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School Library Media 

Assessment 6: Comprehensive Reading Encouragement 

Reading Advocacy Project for Diverse Learners 

 

 

    

 

                                             Summer 2008 Data & Statistical Analyses               N=13 

 
 Element#

1 
‘LT 

Promote
s’ 

Element#
2 

‘LT Book 
Sugg’ 

Elemen
t#3 
‘LT 

Flyers’ 

Element#
4 

‘LT 
Collab’ 

Element
#5 
‘LT 

Works 
Cited’ 

Element
#6 
‘ST 

Promote
s’ 

Element
#7 
‘ST 

Promote
s’ 

Element
#8 
‘ST 

Book 
Sugg’ 

Elemen
t#9 
‘ST 

Collab’ 

Element
# 10 

‘mechan
ics’ Mean     

Mean ==> 
2.54 2.54 2.85 2.77 2.77 2.54 2.69 2.85 2.62 3.00 2.54    

Stdev ==> 
0.50 0.50 0.36 0.42 0.42 0.50 0.46 0.36 0.49 0.00 0.50 

%Candidates 
Target (3) 53.85% 53.85% 84.62% 76.92% 76.92% 46.15% 69.23% 84.62% 61.54% 100.00%  

% Candidates 
Acceptable (2) 46.15% 46.15% 15.38% 23.08% 23.08% 53.85% 30.77% 15.38% 38.46% 0.00%  

Rubric 
Element 
Totals 

# of 
Element

s 100% 

% Candidates 
Unacceptable 
(1) 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%  Target 86.00 66.15% 

# candidates 
target (3) 7 7 7 10 10 6 9 7 8 13  

 
Accepta

ble 44.00 
33.85% 

 

# candidates 
acceptable (2) 6 6 6 3 3 7 4 6 5 0  

 
Unacce
ptable 0 0.00% 

# candidates 
unacceptable 
(1) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0     
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                                                                    Spring 2009 Data and Statistical Analyses               N=5 
 

Element#1 
‘LT 

Promotes’ 

Element#2 
‘LT Book 

Sugg’ 
Element#3 
‘LT Flyers’ 

Element#4 
‘LT 

Collab’ 

Element#5 
‘LT Works 

Cited’ 

Element#6 
‘ST 
Promotes’ 

 
Element#7 

 
‘ST 

Promotes’ 

 
Element#8 

 
‘ST Book 

Sugg’ 

 
Element#9 

 
‘ST 

Collab’ 

 
Element# 

10 
‘mechanics’ 

Mean ==> 3 3 3 2.6 2.6 3 3 3 2.8 2.4 

Stdev ==> 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.55 0.55 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.45 0.89 

%Candidates 
Target (3) 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 60.00% 60.00% 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 80.00% 60.00% 

% Candidates 
Acceptable (2) 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 40.00% 40.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 20.00% 20.00% 

% Candidates 
Unacceptable 
(1) 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 20.00% 

# candidates 
target (3) 5 5 5 3 3 5 5 5 4 3 

# candidates 
acceptable (2) 0 0 0 2 2 0 0 0 1 1 

# candidates 
unacceptable 
(1) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 

 

Rubric Element Totals  # of Elements 100% 

Target 42 84.00% 

Acceptable 6 12.00% 

Unacceptable 2 4.00% 
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                                       Spring 2010 Data and Statistical Analyses                      N=10 
 

Element#1 
‘LT 

Promotes’ 

Element#2 
‘LT Book 

Sugg’ 
Element#3 
‘LT Flyers’ 

Element#4 
‘LT Collab’ 

Element#5 
‘LT Works 

Cited’ 

Element#6 
‘ST 
Promotes’ 

 
Element#7 

 
‘ST Promotes’ 

 
Element#8 

 
‘ST Book 

Sugg’ 

 
Element#9 

 
‘ST Collab’ 

Element# 
10 

‘mechanics’ 

Mean ==> 3 3 3 2.9 2.9 3 2.9 3 2.8 2.8 

Stdev ==> 0 0 0 0.32 0.32 0 0.32 0 0.42 0.42 
%Candidates 
Target (3) 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 90.00% 90.00% 100.00% 90.00% 100.00% 80.00%  
% Candidates 
Acceptable (2) 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 10.00% 10.00% 0.00% 10.00% 0.00% 20.00%  
% Candidates 
Unacceptable 
(1) 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%  
# candidates 
target (3) 10 10 10 9 9 10 9 10 8  
# candidates 
acceptable (2) 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 2  
# candidates 
unacceptable 
(1) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

 

Rubric Element Totals  # of Elements 100% 

Target 95 96.00% 

Acceptable 5 5.00% 

Unacceptable 0 0.00% 

 


