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» Special « Special
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An estimated 1in 5 children has difficulty
learning to read in school (NRC)

As many as 45% have difficulty learning to
read (NICHD)

Most poor readers at the end of 15t are still
poor readers at the end or 4t (Juel, 1988)

Lack of achievement in the early grades is
associated with a declining spiral of negative
effects (Stanovich, 1986)



Evidence suggest that phonological processing skills & spelling - to - sound mapping ability should be in place early in
the child’s development. Why? Because their absence can initiate a causal chain of escalating negative side effects.

Deficient letter-sound knowledge

P Deficient decoding & word recognition

Less involvement in
reading-related activities

LACK OF PRACTICE

# words read in 1 week of school in the
middle of 1st grade:

LOW GROUP =16
HIGH GROUP =1, 93 3

POOR READERS PUT IN TEXTS

TOO DIFFICULT

Delays development of word knowledge:
eautomaticity in word recognition &
«efficiency of word attack skills

Drains cognitive resources

Verbal 1Q lowers

Less exposure to
eInformation
*Vocabulary

*Complex sentence structures

Motivational & attitudinal
problems

STAGGERING INDIVIDUAL DIFFERNCES
# words read in one year of Middle School:
Low Group: 100,000 words per year
Average Group: 1,000,000 words per year
High-Group:-10,000,000-words-per-year

Less task persistence academic learned helplessness

Cognitive deficits

Adapted from Stanovich 1988
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Most reading problems can be prevented...
when indicators are detected early
Intervention is implemented immediately

Evidence suggests that the percentage of
children with reading difficulties can be
reduced......

from current levels (20 - 45%)

to 5% or fewer

through EARLY INTERVENTION
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Established by the 1997 Virginia Acts of Assembly

to help participating school districts identify K and 15t
grade children at risk for reading difficulties

to provide early intervention services to those students
with diagnosed needs in reading

In 2000, the General Assembly expanded the EIRI
to include students in grades K-3



To provide a valid & reliable screening tool to
help teachers identify students at risk for
reading difficulties : PALS

To offer incentive funds for school divisions to
provide 2 Y2 hours of additional reading
Instruction to identified students per week

To provide specific information necessary to
tailor instruction & intervention to diagnosed
needs



Phonclogical Avsarenass Literacy Screaning

PALS-K
Beginning Sounds
Rhyme
Alphabet Naming
Letter Sounds
Spelling (# of phonemes)
Concept of Word

Summed Score
& Benchmarks

PALS 1-3

Entry (Screening) Level)
Single Word Reading (in

graded word lists)

Spelling (phonics)

Oral Reading in Context
Diagnostic Levels

Alphabetic Knowledge

Phonemic Awareness

Summed Score, Benchmarks,
& Reading Levels
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Criteria-Referenced Norm-Referenced
Forms a dichotomous Forms a normal
distribution distribution useful for big
Samples domain-specific picture
items deeply Samples items broadly
Indicates specific skills and sparingly

Informs instruction Does not inform
Provides benchmarks for Instruction
what a child @ a given Shows where a child is
grade should know located on a distribution
Forms the basis of in relation to the average
remedial instruction child in the normative

sample

Generates standard
scores & percentiles

Generates benchmarks &
reading levels



t“' CLASS PERFORMANCE BY TASK - SPRING 2006

pals

This table summarizes the Entry Level results for all the students in the class. Aline separates those who were not identified for
additional instruction fram those who were identified for additional instruction.

¥ Teacher Cara Trent

v 3chool: Example Elementary

¥ Total Students inclass 19

1. kevin Walky
2. Daonte Smith

1. Rachel Dunleawy
2, Karina Escobar O
3. Brenda Coleman
4. Jennifer Lee

3. Kidiki Mavarez

6. Zachary Bikble

¥ Total Students Screened: 19

SUMMED SCORE

g4
g0
a0
74
78
77

SPELLING INVENTORY | THIRD GRADE WORD LIST

50 ; 15

[ 45 ] 19
50 (14 ]
G4 20
G0 20
G0 20
59 20
58 20
57 20

¥ Total Students [dentified:2
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These students need additional Throughout the school day, make sure that these students have the opportunity to waork
instructional and more practice in these with children who don't need additional instructional in these areas and weave these
skills through: skills through all pants of the child’'s day.

