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Benchmark Comparison Summary (Normative View)
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Once assessment data enter the system, aimswebPlus™
“Pink Alerts” will display when the student

. ) is performing below expectations and does
Benchmark Comparison page displays students’ not have a progress monitoring schedule
composite scores as color-coded bar lines. By default, level to alert the teacher that a student may
need additional intervention.

enables immediate reporting for assessments. The

e

students are listed with those most at-risk at the top

but can be sorted by any column on the page. Each
column provides specific information on the composite
and individual measures, accessible by clicking on

the colored tiles. In the alert column, pink alerts draw
attention to students for whom progress monitoring is
recommended. Teachers can immediately see students’
progress toward instructional goals via the goal bar lines.
Type-ahead rostering makes finding the correct class
quick and easy.
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Legend  Tier Bands wemTier3
Learn more abou
* Goal Met Required M

W ow

Student (40) Alert Assess Early Literacy Score max score 350 Score Score  Goal Score Score
Ball, Joe (1] = 27 75 5 7
Berry, Russ (1] EH 27 75 25 27
Davidson, Emma o - 28 75 25 28
Best, Agnes <] 42 75 25 42
Dodson, Todd (1] [ ] 48 75 25 48
Foster, Lauren 1] ] 49 75 25 49
Dillon, Dwight o [ — 50 75 25 50
Allison, Glenn _ 5 75 25 51
Dickerson, Felix ] 52 75 25 52
Ferguson, Clara | —— | 53 75 25 53
Coliier, Barb [ ] 56 75 25 56
Berger, Juiius ] 78 75 25 78
Everett, Karla _ 95 75 25 95
Coyle, Mario ] 97 75 25 a7
Glenn, Antoinette _ 97 75 25 97
Christian, Elena ] %8 75 25 98
Duke, Pedro | ————— 99 75 25 99
Cline, Ernest _ 100 75 25 100
Conner, Fernando ] 100 75 23 100
robobility) Tier 2 (50-79% probability) wem Tier 1 (80%+ probability)

s
e | M Cptional Measure | (VS) Vertical Score Interpret with Caution Indicator

wwE

Lexile Goal Score  Goal

BR 92

ER 92

BR 92

BR 52

oL 92

1oL 82
20L g2
30L 92
40L 92
45L 92
55L 92

65L 92
250L 922
255L 92
260L 92
260L 92
2651 92
270L 92
2750 92
2751 82

PageSize: 30 v 141

The Benchmark Comparison Tiers report, a criterion-referenced option of the teacher’s dashboard,

automatically groups students according to risk status, relative to the year-end target. Note that while

this can be sorted by the student roster view, the default view shows the struggling students first.

Teachers can quickly see which students are on track to meet local targets and which students might

need additional help such as a small group or more intensive instruction/intervention.
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0 Student (9) Grade Measure Assess Date Score ROI [Status| Yile Score ROI Name Freq Session Len
(] Bolton, Shawn 4 14 @ 0098 B mi;t 6 | 15 003
(] Anderson, Marie F3 21 m 133 B & 32 | 15 0.64 @  Intervention Math Daily 10 min
[} Brewer, Gerdon 4 17 W 0.97 ] e 2 15 0.93
O 4 18 w139 @A 118 1.53
O 4 124 @ 219 B3 e 253 Intervention Reading Daily 10 min
O Barber, Mercedes 4 SRF i n iz} 1.98 E i 1s 1.8
= Bush, Ernie 4 SRF 14 124 @ 30 F * 118 227 Intervention Reading Daily 10 min
O Bell, Natalie 4 SRF "7 @ 10 3B i1 1Mg 220 Daily 10 min
m| Atkins, Shawna 4 ORF 1 4 8/22/2022 16 B ﬁ a6 150 Three times perweek 20 min
This Monitor view provides a snapshot of all your
. . Status
students on an intervention plan. The goal status bar
is color coded to indicate whether the student is on- or NA ~ The"Status” column provides at a glance
off-track to meet the goal. This summary view shows D information to see where students are on track.
. . 83% o o .
the latest score students have received as well as their D Example: a pink goal feedback bar indicates
current rate of improvement being made per week. a student s below target in reference to their
) . 35%
From this screen, the teacher can access the Individual E current performance to goal.
Monitor report for more detailed information.
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Group reports

