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THIS WAY TO FASTER RESULTS.




Learning Objectives

1. 1 can master the middles

2. 1 can apply a problem-solving model to reviewing
universal screening datao

3. I can identify tools that support #2 in FastBridge
Learning
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Mid Year

 Physically present; mentally disengaged
* Risk avoidant

» All versus small E W "
« Unclear or unfocused learning outcomes
for our kids | SMILE TO HIDE
HOW
- | told you, so.
, , COMPLETELY
- Paralysis by analysis OVERWHEL MED
* The ‘Middles’ | AM.
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Mid Year Challenges

Master the

middles
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MTSS

® Teams identify students who are “at-risk”
o Screening data

o Other sources of iInformaition

e Resource allocation - 80% Rule
o Tier 1: Core instruction

o Tier 2: Supplemental intervention s
o Tier 3:Intensive intervention

(80-95%) - (ALL STUDENTS)
Universal, Regular Core (Classroom) Instruction
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Problem

Identification

s

Problem

A problem is:

P

Plan Evaluation Problem Analysis

the distance
between what is

expected and 2 Model
what is occurring

Solving

L

Development

Plan

Implementation




Who’s reviewing the data?

Administrator - Resource allocation

Instructional coaches/Specialists for each focus area
General education teachers

Special education teachers?

Interventionists?

Effective meetings/data review examples:

o WWW.MIBLSIi.org

o, http://www.cehd.umn.edu/reading/PRESS/default.html
. State DOEs

o Www.rtinetwork.org
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http://www.miblsi.org
http://www.cehd.umn.edu/reading/PRESS/default.html

Winter Data Review: Problem ldentification

Problem
Identification

1. Is there a discrepancy between what 1s expected and what 1s
occurring?
a. Across grades, schools, or classrooms

2. How important is the problem to address?
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Winter Data Review: Problem ldentification

e Benchmarks support individual student planning
o Can be used to set progress goals
e Norms support group-level decision making and

resource allocation
o Show the strength of instructional practices at all tiers
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INTERVAL I | color conime:
DEMOGRAPHIC OPTIONS v G rou p Scree Ni ng Hcin -

2016-2007 : Winter v

o hlorms

Scores Of All Students In Group By Normative Categories: Reports Use: |  senchmarss

< Tier 1: Serves 100% of students with
the goal of having 80% or more
exceed the Low Risk Benchmark. Set
Color Coding to Benchmark so the
graphical display (left) indicates the
proportion of students in each
36% category.

oga, 23%
1% 190, 9 Tier 2: Serves about 30% of students

19, 14% with evidence-based intervention
% % o o supplemental to Tier 1 core
instruction. Use the table (below) to
identify students below the 30th
percentile locally.

42%

. 0-19.99 %ile 20-29.99 %ile 30-54.99 %ile 85 %ile and Above MN/A student assessed outside the screening window




[E Mars Data Winter Percentile Rank

Winter Spring Group School District National
u %ile %ile %ile %ile

Zuniga, FRANKEY 1A : a0

Student Name
Score Score

WELLS, Jenna i 70

Weiler, Zoe Z &0

Vess, Jacy Ann - 35

Tibbs, Presley b
Thompson, Eugene 95
Spindler, Lillian 3 40
Sanchez, LUCY 3} 99
Rossignol, Lauren

POOLE, Kathryn

Myslicki, Javier

. 0-19.99 %ile 20-29.93 %ile 30-84.99 %ile B85 %ile and Above MN/A student assessed outside the screening window




TlMors Dma —»  [5] Leas Data Winter Parcentile Rank

xile Eile Eile

Winter Spring School District National
Student Name u

Score Score

Zuniga, FRANKEYIA
WELLS, Jenna
Weiler, Zoe

Vess, Jacy Ann
Tibbs, Presley
Thompson, Eugene
Spindler, Lillian

Sanchez, LUCY

. 0-19.99 %ile 20-29.93 %ile 30-54.99 %ile 85 %ile and Above MN/A student assessed outside the screening window




Group Impact Report

Fall (Sept) winter (Dec/Jan)

FBL Elementary

Arthur Elemen...

FBL Elementary

FastBridge Ele... FastBridge Ele...

Harrison Elem...

Harrison Elem...

Hoover Eleme... - Hoover Eleme... -
il —— B

. Taft Elementary
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Plerce Elemen...

Taft Elementary




Group Impact Report

Fall (Sept) winter (Dec/Jan)

Arthur Elemen... - Arthur Elemen... -

Coolidge Elem...

Coolidge Elem...

FBL Elementary FBL Elementary

FastBridge Ele... FastBridge Ele...

Harrison Elem... Harrison Elem...

Hoover Eleme... Hoover Eleme...

Pierce Elemen... Plerce Elemen...

