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Notes:  Issues for Collabrative Problem Solving
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September Meeting Outcomes: 

	Participants will: 
Connect PERA components to RtI/MTSS  
Identify strategies to align the SAPSI with other school improvement initiatives
Refine Tier 3 teaming 
Apply coaching strategies through collaborative problem solving
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Participants will:
Identify  assumptions and misconceptions of a culturally responsive plan for parent engagement 
Compare tools and processes for establishing entry/exit decision rules at Tier 3 
Evaluate tools and share strategies to improve Tier 3 fidelity
Identify strategies to intensify interventions at Tier 3 and begin to plan for the PD needs of their internal coaches






 (
I-RtI Network
) Sustainability: Parent Engagement

[image: C:\Documents and Settings\cmartin\Local Settings\Temporary Internet Files\Content.IE5\4N6LXKAB\MC900432558[1].png]ISBE Family Engagement Framework Draft Document: 

NOTES: 

		Principles:



		Standards: (pg 21)



		Crosswalk: (pg 27-32)
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		Data Notes: 




		Improvement area #1:


		Improvement Area #2:


		Improvement Area #3: 






Reflection:

	What did you gain from today’s discussion?:


	What would you like to know more about?:


	What steps will you take to intensify or improve Tier 3 Parent Engagement 	in your District?


  





TIER 3 SUPPORTS FOR STUDENTS


Decision Rules Notes: 
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		Check, ! or ?
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		Reading, Behavior, Elementary, MS/HS

My tool:

How I will use it:

When I will use it: 
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Mark Shinn’s Response on the ISPA Listerv:

	“I wish I could disseminate freely a copy of a chapter I just wrote on secondary RtI for the revised Handbook of RtI by VanderHayden, Burns, and Jimerson. It discusses these issues in detail.

In brief...the probes go up to Grade 8 for a reason. The construct measured in BASIC SKILLS reading. A vast majority of reading requirements beyond Grade 8 are informational, content specific text, for which basic skills are necessary, but not sufficient, for understanding.

The goal of screening is to identify students with severe basic skills reading deficits. For HS students, I recommend that a team identifies a minimum standard of reading proficiency, below which would require intervention. Like ANY criterion, this is a social values judgment. I did a workshop at NASP last year with more than 50 SPs and when I polled them, the vast majority suggested "end-of-grade 6" as the minimum standard. That is, if a Grade 9 student performed below the average range of Grade 6 students, they may be good candidates for intervention. This type of decision making is referred to as "standards-based." Of course, for Tier 3, then progress could/should be monitored for most students against progress toward reducing the gap in Grade 6 level reading. If Grade 6 is too low a standard for the community, consider Grade 7--of course, more students would be identified for potential intervention, but the investment would likely result in much greater student achievement. And, of course, Grade 8 is a very, very high MINIMUM standard that I wish were our target. But if so, be prepared to intervene with very sizable numbers of students.

As per universal screening, I strongly recommend using END-OF-YEAR extant data, especially at Grade 8 BEFORE the end of the year to allow individual screening using CBM and importantly, to allow pre-high school summer school intensive interventions and Grade 9 intensive intervention classes to be scheduled.”


Discussion Notes: 















REFLECTION:

	What did you gain from today’s discussion?:


	What would you like to know more about?:


	What steps will you take to improve use of Tier 3 decision rules in your District?


  



FIDELITY AT TIER 3



Areas to Assess for Fidelity:  (REVIEW)
   
     
      


Notes: 
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NOTES: 
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		Clear, concise objectives:


		Format:


		Validation Process:















REFLECTION:

	What did you gain from the discussion and activities?:


	What would you like to know more about?:


	What will you do to intensify or improve Tier 3 fidelity?


  


Strategies to Intensify Intervention at Tier 3


ALIGNMENT STRATEGIES:





Problem Analysis:  Can’t Do/Won’t Do Assessment




MINI- LESSONS:

	Strategy:


	Graphic:

	
Notes: 


		Reading Strategies:



		Math Strategies: 





REFLECTION:

	What did you gain from the discussion and activities?:


	What would you like to know more about?:


	What will you do to improve the delivery of intensive interventions at Tier 3?


  




	Tier 3 Consensus: 

		Issues:


		Tools: 
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NOVEMBER Assignment: Read pages 28-30 and Chapters 7& 8 using the guiding questions document.  


How does the material in the reading relate to what we are learning in our EC meetings?


How does the material in the reading apply to the work you are doing in your district?



How will this content and the ideas gained through discussion help you improve your coaching skills?














[image: ]  PROBLEM SOLVING:  Collaborate to generate solutions for EC district challenges. 


		Problem Identification: What is the Problem?






		Problem Analysis: Why is it happening?








		Plan Development: What will we do?







		
		Plan Evaluation: Did it work?






	Extension Activity:  

Administer the SAPSI_D, due October 30
Evaluate Tier 3 Entry/Exit Decision Rules in MTSS Manual
Complete the External Coach Self Assessment due by November EC Meeting  (available at: https://www.surveymonkey.com/r/selfassessfall2014)










To Do’s:											By When:
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