District, school, class, and custom group levels available

Tier Transition

FALL
A

Tier3 Tier2

Tier 1
N (%) 2(8) 5(17) 23(77)

Fall to Winter Transitlon

Tier:

WINTER

&

Tier 3
4113)

Tier 2
4(13)

Tier 1
22(74)

Winter to Spring Transition

Il Low Risk Moderate Risk High

Tier Transition Summary

SPRING

A

Tier 3
3100

Tier2
103}

Tier 1
26(87)

Fall to Spring Transition

Risk

Fall Winter Tler for Fall Students Winter | Spring Tler for Winter Students Fall Spring Tler for Fall Students
Tier N (%) [ | [ | Tler N (%) [ ] [ | Tler N (%) [ ] [ |
W :7 1 1 W 0049 3 1 W 7 1 1

5(17) z 1 2 4(13) 4 s(17) 2 3
W =76 2 20 W =73 2 W =78 1 22
30 4 4 2 20 3 1 2 30 3 1 2%

The group Tier Transition report provides a comparative snapshot that tracks student progress and movement

across fall, winter, and spring periods based on 3 tiers. Tiers (risk level) are generated based on the spring targets

set in the account. This report displays a high-level trend and movement between the risk levels within the group.

It is useful for determining effectiveness of core and intervention instruction and allocating resources to meet

student needs.

Students (30)

Ball, Joe
Berry, Russ

Davidson, Emma

Best, Agnes
Spring Tier 1 (26 Students)
Allison, Glenn

Berger, Julius

Bowers, Felipe

Christian, Elena

Cline, Ernest

Collier, Barb

Spring Tier 3 (3 Students)

B Well Above Average W Above Average W Average Below Average M Well Below Average

FALL | WINTER SPRING

%ile | %ile | SGP | F¥W ROl | %ile | SGP | W35S ROl | SGP | FS ROI

+ 0.38 | |45 > 053 25 ¥ 0.45

034 ] 65 | ¥ 080 45 | 0.56

+ 0.40 35 |3 040 15 | ¥ 0.40

+ 040 8 | 35 > 040 | 15 | ¥ 040

¥ 0.17 8 |4 140 5 | ¥ 0.56

+ ¥ -0.17 85 | 4 140 5 |4 0.56

> 154 BEM 63 | S 140 63 > 1.47

1C + 109 gl 65 |+ 140 | 85 |44 123

E 95 | # 252 55 | & 107 | 95 |4 1.85

E 85 | & 252 m 7S 67| 95 | ¥ 213

E 95 | # 270 EE 35 9 220 95 | & 247

74 65 ¥ 178 S 65 40| 75 | 1.60

55 & 032 E 75 | % 153 | 65 |4 1.20

When a class or custom group is entered into the Roster field and Include Student Details is toggled on, more

specific student data can be displayed at the bottom of this report such as score percentiles, SGPs, and ROIs

between periods. Students are separated into groups by risk levels. All data in this report is based on benchmark

composite scores.
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Scores and Skills Plan

Reading Summary Account (30 %lle)

100 100
% %
g ® B o
s 70 70 E
o
3 &) 50 32
" 3
5 0 0 S
g @ w ¥
g 0 8
e 20 0 &
10 B 10
* An sulln unll. aulan 1 .

ral Reading Fuency Reading Comprenensian Saent Reading Fusency vocabulary Teaadl Reading Composae

What do these reading scores mean?
The data above show the overall reading performance of this group based on

Fall benchmark testing The right partion of the bar graph shows the percentage of students in each risk

category based on their Reading Composite scores. The risk categories describe
the likelinooad that students will achieve year-and peﬂormance goaIs based on

The left portion of the bar graph shows the percentage of students in the five thsir CUrrent scores.

perfarmance levels (see key Delow) for each measure. The national percentages

foresch perfomance level arealso prouded fdrcomgatisan. The tables show both the student percentages and the actual number of

students in each of the five perfarmance levels and in each of the three risk
categories (see key below). The group’s median percentiles for each measure
and for the Reading Composite are also shown. Each percentile can be
compared to the national median percentile of 50.

