From: | o bchalf of Macke Raymond
[macke@stanford.edul

Sent: Friday, December 21, 2012 6:20 AM

To: What Works

Subject: Re: WWC Quick Review Blast of Report

Good morning,

CREDO greatly appreciates the “WWC Quick Review” of our recently released
report “Charter

School Performance in New Jersey.” We were happy to see that our VCR
methodology continues

to meet WWC standards with reservations. The review advised readers to
exercise caution when

interpreting the results of our analysis of impacts by school because our
analysis failed to control

for the risk that multiple tests of statistical significance increase the
probability that some results

will be found significant by chance. Bullet points of our response from
here on:

- We would first like to clarify what you believe to be the cause of our
bias toward finding
statistically significant results.

- Your concern seems to be either:

- 1) We run multiple tests of statistical significance without a
"correction factor" to adjust P values

(e.g. Bonferroni) or

- 2) We have positive correlation within our unit of assignment (charter)
that does not match the

unit of analysis (student), thus biasing the standard errors down, as
addressed in appendix C of

the WWC handbook, p.47.

- If your concern 1s case 1), we explored the need to adjust our numbers
with the Bonferrni

method. However, we think this may "doubly" bias our results against
finding statistical

significance for the reasons outlined below.

- If your concern 1s case 2), 1t does not apply to our data. The
assumption that intra-class

correlation (ICC) 1s positive (which is necessary to presume that our
clusters have artificially

shrunken SE's) is not true of our data. If anything, our data exhibits
slightly negative ICC, as

evidenced by an increase in t values when we cluster errors.

- We decided to err of the side of over-estimating SE's and therefore
against finding statistical

significance by not clustering errors in our analysis. Adding the
Bonferroni adjustment on top the

negative ICC would further increase SE's likely to the point of over-
¢correction,



- Regardless of the cause of your concern, we believe there are
significant reasons to doubt

whether they apply to our data. Unfortunately, due to our University's
shutdown tomorrow we do

not have time explore this further with you and request a delay of your
"brief review" until we

have had time to explore this more deeply.

Thank you for your consideration; we look forward to continuing the
discussion in January.
Wishing you good holidays in the meantime.

Best,

Macke Raymond

On Thu, Dec 20, 2012 at 7:01 AM, What Works <whatworks@mathematica-
mpr.com> wrote:

Dear Dr. Raymond:

We are emailing to inform you that a What Works Clearinghouse (WWC) quick
review blast of

your report, “Charter School Performance in New Jersey” will be posted on
the WWC website

tomorrow, 12/21/2012. As part of this process, we are sharing with you a

courtesy copy of the

quick review blast (attached as a PDF to this e-mail). This quick review
blast is embargoed

until tomorrow, 12/21/2012 at 10am Eastern Time and cannot be circulated

until that time.

WWC is using a new format for quick reviews to allow for a faster
release. WWC quick review

blasts are intended to provide a timely and objective initial assessment
of recent research. The

WWC will also conduct a more detailed review of all eligible studies
included in quick review

blasts. Therefore, if we need additional information for the full review,
we will contact you

again.

Because of the volume of correspondence the WWC receives, questions
regarding quick review blasts

should be submitted to the Help Desk at infolwhatworks.ed.gov. Your
questions will be forwarded

to the appropriate staff member on the WWC team and you will receive an
e-mall response.

Sincerely,

The What Works Clearinghouse Team



Margaret Raymond

CREDO

Stanford University

Stanford, CA 94305-6010

Tz 6504725.8431

F: 650.723.1687

W: credo.stanford.edu

Follow us on Facebook
http://www.facebook.com/CREDOatStanford



From: WhatWorks

Sent: Friday, December 21, 2012 11:13 AM
To:
Subject: RE: WWC Quick Review Blast of Report (WWCPC 3989)

Dear Dr. Raymond,
Thank you for contacting the What Works Clearinghouse (WWC).

We have received your email about the WWC quick review blast of your report, “Charter School
Performance in New Jersey.” The WWC Quality Review Team is reviewing your email and will
prepare a written response. The Quality Review Team responds to concerns raised by study
authors, curriculum developers or other relevant parties about WWC reviews published on our
website. These quality reviews are undertaken when concerned parties present evidence that a
WWC review may be inaccurate. When a quality review is conducted, a researcher who was not
involved in the initial review undertakes an independent assessment of the study in
question. The researcher also investigates the procedures used and decisions made during the
original review of the study.

If a quality review concludes that the original review contained errors, a revised version of the
review will be published on the web site. However, it is WWC policy that the existing report will
remain on the web site, and be revised only if the WWC team determines it does contain errors.
These quality reviews are one of tools used to ensure that the standards established by the
Institute of Educational Sciences (IES) are upheld on every review conducted by the What
Works Clearinghouse.

Thank you,

What Works Clearinghouse

The What Works Clearinghouse was established by the U.S. Department of Education's Institute of Education
Sciences to provide educators, policymakers, researchers, and the public with a central and trusted source of
scientific evidence of what works in education. For more information, please visit http://ies.ed.gov/ncee/wwc/.

From: [ On Behalf Of Macke Raymond
Sent: Friday, December 21, 2012 6:20 AM

To: What Works

Subject: Re: WWC Quick Review Blast of Report

Good morning,

CREDO greatly appreciates the “WWC Quick Review” of our recently released report “Charter
School Performance in New Jersey.” We were happy to see that our VCR methodology continues
to meet WWC standards with reservations. The review advised readers to exercise caution when
interpreting the results of our analysis of impacts by school because our analysis failed to



control for the risk that multiple tests of statistical significance increase the probability that
some results will be found significant by chance. Bullet points of our response from here on:

- We would first like to clarify what you believe to be the cause of our bias toward finding
statistically significant results.

- Your concern seems to be either:

- 1) We run multiple tests of statistical significance without a "correction factor" to adjust P
values (e.g. Bonferroni) or

- 2) We have positive correlation within our unit of assignment (charter) that does not match the
unit of analysis (student), thus biasing the standard errors down, as addressed in appendix C of
the WWC handbook, p.47.

- If your concern is case 1), we explored the need to adjust our numbers with the Bonferrni
method. However, we think this may "doubly" bias our results against finding statistical
significance for the reasons outlined below.

- If your concern is case 2), it does not apply to our data. The assumption that intra-class
correlation (ICC) is positive (which is necessary to presume that our clusters have artificially
shrunken SE's) is not true of our data. If anything, our data exhibits slightly negative ICC, as
evidenced by an increase in t values when we cluster errors.

