January SPDG Quarterly Report

Name: Christi Reay (Rdg/Math Intervention Specialist & Coach)

Email: creay@legacyschoolaz.com
Organization: Valley Region - Legacy Elementary School

Date: January 15, 2010
This summer we completed the building of our new location. Due to the larger space we increased our enrollment by approx. 100 students. We hired 9 new teachers. Each staff member has brought expertise to our school. Two of those new staff members were previously Reading/Math Intervention Specialists and Coaches. They have provided ideas to help us improve our Intervention program. 

During the summer our staff experienced a variety of trainings such as: 

· All our Instructional Assistants are now fully trained to be the benchmark team. This prevents us from having to pull teachers and other crucial staff during testing time. Each week they have been receiving training on each measure from our DIBELS Certified Trainer. 
· Instructional Assistants are also learning how to test with the PSI and PASI by 95% Group. 

· Every week in staff meeting we have been training all staff in DIBELS progress monitoring. 
· Progress monitoring binders have been prepared for each teacher. 

· Our Systemic Change for Reading team has been working hard on training the teachers how to better sort their data, implement areas of the phonics and phonological awareness continuum, including the steps to teaching multi-syllabic words. 

· We have everything prepared to begin our new grouping for Tier 2 & 3 Interventions. We will be pairing up with grade levels and each teacher and aide will  
· have a group. We are initially sorting the students according to DIBELS scores and then will further screen Tier 2 & Tier 3 with the appropriate PSI or PASI to decide who needs help in which category. Benchmark students will go to the library where 2 assistants will help with them further their skills through our computerized reading center. Kindergarten has 3 teachers and 2 aides and thus will have 5 groups. However, 1st & 2nd will have 4 teachers and 2 aides. 3rd & 4th grade will work the same way. Each child will be put in the group with other students who have the same need according to the continuum. 
· In staff trainings we have reviewed CGI strategies, math fact motivational programs, aims data analysis, DIBELS progress monitoring review for each measure, multi-syllabic lessons, models of “I do”, “We do,” “You do” in everything we do or say. Our team has been available to model the mutli-syllabic lessons. 
· We continue to have monthly data meetings. Each week of staff meeting has a professional development focus. One week is reading and another is math. The fourth and fifth weeks of the month are need based. Since, we are changing our reading interventions for January, much of the extra staff meetings have been focused to get us ready. 

· After our visit from the State Reading Coach, Larissa Wilder, we have worked with our staff on her suggestions. We are working on time on task, specifically in transitions.

· A team of staff is working on a consistent program of math fact practice and possible school-wide reward program such as a Math Fact Club. 
This Winter, we administered DIBELS, AIMSweb Computation Math Fact Tests, and the AIMSweb concept and application assessments. Grades K-4 were tested with DIBELS and grades 5th-6th were tested using the AIMSweb Reading Comprehension and MAZE tests. After analyzing the Spring 2009 Arizona AIMS data we decided we needed to provide extra assistance to our 5th-6th graders. Therefore, we contracted to have an additional Rdg/Math Intervention Specialists to work with our SPDG coach to help those two grade levels. The Principal’s Office works with the bottom 20% of both grade levels. They group them into 4 students per group. She works with them for 30 minutes three times a week with each group. For math The Principal’s Office works with them for 5 minutes on rapid math fact fluency and then 25 minutes on specific concepts and application. For reading they again work with the students for 30 minutes 3 times a week. 

For all other grades we have 3 Intervention assistants. They assist the teacher during their reading and math core times as well as aide the Tier 3 students. They see the Tier 3 students 3 times a week for 25 minutes. 

The following table shows how students scored on benchmark assessments in DIBELS (reading assessment). The first score is the number of students scoring in that category and the score in the parenthesis is the percentage of students testing in that category.

