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Reviewing Outcomes
Review spring reading outcomes for your grade level. Calculate the difference between last year and this year to note whether there is an increase or decrease in the percentage of students meeting the benchmark goals. * It is helpful to include both the percent and the number of students Established (Low Risk) or at Deficit (At Risk)

Discuss as a team: 

· Are enough of our students in the established (low risk) range? Has the percentage of students established on each measure increased? 
· Are too many students in the in the deficit (at-risk) range? Has the percentage of students at deficit on each measure decreased? Discuss as a team. 
Table 1 Reviewing Outcomes for K-5 Students Spring Last Year and Comparing to Spring Outcomes This Year

	A
	B
	C
	D
	E
	F
	G

	Grade/Measure
	Percent at Established

(Low Risk) Spring 2009

(Last Year)
	Percent at Established

(Low Risk) Spring 2010

(This Year)
	Percentage Point Increase/

Decrease 

(+ or -)


	Percent at Deficit 

(At Risk)

Spring 2009

(Last Year)
	Percent at Deficit 

(At Risk)

Spring 2010

(This Year)
	Percentage Point Increase/

Decrease

(+ or -)

	Kindergarten ISF
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Kindergarten- PSF
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Kindergarten- NWF
	
	
	
	
	
	

	First Grade NWF
	
	
	
	
	
	

	First Grade- ORF
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Second Grade ORF
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Third Grade ORF
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Fourth Grade ORF
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Fifth Grade ORF
	
	
	
	
	
	


**This table shows the percent of students that met the important mid-year reading goals for the purpose of reviewing outcomes. 

***Grades 4 and 5 have been included in the table for school teams that would like to include this information (not required by Reading First).
Evaluating Support

Use Figure 1 on the following page to evaluate the health of the Winter to Spring support systems for your grade level. Highlight Table 2 to reflect top (green highlighter), middle (yellow) and bottom (pink) quartiles (see Figure 1).

Table 2. Evaluating Winter to Spring Grade Level Instructional Support Plans: Percent of Students

Making Adequate Progress Toward DIBELS Benchmark Goals

	Grade/

Benchmark Goal Measure


	Percent of Total 

Students that made 

Adequate Progress

Include actual numbers

of students, 

e.g., 90/100 or 90%.
	Percent of Intensive Students that made Adequate Progress

Include actual numbers of students, 

e.g., 1/5 or 20%.
	Percent of Strategic Students that made Adequate Progress

Include actual numbers of students, 

e.g., 25/50 or 50%.
	Percent of Benchmark Students that made Adequate Progress

Include actual numbers of students, 

e.g., 95/100 or 95%.

	
	Winter to Spring

2009
	Winter to Spring

2010
	Percent Change

(+ or -)
	Winter to Spring

2009
	Winter to Spring

2010
	Winter to Spring

2009
	Winter to Spring

2010
	Winter to Spring

2009
	Winter to Spring

2010

	
	Total
	Intensive
	Strategic
	Benchmark

	Kindergarten – PSF


	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Kindergarten – NWF

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	First Grade- ORF

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Second Grade ORF


	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Third Grade ORF


	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Fourth Grade ORF


	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Fifth Grade ORF


	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


Note: This table shows the percent of students who made adequate progress. The information can be used to identify systems (i.e., benchmark, strategic and/or intensive) that are healthy or that need moderate to substantial changes. Use caution when interpreting percentages for systems that only have a few students. 
FIGURE 1

What is the effectiveness of the grade level support plans?

Adequate Progress Relative Criteria   WINTER TO SPRING

	
	What is the overall effectiveness of the grade-level plan?

% of students who made adequate progress in each grade
	How effective is the grade-level instructional support plan for intensive students?

% of students who made adequate progress within an instructional support range
	How effective is the grade-level instructional support plan for strategic students?

% of students who made adequate progress within an instructional support range
	How effective is the grade-level instructional support plan for benchmark students?

