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Article Summary Table #1
	CRAAP Test

(Using the CRAAP test, evaluate this source for timeliness, relevancy, authority, accuracy, and purpose.  Provide the overall score and provide a narrative with a summary of your evaluation.)
	

	Title
	Perceived differentiation and personalization teaching approaches in inclusive classrooms: Perspectives of students and teachers. 

	Author
	Lindner, K. T., Alnahdi, G. H., Wahl, S., & Schwab, S.

	Year
	2019

	Purpose of this Research/Study 
(Why did the researcher conduct this study?)
	To determine how frequent and consistently inclusive classrooms were used for students with special needs. 

	Subjects/ Participants
(Explain the participants of the study.)
	The participants were students in 47 classrooms and teachers of the same classes. 

	Variables

(What are the independent and dependent variables in this study?)
	The study did not include an independent and dependent variables. However, it focused on rating the consistency and practicality of inclusive classes. 

	Instruments 

(Examine the instruments used to collect data, include any pertinent information on the validity and reliability of the instruments).
	The researchers used the Inclusive Classroom Practices Scale (ITPS) as the main instrument. The researchers analyzed the validity and reliability of the instrument and found that it was satisfactory. 

	· Quantitative
(i.e. test scores, rating scales, rubrics, statistics, teacher-made tests, report cards, attendance statistics, attitude scales, etc.). If quantitative instruments are not used in this study, please state this in your summary of this section.
	Statistical analysis was conducted on the instrument as well as the research outcomes. Cronbach’s alpha scores were used for checking reliability of the ITPS. Confirmatory factor analysis (CFA) was used to check construct validity of the instrument as well as analyze the outcomes of the study. 


	· Qualitative
(i.e. surveys, questionnaires, portfolios, exhibits, interviews, observation, visual recordings, photography, oral histories or stories, journals, anecdotal notes, researcher journal, etc.) If qualitative instruments are not used in this study, please state this in your summary of this section.
	Qualitative analysis was conducted using the ITPS questionnaire which was the main scale of the research. 


	Intervention(s) Used in this Study
(Summarize what was done to improve a situation or existing challenge that the research addressed.)
	There was no intervention in this study. 

	Outcomes/Results

(Explain what kind of evidence used to support his/her claims – i.e. statistics, charts, stories, historical documents, etc.)
	Inclusive practices were existing but not intensive. Teachers had a low level of personalizing teaching in the inclusive classroom. These results were drawn from the ratings on the ITPS scale. 

	Implications

(Based on the results of the study, what conclusions can be drawn?)
	The use of inclusive practices may be low in many education settings. 

	Relevance to your Proposed Intervention and Area of Focus

(How does this source relate to your area of focus? How does it relate to other articles on this topic?)
	This study shows how inclusive practices are used with special educational needs (SEN) children. It shows the need for inclusive classrooms in SEN and hence focuses on the research topic for this project. 

	How does this article inform your action research study?


	This article shows that there is need for more specialization when using inclusive classrooms. 


Article Summary Table #2
	CRAAP Test

(Using the CRAAP test, evaluate this source for timeliness, relevancy, authority, accuracy, and purpose.  Provide the overall score and provide a narrative with a summary of your evaluation.)
	

	Title
	Problem space matters: evaluation of a German enrichment program for gifted children. 

	Author
	Welter, M. M., Jaarsveld, S., & Lachmann, T.

	Year
	2018

	Purpose of this Research/Study 
(Why did the researcher conduct this study?)
	To test the effectiveness of an enrichment program in boosting intelligence in problem space matters for gifted children. 

	Subjects/ Participants
(Explain the participants of the study.)
	48 children in a German enrichment program for gifted children were included in the study with a control group. 

	Variables

(What are the independent and dependent variables in this study?)
	The independent variable was enrollment in the enrichment program while dependent variables were intelligence and creativity scores. 

	Instruments 

(Explain the instruments used to collect data, include any pertinent information on the validity and reliability of the instruments).
	Instruments used measured intelligence and creativity. The Standard Progressive Matrices (SPM) test measure for intelligence in well-defined problem space was used alongside the Creative Reasoning Task (CRT) for measuring intelligence in ill-defined problem space. The third instrument was the test of creative thinking-drawing production (TCT-DP). The psychometric properties of these intelligence and creativity instruments have been tested in the past and they are reliable and valid. 

