ERRATUM

June 26, 2006

An error was made in the analysis of our recent study, What Education Schools Aren’t Teaching about Reading and What Elementary Teachers Aren’t Learning, that led to an incorrect rating being assigned to Samford University in Birmingham, Alabama.  Please note that we have altered the online versions of our report to rectify this mistake. 

In our study, Samford received a score of zero, largely for using texts that did not sufficiently address any of the components of the science of reading: phonemic awareness, phonics, fluency, vocabulary and comprehension.  We are now changing Samford’s score to “unclear.”

By way of background, we learned after the release of our study that we had only reviewed one of Samford University’s two required reading courses. We had overlooked a course entitled “The Arts,” having mistaken it for a course in fine arts.  We sought to correct any possible misinterpretation of Samford’s program when we learned of this mistake, and we immediately rated this additional course and its required readings. 

Our primary method for determining a course’s commitment to the science of reading was to rate the accuracy and depth of the required texts. As the attached report shows in more detail, only one of the five texts that were assigned in “The Arts” received a positive rating.

We also quantified the number of lectures devoted to topics dealing directly with the science of reading.  We made it possible for a course to receive a high rating with as few as five lectures (in a 3-credit course) spent on reading science, provided the readings were also acceptable.  

However, the unusual format of Samford’s reading syllabi make it difficult to quantify lecture topics. (Normally, professors outline the topics of their lectures.) Instead, listed on this course syllabus for “The Arts” are 47 objectives, five of which refer quite explicitly to the science of reading. Adherence to the tenets of the Alabama Reading Initiative is also explicit.  So that we could produce a more accurate rating for Samford, we asked the reading professor for his lecture schedule, but he did not respond to our request.

In sum, we possess insufficient evidence to award a passing grade for Samford’s reading coursework.  Given the ambiguity here and the general quality of the texts, we can only assign a rating of “unclear” absent more information about how class time is spent. 

As for the initial rating that led to an unambiguous zero, we apologize and take full responsibility for our error. We are notifying relevant policymakers in Alabama of the change in rating.  