» Additional small group instruction
» Focused mini-lessons

» Added practice during center time
« Cooperative groups and pairings

* Teacher: F_atrich[}ﬂ-dge - v Grade: K __*Sl::hnnl: If_.'r_tﬂmpiﬂ_ﬂ'_eﬁ_l?ﬂtﬂr]f

* Total Students in class ; 20 * Total Students Screened: 20 * Total Students |dentified: 3

Fall Benchmark

Wynn Clark 100 | 11
Carl Harris 11
Trey Johnson @ 11

Lower-Case Alphabet  Doniece Perez 10 12
Stephanie Potter 1@ 11
Ashley P E 11 5
i 11 i

Lefier Sounds : X | 4
Stephanie Potter 10 3 :

Spelling Trey Johnson 0 1 -
Wynn Clark 10 1

Pointing Carl Harris E 1 | -
Trey Johnson 1@ 1
Wynn Clark 10 0

W David Daniels E 1 E ,,
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EIRI lays the foundation for Rtl by providing:

A statewide infrastructure for universal literacy
screening in the early grades

Easy access to diagnostic information necessary
for instruction

Incentive funding for early intervention in reading

Additional assessment windows for progress
monitoring ‘
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Practice universal literacy screening K-3
Bank student-level data over time
Transfer student scores as they move

Encourage schools to provide 2 Y2 hrs of
additional instruction

Harvest population-level data annually

||" ) 1 I'E] nia— : \
2 “Dep: ulmentuf Education




number of students

Number of First Graders at Different Instructional Oral
Reading Levels, Spring 2006 (n = 72,129)
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Matched Cohort 1 (N=27,725):

Of the 90% of the K students who met PALS
benchmarks at K entry, 84% also passed the
3'd grade SOL in Reading 4 years later.

Matched Cohort 2 (N=27,840):

Of the 88% of the K students who met PALS
benchmarks at K entry, 87% also passed the
3'd grade SOL in Reading 4 years later.
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Pergentagea

a

Percentage of Students Identified in Fall K
to Receive Intervention During Kindergarten

Fall 2003 Fall 2004 Fall 2005 Fall 2006
Year
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Screening : identifies students not meeting
minimal literacy competencies who are In
need of additional instruction

Diagnosis : provides explicit information about
what literacy skills students know and which
they need to learn

Progress Monitoring : shows student growth
over time In specific literacy skill areas



Purpose #1.:

|dentification of children in need of further
assessment and/or intervention

EIR| Solution:
PALS class reports available on the PALS

website:  http://pals.virginia.edu




pq Is PHONOLOGICAL AWAREMESS LITERACY SCREENING

//_ PLANNING INSTRUCTION

HISTORY+GROWTH

ACCOUNT INFO
CHAMGE SCHOOLS
LOG OFF

&) cLASS LIST

&) STUDENT ACTIONS

Select a student's name from the
Class Listto the left, then select an
action fram the choices helow:

@) VIEW RESULTS

Select a report to view and print. Mote
that a single Student Summary can he
printed by selecting the single Student
ican or the entire class' Student
Summaries can be printed by
selecting the class icaon.

