplemental teaching and student practice materials for oral
[eading flyency and reading comprehension i addition fo the Grade 2
textbooks.
= |dentify nonreaders earty and provide reading coaching in class and after
school.
Recommendations — How to achieve benchmarks
* How to achieve reading b h ks? - i o
= Have capable readers and "readars approaching benchmarks™ praclice
silent and oral reading and reading com prehension exercises with each
otherin small groups in class while the teacher directs reading
instruction chiefly lo struggling readers.
~ Dasign and disseminate 1o all primary schools model programs and Thank |
materials for one-week “reading camps” at mid-year and summer breaks ank you !

for Grades 2 and 3 students. Be sure to include separate materials for:
iy each grada, and i) struggling readars and readers approaching
benchmarks in each grade.

— Raise among lesser d parents of the impertance
of practice reading at home. Make practice reading materials (short
stories and exercizes) appropriate to Grades 2 and 3 readily available
to all school children at low cost.
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