
Mastering Online Resources 
for Identifying Evidence Tiers 
and Evidence-Based Practices 
Dave English, Senior Technical Assistance Consultant 
Sokoni Davis, PhD, Senior Technical Assistance Consultant  
Mara Schanfield, Project Lead, Midwest Comprehensive Center 

January 30, 2019



Minnesota Department of Education | Midwest Comprehensive Center

Technical Set Up  
1. You will be prompted to join the audio conference. Select 

the “dial out” feature -- the Adobe Connect platform 
will call your phone line. Do *not* select “Listen Only.” 

2. Please remember to keep your audio line muted when 
you are not speaking
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Two-Part Series:  
Selecting Evidence-Based Practices for 
Low-Performing Schools 

 January 23, 1 p.m. Eastern Time 
• Webinar 1: Identifying Evidence-Based Practices That Meet 

Requirements for Low-Performing Schools 

 January 30, 1 p.m. Eastern Time 
• Webinar 2: Mastering Online Resources for Identifying 

Evidence Tiers and Evidence-Based Practices
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Module 2: Objectives 
Part 1 

 Understand how to determine 
ESSA evidence Tiers 1, 2 and 
3 

Part 2 

 In-depth navigation of What 
Works Clearinghouse (WWC) 
resources 

 Show how other 
clearinghouses align with 
ESSA tiers 

4
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Notes About Symbols Used 
 Italics are used for criteria that determine 

evidence tiers. 
 Circled numerals in the upper right corner 

of slides correspond to criteria 1–7. 
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Evidence Tier Criteria for Evaluating a Study 
Tier Criterion Tier 1 

(greatest rigor) 
Tier 2 Tier 3 Tier 4 

(least rigor) 

1 Research design 
(minimum rigor) 

Experimental 
study 
Random assignment of 
participants to control 
and treatment 

Quasi-
experimental 
Control and treatment 
groups not random 
(but purposeful) 

Correlational 
Measures 
relationship 
between practice 
and outcome 

Logic model 
Informed by high-
quality research 
or positive 
evaluation 

2 Group equivalence Low attrition Higher attrition okay 
but then must have 
baseline equivalence 

Statistical controls 
for selection bias 

n/a 

3 Statistically significant 
favorable effect (by 
outcome) 

Includes 
evaluation plan 

4 No significant 
unfavorable effect from 
Tier 1 or Tier 2 study (by 
outcome) 

n/a 

5 Large study sample n/a n/a 

6 Multisite study sample n/a n/a 

7 Sample overlap Students and setting Students or setting n/a n/a
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ESSA: At Least One Practice in CSI and TSI 
Schools Must Meet Evidence Tier 1, 2, or 3 

Source: ESSA
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Sources of Evidence-Based Practices 
 Per ESSA, districts and schools must find evidence that 

addresses the same intervention and outcome(s) that are 
proposed and that meets the Tier 1, 2, or 3 criteria, from one of 
three sources: 

• Online clearinghouses that compile and evaluate 
research studies 

• Research studies not evaluated in clearinghouses 
• Single-study reviews commissioned through the Institute 

of Education Sciences (IES) 
 The intervention may be a current practice (if a study is found 

for it that meets Tiers 1–3) or may be a practice that is new to 
your school/district.
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Evidence Tier Criteria for Evaluating a Study 
Tier Criterion Tier 1 

(greatest rigor) 
Tier 2 Tier 3 Tier 4 

(least rigor) 

1 Research design 
(minimum rigor) 

Experimental 
study 
Random assignment of 
participants to control 
and treatment 

Quasi-
experimental 
Control and treatment 
groups not random 
(but purposeful) 

Correlational 
Measures 
relationship 
between practice 
and outcome 

Logic model 
Informed by high-
quality research 
or positive 
evaluation 

2 Group equivalence Low attrition Higher attrition okay 
but then must have 
baseline equivalence 

Statistical controls 
for selection bias 

n/a 

3 Statistically significant 
favorable effect (by 
outcome) 

Includes 
evaluation plan 

4 No significant 
unfavorable effect from 
Tier 1 or Tier 2 study (by 
outcome) 

n/a 

5 Large study sample n/a n/a 

6 Multisite study sample n/a n/a 

7 Sample overlap Students and setting Students or setting n/a n/a
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Why Are Tier 1 and Tier 2 Important?  

 Means better fit with your targeted student population 
than Tier 3. 
 The practice is much more likely to have caused the 

outcome (versus correlation).

