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ABSTRACT 

This quantitative, ex post facto study examined the impact a districtwide high school one-to-one 

mobile technology initiative had on the number of 10th grade students in the Forney Independent 

School District (ISD) (Texas) who passed their standardized TAKS tests during the 2010 

academic year. The research study used annual public Forney ISD (Texas) data obtained from 

the Texas Education Agency (TEA) website. The study compared the 2009 academic year when 

10th grade students (n=520) did not have one-to-one mobile technology and the 2010 academic 

year when 10th grade students (n=530) were able to use one-to-one mobile technology as their 

personal school and home device. Findings from the study determined if there was a statistically 

significant relationship between one-to-one mobile technology and the number of 10th grade 

students who passed their standardized TAKS tests during the 2010 academic year. With a chi-

square critical value of 3.84 the results of the study showed a statistically significant relationship 

between the number of 10th grade students who passed their TAKS tests in 2010 with one-to-one 

mobile technology. In 2010, the number of 10th grade students who passed the English Language 

Arts test increased by 5% (92% to 97%) with a chi-square statistic of 12.86. The number of 

students who passed the Math test increased by 18% (65% to 83%) with a chi-square statistic of 

44.39. The number of students who passed the Science test increased by 12% (70% to 82%) with 

a chi-square statistic of 21.04. The number of students who passed the Social Studies test 

increased by 6% (90% to 96%) with a chi-square statistic of 14.79. The number of 10th grade 

students who passed all of their TAKS tests increased by 18% (57% to 75%) with a chi-square 

statistic of 38.67. The theoretical framework was constructed by the dual coding theory of Alan 

Pavio and the multiple intelligence theory of Howard Gardner.   
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Chapter 1 

Introduction 

 The integration of technology in the classroom has affected both student-teacher 

engagement and the school environment (Laliberte, 2009). More specifically, mobile technology 

in school systems within the United States has been implemented at various education levels 

(Davies, 2011). However, the teachers’ and students’ ability to use this mobile technology can be 

obstructed by the lack of funding and/or staff members’ unwillingness to learn how to implement 

new technologies that could be helpful to a school or school district (Bouterse, Corn, & Halstead, 

2009). In some cases, the technology may be available and affordable, but a school may not 

provide professional development sessions for staff members to make the technology integration 

a reality (Gaytan & McEwen, 2010).  

The Information Age has made mobile technology integration an important topic for 

educational stakeholders (Davies, 2011). As new technologies are being developed, it is 

important that school districts and schools have technology integration plans that can best meet 

the educational technology standards students and parents expect from their school districts 

(Davies, 2011). When teachers are able to integrate technology in the classroom, those students 

typically achieve more within the respective academic setting (Laliberte, 2009).  

 This quantitative, ex post facto study investigated whether the implementation of one-to-

one mobile technology in the form of laptop computers had any impact on student outcomes at 

the high school education level. After gathering a macro view of how schools implemented one-

to-one mobile technology at various levels, the research focused specifically on 10th grade 

student public high school academic performance data in the Forney Independent School District 

(ISD) in Forney, Texas, which implemented one-to-one mobile technology (laptops) for high 

school students to use in every class beginning in the 2010 academic year.  
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Background of the Problem 

The U.S. is declining academically when compared to other developed nations (U.S. 

Department of Education, 2010). For example, standardized test scores in the U.S. education 

system have been a cause for concern. Other nations have continued to perform better than the 

U.S. on standardized reading, science, and math tests administered to 15 year olds globally 

(OECD, 2010; Schleicher & Davidson, 2013). According to Ally and Samaka (2013), 

implementing current mobile technology for students to use at all levels may influence student 

motivation and engagement. In Texas, researchers have measured student motivation and 

engagement by examining school and school district data of standardized test scores. With 

respect to schools implementing mobile technology, Bull (2010) found that:  

Despite advance knowledge of societal trends, schools have generally not anticipated or 

capitalized on this educational potential. Pew reports that most schools treat these devices 

as a disruptive force that educators must manage and exclude from the school and the 

classroom. (p. 1) 

According to Norris and Soloway (2009), the technology that many students have access to on a 

daily basis needs to be matched in the classroom to meet student educational needs. 

Technological and computer proficiency is a trait that is required to be successful with the 

globalization of the work force (Burton, 2008). While other countries are improving their 

educational rankings, the U.S. has declined in science, reading, and math (Burton, 2008; 

Schleicher & Davidson, 2013). 

 Lacking one-to-one mobile technology in the classroom may influence student 

motivation and student engagement in the classroom, which may, in turn, adversely affect the 

number of high school students who pass standardized tests. Penuel (2006) found that “Hundreds 

of independent, parochial, and individual public schools are also implementing demonstration 
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and large-scale projects that provide one-to-one, 24/7 access to computers and the Internet” (p. 

1).  Talk of educational reform has been an important topic for debate within the U.S. 

government. Republicans, Democrats, and Independents all have ideas of how to improve the 

U.S. educational system to keep pace with other countries. In 2001, Republican president George 

W. Bush implemented the No Child Left behind Act of 2001 (NCLB) to improve the U.S. 

education system at the primary and secondary school levels (U.S. Department of Education, 

2011).  

Every year, companies create new technologies that increase the efficiency of 

organizations and businesses. Implementing current mobile technology in high schools can 

enhance schools and school districts the same way it has enhanced businesses, government 

agencies, universities, and organizations (Santandreu & Shurden, 2004). In the field of 

engineering, some universities require students to purchase and use Windows-based tablet 

personal computers (PCs) to take notes in class, interact with the professor, and to complete 

homework (Thilmany, 2007).  

 The U.S. federal government requires public schools to integrate technology into the 

school curriculum because current research indicates that technology enhances the learning 

process (Davies, 2011). The International Society for Technology Education (ISTE) provides a 

list of National Educational Technology Standards (NETS) that are applied to learning, teaching, 

and leading in a technological society (ISTE, 2015). According to the ISTE (2015), simply being 

able to use technology is no longer sufficient. Today's students need to be able to use technology 

to analyze, learn, and explore. Digital age skills are vital for preparing students to work, live, and 

contribute to society. Nationwide, schools that are on the cutting edge of mobile technology have 

higher student engagement and are being modeled by other schools and school districts (Haag, 

2010).  
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Problem Statement  

Under the NCLB guidelines, schools and school districts in the U.S. have to meet 

Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) standards (United States Department of Education, 2010). 

Many schools and school districts in the U.S. have not been able to meet the NCLB AYP 

standards each year (Hoff, 2009). A myriad of issues contributes to this lack of educational 

success in the U.S. For example, in the 21st century, new technologies have been developed 

which can enhance various facets of life and organizations. Unfortunately, the U.S. public 

education system has not taken full advantage of the technologies that are available to enhance 

student learning the way other developed and competing nations have done (Starkman, 2006).  

The general problem is that public school districts in the United States are challenged to 

meet federal and state requirements, but they do not have one-to-one mobile technology 

available for every student to use in the classroom (Garland, 2014). The specific problem is that 

in 2009, Forney ISD (Texas) did not have a one-to-one mobile technology plan for 10th grade 

students and only 57% of those students passed all of the required Texas Assessment of 

Knowledge and Skills (TAKS) tests (Texas Education Agency, 2012). The required TAKS tests 

for 10th grade students consisted of English language arts, math, science, and social studies tests. 

Integrating one-to-one mobile technology may affect the number of 10th grade students who pass 

the standardized TAKS tests. The concept of one-to-one mobile technology requires that each 

student in the school have a personal laptop or tablet device with an Internet connection to use in 

every class throughout the school year. A literature gap exists on the effect that mobile devices 

have on student achievement, which is the reason for this study.   

The U.S. is a first world nation with excellent infrastructure provided for most 

educational institutions. Some schools have taken advantage of these resources and have 

integrated technology at a high level (Davies, 2011). In comparison, there are developing and 
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third world nations which are able to implement mobile educational technology at a high level 

even without the infrastructure and resources that the U.S. has (Agbatogun, 2011; Russell, 2012).   

Prior research on the success and use of mobile technology in the education field focused 

on higher education with only limited research conducted at the primary and secondary 

education levels (Hlodan, 2010). With the consistent advancement of technology, the field of 

education at the primary and secondary school levels needs to be on the cutting edge of using 

and applying these technologies. Primary age students are currently known as digital natives 

because of their ability to use mobile devices at an early age (Bittman, Rutherford, Brown, & 

Unsworth, 2011). Soon these students will be in secondary schools and higher education, and 

their technological capacity will be primed to learn in a digital format (Bleich, 2009). 

 Lawmakers, school districts, and businesses have not been able to manufacture a solution 

for what needs to be accomplished to reform the public education system in the U.S. (News for 

Educational Workers, 2012). School district policy makers have a cumbersome job when it 

comes to making wholesale changes within the school district, and many times their task 

prevents them from the implementation of the needed technology for school districts (Gaytan & 

McEwen, 2010). Technology changes annually, so school districts need to have a mobile 

educational technology infrastructure and mediums that are able to adapt to these technological 

changes from year to year (Hartnett, 2012). The integration of one-to-one mobile technology in 

the classroom addresses many problems, which makes it an attractive option for educational 

stakeholders (Tech & Learning, 2005).  

The research for this study was conducted through a quantitative, ex post facto design 

with an emphasis on the number of 10th grade students who passed the standardized English 

language arts, math, science, and social studies TAKS tests. Student public archival data from 

the 2009 and 2010 academic years was collected from Forney ISD in Forney, Texas. Forney ISD 
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(Texas) implemented one-to-one mobile technology for all high school students to use in all 

classes during the 2010 academic year. 

Purpose Statement  

 High schools in Forney ISD (Texas) provided their students with Windows-based laptop 

computers to use in every class during the 2010 academic year. The purpose of this quantitative, 

ex post facto study was to investigate the impact that this one-to-one mobile technology had on 

the number of 10th grade students in Forney ISD (Texas) who passed the state required TAKS 

tests during the 2010 academic year. The study sought to find a statistically significant difference 

between the independent variable, the introduction of one-to-one mobile technology, and the 

dependent variables, the number of 10th grade students who passed each of the state required 

TAKS tests in English language arts, math, science, social studies, and all tests.  

The researcher used a quantitative research method to examine the relationship among 

variables through statistical measures (Creswell, 2008). The variables were one-to-one mobile 

technology integration (i.e., independent variable) and the number of 10th grade students who 

passed the TAKS tests for each individual subject (i.e., dependent variables). The quantitative 

research method was most appropriate for this study because numerical public archival academic 

performance data from Forney ISD (Texas) was collected from the Texas Education Agency 

(TEA). The researcher analyzed numerical data statistically with the chi-square measure of 

association (LeBlanc, 2008). An ex post facto research design was used for the study; this design 

was chosen over quasi-experimental, experimental, action research, and survey designs because 

the data were collected from a previous occurrence.     

The collected data may aid to the research of one-to-one mobile technology and how it 

can be integrated into Texas high schools and others across the U.S. This research may provide 

substantial and relevant findings to help fill the current literature gaps on one-to-one mobile 
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technology in education. The research may be useful for public schools, private schools, charter 

schools, and homeschooled students in the U.S. and globally. Also, it may be useful to global 

education stakeholders and/or other countries that are interested in integrating one-to-one mobile 

technology at a one-to-one level. 

Significance of the Study 

 The study may provide educational stakeholders with the information needed to raise 

student motivation, enhance technological literacy, and prepare students for global 

competiveness. The data gathered from this study will add to the information that supports the 

use of one-to-one mobile technology in schools and school districts to impact student 

performance. A byproduct of using mobile technology is the preservation of the global 

environment, because the schools that implement one-to-one mobile technology would use less 

paper for assignments and textbooks. The study supports research that encourages individuals to 

live in a “greener society” to preserve the environment. The data used in the study may provide 

insight into how using one-to-one mobile technology in a school or school district can be a cost-

effective way for schools and school districts to operate. It is believed that schools will save 

money by switching from traditional paper textbooks to one-to-one mobile technologies with 

digital textbooks.  

School districts and schools that want to improve their NCLB AYP status may benefit 

from this research. In the U.S. education system, there is an achievement gap between low 

income minority students and their peers. NCLB has instituted guidelines, according to which 

schools are rated on how all students perform; therefore, by implementing the findings from this 

research, it is possible to address some of these guidelines and fill some of the achievement gaps 

(Spellings, 2010).  
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Furthermore, this study may be significant in leadership practice because it examined 

how the stakeholders of a school district decided to be early adopters in implementing one-to-one 

mobile technology at the high school level. The study may be beneficial for schools and school 

districts in the U.S. that want to implement the same type of one-to-one mobile technology plan. 

This study may provide a resource and reference for educational reform and empower school 

districts, school leaders, and school communities to integrate one-to-one mobile technology 

throughout the schools to improve student motivation, engagement, and standardized test scores. 

The information provided by the data collected in this study will add to the study of mobile 

technology use in education and provide ideas for further study in the field of educational 

technology. 

 It is important to note that aspiring school leaders are often given projects to seek out 

ways in which technology can be implemented more effectively in the school or district where 

they work. Therefore, schools and school districts can benefit by drafting a technology plan that 

incorporates current educational technology needs and future educational technology needs 

(Martin, Wright, Arnold, Flanary, & Brown, 2005). 

Nature of the Study 

Over the years, technology has developed at a rapid pace. This growth has included 

different types of educational and mobile technologies that are available to teachers and students 

(Laliberte, 2009). Many schools have a computer lab, and many teachers are able to use a 

computer in their classroom. Unfortunately, many schools have not allowed students to use one-

to-one computer technology throughout the school day in each class with the option of taking the 

technology home. However, incorporating one-to-one mobile technology on that basis may 

improve student participation and test grades. 
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 This research examined what impact one-to-one mobile technology integration has had 

on 10th grade students in Forney ISD (Texas). The academic years examined were 2009, when 

Forney ISD (Texas) high school students did not have one-to-one mobile technology, and 2010, 

the first year Forney ISD (Texas) high school students received access to one-to-one mobile 

technology. The Forney ISD (Texas) high school student population consisted of 10th grade 

student standardized TAKS test data from the 2009 and 2010 academic years. Data was collected 

for the study by using a quantitative, ex post facto design. Ex post facto studies examine 

interventions that have happened in the past and how the variables interact (McMillan, 2011; 

Onyia, 2012).  

Overview of the Research Method 

The quantitative research method relied on data collected from school district public 

archival sources. More specifically, the high school student academic performance data was 

collected from the TEA Academic Excellence Indicator System (AEIS). Quantitative data was 

analyzed using a chi-square test to examine the relationship between the variables. Quantitative 

research tests objective theories by relating variables that can be measured with instruments that 

produce numerical data that can be statistically analyzed (Creswell, 2008). The independent 

variable was the use of one-to-one mobile technology by the 10th grade students (i.e., for 2009 – 

no technological implementation; for 2010 – technological implementation). The dependent 

variables were the number of 10th grade students who passed each standardized TAKS test. The 

control for the study was the number of 10th grade students who passed the standardized TAKS 

tests during the 2009 academic year without one-to-one mobile technology.      

Overview of the Design Appropriateness 

The quantitative research design used in the study was an ex post facto design that 

utilized public archival data. In reference to the ex post facto design, McMillan (2011) stated, “In 
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ex post facto research the investigators decide whether one or more different preexisting 

conditions have caused subsequent differences when subjects who experienced one type of 

condition are compared to subjects who experienced a different condition” (p. 194). A qualitative 

study would not have been appropriate in this case because qualitative data takes the form of 

generalizations, perceptions, and/or the “why” of the study without concrete numerical data to 

support the study. Qualitative research examines a human or social problem that collects data to 

determine interpretations and themes (Creswell, 2008). Grounded theory, ethnographic, and case 

studies are research designs that are appropriate for qualitative research (Hutchinson, 2011).     

The quantitative, ex post facto study was appropriate for this research since the researcher 

analyzed numerical public archival data to determine how the integration of one-to-one mobile 

technology affected the number of 10th grade students who passed the TAKS tests. Furthermore, 

it was appropriate to use the quantitative, ex post facto design because the research examined 

variable connections and data on phenomena that happened in the past (McMillan, 2011).  

Research Questions  

The purpose of this quantitative, ex post facto study was to examine how the use of one-

to-one mobile technology affected the number of 10th grade students who passed the required 

TAKS tests in Forney ISD (Texas) during the 2010 academic year. The research examined 10th 

grade student information obtained from public archival data. The research questions were:   

1. Is there a statistically significant difference between 10th grade students who passed 

the TAKS English Language Arts test during the 2010 academic year with access to 

one-to-one mobile technology and 10th grade students who did not have access to 

one-to-one mobile technology during the 2009 academic year? 

2.   Is there a statistically significant difference between 10th grade students who passed 

the TAKS Math test during the 2010 academic year with access to one-to-one mobile 
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technology and 10th grade students who did not have access to one-to-one mobile 

technology during the 2009 academic year? 

3.   Is there a statistically significant difference between 10th grade students who passed 

the TAKS Science test during the 2010 academic year with access to one-to-one 

mobile technology and 10th grade students who did not have access to one-to-one 

mobile technology during the 2009 academic year? 

4.   Is there a statistically significant difference between 10th grade students who passed 

the TAKS Social Studies test during the 2010 academic year with access to one-to-

one mobile technology and 10th grade students who did not have access to one-to-one 

mobile technology during the 2009 academic year? 

5.   Is there a statistically significant difference between 10th grade students who passed 

all of their TAKS tests during the 2010 academic year with access to one-to-one 

mobile technology and 10th grade students who did not have access to one-to-one 

mobile technology during the 2009 academic year? 

Hypotheses  

 The hypotheses included null and alternative hypotheses that determined how one-to-one 

mobile technology integration has affected the number of 10th grade students who passed the 

TAKS tests during the 2010 academic year. The null (H0) and alternative (HA) hypotheses were: 

H01: There is no statistically significant difference in the number of 10th grade students 

who passed the TAKS English Language Arts test during the 2010 academic year 

when provided with one-to-one mobile technology. 

HA1: There is a statistically significant difference in the number of 10th grade students 

who passed the TAKS English Language Arts test during the 2010 academic year 

when provided with one-to-one mobile technology. 
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H02: There is no statistically significant difference in the number of 10th grade students 

who passed the TAKS Math test during the 2010 academic year when provided 

with one-to-one mobile technology. 

HA2: There is a statistically significant difference in the number of 10th grade students 

who passed the TAKS Math test during the 2010 academic year when provided 

with one-to-one mobile technology.   

H03: There is no statistically significant difference in the number of 10th grade students 

who passed the TAKS Science test during the 2010 academic year when provided 

with one-to-one mobile technology. 

HA3: There is a statistically significant difference in the number of 10th grade students 

who passed the TAKS Science test during the 2010 academic year when provided 

with one-to-one mobile technology. 

H04: There is no statistically significant difference in the number of 10th grade students 

who passed the TAKS Social Studies test during the 2010 academic year when 

provided with one-to-one mobile technology. 

HA4: There is a statistically significant difference in the number of 10th grade students 

who passed the TAKS Social Studies test during the 2010 academic year when 

provided with one-to-one mobile technology.   

H05: There is no statistically significant difference in the number of 10th grade students 

who passed all of their TAKS tests during the 2010 academic year when provided 

with one-to-one mobile technology. 

HA5: There is a statistically significant difference in the number of 10th grade students 

who passed all of their TAKS tests during the 2010 academic year when provided 

with one-to-one mobile technology. 
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Addressing each aforementioned hypothesis and research question was important because 

it allowed the researcher to determine whether there were any associations between 10th grade 

students using one-to-one mobile technology and 10th grade students who passed their TAKS 

tests in Forney ISD (Texas) during the 2010 academic year.  

Theoretical Framework  

The two theoretical frameworks which grounded this study were the dual coding theory 

and the multiple intelligence theory (Franzoni, Assar, Dafude, & Rojas, 2009; Gardner, 2006). 

The dual coding theory supports the belief that learners use two pathways to receive and process 

information through auditory and visual means (Franzoni et al., 2009). Mobile technology can 

provide a way for students to receive information in a way that applies the dual coding learning 

theory (Frazoni et al., 2009). The multiple intelligence theory emphasizes the idea that eight 

different learning styles exist. These learning styles are: visual-spatial, bodily-kinesthetic, 

musical, interpersonal, intrapersonal, linguistic, naturalistic, and logical-mathematical (Gardner, 

2006). The multiple intelligence learning theory can be applied to analyze the use of mobile 

technology in the classroom and how it can meet the needs of students with different learning 

styles (Students learn in many ways, 2002).  

Dual Coding Theory 

The dual coding theory was developed by psychology professor Allan Paivio in 1969. He 

claimed that individuals are able to receive and process information via seeing and listening 

(Paivio, 1991). The dual coding theory applies the belief that students are able to receive 

information in these two manners. According to Paivio (1991), the dual coding theory is a 

multiple coding theory, with a special emphasis on the fundamental importance of the 

verbal/nonverbal symbolic contrast. The sense of hearing and the sense of seeing are the two 

dominant ways in which individuals receive information.  This concept is integral in the 
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education field because teachers are presenting information that students are to receive through 

auditory or visual means (Efrani, 2012).   

The dual coding theory emphasizes the idea that instructors should not focus on one type 

of teaching style or teaching method to pass information to students; instead, instructors should 

make sure both pathways of sending and receiving information are employed (Franzoni et al., 

2009). The dual coding theory can be applied through the implementation of educational 

technologies and, more importantly, mobile educational technologies in the classroom. The dual 

coding theory states that information is processed through two channels that are independent of 

each other. One channel processes text and audio while the other channel processes objects, such 

as images, animations, and diagrams (Franzoni et al., 2009).  

The current study may enhance existing literature regarding the dual coding theory 

because mobile technology can enhance and provide well-rounded learning. Mobile technology 

integration at a one-to-one level may also offer students a way to receive information through 

auditory and visual means. Implementing the dual coding theory in the classroom may be 

correlated to the number of students who pass standardized tests. In this study, the researcher 

examined how meeting the auditory and visual learning needs of each student influenced the 

number of students who pass standardized tests. The simultaneous presentation of verbal and 

visual information through the dual coding theory can allow students to make problem solving 

transfer which can lead to academic success (Mayer & Sims, 1994; Figure 1).  
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Figure 1. Dual coding theory 

The dual coding theory has important implications for the education field and has been 

used to prove various learning theories and phenomena. The dual coding theory has been applied 

to spatial abilities and has been used in various cognitive studies that include problem solving, 

mnemonics, concepts, and language (Culatta, 2012).  