Taft Elementary Taft Elementary
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Winter Data Review: Problem ldentification

What? So What?

Review your fall goal for grade level improvement: Given the overall performance of students
By the winter screening period, we will increase the in the grade, how much additional attention
percent of students who meet the low risk or college | to Tier 1instruction is needed in the coming

pathways targets from % to %. months?

What do you notice about overall grade level Above 80%?

performance compared to the fall? o No additional attention needed.
What percentage of students made typical or Between 60% and 80%?

aggressive growth? .. i
99 9 o Some additional attention needed.

What data confirms what your other classroom
information shows? Below 60%?
o Much additional attention needed.

What data surprise you?
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Winter Data Review: Problem Analysis

Problem
Analysis

1. Why do we have this problem?
2. How do we fix 1t?
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Winter Data Review: Problem Analysis

FastBridge W Toachor

Learning

Screening & Problem Identification

Group Growth Report

Training & Resources

Group Screening Report

TR s = —— T SR o e S SN o=
- — B W o] [ (o w R
-------- e m~ = 10 < =~ T |
—— e W == KN ECECa
e — e B =] El - - - KN
v e g B EE] | - I - - |
s e B EE S
——— sl | W El - EN R
S el LR L T 1 I o e o |
----- winen We W Bl - DR
e v e B IR =0 e R O N 1
—— wasandi LIRS B - RO
- e W W =] 0 O SO >
o fe B W e R s e ) i
s e me W B 2O T N
aReading aMath aReading aMath
Early Reading Engl... Early Math Early Reading Engl... Early Math

SAEBRS Teacher

FastBridge

Learning

Screening

DISTRICT MANAGER

FAST Academy District 15

(I,
Progress Monitot ing Reporting

e —
Analysis & Planning

Individual Skills Report

cloge &
AN rody
543 0w rax s e
[ L 80me riak
350 o9 40 @00 650 hagh risk

standard eror

Concepts of Print (COP)

Mastorod skills = Racognize upper-case letters in words » Find the last word of a se
* Know a punctuaton mark's function = Identify punctuation mark
* Recognize comact puncluation = identify the numbor of wg
» |dentiy a word in a sentence » Maich the same letters
aReading aMath

Early Reading English Early Math

QAFRRS Taarhar

VIEW AS:

Bernier, Gino

Intervention & Monitoring

Individual Benchmark Report

aReading aMath

Early Reading English Early Math
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creening-to-Intervention (S2I) report

Screening aReading / CBMreading

FastBridge

Learning

Student Mame Intervention Recommendations Current PM Groups
ACC AUTO BRD Lexile L MAP RIT Imtervention
MNMead Tier I PM Measure Goal Other Recommended
| Baez, Alexandra H H H 285-435 188 OMN-TRK - I7] Tier 1 -7 aReading [?] 1 P148 (1.96) - I
| - (29996} (TT) {480 - : e [E as .
| Bristol, FATOUMATA, 3 H 5 429-579 186 OMN-TRK = 7] Tier 1 = [7] aReading [7] 1 = = [
| ' [99%%:) (138) (494) s ’ i
| Charies, Juan H i H 249-399 186 AUTD - 71 Tier 1 -[# CBMreadin 1.4 P146 (2.18) = L
| E (97 %) (BB} (477 i : ] Lt ¥
| Garcia, Logan H H H 537-687 202 OMN-TRK -7 Tier 1 - [7] aReading [7] 1 E - [
PR (100%)  (1567) (503) b i il
| Giraldo, Lucille :‘;1 - 1'[‘49} :‘:45] BR 167 ACC-AUTS - 17l Tiar 1+ Monthiy CEMreading 1.4 5] "0_'_2-‘ ol z 5
| Habegger, Destinee H H 5 B645-795 208 OMN-TRK - 71 Tier 1 - [7] aReading [7] 1 E - [
| Gt (100%) [1.29) (513) s b i
P
| Jahn, Abrianna ::_SB%} I[_34.5:| :‘:59] 159-309 181 ACC - [71 Tier 2 Weekiy CBMreading 1.4 10 I:U.BE] 2 L
(: 4 1)
| Johnson, Zoya I(_s-a-%} '[‘31] :‘142] BR 165 ACC -7l Tier 2 Weeky CBMreading 1.4 PE Dl 1(M1) B 0
| Martinez Junech, Clint nnn%} :;4} :ﬁ'ﬂ-] 213-363 184 OMN-TRK - 17 Tier 1 =17 aReading [7] 1 Pi4aE (2.0) - E
Mguyen, Carl H H 5 321-4T4 190 OM-TRK - 17 Tier 1 - 7 aReading [7] 1 P145 (2.32) - [
& 3 (100%%) (&3} [(4B4) : g [? t .
| L L M ) P10 (0.86)
QdyCo48, B [s] BR 163 ACC - [7 Tier 2 Veeki CBMread 1.4 - |
iy o rancon [?B“.-‘::}I {23} [433] 7] er ekl e g A& . -
. H M M ; Pas5 (0.14) (M1)
| ¥ - §7 - [ g - [
Cginda, Rome (9B%6) (65) (468) 159-309 181 AUTO 71 Tier 1 [7] CBMreading 1.4 _
| ) H L M . P103 (1.71) (R1)
- |7 - 1
Crwens, Mitcheatl (96%) 48) (468) 159-309 181 AUTO 71 Tier 2 Weekiy CBMreading 14 _ ¥
| Pullens, Emma H H 5 609-759 207 OMN-TRK = §71 Tier 1 = [7] aReading [7] 1 - =
| pR R (100%) (169.66) (511) ? ? ‘
| L . L . P103 (4.0} {R1)
Ramady. M BR 1449 AL = |7 Tier 2 Weeki CBMread 1.4 : = .
PR e (59%) (10} (415) A5 = et [ — 1
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Winter Data Review: Problem Analysis