- We decided to err of the side of over-estimating SE's and therefore against finding statistical
significance by not clustering errors in our analysis. Adding the Bonferroni adjustment on top
the negative ICC would further increase SE's likely to the point of over-correction.

- Regardless of the cause of your concern, we believe there are significant reasons to doubt
whether they apply to our data. Unfortunately, due to our University's shutdown tomorrow we do
not have time explore this further with you and request a delay of your "brief review" until we
have had time to explore this more deeply.

Thank you for your consideration; we look forward to continuing the discussion in
January. Wishing you good holidays in the meantime.

Best,
Macke Raymond

On Thu, Dec 20, 2012 at 7:01 AM, What Works <whatworks @mathematica-mpr.com> wrote:

Dear Dr. Raymond:

We are emailing to inform you that a What Works Clearinghouse (WWC) quick review blast of
your report, “Charter School Performance in New Jersey” will be posted on the WWC website
tomorrow, 12/21/2012. As part of this process, we are sharing with you a courtesy copy of the



quick review blast (attached as a PDF to this e-mail). This quick review blast is embargoed
until tomorrow, 12/21/2012 at 10am Eastern Time and cannot be circulated until that time.

WWC is using a new format for quick reviews to allow for a faster release. WWC quick review
blasts are intended to provide a timely and objective initial assessment of recent research. The
WWC will also conduct a more detailed review of all eligible studies included in quick review
blasts. Therefore, if we need additional information for the full review, we will contact you
again.

Because of the volume of correspondence the WWC receives, questions regarding quick review blasts
should be submitted to the Help Desk at info@whatworks.ed.gov. Your questions will be forwarded to
the appropriate staff member on the WWC team and you will receive an e-mail response.

Sincerely,

The What Works Clearinghouse Team

credo.Stanford.edu

http://www.facebook.com/CREDOQOatStanford




From: I o behalf of Macke Raymond

<macke@stanford.edu>

Sent: Friday, December 21, 2012 11:18 AM
To: WhatWorks
Subject: Re: WWC Quick Review Blast of Report (WWCPC 3989)

So it appears that you err in favor of damaging researchers rather than in giving them their best
chance to show you why your report is inaccurate. Nice!

On Fri, Dec 21, 2012 at 8:13 AM, WhatWorks <What.Works @icfi.com> wrote:

Dear Dr. Raymond,

Thank you for contacting the What Works Clearinghouse (WWC).

We have received your email about the WWC quick review blast of your report, “Charter School
Performance in New Jersey.” The WWC Quality Review Team is reviewing your email and will
prepare a written response. The Quality Review Team responds to concerns raised by study
authors, curriculum developers or other relevant parties about WWC reviews published on our
website. These quality reviews are undertaken when concerned parties present evidence that a
WWC review may be inaccurate. When a quality review is conducted, a researcher who was not
involved in the initial review undertakes an independent assessment of the study in

question. The researcher also investigates the procedures used and decisions made during the
original review of the study.

If a quality review concludes that the original review contained errors, a revised version of the
review will be published on the web site. However, it is WWC policy that the existing report will
remain on the web site, and be revised only if the WWC team determines it does contain errors.
These quality reviews are one of tools used to ensure that the standards established by the
Institute of Educational Sciences (IES) are upheld on every review conducted by the What
Works Clearinghouse.

Thank you,

What Works Clearinghouse



The What Works Clearinghouse was established by the U.S. Department of Education's Institute
of Education Sciences to provide educators, policymakers, researchers, and the public with a
central and trusted source of scientific evidence of what works in education. For more
information, please visit http://ies.ed.gov/ncee/wwc/.

From: I On Behalf Of Macke Raymond
Sent: Friday, December 21, 2012 6:20 AM

To: What Works

Subject: Re: WWC Quick Review Blast of Report

Good morning,

CREDO greatly appreciates the “WWC Quick Review” of our recently released report “Charter
School Performance in New Jersey.” We were happy to see that our VCR methodology continues
to meet WWC standards with reservations. The review advised readers to exercise caution when
interpreting the results of our analysis of impacts by school because our analysis failed to
control for the risk that multiple tests of statistical significance increase the probability that
some results will be found significant by chance. Bullet points of our response from here on:

- We would first like to clarify what you believe to be the cause of our bias toward finding
statistically significant results.

- Your concern seems to be either:

- 1) We run multiple tests of statistical significance without a "correction factor" to adjust P
values (e.g. Bonferroni) or

- 2) We have positive correlation within our unit of assignment (charter) that does not match the
unit of analysis (student), thus biasing the standard errors down, as addressed in appendix C of
the WWC handbook, p.47.



- If your concern is case 1), we explored the need to adjust our numbers with the Bonferrni
method. However, we think this may "doubly" bias our results against finding statistical
significance for the reasons outlined below.

- If your concern is case 2), it does not apply to our data. The assumption that intra-class
correlation (ICC) is positive (which is necessary to presume that our clusters have artificially
shrunken SE's) is not true of our data. If anything, our data exhibits slightly negative ICC, as
evidenced by an increase in t values when we cluster errors.

- We decided to err of the side of over-estimating SE's and therefore against finding statistical
significance by not clustering errors in our analysis. Adding the Bonferroni adjustment on top
the negative ICC would further increase SE's likely to the point of over-correction.

- Regardless of the cause of your concern, we believe there are significant reasons to doubt
whether they apply to our data. Unfortunately, due to our University's shutdown tomorrow we do
not have time explore this further with you and request a delay of your "brief review" until we
have had time to explore this more deeply.

Error! Filename not specified.
Thank you for your consideration; we look forward to continuing the discussion in
January. Wishing you good holidays in the meantime.

Best,
Macke Raymond

On Thu, Dec 20, 2012 at 7:01 AM, What Works <whatworks @mathematica-mpr.com> wrote:

Dear Dr. Raymond:

We are emailing to inform you that a What Works Clearinghouse (WWC) quick review blast of
your report, “Charter School Performance in New Jersey” will be posted on the WWC website
tomorrow, 12/21/2012. As part of this process, we are sharing with you a courtesy copy of the
quick review blast (attached as a PDF to this e-mail). This quick review blast is embargoed
until tomorrow, 12/21/2012 at 10am Eastern Time and cannot be circulated until that time.

