Name:  Jennette Arviso

Email: jarviso1@yumaed.org
Organization: Southwest Region – Desert Mesa Elementary, Yuma Elementary School District

Description:

January 11- 29 – Mid-year DIBELS Benchmark testing was completed for all students K-3. 

DIBELS Benchmark Data in August 2009

	
	
	
	         

	Grade/# Students/ Test
	Benchmark
	Strategic
	Intensive

	K
	95
	ISF/LNF
	31%
	53%
	17%

	 
	 
	ISF/LNF/PSF/NWF
	73% 
	21%
	6%

	1st
	119
	LNF/PSF/NWF
	86%
	11%
	3%

	 
	 
	PSF/NWF/ORF
	 67%
	25%
	7%

	2nd
	110
	NWF/ORF
	55%
	25%
	20%

	 
	 
	ORF
	69% 
	14%
	17%

	3rd
	125
	ORF
	49%
	35%
	16%

	 
	 
	 ORF
	50% 
	31%
	19%


· Beginning of the Year (BOY) DIBELS Data (Italicized) 

· Middle of the Year (MOY) DIBELS Data
	Key
	

	ISF
	Initial Sound Fluency 

	LNF
	Letter Name Fluency 

	PSF
	Phoneme Segmentation Fluency

	NWF
	Nonsense Word Fluency

	ORF
	Oral Reading Fluency 

	
	


Each Team, Grade K – 5th, reviewed data for individual students and reassessed plan for intervention groups during weekly grade level meetings.  Aligned specific needs to researched based interventions.  Reviewed specific concern of scores in third grade with team.  When looking at specific students and the increase in the Intensive category, we determined some result was due to a large influx of Migrant students, withdraws and new enrollment, which affected each category.  Specific students, other than new, with no growth, decrease in growth, or minimal growth that also a lack of response to multiple interventions had already been referred to SAT (Student Assistant Team).

iStep Math Computation Assessment was completed to track progress in February – results as follow.  Celebrations included all grade levels increasing percentage correct following the midyear assessment.  Interventions discussed for those individual students without improvement and possible SAT referral is Tier three interventions were not successful.  Grade level teams are using volunteers, interventionists/aides, and zap group to provide individual reinforcement/skills.  Peer competitions, class competitions, and  principal competitions have increased motivation to improve scores.

iSteep Math Assessment

	
	
	
	Average Percent Correct

	Grade - # Problems
	August
	December
	February

	1st
	
	48
	8.25%
	44.6%
	55%

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	2nd
	
	49
	18.25%
	36.75%
	47.3%

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	3rd
	
	40
	11.25%
	34.25%
	51.25%

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	4th
	
	49
	23.75%
	58.25%
	69%

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	5th
	
	35
	20.25%
	45.75%
	53.25%


Grade Levels involved in weekly grade level meetings.  Discuss math iSteep results and student engagement strategies, and review progress monitoring data.  Adjustments to intervention placements also occur. Galileo discussed and the use of Quiz Builder within the Galileo components continues to increase to meet specific objectives.  

Reading Interventionists continue to use Intervention Documentation/Tracking Sheet on Individual Students in order to identify successful interventions and not repeat unnecessary interventions.  Each student in Tier 2 and Tier 3 will have an intervention log placed in their individual literacy folder, which travels with the student year to year.  This is also a necessary step for SAT referral.

March 1-12 Galileo Benchmark testing was completed for all students Grades 2 - 5 in Reading and Math.  Results identified below.  District wide percentage of students falling far below increased.  Curriculum at the district, school and individual level is being investigated.  Grade levels are dissecting the testing questions to be certain academic vocabulary is properly presented and aligned to the testing techniques along with content itself.  Concern has been noted with continuous decrease in Math scores in all grade levels except 5th.  Fidelity to use of data driven lessons and planning has been addressed at each grade level.

	
	
	
	Galileo 09-10 Benchmark Testing
	

	Grade/ # Students/ Test
	Exceeds/Meets – Nov./Feb.
	Approaches

Nov./Feb.
	Falls Far Below

Nov./Feb.

	2
	100
	Reading
	61.00%/62.00%
	38.00%/34.00%
	1.00%/4.00%

	 
	 
	Math
	66.00%/65.00%
	28.00%/22.00%
	6.00%/13.00%

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	3
	118
	Reading
	66.95%/58.48%
	16.10%/24.58%
	16.95%/16.95%

	 
	 
	Math
	52.54%/50.00%
	21.19%/24.58%
	26.27%/25.42%

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	4
	95
	Reading
	67.37%/78.94%
	24.21%/15.79%
	8.42%/5.26%

	 
	 
	Math
	57.89%/54.73%
	21.05%/17.89%
	21.05%/27.37%

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	5
	125
	Reading
	61.60%/73.60%
	27.20%/12.00%
	11.20%/14.40%

	 
	 
	Math
	37.91%/57.26%
	33.06%/24.19%
	29.03%/18.55%


.  






















































































































































































































