Data based DeC|S|on Making for
Middle School: General and
Special Education in Rtl?




Big Ideas and Guiding
Principles




The Big ldeas

Secondary Rtl?:
1. Is Substantively Different than Elementary Rtl?

2. Has Much to Offer Students, Families, Teachers,
Administrators, & Related SerV|ce Personnel

3. Depends on Key People Fulfllllng Interdependent
Roles - ::J*”f;




Big Idea #1: Substantively Different

Feature Elementary Middle Secondary

Skills Benchmarking / Skills Benchmarking in \ Universal Screening

. (Repeated Universa 6th Grade, Shifting to Only in Grade 9,
Screening

Screening & Progrgss  Universal Screening 1x  Ingdividual Screening
Monitoring) per Year after Grade 9
Intensive Differentiated Tier 1, Increasing Shift to : .
er . . . Incfeasing Shift to
Basic Skills Plus Increasingly Focus on Tier 2 & Tier .
. . . Fdcus on Tier 3
Interventions Intensive Tiefs 3

Basic Skills Lang§age

Quality of Tier Arts, Mathemat\cs, Increasing Shift to ontent Area
1 . Content Area Courses Courses
Behavior
Basic Skill . . , : :
:rs:)c re;ss Universal (Everyone) Increasing Shift from Increasing Shift to
& Across 3 Tiers Mniversal to Tiers 2 & Focus on Tier 3

Monitoring




s
Big Differences

e Basic Skills Benchmarking for Rtl? Intervention
Continues through at Least the First Year of
Middle School

e Disproportionate Numbers of Students At Risk
may Indicate the Need to Continue Basic Skills
Benchmarking of All Students

e At the End of Grade 6 = Shift to End of Year US

e Frequent PM for those Students in T2, T3, and
SpEd
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Things to Remember

v’ Basic Skills Screening Practices may be
adopted More Quickly than Research-
based Progress Monitoring Practices

v Progress Monitor Basic Skills to Determine
If Interventions are Effective or Need
Modification

v Examine Versatility of Selected Tests

v' Stop-Gap Plan will be Likely to Support g~
Comprehensive “Best Practices” ’

v"Weighing the Cow Doesn’t Make it Fatter © /



Guiding Principle

Validated Basic Skills Screening and Progress Monitorin

Tests Should be Used. Not All Tests Meet Standards.
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Basic Skills Screening




Critical Vocabulary for Basic SKills
Screening

Universal Basic Skills Screening
Individual Basic Skills Screening
Universal Basic Skills Progress Monitoring

Basic Skills Benchmarking, Benchmark
Assessment

Multiple Gating




Universal Basic Skills
Screening: 61" —

Grade 6 Grade 7

Universal Basic Skills
Screening to Screen
Skills at the End of the
Year

Universal Basic Skills
Screening 3x per year
(F, W, S)

End of Year Results
Used to Place Students
for Interventions the
Following Year
(Grade 7)

End of Year Results will
be used to Place
Students for
Interventions the
Following Year
Follows Same (Grade 8)

Procedures as K-5

8th

Grade 8

Universal Basic Skills
Screening to Screen
Skills at the End of the
Year

End of Year Results will
be used to Place
Students for
Interventions the
Following Year
(Grade 9)




Middle School Basic Skills
Screening Recommendations

GRADE 6 GRADE 7 GRADE 8
BENCHMARK
S(Lé';'e/gﬁiﬁb USE END-OF-GRADE 6  USE END-OF-GRADE
BENCHMARK TO 7 TO SCHEDULE
FALL PROGRESS
MONITORING) OR SCHEDULE TIERED TIERED
INTERVENTION INTERVENTION

USE END-OF GRADE
5 BENHCMARK

WINTER BENCHMARK

SPRING BENCHMARK AND UNIVERSAL SCREENING MigéPéEESEIQNG
PLAN FOR GRADE 7 AND PLAN FOR GRADE 8 PLANNING



f Critical Vocabulary

Performance and the Performance Discrepancy

e A Student’s Level of Achievement

A Performance Discrepancy Exists when a

Student is Significantly Below the Expected
Level of Achievement

e Students with Severe Performance
Discrepancies have Education Need that
Requires More Intensive Intervention