11
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Criteria 1 and 2 
• Research design 
• Group equivalence
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Evidence Tier Criteria for Evaluating a Study 
Tier Criterion Tier 1 

(greatest rigor) 
Tier 2 Tier 3 Tier 4 

(least rigor) 

1 Research design 
(minimum rigor) 

Experimental 
study 
Random assignment of 
participants to control 
and treatment 

Quasi-
experimental 
Control and treatment 
groups not random 
(but purposeful) 

Correlational 
Measures 
relationship 
between practice 
and outcome 

Logic model 
Informed by high-
quality research 
or positive 
evaluation 

2 Group equivalence Low attrition Higher attrition okay 
but then must have 
baseline equivalence 

Statistical controls 
for selection bias 

n/a 

3 Statistically significant 
favorable effect (by 
outcome) 

Includes 
evaluation plan 

4 No significant 
unfavorable effect from 
Tier 1 or Tier 2 study (by 
outcome) 

n/a 

5 Large study sample n/a n/a 

6 Multisite study sample n/a n/a 

7 Sample overlap Students and setting Students or setting n/a n/a
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Research Design 
 

Studies in Tiers 1, 2, and 3 all measure the relationship 
between a practice and an outcome.  

14
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Tier 1 and Tier 2 build on the minimum requirement by 
addressing the assignment of study participants to 
control and treatment groups.  

Research Design

15



Tier Criterion Tier 1 Tier 2 Tier 3 

Research design  
(minimum rigor) 

Experimental study 

● Measures relationship 
between practice and 
outcome (causal) 

● Assignment of 
participants to control 
and treatment groups 

● Random assignment of 
participants 

Quasi-experimental study 

● Measures relationship 
between practice and 
outcome (causal) 

● Assignment of 
participants to control and 
treatment groups 

Correlational study 

● Measures relationship 
between practice and 
outcome



Minnesota Department of Education | Midwest Comprehensive Center



Experimental (Tier 1) and quasi-experimental (Tier 2) 
studies both have purposeful control and treatment 
groups. 

Research Design 

Treatment group Control group

16
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Experimental (Tier 1) and quasi-experimental (Tier 2) studies 
both have purposeful control and treatment groups.

Research Design 

Treatment group 
Receives the intervention, 

practice, strategy, or program 
(also known as the 
intervention group) 

Control group 
Does not receive the 
intervention, practice, 
strategy, or program

17
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Research Design: 
Experimental (Tier 1) 



Random assignment of 
participants to control and 
treatment group denotes an 
experimental study (Tier 1). 

Randomized-controlled trials 
(RCTs) are the most common 
form of these experiments. 

18
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Research Design: 
Quasi-Experimental (Tier 2) 



Nonrandom assignment of participants to treatment 
and control groups by the researcher denotes a 
quasi-experimental study (Tier 2).
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Nonrandom, purposeful assignment of participants is 
used in various types of studies.  Some examples are: 

Research Design: 
Quasi-Experimental (Tier 2)

Time series 
Compare results for 
similar students before 
and after interventions 

Nonequivalent 
groups 
Treatment and control 
groups created using 
assignment that is 
nonrandom 

Matching 
Uses statistical methods 
to create treatment and 
comparison groups 
(rather than random 
assignment)
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Research Design: 
Correlational (Tier 3) 



Source: Analysis (regression) results predicting enrollment in a Minnesota college in fall 2011 (Davis et al., 2017)
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Research Design 


 Be cautious of: 
• Undocumented results (“My experience has been…”) 
• Typical program evaluation results (not rigorously designed) 
• Qualitative research (not quantitative practice-to-outcome 

results) 
• Unpublished research or research not published in a peer-

reviewed publication

22
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Evidence Tier Criteria for Evaluating a Study 
Tier Criterion Tier 1 

(greatest rigor) 
Tier 2 Tier 3 Tier 4 

(least rigor) 

1 Research design 
(minimum rigor) 

Experimental 
study 
Random assignment of 
participants to control 
and treatment 

Quasi-
experimental 
Control and treatment 
groups not random 
(but purposeful) 

Correlational 
Measures 
relationship 
between practice 
and outcome 

Logic model 
Informed by high-
quality research 
or positive 
evaluation 

2 Group equivalence Low attrition Higher attrition okay 
but then must have 
baseline equivalence 

Statistical controls 
for selection bias 

n/a 

3 Statistically significant 
favorable effect (by 
outcome) 

Includes 
evaluation plan 

4 No significant 
unfavorable effect from 
Tier 1 or Tier 2 study (by 
outcome) 

n/a 

5 Large study sample n/a n/a 

6 Multisite study sample n/a n/a 

7 Sample overlap Students and setting Students or setting n/a n/a
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Group Equivalence: Attrition 
 

Experimental studies must have low participant drop-out, from 
research start to data analysis, to qualify for Tier 1.  

