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Subject Analysis:
Questions 1 & 2:  Concepts & Justifications:
1. Low-performing schools
Justification:  This concept is included in the sub-title, as well as mentioned repeatedly throughout the article.  This subject concept was chosen by applying Wilson’s “figure-ground” method and examining the major concepts in the document and determining which were most central to the meaning of the document.  
2. Education reform
Justification:  Though this concept is not directly mentioned in the article, it is a high-level concept covered in the document’s content.  The author’s purpose in describing the North Carolina assistance teams is, in my opinion, to share with other educators North Carolina’s strategy for reforming its educational system.  Thus, the use of this subject concept can be thought of as an outcome of applying Wilson’s “purposive” method.  
3. School accountability
Justification:  This concept is mentioned repeatedly throughout the article and is the subject of not only a subject heading but several paragraphs.  Additionally, the author writes “[a]ccountability became, in many ways, the centerpiece of North Carolina’s school improvement model” (p. 26).  This subject concept was chosen by applying Wilson’s “figure-ground” method.  As the subject is mentioned repeatedly and focused on as a key subject, it rises above other concepts as a key figure in the content of the article.
4. North Carolina
Justification:  This subject concept was chosen by applying Wilson’s “figure-ground” method.  This article is a case study of school reform in North Carolina and various aspects of the state’s educational system are mentioned repeatedly throughout the article.  The author of the article is the vice chairman of the North Carolina Board of Education.  Additionally, the author claims, at the end of the introduction, that “[t]his article provides a brief description of North Carolina’s assistance teams, how they were developed, and how they work” (p.26).  Thus, utilizing Wilson’s “purposive” method, we can identify describing the North Carolina assistance teams as a major purpose of the article.  
5. Assistance teams
Justification:  This subject concept was chosen by applying Wilson’s “figure-ground” method.  Assistance teams are mentioned repeatedly throughout the article, members of these assistance teams are interviewed and three of the six subheadings in the document relate to the assistance teams.  Additionally, the author claims, at the end of the introduction, that “[t]his article provides a brief description of North Carolina’s assistance teams, how they were developed, and how they work” (p.26).  Thus, utilizing Wilson’s “purposive” method, we can identify describing the North Carolina assistance teams as a major purpose of the article.  
Indexing:
Question 4 – Derived Indexing:
1. Low-performing schools

Justification:  This concept is included in the sub-title, as well as mentioned repeatedly throughout the article.  Also, the reason these schools are included in the described program are because they are low-performing schools.  Without low-performing schools, there would be no article.
2. School accountability model

Justification:  This concept is mentioned repeatedly throughout the article and is the subject of not only a subject heading but several paragraphs. Additionally, the author writes “[a]ccountability became, in many ways, the centerpiece of North Carolina’s school improvement model” (p. 26).  Again, because the article is about North Carolina’s school improvement program, the “centerpiece” of it is a key indexing term.   
3. North Carolina

Justification:  This article is a case study of school reform in North Carolina and various aspects of the state’s educational system are mentioned repeatedly throughout the article.  The author of the article is the vice chairman of the North Carolina Board of Education.  Additionally, the author claims, at the end of the introduction, that “[t]his article provides a brief description of North Carolina’s assistance teams, how they were developed, and how they work” (p.26).  
4. School improvement
Justification:  The article contains a history of school improvement in North Carolina, leading up to and including the ABCs model described in detail by the article.  
Question 5 – Free Indexing:
1. Education reform strategies
More than “education reform,” this article is about a specific strategy for education reform.
2. North Carolina public schools

The school system and its administration are central not only to the subject of the article, but to the article itself, since it is authored by a member of the North Carolina Board of Education.  North Carolina public schools is more specific and more accurate than simply “North Carolina.”

3. School accountability in education reform
Again, this indexing term is more specific than simply “Accountability” as to what the accountability is toward and to what use it is being put.  As a central tenet of the reform program, it is a central concept in the article.
4. Low-performing schools
A central element of the program described in this article, low-performing schools is a necessary access point.  

5. School improvement models

As a successful education reform strategy, this program can be seen as a model for school improvement, a model with specific details and programs that could be adopted by other school systems.
Questions 6 & 7 – Assigned Indexing and Compare/Contrast Terms
ERIC Terms Selected:
1. North Carolina

2. Demonstration programs

3. Reform strategies
4. Change strategies
5. Improvement programs

6. Experimental programs

7. Accountability

8. Low achievement

	Derived/Free Terms
	Corresponding ERIC Terms
	Comments

	Low-performing schools
	*Low achievement
	I don’t think these terms correspond very well, but low achievement was the closest term I could find.  “Low achievement” seems to me to apply more to individuals, while the term “low-performing school” is a more collective descriptor.

	School accountability model


	*Accountability

*Demonstration programs
	I think these terms are fairly close and accurate.  There was also a term called “model” in ERIC, but it seemed so broad as to be not particularly useful here.  In my opinion, “model” and “demonstration program” are virtually synonymous in the context of this article.

	North Carolina
	*North Carolina
	Perfect!

	School improvement


	*Reform strategies

*Change strategies

*Improvement programs

*Experimental programs
	These terms also seem to be sufficiently close matches to the original term.  While all slightly different terms, I think they each represent a facet of the original term, which is a complex subject.

	Education reform strategies


	*Reform strategies

*Change strategies
	I think that both of these terms match the original term quite well.  While I’m not entirely sure of the difference between the two, I think they could both be useful to the end user searching for information.

	North Carolina public schools
	*North Carolina
	While not an exact match, I feel that within the context of the ERIC database, searching for “North Carolina” is virtually the same as searching for “North Carolina public schools.”  It’s interesting that there wouldn’t be a distinction in ERIC between a state’s public and private school systems.  I would think that would be a common distinction to make.

	School accountability in education reform
	*Accountability

*Reform strategies
	A combination of these two terms would get us very close to the original concept.

	School improvement models


	*Demonstration programs

*Reform strategies

*Change strategies

*Improvement programs

*Experimental programs
	As discussed above, in the context of this article, I feel that “models” and “programs” are similar concepts.  I have added the two “strategies” descriptors because I feel that they are inherent in the concept of a school improvement model.



In general, I found this thesaurus somewhat difficult to use as it contained definitions for only some of the terms listed.  I understand that the purpose of a thesaurus is not to define terms, but for a user to be certain that they’re either indexing something properly or searching for something using the correct term, it would be a useful feature.  Thus, for the terms I have selected, I’m making assumptions about what the terms that were defined by ERIC mean.  

Only one of the terms I selected in the earlier sections (North Carolina) matched a term in ERIC.  The terms I searched for and could not find are: Education reform, School reform, Low-performing and School improvement.  It would be interesting to see if someone with a background in education would be more successful in matching terms than a layperson.  

As you can see from the chart above, most of my indexing terms were best represented by a combination of ERIC terms.  I am not sure if this is because my terms are simply broader than the indexing level of ERIC or if I don’t have a thorough understanding of the terms themselves.  I would venture to guess that in creating a thesaurus, the definitions of the terms would need to be narrowed to a greater precision than normal language usage generally requires.  For example, what is the difference between a “reform strategy” and a “change strategy?”  My understanding of these terms would probably differ from that of a subject specialist.