	· Quantitative
(i.e. test scores, rating scales, rubrics, statistics, teacher-made tests, report cards, attendance statistics, attitude scales, etc.)
	Scores on the intelligence and creativity measures were used. 


	· Qualitative
(i.e. surveys, questionnaires, portfolios, exhibits, interviews, observation, visual recordings, photography, oral histories or stories, journals, anecdotal notes, researcher journal, etc.)
	There was no qualitative research. 


	Intervention(s) Used in this Study
(Describe what was done to improve a situation or existing challenge that the research addressed.)
	The enrichment program is a program providing instructions for gifted children. The program was monitored for an entire year. 

	Outcomes/Results

(Explain what kind of evidence used to support his/her claims – i.e. statistics, charts, stories, historical documents, etc.)
	The program was only effective for improving intelligence in well-defined problem space. This result was obtained by comparing students in the program and the control group. 

	Implications

(Based on the results of the study, what conclusions can be drawn?)
	The study shows that enrichment programs should be designed for well-defined problem space. Therefore, enrichment programs should be defined according to the problem space. 

	Relevance to your Proposed Intervention and Area of Focus

(How does this source relate to your area of focus? How does it relate to other articles on this topic?)
	The paper is relevant to the focus of this research because it evaluates the use of SEN programs. 

	How does this article inform your action research study?


	The article provides design specifications for special education courses and can be used to inform the educator’s design of special needs programs for use in the classroom. 


Article Summary Table #3
	CRAAP Test

(Using the CRAAP test, evaluate this source for timeliness, relevancy, authority, accuracy, and purpose.  Provide the overall score and provide a narrative with a summary of your evaluation.)
	

	Title
	Understanding, educating, and supporting children with specific learning disabilities: 50 years of science and practice. 

	Author
	Grigorenko, E. L., Compton, D. L., Fuchs, L. S., Wagner, R. K., Willcutt, E. G., & Fletcher, J. M.

	Year
	2020

	Purpose of this Research/Study 
(Why did the researcher conduct this study?)
	The purpose of this study was to synthesize information on specific learning disabilities (SLDs). 

	Subjects/ Participants
(Explain the participants of the study.)
	There was no intervention hence no subjects/participants. 

	Variables

(What are the independent and dependent variables in this study?)
	There was no intervention hence no variables. 

	Instruments 

(Explain the instruments used to collect data, include any pertinent information on the validity and reliability of the instruments).
	The instruments used were the different specific measures of SLDs. 

	· Quantitative
(i.e. test scores, rating scales, rubrics, statistics, teacher-made tests, report cards, attendance statistics, attitude scales, etc.)
	Statistics used in this study show the rates of SLDs and the adoption of appropriate interventions. 

	· Qualitative
(i.e. surveys, questionnaires, portfolios, exhibits, interviews, observation, visual recordings, photography, oral histories or stories, journals, anecdotal notes, researcher journal, etc.)
	Synthesis of the information obtained was conducted to establish the current perspectives on SLDs. 


	Intervention(s) Used in this Study
(Describe what was done to improve a situation or existing challenge that the research addressed.)
	No intervention was implemented. 

	Outcomes/Results

(Explain what kind of evidence used to support his/her claims – i.e. statistics, charts, stories, historical documents, etc.)
	SLDs occur in 5% to 15% of school-age population and are undertreated, causing significantly poor vocational and social outcomes. The researchers reference past studies to justify their claims on the importance of SLDs. 

	Implications

(Based on the results of the study, what conclusions can be drawn?)
	Based on the results, there needs to be more implementation of interventions to reduce the negative effects of SLDs.

	Relevance to your Proposed Intervention and Area of Focus

(How does this source relate to your area of focus? How does it relate to other articles on this topic?)
	The article describes approaches to reducing the adverse effects of SLDs in the classroom. It is applicable to interventions designed for this project on special needs education. 

	How does this article inform your action research study?


	The article provides insight into the most useful approaches to dealing with SLDs and these can be used in the action research to improve current practice. 


Article Summary Table #4
	CRAAP Test

(Using the CRAAP test, evaluate this source for timeliness, relevancy, authority, accuracy, and purpose.  Provide the overall score and provide a narrative with a summary of your evaluation.)
	