Multiple Intelligence Theory  

Psychology professor Howard Gardner developed the multiple intelligence theory in 

1983; Gardner argued that each learner has his or her own learning style (Soleimani, 

Moinnzadeh, Kassaian, & Ketabi, 2012). Each person is born with characteristic differences, 

even if he or she has an identical twin. This fact makes the multiple intelligence theory a credible 

one that pertains to the way various individuals learn. The multiple intelligence theory contrasts 

with traditional teaching methods in the U.S. public school system. Many educational institutions 

do not understand the individual differences that exist among learners, which account for 

different learning styles (Franzoni et al., 2009).  

 The multiple intelligence theory is essential to the integration of one-to-one mobile 

technology. Gardner (1993) stated, “computers offer a useful way to think about the marshaling 
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of intelligences to master educational goals, the potential utility of computers in the process of 

matching individuals to modes of instruction is substantial” (p. 391). Educational software and 

applications are available to school districts, schools, teachers, and students, and these 

technologies can enhance the learning capability of all students with various learning types. 

Worldwide, cultures and educational systems use the multiple intelligence theory to enhance 

problem solving and invent products that can be useful to that culture or society to enhance 

student learning capabilities (Tirri, 2009). The multiple intelligence theory consists of linguistic, 

logical/mathematical, spatial, musical, kinesthetic, intrapersonal, interpersonal, and naturalistic 

learning styles (Gardner, 1993). Gardner also considered expanding the multiple intelligence 

theory by adding the existentialistic learning style that entails a person’s beliefs in life, death, 

love, and being (Gardner, 2006). 

 This study may enhance existent literature on multiple intelligence theory as one-to-one 

mobile technology can meet the various learning styles of each student (Figure 2).  By meeting 

the various learning styles, mobile technology may have a positive effect on the number of 

students who pass standardized tests. Therefore, this research assessed whether any associations 

existed between the implementation of one-to-one mobile technology and the number of students 

who pass standardized tests.   
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Figure 2. Multiple intelligence theory  

Davis, Christodoulou, Seider, and Gardner (2008) defined the different types of 

intelligence of the multiple intelligence theory in the following manner:  

 Linguistic - An ability to analyze information and create products involving oral and 

written language such as speeches, books, and memos. 

 Logical-Mathematical - An ability to develop equations and proofs, make 

calculations, and solve abstract problems. 

 Spatial - An ability to recognize and manipulate large-scale and fine-grained spatial 

images. 

 Musical - An ability to produce, remember, and make meaning of different patterns of 

sound. 
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 Bodily-Kinesthetic - An ability to use one’s own body to create products or solve 

problems. 

 Intrapersonal - An ability to recognize and understand his or her own moods, desires, 

motivations, and intentions. 

 Interpersonal - An ability to recognize and understand other people’s moods, desires, 

motivations, and intentions. 

 Naturalistic - An ability to identify and distinguish among different types of plants, 

animals, and weather formations that are found in the natural world (p. 6-7). 

Definition of Terms 

 With research in the field of educational technology and, more specifically, mobile 

educational technology, it is important that the terminology used throughout the study be clear 

and understood. The definitions for commonly used terms within the quantitative study appear 

below: 

Amazon Kindle: A tablet device developed by Amazon, Inc. that allows one to access e-books 

and other media. Many versions exist, and some versions contain the Android operating system. 

The Kindle application can also be downloaded to Smartphones, tablets, and computers (Kindle, 

2015; Amazon.com, 2015). 

Archival Data: Data that was collected as a primary or secondary source prior to the beginning of 

a research study and can be linked to individuals for research purposes (University of Virginia, 

2015). 

Android: Touchscreen Smartphone and tablet operating system created by Android, Inc. and 

owned by Google, Inc. (Android.com, 2015). 

Barnes & Noble Nook: A tablet device developed by Barnes & Noble, Inc. that allows e-books 

and other media to be accessed. Many versions exist and some versions contain the Android 
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operating system. The Nook app can also be used on iOS, Android, Windows 8, and the web 

(BarnesandNoble.com, 2015).    

Blackberry: A smartphone and tablet operating system created by Research In Motion, Inc. in 

1999 (Blackberry.com, 2015). 

Blackberry Playbook: A Blackberry tablet based on the Blackberry operating system. 

(Blackberry Playbook, 2015). 

Chromebook: A small personal computer with the Google Chrome based operating system. The 

device needs an Internet connection to be functional and uses the Google Documents, Sheets, 

Slides, Drive, Contacts, Calendar, Mail, Books, Music, Chrome Browser, and other Google 

based tools to make the device fully functional (Chrome.com, 2015).  

ESL: Students who learn English as a second language and are classified as English as a Second 

Language learners (ESL, n.d.).  

General Education: Student classification for students who do not fall under the special 

education guidelines (Texas Education Agency, 2013). 

iOS: Operating system created by Apple, Inc., in 2007 that runs on the iPhone, iPod Touch, and 

iPad devices (Apple.com, 2015; iOS, 2015). 

iPad: Tablet device created by Apple, Inc. in 2010 that uses the iOS operating system (iPad, 

2015). 

iPhone: Smartphone operating system created by Apple, Inc. in 2007 (iPhone, 2015). 

iPod Touch: Mobile device similar to the iPhone created by Apple, Inc. in 2007, without the 

ability to make phone calls or access the Internet without WiFi (Apple.com, 2015). 

Mobile Learning: Activities that allow an individual to consume information and be productive 

via a portable electronic device (Elmorshidy, 2012).  
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Mobile Technology: A computer based device that is portable and can be used to send and 

disseminate information (McCarty, 2012).     

Mobile Educational Technology: Computing technology such as a laptop, tablet, Smartphone, or 

Internet device that is given to students for use in class and/or at home for learning activities 

(Hosny, 2013).      

P-16: The U.S. preschool education grade level through the college level (Garza, 2011). 

Palm OS: A handheld operating system developed by Palm, Inc. in 1996 and later used on 

Smartphone devices. The operating system was discontinued in 2007 and replaced by WebOS 

(Niccolai & Gohring, 2010).  

PDA (Personal Digital Assistant): A small palm-sized electronic device used to store data and 

transfer data between individuals (PDA, 2015). 

Primary Schools:  U.S. schools from grade K-6th (Primary Schools, n.d.). 

Secondary Schools:  U.S. schools from grades 7th-12th (Secondary Schools, n.d.).  

Social Networking: The ability of individuals to connect and communicate through the use of a 

website or web database that stores user information. This information can also be accessed 

through a mobile device (TechTerms, 2015).   

Special Education: Student classification for students with various learning disabilities (Nichcy, 

2010).    

Symbian: A PDA and Smartphone operating system developed in 1998 by Psion and used on 

Nokia, Ericsson, Fujitsu, Sharp, Mitsubishi and Motorola manufactured devices 

(TechCrunch.com, 2013).  

STAAR: State of Texas Assessments of Academic Readiness program that was developed in 

2012 and requires Texas students from grades 3rd-11th to take exams in reading, writing, social 
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studies, science, and math. In high school the tests are called EOC (End of Course) exams. The 

STAAR program replaced the TAKS program (Texas Education Agency, 2013).  

Student Engagement: When students are attentive, participate in the learning process, and are 

motivated to learn (Reyes, Brackett, Rivers, White, & Salovey, 2012).  

Student Motivation: A student’s desire to participate and be successful in the learning process 

(Afifi, 2010).   

Tablet or Tablet PC: A small computer device with a touch screen that allows for data to be 

transferred in various ways. Tablets have been created with various operating systems 

(TechTerms, 2015). 

TAKS: The Texas Assessment of Knowledge and Skills, which was a series of tests administered 

to Texas students from grades 3rd-11th in the areas of math, science, social studies, English, and 

reading. The test was replaced by the STAAR/EOC test in 2012 (Texas Education Agency, 2011, 

2013).  

WebOS: A smartphone and tablet operating system created by Palm, Inc. to replace the original 

Palm OS (Niccolai & Gohring, 2010). 

Windows 8: A personal computer and tablet operating system developed by Microsoft, Inc. in 

2012 (Windows.Microsoft.com, 2013). 

Windows Mobile: A smartphone operating system developed by Microsoft in 2000 and replaced 

by Windows Phone in 2010 (Windows Mobile, 2015). 

Windows Phone: A smartphone operating system developed by Microsoft to replace Windows 

Mobile in 2010 (Windows Phone, 2015; Windowsphone.com, 2015). 

Assumptions  

 There were multiple assumptions in this study. Firstly, it was assumed that the 

quantitative research method would answer the research questions. Secondly, it was assumed that 
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the public archival data would be relevant to the topic and the research method, and that the non-

parametric chi-square test would provide the data analysis needed to answer the research 

questions. Thirdly, it was assumed that there would be a positive relationship between the 

number of 10th grade students who passed the standardized TAKS tests when a school district 

integrated one-to-one mobile technology in comparison to the 10th grade students who did not 

have access to one-to-one mobile technology the year before. The fourth assumption was that the 

research study would enhance the field of educational technology and build on the developing 

field of mobile educational technology. Finally, it was assumed that the research would provide 

information to address the current literature gaps that pertain to the field of mobile educational 

technology. 

Scope 

The scope of the study was an exploration of how 10th grade students in Forney ISD 

(Texas) were affected when the school district implemented one-to-one mobile technology for 

student use. Information gathered from this specific data set can set an example for all U.S. 

public schools and school districts with respect to implementing one-to-one mobile technology at 

the high school level.  

Limitations 

The researcher conducted the study in one school district in Forney, Texas, that has two 

high schools. Further, the study was limited to only 10th grade high school students in the school 

district. The study did not include participants from other school districts or participants from an 

urban school district. Validity of the study was limited to the public archival data and the non-

parametric chi-square test. Generalizability of the study was limited due to the population being 

derived from two schools in one school district that use one-to-one mobile technology in the 
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classroom. The use of quantitative data and not combining it with qualitative data also could 

have affected the generalizability of the study.  

The researcher decided not to use elementary school (K-6th grade), middle school (7th-

8th), 9th, 11th, and 12th grade student data that could have been obtained from public archival data. 

Furthermore, the researcher did not use college level data in the study; thus, the applicability of 

the results to other grade levels remains uncertain. Thus, the selected population (10th grade 

students) limited the scope of the study.  In addition, there were potential limitations to the 

quantitative research methodology and design.  

Delimitations 

Despite existing delimitations, the data compiled from the research can be valuable to 

teachers and administrators at the high school level who want to implement one-to-one mobile 

technology in the classroom. From the critical analysis and examination of high schools 

integrating one-to-one mobile technology to engage students, this research may lend itself to 

future research opportunities that involve mobile educational technology.    

Summary 

 The current research examined whether the implementation of one-to-one mobile 

technology at the high school level affected the number of 10th grade students who passed their 

standardized tests in Forney ISD (Texas). The U.S. education system is falling behind other 

developed nations (Cooper, Hersh, & O'Leary, 2012). Implementing one-to-one mobile 

technology in high schools may close the educational gap that is developing between the U.S. 

and other nations. When teachers have these tools available, they are able to design curriculums 

that meet student needs and allow them to connect to the 21st century way of learning and 

interacting (Spellings, 2010). Educational technology is constantly changing and growing with 

the development of many new technologies. High schools should take advantage of those 
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possibilities by implementing one-to-one mobile technology (Bull, 2010). On a global scale, 

mobile technology manufacturers are waiting for the educational stakeholders to make the 

decision to implement district and school-wide mobile technology at a one-to-one student level. 

Several businesses that manufacture tablets have been targeting the education field, with Apple, 

Inc. taking the most interest in producing education products (Manjula, 2012).  

The relevant literature on mobile educational technology and the ability of mobile 

educational technology to engage students is reviewed in the following chapter. Chapter 2 

explores and provides explanations as to why this study is needed. Perspectives include title 

searches, historical views, and literature gaps. Chapter 2 also includes the development of 

policies, U.S. government legislation, theoretical framework, research methodology, and 

research findings related to the study of mobile educational technology. The literature review 

provides information that encompasses the concept of mobile educational technology.  Literature 

pertaining to the research methodology and theoretical framework is also included. In chapter 3, 

the researcher explains the research design and research methodology for this study. Chapter 4 

displays the results of the study and how the data were analyzed. Chapter 5 concludes the 

research with recommendations for future studies. 
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Chapter 2 

Literature Review 

This literature review summarizes previous studies, which relate to how mobile 

technology influences the educational environment of students at various educational levels with 

the focus being on high schools. The researcher provides historical evidence concerning the 

growth of computer, educational, and mobile technology through the years (Donlevy, 2002). 

Limitations to using mobile technology in high schools are discussed as well as the school staff 

members’ resistance to using mobile technology in high schools. The negative possibilities of 

one-to-one mobile technology integration are also addressed.  

Title Searches, Articles, Research Documents, and Journals 

 In conducting the research, various resources and databases were used to gather the 

literature. The research included published books, published journal articles, textbooks, websites, 

magazines, blogs, theses, government documents, government laws, and dissertations relevant to 

the topic. Specifically, EBSCOhost, ProQuest, Gale Power Search, and Goggle Scholar 

databases were used to find peer-reviewed journals, books, articles, and magazines. The search 

terms used for those databases included the following: multiple intelligence, dual coding, ex post 

facto, chi-square, quantitative, computer technology, mobile technology, educational technology, 

mobile educational technology, one-to-one computing, one-to-one mobile technology, personal 

digital assistant (PDA), tablet, tablet PC, laptop, mobile educational technology, standardized 

tests, computer, Smartphone, Windows, Microsoft, Windows Mobile, Windows Phone, Palm 

OS, iPhone, iPad, Google, Android, Apple, iOS, WebOS, Android, educational tablet, 

educational laptop, Blackberry, student engagement, digital divide, No Child Left Behind, 

NCLB, US student achievement, student engagement, ESL technology, ELL students, students 

with disabilities laptop, special education technology, 504 classification, and  technology 
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resistance. The ProQuest database was used to focus on dissertations, academic journals, and 

article searches while Gale Power Search was use to focus on academic journals. EBSCOhost 

was used to help conduct the search in academic journals, news, and articles.    

History of Computer Technology 

 Dating back to the 1950s, engineers and scientists worked on developing computers to 

provide a greater accessibility to more information (Hurlburt & Voas, 2011). Some have 

connected the computer to earlier forms of technology dating back to Roman numerals, abacus-

counting systems, and calculators (Livingston, 1990). The first computers were very large 

machines that used the space of an entire room while today’s computers are portable and highly 

networked (Hurlburt & Voas, 2011). Computers started out with punch cards and binary analog 

code that could take hours to process and load (Gladwell, 2008).  

In the early stages of computer use, since they were so large, few individuals could have 

access to a computer at home. Only the government and organizations were able to access 

mainframe computers (Lu, Sebe, Hytnen, & Tian, 2011). As computer scientists and computer 

aficionados began to use the large computers more frequently, technology was developed that 

could make these large machines smaller and faster. Currently, individuals have access to 

Microsoft/Windows-based personal computers (PCs), Apple/Mac-based personal computers, 

Google Chrome-based personal computers, or Linux-based personal computers that can be used 

in the home or away from the home. This process of going from larger and slower to smaller and 

faster was gradual; decades passed until computers were packaged and sold in much smaller 

containers and at much more affordable prices (Hurlburt & Voas, 2011).          

 Microsoft Disk Operating System (MS-DOS) and Apple computers were the only 

computer technologies that many were familiar with during the 1980s (Crandall & Jackson, 

2011; Fischer, 2011). These two computer technologies (i.e., Microsoft and Apple) continued to 
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be competitive through the years and are currently the leading personal computer operating 

systems (OS) globally (Yoder, 2009).  

The computer technology surge can be attributed to three men: Bill Joy, Bill Gates, and 

Steve Jobs (Gladwell, 2008). Bill Joy was the cornerstone to developing the Internet, Bill Gates 

started the company Microsoft and created the Windows OS, while Steve Jobs founded Apple 

Computers and is responsible for Macintosh computers, iOS devices (e.g., iPod, iPhone, and 

iPad), and iTunes (Gladwell, 2008). These technologies continue to build on one another and are 

available in many different shapes and sizes, depending on the needs of the consumer, school, 

business, organization, or government agency (Goldsborough, 2009).    

 As of 2015, computer technology consists of various types of technologies that can be 

classified into hardware and software. The hardware of a computer consists of the processor, 

motherboard, graphics cards, hard drive, and anything that is built into the body of the desktop or 

laptop. Hardware also consists of the monitor, keyboard, mouse, and any peripheral device that 

can be connected to a desktop or laptop computer. The software consists of any program that is 

loaded on the computer and can coincide with the OS. According to Castelluccio (2009), the 

history of computing has been a complex journey of development of software, processors, and 

memory devices that have been useful in all areas of human entertainment, work, and 

development. 

A computer can have an OS without any extra software loaded onto the computer, and 

the OS by itself is also considered software. Software applications loaded onto the OS vary in 

functionality and size; new software is constantly being created and updated to enhance the user 

experience on the computer. The combination of computer technology and media devices has 

been a monumental development that allows individuals to use video conferencing software to 

communicate through a camera, microphone, and a computer screen. This development has 
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allowed businesses and organizations to conduct meetings worldwide while also allowing 

teachers, students, and schools to converse and meet with other classes in other countries, states, 

or cities. In addition, many users find the use of video conferencing for personal time an 

engaging experience when wanting to converse with family and friends (Matei, Faiola, 

Wheatley, & Altom, 2010).    

The various types of computer technology allow developers to grow the technologies to 

meet more consumer, educational, and organizational demands. These technological 

advancements have been able to influence a plethora of products that are used in everyday life. 

Automobiles, education, sports, criminal justice, aircraft, video games, home appliances, home 

entertainment, medical fields, architecture, and many other entities or products have been 

enhanced by the development and growth of computer technology (Sebastian, 2012). The 

education field has been one of the most consistent benefactors of the growth of computer 

technology (Kirkscey, 2012). The developers and researchers who produce and invent computer 

technologies often come from well-educated backgrounds and are always thinking and working 

on the cutting edge to produce the next technology that will change how we interact (Computer 

Associates, 2000).  

 One of the most influential inventions for computer technology was the development of 

the Internet. Once the Internet became accessible for personal use, its possibilities became nearly 

infinite. The benefit of the Internet is that it can store an infinite amount of information, and one 

does not have to physically carry that information. This development has allowed computer 

technology to grow exponentially when compared to the earlier days when computers did not 

provide access to the Internet. The development of the Internet led to the invention and use of 

email. The use of email has allowed individuals to communicate in ways that were previously 

only available through the act of physically writing a letter or talking on the phone. The use of 
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email has allowed individuals to share information to one person or hundreds of people with the 

click of a button.  

 Document creation and sharing have been another monumental invention for computer 

technology. The ability to create and edit a document without producing a physical copy has 

enhanced society (Heim, 1999). Microsoft Word, Apple Pages, Corel Word Perfect, and Google 

Docs are document creation computer applications that allow consumers to type up a document, 

save it, and send it electronically. The technology of the typewriter was great for the time when it 

was invented, but computer software that has been developed through the years has made the use 

of the typewriter obsolete and has decreased the amount of time it takes to create and edit 

documents.  

An aspect of document creation that has been enhanced by computer technology is the 

development of the Adobe Acrobat PDF software. This software allows individuals to view any 

type of document in a digital format on a computer or mobile device. For example, books, 

papers, magazines, files, and applications can be scanned and converted into a PDF format to be 

viewed in digital form and transmitted electronically. Smartphone and tablet application 

developers have created applications that allows an individual to take a picture of a document 

and convert the document into a PDF file on the Smartphone or tablet (Smith, 2011). The use of 

electronic books (eBooks) is growing, and eBooks allow individuals to store books digitally on 

their computer, Smartphone, tablet, or media device.   

Cloud computing is a technology that has developed over the last several years. Cloud 

computing allows individuals to save whatever they want on the Internet. For example, an 

individual can back up all the information on his or her computer on the Internet through a 

service called Carbonite for a monthly fee (Kennedy, 2012). Individuals can also use a 

technology called Dropbox that allows them to save Microsoft Office documents, Adobe PDF 
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files, pictures, music, movies, and other files on the Internet in his or her Dropbox account 

(Gavigan, 2012).  

Dropbox allows users to have 2GB of storage for free, and they can pay a monthly fee to 

increase the storage space. Also, Dropbox enhances the users’ experience by creating the ability 

to sync information across multiple computers and mobile devices. An individual can create a 

file on his or her desktop computer at home and save the file into the Dropbox folder that 

immediately syncs with the online Dropbox account. When that individual leaves home and 

wants to access the file, the individual can use another computer or mobile device as long as it 

has Internet access. With the development of Smartphone technology, the Dropbox account user 

can also access the Dropbox account from various Personal Digital Assistants (PDA), 

Smartphones, or tablets. As of 2015, other companies have created online storage options to rival 

Dropbox. Google and Microsoft have created a free and paid version of Google Drive and 

Microsoft One Drive that allow users to store documents and data online and across multiple 

devices.     

The growth of computer technology is beneficial for the environment as well. The ability 

to read and transfer information without printing it on paper allows users to operate in an 

environmentally efficient capacity. With the use of video conferencing, users do not have to 

travel by plane, train, or automobile to meet and converse. The various mobile technology 

mediums may save paper through the use of email, mobile newsletters, eBooks, etc. In addition, 

the use of video conferencing for mobile learning may lower automobile emissions and vehicle 

pollution. When researching the impact of one-to-one mobile technology on student standardized 

testing, it is important that the history of computer technology be presented and understood, so 

that past, present and future ideas and concepts can be analyzed.            
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History of Educational Technology  

 As technology has improved and developed through the years, the education field has 

been able to benefit from these advancements. From a hardware perspective, the overhead 

projector was used heavily by the U.S. military in the 1940s during WWII to train soldiers and 

disseminate information (Zafra, 2009). After the overhead projector proved to be successful in 

the military, they started mass producing them for the U.S. education system. The overhead 

projector allowed a teacher to use a transparency sheet and write on the illuminated stand that 

would project what the teacher was writing on to a wall, board, or screen. Some lesson plans 

were produced in transparency form, so the teacher could display the lesson on the transparency 

and not have to write as much.  