?
24
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Experimental studies must have low participant drop-out, 
from research start to data analysis, to qualify for Tier 1.  

Group Equivalence: Attrition


25
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Group Equivalence:  
Attrition (Participant Drop-Out) 


Experimental studies meet criteria #2 if they have 
low overall attrition and low differential attrition. 

Overall attrition 
Percentage of total participants 
(those assigned to control and those 
assigned to treatment) that do not 
have outcome data 

Differential attrition 
Subtract the attrition percentage 
for the intervention group from 
the attrition percentage for the 
control group

26
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Group equivalence: 
Baseline Equivalence 



Quasi-experimental studies meet criteria #2 for Tier 2 if 
they have baseline equivalence.  

The comparison and treatment groups must 
be equivalent on key factors such as race, 
achievement, at-risk status, class size, and 
so forth, depending on the type of study. 

27
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Group Equivalence: Controls 
Correlational studies meet criteria #2 if they have controls that help 
ensure the results are accurate, regardless of factors such as the 
following: 

• Race 

• Gender 

• Age 

• Socioeconomic or free or 
reduced-price lunch status 

• Prior achievement 

• Disability status 

• English learner status 

• Migrant status 

• School setting (urban, 
suburban, rural) 

• School size

28
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Group Equivalence: 
Statistical Controls for Bias 



29

Tier 3 studies control for bias using covariates.  

Source: Analysis (regression) results predicting enrollment in a Minnesota college in fall 2011 (Davis et al., 2017)
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Criteria 3 and 4 
• Statistically significant, favorable effect 
• No unfavorable effects from other Tier 1 

or Tier 2 studies
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Evidence Tier Criteria for Evaluating a Study 
Tier Criterion Tier 1 

(greatest rigor) 
Tier 2 Tier 3 Tier 4 

(least rigor) 

1 Research design 
(minimum rigor) 

Experimental 
study 
Random assignment of 
participants to control 
and treatment 

Quasi-
experimental 
Control and treatment 
groups not random 
(but purposeful) 

Correlational 
Measures 
relationship 
between practice 
and outcome 

Logic model 
Informed by high-
quality research or 
positive evaluation 

2 Group equivalence Low attrition Higher attrition okay 
but then must have 
baseline equivalence 

Statistical controls 
for selection bias 

n/a 

3 Statistically significant 
favorable effect (by 
outcome) 

Includes 
evaluation plan 

4 No significant 
unfavorable effect from 
Tier 1 or Tier 2 study (by 
outcome) 

n/a 

5 Large study sample n/a n/a 

6 Multisite study sample n/a n/a 

7 Sample overlap Students and setting Students or setting n/a n/a
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Statistically Significant Favorable Effect 

 

 Statistically significant favorable effect means a 
95% (or higher) likelihood that the relationship 
between a practice and an outcome is not random. 
 “Not random” could mean: 

• Predictive, but not causal (i.e., correlates) 
• Causal
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Which relationships between practice 
and outcome meet statistical significance criterion for 
Tiers 1-3? 



Coefficients and Statistical Significance 
Enrolling in 4-year college Enrolling in 2-year college 

Female 1.06 -.07 

Hispanic -0.51 0.36 

Free or reduced-price lunch -0.09** 0.16* 

Took dual/concurrent course 0.29*** -0.24 

Took at least one AP course 0.46* -0.23**

Note: ***p-value < .01; **p-value <. 05; *p-value <. 1
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 p value = probability that the relationship between intervention and outcome is caused 
by random factors (i.e., something other than the intervention). 

 1 – p value (1 minus the p value) = the likelihood that relationship is not random 

 p value of .05 or less is universally considered significant, indicating at least a 95% 
chance that the intervention–outcome relationship is not random.