	Kindergarten

	Fall Benchmark

59 Students
	ISF
	LNF
	WUF
	PSF
	NWF

	Deficit
	27  (46%)
	23  (39%)
	27  (46%)
	
	

	Emerging
	9  (15%)
	13  (22%)
	0  (0%)
	
	

	Established
	15  (39%)
	23  (39%)
	32  (54%)
	
	

	Winter Benchmark

56 Students
	ISF
	LNF
	WUF
	PSF
	NWF

	Deficit
	15  (27%)
	12  (21%)
	22  (39%)
	22  (39%)
	14  (25%)

	Emerging
	24  (43%)
	13  (23%)
	12  (21%)
	8  (14%)
	11  (20%)

	Established
	17  (30%)
	31  (55%)
	22  (39%)
	26  (46%)
	31  (55%)


	First Grade

	Fall Benchmark

34 Students
	LNF
	PSF
	NWF
	WUF
	ORF
	RTF

	Deficit
	10  (29%)
	7  (21%)
	4  (12%)
	16  (47%)
	
	

	Emerging
	6  (18%)
	7  (21%)
	11  (32%)
	4  (12%)
	
	

	Established
	18  (53%)
	20  (58%)
	19  (56%)
	14  (41%)
	
	

	Winter Benchmark

32 Students
	LNF
	PSF
	NWF
	WUF
	ORF
	RTF

	Deficit
	Not Tested
	2  (6%)
	1  (3%)
	16  (47%)
	1  (3%)
	7  (22%)

	Emerging
	Not Tested
	10  (31%)
	15  (47%)
	4  (12%)
	6  (19%)
	5  (16%)

	Established
	Not Tested
	20  (63%)
	16  (50%)
	14  (41%)
	25  (78%)
	20  (62%)


	Second Grade

	Fall Benchmark

42 Students
	NWF
	ORF
	RTF
	WUF

	Deficit
	4  (10%)
	12  (29%)
	15 (36%)
	10  (24%)

	Emerging
	13  (31%)
	10  (24%)
	10  (24%)
	10  (24%)

	Established
	25  (59%)
	20  (47%)
	17  (40%)
	22  (52%)

	Winter Benchmark

31 Students
	NWF
	ORF
	RTF
	WUF

	Deficit
	Not Tested
	9  (29%)
	6 (19%)
	10  (32%)

	Emerging
	Not Tested
	6  (19%)
	7  (23%)
	6  (19%)

	Established
	Not Tested
	16  (52%)
	18  (58%)
	15  (49%)


	Third Grade

	Fall Benchmark

40 Students
	ORF
	RTF
	WUF

	Deficit
	14  (35%)
	2  (5%)
	15  (38%)

	Emerging
	7  (18%)
	21  (53%)
	6  (15%)

	Established
	19  (47%)
	17  (42%)
	19  (47%)

	Winter Benchmark

40 Students
	ORF
	RTF
	WUF

	Deficit
	15  (38%)
	13  (33%)
	9  (23%)

	Emerging
	12  (30%)
	3  (8%)
	4  (10%)

	Established
	13  (32%)
	24  (59%)
	27  (67%)


	Fourth Grade

	Fall Benchmark

48 Students
	ORF
	RTF

	Deficit
	16  (33%)
	14  (29%)

	Emerging
	12  (25%)
	13  (31%)

	Established
	20  (42%)
	19  (40%)


	Winter Benchmark

40 Students
	ORF
	RTF

	Deficit
	14  (35%)
	6  (15%)

	Emerging
	10  (25%)
	11  (28%)

	Established
	16  (40%)
	23  (57%)


As mentioned before we contracted a company to aide us with our 5th and 6th grades. This company uses only AIMSweb and therefore tested with the AIMSweb reading comprehension and MAZE tests. These numbers are divided into six categories: Well below average, below average, average, above average and well above average. These scores also include both the number of students and percentage of students that tested within each category. 