The overhead projector was very successful in the education field from 1950 to the early 

2000s, but they have been replaced by various enhanced technologies that can outperform 

overhead projectors (Betrus, 2012). Some of these technologies involve computers and a Liquid 

Crystal Display (LCD) projector and screen, a document camera used with an LCD projector and 

screen, and the interactive whiteboard (Betrus, 2012).   

Most recently, a computer used with an LCD projector and screen has become the 

expected and most commonly used classroom technology (Oyedele, Rwambiwa, & Mamvuto, 

2013). This allows the teacher to display whatever appears on a computer screen directly onto a 

central pull down screen or a white board for the entire class to see. This technology set up 

allows the teacher to show Microsoft Word documents, Microsoft Excel spreadsheets, Microsoft 

PowerPoint presentations, DVDs, and the full display of Internet websites (Swift, 2012). 

Furthermore, the document camera is a technology that was developed in the late 1990s and can 

allow the educator or presenter to zoom into a document that displays through an LCD projector 

(Prunuske, Batzli, Howell, & Miller, 2012).  
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The document camera can be used in conjunction with the computer, LCD projector, and 

pull down screen in the classroom. Instead of using a transparency along with the overhead 

projector, with a document camera, a teacher can write on a piece of paper that sits in the visual 

area of the camera; whatever the teacher writes down is shown on the screen for the class to see 

(Prunuske et al., 2012). 

The interactive whiteboard technology was developed in the early 2000s and gives the 

teacher and students many options in the classroom. One example of this technology was 

developed by Smart Technologies in 1991. The SmartBoard (i.e., interactive whiteboard) allows 

the teacher to write on the screen with a virtual marker and choose different colors as if the 

teacher were writing on a traditional white board with a dry erase marker (Wolfe, 2010). The 

teacher can save those notes as a file and flip to a blank page. The teacher can also use an 

onscreen keyboard to type notes, surf the Internet, or add objects to a document that could be 

used in a class. The teacher also has the option of using the computer keyboard to type 

information for the students to see. The interactive whiteboard technology allows for the teacher 

to save all that he or she has done that day into separate slides that can be saved and used again. 

The functions of the interactive whiteboard are limitless, and many companies are developing 

this product (Mercer, 2010).    

 From a software perspective, computer OS development has determined the use and 

growth of technology in the classroom. With the advancement of the computer OS, software 

developers have decided to create technologies that can be used by teachers and students. Some 

of the earliest educational software technologies were PLATO (1960), BASIC (1963), and 

LOGO (1967). Currently, universities, colleges, school districts, and schools worldwide use 

thousands of educational software programs (Kirkscey, 2012). The Garland Independent School 

District (GISD) in Garland, Texas, gives teachers and administrators access to about 20 different 
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educational programs, software, and databases that can be accessed from GISD computers or 

personal computers (GISD, 2015). Some applications can be accessed from any computer with 

Internet access, and teachers have the ability to access their GISD account information and 

database from a remote location by using special remote desktop software (GISD, 2015).     

 During the early 21st century, educational technology added a new aspect to learning that 

allowed students and teachers to be in different locations during instruction (Guha & Maji, 

2008). This type of learning became known as online learning, distance education, virtual, or 

satellite learning, depending on the school, program, or organization (McFarlane, 2011). This 

type of educational technology has continued to grow as technological resources and mediums 

have kept expanding.   

Much confusion exists with respect to the concept of distance learning. Computers are the 

tools that promote and facilitate learning through distance, online, electronic, virtual, and mobile 

(McFarlane, 2011). This educational technology medium can be used through asynchronous or 

synchronous methods which means that students and faculty can be in a virtual class setting at 

the same time (i.e., synchronous) or at different times throughout the day, week, month, or 

semester (i.e., asynchronous) (Guha & Maji, 2008).  

The history of educational technology is important to the research of one-to-one mobile 

technology and the effect of technology on student standardized testing. Scholars need to 

understand which technologies have worked in the classroom and how the technologies have 

evolved through the years. Allowing students to use one-to-one mobile technology can add to the 

history and growth of educational technology and allow new ideas and trends to emerge.    

History of Mobile Technology 

 Mobile technology is a broad term that can be used to cover various technological 

modalities (Fiaidhi, Chou, & Williams, 2010). The history of mobile technology began with the 
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development of devices that could be transported from one place to another by an individual. The 

supercomputers of the 1950s would not have been considered mobile technology, but the first 

laptop computer can be defined as mobile technology. Mobile technology is not just for 

computer use. Portable media devices, such as cameras, mp3 players, and CD players can be 

classified as mobile technologies; the same is true for devices that combine computer functions 

and media capabilities, such as Smartphones and tablet computers. The United States military 

was one of the first adopters of various types of mobile technologies during wartime (Kim, 

2006). These technologies had to be tested during times of peace, but they were used in times of 

war, so that the U.S. and its allies could have the best chance to win their respective wars. One 

technology that stood out during the Vietnam War was the use of mobile phone technology for 

soldiers to communicate with one another from different locations (Kim, 2006). 

 Mobile technology for the consumer began with media devices and the personal 

computer in the early 1980s. These products became smaller and faster as time went on and as 

technology changed. The invention of the laptop allowed users to use the functions of the 

desktop PC in any location they liked. The laptop brought a flexibility and functionality that 

consumers and users were not used to. As laptops became more commonplace, technology 

developers in the early 1990s decided to invent a device that could give a user some of the 

technologies of a laptop and fit those technologies in the palm of the person’s hand.  

IBM developed the concept of the PDA phone/Smartphone in 1992. The first Smartphone 

device developed by IBM allowed the user to make phone calls, send emails and faxes, use a 

calendar, store contacts, use a world clock; among many other things, it was a touch screen 

device with a stylus. This device, called the Simon, was released to the public in 1993, but it did 

not sell well (Silverman, 1994). In 1996, Nokia released the Nokia Communicator line, which 

was a palmtop computer. Nokia collaborated with HP to make Nokia’s first Smartphone, the 
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Nokia 9110 running DOS software. Unfortunately, IBM and Nokia were not able to capitalize on 

these technologies, but they initiated the idea and concept. The Nokia 9300 Smartphone’s 

description (2005) stated, “Nokia's Communicator set the benchmark for Smartphones before the 

niche even had a name” (p. 1).      

Palm, Inc. developed the Palm Pilot (Palm OS) in the early 1990s; Palm Pilot was one of 

the first handheld devices known as the Personal Digital Assistant (PDA) (Niccolai & Gohring, 

2010). The development of the PDA allowed individuals to store data on the go and back up that 

data onto a desktop or laptop computer to be saved. These devices had the ability to store contact 

information, create calendar events, save to do lists, save email, play games, use reference 

software, store Bibles, and use various apps for things such as business, medicine, education, and 

travel. The PDA became a technological enhancement for those early adopters in the 1990s. One 

of the early Palm OS developers left Palm, Inc. and started his own company and called it 

Handspring, Inc. (Niccolai & Gohring, 2010). Handspring created Palm OS devices in various 

formats, and other companies, which saw the usefulness of the Palm OS, started developing 

Palm OS devices with their own company branding and hardware.  

The development of mobile Internet allowed some Palm OS devices to connect to the 

Internet and transfer email and data. The Palm VII was one of the first devices in 1999 with this 

capability (Niccolai & Gohring, 2010). While the Palm OS became more popular, Microsoft 

decided to create a PDA as well. These Pocket PC devices were created in the late 1990s by 

various manufactures; they were running on Windows Embedded Compact (CE) 3.0 software 

(Microsoft, 2012).  

In 2000, Sony Ericsson created the first Symbian OS Smartphone called the R380. In 

2001, one of the first Palm OS phones developed was the Kyocera 6035 that gave the user all the 

functionality of the Palm OS and the ability to send text messages, send email, surf the web, and 
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make phone calls (Freeman, 2010). This mobile device was the breakthrough device that showed 

the world what a Smartphone could do (Freeman, 2010). Charles Quinn, a pioneer in the 

adoption and expectations of mobile technology, envisioned the average mobile device as being 

a handheld with an array of applications, color screen, stylus, keyboard, Internet connectivity, 

and camera (Quinn, 2000). The description of Charles Quinn’s concept device resembles those 

of many of the mobile devices/Smartphones created in the mid to late 2000s. 

In 2001, Microsoft developed their first Smartphone running the Pocket PC software 

(McCarthy, 2001). In 2001, Nokia released its first Symbian OS phone and produced various 

lines of Symbian OS Smartphones that have been very popular worldwide. In 2002, Handspring 

developed the Treo series Palm OS phones with full hardware keyboards, applications, and 

Internet access. In 2002, the Blackberry was created by RIM and became the first Smartphone 

optimized for wireless email. These mobile OS Smartphone competitors; Palm, Windows, 

Symbian, and Blackberry, battled for market share and viability in the first half of the 2000s and 

lost ground to Apple’s iOS and Google’s Android mobile OS in the late 2000s (Gupta & 

Prinzinger, 2013).  

The second half of the 2000s produced two other Smartphone platforms that have 

changed the Smartphone and mobile computing landscape for the foreseeable future. In 2007, 

Steve Jobs, the CEO of Apple Computing released the iPhone which happened to capitalize on 

the success and failures of the Smartphone manufactures of the past (Gupta & Prinzinger, 2013). 

The iPhone was more than a PDA; it was a PDA and a great media device that also took pictures. 

This invention caused other Smartphone manufactures to re-evaluate their OS to compete with 

the iPhone.  

In 2005, Google bought the rights to the Android Smartphone software and began 

creating the first Google phone (Courrier, 2010). Google decided to collaborate with hardware 
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phone manufactures to create Google Android OS phones rather than build the hardware and 

maintain the software like RIM, Palm, and Apple. The first Google Android phone became 

available in 2008, and, along with the iPhone, it has dominated the market share of Smartphones 

in the U.S. (Keating, 2011).  

Palm and Windows completely changed their mobile OS interface to compete with the 

iPhone and Android software. The Palm OS interface became WebOS in 2008 and then stopped 

being supported in 2011 because it lost its market share to the Apple iPhone and Google Android 

platforms. Windows Mobile became Windows Phone and also lost market share to the Apple 

iPhone and Google Android platforms. Blackberry has slowly lost its market share as more 

businesses have adopted iPhone and Android devices (Castelluccio, 2009). This Smartphone 

boom has opened up an avenue for tablet computers that operate Smartphone software.  

The tablet PC was a device created in the early 2000s that gave the user a laptop/desktop 

experience in a 10-inch form, with a touch screen, and a stylus (Shostak, 2001). This concept 

was not widely adopted, but Apple created the iPad, which is a 10-inch iPhone without the phone 

options (Smart, 2010). Google has collaborated with hardware manufactures to create Android 

OS tablets with various screen sizes (Smart, 2010). Blackberry has produced a 7-inch tablet 

called the “Playbook” (Blackberry Playbook, 2013). Palm, Inc., which was bought out by 

Hewlett-Packard (HP), has created a 10-inch Web OS tablet called the HP Touchpad (Madway, 

2011). Microsoft created a tablet and personal computer OS called Windows 8 that offers the 

consumer the same interface on a Windows 8 OS laptop, desktop, or tablet 

(Windows.Microsoft.com, 2013). As of 2015, Windows 8 has been upgraded to Windows 10. 

The growth of the tablet device has given consumers and organizations another option when 

looking at technology. Matei et al. (2010) stated: 
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In the future, designers of multi-functional devices should investigate easy-to-use 

physical affordances, while optimizing their size, location, and interrelationship with 

groups of functions. Another key issue to be explored is the users' ability to configure 

new or revised mental models that allow them to switch between various purposes and 

functions of multiple physical affordances. We recommend that a strong balance be 

struck between intelligent interfaces and hardwired controls to assist users in the adoption 

of multifunctional devices. (p. 16)   

The growth of mobile technology is changing the need and use of libraries globally. A new term 

has been created for the use of a digital based library. Prince (2009) observed, “M-libraries, a 

shortening of the phrase ‘mobile libraries’ are libraries that accommodate the needs of clients 

using mobile platforms, such as mobile phones, personal digital assistants (PDAs), tablet PCs, 

and any other portable communication technology” (p. 1). 

 The history of mobile technology is relevant to the research because if a school or school 

district decides to implement one-to-one mobile technology for students to enhance standardized 

testing, the stakeholders need to know the history and patterns of mobile technology 

development, so they can analyze and foresee the potential setbacks of investing in a mobile 

technology medium that may become obsolete in a few years.             

Schools Using One-to-One Mobile Technology  

 With the development of mobile technology in the last decade, more schools and school 

districts are implementing different types of mobile technology at different levels. At the 

beginning of the 21st century, Charles Quinn described mobile learning as learning through the 

use of wireless handheld devices (Zelkowski, 2011). Howard and Rennie (2013) stated, “The 

goal of most 1:1 device programs are to provide young people and teachers with access to up-to-
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date learning tools that will support the development of critical thinking and information skills” 

(p. 359).  

In 2010, a Minnesota High School gave all students and teachers iPads to use in the 

classroom and at home (Minnesota students, teachers find iPad becoming go-to tool, 2010). New 

Tech High School in Coppell, Texas, gives each student a laptop to use on a daily basis. The 

campus supplies Apple or PC laptops to every teacher and student to use at their convenience 

with wireless Internet connections (New Tech High School, 2011). The Denver School of 

Science and Technology in Denver, Colorado gives each student a laptop to use on a daily basis. 

Other schools have decided to keep the laptops in a lab/classroom and allow the students to use 

the laptops while in that particular lab/classroom. 

 On a smaller scale, some schools have given their students iPod touch devices to use in 

the classroom. Some school districts and universities have provided school administrators with 

various types of mobile technologies ranging from Blackberries, iPhones, iPod touch devices, 

and iPads to use on a day-to-day basis to enhance their daily job activities. According to Hlodan 

(2010), Abilene Christian University, Duke University, and the University of Texas-San Antonio 

gave or subsidized iPod Touch devices to students and staff to increase academic engagement.  

The Performing Arts Charter School in Philadelphia, PA, gave their 250 middle school 

students iPad devices to use in school and at home at the beginning of the 2013 academic year. 

These devices are used by 6th, 7th, and 8th graders, and their parents have to sign a voucher in 

order for the students to have access to the devices (Takiff, 2012). The iPads allow students to 

access traditional, reading, math, social studies, and scientific curricula as well as music, dance, 

and art curricula (Takiff, 2012). The San Diego, CA Unified School District, has a one-to-one 

iPad program for their students. The initiative cost the school district 15 million dollars and the 

devices are used by students at the primary and secondary grade levels. This has been one of the 
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largest academic iPad deployments in the U.S. (San Diego District Is Buying 25,700 iPad2s, 

2012). 

Grandview High School in Hillsboro, Missouri, decided to start the 2012 academic year 

by giving students Android tablets to use instead of traditional textbooks. The students were 

given the Coby Kyros Internet touch screen Android OS tablets that they could keep throughout 

high school (Thorsen, 2011). Students were allowed to take the tablets home and use them to 

download textbooks, take notes, take tests, and conduct research (Thorsen, 2011). The students 

were connected to the Moodle educational website that allowed them to interact with the teacher 

outside of the classroom to complete assignments (Thorsen, 2011). The tablets cost the school 

$64,000 for 400 tablets, but the school would have had to pay $100,000 for textbooks over a 

four-year period (Thorsen, 2011).  

Grandview High School was not the only school in Missouri implementing one-to-one 

mobile technology in the classroom. The Climax Springs School District in Missouri gave all of 

their high school students Lenovo netbooks during the 2012 school year to supplement the 

textbooks (Thorsen, 2011). In 2012, the Wentzville school district in Missouri used an 

anonymous $500,000 donation to provide Android tablets for students and teachers, so they 

could access the school-based digital eBook system and the county library system. The teachers 

were also able to use the tablets in conjunction with the classroom SmartBoards (Education 

Digest, 2012).  

In other countries, the concept of using mobile technology in the classroom is becoming 

more of a reality as well. The government in Thailand initiated a $76 million educational tablet 

project that supplied one million Android OS devices to schools throughout the country (Russell, 

2012). In parts of Africa, the idea of using mobile technology to enhance learning has grown. 

Educational and nonprofit organizations have conducted studies that indicate the importance of 
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expanding the concept of mobile technology in the classrooms to make it a reality. UNESCO 

(2012) stated:  

The majority of the region’s mobile learning projects focus on formal education in 

primary and secondary schools, with a high concentration of projects in South Africa, 

Kenya and Uganda. Most of these projects use mobile phones to support the improved 

delivery of teaching and learning within classrooms, or to promote improved learner 

performance in ways that consider both formal classroom settings and informal learning 

environments. (p. 14)   

Google, Inc. outfitted three U.S. school districts with 27,000 Chromebooks in 2012 

(Shankland, 2012). The Chromebook is a netbook/laptop-like device that allows a user to use a 

keyboard, mouse, and web browser to access information. The OS on a Chromebook does not 

use the Windows OS or Mac OS; it was separately designed by Google, Inc. and requires the 

user to have access to the Internet in order for the Chromebook to work. Chromebooks present 

fewer security issues because the OS is based on web software which costs less than traditional 

Windows and Mac computers (Claburn, 2011). This access allows the user to be connected to his 

or her Google Documents/Drive, Google Calendar, Google Chrome Browser, Google Contacts, 

and Google Email while using the device (Claburn, 2011). Google does not make the hardware 

of the Chromebook. Samsung has been the largest manufacture of the Chromebooks as Google 

outsources their OS to hardware manufacturers the same way they do with the Android phone 

and tablet OS (Claburn, 2011). 

The states that were involved in the 2012 Chromebook initiative were Iowa, Illinois, and 

South Carolina. A total of 41 states within the U.S. have set up Chromebook use in at least one 

classroom (Shankland, 2012). The Chromebook is a device that has not been adopted by many in 

the consumer or organizational market and has a look that may not be familiar to individuals. 
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The Plano ISD Academy High School (2015) stated, “With open access to resources, learners 

become self-directed and responsible seeking knowledge on their own… Learners will receive a 

Google Chromebook provided by the school” (p. 1). 

For students who are making the transition from high school education to college 

education, Seton Hall University, located in Orange, New Jersey, gave out Windows Phone 

Smartphones in 2012 (Pine, 2012). The Smartphone was the Nokia Lumia 900 and had access to 

the AT&T mobile and data network (Pine, 2012). Seton Hall decided to use the Windows Phone 

OS because it provided a seamless transition and access to the Windows and Microsoft Office 

university resources. Each Nokia Lumia 900 device had a freshman experience app and a Nokia 

Data Gathering tool that tracked student and staff usage for research purposes (Pine, 2012). 

Samsung Electronics America, Inc. is one of the leaders when it comes to the production 

and manufacturing of laptops, Smartphones, and tablet devices (PR, 2012). With the growing 

demand and use of tablet computing for personal, educational, and organizational use, Samsung 

has decided to make different variants of their tablet to meet the needs of the various market 

segments. In 2012, Samsung tailored one of their Google Android OS 7 inch tablets, so it could 

meet the needs of students at all levels. PR (2012) stated, “Students will realize substantial 

benefits from the bundle, which will add a physical keyboard to the device as well as a USB 

adapter that supports plugging in USB thumb drives as well as peripherals such as USB mice” 

(p. 1). The tablet was pre-loaded with Microsoft Office software, so that students could create 

presentations and work on documents that were created on a Windows OS or Mac OS computer. 

Samsung believes that students should be able to access the PC-like set up wherever they may be 

without having to pay the price of a PC (PR, 2012).   

 Some in the educational technology community have coined the term “mobile learning” 

when speaking about mobile educational technology. The concept of mobile learning does not 
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imply that it would replace traditional learning, but that it would enhance the traditional learning 

experience (Parker, 2011). Due to the increase in schools using mobile technology in the 

classroom, technology companies have been able to develop software and infrastructure that 

allow schools to implement the needed protections because they allow students to use such high-

powered devices. Unwired developed a way to track all activity that takes place on a mobile 

computing device and block apps and websites that are not approved (Takiff, 2012). 

In India, the government has backed an initiative to provide government funds for one-to-

one mobile technology initiatives. Manjula (2012) stated, “The government, on top of this, is 

proposing a 50% subsidy on the tablet for educational institutions. There is also an ambitious 

plan that the tablet be offered to above 220 million students around the country” (p. 1). A middle 

school in the United States implemented a one-to-one mobile technology program, and Maninger 

and Holden (2009) found in their research that, “The implications for this campus can best be 

described as ‘the sky's the limit.’ Data from this study indicated that the campus developed a 

more communicative, collaborative and supportive school environment, as a result of the one-to-

one initiative” (p. 18). 

 One-to-one mobile technology may also be beneficial for students who are under the 

homeschool curriculum. Homeschooled students have an independence and autonomy that their 

public and private school counterparts do not have. With the technological advancements, 

homeschooled students can receive their curriculum in a mobile format that can be accessed from 

a computer, tablet, or Smartphone. The A Beka Academy is a homeschool organization that 

allows students to video stream class content.  When students are enrolled in the A Beka 

Academy, they are issued a user name and log-in so they can view archived lessons (A Beka 

Academy, 2015).  
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The use of one-to-one mobile technology in classrooms has been researched on a small 

scale. By looking at a data set, Ellington, Wilson, and Nugent (2011) found, “Survey responses 

support these anecdotal findings. Of the 32 respondents, 26 (81%) agreed or strongly agreed that 

they felt more comfortable presenting their problem strategies and solutions on the tablet PC than 

on the whiteboard in front of the class” (p. 99). 

The literature pertaining to schools using one-to-one mobile technology is relevant to the 

present research because if a school or school district decides to implement one-to-one mobile 

technology for students to enhance standardized testing, the stakeholders need to know what 

other schools and school districts have done nationally and worldwide to enhance student 

outcomes with one-to-one mobile technology. 