Statistically Significant Favorable Effect 


34
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Evidence Tier Criteria for Evaluating a Study 
Tier Criterion Tier 1 

(greatest rigor) 
Tier 2 Tier 3 Tier 4 

(least rigor) 

1 Research design 
(minimum rigor) 

Experimental 
study 
Random assignment of 
participants to control 
and treatment 

Quasi-
experimental 
Control and treatment 
groups not random 
(but purposeful) 

Correlational 
Measures 
relationship 
between practice 
and outcome 

Logic model 
Informed by high-
quality research or 
positive evaluation 

2 Group equivalence Low attrition Higher attrition okay 
but then must have 
baseline equivalence 

Statistical controls 
for selection bias 

n/a 

3 Statistically significant 
favorable effect (by 
outcome) 

Includes 
evaluation plan 

4 No significant 
unfavorable effect from 
Tier 1 or Tier 2 study (by 
outcome) 

n/a 

5 Large study sample n/a n/a 

6 Multisite study sample n/a n/a 

7 Sample overlap Students and setting Students or setting n/a n/a
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No Statistically Significant Unfavorable 
Effects From Tier 1 or Tier 2 Studies 

 
 There can be no other Tier 1 or Tier 2 studies of the 

intervention/outcome that have found statistically 
significant unfavorable effects on the outcome of 
interest. 
 There are shortcuts for determining in WWC.
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Evidence Tier Criteria for Evaluating a Study 
Tier Criterion Tier 1 

(greatest rigor) 
Tier 2 Tier 3 Tier 4 

(least rigor) 

1 Research design 
(minimum rigor) 

Experimental 
study 
Random assignment of 
participants to control 
and treatment 

Quasi-
experimental 
Control and treatment 
groups not random 
(but purposeful) 

Correlational 
Measures 
relationship 
between practice 
and outcome 

Logic model 
Informed by high-
quality research or 
positive evaluation 

2 Group equivalence Low attrition Higher attrition okay 
but then must have 
baseline equivalence 

Statistical controls 
for selection bias 

n/a 

3 Statistically significant 
favorable effect (by 
outcome) 

Includes 
evaluation plan 

4 No significant 
unfavorable effect from 
Tier 1 or Tier 2 study (by 
outcome) 

n/a 

5 Large study sample n/a n/a 

6 Multisite study sample n/a n/a 

7 Sample overlap Students and setting Students or setting n/a n/a
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Large Study Sample 
❺ 

Required to qualify for Tier 1 or 2 (no requirements 
for Tier 3) 

 Must have sample size (N) of 350 or more 
 Sample may be aggregated across studies for the same 

outcome
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Multisite Sample 
❻ 

 Favorable effect must have been demonstrated in two or more 
schools 

 Must have control and treatment groups in two or more schools 
 May be aggregated across studies for the same outcomes

Required to qualify for Tier 1 or 2 (not for Tier 3) 
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Sample Characteristics Overlap With Target 
Population 

❼ 

 For Tier 1, student characteristics and setting 
 For Tier 2, student characteristics or setting
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Study Sample Overlap With Target Population 
❼

 For Tier 1, student population and setting 
 For Tier 2, student population or setting
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ESSA Tier 1 and 2 Summary 
Tier 1 and Tier 2 studies measure causal relationships, 
and meet these criteria:

❶ Control and treatment groups that are randomly 
assigned (Tier 1) or not randomly assigned (Tier 2)

❷ Low attrition (Tier 1) or baseline equivalence (Tier 2)
❸ Favorable statistically significance effects (95% likelihood 

of non-random relationship between practice and outcome)
❹ Not overridden by statistically significant unfavorable 

effects from Tier 1 or Tier 2 studies (see WWC shortcuts) 
 
 

A sample size >= 350, and some overlap between student 
characteristics and/or setting

42



Minnesota Department of Education | Midwest Comprehensive Center

Determining Evidence Tier

43
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Minnesota Early Indicator and Response System (MEIRS) 

44

Source:  https://education.mn.gov/MDE/dse/drop/MEIRS/

https://education.mn.gov/MDE/dse/drop/MEIRS/


Minnesota Department of Education | Midwest Comprehensive Center

Using Online Resources 
to Identify EBPs

45



Minnesota Department of Education | Midwest Comprehensive Center

Evidence Clearinghouses 
 What Works Clearinghouse (Find What Works and Practice Guides) 