10% B Wall Below Average
15% B Below Average
45% B Average

15% W Above Average

10% B Well Above Average B High Risk (< 50% chance)

Moderate Risk (50% to 80% chance)
B Low Risk (> 80% chance)

School Growth
= S0l sesas HEDOOM Are reading skills improving? This graph shows the average Reading
460 Composite scores for this group (solid line) and for the national norm group
(dashed linel. The average gain for this group was 12 points, compared o an
. average gain of @ points observed in the national sample.
& 450
i The reading-skill growth rates for 47% of this group exceed the national average
growth rate, while the growth rates for the remaining 53% are below the
E national average.
440
V] —
® =
B 4%
o
-4
§ 420
-
410

Fall Winter

The Scores and Skills Plan group report provides a holistic view of student performance in math and reading
across the individual measures and the composite scores. It shows the distribution of performance levels by
measure and the percentage of students at low, moderate, or high risk at the classroom or grade level. This report
helps teachers identify areas of strength and/or areas needing remediation, and is available for class, grade level,

school, and whole district levels.
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Math Skills Analysis

The Math Skills Analysis report
provides a summary of classroom-

What time is shown on the clock?

level or custom group-level results at
the skill and item levels. This report
is based on the math measures for

grades 2-12. Comparisons can be
made between the local group to the
national norm. When a skill area is ol

selected, you may review items each o 210

student scored correct or incorrect, as

~ Concepts & Applications Skills O 12:15

well as group and student averages

) ] .. h o CE-— | -~ CEEEEE -
by item. Results from fixed form

Problem Solving S5 correct % correct % correct

measures (as shown) provide details
about accuracy and fluency. Computer e e R

~ Expand v Expand A Collapse

a da ptiVe te St| ng p rOVi d es stu d ent SHAPE & MEASUREMENT, INDIVIDUAL PERFORMANCE SPRING 2019

—

Student (30) Tier Test Items (10) % Attempted % Correct «

ab|||ty results. arigh Jordan - o o o o o o o o o o
Santos, Kolton == 0 0 0 ) 0 o 1 0 0 0 10

Mitchell, Amaya == 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 20

Villarreal, Daniel | 0 0 1 [] 1 [ 0 0 0 0 20

. . . . [ [ 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 30
This report is useful for developing oo —— ] [ - T I - B »
Hansen, Summer s ) 1 ] 0 1 o [] [] [] 0 1 30

Hurst, Anya — 0 0 [ 0 1 [] 1 1 1 0 40

instruction related to math skills at a (oo || IO T TR N 20 O o
Daugherty, Skylar == 1 1 1 ) 1 ) 1 0 0 [ 50

| I Hurley, Xzavier == [ 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 50

group level. o s —— N 7 T Tt ot o so
Stokes, Cesar —— [ 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 60

Mitchell, Shyann 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 0 1 0 70

Bray, Shaylee — 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 ) 80

Escobar, Kamila | 0 1 [] 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 80

Holt, Alissa _— 1 1 1 [ 1 1 0 1 1 1 80

Lang, Dayton I} 1 0 1 i 0 1 1 1 1 1 80

Lawrence, Celia ] 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 80

Lee, Dana | 1 1 1 4 0 [] 1 1 1 0 80

Shepard, Derek | 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 ] 0 1 80

Galvan, Jordan = 0 1 1 1 q 1 1 1 1 1 90

Marquez, Sebastian 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 %0

Martinez, Aydan == 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 i i 1 %0

Powell, Brielle ] 1 1 [] 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 90
Blanchard, Cullen || 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 100

Love, Mercedes — 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 y 1 1 100

Ward, Marisa | 4 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 100

School Average. 50 70 67 67 70 57 67 50 53 57 61

Tier 1 wmm 80%+  Tier2 - 5079%  Tier3 mmm <s0% PageSize: 30 ¥ 1

1= Correct 0= ncorrect = not attempted. - calculation minimur is ot met

% attemp

| = otionalaverage %

= National average % range

» Mental Computation Fluency Skills

» Number Comparison Fluency-Triads Skills
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Student Profile

Individual reports

Form « Grade

RAN Colors & Shapes

Intervention Level

Shaywitz DyslexiaScreen™

Date Classification

Rater

18 1 3/17/2023 @ Manager, Accour *
18 1 12/2/2022 @ Manager, Accour
18 1 8/2/2022 W Manager, Accour
‘ »
RAN Objects