Students with Disabilities and Mobile Technology 

 In the United States, there are students who fall under different guidelines than the 

general education students. The Individuals with Disabilities Education Act of 1975 (IDEA) 

added language and requirements that school districts and schools must follow to meet the needs 

of all students regardless of their physical, mental, or social hindrance in the least restrictive 

environment. Students who fall into this category are classified as special education students. 

According to Nichcy (2010), schools are required to meet the needs and the academic standards 

of the 6 million students who are covered under the IDEA guidelines. 

Another important piece of legislation that applies to students with disabilities classifies 

students as 504. This legislation falls under the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 Section 504.  

According to the U.S. Department of Labor (2012):  

No otherwise qualified individual with a disability in the United States, as defined in 

section 705 (20) of this title, shall, solely by reason of his or her disability, be excluded 

from the participation in, be denied the benefits of, or be subjected to discrimination 
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under any program or activity receiving Federal financial assistance or under any 

program or activity conducted by any Executive agency or by the United States Postal 

Service. (p. 1) 

These two laws have similarities and differences with respect to the rights students have while 

they are in the classroom. Section 504 is a federal law that differs from IDEA because each 

student under the 504 classification is not required to have an individualized educational 

program (Conners, 2012).  

The development of educational and computer technology through the years has allowed 

schools and school districts to meet these special education and 504 needs in a more efficient 

manner. The usage of one-to-one mobile technology has been able to help meet the needs of 

students who qualify under the special education or 504 classifications. Raymond (2012) 

concluded that “Children with communication disorders such as autism are now learning how to 

share their wants and needs through augmentative and alternative communication (AAC) tablet 

apps” (p. 1). There has not been full nationwide implementation of one-to-one mobile 

technologies to meet the needs of special education and 504 students. However, it is clear that 

mobile technology allows students to communicate in ways they would not have been able to 

communicate in the past while saving schools and school districts money on expensive devices 

that can be duplicated by mobile applications (Raymond, 2012).  

A 2009 study was conducted at a school that integrated one-to-one mobile technology, 

and the study yielded positive results on special education students and the use of such 

technology. Maninger and Holden (2009) found: 

The teachers also mentioned the tablets' benefits to students with special needs, 

specifically dysgraphia. Their observations are significant in that the students who needed 
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keyboards to better attend to their learning had the technology without feeling out of 

place, because everyone else had a tablet as well. (p. 19) 

The literature pertaining to students with disabilities and mobile technology is relevant to 

the present research due to the number of students with disabilities enrolled in public schools. If 

a school district adopts a one-to-one mobile technology plan, administration will have to 

consider the needs of students with disabilities and create lesson plans to incorporate those 

students into the one-to-one mobile technology curriculum.   

ESL Students and Mobile Technology 

 The demographic makeup of the U.S. encompasses multiple cultures and individuals 

from other counties. This diversity is evident in the many languages that are spoken in the 

country. Families that have migrated to the U.S. often speak English as their second language. 

Many schools and school districts around the country enroll students and classify them as 

English as a Second Language (ESL) students; however, these students are still required to 

progress through the same curriculum as the native English speaking students.  

 Descriptive statistical analysis has proved that when students are classified as ESL and 

have access to Online Learning Discussions (OLD) via Facebook, they are able to communicate 

in English in a more efficient manner (Omar, Mohamed, & Yunus, 2012). ESL students can 

benefit from the use of one-to-one mobile technology because of the common ground that 

technology creates when individuals speak a different language. A school in Nigeria is using 

one-to-one mobile technology to help students understand the English language with Personal 

Response Systems (PRS). Agbatogun (2011) stated: 

While there is an abundance of anecdotal information that advocates the use of clickers to 

improve student achievement in school subjects, the outcomes of this study claim 
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that ESL teachers irrespective of some teacher's factors are positively disposed to the 

integration of PRS into their lessons. (p. 16) 

The literature pertaining to ESL students utilizing mobile technology is relevant to the 

present research due to the number of ESL students who are enrolled in public schools. If a 

school district adopts a one-to-one mobile technology plan, administration will have to take into 

account the needs of ESL students and create special lesson plans to integrate those students into 

the one-to-one mobile technology curriculum.   

Social Media and Mobile Technology  

The development of social media has created communication pathways and variables that 

did not exist prior to its creation. Many social media companies, such as MySpace, Facebook, 

Twitter, Google+, Instagram, and Pintrist, have been able to net millions and/or billions of 

dollars due to consumer and advertiser demand. Some school districts and schools have 

experimented with the use of social media in the classroom or for the dissemination of school 

district or school information. Twitter can be a valuable tool for students and teachers because it 

permits online collaboration and asynchronous learning (Weaver, 2010).  

Social media websites like Edmodo are geared towards teacher and student interaction; 

they allow teachers to post assignments and discussions, so students can interact inside or outside 

of the classroom. Students and teachers can interact through Edmodo’s use of file sharing, 

messages, and forums that can be accessed through the Internet and mobile applications (Lamb 

& Johnson, 2012). One-to-one mobile technology can enhance the use of educational social 

media by giving students the ability to access educational social media at all times. The 

improvement of student interaction with educational social media may have an impact on student 

standardized test scores because students will have the opportunity to be more involved with the 

curriculum through social media.  
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Resistance to One-to-One Mobile Technology in Schools  

Technology is an interesting topic, because depending on what is being implemented, 

some within the educational system will be averse to using the new technology while others will 

embrace the new technology. Kamen (2009) stated, “Technology is moving a lot faster than 

people's willingness to change…every field of technology is moving faster. At the same time, 

our society is becoming more and more conservative, risk averse and fearful of technology” (p. 

1).  

Some educational stakeholders claim that one-to-one mobile technology does not have a 

positive impact on student achievement (Sauers & Mcleod, 2012). Those who more easily 

embrace new technologies in the school or school district tend to belong to the younger 

generation. Hlodan (2010) stated:  

Some skeptics refer to m-learning as "e-learning lite" because they think it delivers only 

snippets of coursework. But its potential is growing. Rural students in Arkansas riding 

three hours to school in the Sheridan school district are given iPods or laptops to study 

science on school buses that are equipped for wireless Internet access. (p. 1) 

 While they have many advantages, new technologies can bring about problems and 

roadblocks that may not have been considered prior to the technology being implemented. The 

addition of mobile technologies to an organization can open the door for policy changes or 

additions to that organization. Mobile learning policies are complex and require engagement 

from the government, trade, industry, commerce, and education sectors (UNESCO, 2012).  

Resistance to implementing one-to-one mobile technology may also stem from a school 

or a school district being content with the systems that have worked through the years. If a 

school or school district has experienced academic success without the use of one-to-one mobile 

technologies, the stakeholders in that school or school district may not want to add one-to-one 
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mobile technology to their school or school district. Veteran teachers with over a decade of 

teaching experience more than likely did not use advanced computing technology when they 

studied mathematics (Zelkowski, 2011). Educators with many years of experience can view the 

implementation of one-to-one mobile technology as providing a way out for students and would 

require the teachers to revamp the lesson plans they have been using for many years (Zelkowski, 

2011). 

The Information Age has also created an opportunity for students to access negative and 

inappropriate content on websites with the click of a button. Some educational stakeholders have 

concerns about giving students devices that will allow them to have access to such content. 

When a middle school decided to implement a one-to-one iPad program, Takiff (2012) found, “If 

the school didn't set up digital barricades, there could be hell to pay from the feds, thanks to the 

Children's Online Privacy Protection Act of 1998, established to ensure the privacy and safety of 

children under 13” (p. 2). The development of online blogs and social media websites, such as 

Facebook, Twitter, Instagram, and others, creates a possibility for students to be bullied or taken 

advantage of in ways that did not exist prior to the creation of such technologies. The possibility 

that students could damage, lose, or have the mobile technology stolen creates another problem 

that educational stakeholders would have to address prior to launching a one-to-one mobile 

technology initiative. 

The researcher considered the negative externalities and the possible drawbacks of 

implementing one-to-one mobile technology for high school students to use. The possibility 

exists that implementing one-to-one mobile technology in a high school could have a negative 

impact on students. 
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Student Motivation, Engagement, and Standardized Test Scores 

Student engagement and standardized test scores have suffered in many school districts 

across the nation. This downward spiral may be attributed to the lack of student motivation. The 

Program for International Student Assessment’s (PISA) Organization for Economic Cooperation 

and Development (OECD) global research study on 15-year-old students showed that students 

from the U.S. did not perform as well as they have in past years (Zeitvogel, 2010). Autio, 

Hietanoro, and Ruismäki (2011) stated, “Motivation has been viewed as the primary determinant 

of students’ learning and school success. Motivation is critical not only to current academic 

functioning, but also to students’ beliefs in their future success as students” (p. 361). In 2009, 15-

year-old students from the U.S. ranked 17th overall in the global PISA results of math, reading, 

and science tests. These students were ranked behind Shanghai-China, Korea, Finland, Hong 

Kong-China, Singapore, Canada, New Zealand, Japan, Australia, Netherlands, Belgium, 

Norway, Estonia, Switzerland, Poland, and Iceland (OECD, 2010). In 2012, out of 34 nations, 

these U.S. 15-year-old students ranked 27th in math, 17th in reading, and 20th in science during 

the global PISA tests (Schleicher & Davidson, 2013). 

In 1955, the U.S. decided to make the study of science and math a priority for all U.S. 

schools. That standard and motivation for this were a reaction to being in competition with the 

former Soviet Union during the early stages of the Cold War. The Soviets launched Sputnik in 

1957, which was the first earth-space satellite (Johanningmeier, 2010). The fear of losing out to 

the Soviet Union in the area of science and math prompted nationwide motivation to achieve 

more academically (Johanningmeier, 2010).  

After the U.S. won the Cold War in the early 1990s and the threat of communism waned, 

academic motivation and vigor also waned (Garrett, 2008). During the past two decades, nations 

have excelled academically by sending their students to U.S. colleges. These students have taken 
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advantage of the technological advancements by majoring in computer science, computer 

engineering, electrical engineering, medicine, and other math and science fields (Spellings, 

2010). 

The increased accessibility of information and technological resources has allowed 

students to become familiar with technology outside of the classroom. When students are using 

technology on a regular basis outside of the classroom, it is important that classrooms be able to 

meet the need of that intellectual learning style to keep students motivated. Providing one-to-one 

mobile technology can give students the opportunity to connect to curriculum-based essential 

learning outcomes outside of the classroom. Zelkowski (2011) stated, “In the age of high stakes 

assessment and accountability, classroom teachers have clear concerns about students being 

distracted or communicating outside the realm of classroom material” (p. 41).  

According to Norris and Soloway (2011), school districts that have integrated mobile 

learning devices have seen a standardized test score improvement of up to 30%. Maninger and 

Holden (2009) documented examples of how student motivation was affected when one-to-one 

mobile technology was implemented: 

When teachers made themselves available in the evenings to answer questions about 

homework submitted via e-mail, the assignments appeared to become more meaningful 

for the students, and the quality of work improved. When teachers began e-mailing 

students about missed assignments, turnaround time on make-up work decreased 

significantly. Communication is the key to any successful endeavor, and this campus 

provides an example for the mutually beneficial relationship between communication and 

a one-to-one laptop initiative. (p. 20)  

 It is important to research the relationship between student engagement, student 

motivation, one-to-one mobile technology, and standardized test scores. Students have to be 
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motivated and engaged with the learning objectives if they are going to be successful at passing 

the required standardized tests. Therefore, it is possible that one-to-one mobile technology can be 

a catalyst for that motivation and engagement.  

High School Graduation Rates  

When students enter high school, the goal of the stakeholders is for each student to 

graduate high school within four years. The Education Trust High School appraisal service found 

that 25% of U.S. high school students will not graduate in four years and that they are less likely 

to graduate high school when compared to their parents (Hoogeveen, 2009).  When compared to 

the 1980s, the high school dropout rate in the U.S. has increased by 3% (Jordan, Kostandini, & 

Mykerezi, 2012). In Texas, students cannot graduate if they do not pass the required standardized 

tests. This guideline connects standardized testing to the high school graduation rate. When a 

high school has a one-to-one mobile technology infrastructure, there could be a correlation 

between one-to-one mobile technology and student graduation rates. It is important to research 

the high school graduation rate because standardized testing in Texas is directly related to the 

high school graduation rate. Thus, implementing one-to-one mobile technology may increase the 

number of students who pass standardized tests, which may improve the graduation rate.   

College Readiness 

 College readiness has traditionally been measured by high school GPA, college 

application essays, college entrance exams, and high school activities (Estévez, 2008). The 

National Center for Education Statistics (NCES) created a college readiness index that rates 

students with five college readiness levels (Estévez, 2008). In 2003, the Manhattan Institute for 

Policy Research reported that only 32% of U.S. students graduate high school with the skills to 

attend a four-year college (Estévez, 2008). In 2008, Texas adopted the College and Career 
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Readiness Standards that measures student performance in English, math, science, social studies, 

and cross-disciplinary standards (The State of Texas, 2009).  

It is important to research high school student’s college readiness because students are 

rated by their performance on standardized tests. When a school or school district has a one-to-

one mobile technology infrastructure that raises the number of students who pass their required 

standardized tests, there could be a correlation between one-to-one mobile technology and 

college readiness.        

Forney ISD (Texas) One-to-One Mobile Technology Program  

 At the beginning of the 2010 academic year, Forney ISD (Texas) decided to implement a 

one-to-one mobile technology program for 9th-12th grade high school students under the Forney 

ISD (Texas) E-Book laptop program (Forney First, 2008). The one-to-one mobile technology the 

students received was a Windows OS-based Dell or Lenovo laptop computer with Microsoft 

Office and wireless Internet connectivity. In a pilot program, the 7th and 8th grade students were 

given laptops to use during the 2009 academic year, followed by the 9th-12th grade students 

during the 2010 academic year (Forney First, 2008). The laptops could be optionally covered by 

a comprehensive $700 insurance plan with a $25 deductible that cost $45 each school year. The 

laptops were used for every class and the textbooks were presented in a digital format. It was 

important for the researcher to provide the intricate details of the one-to-one mobile technology 

initiative that was implemented by Forney ISD (Texas).     

Quantitative Ex Post Facto Design  

 The quantitative, ex post facto design aims to collect numerical quantitative data on 

phenomena that happened in the past (Onyia, 2012). According to McMillan (2011), in ex post 

facto research, there is no active manipulation of the independent variable because it has already 

occurred with two or more intact groups, but the comparison of group differences on the 
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dependent variable is the same. When a study does not allow for true experimental research to be 

conducted, ex post facto research can be ideal since the hypotheses, cause-and-effect 

relationships, and variables can be analyzed without manipulation of the variables (Simon & 

Goes, 2013).  

Basler (2012) posited, “in an ex post facto design, observations of relationships between 

naturally occurring variables are made, and then the researcher attempts to determine if a 

grouping that the researcher has no control over makes an impact on a specific outcome” (p. 49). 

Collecting quantitative data retrospectively allows the researcher to use independent and 

dependent variables contained within data from a previous occurrence. A drawback of 

implementing a quantitative, ex post facto design is the potential for extraneous variables to have 

an impact on the data (McMillan, 2011). An ex post facto design can also have limited 

generalization since the sample selected cannot be considered random (Simon & Goes, 2013). It 

was important to provide detail about the researcher’s method and design that was used.  

Dual Coding Theory 

 Psychology professor, Allan Paivio in 1969, developed the dual coding theory. Paivio 

(1991) claimed, “The theory assumes an orthogonal relation between symbolic systems and 

specific sensorimotor systems. Verbal and nonverbal systems symbolically represent the 

structural and functional properties of language and the nonlinguistic world, respectively” (p. 

257). According to Chiu-Jung and Pei-Lin (2012), the dual coding theory maintains that learning 

can be facilitated when materials that involve both verbal and visual systems are utilized 

simultaneously.  

The dual coding theory is important to the study of education because learners who have 

the ability to hear and see can receive information in two forms, visually and auditory. The dual 

coding theory should be taken into account when constructing educational technology because 
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content can be distributed and delivered through multiple mediums that are processed through 

the dual coding theory (Linebarger, Moses, Garrity Liebeskind, & McMenamin, 2013). The dual 

coding theory can be applied through the implementation of educational technologies and, more 

importantly, one-to-one mobile technologies in the classroom. The application of the dual coding 

theory may influence the number of 10th grade students who pass the standardized TAKS tests in 

Forney ISD (Texas) through the integration of one-to-one mobile technology. 

Multiple Intelligence Theory 

 Psychology professor Howard Gardner developed the multiple intelligence theory in 

1983. According to Gardner (2006), the multiple intelligence theory consists of linguistic, 

logical/mathematical, spatial, musical, kinesthetic, intrapersonal, interpersonal, and naturalistic 

learning styles. As a cognitive researcher, Gardner realized that redefining the traditional 

approach of intelligence outside of the standardized IQ score would help educators meet the 

learning needs of students (Hassan, Sulaiman, & Baki, 2011). According to Gardner (1993), the 

majority of Western cultures only teach linguistic and logical/mathematical learning styles while 

neglecting the other learning styles.  

The multiple intelligences are autonomous but also interactive (Gardner, 1993). In 

general, students have relative strengths and weaknesses across the intelligences. Technology 

enhanced learning applies the multiple intelligence theory and allows learners of different styles 

to be successful by adapting the instruction to the needs of each learner (Kelly, 2008). The 

multiple intelligence theory can be applied through the implementation of educational 

technologies and more importantly, one-to-one mobile technologies in the classroom. The 

application of the multiple intelligence theory may influence the number of 10th grade students 

who pass the standardized TAKS tests in Forney ISD (Texas) through the integration of one-to-

one mobile technology. 
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Similar Research Findings 

 The peer-reviewed literature that exists regarding the use of one-to-one mobile 

educational technology is limited due to the limited quantity of schools and school districts that 

implement this technology (Sheng, Siau, & Nah, 2010). In 2011, Keengwe, Schnellert, and Mills 

conducted a study that consisted of gathering quantitative survey data from the students and 

teachers of a Midwestern high school (Keengwe, Schnellert, & Mills, 2011). The survey data 

provided descriptive statistics that were analyzed and supported the theory that one-to-one laptop 

technology enhanced student learning outcomes (Keengwe et al., 2011).   

Gaps in Research Literature 

The use of mobile technology in high school is a new medium that many educational 

institutions have not had the opportunity to implement. This large-scale lack of implementation 

has allowed for literature gaps because information on high schools using mobile technology is 

limited. The use of mobile educational technology can be traced back to the 1990s when the first 

laptop was introduced to the educational setting. There is also a lack of studies on the correlation 

of the implementation of mobile technology and the number of students who pass standardized 

tests. Manjula (2012) stated:  

Some surveys had indeed shown the positive impacts of tablet-learning such as increased 

high order thinking skills and inquiry based learning yet there are many gaps and 

the tablet will have to go through some more generations of customised innovations 

before an entire school can reside inside a tablet. (p. 1) 

The U.S. public school districts are required to use standardized test score data to make sure they 

meet the requirements of NCLB (United States Department of Education, 2010). This guideline 

potentially makes the implementation of one-to-one mobile technology as a secondary priority 

when school districts are making decisions. If NCLB made one-to-one mobile technology a 
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requirement when comparing student standardized test scores and pass rates, more literature 

could become available. Lastly, the use of mobile technology on a one-to-one basis at the high 

school level has been limited resulting in a lack of scholarly material on the question.     

Summary 

The focus of the literature review for this chapter was to highlight the development of 

technology through the years and the importance of integrating mobile technology at a one-to-

one student level in high schools. For Texas, this literature illustrates that 48% of Texas schools 

did not meet the NCLB AYP standards in 2012 due to low performance in school rating criteria 

that included student performance on standardized tests (Texas Education Agency, 2012). This 

information is important because students in the U.S. need to keep pace with global peers 

(Cooper et al., 2012). With so many technological options being created each year, schools have 

to choose carefully which technologies to implement and not implement to make the most 

efficient use of time, money, training, and efforts to ensure students get the best educational 

experience (Teclehaimanot, Hamady, & Arter, 2010). In response to this, various high schools 

and school districts in the U.S. are integrating mobile technologies ubiquitously (Norris & 

Soloway, 2011). Some of these technologies are in tablet form like the iPad, some of these 

technologies are in PDA form such as iPod Touch devices, some are in eReader form like the 

Amazon Kindle/Barnes and Noble Nook, and others are giving students laptop computers to use 

daily in school and at home (Scott, 2011; Zucker, 2009).  
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Chapter 3 

 Method 

The purpose of this quantitative study was to explore whether there is a difference in 

student outcomes between 10th grade high school students in Forney ISD (Texas) who did not 

have access to school provided one-to-one mobile technology in 2009 (control group) and 10th 

grade high school students in Forney ISD (Texas) who had access to school provided one-to-one 

mobile technology in 2010 (experimental group). The current research examined public archival 

data to answer the research questions. The independent variable was the one-to-one mobile 

technology and the dependent variables were the number of 10th grade students who passed each 

individual TAKS test (English language arts, math, science, social studies, and all tests). This 

chapter provides information detailing aspects of the study that include the research method, the 

research design, appropriateness of the design, research questions, hypotheses, geographic 

location of the study, instrumentation, data collection, data analysis, validity, and reliability of 

the research conducted.     

Research Method and Design Appropriateness 

Research can be conducted in various formats. The three major formats for conducting 

educational research are quantitative, qualitative, and mixed method designs (Creswell & Plano-

Clark, 2011). Following quantitative and qualitative designs, the mixed method design has been 

categorized as the third research methodology (Borrego, Douglas, & Amelink, 2009). A 

quantitative method was used to examine how the integration of one-to-one mobile technology in 

the Forney ISD (Texas) affected the number of 10th grade students who passed the English 

language arts, math, science, and social studies standardized TAKS tests during the 2010 

academic year.  
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A quantitative, ex post facto design was used because the numerical data collected was 

gathered from a public archival data source. Basler (2012) stated, “Ex post facto is a Latin phrase 

meaning ‘from after the fact’ and relies on observation of relationships among phenomena as 

they occur naturally without intervention from the researcher” (p. 49). The quantitative data used 

included 10th grade student data and comprised the results from the 2009 and 2010 academic 

years. The research examined Forney ISD (Texas) 10th grade student data when one-to-one 

mobile technology was not used during the 2009 academic year (control group) and when one-

to-one mobile technology was provided by the school district for 10th grade and high school 

student use during the 2010 academic year (experimental group).  

