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	1/21/16

	Observations

	Student involvement – 
	 The student is often not involved or does not pay attention. CT reports that she believes that the student does not “know what is going on” 
Example: CT asks the class to turn to page 154 in the GO! Math textbook. The student sits there staring at the teacher with a blank stare – either partner or teacher usually assists her in opening to the correct page 
	Next I would like to observe the student when in small groups (reading groups – P.R.I.D.E. time group – lunch? – art)

	1/28/16


	Observations 

	Ability to complete fluency phrases 
	I was able to “administer” the students’ fluency phrases (tier three intervention) – the activity consists of the student repeating phrases such as “go over there”. Each time the phrase is said correctly, it is put in the “yes” pile and if it is said incorrectly it is places in the “no” pile. ***Data coming soon!
	Retrieve photos of fluency phrases data – change to jokes? (Refer to articles) 

	2/4/16


	Observations – Test scores 

	Today I am not looking for anything specific – 
PLC (data chat) meeting 
	Although the student went home early, and I could not make any formal observations on her involvement/ability today, I was able to attend a data chat meeting. The meeting was on mathematics test scores (Form One and Form Two). 
The average percent correct for the Elementary School was Form One 44.64%, and Form Two 51.72%

Focus student: Form One 6.67% correct with a raw score of 2, and Form Two 30% correct with a raw score of 9
	Although the Form One and Two scores were useful, it does not really relate to my wondering. A test score that would assist in furthering my wondering is the FAIR score – Scores coming soon! 

	2/11/16


	Observations – Teacher interview 

	Any information that the CT can tell me 
	Learned a great deal about the focus student! Refer to interview for specific details.
	Observe the student during P.R.I.D.E. time (intensive reading group) – ask CT about changing the fluency phrases to jokes OR about an additional time to have the student rehearse jokes (refer to articles – enhance fluency)

	2/18/16


	Observatios – Running Record 

	Through the running record, I am looking to establish Emily’s fluency, reading level, and comprehension skills.
	Reading level of text read: 14 (two grades below the targeted reading level for third grade). Administered one-on-one during silent reading time so there were no distractions. Emily read the text containing a total of 149 words in one minute and fifty-one seconds and committed with eleven errors. By evaluating and establishing the words correct per minute, Emily’s fluency is below grade level. Prominent trends during Emily’s reading were visual errors. These errors usually occurred when she used visual information such as beginning sounds, familiar word endings or chunks, etc. Emily struggled with retelling the story after completion. Additionally it was evident that she was struggling with the text (although appropriate to her reading level) and appeared to be disengaged with text. The observation suggested that she was unable to read accurately and understand what she had just read. 


	Administer the Test of Phonemic Awareness to evaluate whether or not Emily has the ability to sound things out (relates to fluency/comprehension and spelling ability.

	2/25/16
	Test of Phonemic Awareness 

	Emily’s ability to properly sound out.
	The Test of Phonemic Awareness revealed that Emily is able to properly sound out words (in relation to phonemes). Please refer to actual assessment.
	The Elementary Spelling Inventory (Primary Spelling Inventory if necessary)

	3/3/16


	Spelling Inventories 

	Emily’s ability to spell (relates to phonemic ability – above). 
	There were two spelling inventories administered to the student. The first was the Elementary Spelling Inventory (ESI); this assessment revealed that Emily is in the middle letter-name alphabetic stage. During the ESI assessment, Emily was able to spell three out of twenty-five words correctly. These results indicate that she is not at the Elementary spelling level, the average for the third grade. Following this assessment, Emily was given the Primary Spelling Inventory (PSI), which is most often used in the assessment of kindergarten or other emergent readers (Bear, 2000, p. 315). During this assessment she was able to spell ten out of twenty-six of the words correctly. Through analyzing each feature of this list of words, it revealed that Emily is in the early within word pattern phase. Through combining both spelling stages and then taking the average, it is evident that Emily is in the late letter name-alphabetic spelling stage. 


	Continue implementing the fluency phrases – acquire/collect actual data. (Data has been collected, but I have not been keeping a copy of it).

	3/10/16


	Fluency Phrases Data 

	Exhibit all data that has been acquired through fluency phrases.
	Emily’s fluency has improved slightly until this point. Please refer to fluency phrases data.
	Continue implementing the fluency phrases. Acquire data from Istation.

	3/24/16


	Student was absent.

	
	
	

	3/31/16


	FSA testing 

	
	
	