How many students in your grade/class need help in the following areas?
Accuracy - students are still acquiring the skill, and are making many mistakes

Automaticity - students are working on fluency; they are making fewer mistakes, but
responses are not automatic

Accuracy + Automaticity - students are still making some mistakes and are not fast
in their responses

Broad skills/Generalization - students are working on generalization of their
reading/math skills; are fairly accurate and fluent

On Track/Low Risk

What was the area of greatest need for the grade/class?
What hypotheses can you make about the findings in relation to
your current universal instruction?

FastBridge 19
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Winter Data Review: Plan Development

|. What is the goal?
2. What is the intervention plan to address the goal?

3. How will progress be monitored?
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Winter Data Review: Plan Development

. What is the goal?

Example:

By the next benchmarking period, we'll increase the
number of students at or above the grade level
benchmark to be 70% and 80%.
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Plan Development: Intervention Plan Logistics

2. What is the Intervention plan to address the goal?

Who, what, when, where, how often

e Which students who are currently in intervention that should be
exited and transitioned from their intervention group?

e Who are the new students who need intervention?
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Plan Development: Intervention Plan Logistics

3. How will progress be monitored?
Who, when, where, what, how often

o How will new progress monitoring groups be created?
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Create New Intervention

A Teacher Training & Resources Screening Progress Monitoring Reporting
Name: * Fluency2Windram 1)Start date: * 011212018
Create New PM Group e —_— Sk :.___m |
(*) Required 1)Procedure: * Repeated Reading 1 Intervention Schedule (in minutes): *
Starting Week |0”07f2018 Ending in School Year: | This Year + | Vil R ml:s T:; ?; T:O F15
2)P. monitoring: * Windram

Include Summer?” (2) PM 0 0 0 0 0

Assessment Type = ) Reading ©) Math | Create | | Create And Apply To All | | Cancel

* The 2016-17 recommendations for weekly growth and end of year (EQY) performance for CBMmath CAP are preliminary estimates. Research and development is ongoing
during this first year of implementation of the new CBMmath CAP assessment. Please provide feedback.

Group Name " |Nulty |®
Number of occasions ” &) * 1 Per Week ) 2 Per Week - 3 Per Week - 4 Per Week ~ 5 Per Week
) 1 Every 2 weeks O 1 Every 3 weeks ) 1 Every 4 weeks
EOY
Student + Screening?) Starting Week Start?) Level?) Weekly Gain?) Prior Data?*.2) Interventions
Date Goal?) Benchmark.?)
Defreitas, Sabrina N/A 0 0 Yes & d
Dority, Matthew N/A 0 0 Yes & o
Emond, Sara N/A 0 0 Yes & o
Date Goal Benchmark
Student Screening Starting Week Start Level Weekly Gain Prior Data?* Interventions
EOY

* If the student has been part of a progress monitoring group before, would you like to include the prior progress monitoring data in the students current progress monitoring graph?

Interventions | Create New Intervention |

| Save assessment group » | | Go back | | Clear All
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Winter Data Review

Plan Implementation 0 Plan Evaluation e

Is the intervention progressing Did we meet our goal?
as planned?

Are progress data being
collected as planned?

Problem £

Flan Evaluation

Solving

‘ Model ‘G

Plan

Implementation

FastBridge
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Plan Evaluation Summary

|. Formative questions:

a. Is the magnitude of the problem being reduced or
eliminated?

0. Is the plan implemented with fidelity?
c. Isitimplemented with adequate dosage?

2. Summative questions:

O. Were the costs/resources worth the improvement?

0. Would we implement the same plan, and, if so, how might it
be improved in the future?
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1. I can master the middles

2. 1 can apply a problem-solving model to reviewing
universal screening data

3. I can identify tools that support #2 in FastBridge
Learning
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