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Description: Aug 12-22

All students in grades K-6th were given DIBELS and Math fact fluency for our baseline data.

DIBELS results:

Kindergarten

ISF:

2 students at risk

7 students some risk

13 students low risk

LNF

11 students at risk

2 students some risk

9 students low risk

1st grade

LNF

5 students at risk

6 students some risk

14 students low risk

PSF

1 student emerging

24 students established

NWF

1 student at risk

2 students some risk

22 students low risk

2nd grade

NWF

3 students emerging

22 students established

ORF

2 students at risk

11 students some risk

12 students low risk

3rd grade

ORF

3 students at risk

7 students some risk

15 students low risk

4th grade

ORF

4 students at risk

3 students some risk

18 students low risk

5th grade

ORF

2 students at risk

5 students some risk

18 students low risk

6th grade

ORF

2 students at risk

5 students some risk

18 students low risk

Students were placed into reading interventions based on these results. Some risk students receive tier 2 interventions and at risk students receive tier 2 and tier 3 interventions.

Math fact fluency results:

1st grade

4 students at risk

6 students some risk

15 students low risk

2nd grade

2 students at risk

5 students some risk

18 students low risk

3rd grade

5 students at risk

8 students some risk

12 students low risk

4th grade

10 students at risk

10 students some risk

5 students low risk

5th grade

8 students at risk

12 students some risk

5 students low risk

6th grade

2 students at risk

1 student some risk

21 students low risk

Students were placed into math interventions based on these results.  Some risk students receive tier 2 interventions and at risk students receive tier 2 and tier 3 interventions. In grades 3, 4, and 5 teachers decided to implement whole class tier 2 interventions.

Letters were sent home with students who were placed into interventions explaining the RTI process.

Sept, Oct, Nov

Teachers are responsible for progress monitoring all students using DIBELS.

 At risk students are progressed monitored once a week, some risk students’ bi weekly and low risk students once a month. Teachers are responsible for entering scores into the DIBELS database before data meetings.

Once a month the RTI coach meets with the principal and teachers to analyze

DIBELS data and math data.  At these meetings student progress is discussed to see which students may need more monitoring or a different intervention.

The RTI coach oversees interventions each week to be sure that teachers and teacher aides are fully trained and implementing interventions with fidelity.  All staff implementing interventions are required to participate in intervention training.

Sept & Nov

The principal and RTI coach attended the SPDG regional meetings.

Dec 9-18

All students in grades K-6th were given DIBELS and Math fact fluency for our mid year benchmark data.

DIBELS results:

Kinder

ISF

2 students at risk

6 students some risk

14 students low risk

LNF

2 students at risk

3 students some risk

17 students low risk

PSF

1 student at risk

3 students some risk

18 students low risk

NWF

2 students some risk

20 students low risk

1st grade

PSF

25 students low risk

NWF

25 students low risk

ORF

11 students some risk

14 students low risk

2nd grade

ORF

2 students at risk

5 students some risk

17 students low risk

3rd grade

2 students at risk

7 students some risk

15 students low risk

4th grade

3 students at risk

4 students some risk

18 students low risk

5th grade

1 student at risk

2 students some risk

21 students low risk

6th grade

3 students at risk

4 students some risk

17 students low risk

Students were placed into reading interventions based on these results.

Some risk students receive tier 2 interventions and at risk students receive tier 2 and tier 3 interventions.

Math fact fluency results

1st grade

25 students low risk

2nd grade

1 student at risk

1 student some risk

22 students low risk

3rd grade

3 students at risk

8 students some risk

13 students low risk

4th grade

2 students at risk

4 students some risk

19 students low risk

5th grade

2 students at risk

11 students some risk

11 students low risk

6th grade

24 students low risk

Students were placed into math interventions based on these results.  Some risk students receive tier 2 interventions and at risk students receive tier 2 and tier 3 interventions.