WWTC is using a new format for quick reviews to allow for a faster release. WWC quick review
blasts are intended to provide a timely and objective initial assessment of recent research. The
WWC will also conduct a more detailed review of all eligible studies included in quick review



blasts. Therefore, if we need additional information for the full review, we will contact you
again.

Because of the volume of correspondence the WWC receives, questions regarding quick review blasts
should be submitted to the Help Desk at info@whatworks.ed.gov. Your questions will be forwarded to
the appropriate staff member on the WWC team and you will receive an e-mail response.

Sincerely,

The What Works Clearinghouse Team

Margaret Raymond

CREDO

Stanford University

Stanford, CA 94305-6010

T: 650.725.3431

F:650.723.1687

W: credo.stanford.edu

Follow us on Facebook
http://www.facebook.com/CREDQatStanford

Error! Filename not specified.

Margaret Raymond
CREDO



Stanford University

Stanford, CA 94305-6010

T: 650.725.3431

F:650.723.1687

W: credo.stanford.edu

Follow us on Facebook
http://www.facebook.com/CREDQatStanford




From: _on behalf of Macke Raymond

<macke@stanford.edu>

Sent: Wednesday, January 09, 2013 12:08 AM

To: WhatWorks

Subject: Re: WWC Quick Review Blast of Report (WWCPC 3989)
Dear WWC Team,

We are back from the term break and are writing to request an appointment to discuss the recent
Quick Review of the CREDO New Jersey study of charter schools.

We believe that the assessment of the study completed by the WWC team is inaccurate and
would like the opportunity to hear more of the reasoning that went into the review.

Please have someone contact me to arrange a conference call at a mutually convenient
time. Thank you and we look forward to the discussion.

Best,
Macke

On Fri, Dec 21, 2012 at 8:17 AM, Macke Raymond <macke @stanford.edu> wrote:
So it appears that you err in favor of damaging researchers rather than in giving them their best
chance to show you why your report is inaccurate. Nice!

On Fri, Dec 21, 2012 at 8:13 AM, WhatWorks <What.Works @icfi.com> wrote:

Dear Dr. Raymond,

Thank you for contacting the What Works Clearinghouse (WWC).

We have received your email about the WWC quick review blast of your report, “Charter School
Performance in New Jersey.” The WWC Quality Review Team is reviewing your email and will
prepare a written response. The Quality Review Team responds to concerns raised by study
authors, curriculum developers or other relevant parties about WWC reviews published on our
website. These quality reviews are undertaken when concerned parties present evidence that a
WWC review may be inaccurate. When a quality review is conducted, a researcher who was not
involved in the initial review undertakes an independent assessment of the study in

question. The researcher also investigates the procedures used and decisions made during the
original review of the study.



If a quality review concludes that the original review contained errors, a revised version of the
review will be published on the web site. However, it is WWC policy that the existing report will
remain on the web site, and be revised only if the WWC team determines it does contain errors.
These quality reviews are one of tools used to ensure that the standards established by the
Institute of Educational Sciences (IES) are upheld on every review conducted by the What
Works Clearinghouse.

Thank you,

What Works Clearinghouse

The What Works Clearinghouse was established by the U.S. Department of Education's Institute
of Education Sciences to provide educators, policymakers, researchers, and the public with a
central and trusted source of scientific evidence of what works in education. For more
information, please visit http://ies.ed.gov/ncee/wwc/.

From: On Behalf Of Macke Raymond
Sent: Friday, December 21, 2012 6:20 AM

To: What Works

Subject: Re: WWC Quick Review Blast of Report

Good morning,

CREDO greatly appreciates the “WWC Quick Review” of our recently released report “Charter
School Performance in New Jersey.” We were happy to see that our VCR methodology continues
to meet WWC standards with reservations. The review advised readers to exercise caution when
interpreting the results of our analysis of impacts by school because our analysis failed to
control for the risk that multiple tests of statistical significance increase the probability that
some results will be found significant by chance. Bullet points of our response from here on:



- We would first like to clarify what you believe to be the cause of our bias toward finding
statistically significant results.

- Your concern seems to be either:

- 1) We run multiple tests of statistical significance without a "correction factor" to adjust P
values (e.g. Bonferroni) or

- 2) We have positive correlation within our unit of assignment (charter) that does not match the
unit of analysis (student), thus biasing the standard errors down, as addressed in appendix C of
the WWC handbook, p.47.

- I your concern is case 1), we explored the need to adjust our numbers with the Bonferrni
method. However, we think this may "doubly" bias our results against finding statistical
significance for the reasons outlined below.

- I your concern is case 2), it does not apply to our data. The assumption that intra-class
correlation (ICC) is positive (which is necessary to presume that our clusters have artificially
shrunken SE's) is not true of our data. If anything, our data exhibits slightly negative ICC, as
evidenced by an increase in t values when we cluster errors.

- We decided to err of the side of over-estimating SE's and therefore against finding statistical
significance by not clustering errors in our analysis. Adding the Bonferroni adjustment on top
the negative ICC would further increase SE's likely to the point of over-correction.

- Regardless of the cause of your concern, we believe there are significant reasons to doubt
whether they apply to our data. Unfortunately, due to our University's shutdown tomorrow we do
not have time explore this further with you and request a delay of your "brief review" until we
have had time to explore this more deeply.

Error! Filename not specified.
Thank you for your consideration; we look forward to continuing the discussion in
January. Wishing you good holidays in the meantime.

Best,
Macke Raymond

On Thu, Dec 20, 2012 at 7:01 AM, What Works <whatworks @mathematica-mpr.com> wrote:




Dear Dr. Raymond:

We are emailing to inform you that a What Works Clearinghouse (WWC) quick review blast of
your report, “Charter School Performance in New Jersey” will be posted on the WWC website
tomorrow, 12/21/2012. As part of this process, we are sharing with you a courtesy copy of the
quick review blast (attached as a PDF to this e-mail). This quick review blast is embargoed
until tomorrow, 12/21/2012 at 10am Eastern Time and cannot be circulated until that time.

WWC is using a new format for quick reviews to allow for a faster release. WWC quick review
blasts are intended to provide a timely and objective initial assessment of recent research. The
WWC will also conduct a more detailed review of all eligible studies included in quick review
blasts. Therefore, if we need additional information for the full review, we will contact you
again.

Because of the volume of correspondence the WWC receives, questions regarding quick review blasts
should be submitted to the Help Desk at info@whatworks.ed.gov. Your questions will be forwarded to
the appropriate staff member on the WWC team and you will receive an e-mail response.