 Evidence for ESSA 

 Social Programs That Work 

 Blueprints Programs 

 Campbell Corporation 

 Crime Solutions 

 ArtsEdSearch 

 RAND Social/Emotional Evidence Review 

 ERIC* 

 Google Scholar*

46

*sources for research studies that are not clearinghouses

https://ies.ed.gov/ncee/wwc/OnlineTraining/DK5HI
https://www.evidenceforessa.org/
https://evidencebasedprograms.org/programs/
https://www.blueprintsprograms.org/programs
https://www.campbellcollaboration.org/
https://www.crimesolutions.gov/
http://www.artsedsearch.org/
https://www.rand.org/pubs/research_reports/RR2133.html
https://eric.ed.gov/
https://scholar.google.com/
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Evidence Clearinghouse Guide 
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Alignment Between Clearinghouses and  
Evidence Tiers 
 Currently, none of the clearinghouse designations 

align precisely with the ESSA tiers. 
 Just because a practice is reviewed by a 

clearinghouse does not mean the practice meets 
CSI/TSI requirements. 
 Some analysis is required when you use the 

clearinghouse to determine whether tiers are met. 
 Take the WWC training and get certified here.

48
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What Works Clearinghouse

49
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Find What Works
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Visit the WWC Website 

Source: https://ies.ed.gov/ncee/wwc/
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Evidence Tier Criteria for Evaluating a Study 
Tier Criterion Tier 1 

(greatest rigor) 
Tier 2 Tier 3 Tier 4 

(least rigor) 

1 Research design 
(minimum rigor) 

Experimental 
study 
Random assignment of 
participants to control 
and treatment 

Quasi-
experimental 
Control and treatment 
groups not random 
(but purposeful) 

Correlational 
Measures 
relationship 
between practice 
and outcome 

Logic model 
Informed by high-
quality research or 
positive evaluation 

2 Group equivalence Low attrition Higher attrition okay 
but then must have 
baseline equivalence 

Statistical controls 
for selection bias 

n/a 

3 Statistically significant 
favorable effect (by 
outcome) 

Includes 
evaluation plan 

4 No significant 
unfavorable effect from 
Tier 1 or Tier 2 study (by 
outcome) 

n/a 

5 Large study sample n/a n/a 

6 Multisite study sample n/a n/a 

7 Sample overlap Students and setting Students or setting n/a n/a
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Find What Works 
Clearinghouse tier Favorable statistical 

significance and no 
unfavorable significant 

impact from other Tier 1 or 
Tier 2 studies?  

Sample/setting overlap ESSA tier 

Meets standards 
without 
reservations 

Yes Sample and setting Tier 1 
Yes Sample or setting Tier 2 
Yes No Tier 3 
No -- Not aligned 

Meets standards 
without 
reservations 

Yes Sample or setting Tier 2 
Yes No Tier 3 
No -- Not aligned 

Does not meet 
design 
standards 

Yes -- Tier 3 

No -- Not aligned
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Select a Topic Area That Aligns With Your 
Outcome of Interest or Practice  

Source: https://ies.ed.gov/ncee/wwc/

54
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Select Multiple Filters to Narrow Your Search 

Source: https://ies.ed.gov/ncee/wwc/FWW/Results?filters=,Literacy,Children-Youth-with-Disabilities

55
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Studies With Greater Statistical Significance 
Are Nearer the Top of the Results 

Source: https://ies.ed.gov/ncee/wwc/FWW/Results?filters=,Literacy
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“Leveled Literacy Intervention” 

Source: https://ies.ed.gov/ncee/wwc/Intervention/1287

57

https://ies.ed.gov/ncee/wwc/Intervention/1287
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Review the Effectiveness Rating 
by Outcome to Determine Whether: 
 Statistically significant favorable effect, and 
 No unfavorable effects from other experimental or quasi-

experimental (Tier 1 or Tier 2) study on the outcome 

Source: https://ies.ed.gov/ncee/wwc/Intervention/1287
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See Effectiveness Rating at 
Outcome Level to Determine Whether: 



 Statistically significant favorable effect, and 
 No significant unfavorable effect from other 

experimental or quasi-experimental study (Tier 1 or 
Tier 2)
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 Statistically significant favorable effect, and
 No significant unfavorable effect from other 

experimental or quasi-experimental study (Tier 1 or 
Tier 2)

See Effectiveness Rating at Outcome
Level to Determine Whether:
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Evidence Tier Criteria for Evaluating a Study 
Tier Criterion Tier 1 

(greatest rigor) 
Tier 2 Tier 3 Tier 4 

(least rigor) 