Date Score Classification
9/29/2022 678 Not Typical o

Date Age Band Score Errors  Classification
7yrs 0 mos -
9/29/2022 relTTimos Va8 8 M Typical i
Information view all ©
Email Address
Gender Male
Race/Ethnicity White
ESL/ELL Not Reported
IEP Goal Not Reported

None

Early Literacy Natl %ile Growth (SGP) | Goal Monitoring & Intervention
Low Risk F w s FaW W3S F3S
) == e Measure «  Grade Date Score ROl  Goal ROI
[3 Composite 95 55 95
B ol NA  NA NIA NER ¥ 10 id
jogr=1 N/A  NA  NA B NCF-P a8 1 8/30/2022 0@ 020 120
B jofir=} = eE s 55 % © B NCF-P 81 8/23/2022 9@ 000 120
a a8 a = N/A - N/A - NIA B NCF-P a1 8/16/2022 S @ 000 120
B a8 a8 = %5 55 5 O B NCF-P B8 1 8/9/2022 9@ 000 120
a8 a = s 8 5 ©
. Intervention Name a Freq Sessionlen  Change
Early Numeracy | Natl %ile Growth (SGP) Goal  |ntervention Early Numeracy Daily 10 mins
Low Risk |F w s F3W W35 F35
[3 Composite 65 45 75
B =] a = s 235 15 O
o~ 30 B=7 5c P~ s 75 5 O Top 10 Tasks view all ©
B & sl sKE B 25 & Task Type Date Due
E] SESEl va 55 Na
Listenin, :
Compreﬁensm Nat! %ile Growth (SGP) | Goal
|F w s | FaW W25 Fas
@ N/A - N/A N/A N/A - Student Notes view all ©
F=Fall W=Winter S=Spring [l Required [l Optional Netltile ~| Date ™ Assessment Note Type
v v

The Student Profile provides educators a holistic view across measures and periods for the selected school year. The
student profile displays all scores for all measures administered to a student during the school year and historical
data are also available. The profile includes student demographic information as well as a complete intervention
history. The task pane at the bottom right of the page provides teachers and interventionists with a place to document
standard tasks (e.g., meeting notes and/or observations). The notes area provides a space to keep anecdotal notes.
Direct links to additional reporting are available.
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Individual Benchmark
Comparison: Matlonal Nomms —Target @ 5Score @ Natfonal Avg
gelow sversge M average M Above Average
766
661
ESE
u
£
o 449
A 4431
418
343
320
282w
256
237
1
Fall 23 winter 24 Spring 24
Grade 2
Fall 2023 Winter 2024 Spring 2024
Srudent Score 300 326 342
National Percentile 30 24 20
Performance Level Auverage Balow Average Eelow Average
Risk Status Moderate Moderate Moderate
Rate of improvement
Fall-Winter Winter-Spring Fall-5pring
Student RO 1.47 1.06 128
National ROI 17 220 1.69
Srudent Growen Sile 35 35 35
Lexile
340L
Lexfle recommendations for the mast recent Benchima r.klrg period.
Lexile content by MetaMetrics, Inc. Lexdle &, Lexile Framewerk® logo are trademarks of MetalMetrics, Inc. and are registered in the United States and sbrosd.
Copyright © 2011 MetaMetrics, Inc All rights reserved.

The Individual Benchmark report shows performance relative to norms (national or local) and seasons or years. It
displays the student’s rate of improvement (ROI) and Student Growth Percentiles (SGP.) The lines in the graph allow
comparison of the student growth summary to the national average growth. This report is useful to view student’s
progress toward closing a gap between their current performance and the national or local norm.

10
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Individual reports

Scores Snapshot

Early Literacy Summary Spring Performance Goal: 30th national percentile

100
a0

B0

70
&0
40
30
20
10

L]

Auditory Vocahulary

Mational Percentile

Word Reading
Fluency

Oral Reading
Fluency

What do these early literacy scores mean?
This graph shows Agnes's Spring benchmark test results compared to
a national sample of Grade 1 students

At the skill level, Agnes's score on...

® Word Reading Fluency shows an above average ability to read
high-frequency words aloud.