&
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2

Student

Severe Performance
Discrepancy: Severe
Educational Need That
Suggests the Need for
Intensive Intervention

Adapted from Fuchs, 2003




We Triage Rather than Use “Failure to
Respond” to Determine the Intensity of
Intervention

Individual Student’s End of

198 — Grade 6
176 4 R-CBM Score
154 — [
< 25th
o

o \ Consider Tier 2
= 110- —

) <10th
66 — Consider

Tier 3

44 — e




Remember These
Big ldeas from the
Key Note!

v’ Students Get Services
they Need as Soon as
they Need Them!

v Not a Wait to Fall
Model!




Tier 2 Interventions are
Most Appropriate for Below
Average Students for
whom Supplemental
Instruction May Reduce
Some Significant Basic
Skill and/or Strateqy Gaps




Tier 3 Interventions are Most
Appropriate for Students with
Severe Performance
Discrepancies when Some
Instruction IS so Intensive that
it May be Supplanted
because Students have Many
Significant Basic Skill and/or
Strategy Gaps




3asiC Skills Progress
Monitoring



} Critical Vocabulary

Progress and the Progress Discrepancy

e A Student’s Rate of Improvement (ROI)

* A Progress Discrepancy Exists when a
Student’s ROl is Significantly Below the
Expected ROI or “Not Reducing the Gap”

o Students with Severe Progress Discrepancies
are Not Showing Educational Benefit from
Current Intervention and Modification Needs
to be Considered



Progress Monitoring Across,"T .
and SE 4

Basic Skills Benchmark ALL Students
Using 3x Per Year for Universal Screening
: AND Basic Skills Progress Monitoring-AND
Tier 1 Program Evaluation
Not Typically Relevant for Many Middle
Schools Beyond the First Year

Monitoring of Students Who Receive Tier 2
Tier 2 Intervention, 1x per Month, or 2x per Month or
Weekly

Frequent Monitoring Students Who Receive Tier
3 Intervention and With IEPs 1x per Week




Why Curriculum Based Measurement?

v' Easy to Learn

v’ Efficient

v' Basic Skills

v’ Inexpensive

v’ Easily Understood

v Helps Build Seamless System
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| 50 000 Vetted Research
- Studies

v' 800 Meta Analyses

v Influences could be Rank-
Ordered

v" (like Consumer Reports !)




Adding Value to
the Schooling
Experience

Students
could
achieve
w/o
Schooling

ZONE OF
DESIRED
EFFECTS 20
REVERSE 10
Effect Size =
0.40 — 1 year of Progress
1.0 = 3 years of Progress m ——
oll=l_earning

< 0.0 = Negative Effect on Achievement Laboratories



The #1 Mo'st PoWerfUI Teaching
Variable...

Zone of . KEY '
y desirad effacts Standard error 0.079 (Madiurm)
Rank ard
Mumbser of meta-analyses 2
" Mumber of studies 30
Mumber of effacts 78
PROVIDING FORMATINVE EVALUATION o = 0.80 Number of paople (1) 9 835

| Hattie, J./(2009). Visible learning: A synthesis of over 800 meta-analyses relating to achievement. New York, NY:
' ' Routledge. ' ' '
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SOL GRADED BASIC SKIL LS
ESSMENT MATERIALS




CBM “Families” of Basic Skills
Assessments

AIMSweb easy D (BM

Progress Monitoring and RTI System Customer Login
STUDENTS TEACHERS

Home  Products  Messuros  MewsEvents  Fosserch  FAQs  Supporiand Training  Confect
ABBERETE LBAMATE Usamuma Passwor
=n Loa
& Dion’t s an account yet? - Regiier Now.
New! Revised Convenient Hear what e iy ey
people are
AlMSweb Behavior Math Computation Computer-Assisted saying about
pRscEAE) Assessment Qioweb Bringing 30 years of research Into the hands of classroom teachers