	Title
	Exploring Digital Literacy Strategies for Students with Special Educational Needs in the Digital Age. 

	Author
	Tohara, A. J. T. 

	Year
	2021

	Purpose of this Research/Study 
(Why did the researcher conduct this study?)
	The purpose of this paper was to assess digital skills of children with special educational needs with the implementation of a digital literacy program. 

	Subjects/ Participants
(Explain the participants of the study.)
	The participants were five teachers who taught Desktop Publishing in schools to children with special needs. 

	Variables

(What are the independent and dependent variables in this study?)
	The implementation of special needs literacy program was the independent variable while the outcomes of the class including individual scores were the dependent variables. 

	Instruments 

(Explain the instruments used to collect data, include any pertinent information on the validity and reliability of the instruments).
	Interviews were conducted with teachers to support the literature review conducted in the study as well. 

	· Quantitative
(i.e. test scores, rating scales, rubrics, statistics, teacher-made tests, report cards, attendance statistics, attitude scales, etc.)
	Teacher-made tests were the main quantitative approaches to rating the outcomes of digital media literacy programs. 


	· Qualitative
(i.e. surveys, questionnaires, portfolios, exhibits, interviews, observation, visual recordings, photography, oral histories or stories, journals, anecdotal notes, researcher journal, etc.)
	Observations were conducted during the intervention implementations. Also, interviews with the five teachers were another qualitative approach. 

	Intervention(s) Used in this Study
(Describe what was done to improve a situation or existing challenge that the research addressed.)
	A digital literacy program was implemented with students with special needs to promote their use of digital platforms in the learning process. 

	Outcomes/Results

(Explain what kind of evidence used to support his/her claims – i.e. statistics, charts, stories, historical documents, etc.)
	The digital literacy skills model was effective in improving teaching and learning strategies needed in a digital environment. This conclusion was made based on observations and interview outcomes. 

	Implications

(Based on the results of the study, what conclusions can be drawn?)
	Digital literacy teaching for students with special educational needs is relevant to improve their capabilities in the digital environment. 

	Relevance to your Proposed Intervention and Area of Focus

(How does this source relate to your area of focus? How does it relate to other articles on this topic?)
	The article proposes one of the approaches to enhance learning for SEN students. It is thus useful in the current project since it informs how improvement interventions can be implemented. 

	How does this article inform your action research study?


	This article presents an effective digital literacy model which can be used in the action research study to improve the skills of SEN students. 


Literature Evaluation Table

	
	Title/Author
	Year
	How will this article inform your action research proposal? Describe the intervention(s) and/or instruments that are relevant to the problem you are addressing with your action research.

	1
	Lindner, K. T., Alnahdi, G. H., Wahl, S., & Schwab, S. (2019, July). Perceived differentiation and personalization teaching approaches in inclusive classrooms: Perspectives of students and teachers. In Frontiers in Education (Vol. 4, p. 58). Frontiers.

	2019
	Differentiation and personalization of special needs education for students in inclusive classes will be adopted. The action research project will use the article to design an inclusive classroom allowing for differentiation and personalization. 

	2
	Welter, M. M., Jaarsveld, S., & Lachmann, T. (2018). Problem space matters: evaluation of a German enrichment program for gifted children. Frontiers in Psychology, 9, 569.

	2018
	An enrichment program was described in this article. Aspects of the enrichment program such as the design of well-defined problem spaces will be used in the development of interventions for this action research project. 

	3
	Grigorenko, E. L., Compton, D. L., Fuchs, L. S., Wagner, R. K., Willcutt, E. G., & Fletcher, J. M. (2020). Understanding, educating, and supporting children with specific learning disabilities: 50 years of science and practice. American Psychologist, 75(1), 37.
	2020
	This article has outlined the development of interventions for SLDs in the last 50 years. Interdisciplinary monitoring and treatment of SLDs will be used to reduce their negative effects on the academic performance of students. 

	4
	Tohara, A. J. T. (2021). Exploring Digital Literacy Strategies for Students with Special Educational Needs in the Digital Age. Turkish Journal of Computer and Mathematics Education (TURCOMAT), 12(9), 3345-3358.

	2021
	The article presents a digital literacy model which can be used to teach students with special needs. The model includes the specific steps that educators can use to enhance digital literacy in the target student population. It will be used as an intervention when using computers with students with special educational needs. 
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