	Fifth Grade

	Fall Benchmark

35 Students
	Reading 

Comprehension
	MAZE

	Well Below Average
	4 (11%)
	4 (11%)

	Below Average
	5 (14%)
	4 (11%)

	Average
	18 (50%)
	16 (46%)

	Above Average
	5 (14%)
	6 (17%)

	Well Above Average
	4 (11%)
	5 (15%)

	Winter Benchmark

36 Students
	Reading 

Comprehension
	MAZE

	Well Below Average
	4 (11%)
	4 (11%)

	Below Average
	5 (14%)
	5 (11%)

	Average
	18 (50%)
	17 (47%)

	Above Average
	5 (14%)
	5 (14%)

	Well Above Average
	4 (11%)
	5 (14%)


	Sixth Grade

	Fall Benchmark

23 Students
	Reading 

Comprehension
	MAZE

	Well Below Average
	3 (13%)
	2 (9%)

	Below Average
	2 (9%)
	4 (17%)

	Average
	12 (52%)
	11 (48%)

	Above Average
	3 (13%)
	3 (13%)

	Well Above Average
	3 (13%)
	3 (13%)

	Winter Benchmark

22 Students
	Reading 

Comprehension
	MAZE

	Well Below Average
	3 (14%)
	1 (5%)

	Below Average
	2 (9%)
	5 (23%)

	Average
	11 (50%)
	9 (40%)

	Above Average
	2 (9%)
	2 (9%)

	Well Above Average
	4 (18%)
	5 (23%)


The following tables show how students scored on baseline assessments using AIMSweb benchmark assessments. For Kindergarten and First Grade we added the Early Numeracy Test by AIMSweb. This is a test that is given one-on-one with 4 categories. The categories are OCM – Oral Counting, NIM – Number Identification, QDM – Quantity Discrimination, and MNM – Missing Number. First grade was also tested with the Math Computation test. All other grades are given Concepts & Application plus the Math Computation test.
	Kindergarten

	Winter Benchmark

32 Students
	Early Numeracy

	
	OCM
	NIM
	QDM
	MNM

	Well Below Average
	6 (10%)
	5 (9%)
	5 (9%)
	0 (0%)

	Below Average
	8 (14%)
	9 (16%)
	7 (12%)
	13 (22%)

	Average
	28 (48%)
	27 (47%)
	31 (53%)
	30 (52%)

	Above Average
	10 (17%)
	6 (10%)
	8 (14%)
	7 (12%)

	Well Above Average
	6 (41%)
	11 (19%)
	7 (12%)
	8 (14%)


	First Grade

	Fall Benchmark

32 Students
	Math Computation
	
	
	
	

	Well Below Average
	0  (0%)
	
	
	
	

	Below Average
	7  (22%)
	
	
	
	

	Average
	16  (50%)
	
	
	
	

	Above Average
	4  (13%)
	
	
	
	

	Well Above Average
	5  (15%)
	
	
	
	

	Winter Benchmark

*32 Students
	Math Computation
	Early Numeracy

	
	
	OCM
	NIM
	QDM
	MNM

	Well Below Average
	3  (9%)
	3  (9%)
	3  (9%)
	1  (3%)
	2  (6%)

	Below Average
	4  (13%)
	5  (15%)
	4  (13%)
	7  (22%)
	5  (16%)

	Average
	12  (39%)
	14  (44%)
	16  (50%)
	14  (44%)
	14  (44%)

	Above Average
	8  (26%)
	5  (16%)
	2  (6%)
	6  (19%)
	7  (22%)

	Well Above Average
	4  (13%)
	5  (16%)
	7  (22%)
	4  (12%)
	4  (12%)


* For First Grade Math Computation – One student has not been able to be tested so the percentages are configured out of 31 students. 
	Second Grade

	Fall Benchmark

42 Students
	Concepts & Applications
	Math Computation

	Well Below Average
	3  (0%)
	4  (10%)

	Below Average
	4  (0%)
	4  (10%)

	Average
	21  (0%)
	23  (55%)

	Above Average
	9  (0%)
	6  (14%)

	Well Above Average
	5  (0%)
	5  (11%)

	Winter Benchmark

34 Students
	Concepts & Applications
	Math Computation

	Well Below Average
	3  (9%)
	3  (9%)