Sincerely,

The What Works Clearinghouse Team

650.725.3431
650.723.1687




W: credo.stanford.edu
Follow us on Facebook
http://www.facebook.com/CREDOQOatStanford
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From: WhatWorks

Sent: Wednesday, January 09, 2013 12:01 PM
To: 'Macke Raymond'
Subject: RE: WWC Quick Review Blast of Report (WWCPC 3989)

Dear Dr. Raymond,

Thank you for your email. The quality review is in progress and you will receive a letter summarizing the
findings.

At this time, we are unable to provide a timeline for the response.

If you have additional comments or questions, you may submit them in response to this email and they
will be provided to the Quality Review Team to include in their review.

Thank you,
What Works Clearinghouse

From: I On Behalf Of Macke Raymond
Sent: Tuesday, January 08, 2013 11:08 PM

To: WhatWorks

Subject: Re: WWC Quick Review Blast of Report (WWCPC 3989)

Dear WWC Team,

We are back from the term break and are writing to request an appointment to discuss the recent
Quick Review of the CREDO New Jersey study of charter schools.

We believe that the assessment of the study completed by the WWC team is inaccurate and
would like the opportunity to hear more of the reasoning that went into the review.

Please have someone contact me to arrange a conference call at a mutually convenient
time. Thank you and we look forward to the discussion.

Best,
Macke

On Fri, Dec 21, 2012 at 8:17 AM, Macke Raymond <macke @stanford.edu> wrote:
So it appears that you err in favor of damaging researchers rather than in giving them their best
chance to show you why your report is inaccurate. Nice!

On Fri, Dec 21, 2012 at 8:13 AM, WhatWorks <What. Works @icfi.com> wrote:

Dear Dr. Raymond,



Thank you for contacting the What Works Clearinghouse (WWC).

We have received your email about the WWC quick review blast of your report, “Charter School
Performance in New Jersey.” The WWC Quality Review Team is reviewing your email and will
prepare a written response. The Quality Review Team responds to concerns raised by study
authors, curriculum developers or other relevant parties about WWC reviews published on our
website. These quality reviews are undertaken when concerned parties present evidence that a
WWC review may be inaccurate. When a quality review is conducted, a researcher who was not
involved in the initial review undertakes an independent assessment of the study in

question. The researcher also investigates the procedures used and decisions made during the
original review of the study.

If a quality review concludes that the original review contained errors, a revised version of the
review will be published on the web site. However, it is WWC policy that the existing report will
remain on the web site, and be revised only if the WWC team determines it does contain errors.
These quality reviews are one of tools used to ensure that the standards established by the
Institute of Educational Sciences (IES) are upheld on every review conducted by the What
Works Clearinghouse.

Thank you,

What Works Clearinghouse

The What Works Clearinghouse was established by the U.S. Department of Education's Institute
of Education Sciences to provide educators, policymakers, researchers, and the public with a
central and trusted source of scientific evidence of what works in education. For more
information, please visit http://ies.ed.gov/ncee/wwc/.

From: macke.raymond@gmail.com [mailto:macke.raymond@agmail.com] On Behalf Of Macke Raymond
Sent: Friday, December 21, 2012 6:20 AM




To: What Works
Subject: Re: WWC Quick Review Blast of Report

Good morning,

CREDO greatly appreciates the “WWC Quick Review” of our recently released report “Charter
School Performance in New Jersey.” We were happy to see that our VCR methodology continues
to meet WWC standards with reservations. The review advised readers to exercise caution when
interpreting the results of our analysis of impacts by school because our analysis failed to
control for the risk that multiple tests of statistical significance increase the probability that
some results will be found significant by chance. Bullet points of our response from here on:

- We would first like to clarify what you believe to be the cause of our bias toward finding
statistically significant results.

- Your concern seems to be either:

- 1) We run multiple tests of statistical significance without a "correction factor" to adjust P
values (e.g. Bonferroni) or

- 2) We have positive correlation within our unit of assignment (charter) that does not match the

unit of analysis (student), thus biasing the standard errors down, as addressed in appendix C of
the WWC handbook, p.47.

- If your concern is case 1), we explored the need to adjust our numbers with the Bonferrni
method. However, we think this may "doubly" bias our results against finding statistical
significance for the reasons outlined below.

- If your concern is case 2), it does not apply to our data. The assumption that intra-class
correlation (ICC) is positive (which is necessary to presume that our clusters have artificially
shrunken SE's) is not true of our data. If anything, our data exhibits slightly negative ICC, as
evidenced by an increase in t values when we cluster errors.

- We decided to err of the side of over-estimating SE's and therefore against finding statistical
significance by not clustering errors in our analysis. Adding the Bonferroni adjustment on top
the negative ICC would further increase SE's likely to the point of over-correction.



- Regardless of the cause of your concern, we believe there are significant reasons to doubt
whether they apply to our data. Unfortunately, due to our University's shutdown tomorrow we do
not have time explore this further with you and request a delay of your "brief review" until we
have had time to explore this more deeply.

Error! Filename not specified.
Thank you for your consideration; we look forward to continuing the discussion in
January. Wishing you good holidays in the meantime.

Best,
Macke Raymond

On Thu, Dec 20, 2012 at 7:01 AM, What Works <whatworks @mathematica-mpr.com> wrote:

Dear Dr. Raymond:

We are emailing to inform you that a What Works Clearinghouse (WWC) quick review blast of
your report, “Charter School Performance in New Jersey” will be posted on the WWC website
tomorrow, 12/21/2012. As part of this process, we are sharing with you a courtesy copy of the
quick review blast (attached as a PDF to this e-mail). This quick review blast is embargoed
until tomorrow, 12/21/2012 at 10am Eastern Time and cannot be circulated until that time.

WWC is using a new format for quick reviews to allow for a faster release. WWC quick review
blasts are intended to provide a timely and objective initial assessment of recent research. The
WWC will also conduct a more detailed review of all eligible studies included in quick review
blasts. Therefore, if we need additional information for the full review, we will contact you
again.

Because of the volume of correspondence the WWC receives, questions regarding quick review blasts
should be submitted to the Help Desk at info@whatworks.ed.gov. Your questions will be forwarded to
the appropriate staff member on the WWC team and you will receive an e-mail response.