‘This prograss Monitoeng SYSM HOvICRS ASEASSTANS for ECHNS In grade K8, Sin-up for § fres account

0 UNIVERSITY OF OREC UQ Home | Collegdg

FREE What is AIMSweb?
.b.' Binars! AIMGweb is & Banehmark and progress monitodng Eystam based o deest, § Center on Teaching and Learning » CTL . — =59

»w'g -wmmw-"m"fﬂ"m:::: DIBELS Data System

Using data to make decisions for students, EACk

I |” ‘ P ‘ ViEW B RETEnnot Bour of sRsyCEM.

s 3 Dema | HOME | ADMINISTRATION | DATAENTRY | REPORTS | RESOURCES | HELP
Want i check out the sysiem betbrs sigring up? Take & spin on the e stogunt
How Data System Sign In With the DIBELS Data System, student perfc K i

ARISweh To resuits become powerful reports so you can E%\\&

Order Username: decisions and improve student outcomes. 5%%\

Password: = Costs only $1 per student per year §§§
Headlines =~
» Includes easy-to-use administration and data entry tools

Camama {_ Signln
a e © = Learn more in our video introduction e

:’::';::‘:‘"ﬂ“‘” At i Sean A e BunEre B DE‘lw:\-uus?nTaa’:Z:goun:smrd » Download a brochure and check out our quick start guides,
Pecgrea Mordonrs Svaies How Does AlMSweb w["k-_, FAQs and more on the resources page
[ rS—— Y s
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[S—— B - threa ties
PRALGrE AP Hahas per yoar for universal Free DIBELS and IDEL % 08 ETcom Wabnite -
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Seamless Across Tiers & Programs
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Words Read Correct Per Minute (WRCPM)

Hartford School District - Wilson Elementary
P. Cotten (Grade 3)
Reading - Standard Benchmark Passages

Above
Averane

Averane

Below
Average

< Student

75—
a0 —
25
0 T T T
Fall Wirter Spring
Benchmark Period 220041 Edformation, Inc.
I . 1
Progress Monitoring Improvement Report for Yanni Ballis
from 09/01/2006 to 06/01/2007
Yanni Ballis (Grade 3)
Grade 3 : Reading - Standard Progress Monitor Passages
160 —
Begin Horizons Reading Group
144 = | @ Corrects
7 W Errors
- s —*Corrects 2imine
128+ — -~ Corrects Trend
o112
Z ol
=
=
=5 80—
=
=
T 52—
&
Py
B 45
=
32—

57

T
2

A T LR A A A A ‘
g 8§ & g = 2 8 5 8§ &8 # g 2
Date
Show: ()NoTrends () GoalTrends & Intervention Trends

™ Aimline [ Intervention Lines [ Errors

@207 Edfermation, Inc.

Goal Statement

In 39.0 weeks, Yanni Ballis will achieve 110 Words Read Correct with 0 Errors from grade 3 Reading - Standard Progress Monitor
Passages. The rate of improvement should be 1.80 Words Read Correct per week. The current average rate of improvement is
3.30 Words Read Correct per week.

Tier 3

Gordon, Emima (Grade 5)
Edformation Educational Averages
Reading - Curriculum Based Measurement

210+
189 —
168 —
147 — Above
o 126 Average
% 105 —
a4 Average
B3 Belonwy
42 Average
21—
o T T | | T | | T —arget
S5ep S0t Show SDec Saan SFeb Shiar SApr Shlay @ Student

R-CBM R-CBM R-CBM R-CBM R-CBM R-CBM R-CBM R-CBM R-CBM
Grade, Benchmatk Period, Outcame Measure 22004 Edfarmation, Inc.