Potential extraneous variables such as pedagogical change, increased parental 

involvement, intrinsic student motivation, student population change, and annual standardized 

testing interventions could have influenced the dependent variables of the study. To reduce the 

chance for statistical error and to increase validity, the researcher sampled the entire Forney ISD 

(Texas) 10th grade student population from the 2009 (n=520) and 2010 (n=530) academic years.    

A qualitative study was not appropriate for this research because only numerical data was 

available to answer each research question. The attributes of qualitative research are based on the 

description of various human realities to understand a phenomenon (Melissa, 2006). According 

to Hutchinson (2011), the qualitative approach was not appropriate for this study because 

qualitative research would have provided descriptive results with a focus on meaning, process, 

and descriptions based on words.  

The goal of this research study was not to seek a detailed understanding of a process 

through building on a theory but to examine and explain the relationship that exists between 

dependent and independent variables (Hutchinson, 2011). When a researcher conducts an ex post 

facto study, subjects are selected that are as similar as possible with the only difference being the 
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independent variable or variables (McMillan, 2011). An ex post facto design clearly identifies 

dependent and independent variables from a historical context (Samyn, 2013). Carroll (1989) 

stated, “Ex post facto research is a systematic empirical inquiry in which the investigator does 

not have direct control of independent variables because their manifestations have already 

occurred or because they are inherently not manipulable” (p. 1). Non-experimental studies 

investigate the status of past or current events (McMillan, 2011). Ex post facto research has 

similarities with experimental research, but the difference is that in ex post facto research, the 

independent variable cannot be controlled because the implementation happened after the fact 

(Basler, 2012). Using this approach, the researcher conducted a statistical data analysis on 

collected data through a non-parametric chi-square test with crosstabulation to analyze the data 

for significance. 

Research Questions  

The purpose of this quantitative, ex post facto study was to examine how the use of one-

to-one mobile technology has influenced the number of 10th grade students who passed the 

required TAKS tests in Forney ISD (Texas) during the 2010 academic year. The research 

examined 10th grade student information obtained from public archival data. The research 

questions were:   

1. Is there a statistically significant difference between 10th grade students who passed 

the TAKS English Language Arts test during the 2010 academic year with access to 

one-to-one mobile technology and 10th grade students who did not have access to 

one-to-one mobile technology during the 2009 academic year? 

2.   Is there a statistically significant difference between 10th grade students who passed 

the TAKS Math test during the 2010 academic year with access to one-to-one mobile 
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technology and 10th grade students who did not have access to one-to-one mobile 

technology during the 2009 academic year? 

3.   Is there a statistically significant difference between 10th grade students who passed 

the TAKS Science test during the 2010 academic year with access to one-to-one 

mobile technology and 10th grade students who did not have access to one-to-one 

mobile technology during the 2009 academic year? 

4.   Is there a statistically significant difference between 10th grade students who passed 

the TAKS Social Studies test during the 2010 academic year with access to one-to-

one mobile technology and 10th grade students who did not have access to one-to-one 

mobile technology during the 2009 academic year? 

5.   Is there a statistically significant difference between 10th grade students who passed 

all of their TAKS tests during the 2010 academic year with access to one-to-one 

mobile technology and 10th grade students who did not have access to one-to-one 

mobile technology during the 2009 academic year? 

From 2003-2011, the TAKS tests were administered to Texas public school students in 

grades 3rd to 11th. The public secondary archival TAKS test data for this study consisted of 10th 

grade students from the 2009 and 2010 academic years. The 10th grade students were required to 

take the English language arts, math, science, and social studies tests. The TAKS tests were 

replaced by the STAAR tests in 2012.  

Hypotheses  

 The hypotheses included null and alternative hypotheses that determined how one-to-one 

mobile technology integration has affected the number of 10th grade students who passed the 

TAKS tests during the 2010 academic year. The null (H0) and alternative (HA) hypotheses were: 
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H01: There is no statistically significant difference in the number of 10th grade students 

who passed the TAKS English Language Arts test during the 2010 academic year 

when provided with one-to-one mobile technology. 

HA1: There is a statistically significant difference in the number of 10th grade students 

who passed the TAKS English Language Arts test during the 2010 academic year 

when provided with one-to-one mobile technology. 

H02: There is no statistically significant difference in the number of 10th grade students 

who passed the TAKS Math test during the 2010 academic year when provided 

with one-to-one mobile technology. 

HA2: There is a statistically significant difference in the number of 10th grade students 

who passed the TAKS Math test during the 2010 academic year when provided 

with one-to-one mobile technology.   

H03: There is no statistically significant difference in the number of 10th grade students 

who passed the TAKS Science test during the 2010 academic year when provided 

with one-to-one mobile technology. 

HA3: There is a statistically significant difference in the number of 10th grade students 

who passed the TAKS Science test during the 2010 academic year when provided 

with one-to-one mobile technology. 

H04: There is no statistically significant difference in the number of 10th grade students 

who passed the TAKS Social Studies test during the 2010 academic year when 

provided with one-to-one mobile technology. 

HA4: There is a statistically significant difference in the number of 10th grade students 

who passed the TAKS Social Studies test during the 2010 academic year when 

provided with one-to-one mobile technology.   
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H05: There is no statistically significant difference in the number of 10th grade students 

who passed all of their TAKS tests during the 2010 academic year when provided 

with one-to-one mobile technology. 

HA5: There is a statistically significant difference in the number of 10th grade students 

who passed all of their TAKS tests during the 2010 academic year when provided 

with one-to-one mobile technology. 

Population  

The population of this study consisted of 10th grade students in Forney ISD (Texas) from 

the 2009 (n=520) and 2010 (n=530) academic years. The P-12th grade population for the 2009 

academic year was 7,413 students and the P-12th grade population for the 2010 academic year 

was 7,795 students. The researcher obtained the archival data of the population from the TEA 

website. The data consisted of the school district AEIS information from the Forney ISD (Texas) 

academic years of 2009 and 2010. 

Sampling Frame  

Through nonprobability sampling, the population chosen for this study comprised of 10th 

grade student data during the 2009 and 2010 academic years in Forney ISD (Texas). For this 

study, the researcher obtained public archival data from Forney ISD (Texas) to collect 

quantitative sample data. The population included Forney ISD (Texas) 10th grade school student 

data from the 2009 and 2010 academic years. The population of the control group for each 

research question consisted of Forney ISD (Texas) 10th grade students from the 2009 academic 

year (n=520). The population of the experimental group for each research question consisted of 

Forney ISD (Texas) 10th grade students from the 2010 academic year (n=530).  

The researcher collected the quantitative data through public archival data. According to 

Borrego et al. (2009), researchers use quantitative sampling, so that the findings can be projected 
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objectively on a larger population. Hutchinson (2011) concluded that, “effect sizes for a chi-

square goodness of fit and contingency table are small if they are .1, medium if they are .3, and 

large if they are .5” (p. 95). To control for a Type 1 error, a p < 0.05 significance level was used 

for the chi-square test. According to Hutchinson (2011), a value of p < 0.05 corresponds to a 

95% probability the statistical findings for the null hypotheses are true. 

Informed Consent 

Prior to conducting research, a researcher needs to obtain informed consent from the 

participants who are to be used in the study (Laliberte, 2009). Voluntary participation in this 

study was not required since human subjects were not contacted. The nature of the study and the 

use of public archival data did not require the researcher to obtain Informed Consent from 

participants. Since the researcher used public archival data about Forney ISD (Texas) for the 

study, the Director of Technology of Forney ISD (Texas) was contacted to obtain approval and 

the signature for the Data Access and Use Permission form (Appendix A).   

Confidentiality  

 Due to the nature of the study, only public archival data about Forney ISD (Texas) was 

obtained through the research. The data used was anonymized, so as not to be connected to an 

individual. No students, teachers, or school administrator names figured the study. In addition, 

there was no need to let participants know that they have the option of participating or 

withdrawing from the study. The collected anonymized data was stored on the password-

protected computer of the researcher and will be kept there for three years. Due to the post-hoc 

nature of the study, it did not carry any physical, social, or psychological risks for any 

individuals.  
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Geographic Location 

The data obtained for the study was from Forney ISD (Texas), which is a suburb of 

Dallas, Texas, in the U.S. Dallas is a large city with a population of approximately 1.2 million 

people located in north central Texas. The pubic archival data were obtained from Forney ISD 

(Texas), which is east of Dallas in Kaufman County. In Forney, Texas, the city where the school 

district is located, there is a population of approximately 15,000 people.   

Data Collection 

Quantitative data collection consists of gathering numeric or objective data (Creswell, 

2005). For this quantitative, ex post facto study, data were collected by gathering existing 

numerical archival data through nonprobability sampling. This data is publically available and 

was accessed through the TEA website; it corresponded to the 2009 (control group) and 2010 

(experimental group) AEIS reports of Forney ISD (Texas). The TEA webpage for the 2009 AEIS 

report can be found in Appendix B and the TEA webpage for the 2010 AEIS report can be found 

in Appendix C.  

Once the websites were accessed the researcher chose the search criteria for question 

number one that stated: What type of report format would you like? HTML or PDF. Question 

number two stated: How do you wish to search? District Name, District Number, District by 

County Name, or District Region Number. Question number three stated: Enter the appropriate 

name or number. The researcher selected HTML for question number one, District Name for 

question number two, and typed Forney for question number three. Once the criteria were 

entered for each website, a 2009 and 2010 TEA AEIS report was produced for Forney ISD 

(Texas).  

The 2009 data collected concerned the control group of students who did not have access 

to school provided one-to-one mobile technology. The 2010 data collected concerned the 
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experimental group who had access to school provided one-to-one mobile technology. The 2009 

and 2010 AEIS data provided the percentage and number of students in 10th grade who passed 

and did not pass the TAKS test for English language arts, math, science, and social studies, and 

all tests.  

The 2009 Forney ISD (Texas) AEIS data were accessed from the TEA website. The 

researcher obtained the 2009 10th grade student TAKS test passing percentage rate for English 

language arts, math, science, social studies, and all tests. Next, the researcher accessed the 2010 

Forney ISD (Texas) AEIS data from the TEA website and collected the 10th grade student TAKS 

test passing percentage rate for English language arts, math, science, social studies, and all tests. 

The collected data allowed the researcher to determine the number of 10th grade students in 

Forney ISD (Texas) who passed and did not pass each TAKS test during the 2009 and 2010 

academic years. Once the number of students who passed and did not pass each test during each 

academic year was determined, the numbers were placed in a 2x2 crosstabulation chi-square test 

to answer each research question. The results of the chi-square test allowed the researcher to 

determine if there were any significant associations between the number of 10th grade students 

who passed the required TAKS tests and access to one-to-one mobile technology. During the 

2009 academic year (control group) 10th grade students did not have access to one-to-one mobile 

technology and during the 2010 academic year (experimental year) 10th grade students had 

access to one-to-one mobile technology.      

Instrumentation 

The researcher accessed public archival data for data collection and used a 2x2 

crosstabulation chi-square test to test for significance between the variables. The data source 

used for the research has been a valid Texas education data source since 1990 and presented a 

myriad of annual school district and school information that included standardized testing, 



 

 67 

graduation rate, college readiness, taxes, budgets, expenditure per student, socioeconomic status, 

and student/staff demographics (Texas Education Agency, 2012). The Texas Education Agency 

(2012) stated, “Through its Public Education Information Management System (PEIMS), the 

TEA annually collects a broad range of information on over 1,200 districts (including charters), 

more than 8,000 schools, 320,000+ educators, and over 4.9 million students” (p. 1). The TEA 

AEIS reports are used to measure each Texas school with the NCLB guidelines and are in 

compliance with the AYP standards (Texas Education Agency, 2010). 

 The AEIS data, which can be located via Appendix B and C was presented in a table that 

shows the percentage of students in each grade that passed the required TAKS tests for each 

academic year. For the purposes of this study, only 10th grade student TAKS test data from 

Forney ISD (Texas) during the 2009 (control group) and 2010 (experimental group) academic 

years were used. The table contains the AEIS data in percentage format that shows the 

percentage of students that passed the TAKS test for English language arts, math, science, social 

studies, and all tests in the 10th grade. The scoring range of the TAKS test was from 1000-3400 

depending on the test. In order to receive a passing score for each TAKS test, a student had to 

score 2100 (Met Standard) on each test. Additionally, the AEIS data provided the number of 

students in 10th grade for each academic year, so the student data could be viewed numerically 

and used to calculate the significance of the independent variable for the chi-square test.  

Validity 

When conducting research, a study’s validity is most essential. This research study was 

validated through a quantitative, ex post facto design where the quantitative data were collected 

through public secondary archival data. According to Creswell and Plano-Clark (2011), two 

factors, internal and external, can influence the validity of a study. Internal validity is the cause 

and effect relationship of a study (Shuttleworth, 2009). The internal validity of the current 
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quantitative, ex post facto study was supported by the occurrence of the cause and effect 

relationship of one-to-one mobile technology and student outcomes that happened in the past. 

The current study did not have a threat of participants dropping out of the study or potential 

participants not choosing to participate in the study. The validity of the TEA improved internal 

validity because the data source that was used has been used to be an accurate indicator of 

student, school, and school district academic performance.  

Creswell and Plano-Clark (2011) stated, “external validity means that correct inferences 

can only be drawn from features of other persons, settings, and past and future situations if 

certain aspects of the design are considered by the investigator” (p. 134). According to Endsley 

(2014), if the results of a study are generalizable to a larger population, a study is externally 

valid. Using this study to compare the cause and effect relationship between one-to-one mobile 

technology and student outcomes in a different school district in the future can externally 

validate the current study. The design of the study may validate the assumptions and research 

questions.  

Reliability 

When conducting research, a researcher needs to assure the reliability of a study. A study 

can prove to be reliable if the researcher can reproduce the results of the study at different times 

under the exact same conditions with the same results (Shuttleworth, 2008). The reliability of the 

study was further enhanced by making sure the data collected was accurate and relevant to the 

study. The data that were collected for the ex post facto study already existed and the tests 

occurred in the past. The data source was a reliable data source that has been used by the state of 

Texas to rate schools and school districts by tracking student performance with federal 

guidelines. The cause and effect relationship between the independent and dependent variables 
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used during the study would produce the same results if the chi-square test for significance was 

applied to the collected data at different times.  

Data Analysis 

The 2009 and 2010 Forney ISD (Texas) AEIS data provided student information from the 

early childhood education level to the 12th grade, student demographics, staff demographics, 

budget information, and test information about all grades. For the purposes of this study, the 

researcher only used 10th grade student TAKS test data from the 2009 and 2010 academic years. 

When the data were collected, the quantitative data underwent computer-generated analysis 

through the Statistical Package for the Social Sciences (SPSS, version 22.0) software to find the 

descriptive statistical data. The SPSS software is widely used by social scientists to conduct 

quantitative investigations (Chen, 2012).  

The non-parametric test used in SPSS was the chi-square test with crosstabulation to 

determine if a statistically significant difference existed between the number of 10th grade 

students who passed the TAKS tests in Forney ISD (Texas) while not having access to one-to-

one mobile technology during the 2009 academic year (control group) and Forney ISD (Texas) 

10th grade students who had access to one-to-one mobile technology during the 2010 academic 

year (experimental group).  The researcher used the 2x2 crosstabulation chi-square test 

consisting of the dependent variables (e.g., pass/not passed), control group (i.e., 2009 results), 

and experimental group (i.e., 2010 results) to answer each research question and hypotheses. The 

number of students who passed and did not pass each TAKS test (English language arts, math, 

science, social studies, and all tests) was analyzed.  

According to Michael (2013), the chi-square test is based on an approximation that works 

best when the expected frequencies are fairly large. The researcher analyzed the relationship 

between two variables, so the chi-square test for independence was used instead of the chi-square 
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test for goodness of fit, which measures frequency distribution (Wingate, 2013). The 

independent variable was the usage of one-to-one mobile technology, and the dependent 

variables were the number of 10th grade students who passed or did not pass the English 

language arts, math, science, social studies, and all standardized TAKS tests.  

According to Creswell and Plano-Clark (2011), the quantitative data analysis proceeds 

from descriptive analysis to inferential analysis, and multiple steps in the inferential analysis 

build a greater refined analysis. The results of the quantitative data were replicated in a narrative 

and numerical format that reported the results of the chi-square test, percentages, and 

frequencies. The findings were related to the literature from prior studies and may influence 

literature for future studies.  

Summary 

When conducting a research study, researchers may decide to choose a quantitative, 

qualitative, or mixed method design (Samyn, 2013). The nature of the topic, specific problem, 

and the nature of the study led the researcher to choose the most appropriate method and design 

for the research study. Therefore, the data collected for the current research study used 

quantitative public archival data. The data collected may provide insights into how the 

integration of one-to-one mobile technology at the high school level influences the number of 

10th grade students who pass the standardized TAKS tests in Forney ISD (Texas).  
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Chapter 4 

 Results  

 The previous chapters described the methodology and data design used to complete this 

quantitative, ex post facto study. The study examined public archival TEA data of Forney ISD 

(Texas) 10th grade student’s standardized test score data to determine if there was a statistically 

significant difference in the number of 10th grade students who passed their standardized tests 

during different academic years with one-to-one mobile technology in 2010 (experimental 

group) and without one-to-one mobile technology in 2009 (control group). The chi-square test 

served to determine if there was a significance statistical difference between the variables.  

Data Collection 

 Data collection for this study was from public anonymized secondary sources provided 

by the Texas Education Agency that can be found in Appendix B and Appendix C. The study did 

not require an Informed Consent since individuals were not contacted and individual data were 

not used. The data needed for the study concerned the number of 10th grade students in Forney 

ISD (TX) during the 2009 and 2010 academic years that passed and did not pass the English 

language arts, math, science, social studies, and all TAKS tests. The data reported the percentage 

of students who passed each test. The percentage of students who passed each test during the 

2009 and 2010 academic years was multiplied by the total number of students in the 10th grade 

during the 2009 (n=520) and 2010 (n=530) academic years. Once the multiplied figure was 

obtained for each test and all tests the figures were used for the 2 x 2 crosstabulation chi-square 

test to test for significance. 
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Data Analysis 

 The data were analyzed with a 2 x 2 crosstabulation chi-square test to determine if there 

was a significant statistical difference in the number of 10th grade students who passed their 

TAKS tests in 2010 with one-to-one mobile technology access and 10th grade students who 

passed their TAKS tests in 2009 without one-to-one mobile technology access. With a 0.05 

significance level and one degree of freedom (Df = 1) the chi-square statistic had to be greater 

than 3.48 (critical value) for there to be a significant statistical difference. Figure 3 shows the 

formula used for the chi-square test for independence. 

 

Figure 3. Chi-Square Test for Independence  

Testing of the Hypotheses 

 The null hypotheses asserted that the integration of one-to-one mobile technology did not 

have a statistically significant difference on the number of 10th grade students who passed their 

standardized tests. The alternative hypotheses asserted that the integration of one-to-one mobile 

technology did have a statistically significant difference on the number of 10th grade students 

who passed their standardized tests.  

Null and Alternative Hypotheses for 10th Grade English Language Arts TAKS Tests 

H01: There is no statistically significant difference in the number of 10th grade students who 

passed the TAKS English Language Arts test during the 2010 academic year when provided with 

one-to-one mobile technology. 

HA1: There is a statistically significant difference in the number of 10th grade students who 

passed the TAKS English Language Arts test during the 2010 academic year when provided with 

one-to-one mobile technology. 
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 The results of the chi-square test (N=1050) presented in Table 1 produced an expected 

count of 491 for the number of 10th grade students who passed the TAKS ELA test in 2009 

without one-to-one mobile technology. The actual count for the number of 10th grade students 

who passed the TAKS ELA test in 2009 without one-to-one mobile technology was 478. The 

chi-square test produced an expected count of 501 for the number of 10th grade students who 

passed the TAKS ELA test in 2010 with one-to-one mobile technology. The actual count for the 

number of 10th grade students who passed the TAKS ELA test in 2010 with one-to-one mobile 

technology was 514. The chi-square test produced an expected count of 29 for 10th grade 

students who did not pass the TAKS ELA test in 2009 without one-to-one mobile technology. 

The actual count for 10th grade students who did not pass the TAKS ELA test in 2009 without 

one-to-one mobile technology was 42. The chi-square test produced an expected count of 29 for 

10th grade students who did not pass the TAKS ELA test in 2010 with one-to-one mobile 

technology. The actual count for 10th grade students who did not pass the TAKS ELA test in 

2010 with one-to-one mobile technology was 16. The chi-square statistic was 12.868 with a 95% 

confidence level as shown in Table 2. This resulted in a significant statistical difference between 

the expected and observed results, which allowed the researcher to reject the null hypotheses 

(H01) and accept the alternative hypotheses (HA1).       
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Table 1 

 

Chi-Square Crosstabulation: 10th Grade English Language Arts TAKS test 

 

TAKS_ELA * Mobile_Tech_1to1 Crosstabulation 

 

Mobile_Tech_1to1 

Total Yes (2010) No (2009) 

TAKS_ELA Passed Count 514 478 992 

Expected Count 501 491 992 

Not Passed Count 16 42 58 

Expected Count 29 29 58 

Total Count 530 520 1050 

Expected Count 530 520 1050 

 
 
Table 2 

 

Chi-Square Results: 10th Grade English Language Arts TAKS test 

 

Chi-Square Results 

 Value df 

Asymp. Sig.  

(2-sided) 

Exact Sig.  

(2-sided) 

Exact Sig.  

(1-sided) 

Pearson Chi-Square 
12.868 1 .000   

Continuity Correction 
11.917 1 .001   

Likelihood Ratio 
13.292 1 .000   

Fisher's Exact Test 
   .000 .000 

Linear-by-Linear 

Association 12.855 1 .000   

N of Valid Cases 1050     
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Null and Alternative Hypotheses for 10th Grade Math TAKS Tests 

H02: There is no statistically significant difference in the number of 10th grade students who 

passed the TAKS Math test during the 2010 academic year when provided with one-to-one 

mobile technology. 

HA2: There is a statistically significant difference in the number of 10th grade students who 

passed the TAKS Math test during the 2010 academic year when provided with one-to-one 

mobile technology. 

