Quarterly report for Mesa Arts Academy
April 23rd/24th 

The SPDG coach and 4th grade teacher attended the Research based summer school professional development offered through ADE.

April 30th
Students in 1st -6th grade took the Math Fact Fluency test. See table below.

May 5th-15th
The SPDG coach administered the DIBELS test to Kindergarten-6th grade. See table below.

The following table is a comparison of how students scored from baseline assessments, to the final end of year assessments in DIBELS (reading assessment).
	Kindergarten


	Fall
22 students
	Initial Sound Fluency
	Letter Naming Fluency

	Intensive
	2
	11

	Strategic
	7
	2

	Benchmark
	13
	9

	Winter

22 Students
	Initial Sound Fluency
	Letter Naming Fluency
	Phoneme Segmentation
	Nonsense Word Fluency

	Intensive
	2
	2
	1
	0

	Strategic
	6
	2
	3
	2

	Benchmark
	14
	18
	18
	20

	Spring

22 students
	Initial Sound Fluency
	Letter Naming Fluency
	Phoneme Segmentation
	Nonsense Word Fluency

	Intensive
	Skill No longer tested
	0
	0
	0

	Strategic
	Skill No longer tested
	4
	3
	1

	Benchmark
	Skill No longer tested
	18
	19
	21


	First Grade

	Fall
25 students
	Letter Naming Fluency
	Phoneme Segmentation
	Nonsense Word Fluency
	Oral Reading Fluency

	Intensive
	5
	0
	1
	Skill tested in winter

	Strategic
	5
	1
	2
	Skill tested in winter

	Benchmark
	15
	24
	22
	Skill tested in winter

	Winter

25 Students
	Letter Naming Fluency
	Phoneme Segmentation
	Nonsense Word Fluency
	Oral Reading Fluency

	Intensive
	Skill No longer tested
	0
	0
	0

	Strategic
	Skill No longer tested
	0
	0
	11

	Benchmark
	Skill No longer tested
	25
	25
	14

	Spring

25 students
	Letter Naming Fluency
	Phoneme Segmentation
	Nonsense Word Fluency
	Oral Reading Fluency

	Intensive
	Skill No longer tested
	0
	0
	0

	Strategic
	Skill No longer tested
	0
	0
	3

	Benchmark
	Skill No longer tested
	25
	25
	22


	Second Grade

	Fall
25 students
	Nonsense Word Fluency
	Oral Reading Fluency

	Intensive
	0
	2

	Strategic
	3
	11

	Benchmark
	22
	12

	Winter

24 Students
	Nonsense Word Fluency
	Oral Reading Fluency

	Intensive
	Skill No longer tested
	2

	Strategic
	Skill No longer tested
	5

	Benchmark
	Skill No longer tested
	17

	Spring

23 students
	Nonsense Word Fluency
	Oral Reading Fluency

	Intensive
	Skill No longer tested
	1

	Strategic
	Skill No longer tested
	4

	Benchmark
	Skill No longer tested
	18


	Third Grade

	Fall
25 students
	Oral Reading Fluency

	Intensive
	3

	Strategic
	7

	Benchmark
	15

	Winter

24 Students
	Oral Reading Fluency

	Intensive
	2

	Strategic
	7

	Benchmark
	15

	Spring

24 students
	Oral Reading Fluency

	Intensive
	0

	Strategic
	8

	Benchmark
	16


	Fourth Grade

	Fall
25 students
	Oral Reading Fluency

	Intensive
	4

	Strategic
	3

	Benchmark
	18

	Winter

26 Students
	Oral Reading Fluency

	Intensive
	3

	Strategic
	5

	Benchmark
	18

	Spring

25 students
	Oral Reading Fluency

	Intensive
	3

	Strategic
	2

	Benchmark
	20


	Fifth Grade

	Fall
25 students
	Oral Reading Fluency

	Intensive
	2

	Strategic
	5

	Benchmark
	18

	Winter

24 Students
	Oral Reading Fluency

	Intensive
	1

	Strategic
	2

	Benchmark
	21

	Spring

24 students
	Oral Reading Fluency

	Intensive
	0

	Strategic
	1

	Benchmark
	23


	Sixth Grade

	Fall
25 students
	Oral Reading Fluency

	Intensive
	2

	Strategic
	5

	Benchmark
	18

	Winter

24 Students
	Oral Reading Fluency

	Intensive
	3

	Strategic
	4

	Benchmark
	17

	Spring

25 students
	Oral Reading Fluency

	Intensive
	2

	Strategic
	1

	Benchmark
	22


DIBELS scores were used to determine which students needed to attended our reading intervention summer school.  Based on our data students who tested intensive and strategic were placed onto the summer school list. Each of these students were then given the San Diego Quick assessment and the Phonics for Reading assessment to determine the appropriate intervention. We placed 3 kindergarten students into a phonics intervention (Harcourt intervention kit) which focuses on phoneme segmentation, nonsense word, initial sounds and reading decodable books. We placed 3 first graders into a reading fluency intervention (Six Minute Fluency and Read Naturally).  We placed 1 second grade student into a phonics intervention (Phonics for Reading) and 4 second grade students into a reading fluency intervention (Six Minute Fluency and Read Naturally).  Eight third grade students were placed into a reading fluency intervention (Six Minute Fluency and Read Naturally).  We placed 3 fourth grade students into a phonics intervention (Rewards) and into a reading fluency intervention (Six Minute Fluency and Read Naturally).  These students attend reading intervention summer school 4 times a week 1 hour per session for the month of June.  (Please note that 5th and 6th grade students were identified to attend reading intervention summer school.  Unfortunately their parents opted not to send them).
The following table is a comparison of how students scored from baseline assessments, to the final end of year assessments in Math Fact Fluency.