Thiz chart showa that Emma Gordon improved from 85 Words Read Correct (WRGC) from grade 5 Passages at tha
Septamber Benchmark to 80 Words Rsad Gorract (WRC) at the October Benchmark and to 94 Words Raad Comect (WRG)
at the Mowember Benchmark and to 88 Worde Read Gomect (WRG) at the Decamber Benchmark and to 88 Words Read
Comact (WRG) at the January Banchmark and to 101 Words Read Correct (WRC) at the February Banchmark and to 104
‘Worde Read Comect (WRC) at the March Banchmark and to 107 Words Read Correct (WRC) at the April Benchmark and to
110 Words Read Correct (WRG) at the May Benchmark. The rate of improvement (RO} from the September Benchmark is

0.8 WRC per wesk. Currently,. Emma Gordon's ecore ie Average compared o Edformation Educational Averages.

Tier 2

Grade ? : Reading - Standard Progress Monitor Passages
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gibility in RtI2

Rtl Requires Us to Do Some Things Differently



Methods to Address...

Inclusionary Components @RSile]gllile=l @i Claleely

Determinant Factors

(e.g., Appropriate Instruction, Formal Assessment of Achievement at
Reasonable Intervals, EL)

Exclusionary Components Minor Attention

(e.g., the same ones as previous)
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Critical Vocabulary

Dual Discrepancy
« A Student Displays a Severe Basic Skills

Performance Discrepancy (Under-
achievement) and a Severe Progress
Discrepancy (Lack of Progress)

e Defines One of the Inclusionary
Components — Things a Student “Must
Have”




Ol—
Critical Vocabulary

Instructional Need

* A Need for Specially Designed Instruction
(i.e., Special Education) to Meet Student’s
Unique Needs

* Defines One of the Inclusionary
Components — Things a Student “Must
Have”




()
2

Severe Performance Discrepancy: Severe
Educational Need That Suggests the Need for
Intensive Intervention

Severe Performance Discrepancy, is
Necessary, But Not Sufficient

Student

Adapted from Fuchs, 2003




2

Performance
Discrepancy

N Progress
Discrepancy:
Likely Not Eligible

Student

Adapted from Fuchs, 2003
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Performance

Discrepancy And Progress

Discrepancy

Student May Be Eligible

Adapted from Fuchs, 2003
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General Recommendations for Rtl

as Component of SLD
ldentification: Middle School



Middle School

1. Inclusionary Factor 1: Severe Normative Performance
Discrepancy on an Achievement Test Validated for
Screening— Use Confidence Intervals and Don’t Get Rigid on

the Cut-Score

2. Inclusionary Factor 2: Severe Progress Discrepancy on an
Achievement Test Validated for Progress Monitoring—Rate of
Improvement (ROI) —that Fails to Significantly Reduce the
Severe Achievement Discrepancy when:

(a)Tier 3 Intervention is of Appropriate Intensity

(b)Delivered With Fidelity



Middle School

3. Inclusionary Factor 3: Need for
Special Education Intervention
(Specially Designed Instruction to
Meet Student’s Uniqgue Needs)

4. All Other Procedural Requirements
(Determinant Factors and

Exclusionary Components) Have
Been Addressed
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i Changes

K-8 Caveats | wexrer

« Universal Basic Skills Screening Data Drive the
Process

o Grade-level Teams w/ Administrative Support
Proactively Triage Students into Tiers of
Appropriate Intensity

e Process Does Not Include “Wait to Fail” at Tier 1
and Tier 2 to get to Tier 3 & Fail Again

« Only Rarely Do Tier 2 Students Move to Tier 3

e |nterventions at Tiers 2 & 3 Use Intensive &
Proven Programs



Better, More Straightforward IEPS
and SE Progress Monitoring




Current IEP Reading Goals

Annual Goal: Frodo will increase his basic reading skills

Objectives Criteria | Evaluations| Schedule

Frodo will decode words containig 30% Documen_te Grading Perioc
vowel syllable patterns Observation
Frodo will decode words containing 0 Documented . .
i the silent syllable pattern (CVCe) 80% Observation Grading Period

Frodo will decode words containing Documented

3 |inflected endings (ing, ed, er, Yy, ly, 80% Grading Period
ful)

Observation




Fewer, More Scientifically Sound,
Observable, & Measurable Goals
In 1 Year (Expiration of the IEP), John will:

Read 150 Words Correctly (WRC) with 3 or fewer errors from

a randomly selected Grade 7 Standard Reading Passage
(Tied to the Standards That Defined the Performance Discrepancy)

Earn a score of greater than 35 points on a randomly selected
Grade 6 Mathematics Applications Probe

Write 65 Total Words (TWW) with 65 Correct Writing
Sequences (CWS) given a randomly selected story starter.