1 Research design 
(minimum rigor) 

Experimental 
study 
Random assignment of 
participants to control 
and treatment 

Quasi-
experimental 
Control and treatment 
groups not random 
(but purposeful) 

Correlational 
Measures 
relationship 
between practice 
and outcome 

Logic model 
Informed by high-
quality research 
or positive 
evaluation 

2 Group equivalence Low attrition Higher attrition okay 
but then must have 
baseline equivalence 

Statistical controls 
for selection bias 

n/a 

3 Statistically significant 
favorable effect (by 
outcome) 

Includes 
evaluation plan 

4 No significant 
unfavorable effect from 
Tier 1 or Tier 2 study (by 
outcome) 

n/a 

5 Large study sample n/a n/a 

6 Multisite study sample n/a n/a 

7 Sample overlap Students and setting Students or setting n/a n/a
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Select a Specific Study to Determine: 
 Research design 
 Group equivalence 

Source: https://ies.ed.gov/ncee/wwc/Intervention/1287
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Meets WWC Standards Without 
Reservations 
Signifies criteria #1 and #2 meet Tier 1 requirements 

Source: https://ies.ed.gov/ncee/wwc/Study/85470
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https://ies.ed.gov/ncee/wwc/Study/85470
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Signifies criteria #1 and #2 meet Tier 2 requirements 

Meets WWC Standards With 
Reservations 

Source: https://ies.ed.gov/ncee/wwc/Study/85470
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No “Standards Met”: Tier 3 
Even though this is a quasi-experimental study, it is only 
eligible for Tier 3, because it does not meet criterion #2.  
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Evidence Tier Criteria for Evaluating a Study 
Tier Criterion Tier 1 

(greatest rigor) 
Tier 2 Tier 3 Tier 4 

(least rigor) 

1 Research design 
(minimum rigor) 

Experimental 
study 
Random assignment of 
participants to control 
and treatment 

Quasi-
experimental 
Control and treatment 
groups not random 
(but purposeful) 

Correlational 
Measures 
relationship 
between practice 
and outcome 

Logic model 
Informed by high-
quality research or 
positive evaluation 

2 Group equivalence Low attrition Higher attrition okay 
but then must have 
baseline equivalence 

Statistical controls 
for selection bias 

n/a 

3 Statistically significant 
favorable effect (by 
outcome) 

Includes 
evaluation plan 

4 No significant 
unfavorable effect from 
Tier 1 or Tier 2 study (by 
outcome) 

n/a 

5 Large study sample n/a n/a 

6 Multisite study sample n/a n/a 

7 Sample overlap Students and setting Students or setting n/a n/a
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Sample Size ❺ 

Tier 1 and Tier 2: Aggregate sample size across 
studies must be at least 350 students.
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Multisite Study: 
 Required for Tier 1 and Tier 2 
 At least two schools 

68

Source: https://ies.ed.gov/ncee/wwc/Study/78712

https://ies.ed.gov/ncee/wwc/Study/78712
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 See “Study Details” for more explicit information 

Multisite Study:

Source: https://ies.ed.gov/ncee/wwc/Study/78712
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Sample Overlap 
 Tier 1: student population and setting 
 Tier 2: student population or setting 

Source: https://ies.ed.gov/ncee/wwc/Study/78712
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See “Intervention Report” for 
Additional Contextual Information  

Source: https://ies.ed.gov/ncee/wwc/Study/78712
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Intervention Reports include 
contextual information 
 Program information, 

including implementation 
and cost 
 All studies reviewed and 

summary of their findings 
 Sample characteristics 

Source: https://ies.ed.gov/ncee/wwc/Docs/InterventionReports/wwc_read180_112916.pdf
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https://ies.ed.gov/ncee/wwc/Docs/InterventionReports/wwc_read180_112916.pdf
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Educator Practice Guides
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ESSA Tier 

Practice 
Guide  
Rating Overlap 

Review Handbook 
Version 

Strong (Tier 1) Strong Sample and setting Version 2.1, 3.0 or 4.0 
(September 2011 or later) 

Moderate (Tier 2) Strong or 
Moderate 

Sample or setting Version 2.1, 3.0 or 4.0 
(September 2011 or later) 

Promising (Tier 3) Strong or 
Moderate

-- --

Educator Practice Guides
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WWC Practice Guides 
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(see WWC Practice Guides)

See main landing page for handbook versions.   