® Auditory Vocabulary shows an average ahility to identify
familiar objects and actions.

Oral Reading Fluency shows a below average ability to read
stories aloud.

This score should be interpreted with caution because the test
session was either interrupted or repeated.

® Nonsense Word Fluency shows an average ability to make
individual letter sounds and to make letter sounds in groups of 2
or 3,

0o o
[} —Sudant = == = National
90
80
2
T 70 Lo
a .
§ @ -
o '4’
Z S0 o
z i
£ x 5T -
L3
2
E 30 .-—-——._.___‘/
20
10
Fall Wineer Spring

100
ag

=
70 &
g
80 3
50 b
40 g
30 2
e F
20
s
10
o

Nansense Word
uency

Early Literacy Compasita

What does this Early Literacy Composite Score
mean?

Agnes's Early Literacy Compaosite national percentile
score is 19, which is below average. This score is
above the 50% line. Students with scores in this
range have a greater than 50% chance of achieving
spring performance goals. Agnes's risk level is
moderate.

At the composite level, Agnes's score is
below average.

Recommendation

Based on Agnes's below average performance on
the Early Literacy Compasite, this student would
benefit from interventions targeting below average
skill areas.

Are Agnes's early literacy skills improving?
This graph shows Agnes's Early Literacy Composite
benchmark performance compared to a national
sample of Grade 1 students. The solid line
represents Agnes's scores, and the dashed line
represents the average literacy-skill growth of the
national norms group

Agnes's literacy-skill growth is greater than 5% of
students in the national sample wha have Early
Literacy Composite scores in the below average
range,

The Scores Snapshot report allows teachers to see at-a-glance student performance by individual measure as well

as the composite and is often shared to communicate student performance during parent/teacher conferences.

PreK-1 students have an Early Literacy and Early Numeracy report. Grades 2-12 students have a Reading or

Math report. The report provides a brief narrative description of performance by measure and includes a

recommendation regarding the intensity of instructional need. Strengths or weaknesses between measures and

skills can be easily spotted. In addition, this report also charts the fall, winter, and spring benchmark composite

scores and describes a student's growth relative to the national average.

1
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Individual reports

Skills Plan - Math

Concepts & Applications Performance Summary

100
920
80
70
60
50
40
30
20
10

Accuracy (Percent Correct)

HHSample 1261’s 2016 Early Numeracy Benchmark Scores
Nat'l %ile

What does this graph show?
This graph shows the percent of items answered correctly by domain.

HHSample 1261's score is:
Average for Operations & Algebraic Thinking, Geometry, Measurement & Data,
and Number & Operations: Base 10.

Perf Level Risk Status Growth Scale Val Quantile ‘ SGP ‘ Raw Score ‘

0 \

36 ‘ Average ‘ Moderate ‘ N/A ‘ N/A ‘ 95 ‘ 14

Operation & y Number & O
Algebraic Thinking &Data Base 10

Concepts & Applications Item Analysis and Pearson Summary
Skills Area & Skill Assessed

o & Algebraic Thinki
Identifies equivalent addition expressions.

p

Solves subtraction word problems.

Determines the missing number in addition equation.
Identifies a true equation.

Solves addition word problems.

Solves word problems involving the addition of three numbers.
Determines the missing number in subtraction equation.
Geometry

Identifies a shape divided into halves.

Identifies a composite shape by its smaller shapes.
Measurement & Data

60f12

N
c o ooco NN~ =

3of5

The Skills Plan - Math report provides further analysis
of the student’'s math performance. It shows how the
student performed in each of the major math domains,
and indicates whether performance is below, above,

or average, relative to the national sample of students
at the same grade level. A brief narrative describes the
results reported in the graph.

A score summary table provides the student's national
percentile, performance level, Quantile, and Growth
Scale Value (vertical scale score) on the Concepts &
Applications measure. The report also shows item-level
performance, organized by math domain, and provides
a brief description of the behavioral objective for each
item. Teachers can use this table to identify very specific
skills that need further instruction.

12
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Skills Plan - Reading (Page 1)

Reading Comprehension Performance

What do these scores mean? Winter 2019
This chart shows how accurately the student answered different types of Reading 100
Comprehension questions.

