FELTWELL Elementary School

Addendum to Profile

School year 2007-2008
Intervention Use

The teachers at Feltwell Elementary School were excited to learn about the 6+1 trait writing model and many were ready to jump right in after our initial training.  There was much support within the faculty and the district office for any help that was needed. As we were new to the model, teachers concentrated on the trait Ideas for the first half of the year.  By January, most teachers were ready to move on to a second trait and they picked up Word Choice.  This second trait was chosen in part for the primary teachers desire for increased vocabulary training.  Teachers used the lessons from our teacher coaches to help guide their teaching and scoring.  The teachers would “dipstick” once a quarter with activities pertaining to both of our goals.  The writing assessment committee and the math assessment committee decided on specific activities for each quarter.  These were all school activities, for all grade levels and curricular areas.  Some examples are:  Writing to an art prompt, students were shown a picture by Van Gogh and asked to write about it. For the math goal the students were surveyed regarding favorite activities and then graphed results.  This provided many opportunities for the faculty to reflect and discuss student work at grade level and faculty meeting.

Second Interventions

The teachers at Feltwell Elementary did not feel they were ready for a completely different intervention and expressed a desire to learn the 6+1 traits model more in-depth. This coming year we will concentrate specifically on Organization and Conventions.  After viewing our data from our local assessment and auxiliary information these are the weakest areas and the traits teachers felt needed the most attention. 

Two separate interventions had already been identified by our Math intervention Committee last year.  We will continue to work with the Rubicon Atlas and NCTM Illuminations website.  The committee felt more guidance was needed and they plan to isolate specific lessons that are grade level appropriate. 

Professional Development

SY 2007/2008: The District Superintendents office has been very supportive of the Continuing School Improvement plan at Feltwell Elementary School.  A teacher was sent to Portland, Oregon to attend a 2-week intense workshop of the 6+1 traits writing model.  This teacher in turn came back to school giving workshops for the classroom teachers on what he learned.  The district also trained two teachers from our school to be coaches for the classroom teachers.  These coaches gave lessons to grade level teacher groups and lessons in the classroom.  In October 2007 a teacher was brought in from Germany as a specialists in the 6+1 model and gave the teachers at Feltwell, Alconbury and Liberty Schools a workshop with much time for questions and hands on experiences.  Books and supplies were purchased with teacher input and a manual by Ruth Culham; a leading expert in the model has been issued to each teacher.  

SY 2008/2009: Not all activities were met in school year 0708 and we will continue to create sample lesson plans for 6+1 Writing for a Feltwell Teacher Resource.                                                          

We plan to review chapters of the of 6+1 Traits handbook at faculty and grade level meetings and provide awareness training for teachers in the use of applicable software to include: Word, Storybook Weaver, Wiggle Works, KidPix, Kidspiration, Inspiration, etc. 

Specific math lessons will be introduced to the teachers from the Illuminations website and chosen specifically for their grade level.


Assessments

Five different assessments were given this Spring to assess the student progress towards our goals of improved writing and data analysis.  The first one was the Terra Nova, a standardized test for grades 3-5.  These tests assess students in the areas of Reading, Language Arts, Math, Science and Social Studies. This assessment is valuable over a course of several years to see trends and compare students with others around the nation.

In April/May 2008 the students also did the local writing assessments.  Writing prompts were chosen by teachers last year for the baseline data and teachers will continue to use them in subsequent years. They are grade level specific and not repetitive.  The teachers score these prompts during an in-service day with all faculty members. Each paper is scored twice with the 6+1 trait rubric*. A Literacy Place writing activity is also one of our assessments.  This student paper is scored with the Literacy Place rubric of Novice, Apprentice and Proficient. 

*(The second grade teachers were not comfortable with the rubric for their grade level and redesigned one for their use.  Subsequently, last years baseline data was rescored to keep reliability for the data.)

Our local math assessments are also given in April and May.  The first assessment is comprehensive and a valuable tool to measure many areas of a student’s math progress.  The primary grade assessment was designed by one of our teachers and is closely aligned with the schools standards.  The second assessment is goal specific.  A grade level appropriate data analysis problem shows student data for specifically our goal area.

Focus students were identified and given extra help again with the aid of the district office.  Parent volunteers were trained in the 6+1 Model and gave intense, small group lessons to these students. All of these graphs can be found below in the Data category.

