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Guiding Questions for Tier I Problem Identification Worksheet Feedback Activity 
 

1. What components of Tier I Problem Identification did your School-Based Leadership 
Team (SBLT) master?  

 
 
 
 
 
 
2. For which components did your SBLT have more difficulty? 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
3. How much Tier I Problem-Solving do you believe is occurring at your school?  
 
 
 
 
 
 
4. What additional training and practice do staff at your school need to be able to engage 

in Tier I Problem Identification? 
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Student Data Review Worksheet 
 

 
     

      

      

      

      

      
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      

      

      
 
 
 

PART I – DETERMINING COMMON STUDENT NEEDS 
 

Directions: Your School-Based Leadership Team (SBLT) sits down at the end of the year to 
determine what common needs exist among students not meeting standards. A decision is made 
to review referrals to their Problem-Solving Team (i.e., Intervention Team, Student Assistance 
Team, School-Based Intervention Team, etc.) to see what patterns might exist in the skill deficits 
among those students. Below is a table summarizing the percentage of students referred for 
different skill deficits across the last two school years (i.e., 2006-07 and 2007-08 school years). 
Total and grade-level percentages are provided. Because students are often referred for multiple 
reasons, the percentages do not add up to 100%. The numbers represent the percentage of 
students in each grade-level whose problem included the skill area listed. Assume that 
approximately the same number of students were referred across grade-levels when examining 
the data. The only exception is kindergarten students of whom none were referred.  
 
Please review the data and answer the questions that follow as a team. Please turn in one 
completed copy for your team when you are finished.  
 

Your PS/RtI Project ID: 
Your PS/RtI Project ID was designed to assure 
confidentiality while also providing a method to match an 
individual’s responses across instruments. In the space 
provided (first row), please write in the last four digits of 
your Social Security Number and the last two digits of the 
year you were born. Then, shade in the corresponding 
circles. 



Pr
ob

le
m

 S
ol

vi
ng

/R
es

po
ns

e 
to

 In
te

rv
en

tio
n 

SB
LT

 T
ra

in
in

g 
- Y

ea
r 2

, D
ay

 2
 

2 

Su
ns

hi
ne

 S
ta

te
 E

le
m

en
ta

ry
 R

ef
er

ra
l S

um
m

ar
y 

D
at

a 
– 

20
06

-0
7 

&
 2

00
7-

08
 S

ch
oo

l Y
ea

rs
   

  
 

R
ea

so
n 

%
 

K
in

de
rg

ar
te

n 
%

 1
st
 

G
ra

de
 

%
 2

nd
 

G
ra

de
 

%
 3

rd
 

G
ra

de
 

%
 4

th
 

G
ra

de
 

%
 5

th
 

G
ra

de
 

%
 T

ot
al

 

R
ea

di
ng

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

• 
Ph

on
em

ic
 A

w
ar

en
es

s/
 

Ph
on

ic
s 

0%
 

52
%

 
25

%
 

13
%

 
20

%
 

20
%

 
26

%
 

• 
Fl

ue
nc

y 
0%

 
40

%
 

66
%

 
70

%
 

30
%

 
4%

 
42

%
 

• 
C

om
pr

eh
en

si
on

/V
oc

ab
ul

ar
y 

0%
 

28
%

 
64

%
 

69
%

 
84

%
 

75
%

 
64

%
 

M
at

h 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

• 
C

om
pu

ta
tio

n 
0%

 
15

%
 

12
%

 
10

%
 

5%
 

7%
 

10
%

 
• 

Pr
ob

le
m

-S
ol

vi
ng

 
0%

 
5%

 
7%

 
10

%
 

8%
 

15
%

 
9%

 
W

rit
in

g 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

• 
M

ec
ha

ni
cs

 
0%

 
26

%
 

30
%

 
10

%
 

21
%

 
9%

 
19

%
 

• 
C

om
po

si
tio

n 
0%

 
12

%
 

24
%

 
47

%
 

46
%

 
34

%
 

33
%

 
B

eh
av

io
r 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
• 

N
on

-C
om

pl
ia

nc
e 

0%
 

21
%

 
10

%
 

11
%

 
4%

 
8%

 
11

%
 

• 
So

ci
al

 S
ki

lls
 

0%
 

3%
 

5%
 

2%
 

10
%

 
9%

 
6%

 
 