There are an equal number of questions for informational and literary text, and all the
questions fall into one of three reading domains.

This student’s performance on Literary text questions is above average and is average on
Informational text questions. For the reading domains, this student’s performance is above
average for Key Ideas questions, average for Craft & Structure questions, and average for
Integration of Ideas questions.
20
10
0

Literary Informational Key Ideas Craft & Structure Integration of
Ideas

wsmm\:mso
o oo ooo

Percent Correct

Reading Scores Summary

Total Reading Nat'l % Reading Comp Raw Score Vocabulary Raw Score Lexile Performance Level Risk Status
58 17 13 N/A Average Low

Reading Scores Summary

Total Reading Nat'l % Reading Comp Raw Score Vocabulary Raw Score Lexile Performance Level Risk Status
58 17 13 N/A Average Low

aimswebPlus Reading Comprehension Profile

The five profile categories shown on the chart below are an alternative way to look at a student’s reading comprehension strengths and weaknesses.
100

Percent Correct
v
o

Facts Main Idea & Purpose Word Meaning Structure & Form Analysis & Application

What do the aimswebPlus profile categories represent?

[l Above Average Facts: Finding the exact words for a correct response within the text.
[ NvA Main Idea & Purpose: A general understanding of literary or informational text.
Il Above Average Word Meaning: Using context clues to know the meaning of unfamiliar words.

Average Structure & Form: Understanding tone, plot, sequence, or other structure-based concepts.
[l Above Average Analysis & Application: Using the information learned in a text to answer a question.

13
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Individual reports

Skills Plan - Reading (Page 2)

The student’s Reading Comprehension score is Average.

1. Vocabulary knowledge

Comparing other aimswebPlus scores to Total Reading may help plan instruction. Above Average scores suggest student strengths to leverage; Below Average scores suggest skills or areas
that may require more attention.

A student's ability to understand the meaning of isolated words may differ from word meaning derived from contextual clues. In ~ Word Meaning
either instance, knowing the meaning of individual words is important to both reading comprehension and overall reading ability.

Vocabulary I Average

Il Above Average

2. Reading rate

and read at a pace at which reading with meaning is possible.

A student may be able to read words aloud as quickly as her or his peers, but demonstrating that the words read are understood ~Oral Reading Fluency  [] N/A
is also important. In some cases, reading comprehension improves when performance is untimed and the student can persist

Silent Reading Fluency [l Average

Reading Comprehension [Jj] Average

3. Finding details and understanding main ideas

Finding literal answers to questions within a literary or informational text requires different skills and strategies than
understanding more generally a text's overall meaning (including the ability to choose an appropriate title for a passage).

Facts Il Above Average
Main Idea & Purpose [ ] N/A

4. Deeper understanding

information read, and may require more advanced reading strategy instruction.

Students who understand the basic meaning of text may not yet be prepared for a deeper analysis or application of the

Main Idea & Purpose [ N/A
Analysis & Application [l Above Average

5. Text preferences

Reading Fluency rather than the longer ones in Reading Comprehension.

Many factors can influence a student’s motivation to read for comprehension, for example, preferring informational rather than
literary texts, or preferring specific topics within these categories. A student may also prefer the shorter text sections in Silent

Literary Il Above Average
Informational I Average
Silent Reading Fluency || Average
Reading Comprehension [Jj] Average

The Skills Plan - Reading report provides further analysis
of the student's reading performance. The report shown
on page 12 charts the percentage correct by Reading
Comprehension domain and passage type (Literary and
Informational) and indicates whether performance is
below, above, or average, relative to the national sample
of students at the same grade level. A brief narrative
describes the results reported in the graph.

The next section of the report is a score summary
including the student’s national percentile, Lexile reading
level, performance level on the Reading Comprehension
measure, and her/his level of risk.

The third section of the Skills Plan report charts percentage
correct by type of Reading Comprehension question.