Sincerely,



The What Works Clearinghouse Team

Margaret Raymond

CREDO

Stanford University

Stanford, CA 94305-6010

T: 650.725.3431

F: 650.723.1687

W: credo.stanford.edu

Follow us on Facebook
http://www.facebook.com/CREDQatStanford
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From: R hehalf of Macke Raymond

<macke@stanford.edu>

Sent: Wednesday, January 09, 2013 12:07 PM

To: WhatWorks

Subject: Re: WWC Quick Review Blast of Report (WWCPC 3989)
Hi,

Well, we would be happy to provide you a response but part of the reason for the call request is
that we are unclear exactly which problem (of a range of possibilities) the WWC Team has with
the study. So rather than write a dissertation on all possible refutations to all possible concerns,
we'd like a call to clarify what the issue is -- at which time we'd be happy to respond in writing.

Best,
Macke

On Wed, Jan 9, 2013 at 9:01 AM, WhatWorks <What.Works @icfi.com> wrote:

Dear Dr. Raymond,

Thank you for your email. The quality review is in progress and you will receive a letter summarizing the
findings.

At this time, we are unable to provide a timeline for the response.

If you have additional comments or questions, you may submit them in response to this email and they
will be provided to the Quality Review Team to include in their review.

Thank you,

What Works Clearinghouse

From : I On Behalf Of Macke Raymond

Sent: Tuesday, January 08, 2013 11:08 PM



To: WhatWorks
Subject: Re: WWC Quick Review Blast of Report (WWCPC 3989)

Dear WWC Team,

We are back from the term break and are writing to request an appointment to discuss the recent
Quick Review of the CREDO New Jersey study of charter schools.

We believe that the assessment of the study completed by the WWC team is inaccurate and
would like the opportunity to hear more of the reasoning that went into the review.

Please have someone contact me to arrange a conference call at a mutually convenient
time. Thank you and we look forward to the discussion.

Best,
Macke

On Fri, Dec 21, 2012 at 8:17 AM, Macke Raymond <macke @stanford.edu> wrote:

So it appears that you err in favor of damaging researchers rather than in giving them their best
chance to show you why your report is inaccurate. Nice!

On Fri, Dec 21, 2012 at 8:13 AM, WhatWorks <What.Works @icfi.com> wrote:

Dear Dr. Raymond,

Thank you for contacting the What Works Clearinghouse (WWC).

We have received your email about the WWC quick review blast of your report, “Charter School
Performance in New Jersey.” The WWC Quality Review Team is reviewing your email and will
prepare a written response. The Quality Review Team responds to concerns raised by study
authors, curriculum developers or other relevant parties about WWC reviews published on our
website. These quality reviews are undertaken when concerned parties present evidence that a
WWC review may be inaccurate. When a quality review is conducted, a researcher who was not
involved in the initial review undertakes an independent assessment of the study in

question. The researcher also investigates the procedures used and decisions made during the
original review of the study.



If a quality review concludes that the original review contained errors, a revised version of the
review will be published on the web site. However, it is WWC policy that the existing report will
remain on the web site, and be revised only if the WWC team determines it does contain errors.
These quality reviews are one of tools used to ensure that the standards established by the
Institute of Educational Sciences (IES) are upheld on every review conducted by the What
Works Clearinghouse.

Thank you,

What Works Clearinghouse

The What Works Clearinghouse was established by the U.S. Department of Education's Institute
of Education Sciences to provide educators, policymakers, researchers, and the public with a
central and trusted source of scientific evidence of what works in education. For more
information, please visit http://ies.ed.gov/ncee/wwc/.

From: macke.raymond@gmail.com [mailto:macke.raymond@gmail.com] On Behalf Of Macke Raymond
Sent: Friday, December 21, 2012 6:20 AM

To: What Works

Subject: Re: WWC Quick Review Blast of Report

Good morning,

CREDO greatly appreciates the “WWC Quick Review” of our recently released report “Charter
School Performance in New Jersey.” We were happy to see that our VCR methodology continues
to meet WWC standards with reservations. The review advised readers to exercise caution when
interpreting the results of our analysis of impacts by school because our analysis failed to
control for the risk that multiple tests of statistical significance increase the probability that
some results will be found significant by chance. Bullet points of our response from here on:



- We would first like to clarify what you believe to be the cause of our bias toward finding
statistically significant results.

- Your concern seems to be either:

- 1) We run multiple tests of statistical significance without a "correction factor" to adjust P
values (e.g. Bonferroni) or

- 2) We have positive correlation within our unit of assignment (charter) that does not match the
unit of analysis (student), thus biasing the standard errors down, as addressed in appendix C of
the WWC handbook, p.47.

- I your concern is case 1), we explored the need to adjust our numbers with the Bonferrni
method. However, we think this may "doubly" bias our results against finding statistical
significance for the reasons outlined below.

- I your concern is case 2), it does not apply to our data. The assumption that intra-class
correlation (ICC) is positive (which is necessary to presume that our clusters have artificially
shrunken SE's) is not true of our data. If anything, our data exhibits slightly negative ICC, as
evidenced by an increase in t values when we cluster errors.

- We decided to err of the side of over-estimating SE's and therefore against finding statistical
significance by not clustering errors in our analysis. Adding the Bonferroni adjustment on top
the negative ICC would further increase SE's likely to the point of over-correction.

- Regardless of the cause of your concern, we believe there are significant reasons to doubt
whether they apply to our data. Unfortunately, due to our University's shutdown tomorrow we do
not have time explore this further with you and request a delay of your "brief review" until we
have had time to explore this more deeply.
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Thank you for your consideration; we look forward to continuing the discussion in
January. Wishing you good holidays in the meantime.

Best,
Macke Raymond

On Thu, Dec 20, 2012 at 7:01 AM, What Works <whatworks @mathematica-mpr.com> wrote:




Dear Dr. Raymond:

We are emailing to inform you that a What Works Clearinghouse (WWC) quick review blast of
your report, “Charter School Performance in New Jersey” will be posted on the WWC website
tomorrow, 12/21/2012. As part of this process, we are sharing with you a courtesy copy of the
quick review blast (attached as a PDF to this e-mail). This quick review blast is embargoed
until tomorrow, 12/21/2012 at 10am Eastern Time and cannot be circulated until that time.

WWC is using a new format for quick reviews to allow for a faster release. WWC quick review
blasts are intended to provide a timely and objective initial assessment of recent research. The
WWC will also conduct a more detailed review of all eligible studies included in quick review
blasts. Therefore, if we need additional information for the full review, we will contact you
again.

