Reconciliation Letter for Article: Using Question Answer Relationships in Science Instruction to Increase the Reading Achievement of Struggling Readers and Students with Reading Disabilities 

Changes and revisions made to the article based on each reviewer’s comments are:

Changes Made Based on Comments By Reviewer 1: The lack of a control group has now been explained in the Method section under the Participants heading. More discussion has been included on the progression of the group of students’ natural progression from pretest to posttest based upon the observations of the researcher and the interview with the classroom teacher. Other possible influences on the findings has been added to the Discussion section. Tables 3, 4 and 5 have been removed. All formatting and APA errors have been corrected. 

Changes Made Based on Comments Reviewer 2: Clarification that the results are due to the intervention rather than another sources has been added to the paper. 

Changes Made Based on Comments Reviewer 3: Sample QAR questions have been added from the Analytical Reading Inventory to show the distinctions in the different types of questions. Tables 3, 4, and 5 have been removed. 
We have rewritten parts of the paper to change its focus to a preliminary study looking at whether a general education teacher can be taught to implement QAR strategies within her science instruction and if there is also some preliminary evidence that the instructional change had an impact on student’s performance.  While there is not a control group, the students showed improvement in ARI scores after 4 weeks of QAR instruction. The ARI questions were unrelated to the science content that was being studied during the 4-week period, yet we saw significant gains for all children in their abilities to answer science questions correctly. These preliminary findings were observable for all QAR question types as well as the overall ARI score. In looking at the students’ performance from pre-test to post-test they showed significant improvement. Based on these results, it is plausible that the students were generalizing the use of QAR strategies to the ARI. It is for future studies (by us and others) to follow up on these findings and use control groups and other methods to allow us to make additional inferences about the overall effectiveness of the intervention and to rule out any other factors that could have led to the results. In the meantime, this study suggests that teachers can implement QAR instruction in their classrooms, with little professional development needed, and that students seem to perform better in assessments requiring them to read science material and answer questions.

We have included sample questions from the ARI and provided indication of how they matched the QAR strategies.

To analyze our data, we used dependent t tests, rather than ANOVAS. We have calculated Cohen’s d for the t tests and have included the information in Table 1. 
Changes Made Based on Comments Reviewer 4: The final few sentences have been changed and the generalizations revised. More explanation has been added regarding the role of the special education teacher in the study. All formatting errors have been corrected regarding the use of the term “that.”