% of students who made adequate progress within an instructional support range

	K

(PSF)
	≥ 87% Top Quartile

57% to 86% Middle Quartiles

≤ 56% Bottom Quartile


	≥  89% Top Quartile

52% to 88% Middle Quartiles

≤ 51% Bottom Quartile
	≥  76% Top Quartile

34% to 75% Middle Quartiles

≤ 33% Bottom Quartile
	≥  97% Top Quartile

76% to 96% Middle Quartiles

≤ 75% Bottom Quartile

	K

(NWF)

**
	≥ 72% Top Quartile

39% to 71% Middle Quartiles

≤ 38% Bottom Quartile


	≥ 54% Top Quartile

9% to 53% Middle Quartiles

≤ 8% Bottom Quartile
	≥  60% Top Quartile

25% to 59% Middle Quartiles

≤ 24% Bottom Quartile
	≥  94% Top Quartile

68% to 93% Middle Quartiles

≤ 67% Bottom Quartile

	1

(ORF)
	≥  72% Top Quartile

50% to 71% Middle Quartiles

≤ 49% Bottom Quartile


	≥  50% Top Quartile

22% to 49% Middle Quartiles

≤ 21% Bottom Quartile
	≥  50% Top Quartile

22% to 49% Middle Quartiles

≤ 21% Bottom Quartile
	= 100% Top Quartile

91% to 99% Middle Quartiles

≤ 90% Bottom Quartile

	2

(ORF)
	≥  61% Top Quartile

40% to 60% Middle Quartiles

≤ 39% Bottom Quartile


	≥  18% Top Quartile

1% to 17% Middle Quartiles

≤ 0% Bottom Quartile
	≥ 27% Top Quartile

1% to 26% Middle Quartiles

≤ 0% Bottom Quartile
	≥ 91% Top Quartile

78% to 90% Middle Quartiles

≤ 77% Bottom Quartile

	3

(ORF)
	≥  59% Top Quartile

43% to 58% Middle Quartiles

≤ 42% Bottom Quartile


	≥ 34% Top Quartile

15% to 33% Middle Quartiles

≤ 14% Bottom Quartile
	≥  28% Top Quartile

10% to 27% Middle Quartiles

≤ 9% Bottom Quartile
	≥ 92% Top Quartile

81% to 91% Middle Quartiles

≤ 80% Bottom Quartile


*Percentile ranks based on over 300 Oregon schools using the DIBELS data system during the 2004 - 2005 academic year. 
** The DIBELS Summary of Effectiveness report is now available for the percentage of students making adequate progress towards the NWF goal.
Planning Worksheet, June 2010

Discuss these critical areas as a grade level team to ensure that groups start at the beginning of the year and to continue to increase the intensity of instruction. Areas that are identified in need of support may then become clear actions for your schoolwide Action Plan.

        School____________________________________       Grade Level ____________


                                                                                  SYSTEM 

         KEY ELEMENTS                                                       NEEDING SUPPORT     SUGGESTED ACTION
	
	B.
	S.
	I.
	

	II.  ASSESSMENT
· Administer Phonics Screener to all students in Kindergarten this spring

· Administer Phonics Screener to all students in grades 1-3 who are not in an intervention program this spring
	
	
	
	

	III.  MATERIALS
· Take inventory and purchase programs and materials that are needed for the fall (attached “EOY Student List” will identify programs/levels for the fall)
	
	
	
	

	IV.    INSTRUCTIONAL TIME

· Prioritize groups by those in most critical need of additional small group instruction

· Schoolwide commitment to begin small groups by first full week of school

· Allocated time in reading programs is aligned with program requirements (i.e. 90 min. for Horizons C/D)

· Students met projections for lesson progress pacing 

· Independent activities are directly linked to reading instruction
	
	
	
	

	V.  GROUPING

· Group sizes are appropriate for instructional needs

· “EOY Student List” (attached) is completed by each teacher and electronic copy sent by coach to RC
	
	
	
	

	VI.  ORGANIZATION

· Lowest performers are taught by strong, well-qualified instructors

· Title and Spec. Ed. reading instruction is coordinated and complimentary to general ed. 
	
	
	
	

	VII.  PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT

· Training needs have been identified for each program (i.e., core enhancements, Horizons. etc) for teachers and instructional assistants

· Identify additional support for new teachers (DIBELS, schoolwide model, PD, etc.)

· Identify in-house experts in each instructional area who can provide support to staff

· Determine means for providing monthly PD based on implementation
	
	
	
	


Other issues to consider:  Who will assume extended responsibilities if there is no coach?  (data collection and entry, GLT scheduling and facilitating, etc.)

End-of-Year Student List   Spring 2010

School:_____________________     Teacher: _________________________        Grade:_____          

Each teacher will electronically complete student names, reading program/level, and ending lesson number with reading instructor’s initials. RF will enter DIBELS score to collect data on program completion and DIBELS comparison, which will be shared in the fall to help with lesson pacing goals.  The coach is to send a copy of each teacher list to their RC, as one of the EOY deliverables.

DIBELS Measure:  ________________

	Student (Last name, First name)
	Rdg. Program/Level
	Ending lesson # and instructor’s initials
	 DIBELS Score
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