Because of the volume of correspondence the WWC receives, questions regarding quick review blasts
should be submitted to the Help Desk at info@whatworks.ed.gov. Your questions will be forwarded to
the appropriate staff member on the WWC team and you will receive an e-mail response.

Sincerely,

The What Works Clearinghouse Team

650.725.3431
650.723.1687




W: credo.stanford.edu
Follow us on Facebook
http://www.facebook.com/CREDOQatStanford

Error! Filename not specified.

Margaret Raymond

CREDO

Stanford University

Stanford, CA 94305-6010

T: 650.725.3431

F: 650.723.1687

W: credo.stanford.edu

Follow us on Facebook
http://www.facebook.com/CREDQatStanford

Margaret Raymond

CREDO

Stanford University

Stanford, CA 94305-6010

T: 650.725.3431

F: 650.723.1687

W: credo.stanford.edu

Follow us on Facebook
http://www.facebook.com/CREDQOatStanford




Margaret Raymond

CREDO

Stanford University

Stanford, CA 94305-6010

T: 650.725.3431

F: 650.723.1687

W: credo.stanford.edu

Follow us on Facebook
http://www.facebook.com/CREDQatStanford




From: WhatWorks

Sent: Thursday, January 10, 2013 11:18 AM
To: 'Macke Raymond'
Subject: RE: WWC Quick Review Blast of Report (WWCPC 3989)

Dear Dr. Raymond,

In light of your specific comments re: statistical significance, an independent review team is checking
that the initial review was done correctly. Once the review is complete, the team will summarize their
findings and suggestions for changes, if any, and send to them to you.

Thank you,

What Works Clearinghouse

From: [ On Behalf Of Macke Raymond
Sent: Wednesday, January 09, 2013 11:07 AM

To: WhatWorks
Subject: Re: WWC Quick Review Blast of Report (WWCPC 3989)

Hi,

Well, we would be happy to provide you a response but part of the reason for the call request is
that we are unclear exactly which problem (of a range of possibilities) the WWC Team has with
the study. So rather than write a dissertation on all possible refutations to all possible concerns,
we'd like a call to clarify what the issue is -- at which time we'd be happy to respond in writing.

Best,
Macke

On Wed, Jan 9, 2013 at 9:01 AM, WhatWorks <What.Works @icfi.com> wrote:

Dear Dr. Raymond,

Thank you for your email. The quality review is in progress and you will receive a letter summarizing the
findings.

At this time, we are unable to provide a timeline for the response.

If you have additional comments or questions, you may submit them in response to this email and they
will be provided to the Quality Review Team to include in their review.



Thank you,

What Works Clearinghouse

From: I On Behalf Of Macke Raymond

Sent: Tuesday, January 08, 2013 11:08 PM
To: WhatWorks
Subject: Re: WWC Quick Review Blast of Report (WWCPC 3989)

Dear WWC Team,

We are back from the term break and are writing to request an appointment to discuss the recent
Quick Review of the CREDO New Jersey study of charter schools.

We believe that the assessment of the study completed by the WWC team is inaccurate and
would like the opportunity to hear more of the reasoning that went into the review.

Please have someone contact me to arrange a conference call at a mutually convenient
time. Thank you and we look forward to the discussion.

Best,
Macke

On Fri, Dec 21, 2012 at 8:17 AM, Macke Raymond <macke @stanford.edu> wrote:

So it appears that you err in favor of damaging researchers rather than in giving them their best
chance to show you why your report is inaccurate. Nice!

On Fri, Dec 21, 2012 at 8:13 AM, WhatWorks <What.Works @icfi.com> wrote:

Dear Dr. Raymond,

Thank you for contacting the What Works Clearinghouse (WWC).



We have received your email about the WWC quick review blast of your report, “Charter School
Performance in New Jersey.” The WWC Quality Review Team is reviewing your email and will
prepare a written response. The Quality Review Team responds to concerns raised by study
authors, curriculum developers or other relevant parties about WWC reviews published on our
website. These quality reviews are undertaken when concerned parties present evidence that a
WWC review may be inaccurate. When a quality review is conducted, a researcher who was not
involved in the initial review undertakes an independent assessment of the study in

question. The researcher also investigates the procedures used and decisions made during the
original review of the study.

If a quality review concludes that the original review contained errors, a revised version of the
review will be published on the web site. However, it is WWC policy that the existing report will
remain on the web site, and be revised only if the WWC team determines it does contain errors.
These quality reviews are one of tools used to ensure that the standards established by the
Institute of Educational Sciences (IES) are upheld on every review conducted by the What
Works Clearinghouse.

Thank you,

What Works Clearinghouse

The What Works Clearinghouse was established by the U.S. Department of Education's Institute
of Education Sciences to provide educators, policymakers, researchers, and the public with a
central and trusted source of scientific evidence of what works in education. For more
information, please visit http://ies.ed.gov/ncee/wwc/.

From I On Behalf Of Macke Raymond
Sent: Friday, December 21, 2012 6:20 AM

To: What Works

Subject: Re: WWC Quick Review Blast of Report

Good morning,



CREDO greatly appreciates the “WWC Quick Review” of our recently released report “Charter
School Performance in New Jersey.” We were happy to see that our VCR methodology continues
to meet WWC standards with reservations. The review advised readers to exercise caution when
interpreting the results of our analysis of impacts by school because our analysis failed to
control for the risk that multiple tests of statistical significance increase the probability that
some results will be found significant by chance. Bullet points of our response from here on:

- We would first like to clarify what you believe to be the cause of our bias toward finding
statistically significant results.

- Your concern seems to be either:

- 1) We run multiple tests of statistical significance without a "correction factor" to adjust P
values (e.g. Bonferroni) or

- 2) We have positive correlation within our unit of assignment (charter) that does not match the
unit of analysis (student), thus biasing the standard errors down, as addressed in appendix C of
the WWC handbook, p.47.

- If your concern is case 1), we explored the need to adjust our numbers with the Bonferrni
method. However, we think this may "doubly" bias our results against finding statistical
significance for the reasons outlined below.

- If your concern is case 2), it does not apply to our data. The assumption that intra-class
correlation (ICC) is positive (which is necessary to presume that our clusters have artificially
shrunken SE's) is not true of our data. If anything, our data exhibits slightly negative ICC, as
evidenced by an increase in t values when we cluster errors.

- We decided to err of the side of over-estimating SE's and therefore against finding statistical
significance by not clustering errors in our analysis. Adding the Bonferroni adjustment on top
the negative ICC would further increase SE's likely to the point of over-correction.