Following the chart on this page is an interpretive
table that can be used to isolate causes of low Reading
Comprehension scores. The report examines several
factors that may contribute to poor comprehension
including: vocabulary knowledge, oral and silent reading
rate, and the ability to derive meaning from very brief
passages. It also contrasts the student's performance
on an increasingly complex inferential analysis of text
from the lowest level of literal comprehension to a
deeper understanding of main idea and analysis and
application. This report contrasts performance by type
of text: Literary, Informational, and the brief literary
passages used in the Silent Reading Fluency measure.
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Individual Monitoring

® Score ilntervention Change || Goal Change == Projection = Aimline _[ll_Goal ¥ Goal Met
96 Y
F
77 Y
i
g 59 A
9 A
v 41
23 y
A
5 A
Dec Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug sSep Oct Nov
Baseline 12/11 12/18 12225 11 W8 A5 1/22 1/29 5 212 219 226 35 32
Score | 30 30 28 26 25 25 26 25 27 30 34 37
Errors 0 0 5 0 0 ] 0 0 0 0 0 0
Goal ROI | 1,52 152 152.| 1.52 152 | 152 QS 152 | 152 | 152 | 152 | 152
Trend ROI 061 | -0.84 -0.87 | -0.78 |=0B2" -056 -039 -0.14 | 0.17 | 046
Intervention
et RS 061 | -0.84 087  -0.78 062 200 267 | 318 | 3.24
319 3726 42 4™ 416 423 430 57 514 5721 528 64
Score| 39 44 41 44 49 52 54 53 72 73 76
Errors 1] 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 o 0 0
GoalROI| 152 | 152 | 152 | 152 | 152 | 152 | 152 | 152 | 152 | 152 | 152
TrendROl| 069 | 096 104 114 128 | 141 151 | 155 | 181 | 1.99 | 214
Intervention | 300 | 309 | 263 | 244 | 252 | 257 | 256 | 245 | 285 | 306 | 320
Trend ROI
Intervention Assignment
Start Date End Date Frequency Length (mins)
02/07/2022 06/04/2022 Daily 45
Intervention
Andrew will receive an Early Literacy intervention named Reading Fluency. This will occur daily for 45 minutes.
Intervention Description
description
Goal Statement
Andrew's current rate of improvement (Trend ROI) is 2.14 points per week on Oral Reading Fluency. To reach the goal score of
68 by 06/04/2022, Andrew will need to improve at an average rate of 1.52 points per week.

The Individual Monitoring Report is used for tracking the effectiveness of interventions and student progress
toward individualized goals. Data on this report include raw scores, trend and goal ROIs, intervention and goal
changes with details, and a goal statement. The system analyzes data as they are added to determine trends and
provides feedback based on projections toward the goal.
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Early screening is key for student success

Optional additional screeners for a whole-child view

These days, time is a commodity that feels almost tangible. In order to learn where your students are regarding
their literacy, having everything you need to achieve a whole-child view right at your fingertips is not just convenient
— it's a necessity!

More Powerful Together

aimswebPlus enables you to make data-driven decisions that ensure equity and inclusion for your diverse learners
by addressing the whole child through the lens of your tiered systems of support for academics, behavior. Adding
these optional screeners to your aimswebPlus subscription will not only support the goals of your school/district,
but it will also help you support the students whose unique strengths and needs are waiting to be discovered.

Literacy

Shaywitz DyslexiaScreen™ offers an evidence-based, teacher-friendly observational rating scale for grades
K-3. Each rating scale takes less than five minutes to complete per student. It is intended for mass or targeted
screenings to sort students quickly—those at risk and those not at risk for dyslexia.

Dyslexia Probability Calculator™ helps you quantify and aggregate the strength of a student's risk for dyslexia.
For the first time ever, you can add family history (if available) and the prevalence rate of dyslexia into the equation
along with the results of the Shaywitz DyslexiaScreen™.

Rapid Automatized Naming (RAN) are quick measures using Objects or Colors & Shapes for students in
Kindergarten through Grade 3. RAN is individually administered using a paper stimuli and a digital record form.
Students are required to name all the items on a page as quickly as possible.

16
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Shaywitz DyslexiaScreen

aimswebPlus + Shaywitz DyslexiaScreen

Using the tools together

Option 1: Targeted Screening Option 2: Universal Screening

Screen all K-3 students with the aimswebPlus Administer aimswebPlus early literacy and reading
benchmark early literacy and reading assessments batteries. Then complete the Shaywitz DyslexiaScreen
to flag students at one or more risk levels for on all students, six to eight weeks after the beginning of
reading failure. Then follow up by using the Shaywitz the school year.