Select a student's name from the list
helow, then select an action fraom the
choices ta the right:

Your Third Grade class : :
¥ hlodify Student Information

Bibble, Fachary * Enter Student's Scores

| 2 FRE N
Caleman, Brenda : Student Summary :

:& online Azsessment Wizard
Diodge, Matthew

Dunleawy, Rachel

Escobar, Karina ir
Jacksaon, Corey

Jones, Malik

Lacek, John

Lee, Jennifer

Lewiz, Rana

Mavarez, Kidiki

Qrtez, Wilber

Rivera, Mauricio

FClass Sumimary

¥
& Student OAW Repor.

k Add ar Transfer a Student

F Remove Student
W Class O&W Report

?) QUESTIONS

Have Administrative questions?
Find the answers here:

'F CLASS MANAGEMENT

Select a student's name from the
Class List to the left, then select an

Scakzi, Teresa
Seline, Samuel

0000000000 CO0CCO0TG0

&= Simith, Donte 10 action from the choices helow:

=1

e Water, Alexa g ELE:ZEQ?;?JESS;WDW student Wihat services do my students
& Whitehous e, Brooks ' (ELEVED

v Setorchange assessment
datefreading inventory.

o R e e A A A - i i} kA A i i SR A s A i e

Wialby, Kevin 1D

Spring 2006 scares have been
=

entered for this student v Click here to add students from



t“' CLASS PERFORMANCE BY TASK - SPRING 2006

pals

This table summarizes the Entry Level results for all the students in the class. Aline separates those who were not identified for
additional instruction fram those who were identified for additional instruction.

¥ Teacher Cara Trent

v 3chool: Example Elementary

¥ Total Students inclass 19

1. kevin Walky
2. Daonte Smith

1. Rachel Dunleawy
2, Karina Escobar O
3. Brenda Coleman
4. Jennifer Lee

3. Kidiki Mavarez

6. Zachary Bikble

¥ Total Students Screened: 19

SUMMED SCORE

g4
g0
a0
74
78
77

SPELLING INVENTORY | THIRD GRADE WORD LIST

50 ; 15

[ 45 ] 19
50 (14 ]
G4 20
G0 20
G0 20
59 20
58 20
57 20

¥ Total Students [dentified:2




Purpose #2:
to provide feedback about class performance
to adjust curriculum & identify instructional needs

EIRI Solution:

PALS class reports available on the PALS
website:  http://pals.virginia.edu

N



EI;J CLASS INSTRUCTIONAL READING LEVELS - SPRING

2006 peals

Both Word Recognition in Isolation RN and Oral Reading in Context (ORCY scores have been taken into account to determine

instructional oral reading levels. Based an the information provided, these are your students' instructional oral reading levels for
Spring 2006.

*Teacher Cara Trent P Grade: 3 ¥ School: Example Elementary

F Total Students in class ;19 ¥ Total Students Screened: 19 ¥ Total Students Identified:2

. larina Escaobar “'l}
. dennifer Lee

® e =

. Corey Jackson
. fachary Bikble
. Rachel Dunleaw

.John Lacek =

. Fana Lewis
. kidiki Mavarez

. Samuel Seline B

0w = & N &= W M e
0090000

10. Brenda Colerman
11. Malik Jones

12, Alexa Water

13. Brooke Whitehouse

14 Wilkhar Mirtar ||
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42 GROUPING CHART = pals

This report groups students with feature scores by Instructional Oral Reading Level and Spelling Stage.

EmergentEarly Letter

Letter Mame Within Word Pattern Syllables & Affixes
Mame
O,.
/)/O
PP S Shannon Friedmantz
& Melissa Zebrowski

btw PPIP Taylor Swann
P
btw Pr1st Chaundra Cardinelli
1st
i e Jena Koslowski Darlene Sandston
biw 1st2nd Dante Wellington Lot biidnncd Jay Slomonick
Znd Daija Rockmanser
rd Add to group 1
bitw 3rdldth M grose 2

Add to group 3
4th
— Add to group 4
5th
6th

e | T
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Tier I; Excellent Classroom Instruction

differentiated professional informal

adequate

classroom collegial
management support
instructional level

small-group development assessment

culturally responsive

resources

instruction

+.% /l




Purpose # 3:

Diagnosis of children who may have had a poor
testing experience.