The results of the chi-square test (N=1050) in Table 3 produced an expected count of 385 

for the number of 10th grade students who passed the TAKS Math test in 2009 without one-to-

one mobile technology. The actual count for the number of 10th grade students who passed the 

TAKS Math test in 2009 without one-to-one mobile technology was 338. The chi-square test 

produced an expected count of 393 for the number of 10th grade students who passed the TAKS 

Math test in 2010 with one-to-one mobile technology. The actual count for the number of 10th 

grade students who passed the TAKS Math test in 2010 with one-to-one mobile technology was 

440. The chi-square test produced an expected count of 135 for 10th grade students who did not 

pass the TAKS Math test in 2009 without one-to-one mobile technology. The actual count for 

10th grade students who did not pass the TAKS Math test in 2009 without one-to-one mobile 

technology was 182. The chi-square test produced an expected count of 137 for 10th grade 

students who did not pass the TAKS Math test in 2010 with one-to-one mobile technology. The 

actual count for 10th grade students who did not pass the TAKS Math test in 2010 with one-to-

one mobile technology was 90. The chi-square statistic was 44.39 with a 95% confidence level 

as shown in Table 4. This resulted in a significant statistical difference between the expected and 

observed results, which allowed the researcher to reject the null hypotheses (H02) and accept the 

alternative hypotheses (HA2).       
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Table 3 

 

Chi-Square Crosstabulation: 10th Grade Math TAKS test 

 

TAKS_Math * Mobile_Tech_1to1 Crosstabulation 

 Mobile_Tech_1to1 

Total      Yes (2010) No (2009) 

TAKS_Math Passed Count 440 338 778 

Expected Count 393 385 778 

Not Passed Count 90 182 272 

Expected Count 137 135 272 

Total Count 530 520 1050 

Expected Count 530 520 1050 

 

Table 4 

 

Chi-Square Results: 10th Grade Math TAKS test 

Chi-Square Results 

 Value Df 

Asymp. Sig.  

(2-sided) 

Exact Sig.  

(2-sided) 

Exact Sig. 

(1-sided) 

Pearson Chi-Square 
44.399 1 .000   

Continuity Correction 
43.465 1 .000   

Likelihood Ratio 
45.056 1 .000   

Fisher's Exact Test 
   .000 .000 

Linear-by-Linear 

Association 44.357 1 .000   

N of Valid Cases 1050     
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Null and Alternative Hypotheses for 10th Grade Science TAKS Tests 

H03: There is no statistically significant difference in the number of 10th grade students who 

passed the TAKS Science test during the 2010 academic year when provided with one-to-one 

mobile technology. 

HA3: There is a statistically significant difference in the number of 10th grade students who 

passed the TAKS Science test during the 2010 academic year when provided with one-to-one 

mobile technology. 

The results of the chi-square test (N=1050) in Table 5 produced an expected count of 396 

for the number of 10th grade students who passed the TAKS Science test in 2009 without one-to-

one mobile technology. The number of 10th grade students who passed the TAKS Science test in 

2009 without one-to-one mobile technology was 364. The chi-square test produced an expected 

count of 403 for the number of 10th grade students who passed the TAKS Science test in 2010 

with one-to-one mobile technology. The number of 10th grade students who passed the TAKS 

Science test in 2010 with one-to-one mobile technology was 435. The chi-square test produced 

an expected count of 124 for 10th grade students who did not pass the TAKS Science test in 2009 

without one-to-one mobile technology. The actual count for 10th grade students who did not pass 

the TAKS Science test in 2009 without one-to-one mobile technology was 156. The chi-square 

test produced an expected count of 127 for 10th grade students who did not pass the TAKS 

Science test in 2010 with one-to-one mobile technology. The actual count for 10th grade students 

who did not pass the TAKS Science test in 2010 with one-to-one mobile technology was 95. The 

chi-square statistic was 21.04 with a 95% confidence level as shown in Table 6. This resulted in 

a significant statistical difference between the expected and observed results, which allowed the 

researcher to reject the null hypotheses (H03) and accept the alternative hypotheses (HA3). 
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Table 5 

 

Chi-Square Crosstabulation: 10th Grade Science TAKS test 

 

TAKS_Science * Mobile_Tech_1to1 Crosstabulation 

 Mobile_Tech_1to1 

Total      Yes (2010)      No (2009) 

TAKS_Science Passed Count 435 364 799 

Expected Count 403 396 799 

Not Passed Count 95 156 251 

Expected Count 127 124 251 

Total Count 530 520 1050 

Expected Count 530 520 1050 

 

 

Table 6 

 

Chi-Square Results: 10th Grade Science TAKS test 

 

Chi-Square Results 

 Value Df 

Asymp. Sig.  

(2-sided) 

Exact Sig.  

(2-sided) 

Exact Sig. 

(1-sided) 

Pearson Chi-Square 
21.041 1 .000   

Continuity Correction 
20.382 1 .000   

Likelihood Ratio 
21.196 1 .000   

Fisher's Exact Test 
   .000 .000 

Linear-by-Linear 

Association 21.020 1 .000   

N of Valid Cases 1050     
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Null and Alternative Hypotheses for 10th Grade Social Studies TAKS Tests 

H04: There is no statistically significant difference in the number of 10th grade students who 

passed the TAKS Social Studies test during the 2010 academic year when provided with one-to-

one mobile technology. 

HA4: There is a statistically significant difference in the number of 10th grade students who 

passed the TAKS Social Studies test during the 2010 academic year when provided with one-to-

one mobile technology. 

The results of the chi-square test (N=1050) in Table 7 produced an expected count of 484 

for the number of 10th grade students who passed the TAKS Social Studies test in 2009 without 

one-to-one mobile technology. The actual number of 10th grade students who passed the TAKS 

Social Studies test in 2009 without one-to-one mobile technology was 468. The chi-square test 

produced an expected count of 493 for the number of 10th grade students who passed the TAKS 

Social Studies test in 2010 with one-to-one mobile technology. The actual number of 10th grade 

students who passed the TAKS Social Studies test in 2010 with one-to-one mobile technology 

was 509. The chi-square test produced an expected count of 36 for 10th grade students who did 

not pass the TAKS Social Studies test in 2009 without one-to-one mobile technology. The actual 

count for 10th grade students who did not pass the TAKS Social Studies test in 2009 without one-

to-one mobile technology was 52. The chi-square test produced an expected count of 37 for 10th 

grade students who did not pass the TAKS Social Studies test in 2010 with one-to-one mobile 

technology. The actual count for 10th grade students who did not pass the TAKS Social Studies 

test in 2010 with one-to-one mobile technology was 21. The chi-square statistic was 14.79 with a 

95% confidence level as shown in Table 8. This resulted in a significant statistical difference 

between the expected and observed results, which allowed the researcher to reject the null 

hypotheses (H04) and accept the alternative hypotheses (HA4). 
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Table 7 

 

Chi-Square Crosstabulation: 10th Grade Social Studies TAKS test 

 

TAKS_Social_Studies * Mobile_Tech_1to1 Crosstabulation 

 Mobile_Tech_1to1 

Total Yes (2010) No (2009) 

TAKS_ 

Social_Studies 

Passed Count 509 468 977 

Expected Count 493 484 977 

Not Passed Count 21 52 73 

Expected Count 37 36 73 

Total Count 530 520 1050 

Expected Count 530 520 1050 

 

 

Table 8 

 

Chi-Square Results: 10th Grade Social Studies TAKS test 

 

Chi-Square Results 

 Value Df 

Asymp. Sig.  

(2-sided) 

Exact Sig.  

(2-sided) 

Exact Sig. 

(1-sided) 

Pearson Chi-Square 
14.791 1 .000   

Continuity Correction 
13.872 1 .000   

Likelihood Ratio 
15.218 1 .000   

Fisher's Exact Test 
   .000 .000 

Linear-by-Linear 

Association 14.777 1 .000   

N of Valid Cases 1050     
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Null and Alternative Hypotheses for 10th Grade All TAKS Tests 

H05: There is no statistically significant difference in the number of 10th grade students who 

passed all of their TAKS tests during the 2010 academic year when provided with one-to-one 

mobile technology. 

HA5: There is a statistically significant difference in the number of 10th grade students who 

passed all of their TAKS tests during the 2010 academic year when provided with one-to-one 

mobile technology.   

The results of the chi-square test (N=1050) in Table 9 produced an expected count of 344 

for the number of 10th grade students who passed all of their TAKS tests in 2009 without one-to-

one mobile technology. The actual number of 10th grade students who passed all of their TAKS 

tests in 2009 without one-to-one mobile technology was 296. The chi-square test produced an 

expected count of 350 for the number of 10th grade students who passed all of their TAKS tests 

in 2010 with one-to-one mobile technology. The actual number of 10th grade students who 

passed all of their TAKS tests in 2010 with one-to-one mobile technology was 398. The chi-

square test produced an expected count of 176 for 10th grade students who did not pass all of 

their TAKS tests in 2009 without one-to-one mobile technology. The actual count for 10th grade 

students who did not pass all of their TAKS tests in 2009 without one-to-one mobile technology 

was 224. The chi-square test produced an expected count of 180 for 10th grade students who did 

not pass all of their TAKS tests in 2010 with one-to-one mobile technology. The actual count for 

10th grade students who did not pass all of their TAKS tests in 2010 with one-to-one mobile 

technology was 132. The chi-square statistic was 38.67 with a 95% confidence level as shown in 

Table 10. This resulted in a significant statistical difference between the expected and observed 

results, which allowed the researcher to reject the null hypotheses (H05) and accept the 

alternative hypotheses (HA5). 
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Table 9 

 

Chi-Square Crosstabulation: 10th Grade All TAKS tests 

 

TAKS_All_Tests * Mobile_Tech_1to1 Crosstabulation 

 Mobile_Tech_1to1 

Total Yes (2010) No (2009) 

TAKS_ 

All_Tests 

Passed Count 398 296 694 

Expected Count 350 344 694 

Not Passed Count 132 224 356 

Expected Count 180 176 356 

Total Count 530 520 1050 

Expected Count 530 520 1050 

 

 

Table 10 

 

Chi-Square Results: 10th Grade All TAKS tests  

 

Chi-Square Results 

 Value Df 

Asymp. Sig.  

(2-sided) 

Exact Sig.  

(2-sided) 

Exact Sig. 

(1-sided) 

Pearson Chi-Square 
38.675 1 .000   

Continuity Correction 
37.868 1 .000   

Likelihood Ratio 
38.998 1 .000   

Fisher's Exact Test 
   .000 .000 

Linear-by-Linear 

Association 38.638 1 .000   

N of Valid Cases 1050     
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Summary  

 The discussion in Chapter 4 includes data collection, data analysis, and the results of the 

five hypotheses. The researcher rejected all five of the null hypotheses and accepted all five of 

the alternative hypotheses. The results of the data showed a significant statistical difference in 

the number of 10th grade students who passed the TAKS tests in 2009 without one-to-one mobile 

technology and 2010 with one-to-one mobile technology. Each of the five chi-square test results 

indicated that a positive relationship existed between the number of 10th grade students who 

passed the standardized TAKS tests and one-to-one mobile technology. A chi-square statistic 

with a 95% confidence level and one degree of freedom has to be greater than the critical value 

of 3.84 to be statistically significant. Each of the five chi-square statistics in this study were 

greater than 3.84. The researcher will further discuss the results, limitations, implications, 

recommendations, and conclusions of the study in Chapter 5.   
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Chapter 5 

 Conclusions and Recommendations  

The purpose of this quantitative, ex post facto study was to determine whether the 

implementation of one-to-one mobile technology had an impact on the standardized TAKS test 

scores of 10th grade students in Forney ISD (Texas) during the 2010 academic year. Texas 

schools and school districts are required to meet federal and state guidelines that are rated by 

student standardized test performance. These schools and school districts are also expected to 

have the technology available for students to use so the students can be prepared for the 21st 

century. During the 2009 academic year, 57% of 10th grade students in the Forney ISD (Texas) 

passed all of the required TAKS tests (Texas Education Agency, 2009). The research questions 

for the study were: 

1. Is there a statistically significant difference between 10th grade students who passed 

the TAKS English Language Arts test during the 2010 academic year with access to 

one-to-one mobile technology and 10th grade students who did not have access to 

one-to-one mobile technology during the 2009 academic year? 

2.   Is there a statistically significant difference between 10th grade students who passed 

the TAKS Math test during the 2010 academic year with access to one-to-one mobile 

technology and 10th grade students who did not have access to one-to-one mobile 

technology during the 2009 academic year? 

3.   Is there a statistically significant difference between 10th grade students who passed 

the TAKS Science test during the 2010 academic year with access to one-to-one 

mobile technology and 10th grade students who did not have access to one-to-one 

mobile technology during the 2009 academic year? 
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4.   Is there a statistically significant difference between 10th grade students who passed 

the TAKS Social Studies test during the 2010 academic year with access to one-to-

one mobile technology and 10th grade students who did not have access to one-to-one 

mobile technology during the 2009 academic year? 

5.  Is there a statistically significant difference between 10th grade students who passed all   

      of their TAKS tests during the 2010 academic year with access to one-to-one mobile  

      technology and 10th grade students who did not have access to one-to-one mobile  

      technology during the 2009 academic year? 

 The research questions were answered with the results of the chi-square test. The answer 

to each research question was positive. The researcher discovered a significant statistical 

difference between 10th grade students who passed the English language arts, math, science, 

social studies, and all TAKS tests during the 2010 academic year with access to one-to-one 

mobile technology and 10th grade students who did not have access to one-to-one mobile 

technology during the 2009 academic year. The results of the study are positive because it 

showed that when 10th grade students in Forney ISD (Texas) received an opportunity to use one-

to-one mobile technology their standardized test scores improved across the board. In each chi-

square test, the results of the expected outcome and the actual outcome accepted all five 

alternative hypotheses and answered all five research questions with the answer of yes. When 

calculating the chi-square test, the expected number of passing 10th grade students was always 

higher than the actual number of passing 10th grade students in 2009 without one-to-one mobile 

technology. The expected number of passing 10th grade students was always lower than the 

actual number of passing 10th grade students in 2010 with one-to-one mobile technology.    

The researcher has provided graphical data that supports the results of the chi-square test. 

Figure 4 displays graphical data that supports the chi-square result (12.86) for RQ1. The TAKS 
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ELA (English Language Arts) pass rate increased by 5% (92% to 97%) for 10th grade students in 

2010 when one-to-one mobile technology was implemented. 

 

Figure 4. Pass vs. Not Passed: 10th Grade English Language Arts TAKS test 

Figure 5 displays graphical data that supports the chi-square statistic (44.39) for RQ2. 

The TAKS Math pass rate increased by 18% (65% to 83%) for 10th grade students in 2010 when 

the schools implemented one-to-one mobile technology. 
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Figure 5. Pass vs. Not Passed: 10th Grade Math TAKS test 

Figure 6 displays graphical data that supports the chi-square statistic (21.04) for RQ3. 

The TAKS Science pass rate increased by 12% (70% to 82%) for 10th grade students in 2010 

when the schools implemented one-to-one mobile technology. 

 

Figure 6. Pass vs. Not Passed: 10th Grade Science TAKS test 

 

Figure 7 displays graphical data that supports the chi-square statistic (14.79) for RQ4. 

The TAKS Social Studies pass rate increased by 6% (90% to 96%) for 10th grade students in 
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2010 when one-to-one mobile technology was implemented. 

 

Figure 7. Pass vs. Not Passed: 10th Grade Social Studies TAKS test 

Figure 8 displays graphical data that supports the chi-square statistic (38.67) for RQ5. 

The TAKS pass rate for students who passed all tests increased by 18% (57% to 75%) for 10th 

grade students in 2010 when one-to-one mobile technology was implemented. 
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Figure 8. Pass vs. Not Passed: 10th Grade All TAKS tests 

 A summary of the results with the percentage change in the number of students who 

passed the TAKS tests from 2009 (control group) to 2010 (experimental group) and the 

corresponding chi-square statistic can be found in Table 11.  

Table 11 

 

2009 & 2010 10th Grade TAKS Testing Results Summary   

 

TAKS Test Percentage change in 10th 

Graders that passed between 

2009 and 2010 

Chi-Square Statistic 

Df = 1 

Critical Value = 3.84 

English Language Arts 92% to 97% (+ 5%) 12.86 

Math 65% to 83% (+ 18%) 44.39 

Science 70% to 82% (+ 12%) 21.04 

Social Studies 90% to 96% (+ 6%) 14.79 

All Tests 57% to 75% (+ 18%) 38.67 

   

Limitations 

 A number of factors limited the findings of the study. These factors were population 

change, exploring only one grade level, possible curriculum improvement, only looking at two 

years of student data, and qualitative factors. The study was also limited to 10th grade student 

populations from the same school district and not multiple school districts. 
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There could have been a distinct difference in the types of students that were compared in 

2009 and 2010 that may not have had anything to with one-to-one mobile technology 

implementation. Since the study examined two different sets of 10th grade students there could 

have been standardized testing interventions provided by Forney ISD (Texas) that the 2010 10th 

grade students received while they were in the 9th and 10th grade that the 2009 10th graders did 

not receive while they were in the 9th and 10th grade. Since standardized testing performance is 

often related to socio-economic data, there could have been a socio-economic difference in the 

2009 and 2010 10th grade student populations that could have changed the standardized test 

performance data.     

Since only one grade level was used for the study, applying the study to more grade 

levels could have produced a different outcome. There was a significant statistical difference in 

the standardized test performance of 10th grade students with and without one-to-one mobile 

technology but that difference may not have existed with 7th, 8th, 9th, 11th, and 12th grade 

students. All students in grades 7th to 12th could have been analyzed to see if a statistically 

significant difference existed in the student standardized test scores in the years they did not have 

one-to-one mobile technology and the years that they did have one-to-one mobile technology.     

The school district could have implemented other changes within the curriculum that 

could have caused each school to improve their standardized test scores, and this change may not 

have correlated with the implementation of one-to-one mobile technology. United States schools 

and school districts conduct professional development and implement student interventions that 

are directed at improving the number of students who pass standardized tests.  

Multiple school districts in the state of Texas or in the United States could have been 

used for the study that could have provided more information about one-to-one mobile 

technology and standardized testing. With the study being limited to two high schools in one 
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school district, the population could have been larger if a bigger school district was chosen or if 

multiple school districts were used where there could have been district comparisons or 

triangulation.     

There also could have been non-measurable qualitative factors that could have influenced 

the positive standardized test score increase for 10th grade students from 2009 to 2010 that did 

not correlate with the implementation of one-to-one mobile technology. The 2010 10th grade 

students could have had a more positive attitude towards standardized testing, the 2010 10th 

grade students could have had increased motivation, and/or the 2010 10th grade students could 

have had a higher collective IQ than the 2009 students.    

Implications and Recommendations 

 The implications for leadership of this study show that school districts may need to put an 

emphasis on increasing the one-to-one mobile technology availability to all students to improve 

the standardized test achievement gap. The findings derived from this study may help leaders 

and educational stakeholders understand how increasing the access of technology for students 

can have a positive impact on the most important indicator that school districts and schools are 

rated and judged by – standardized test scores. It is recommended that national, state, and local 

leaders explore ways to increase one-to-one mobile technology access for all students at all grade 

levels to improve the standardized test scores across the nation. As stated in the research study, 

the United States has not scored well in recent standardized tests when compared with other 

developed nations. In 2012, 15-year-old students from the United States ranked 27th in math, 17th 

in reading, and 20th in science during the global PISA tests (Schleicher & Davidson, 2013). 

The results and findings of the study are also aligned with the theoretical framework of 

the study that supports the idea that student access of one-to-one mobile technology supports the 

dual coding theory and the theory of multiple intelligence. The theoretical framework of these 
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two theories explains that students learn differently. The dual coding theory supports the belief 

that students learn via auditory and/or visual means, which are met when a student uses one-to-

one mobile technology. The multiple intelligence theory supports the belief that students can 

learn in several ways. The dynamics of one-to-one mobile technology can allow students to learn 

in different ways. Implementing one-to-one mobile technology can help meet the need for this 

student learning differentiation, which in turn can increase standardized test scores.   

According to Grant, Tamim, Brown, Sweeney, Ferguson, and Jones (2015), there has 

been increased usage of mobile computing devices at the K-12 school level throughout the 

United States and Canada, but the usage is not where it needs to be. The researcher recommends 

that future research on the implementation of one-to-one mobile technology examine how one-

to-one mobile technology influences other areas of school life such as grade point average, 

college readiness, graduation rate, student motivation, etc. Future research can also examine 

larger sample sizes of one-to-one mobile technology such as elementary schools, middle schools, 

entire schools, entire school districts, private schools, charter schools, an entire state, college 

level, graduate level, etc. Qualitative studies can also be conducted to find common themes that 

may exist when one-to-one mobile technology is implemented at the school level. A mixed 

method study could also be conducted to explore the common themes that may exist from the 

qualitative research findings and the quantitative research findings.  

Summary 

The research study examined how effective one-to-one mobile technology can be when it 

comes to the number of students who pass standardized tests. With students having this 

technology access at all times, the data showed a significant improvement in the number of 10th 

grade students who passed their tests from one year to the next. Technology is constantly 

changing, so the results of study do not focus on one specific type of one-to-one mobile 
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technology, but making sure that students have the access to one-to-one mobile technology at 

their convenience while in school and at home. The key is making sure that students have access 

to word processing, digital textbooks, applications, and Internet access. The literature gaps and 

miniscule amount of research that existed on the relationship between one-to-one mobile 

technology and standardized testing posed a challenge to the study.  

The goal of this research study was to establish the relationship between one-to-one 

mobile technologies and standardized testing at the 10th grade level in Forney ISD (Texas). The 

results of the study and findings support the belief that one-to-one mobile technology does have 

a positive impact on 10th grade student standardized test scores. In 2009, only 57% of 10th grade 

students in Forney ISD (TX) passed all of their TAKS tests and in 2010 with one-to-one mobile 

technology, 75% of 10th grade students in Forney ISD (TX) passed all of their TAKS tests. The 

statistical findings and the overall growth of the number of students who passed was significant 

enough to support the belief that each school district should consider a one-to-one mobile 

technology initiative for all students. There will be barriers to full implementation, but it is 

important that stakeholders find creative and sound ways to make one-to-one mobile technology 

a realization.   