	First Grade

	Fall
25 students
	Math Fact Fluency

	At Risk
	4

	Some Risk
	6

	Low Risk
	15

	Winter

25 Students
	Math Fact Fluency

	At Risk
	0

	Some Risk
	0

	Low Risk
	25

	Spring

25 students
	Math Fact Fluency

	At Risk
	0

	Some Risk
	1

	Low Risk
	24


	Second Grade

	Fall
25 students
	Math Fact Fluency

	At Risk
	2

	Some Risk
	5

	Low Risk
	18

	Winter

24 Students
	Math Fact Fluency

	At Risk
	1

	Some Risk
	1

	Low Risk
	22

	Spring

23 students
	Math Fact Fluency

	At Risk
	0

	Some Risk
	0

	Low Risk
	23


	Third Grade

	Fall
25 students
	Math Fact Fluency

	At Risk
	5

	Some Risk
	8

	Low Risk
	12

	Winter

24 Students
	Math Fact Fluency

	At Risk
	3

	Some Risk
	8

	Low Risk
	13

	Spring

24 students
	Math Fact Fluency

	At Risk
	3

	Some Risk
	4

	Low Risk
	17


	Fourth Grade

	Fall
25 students
	Math Fact Fluency

	At Risk
	10

	Some Risk
	10

	Low Risk
	5

	Winter

26 Students
	Math Fact Fluency

	At Risk
	2

	Some Risk
	4

	Low Risk
	19

	Spring

25 students
	Math Fact Fluency

	At Risk
	2

	Some Risk
	2

	Low Risk
	21


	Fifth Grade

	Fall
25 students
	Math Fact Fluency

	At Risk
	8

	Some Risk
	12

	Low Risk
	5

	Winter

24 Students
	Math Fact Fluency

	At Risk
	2

	Some Risk
	11

	Low Risk
	11

	Spring

24 students
	Math Fact Fluency

	At Risk
	0

	Some Risk
	2

	Low Risk
	22


	Sixth Grade

	Fall
25 students
	Math Fact Fluency

	At Risk
	2

	Some Risk
	2

	Low Risk
	21

	Winter

24 Students
	Math Fact Fluency

	At Risk
	0

	Some Risk
	0

	Low Risk
	24

	Spring

25 students
	Math Fact Fluency

	At Risk
	0

	Some Risk
	0

	Low Risk
	25


Math Fact scores were used to determine which students needed to attended our math intervention summer school.  Based on our data students who tested At Risk and Some Risk were placed onto the summer school list. Each of these students were then given the Rocket math placement assessment to determine the appropriate level of math fact intervention. Students who attended the math intervention summer program also received instruction in math concepts their teachers recommended. Even though we did not have scores on Kindergarten we decided to give math instruction based on teacher recommendation to those 3 kindergarten students who were placed into a phonics intervention. We placed 3 first graders into a math fact fluency intervention (Rocket math).  We placed 4 second grade students into a math intervention based on teacher recommendation; these students were given instruction in math concepts in which they were struggling (Pearson math intervention kit). Eight third grade students were placed into a math fact fluency intervention (Rocket math). Three sixth grade students were placed into a math intervention based on teacher recommendation; these students were given instruction in math concepts in which they were struggling (Pearson math intervention kit).  These students attend math intervention summer school 4 times a week 1 hour per session for the month of June.  (Please note that 4th and 5th grade students were identified to attend math intervention summer school.  Unfortunately their parents opted not to send them).

June 1-26th
Reading and Math intervention Summer school. We had three teachers implement reading and math interventions based on student needs. Students who needed both reading and math were placed on a rotation schedule 1hr reading, 1hr math.  All other students attended either 1hr reading or 1hr math.  The SPDG coach modeled and monitored interventions through out the month. 

June 24th-26th
5th, 6th and 7th grade teachers attended the Anita Archer Struggling Adolescent Readers professional development.  The SPDG coach attended the last day of this professional development on the 26th.

Plans for School Year 09-10
July
SPDG coach will continue to write policy and procedures.  The coach will also organize and prepare interventions for the upcoming year.  The coach will research and create a professional development packet that will be given to teachers on Aug. 6th.
August 6th
All teachers and all instructional assistants will attend the three tier instruction training given by the SPDG coach.

August 13-28

DIBELS, Math Fact Fluency and Scantron (computer based assessment for reading, math and Lang. Arts) will be given.

Sept-May

· Data meetings will be held once a month to analyze data.
· Teachers will be responsible for progress monitoring in reading and math.

· Interventions will begin the first week in September.

· The SPDG coach will provide intervention trainings when the need arises.

· The SPDG coach will use the Classroom Instruction Observation Protocol when observing in classrooms.
