School: 
Grade K   1   2   3


Action Planning Module

Spring

 Grade Level Team Worksheet


[image: image1.png]




Reviewing Outcomes
Step 1. 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 English Outcomes for ALL 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 2008
(Last Year)
	Percent at Established

(Low Risk) Spring 2009
(This Year)
	Percentage Point Increase/

Decrease 

(+ or -)


	Percent at Deficit 

(At Risk)

Spring 2008
(Last Year)
	Percent at Deficit 

(At Risk)

Spring 2009
(This Year)
	Percentage Point Increase/

Decrease

(+ or -)

	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).
Reviewing Outcomes
Step 1A. 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 English Outcomes for K-3 ELLs 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 2008
(Last Year)
	Percent at Established

(Low Risk) Spring 2009
(This Year)
	Percentage Point Increase/

Decrease 

(+ or -)


	Percent at Deficit 

(At Risk)

Spring 2008
(Last Year)
	Percent at Deficit 

(At Risk)

Spring 2009
(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
	
	
	
	
	
	


**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).
 Reviewing Outcomes
Step 1C. 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 Spanish Outcomes for K-3 ELLs 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 2008
(Last Year)
	Percent at Established

(Low Risk) Spring 2009
(This Year)
	Percentage Point Increase/

Decrease 

(+ or -)


	Percent at Deficit 

(At Risk)

Spring 2008
(Last Year)
	Percent at Deficit 

(At Risk)

Spring 2009
(This Year)
	Percentage Point Increase/

Decrease

(+ or -)

	Kindergarten FNL
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Kindergarten- FSF
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Kindergarten- FPS
	
	
	
	
	
	

	First Grade FPS
	
	
	
	
	
	

	First Grade- FLO
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Second Grade FLO
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Third Grade FLO
	
	
	
	
	
	


**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

Step 2:  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 All 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

2008
	Winter to Spring

2009
	Percent Change

(+ or -)
	Winter to Spring

2008
	Winter to Spring

2009
	Winter to Spring

2008
	Winter to Spring

2009
	Winter to Spring

2008
	Winter to Spring

2009

	
	Total
	Intensive
	Strategic
	Benchmark

	Kindergarten – PSF


	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	First Grade- NWF


	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	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.
Evaluating Support

Step 2A:  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 ELLs
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

2008
	Winter to Spring

2009
	Percent Change

(+ or -)
	Winter to Spring

2008
	Winter to Spring

2009
	Winter to Spring

2008
	Winter to Spring

2009
	Winter to Spring

2008
	Winter to Spring

2009

	
	Total
	Intensive
	Strategic
	Benchmark

	Kindergarten – PSF


	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	First Grade- NWF


	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Second Grade ORF


	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Third 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. 
 Evaluating Support

Step 2C:  Use Figure 2 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 2).

Table 2. Evaluating Winter to Spring  Grade Level Instructional Support Plans: Percent of ELLs
Making Adequate Progress Toward IDEL 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

20_08_
	Winter to Spring

20__09
	Percent Change

(+ or -)
	Winter to Spring

20__
	Winter to Spring

20__
	Winter to Spring

20__
	Winter to Spring

20__
	Winter to Spring

20__
	Winter to Spring

20__

	
	Total
	Intensive
	Strategic
	Benchmark

	Kindergarten – FSF


	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	First Grade- FPS

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Second Grade FLO

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Third Grade FLO

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


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

	1

(NWF)
	≥  64% Top Quartile

39% to 63% Middle Quartiles

≤ 38% Bottom Quartile


	≥  63% Top Quartile

27% to 62% Middle Quartiles

≤ 26% Bottom Quartile
	≥  42% Top Quartile

15% to 41% Middle Quartiles

≤ 14% Bottom Quartile
	≥ 79% Top Quartile

58% to 78% Middle Quartiles

≤ 57% Bottom Quartile

	2

(ORF)
	≥  67% Top Quartile

45% to 66% Middle Quartiles

≤ 44% Bottom Quartile


	≥  21% Top Quartile

1% to 20% Middle Quartiles

≤ 0% Bottom Quartile
	≥ 60% Top Quartile

27% to 59% Middle Quartiles

≤ 26% Bottom Quartile
	= 100% Top Quartile

95% to 99% Middle Quartiles

≤ 94% Bottom Quartile

	3

(ORF)
	≥  63% Top Quartile

41% to 62% Middle Quartiles

≤ 40% Bottom Quartile


	≥ 27% Top Quartile

9% to 26% Middle Quartiles

≤ 8% Bottom Quartile
	≥  41% Top Quartile

14% to 40% Middle Quartiles

≤ 13% Bottom Quartile
	≥ 97% Top Quartile

86% to 96% Middle Quartiles

≤ 85% Bottom Quartile


*Percentile ranks based on approximately 300 Oregon schools using the DIBELS data system during the 2004 - 2005 academic year. 

Figure 2                                                     Adequate Progress Relative Criteria (Winter to Spring)
*Level of effectiveness adapted from English percentile ranks, and expected outcomes based on theory on reading development in Spanish.
Guidelines for the effectiveness of the grade level support plans in Spanish

	
	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

(FSF)
	≥ 85% Strong

55% to 84% Moderate

≤ 54% Low


	≥  85% Strong

50% to 84% Moderate

≤ 49% Low
	≥  75% Strong

30% to 74% Moderate

≤ 29% Low
	≥  90% Strong

70% to 89% Moderate

≤ 69% Low

	1

(FPS)
	≥ 80% Strong

50% to 79% Moderate

≤ 49% Low


	≥  85% Strong

50% to 84% Moderate

≤ 49% Low
	≥  75% Strong

30% to 74% Moderate

≤ 29% Low
	≥  90% Strong

70% to 89% Moderate

≤ 69% Low

	1

(FLO)
	≥  75% Strong

50% to 74% Moderate

≤ 49% Low


	≥  50% Strong

25% to 49% Moderate

≤ 24% Low
	≥  50% Strong

25% to 49% Moderate

≤ 24% Low
	≥  90% Strong

70% to 89% Moderate

≤ 69% Low

	2

(FLO)
	≥  60% Strong

40% to 59% Moderate

≤ 39% Low


	≥  50% Strong

20% to 49% Moderate

≤ 19% Low
	≥  50% Strong

20% to 49% Moderate

≤ 19% Low
	≥  90% Strong

70% to 89% Moderate

≤ 69% Low

	3

(FLO)
	≥  55% Strong

40% to 54% Moderate

≤ 39% Low


	≥  50% Strong

20% to 49% Moderate

≤ 19% Low
	≥  50% Strong

20% to 49% Moderate

≤ 19% Low
	≥  90% Strong

70% to 89% Moderate

≤ 69% Low
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