Conclusion 

Schools and school districts can improve their secondary student standardized test scores 

when afforded the opportunity to use one-to-one mobile technology in the public school setting. 

Results from this study confirmed the significant role that technology can play in a school 

district when each student is allowed to use that technology at all times. The expectation for all 

students to pass all standardized tests is something that all school districts have to be accountable 

for due to federal and state regulations such as NCLB. If a school district implements one-to-one 

mobile technology, there is a significant financial cost that school districts would have to face. 
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However, school districts spend millions of dollars on textbooks and supplies that could be 

replaced with one-to-one mobile technology. Since the United States government has upheld 

these standardized testing standards, the government should be able to provide more funding for 

the public education sector to make one-to-one mobile technology a reality.  

The socio-economic gap which can be related to the digital divide is also a potential 

hindrance to student achievement and student standardized test scores. If school districts are able 

to allocate resources to make one-to-one mobile technology a reality for all students, the 

academic potential and impact can be very powerful while potentially closing the gap of the 

digital divide. The schools that are able to deploy these initiatives will be better suited to meet 

the requirements of NCLB and develop students to become 21st century learners. As more 

schools are able to make one-to-one mobile technology a reality the schools that do not have 

one-to-one mobile technology may be considered as the schools that were left behind.    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 95 

References 

A Beka Academy. (2015). Streaming overview for homeschool. Retrieved from 

http://www.abekaacademy.org/Homeschool/VideoOverview/StreamingOverview.aspx 

Afifi, R. (2010). Enhancing student motivation: What factors are important and what actions 

can be taken. Retrieved from 

http://www.qu.edu.qa/offices/ofid/presentations_2009_2010/aub/enhancing_student_moti

vation.pdf 

Agbatogun, A. O. (2011). Nigerian teachers' integration of personal response system into ESL 

classroom. International Journal of Education, 3(2), 1-23. Retrieved from 

http://search.proquest.com/docview/913350622?accountid=35812 

Ally, M. & Samaka, M. (2013). Open education resources and mobile technology to narrow the 

learning divide. International Review of Research in Open and Distance Learning, 14(2), 

14-27. 

Amazon.com. (2015). Read anywhere with our free reading apps. Retrieved from 

http://www.amazon.com/gp/feature.html?ie=UTF8&docId=1000493771 

Android.com. (2015). Introducing Android. Retrieved from http://www.android.com/about/ 

Apple.com. (2015). iPod touch. Retrieved from http://www.apple.com/ipod-touch/ 

Apple.com. (2015). What is iOS. Retrieved from http://www.apple.com/ios/what-is/ 

Autio, O., Hietanoro, J., & Ruismäki, H. (2011). Taking part in technology education: Elements 

in students' motivation. International Journal of Technology and Design 

Education, 21(3), 349-361. doi:10.1007/s10798-010-9124-6 

BarnesandNoble.com (2015). Nook. Retrieved from 

http://www.barnesandnoble.com/u/nook/379003208 



 

 96 

Basler, J. (2012). The moral development and perceptions of academic and clinical integrity of 

nursing students: An ex post facto study. (Doctoral dissertation). Retrieved from 

ProQuest Dissertations and Theses. (Accession Order No. 3540440). 

Betrus, A. (2012). Historical evolution of instructional technology in teacher education 

programs: A ten-year update. TechTrends, 56(5), 42-45. doi: 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11528-012-0597-x 

Bittman, M., Rutherford, L., Brown, J., & Unsworth, L. (2011). Digital natives? New and old 

media and children's outcomes. Australian Journal of Education, 55(2), 161-175. 

Retrieved from http://search.proquest.com/docview/963778070?accountid=35812 

Blackberry.com. (2015). Company. Retrieved from http://ca.blackberry.com/company.html 

Blackberry Playbook. (2015). Overview. Retrieved from http://us.blackberry.com/playbook-

tablet/overview.html 

Bleich, M. (2009). Technology: An imperative for teaching in the age of digital natives. Journal 

of Nursing Education, 48(2), 63-63. Retrieved from 

http://search.proquest.com/docview/203930045?accountid=35812 

Borrego, M., Douglas, E. P., & Amelink, C. T.  (2009). Quantitative, qualitative, and mixed 

research methods in engineering education. Journal of Engineering Education, 98(1), 53-

66. Retrieved from http://search.proquest.com/docview/217950021?accountid=35812 

Bouterse, B., Corn, J. O., & Halstead, E. O. (2009). Choosing the perfect tools for one-to-one: 6 

questions to consider before implementing a portable learning initiative at your school or 

district.  Learning & Leading with Technology, 37(1), 14.   

 

 



 

 97 

Bull, G. (2010). The Always-Connected Generation. Learning & Leading with Technology, 

38(3), 28-29. Retrieved from General OneFile via Gale: 

http://find.galegroup.com.ezproxy.apollolibrary.com/gps/start.do?prodId=IPS&userGrou

pName=uphoenix 

Burton, C. O. (2008). US must revamp education to be globally competitive.  Teacher 

Librarian, 36(1), 76. Retrieved from 

http://find.galegroup.com.ezproxy.apollolibrary.com/gps/start.do?prodId=IPS&userGrou

pName=uphoenix 

Castelluccio, M. (2009). The next war - Android, Fennec, and the phones.  Strategic 

Finance, 90(11), 58-60. Retrieved from 

http://find.galegroup.com.ezproxy.apollolibrary.com/gps/start.do?prodId=IPS&userGrou

pName=uphoenix 

Castelluccio, M. (2009). The Redmond bellwether.  Strategic Finance, 91(3), 58-

59. Retrieved from  http://find.galegroup.com.ezproxy.apollolibrary.com/gps/start.do?pro

dId=IPS&userGroupName=uphoenix 

Chen, H. (2012). Approaches to quantitative research: A guide for dissertation students. Cork, 

Ireland:  Oak Tree Press. 

Chiu-Jung, C., & Pei-Lin, L. (2012). Comparisons of learner-generated versus instructor-

provided multimedia annotations. The Turkish Online Journal of Educational 

Technology, 11(4), 72-83.  Retrieved from 

http://search.proquest.com/docview/1288340294?accountid=35812 

Chrome.com (2015). Introducing Chromebooks. Retrieved from 

http://www.google.com/intl/en/chrome/devices/features.html 



 

 98 

Claburn, T. (2011, May 30). Google’s Chromebook Gamble.  Retrieved from 

http://www.informationweek.com/applications/googles-chromebook-gamble/d/d-

id/1097725?page_number=2 

Computer Associates: Computer associates hosts technology challenge; top universities compete 

in CA's annual coding contest. (2000, Mar 27). M2 Presswire. Retrieved from 

http://search.proquest.com/docview/446194861?accountid=35812 

Conners, S. (2012, October 6). Section 504, the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) vs. the 

individuals with disabilities education act (idea) what is the difference? Retrieved from 

http://www.nldline.com/iep_vs_504.htm 

Cooper, D., Hersh, A., & O'Leary, A. (2012). The competition that really matters: Comparing 

U.S., Chinese, and Indian investments in the next-generation workforce. Retrieved from 

http://www.americanprogress.org/wp-

content/uploads/2012/08/USChinaIndiaEduCompetitiveness.pdf 

Courrier, K. (2010). Every little bit counts. Issues in Science and Technology, 26(3), 94-95. 

Retrieved from http://search.proquest.com/docview/746485505?accountid=35812 

Crandall, R. W., & Jackson, C. L. (2011). Antitrust in high-tech industries. Review of Industrial 

Organization, 38(4), 319-362. doi: http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11151-011-9298-4 

Creswell, J. (2005). Educational research: Planning, conducting, and evaluating quantitative and 

qualitative research, second edition. Upper Saddle River, NJ: Pearson Education, Inc. 

Creswell, J. (2008). Research design: Qualitative, quantitative, and mixed methods approaches.  

Thousand Oaks, CA: SAGE Publications, Inc. 

Creswell, J., & Plano-Clark, V. (2011). Designing and Conducting Mixed Methods Research. 

Thousand Oaks, CA: SAGE Publications, Inc. 



 

 99 

Culatta, R. (2011). Dual Coding Theory (Allan Paivio). Retrieved October 3, 2015, from 

http://www.instructionaldesign.org/theories/dual-coding.html  

Davies, R. S. (2011). Understanding technology literacy: A framework for evaluating 

educational technology integration. TechTrends, 55(5), 45-52. doi: 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11528-011-0527-3 

Davis, K., Christodoulou, J., Seider, J., & Gardner, H. (2012). The theory of multiple 

intelligences. Retrieved from http://howardgardner01.files.wordpress.com/2012/06/443-

davis-christodoulou-seider-mi-article.pdf 

Donlevy, J. (2002). Cyberchase: multimedia educational programming. (Instructional media 

initiatives: focusing on the educational resources center at Thirteen/WNET, New York, 

New York).  International Journal of Instructional Media, 29(1), 11.  Retrieved from: 

http://find.galegroup.com.ezproxy.apollolibrary.com/gps/start.do?prodId=IPS&userGrou

pName=uphoenix 

Education Digest. (2012, March 14). St. Louis Post - Dispatch. Retrieved from 

http://search.proquest.com/docview/927922194?accountid=35812 

Ellington, A. J., Wilson, J. H., & Nugent, J. S. (2011). Use of tablet PCs to enhance instruction 

and promote group collaboration in a course to prepare future mathematics 

specialists. Mathematics and Computer Education, 45(2), 92-105. Retrieved from 

http://search.proquest.com/docview/874325310?accountid=35812 

Elmorshidy, A. (2012). Mobile learning - A new success model. Journal of Global Business 

Management, 8(2), 18-27. Retrieved from 

http://search.proquest.com/docview/1312295476?accountid=35812 



 

 100 

Endsley, M. D. (2014). Non-graded curriculum influence on suspensions of American males: A 

quantitative study. (Doctoral dissertation). Retrieved from ProQuest Dissertations and 

Theses.  (Accession Order No. 35859750). 

Erfani, S. (2012). Pictures Speak Louder than Words in ESP, Too! English Language Teaching 

ELT, 5(8). doi: 10.5539/elt.v5n8p164  

ESL (n.d.). Antimoon.com. Retrieved from http://www.antimoon.com/terms/esl.htm 

Estévez, E. (2008, May 19). College readiness: A different mirror. The Hispanic Outlook in 

Higher Education, 18, 60. Retrieved from 

http://search.proquest.com/docview/219301819?accountid=35812 

Fiaidhi, J., Chou, W., & Williams, J. (2010). Mobile computing in the context of calm 

technology. IT Professional Magazine, 12(3), 14-17. doi: 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/MITP.2010.93 

Fischer, M. M. J. (2011). A polyphonic nine canto singspiel after 25 years of writing culture and 

anthropology as cultural critique. Anthropologica, 53(2), 307-317. Retrieved from 

http://search.proquest.com/docview/921024328?accountid=35812 

Forney First. (2008, September). Forney ISD middle school students receive laptops. Retrieved 

from 

https://webapps.forneyisd.net/forney/forms/uploadfiles/general_document/390_General%

20Document_Not%20Applicable.pdf 

Franzoni, A. L., Assar, S., Dafude, B., & Rojas, J. (2009, October). Student learning styles 

adaptation method based on teaching strategies and electronic media.  Educational 

Technology & Society, 12(4), 778-782. Retrieved from 

http://find.galegroup.com.ezproxy.apollolibrary.com/gps/start.do?prodId=IPS&userGrou

pName=uphoenix 



 

 101 

Gardner, H. (1993). Frames of mind: The theory of multiple intelligences (10th Anniversary 

Edition). New York, NY: Basic Books. 

Gardner, H. (2006). Multiple intelligences: New horizons. New York, NY: Basic Books. 

Garland, S. (2014, May 14). Instead of getting ready for the tech revolution, schools are scaling 

back - The Hechinger Report. Retrieved from http://hechingerreport.org/content/instead-

getting-ready-tech-revolution-schools-scaling-back_15910/  

Garrett, J. L. (2008). STEM: The 21st century sputnik. Kappa Delta Pi Record, 44(4), 152-153. 

Retrieved from http://search.proquest.com/docview/232033497?accountid=35812 

Garza, J. (2011). P-16 education resource website. Retrieved from 

http://p16education.pbworks.com/w/page/5725722/FrontPage 

Gavigan, K. (2012). Learning for life (L4L) in the socially connected school library. Knowledge 

Quest, 41(1), 68-69. Retrieved from 

http://search.proquest.com/docview/1076080946?accountid=35812 

Gaytan, J. A., & McEwen, B. C. (2010). Instructional technology professional development 

evaluation: Developing a high quality model. Delta Pi Epsilon Journal, 52(2), 77-94. 

Retrieved from http://search.proquest.com/docview/763169028?accountid=35812 

GISD. (2015). Staff resources. Retrieved from http://www.garlandisd.net/staff/index.asp 

Gladwell, M. (2008). Outliers: The story of success. New York, NY: Hachette Book Group. 

Goldsborough, R. (2009, December). Going smaller with PCs.  Teacher Librarian, 37(2), 

73. Retrieved from http://find.galegroup.com.ezproxy.apollolibrary.com/gps/start.do?pro

dId=IPS&userGroupName=uphoenix 

Grant, M., Tamim, S., Brown, D., Sweeney, J., Ferguson, F., & Jones, L. (2015). Teaching and 

learning with mobile computing devices: Case study in K-12 

classrooms. TechTrends, 59(4), 32-45. doi:http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11528-015-0869-3 



 

 102 

Guha, A., & Maji, S. (2008). E-learning: The latest spectrum in open and distance 

learning. Social Responsibility Journal, 4(3), 297-305. doi: 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1108/17471110810892820 

Gupta, A., & Prinzinger, J. (2013). Apple, Inc.: Where is it going from here? Journal of Business 

Case Studies (Online), 9(3), 215-220. Retrieved from 

http://search.proquest.com/docview/1418712125?accountid=35812 

Haag, M. (2010, February 28). Plano looking forward to city's first magnet school.  Retrieved 

from http://search.proquest.com/docview/458587805?accountid=35812 

Hartnett, J. (2012). The latest on new technology solutions. District Administration, 48(1), 39. 

Hassan, A., Sulaiman, T., & Baki, R. (2011). Philosophical approach in applying multiple 

intelligence in teaching and learning as viewed by Malaysian school 

teachers. International Journal of Business and Social Science, 2(16), 205. Retrieved 

from http://search.proquest.com/docview/904521632?accountid=35812 

Heim, M. (1999). Electric language: A philosophical study of word processing. New Haven, CT:  

Yale University Press. 

Hlodan, O. (2010, October) Mobile learning anytime, anywhere.  BioScience, 60(9), 682.   

Retrieved from 

http://find.galegroup.com.ezproxy.apollolibrary.com/gps/start.do?prodId=IPS&userGrou

pName=uphoenix 

Hoff, D. (2009). Schools struggling to meet key goal on accountability: Number failing to make 

AYP rises 28 percent. Education Week, 28(16), 1-3. Retrieved from 

http://eric.ed.gov/?id=EJ825180 



 

 103 

Hoogeveen, P. (2009, May 04). A new agenda for improving high school graduation rates. The 

Hispanic Outlook in Higher Education, 19, 28-29. Retrieved from 

http://search.proquest.com/docview/219226418?accountid=35812 

Hosny, W. (2013, September 21). Exploration of mobile educational technology. Retrieved from 

http://www.researchgate.net/publication/47529544_Exploration_of_mobile_educational_

technology 

Howard, S., & Rennie, E. (2013). Free for all: A case study examining implementation factors of 

one-to-one device programs. Computers in the Schools, 30(4), 359-377. 

Hurlburt, G., & Voas, J. (2011). The evolution of ubiquitously intelligent computing. IT 

Professional Magazine, 13(4), 56-60. doi: http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/MITP.2011.71 

Hutchinson, W. L. (2011). A quantitative correlational study of foreign military sales leadership 

behaviors. (Doctoral Dissertation). Retrieved from ProQuest Dissertations and Theses.  

(Accession Order No. 347688).  

iOS (2015). TechTerms.com. Retrieved from http://www.techterms.com/definition/ios 

iPad (2015). TechTerms.com. Retrieved from http://www.techterms.com/definition/ipad 

iPhone (2015). TechTerms.com. Retrieved from http://www.techterms.com/definition/iphone 

ISTE. (2015). NETS for students. Retrieved from https://www.iste.org/standards/nets-for-

students 

Johanningmeier, E. V. (2010). A nation at risk and sputnik: Compared and 

reconsidered. American Educational History Journal, 37(1), 347-365. Retrieved from 

http://search.proquest.com/docview/867849341?accountid=35812 

Jordan, L., Kostandini, G., & Mykerezi, E. (2012). Rural and urban high school dropout rates: 

Are they different? Journal of Research in Rural Education (Online), 27(12), 1-21. 

Retrieved from http://search.proquest.com/docview/1220686939?accountid=35812 



 

 104 

Kamen, D. L. (2009, May-June). Inspiring the future generation of engineers: From its beginning 

in 1992 with 28 teams in a New Hampshire high-school gym, FIRST has grown to reach 

over 195,000 boys and girls in 42 countries.  Research-Technology Management, 52(3), 

45. Retrieved from  

http://find.galegroup.com.ezproxy.apollolibrary.com/gps/start.do?prodId=IPS&userGrou

pName=uphoenix 

Keating, J. (2011, January-February). The AK-47 of the cell-phone world. 

Retrieved from http://find.galegroup.com.ezproxy.apollolibrary.com/gps/start.do?prodId=

IPS&userGroupName=uphoenix 

Keengwe, J., Schnellert, G., & Mills, C. (2012). Laptop initiative: Impact on instructional 

technology integration and student learning. Education and Information 

Technologies, 17(2), 137-146. doi: http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10639-010-9150-8 

Kelly, D. (2008). Adaptive versus learner control in a multiple intelligence learning 

environment. Journal of Educational Multimedia and Hypermedia, 17(3), 307-336. 

Retrieved from http://search.proquest.com/docview/205850070?accountid=35812 

Kennedy, D. (2008). Master your disasters. ABA Journal, 94(9), 34-35. Retrieved from 

http://search.proquest.com/docview/194389550?accountid=35812 

Kim, T. (2006, November 17). Mobile telephones offer a new sense of direction global 

positioning systems, which employ a network of satellites to pinpoint a user's location in 

real time, is a growing consumer technology. mobile phone companies are starting to 

include it on their devices, too. Financial Times. Retrieved from 

http://search.proquest.com/docview/249952453?accountid=35812 

 



 

 105 

Kirkscey, R. (2012). Secondary school instructors' perspectives on the integration of information 

and communication technologies (ict) with course content. American Secondary 

Education, 40(3), 17-33. Retrieved from 

http://search.proquest.com/docview/1033218506?accountid=35812 

Laliberte, T. R. (2009). Mixed method study: Exploring the use of educational technology tools 

in K-12 classrooms. (Doctoral Dissertation). Retrieved from ProQuest Dissertations and 

Theses.  Retrieved from 

http://search.proquest.com/docview/305119746?accountid=35812 ProQuest database. 

Lamb, A. & Johnson, L. (2012). Beyond words in word: Tablets and the new world of 

writing. Teacher Librarian, 39(3), 57-65. Retrieved from 

http://search.proquest.com/docview/925765011?accountid=35812 

LeBlanc, D. (2008). The relationship between information technology project manager 

personality type and project success. (Doctoral dissertation). Retrieved from ProQuest 

Dissertations and Theses.  (Accession Order No. 3348683). 

Linebarger, D. L., Moses, A., Garrity Liebeskind, K., & McMenamin, K. (2013). Learning 

vocabulary from television: Does onscreen print have a role? Journal of Educational 

Psychology, 105(3), 609-621. doi: http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0032582 

Livingston, K. (1990, June 29). Computing before computers.  Science, 248(4963), 1670.   

Retrieved from http://find.galegroup.com.ezproxy.apollolibrary.com/gps/start.do?prodId=

IPS&userGroupName=uphoenix 

Lu, Y., Sebe, N., Hytnen, R., & Tian, Q. (2011). Personalization in multimedia retrieval: A 

survey. Multimedia Tools and Applications, 51(1), 247-277. doi: 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11042-010-0621-0 



 

 106 

Madway, G. (2011, February 10). HP pits TouchPad against iPad, Google. Retrieved from 

http://search.proquest.com/docview/851391451?accountid=35812 

Maninger, R., & Holden, M. (2009). Put the textbooks away: Preparation and support for a 

middle school one-to-one laptop initiative. American Secondary Education, 38(1), 5-33. 

Retrieved from http://search.proquest.com/docview/195188070?accountid=35812 

Manjula, P. S. (2012, March 11). Can an entire school reside in a tablet?  Retrieved from 

http://search.proquest.com/docview/927120930?accountid=35812 

Martin, G., Wright, W., Arnold, D., Flanary, R., & Brown , F. (2005). School leader internship 

(2nd ed.). Larchmont, NY: Eye On Education, Inc. 

Matei, S. A., Faiola, A., Wheatley, D J, & Altom, T. (2010). The role of physical affordances in 

multifunctional mobile device design.  International Journal of Information Technology 

and Web Engineering, 5(4), 1-18.  

Retrieved from  http://find.galegroup.com.ezproxy.apollolibrary.com/gps/start.do?prodId

=IPS&userGroupName=uphoenix 

Mattana, J., Charitou, M., Mills, L., Baskin, C., Steinberg, H., Tu, C., & Kerpen, H. (2005). 

Personal digital assistants: A review of their application in graduate medical education. 

American Journal of Medical Quality, 20(5): 262-267. doi: 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1062860605278616 

Mayer, R. E. & Sims, V. K. (1994). For whom is a picture worth a thousand words? Extensions 

of a dual-coding theory of multimedia learning. Journal of Educational 

Psychology, 86(3), 389-401. doi: http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/0022-0663.86.3.389 

McCarthy, E. (2001). Tips for tech tools. Journal of Financial Planning, 14(3), 56-57. Retrieved 

from http://search.proquest.com/docview/217549824?accountid=35812 



 

 107 

McCarty, D. (2012). An investigation of using iPod fluency apps and repeated reading with self-

recording for CLDE students (Doctoral dissertation). Retrieved from ProQuest 

Dissertations and Theses.  (Accession Order No. 1282359885). Retrieved from 

http://search.proquest.com/docview/1282359885?accountid=35812 

McFarlane, D. A. (2011). Are there differences in the organizational structure and pedagogical 

approach of virtual and brick-and-mortar schools. Journal of Multidisciplinary Research, 

3(2), 83-98. 