https://ies.ed.gov/ncee/wwc/PracticeGuides
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WWC Practice Guides
See practice landing page for evidence ratings.
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Each Recommendation Includes the Action 
Steps That Received the Evidence Rating  
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WWC Practice Guides
See Appendix D for information on sample, setting and outcomes.  
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Other Clearinghouses 
Four other clearinghouses have been mapped to 
the ESSA tier requirements: 
 Social Programs That Work 
 Blueprints for Health Youth Development 
 Crime Solutions 
 National Registry of EBPs & Programs 

(SAMHSA)
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Social Programs That Work 
Research topics focus on physical/mental health, 
early childhood, violence & drug abuse prevention 
Clearinghouse Rating Large sample?  ESSA Tier 

Top tier Yes Tier 1 

No Tier 3 
Near top tier -- Tier 3 
Suggestive tier -- Does not align 
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Source: https://evidencebasedprograms.org

https://evidencebasedprograms.org/
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Source: https://evidencebasedprograms.org

Social Programs That Work
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https://evidencebasedprograms.org/
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See “evaluation 
methods” and “full 
evidence summary” 
for sample size. 

Source: https://evidencebasedprograms.org

Social Programs That Work
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Sample size described in full evidence summary 

Social Programs That Work

Source: https://evidencebasedprograms.org
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Blueprints for Healthy Youth 
Development 
Research topics focus on bullying, delinquency, 
substance abuse, health, violence prevention 

84

Clearinghouse tier Research design Large sample and multisite? ESSA tier 

Model + program -- Yes Tier 1

-- No or not available Tier 3 

Model programs -- Yes Tier 1

-- No or not available Tier 3 

Promising program Experimental Yes Tier 1 

Quasi-experimental Yes Tier 2

-- No or not available Tier 3 

Effective outcome Experimental Yes Tier 1 

Quasi-experimental Yes Tier 2

-- No or not available Tier 3 

No effects -- -- Not aligned 

Source: https://www.blueprintsprograms.org/

https://www.blueprintsprograms.org/
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Blueprints 

Source: https://www.blueprintsprograms.org/
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Source: https://www.blueprintsprograms.org/

Blueprints
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Source: https://www.blueprintsprograms.org/

Blueprints
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Source: https://www.blueprintsprograms.org/

Blueprints

88

See “Brief Evaluation Methodology” for sample size
and site information.

https://www.blueprintsprograms.org/
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Crime Solutions 
Research topics focus on root causes of crime, 
such as mental and physical health.  

Clearinghouse Tier Research Design Large, Multisite Study? ESSA Tier 
Effective -- Yes Tier 1

-- No or not available Tier 3 

Promising Experimental 
(at least 1 study) 

Yes Tier 1 

Quasi-experimental only Yes Tier 2

-- No Tier 3 

No effects -- -- Not aligned 

Source: https://www.crimesolutions.gov/
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Source: https://www.crimesolutions.gov/

Crime Solutions
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Research design is 
indicated at 
“Randomized Control 
Trial” column. 

Source: https://www.crimesolutions.gov/

Crime Solutions
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Sample and site 
information at 
“Evaluation 
Methodology” 

Source: https://www.crimesolutions.gov/

Crime Solutions
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https://www.crimesolutions.gov/
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Next Steps 
For any given CSI or TSI school, find a study that 
measures the relationship between the intervention and 
outcome of interest, through various sources: 
 Online clearinghouses that compile and evaluate 

research studies 
 Research studies not evaluated in clearinghouses 
 Single-study reviews commissioned through IES
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Determine rigor of study: 

 Ensure the study meets at least Tier 3 

 Select Tier 1 or Tier 2 studies for better fit with your 
student population and setting and more rigorous 
results based on causal inference

Next Steps (continued)
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Consider the broader context beyond evidence to make 
final EBP selections. 

Source: Metz & Louison, 2018 

Next Steps (continued)
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Q & A



Thank you! 

David English 

Senior 
Technical 

Assistance 
Consultant 

denglish@air.org 
202-403-6930 

Website: midwest-cc.org 
Twitter: @MidwestCompC
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https://twitter.com/midwestcompc?lang=en
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Contact Us 
 Dave English, Senior Technical Assistance Consultant  

denglish@air.org 
 Sokoni Davis, PhD, Senior Technical Assistance 

Consultant sdavis@air.org 
 Mara Schanfield, Project Lead, Midwest 

Comprehensive Center mschanfield@air.org
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