Formative assessment was built into our “dipsticking” model.  With the whole school activities it was easy to have cross grade level discussions at faculty meetings.  The teachers also worked in their grade levels and provided reflections of the students work. 
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Much growth was demonstrated on the second year in all grade levels with the most improvement in grades two and three.  The exceptionally high scores in kindergarten could indicate a prompt that may not challenge the students.
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 Overall growth was demonstrated in all areas except fourth grade. More rubric training may be necessary to address inconsistencies in the scoring.
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The faculty was pleased to see the growth in this assessment.
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The above graphs illustrate the growth of our focus students.  It was rewarding to see the amount of growth demonstrated by this small group of students who were being tutored by trained parent volunteers.

Examples of the reflection document for a math activity: FORMATIVE ASSESSMENT

Math Dipsticking Reflections (February) 2008

	
	Focus for Instruction
	Weakness
	Strength

	K
	· Have a more difficult assessment next time with some questions where the children have to interpret the data.
	· Some children colored all of the clouds but wrote the correct number.  Practicing making graphs would help with this.
	· Most children were able to complete the graph successfully.

	1
	· Start from scratch

· When collecting the data, the interviewed children kept changing their minds about their favorite holidays. Next time, I would ask them to write it down on a small piece of paper and to keep it the same.

· Rubric components
	· computer lab with Graph /club -- but that was not what the committee was looking for. Next: We worked on looking at the graphs and using the vocabulary to compare and contrast the data  in the graph -- but that was not reflected in the rubric used for scoring papers.

· I'm still not 100 % sure about where we are going with this at my grade level. 

· Are 1st Graders expected to make the graph from scratch with all 7 components?  Is there/will there be a rubric for scoring observations about the data?

· Many children forgot to label the graph.  They also forgot the numbers.

· Most were able to generate some questions but some children stayed with very basic questions.

· (Only one child asked a 'how many more' question.)

· All items on the rubric were not addressed, hence no student could have the top score.
	· None yet.

· Children were able to transfer collected data in the form of tally marks onto the bar graph.

· Most children were able to generate questions(sometimes statements) about the collected data.

· Many children used language such as 'most' and least' and 'in all'.

· If all items on the rubric had been taught  almost all students would have scored a '4'.  There were only 2 students who didn't transfer all their information. 

	
	Focus for Instruction


	Weakness
	Strength

	2
	· Teach concept of empty column/bar on graph represents zero and counts!

· Reteach and have students practice how to establish “How many in all?” on graphs

· Team needs to review the graph together before giving it.

· Review math words “fewest, same number, How many, more than”
	· Errors made in counting boxes and basic addition.

· Students (as well as teachers) were confused on the question: Who lost the fewest teeth?  Many students missed this question, opting for the answer Molly (losing one tooth) rather that Tom and Tony, who lost no teeth. (11 out 0f 13 missed this question) 2. Students needed to have more practice with “how many more than?” questions. (9 out of 13 missed this)

· Interpretations/Questions we not clear.


	· Comparing data/interpreting information is improving.

· Reading the graph to answer these questions: Which student?, How many did Cody loose?. And Which students lost the same number? 



	3
	· Reading questions more carefully.  Several didn't read the "s" on Which animals run twice…"

· Spelling counts if it is already written down for you!

· mph = miles per hour

· Review number value scales

· Basic facts to figure out differences

· Students need extra practice in comparing bar graph data.


	· Bar graphs split in the middle.  Estimate.

· Correct computation – subtraction

· Estimating amounts between given number values

· Students do not check over their subtraction skills.
	· Writing answers in complete sentences.

· Interpreting basic information

· Most students knew answers that did not require comparisons.

	
	Focus for Instruction


	Weakness
	Strength

	4
	· Because students have been taught the components of a graph, drawing broad conclusions was the focus of this activity.

· Labels on the graph.  They were not reminded before the activity.
	· Even though they have been taught, the majority of students still failed to include a title and axis

· Many students made bars that touched one another.

· Few if any were able to make broad assumptions from the graph

· A lot of the students did not remember to put a title on their graph.


	· The students had a good concept for scale (choosing an appropriate graduation).  Students easily extracted basic information from the graph.

· The students did a good job making the graph.



	5
	· Revisit line graphs, slower process in teaching

· Reading different types of graphs then using them
	· Not understanding what the finished graph tells you. 

· Putting on to a line graph

· Pie graphs, line graphs – My feeling is still lack of urgency and pride.
	· Labeling the graph

· Will never use homework to survey again.

· The majority of students are “getting” bar graphs- and the titles and labels, etc. 

	
	· 
	· 
	· 


Writing Reflections:

Weaknesses: 

Needs more details

Use of powerful words

More details

Powerful words

Conventions 

Paragraph formation

Strengths

Staying on topic

Using details to describe main idea

Remaining on topic

Complete sentences and thoughts related to the topic

Ideas and retellings clear and on topic

Complete sentences with complete thoughts
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