	Below Average
	3  (15%)
	6  (18%)

	Average
	17  (50%)
	16 (47%)

	Above Average
	4  (12%)
	4  (12%)

	Well Above Average
	5  (15%)
	5  (15%)


	Third Grade

	Fall Benchmark

42 Students
	Concepts & Applications
	Math Computation

	Well Below Average
	0  (0%)
	4  (10%)

	Below Average
	5  (12%)
	5  (12%)

	Average
	26  (62%)
	18  (43%)

	Above Average
	4  (10%)
	9  (21%)

	Well Above Average
	7  (16%)
	6  (14%)

	Winter Benchmark

40 Students
	Concepts & Applications
	Math Computation

	Well Below Average
	2  (5%)
	4  (10%)

	Below Average
	7  (17%)
	6  (15%)

	Average
	18  (45%)
	19 (48%)

	Above Average
	8  (20%)
	4  (10%)

	Well Above Average
	5  (13%)
	7  (17%)


	Fourth Grade

	Fall Benchmark

48 Students
	Concepts & Applications
	Math Computation

	Well Below Average
	5  (10%)
	5  (10%)

	Below Average
	3  (6%)
	7  (15%)

	Average
	26  (54%)
	23  (48%)

	Above Average
	8  (17%)
	8  (17%)

	Well Above Average
	6  (13%)
	5  (10%)

	Winter Benchmark

43 Students
	Concepts & Applications
	Math Computation

	Well Below Average
	4  (9%)
	3  (7%)

	Below Average
	6  (14%)
	8  (19%)

	Average
	20  (46%)
	21  (49%)

	Above Average
	8  (19%)
	5  (12%)

	Well Above Average
	5  (12%)
	6  (13%)


	Fifth Grade

	Fall Benchmark

36 Students
	Concepts & Applications
	Math

Computation

	Well Below Average
	4  (11%)
	

	Below Average
	4  (11%)
	

	Average
	15  (42%)
	

	Above Average
	9  (25%)
	

	Well Above Average
	4  (11%)
	

	Winter Benchmark

36 Students
	Concepts & Applications
	Math

Computation

	Well Below Average
	4  (11%)
	4  (11%)

	Below Average
	5  (14%)
	5  (14%)

	Average
	17  (47%)
	17  (47%)

	Above Average
	5  (14%)
	6  (17%)

	Well Above Average
	5  (14%)
	6  (11%)


	Sixth Grade

	Fall Benchmark

23 Students
	Concepts & Applications
	Math

Computation

	Well Below Average
	0  (0%)
	

	Below Average
	6  (26%)
	

	Average
	11  (48%)
	

	Above Average
	3  (13%)
	

	Well Above Average
	3  (13%)
	

	Winter Benchmark

22 Students
	Concepts & Applications
	Math

Computation

	Well Below Average
	0  (0%)
	3  (14%)

	Below Average
	5  (23%)
	2  (9%)

	Average
	11  (50%)
	11  (50%)

	Above Average
	3  (14%)
	3  (14%)

	Well Above Average
	3  (14%)
	3  (14%)


Goals for the next few months

· Continue Data Meetings
· The SPDG coach will provide intervention trainings when the need arises (we scheduled each staff training each week to have a specific purpose - one week is to be focused on math and another on reading)

· Train Staff about “What an Intervention Group Should Look Like” using the Intervention Snapshots. 
· Begin the new Reading Intervention Groups

· If reading Intervention Groups go well, consider grouping similar to this for Math using the MCAP by AIMSweb. 

· Continue training staff and students how to practice math facts in our school-wide procedure. 

· Continue to Coach staff on how to increase their DIBELS scores by utilizing their core curriculum better. 

· More intensive coaching on best practices including direct instruction, classroom management, getting more out of reading groups, and ideas for increasing engagement and practice during transitional times (i.e. lining up, walking in the hall, transitions during lessons and while passing materials out, etc)