DyslexiaScreen for those students identified as at risk.

Early Literacy & Shaywitz Group Performance

Shaywitz Aggregate
Risk Analysis

5%
rcentage of students at risk academically and for Dysiexia

Identify students who are most
at risk for reading failure by

e Wi N A s mia integrating results from Shaywitz
DyslexiaScreen with the Early
Literacy and Reading battery
performance in aimswebPlus.
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Dyslexia Probability Calculator™

Some districts and/or states have a requirement to screen for dyslexia
and document family history of dyslexia. Whether your setting has a The probability calculator is
requirement or not, the Calculator can add critical information to your included with your Shaywitz
screening process to support “What's next?” decision-making. DyslexiaScreen purchase!

How the Calculator works

These four factors produce a probability percentage and classification:

* The results of the Shaywitz DyslexiaScreen

* The psychometric properties of the Shaywitz DyslexiaScreen (how
accurately it classifies students with and without dyslexia)

+ Family history of dyslexia if known

* The prevalence rate of dyslexia in the population (default set at 15%)

What you get from the Dyslexia Probability Calculator

For each student, you will get a percentage of risk and a color-coded risk
result (red, yellow, green—high, moderate, low).

Date Rater Classification « Family History Probability (%)
262021 Siva2,Elane2 [ NotatRisk @ No = i
142712021 Sika2 Elaine2 [ NotacRisk & Yes [ 6 | @

Silva2, Elaine2 Il NotatRisk @ No _ ]
Silva2, Elaine2 W NotatRisk | @ Yes n 0
Silva2, Elaine2 W NotatRisk @ =
Sitva2, Elaine2 [l AcRisk @ =
Silva2, Elaine2 . At Risk i Yes “ il
Silva2, Elaine2 . At Risk o No &

The Calculator can be used as a triage mechanism, allowing practitioners
to quickly determine which individuals are at the highest risk for dyslexia,
warranting a more intensive evaluation/treatment response.
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Rapid Automatized Naming

aimswebPlus + RAN

Rapid Automatized Naming (RAN) is a quick measure of rapid automatic naming for students in PreK and up. Within
RAN, two measures are available: RAN Objects and RAN Colors & Shapes. RAN is individually administered using a
paper Stimulus Card and digital record form. In either RAN measure, students are required to name all the stimuli
on a page as quickly as possible. Training is provided at the beginning of the task to ensure that the student is
familiar with the stimuli, making a true RAN measure possible.

Using the tools together

Option 1: Targeted Screening Option 2: Universal Screening

Screen all K-3 students with the aimswebPlus If you have an organizational or state mandate to
benchmark early literacy assessments to flag students incorporate a RAN measure into your reading/literacy
at one or more risk levels and reading difficulties. Next, assessment process, administer the RAN measure at
follow up by using the RAN measure for those students any point in the academic year (according to your local
identified on the benchmark as guidelines).

being at risk.

After the screening: What's next? Review data sets for insight on next steps for intervention and/or
instructional planning, especially those with reading difficulties. Support students at higher risk levels with further
or more in-depth assessment. You may also need to review letter and number naming fluency data using the LNF
and NNF measures within aimswebPlus.

& Indwvidual Reports 4 GroupReports B3 Student Management o8 Account Management 2 Export ~

Alert  Grade  Assess ste ~ Age Band Score  Errors

» » 0 ®
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Risk Summary Student Total: 36
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Grade K Grade 1 Grade 2 Total

Percent of Students
g
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Risk Status by Grade Student Total: 36

Grade K Grade 1 Grade 2

Not Typical 4 29% 3 27% 3 27% 10 28%
Typical 10 71% 8 73% 8 26 72%

Total # of Students
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Contact your rep or call 866-335-8418, to order aimswebPlus or to add
any of the additional screeners to your aimswebPlus subscription. Learn
more at PearsonClinical.ca/aimswebplus.

866-335-8418 | PearsonClinical.ca
© 2024 Pearson Education, Inc. or its affiliates. All rights reserved. Pearson, aimswebPlus, BASC, DyslexiaScreen, @ Pearson

and SSIS are trademarks, in the US and/or other countries, of Pearson plc. L2919CA ML 5/24
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