- Regardless of the cause of your concern, we believe there are significant reasons to doubt
whether they apply to our data. Unfortunately, due to our University's shutdown tomorrow we do
not have time explore this further with you and request a delay of your "brief review" until we
have had time to explore this more deeply.
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Thank you for your consideration; we look forward to continuing the discussion in
January. Wishing you good holidays in the meantime.

Best,
Macke Raymond

On Thu, Dec 20, 2012 at 7:01 AM, What Works <whatworks @mathematica-mpr.com> wrote:

Dear Dr. Raymond:

We are emailing to inform you that a What Works Clearinghouse (WWC) quick review blast of
your report, “Charter School Performance in New Jersey” will be posted on the WWC website
tomorrow, 12/21/2012. As part of this process, we are sharing with you a courtesy copy of the
quick review blast (attached as a PDF to this e-mail). This quick review blast is embargoed
until tomorrow, 12/21/2012 at 10am Eastern Time and cannot be circulated until that time.

WWC is using a new format for quick reviews to allow for a faster release. WWC quick review
blasts are intended to provide a timely and objective initial assessment of recent research. The
WWC will also conduct a more detailed review of all eligible studies included in quick review
blasts. Therefore, if we need additional information for the full review, we will contact you
again.

Because of the volume of correspondence the WWC receives, questions regarding quick review blasts
should be submitted to the Help Desk at info@whatworks.ed.gov. Your questions will be forwarded to
the appropriate staff member on the WWC team and you will receive an e-mail response.

Sincerely,

The What Works Clearinghouse Team



Margaret Raymond

CREDO

Stanford University

Stanford, CA 94305-6010

T: 650.725.3431

F: 650.723.1687

W: credo.stanford.edu

Follow us on Facebook
http://www.facebook.com/CREDQatStanford
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From: What Works

Sent: Wednesday, September 18, 2013 9:28 AM

To: 'Macke Raymond'

Subject: RE: WWC Quick Review Blast of Report (WWCPC 3989)
Attachments: QRT 2012016 Response_9.18.2013.pdf

Dear Dr. Raymond,

Attached in the document entitled QRT 2012016 Response_9.18.2013 is a response to the questions
you raised in your inquiries concerning the What Works Clearinghouse review of your study “Charter
School Performance in New Jersey.” If you have other concerns, please do not hesitate to contact the
WWC through info@whatworks.ed.gov.

What Works Clearinghouse

The What Works Clearinghouse was established by the U.S. Department of Education's Institute of Education
Sciences to provide educators, policymakers, researchers, and the public with a central and trusted source of
scientific evidence of what works in education. For more information, please visit http://ies.ed.gov/ncee/wwc/.

From: WhatWorks

Sent: Thursday, January 10, 2013 11:18 AM

To: 'Macke Raymond'

Subject: RE: WWC Quick Review Blast of Report (WWCPC 3989)

Dear Dr. Raymond,

In light of your specific comments re: statistical significance, an independent review team is checking
that the initial review was done correctly. Once the review is complete, the team will summarize their
findings and suggestions for changes, if any, and send to them to you.

Thank you,
What Works Clearinghouse

From: I On Behalf Of Macke Raymond
Sent: Wednesday, January 09, 2013 11:07 AM

To: WhatWorks

Subject: Re: WWC Quick Review Blast of Report (WWCPC 3989)

Hi,

Well, we would be happy to provide you a response but part of the reason for the call request is
that we are unclear exactly which problem (of a range of possibilities) the WWC Team has with
the study. So rather than write a dissertation on all possible refutations to all possible concerns,
we'd like a call to clarify what the issue is -- at which time we'd be happy to respond in writing.

Best,
Macke



On Wed, Jan 9, 2013 at 9:01 AM, WhatWorks <What.Works @icfi.com> wrote:

Dear Dr. Raymond,

Thank you for your email. The quality review is in progress and you will receive a letter summarizing the
findings.

At this time, we are unable to provide a timeline for the response.

If you have additional comments or questions, you may submit them in response to this email and they
will be provided to the Quality Review Team to include in their review.

Thank you,

What Works Clearinghouse

From: macke.raymond@gmail.com [mailto:macke.raymond@gmail.com] On Behalf Of Macke Raymond
Sent: Tuesday, January 08, 2013 11:08 PM

To: WhatWorks

Subject: Re: WWC Quick Review Blast of Report (WWCPC 3989)

Dear WWC Team,

We are back from the term break and are writing to request an appointment to discuss the recent
Quick Review of the CREDO New Jersey study of charter schools.

We believe that the assessment of the study completed by the WWC team is inaccurate and
would like the opportunity to hear more of the reasoning that went into the review.

Please have someone contact me to arrange a conference call at a mutually convenient
time. Thank you and we look forward to the discussion.



Best,
Macke

On Fri, Dec 21, 2012 at 8:17 AM, Macke Raymond <macke @stanford.edu> wrote:

So it appears that you err in favor of damaging researchers rather than in giving them their best
chance to show you why your report is inaccurate. Nice!

On Fri, Dec 21, 2012 at 8:13 AM, WhatWorks <What. Works @icfi.com> wrote:

Dear Dr. Raymond,

Thank you for contacting the What Works Clearinghouse (WWC).

We have received your email about the WWC quick review blast of your report, “Charter School
Performance in New Jersey.” The WWC Quality Review Team is reviewing your email and will
prepare a written response. The Quality Review Team responds to concerns raised by study
authors, curriculum developers or other relevant parties about WWC reviews published on our
website. These quality reviews are undertaken when concerned parties present evidence that a
WWC review may be inaccurate. When a quality review is conducted, a researcher who was not
involved in the initial review undertakes an independent assessment of the study in

question. The researcher also investigates the procedures used and decisions made during the
original review of the study.

If a quality review concludes that the original review contained errors, a revised version of the
review will be published on the web site. However, it is WWC policy that the existing report will
remain on the web site, and be revised only if the WWC team determines it does contain errors.
These quality reviews are one of tools used to ensure that the standards established by the
Institute of Educational Sciences (IES) are upheld on every review conducted by the What
Works Clearinghouse.

Thank you,

What Works Clearinghouse



The What Works Clearinghouse was established by the U.S. Department of Education's Institute
of Education Sciences to provide educators, policymakers, researchers, and the public with a
central and trusted source of scientific evidence of what works in education. For more
information, please visit http://ies.ed.gov/ncee/wwc/.