EIRI Solution:

PALS individual student reports available on the
PALS website:  http://pals.virginia.edu

r
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Who needs additional instruction?
What has been their history?
What reading level are they on?

What letter sounds do they know? Need
to learn?

What phonics/spelling features do they
know? Need to learn?

Do they have phonemic awareness? How
much?
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These students need additional Throughout the school day, make sure that these students have the opportunity to waork
instructional and more practice in these with children who don't need additional instructional in these areas and weave these
skills through: skills through all pants of the child’'s day.

» Additional small group instruction
» Focused mini-lessons

» Added practice during center time
« Cooperative groups and pairings

* Teacher: F_atrich[}ﬂ-dge - v Grade: K __*Sl::hnnl: If_.'r_tﬂmpiﬂ_ﬂ'_eﬁ_l?ﬂtﬂr]f

* Total Students in class ; 20 * Total Students Screened: 20 * Total Students |dentified: 3

Fall Benchmark

Wynn Clark 100 | 11
Carl Harris 11
Trey Johnson 0 1

Lower-Case Alphabet  Doniece Perez 10 12
Stephanie Potter 11
Ashley Pratt 11
Maggie Ratchford "
Wynn Clark 10 & 3

Letter Sounds . ! - 4
Stephanie Potter 1@ 3 :

Spelling Trey Johnson 0 1 -
Wynn Clark 10 1

Pointing Carl Harris 1 2
Trey Johnson 1@ 1
Wynn Clark 10 0

e David Daniels | 1 5 ,




(&) INDIVIDUAL STUDENT SCORE HISTORY - SPRING
2006 pals

v Student: Scott Allen  » Grade: 2 *Teacher: Elliot Patton ¥ Schoal: Example Elementary

districtischoolfteacher

. G 1 = e o o B e L ety e

Spring 2006 !

Second grade Exargﬁ:stilgtrtr;intaw Spelling 46 aq
*SUMMED SCORE 63 a4
First Grade List 20 :

: *Sample Report District | Second Grade List T T L SR
Wi Example Elementary  |-----em-omooe- A i R e R
Second grade St e Spelling a7 -

*There is no Summed Score for Mid-Year PALS.
Gl Benor Distic First Grade List 16 i
*Bample Report District ™ - oc oo e Rt EECEEEEEEEFTTEEE

Falll Example Elermentary Spelling 72 20

cond grade Elliot Patton : :

*SUMMED SCORE a8 3A

F - First Grade List 12 14

Spring 2003 e T =T s e T i T - PP

First grade Exarnple Elermentary Spelling 20 20

o Tahitha Swan

* SUMMED SCORE i a5

Preprimer List 14 =

Frimer List <
. *Sample Report District | First Grada List a0 T T

' - H H

ru1||E|.‘r’ear.2E|E|5 EiamplerElementans s A s me LR nE AR A (pEARRE Rk R GaARE TR T ARG RETARET RS TR

HISE Qrade Tahitha Swan Spelling T E :
S e TR




(&) STUDENT SUMMARY - SPRING 2006~ paals

e
Sy

This repoart lists all scores entered for the student. Task and Summed Score benchmarks are in parenthesis next to the student's

Score.

2 ' »Teacher

Scott Allen © » Grade:

F Student:

Elliot Patton

¥ School:

Example Elementary

PALS SECTION PALS TASK SEE}ELES sc%rl‘{lss SERING
i Tatal Spelling Score 27 (20) 37 AG(38) | 56
[: PreprimerWiord List 20
( Frimer ord List 20
( First Grade Word List 16 20 20
e o Second Grade Word List 10 11 17(15) | 20
( Third Grade Ward List 7 20
( Fourth Grade Ward List 20
( Fifth Grade \Word List 20
( Sixth Grade Ward List 20
» ENTRY LEVEL SUMMED SCORE 38 (35) Bé B3 (54) 76
lﬁ: Arcuracy 97 % 96 % 100%
First Grade I Flusngy ! 3 :
¥ Words Per Minute ] 81 -
! 'i. Zomprehension 5 B g
ORAL READING IN ( ] Accuracy 91 % 96% (00%) | 100%
CONTEXT
| Fluency 2 z 3
Second Grade e
(L Winrds Per Minute 78 51 -
[ Camprehension 5 i f
P ( INSTRUCTIONALORALREADINGLEVEL ~ btwisyznd %~ and .
Concept of YWord - Pointing
Concept of Word - Word 1D
Concept of Waord - Word List
LEVEL B » COWY TOTAL SCORE 25
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TIER I