McMillan, J. (2011). Educational research: Fundamentals for the consumer (6th ed.). New 

York: Longman.  

Melissa, M. (2006). Using multiple methods in qualitative research design. Journal of Theory 

Construction & Testing, 10(1), 22-25. Retrieved from 

http://search.proquest.com/docview/219211710?accountid=35812 

Mercer, A. (2010). Ten years of technology advances in education. The Canadian Music 

Educator, 51(3), 56-57. Retrieved from 

http://search.proquest.com/docview/366903575?accountid=35812 

Michael, R. (2013). Correlational & ex post facto (aka “causal-comparative”) designs. 

Retrieved from 

http://www.indiana.edu/~educy520/sec5982/week_7/correlation_ex_post_facto_overvie

w.pdf 

Microsoft. (2012). History of windows embedded compact 7. Retrieved from 

http://www.microsoft.com/windowsembedded/en-us/evaluate/history-of-windows-

embedded-compact-7.aspx 

 



 

 108 

Minnesota students, teachers find iPad becoming go-to tool.  (2010, November 21). The 

America's Intelligence Wire. Retrieved from General OneFile via Gale: 

http://find.galegroup.com.ezproxy.apollolibrary.com/gps/start.do?prodId=IPS&userGrou

pName=uphoenix 

News for Educational Workers. (2012). Radical Teacher, 94, 74-78. Retrieved from 

http://search.proquest.com/docview/1041255763?accountid=35812 

New Tech High School. (2011, February 22). Retrieved from 

http://www.coppellisd.com/newtech/lib/newtech/pdfs/demonstrationsiteprofile.pdf 

Niccolai, J. & Gohring, N. (2010, April 28). A brief history of palm. Retrieved from 

http://www.pcworld.com/article/195199/article.html 

Nichcy. (2010, September). Children (3 to 22). Retrieved from http://nichcy.org/schoolage 

Nokia 9300 Smartphone (Gadgets).  (2005, December). Business Traveller, 29, 

27(1). Retrieved from General OneFile via Gale: 

http://find.galegroup.com.ezproxy.apollolibrary.com/gps/start.do?prodId=IPS&userGrou

pName=uphoenix 

Norris, C. & Soloway, E. (2009). Leadership + Mobile Technologies = Educational 

Benefits. District Administration, 45(9), 28. 

Norris, C. & Soloway, E. (2011). Mobile Tech Continues to Advance. District 

Administration, 47(1), 26. 

OECD. (2010). PISA 2009 Results:  What students know and can do: student performance in 

reading, mathematics and science. Retrieved from 

http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/54/12/46643496.pdf 



 

 109 

Omar, H., Mohamed, A. E., & Yunus, M. M. (2012). ESL learners' interaction in an online 

discussion via facebook. Asian Social Science, 8(11), 67-74. Retrieved from 

http://search.proquest.com/docview/1041241144?accountid=35812 

Onyia, M. (2012). Instructional Materials and Design: Issues and Challenges. International 

Journal of Social Sciences and Education, 2(4), 339-344. 

Oyedele, V., Rwambiwa, J., & Mamvuto, A. (2013). Using educational media and technology in 

teaching and learning processes: A case of trainee teachers at Africa 

University.  Academic Research International, 4(1), 292-300. Retrieved from 

http://search.proquest.com/docview/1352809336?accountid=35812 

Paivio, A. (1991). Dual coding theory: Retrospect and current status. Canadian Journal of 

Psychology/Revue Canadienne De Psychologie, 45(3), 255-287. 

doi:http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/h0084295 

Parker, J. (2011). Mobile learning toolkit. United Nations, ITC-ILO. Retrieved from my.coop 

website: http://s3.amazonaws.com/files.posterous.com/temp-2011-08-

08/xhafEIaewiJjqxgxwrizJoshwyxEvguInqFmduEmIzFzcGjGcvEzmmCjjriG/Mobile_Le

arning_Toolkit_A5.pdf?AWSAccessKeyId=AKIAJFZAE65UYRT34AOQ&Expires=13

47997184&Signature=TQUYw9SatdUSRX4uzWt5Sv2ZGJA= 

PDA. (2015). TechTerms.com. Retrieved from http://www.techterms.com/definition/pda 

Penuel, W. (2006). Implementation and effects of one-to-one computing initiatives: A research 

synthesis.  International Society for Technology in Education, 38(3), 329-348. Retrieved 

from https://www.chatsworth.com.sg/uploaded/PDF_Forms/PDF_Images/implement-

PBL.pdf 

Pine, L. (2012, June 19). Seton hall's pirate adventure navigates next generation of smartphones. 

Retrieved from http://www.shu.edu/news/article/410656 



 

 110 

Plano ISD Academy High School (2015). About us. Retrieved from 

http://academyhs.pisd.edu/faq/ 

PR, N. (2012, August 17). Samsung Brings the GALAXY Tab 2 Back to School with Student 

Edition Bundle adding Keyboard Dock and USB Adapter at no extra cost. PR Newswire 

US. 

Primary School. (n.d.). In TheFreeDictionary.com. Retrieved from 

http://www.thefreedictionary.com/primary+school  

Prince, J. D. (2009). M-libraries: Libraries on the move to provide virtual access. Journal of the 

Medical Library Association, 97(4), 321-322. Retrieved from 

http://search.proquest.com/docview/203492086?accountid=35812 

Prunuske, A. J., Batzli, J., Howell, E., & Miller, S. (2012). Using online lectures to make time 

for active learning. Genetics, 192(1), 67-72. Retrieved from 

http://search.proquest.com/docview/1081343872?accountid=35812 

Quinn, C. (2000). mLearning: Mobile, wireless, in-your pocket learning. Line Zine e-Magazine. 

Retrieved from http://linezine.com/2.1/features/cqmmwiyp.htm 

Raymond, H. (2012, May 18). Tablets in special education: ipad gives autistic children the power 

to communicate. Retrieved from http://tabadapt.com/?p=39 

Reyes, M. R., Brackett, M. A., Rivers, S. E., White, M., & Salovey, P. (2012). Classroom 

emotional climate, student engagement, and academic achievement. Journal of 

Educational Psychology, 104(3), 700-712. doi: http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0027268 

Russell, J. (2012, May 13). Thailand signs $32.8m deal to begin largest educational tablet rollout 

to date. Retrieved from http://thenextweb.com/asia/2012/05/13/thailand-signs-32-8m-

deal-to-begin-largest-educational-tablet-rollout-to-date/ 



 

 111 

Samyn, F. (2013). The use of artificial neural networks as a sales forecasting method: A 

quantitative ex post facto study. (Doctoral dissertation). Retrieved from ProQuest 

Dissertations and Theses. (Accession Order No. [1431908463]).  

San Diego District Is Buying 25,700 iPad2s. (2012, May 7). American School & University 

[Online Exclusive]. Retrieved from 

http://go.galegroup.com.ezproxy.apollolibrary.com/ps/i.do?id=GALE%7CA288926393&

v=2.1&u=uphoenix&it=r&p=GPS&sw=w 

Santandreu, J., & Shurden, M. (2004). Business education and technology: observations on the 

use of personal digital assistants (PDAs) by domestic and international educators. 

(Manuscripts). Academy of Educational Leadership Journal, 8(3), 1-9. Retrieved from 

http://find.galegroup.com.ezproxy.apollolibrary.com/ips/start.do?prodId=IPS 

Sauers, N., & Mcleod, S. (2012). What does the research say about one-to-one computing 

initiatives? Retrieved from 

http://www.natickps.org/CASTLEBrief01_LaptopPrograms.pdf 

Sebastian, A. (2012). Slaves of electricity.  Retrieved from 

http://search.proquest.com/docview/1021815521?accountid=35812 

Schleicher, A., & Davidson, M. (2013).  PISA 2012 Results: Country Note: United States. 

Retrieved from http://www.oecd.org/pisa/keyfindings/PISA-2012-results-US.pdf 

Scott, E. S. (2011). School Librarian, 59(2), 82. Retrieved from 

http://find.galegroup.com.ezproxy.apollolibrary.com/gps/start.do?prodId=IPS&userGrou

pName=uphoenix 

Secondary School (n.d.). In TheFreeDictionary.com. Retrieved from 

http://www.thefreedictionary.com/secondary+school 

http://search.proquest.com/docview/1021815521?accountid=35812


 

 112 

Shankland, S. (2012, January 25). 27,000 Google Chromebooks headed to U.S. schools. 

Retrieved from http://news.cnet.com/8301-30685_3-57365703-264/27000-google-

chromebooks-headed-to-u.s-schools/ 

Sheng, H., Siau, K., & Nah, F. F. (2010). Understanding the values of mobile technology in 

education: A value-focused thinking approach. Database for Advances in Information 

Systems, 41(2), 25-44. Retrieved from 

http://search.proquest.com/docview/747133715?accountid=35812 

Shostak, A. B. (2001). Tomorrow's cyberunions: A new path to renewal and growth. Working 

USA, 5(2), 82. Retrieved from 

http://search.proquest.com/docview/236523750?accountid=35812 

Shuttleworth, M. (2008, October 20). Validity and reliability. Retrieved from 

https://explorable.com/validity-and-reliability?gid=1579 

Shuttleworth, M. (2009, July 5). Internal validity. Retrieved from 

https://explorable.com/internal-validity?gid=1579 

Simon, M., & Goes, J. (2013). Dissertation and scholarly research: Recipes for success. 

Retrieved from http://www.dissertationrecipes.com/wp-content/uploads/2011/04/Ex-

Post-Facto-research.pdf 

Smart, J. M. (2010). Tomorrow's interactive television. The Futurist, 44(6), 41-46. Retrieved 

from http://search.proquest.com/docview/757071206?accountid=35812 

Smith, G. (2011, April 22). Snaps app could make expenses heartache a thing of the 

past.  Retrieved from http://search.proquest.com/docview/862884358?accountid=35812 

 

 



 

 113 

Soleimani, H., Moinnzadeh, A., Kassaian, Z., & Ketabi, S. (2012). The effect of instruction 

based on multiple intelligences theory on the attitude and learning of general 

english. English Language Teaching, 5(9), 45-53. Retrieved from 

http://search.proquest.com/docview/1039525136?accountid=35812 

Spellings, M. (2010). No country left behind: US education in the globalized world.  Harvard 

International Review, 32(3), 68-71.  

Retrieved from http://find.galegroup.com.ezproxy.apollolibrary.com/gps/start.do?prodId=

IPS&userGroupName=uphoenix 

Starkman, N. (2006, May). The wonders of interactive whiteboards: no cutting-edge classroom is 

complete without one. Technological Horizons In 

Education, 33(10). Retrieved from http://find.galegroup.com.ezproxy.apollolibrary.com/i

ps/start.do?prodId=IPS 

Students learn in many ways.  (2002, November). Technology & 

Learning, 23, 4, p.S1(1). Retrieved from General OneFile via Gale: 

http://find.galegroup.com.ezproxy.apollolibrary.com/gps/start.do?prodId=IPS&userGrou

pName=uphoenix 

Swift, A. (2012, September 27). Grant to help school's struggling readers. The Union Leader. 

Retrieved from http://search.proquest.com/docview/1080766139?accountid=35812 

Takiff, J. (2012, June 14). Philadelphia performing arts charter school passes 1st year with ipads. 

Retrieved from http://articles.philly.com/2012-06-14/news/32216204_1_ipads-middle-

school-tablets 

 

 



 

 114 

Tech & Learning. (2005). 1:1 computing. Special Section of Technology and Learning, Retrieved 

from 

http://www.techlearning.com/techlearning/events/techforum06/LeslieWilson_onetoone2.

pdf 

TechCrunch.com. (2013, June 13). A look back on symbian on the eve of its demise. Retrieved 

from http://techcrunch.com/2013/06/13/rip-symbian/ 

TechTerms. (2015). Social Networking. Retrieved 

fromhttp://www.techterms.com/definition/socialnetworking 

Teclehaimanot, B., Hamady, C. & Arter, M. (2010). Reflections of a 1 to 1 Laptop Initiative: 

Lessons Learned. In D. Gibson & B. Dodge (Eds.), Proceedings of Society for 

Information Technology & Teacher Education International Conference 2010 (pp. 3367-

3372). Chesapeake, VA: AACE. Retrieved from http://www.editlib.org/p/33895 

Texas Education Agency. (2011). TAKS Revised Information Booklets. Retrieved from 

http://www.tea.state.tx.us/student.assessment/taks/infobooks/ 

Texas Education Agency. (2012). 2008-09 Academic Excellence Indicator System District 

Reports. Retrieved from http://ritter.tea.state.tx.us/perfreport/aeis/2009/district.srch.html  

Texas Education Agency. (2012). 2012 State Summary Tables – Performance. Retrieved from 

https://rptsvr1.tea.texas.gov/ayp/2012/summaries12.pdf 

Texas Education Agency. (2012). Overview of the academic excellence indicator system1990-91 

through 2011-12. Retrieved from 

http://ritter.tea.state.tx.us/perfreport/aeis/about.aeis.html 

Texas Education Agency. (2013). Graduation guidance. Retrieved from 

http://www.tea.state.tx.us/idea/gradguidance/ 

http://techcrunch.com/2013/06/13/rip-symbian/


 

 115 

Texas Education Agency. (2013). STAAR resources. Retrieved from 

http://www.tea.state.tx.us/student.assessment/staar/ 

The State of Texas. (2009). Texas college and career readiness standards. Retrieved from 

http://www.thecb.state.tx.us/collegereadiness/crs.pdf  

Thilmany, J. (2007, May). Automatic writing.  Mechanical Engineering-CIME, 129, 5, 

19(1). Retrieved from General OneFile via Gale: 

http://find.galegroup.com.ezproxy.apollolibrary.com/gps/start.do?prodId=IPS&userGrou

pName=uphoenix 

Thorsen, L. (2011, August 19). High schoolers in Jefferson county use tablets, not 

texts.  Retrieved from http://www.stltoday.com/news/local/education/article_e7bf7411-

5ef0-553b-9046-bb0145ef0139.html 

Tirri, K. (2009, Fall). Values and foundations in gifted education.  Adolescence, 44(175), 34-48. 

Retrieved from  http://find.galegroup.com.ezproxy.apollolibrary.com/gps/start.do?prodId

=IPS&userGroupName=uphoenix 

UNESCO (2012). Turning on mobile learning in Africa and the Middle East, illustrative 

initiatives and policy implications (ISSN 227-5029). Retrieved from 

http://unesdoc.unesco.org/images/0021/002163/216359E.pdf 

University of Virginia (2013). Archival Data. Retrieved from 

http://www.virginia.edu/vpr/irb/sbs/submissions_review_ex_exemption_arch.html 

U.S. Department of Education. (2010, December). Secretary Arne Duncan's remarks at OECD's 

release of the program for international student assessment (PISA) 2009 results. 

Retrieved from: http://www.ed.gov/news/speeches/secretary-arne-duncans-remarks-

oecds-release-program-international-student-assessment- 



 

 116 

U.S. Department of Education. (2011, June). No child left behind: A toolkit for teachers. 

Retrieved from http://www.ed.gov/teachers/nclbguide/toolkit_pg4.html 

U.S. Department of Labor.  (2012). Section 504, Rehabilitation Act of 1973. Retrieved from 

http://www.dol.gov/oasam/regs/statutes/sec504.htm 

Weaver, A. (2010). Twitter for teachers, librarians and teacher librarians. Access, 24(2), 16-20. 

Retrieved from http://search.proquest.com/docview/375015753?accountid=35812 

Windows.Microsoft.com (2013). Seven reasons to choose Windows. Retrieved from 

http://windows.microsoft.com/en-us/windows-8/meet 

Windows Mobile (2015). Webopedia.com. Retrieved from 

http://www.webopedia.com/TERM/W/windows_mobile.html 

Windowsphone.com (2015). Features. Retrieved from http://www.windowsphone.com/en-

us/features 

Windows Phone (2015). Webopedia.com. Retrieved from 

http://www.webopedia.com/TERM/W/windows_phone.html 

Wingate, M. (2013). An electrophysiological examination of the insular cortex and its role in 

anxiety (Doctoral dissertation). Retrieved from ProQuest Dissertations and Theses. 

(Accession Order No. 1492980864).  

Wolfe, J. (2010). Smart interactive whiteboard. Mathematics and Computer Education, 44(3), 

276-278. Retrieved from 

http://search.proquest.com/docview/759098766?accountid=35812 

Yoder, S. A. (2009, Fall-Winter). Digital deliberations.  Journal of the National Collegiate 

Honors Council, 10, 2, 35(6). Retrieved from Academic OneFile via Gale: 

http://find.galegroup.com.ezproxy.apollolibrary.com/gps/start.do?prodId=IPS&userGrou

pName=uphoenix 



 

 117 

Zafra, A. (2009, June 23). Brief history of overhead projector. Retrieved from 

http://www.brighthub.com/computing/hardware/articles/39556.aspx 

Zeitvogel, K. (2010, December 7). US falls to average in education ranking. Retrieved from 

http://www.google.com/hostednews/afp/article/ALeqM5juGFSx9LiPaur6eO1KJAypB2I

mVQ?docId=CNG.5337504e8f65acf16c57d5cac3cfe339.1c1 

Zelkowski, J. (2011). The TI-Nspire CAS: A happy-medium mobile device for grades 8–16 

mathematics classrooms. TechTrends, 40-47.  

Zucker, A. (2009, June-July). Assessment made easy.  Learning & Leading with 

Technology, 36(8), 18-21. 

Retrieved from http://find.galegroup.com.ezproxy.apollolibrary.com/gps/start.do?prodId=

IPS&userGroupName=uphoenix 

 



 

 118 

Appendix A 

Data Access and Use Permission 

 



 

 119 

Appendix B  

TEA 2008-2009 AEIS Forney ISD Search Page  

http://ritter.tea.state.tx.us/perfreport/aeis/2009/district.srch.html 

 

11/30/2015 2008-09 District AEIS Report

http://ritter.tea.state.tx.us/perfreport/aeis/2009/district.srch.html 1/1

   Home | District Locator | Index A­Z | Divisions | School Directory

  SEARCH   Funding   Testing/Account   Curriculum   Reports   News

2008­09 Academic Excellence Indicator System
District Reports

This search will produce the Academic Excellence Indicator System (AEIS) reports for a selected district. You may
choose either an HTML report to view online or a print­ready PDF file which can easily be saved to a computer’s hard
drive, or to any portable media and printed.

If you do not already have it, you will need Adobe Acrobat Reader to access a PDF report; we recommend the latest
version. If you have any difficulties with accessing these reports, please refer to our help page.

1. What type of report format would you like?

 A) HTML

 B) PDF ­ This format provides a BLANK page after the AEIS cover page to allow for proper double­

sided printing.

2. How do you wish to search?

 District Name (full or partial name)

 District Number

 District by County Name (full or partial name)

 District by Region Number

3. Enter the appropriate name or number:

When entering the district name, do not include the type of district (ISD, CISD). For example, enter
Houston, not Houston ISD.
When entering the county name, do not include the word "county."
When entering the region number, use two digits, for example, enter 03 for region 3.
Do not use commas, apostrophes, periods or other symbols when entering text, as this may result in an
error.

Enter name or number:

Forney 

    

AEIS Glossary | 2008­09 AEIS | Performance Reporting

 

Texas Education Agency 
1701 N. Congress Avenue 
Austin, Texas, 78701 
(512) 463­9734 

Map | Site Policies | TEA

Jobs

Complaints 
Fraud Hotline 
Compact with Texans 
Frequently Asked Questions

ESCs 
State of Texas 
Texas Legislature 
Homeland Security 
TRAIL

Military Families 
Where Our Money Goes 
Governor's Committee on
People with Disabilities

Copyright Texas Education Agency (TEA) 2007­2015



 

 120 

Appendix C 

TEA 2009-2010 AEIS Forney ISD Search Page  

http://ritter.tea.state.tx.us/perfreport/aeis/2010/district.srch.html 

 

11/30/2015 2009-10 District AEIS Report

http://ritter.tea.state.tx.us/perfreport/aeis/2010/district.srch.html 1/1

   Home | District Locator | Index A­Z | Divisions | School Directory

  SEARCH   Funding   Testing/Account   Curriculum   Reports   News

2009­10 Academic Excellence Indicator System
District Reports

This search will produce the Academic Excellence Indicator System (AEIS) reports for a selected district. You may
choose either an HTML report to view online or a print­ready PDF file which can easily be saved to a computer’s hard
drive, or to any portable media and printed.

If you do not already have it, you will need Adobe Acrobat Reader to access a PDF report; we recommend the latest
version. If you have any difficulties with accessing these reports, please refer to our help page.

1. What type of report format would you like?

 A) HTML

 B) PDF ­ This format provides a BLANK page after the AEIS cover page to allow for proper double­

sided printing.

2. How do you wish to search?

 District Name (full or partial name)

 District Number

 District by County Name (full or partial name)

 District by Region Number

3. Enter the appropriate name or number:

When entering the district name, do not include the type of district (ISD, CISD). For example, enter
Houston, not Houston ISD.
When entering the county name, do not include the word "county."
When entering the region number, use two digits, for example, enter 03 for region 3.
Do not use commas, apostrophes, periods or other symbols when entering text, as this may result in an
error.

Enter name or number:

Forney 

    

AEIS Glossary | 2009­10 AEIS | Performance Reporting

 

Texas Education Agency 
1701 N. Congress Avenue 
Austin, Texas, 78701 
(512) 463­9734 

Map | Site Policies | TEA

Jobs

Complaints 
Fraud Hotline 
Compact with Texans 
Frequently Asked Questions

ESCs 
State of Texas 
Texas Legislature 
Homeland Security 
TRAIL

Military Families 
Where Our Money Goes 
Governor's Committee on
People with Disabilities

Copyright Texas Education Agency (TEA) 2007­2015