From: [ On Behalf Of Macke Raymond
Sent: Friday, December 21, 2012 6:20 AM

To: What Works

Subject: Re: WWC Quick Review Blast of Report

Good morning,

CREDO greatly appreciates the “WWC Quick Review” of our recently released report “Charter
School Performance in New Jersey.” We were happy to see that our VCR methodology continues
to meet WWC standards with reservations. The review advised readers to exercise caution when
interpreting the results of our analysis of impacts by school because our analysis failed to
control for the risk that multiple tests of statistical significance increase the probability that
some results will be found significant by chance. Bullet points of our response from here on:

- We would first like to clarify what you believe to be the cause of our bias toward finding
statistically significant results.

- Your concern seems to be either:

- 1) We run multiple tests of statistical significance without a "correction factor" to adjust P
values (e.g. Bonferroni) or

- 2) We have positive correlation within our unit of assignment (charter) that does not match the
unit of analysis (student), thus biasing the standard errors down, as addressed in appendix C of
the WWC handbook, p.47.



- If your concern is case 1), we explored the need to adjust our numbers with the Bonferrni
method. However, we think this may "doubly" bias our results against finding statistical
significance for the reasons outlined below.

- If your concern is case 2), it does not apply to our data. The assumption that intra-class
correlation (ICC) is positive (which is necessary to presume that our clusters have artificially
shrunken SE's) is not true of our data. If anything, our data exhibits slightly negative ICC, as
evidenced by an increase in t values when we cluster errors.

- We decided to err of the side of over-estimating SE's and therefore against finding statistical
significance by not clustering errors in our analysis. Adding the Bonferroni adjustment on top
the negative ICC would further increase SE's likely to the point of over-correction.

- Regardless of the cause of your concern, we believe there are significant reasons to doubt
whether they apply to our data. Unfortunately, due to our University's shutdown tomorrow we do
not have time explore this further with you and request a delay of your "brief review" until we
have had time to explore this more deeply.
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Thank you for your consideration; we look forward to continuing the discussion in
January. Wishing you good holidays in the meantime.

Best,
Macke Raymond

On Thu, Dec 20, 2012 at 7:01 AM, What Works <whatworks @mathematica-mpr.com> wrote:

Dear Dr. Raymond:

We are emailing to inform you that a What Works Clearinghouse (WWC) quick review blast of
your report, “Charter School Performance in New Jersey” will be posted on the WWC website
tomorrow, 12/21/2012. As part of this process, we are sharing with you a courtesy copy of the
quick review blast (attached as a PDF to this e-mail). This quick review blast is embargoed
until tomorrow, 12/21/2012 at 10am Eastern Time and cannot be circulated until that time.

WWTC is using a new format for quick reviews to allow for a faster release. WWC quick review
blasts are intended to provide a timely and objective initial assessment of recent research. The
WWC will also conduct a more detailed review of all eligible studies included in quick review



blasts. Therefore, if we need additional information for the full review, we will contact you
again.

Because of the volume of correspondence the WWC receives, questions regarding quick review blasts
should be submitted to the Help Desk at info@whatworks.ed.gov. Your questions will be forwarded to
the appropriate staff member on the WWC team and you will receive an e-mail response.

Sincerely,

The What Works Clearinghouse Team

Margaret Raymond

CREDO

Stanford University

Stanford, CA 94305-6010

T: 650,725.8431

F:650.723.1687

W: credo.stanford.edu

Follow us on Facebook
http://www.facebook.com/CREDQatStanford
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September 18, 2013
Dr. Margaret Raymond
CREDO
Stanford University
Stanford, CA 94305-6010
(650) 725-3431

Reference: QR2012016
Dear Dr. Raymond:

Thank you for your emails concerning the What Works Clearinghouse (WWC) quick review
of “Charter School Performance in New Jersey” (posted December 2012). In response to your
inquiry, the WW(C quality review team undertook an investigation of the issues you raised. The
WWC quality review team responds to concerns raised by study authors, curriculum
developers, or other relevant parties about WWC reviews published on our website. When a
quality review is conducted, a reviewer who was not involved in the initial review undertakes
an independent assessment of the study in question. The reviewer also examines the
procedures followed and decisions made during the original review of the study

The WW(C quick review rated the study as meeting WW(C standards with reservations. It
included a caution that the percentages of schools exhibiting statistically significant differences
in gains might be overstated because the study did not adjust for multiple comparisons. In your
email dated January 8, 2013, you stated that “the assessment of the study completed by the
WWC team is inaccurate.” You asked in an email dated December 21, 2012, whether the basis
of the WWC caution was concern that (1) the study conducted multiple tests of statistical
significance without a “correction factor” to adjust p-values; or (2) the study has a positive
correlation within the unit of assignment (charter schools) that does not match the unit of
analysis (student), thus biasing the standard errors down. You further stated in that email that
the WWC caution about possible bias in the study toward finding statistically significant results
is not warranted because the intraclass correlation (ICC) is negative, so correcting for both
clustering and multiple comparisons could bias the study’s results against finding statistical
significance.

We carefully examined the issues you raised and revisited our review of the study. The
quick review’s caution that the percentages of schools exhibiting statistically significant
differences in gains might be overstated was not based on concerns about clustering, but refers
to the testing of multiple hypotheses (see the WWC Procedures and Standards Handbook,
version 2.1, Appendix D, pp. 49-54). For the analysis in this report, an adjustment for multiple
hypothesis testing could reduce the percentages of schools exhibiting statistically significant
differences in gains as reported in Table 4. Therefore, in the section “How does the WW(C rate
this study?,” the quick review states that “caution must be exercised when interpreting the
results of analysis of impacts by school, because the authors did not adjust for the fact that,
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What Works Clearinghouse WWI(C

A central and trusted source of scientific evidence for what works in education.

when conducting multiple statistical tests of significance (in this case, one for each charter
school), it becomes more likely that some impacts will be statistically significant by chance.”
The quality review team concluded that the WWC quick review was accurate in reporting this
caution.

WWC quick reviews are intended to provide a timely and objective, but preliminary,
assessment of prominent research. Based on the findings of this quality review, we will not
issue a revised quick review. However, the study is currently being reviewed in more detail and
a final and more complete assessment of the study will be released as a single study review. |
hope that this letter has addressed your concerns. If you have other concerns, please do not
hesitate to contact the WWC through info@whatworks.ed.gov.

Sincerely,

Jill Constantine
Director
What Works Clearinghouse
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