Quality Progress Monitoring

Progress Monitoring Improvement Report for Student X X
from 02/04/2010 to 06/08/2010

Student X X (Grade )
Grade :Reading - Standard Progress Monitor Passages

1604 Behavior and Attendance change '
_— Behavior and plan begun ® Corrects
N #Ermors |
=k Corrects Aimline
128 e -- Corrects Trend
] _'_._.-‘ B |
O 12— o "—'-&k___‘ ;
3 N
. ag -
5
=
| o 80 |
L]
=
— o 54 — —
S 1
wy
=
74 |
o
= | 2B 215 222 3N B 3NS5 322 329 45 4M2 4M9 428 53 S5M0 SMT 524 531 &7 o

Date Copyright ® 2010 by NCS Pearson, Inc

e / \ -




More Efficient, Logical, &
Relevant Re-evaluations ¢




Evaluations

<
5,
H
i
.
N

Parent Information

Review of Existing

Current Assessments

Observations

IC

Present Levels of Academ

t & Related

levemen

Ach

Need for

Need for SE & Related

Ine

Any to Determ

Services




Key Questions
~ 1.Is the Special Education Program Delivered
as Intended?

- 2.ls the Special Education Program
. Benefitting the Student?

. 3.Does the Student Still Need Special
. Education?

4. ess Important—"whether the child
continues to have such a disabllity”




Significant Appropriately Significant
Performance Intensive Progress

Discrepancy Interventions Discrepancy

Need for
Specially
Designed
Instruction




2 A Positive 3-year Re-evaluation and SRR
» _.,__,nﬂual Reviews...the Process In Revefsg »

Implemented Reduces
with Fidelity Performance

Discrepancy

nitoring

Review |IEP Assess Fidelity Progres#
est)

(Records) (Observation) Gra

Performance
Discrepancy No

Longer
Significant

& 4

Transition Plan Benchmark
(Interview) Graph (Test)




Grade 2 : Reading - Standard Progress Monitor Passages

Reading - Curriculum Based Measurement
144
125
Above

A 138 Average
o112

%/ /fé )\/ 118 Average

—

56 *u- Py 102 Below
= == [ Average
S 80 + 85 —Target
= /\ /.v = # Student
- =) ¥ ke

— F_/__——f"‘f
T B4 [
o 51
. 435
‘ga / Lo 34
32 v 17
16 0 T T T
2Fall Anvinter 25pring
F:-CBM R-CHM R-CHi
o —%ﬁmmmmm Grace, Benchmark Period, Outcome Measure @2004 Edfarmation, Inc.

———— e e —

i

_— No Progress No Significant Performance—

Discrepancy—Reducing No Need for Continued SE ==
the Gap!



g7 Potential 3-year Re-evaluatio gt e
and Annual Review ey

ROI That
Implemented Reduces

with Fidelity Performance
Discrepancy

Performance
Discrepancy Still
Significant




Not Implemented
with Fidelity

Not Reducing
Performance
Discrepancy

Implemented
with Fidelity

‘ Assess SIC







The Big Ideas: Require New
Thinking

1.A Cornerstone of Rtl2 Is Data-Based
Decision-Making

2.0Ild Thinking: Our Primary Assessment Focus:
for 40 Years Has Been on Special Education
(SE) Eligibility—What a Student “Has”

3.New Thinking: Not Every Problem Learning Is
One That Requires SE




The Big Ideas: Require New
Thinking

4. We Need to Shift Our Focus from an
Obsession with SE Eligibility to One of Early
Intervention and Providing Effective,
Appropriately Intensive Intervention—What a
Student “Needs”

5. With Quality Rtl2 Decision Making Practices,
SE Decision Making Becomes More Efficacious
and Efficient

6. Rtl12 Decision Making Is Different in
Meaningful Ways at High School Than at Middles
or Elementary