Tier Il: Small-Group Enhancements

classroom coordination targeted to intense
individual in addition to all NRP cultural_ly
needs components responsive
classroom

instructional level

Provide 2 Y2 hours of additional instruction OVER & BEYOND What is Given in
the Classroom

Use PALS STUDENT REPORTS to individualize

Interactive Strategies Approach (Vellutino & Scanlon)
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Ensures that students who need support
receive additional instruction/intervention
before it's too late!

Helps identify the “point of entry” into the tiers
of Rtl intervention & the kinds of supports
needed.

Monitors student growth over time



These draphs display task and summed score growth for an individual student.

» Student: Allijah Zast

GROLUP RHYME

FiGrade:

L e

LETTER SOUMDS

K ' »Teacher Patrick Dodge

BEG. SOLUNDS

L]
Fall BEMCHMARE — SPRING BEMCHMARK

W SCORES "W SCORES "W SCORES

' »School: Example Elementary

AERC LOWYER

p* & R

C:Ow WYWORD LIST

* & & F * F F F F T







Student concerns are discussed by
Instructional staff.

Classroom instruction Is adjusted
Additional Intervention is planned

Existing intervention is tweaked or
Intensified
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Tier I;: Excellent Classroom Instruction

classroom
management

instructional level

collegial differentiated
support small-group
instruction

professional
development

adequate

resources

informal
assessment

culturally responsive

Tier Il: Small-Group Enhancements

classroom coordination

targeted to
individual

needs

instructional level

in addition to

intense

A

all NRP
components

culturally
responsive

[moreine |

Cnwsono || comenns |
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The PALS website helps schools and
districts look at their own data and to use
their data to make instructional decisions:

http://pals.virginia.edu
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Instructional Oral Reading Level, Spring 1st grade
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The PALS Internet database provides
unique population-level data -

http://pals.virginia.edu




First Grade Instructional Oral Reading Levels by SES
Decile Groups, Spring 2006

80%

70%

] ——

i
!

60%

50%
O Below

B On
] Above

40% —

\

30%

20% L TH

10% ﬂ g EECREETREY Y pEY QN pEY g
O% 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
0-10.1% 10.1- 20.2 - 27.0 - 34.6 - 40.9 - 49.0 - 55.8 - 634- >73.6%
20.2% 27.0% 34.6% 40.9% 49.0% 55.8% 63.4% 73.6%

percentage of students

SES decile groups (% free/reduced lunch)




Percentage of Students Entering First Grade Already
Fall 1st Grade

Reading

75

70

65

entage

C

=60

Pe

50 -

11

|

Fall 2003 Fall 2004 Fall 2005
Year

Fall 2006
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Teachers score directly online

Results are calculated immediately
nterpretive reports available immediately
Provides Item-level data

Saves time by reducing paper work

Free




Teachers receive live support in the
PALS office through the hotline, emaill,
the PALS website, and the Online
Assessment Wizard.
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" PALS Web site Instructional resources
http://pals.virginia.edu
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Matched Cohort 1 (N= 27,725):

Of the 10% who did NOT meet PALS benchmarks
at K entry, only 50% failed the 3" grade SOL in
Reading.

Matched Cohort 2 (N=27,840):

Of the 12% who did NOT meet PALS benchmarks
at K entry, only 33% failed the 34 grade SOL in
Reading.
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1-888-UVA-PALS
pals@virginia.edu