 



Problem Solving/Response to Intervention SBLT Training - Year 2, Day 2 

3 

Questions About Referral Data 
 

1. What skill deficits are the most common across all students in the school (i.e., across 
grades K-5) referred for additional assistance? Justify your decision. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
2. What differences in skill deficits did you notice among grade-levels? Justify your 

response. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
3. Given your responses to the first two items, what Tier II interventions would you 

recommend that the team put in place? Include what skills would be targeted and how 
the team might build the interventions into the schedule (i.e., who is responsible, what 
will be done, when it will occur and where). 
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PART II – PLACING STUDENTS IN INTERVENTIONS 
 

Directions: You are a member of your School-Based Leadership Team (SBLT) and have 
been asked to review universal screening data (i.e., data on all students) from the 
beginning of the year district math assessment. The district assessment categorizes 
student performance into three levels; On-level, Approaching (i.e., some risk), & Below-
Level (at-risk). These three levels are assigned to students based on their total 
performance as well as for each area assessed. The areas assessed at the beginning of the 
year are Number Sense, Computation, & Problem-Solving. The data below are from 2nd 
grade students in one classroom.  
 
Please review the data and answer the questions that follow as a team. Please complete 
as a team and turn in one completed copy when you are finished.   

 
Student Name Overall Number Sense Computation Problem-Solving 
Batsche, George 18 (Approaching) 7 (On Level) 5 (Approaching) 6 (Approaching) 
Castillo, Jose 11 (Below Level) 3 (Below Level) 5 (Approaching) 3 (Below Level) 
Curtis, Michael 22 (On Level) 7 (On Level) 7 (On Level) 8 (On Level) 
Dorman, Clark 25 (On Level) 10 (On Level) 8 (On Level) 7 (On Level) 
Forde, Susan 25 (On Level) 10 (On Level) 8 (On Level) 7 (On Level) 
Gaunt, Brian 9 (Below Level) 3 (Below Level) 3 (Below Level) 3 (Below Level) 
Hangauer, Jason 22 (On Level) 6 (Approaching) 7 (On Level) 9 (On Level) 
Hardcastle, Beth 22 (On Level) 8 (On Level) 8 (On Level) 6 (Approaching) 
Hines, Connie 25 (On Level) 9 (On Level) 8 (On Level) 8 (On Level) 
Hunter, Teri 24 (On Level) 8 (On Level) 8 (On Level) 8 (On Level) 
Hyde, Judi 22 (On Level) 7 (On Level) 8 (On Level) 7 (On Level) 
Justice, Kelly 19 (Approaching) 7 (On Level) 6 (Approaching) 6 (Approaching) 
Malval, Kristelle 28 (On Level) 8 (On Level) 10 (On Level) 10 (On Level) 
March, Amanda 27 (On Level) 10 (On Level) 10 (On Level) 7 (On Level) 
Minch, Devon 29 (On Level) 10 (On Level) 9 (On Level) 10 (On Level) 
Nadeau, Josh 30 (On Level) 10 (On Level) 10 (On Level) 10 (On Level) 
Rooks, Leeza 21 (On Level) 7 (On Level) 7 (On Level) 7 (On Level) 
Schermond, Stevi 30 (On Level) 10 (On Level) 10 (On Level) 10 (On Level) 
Smith, John 27 (On Level) 8 (On Level) 9 (On Level) 10 (On Level) 
Stockslager, Kevin 26 (On Level) 9 (On Level) 9 (On Level) 8 (On Level) 
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Questions 
 

1. Which students would you select to receive Tier II intervention in math? Why? 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
2. Which areas would you focus on for each student you selected above? Justify your 

decision. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
3. Based on what you learned at today’s training, identify how you would find the time, 

personnel, and materials to provide Tier II interventions in the areas you identified in 
#2? 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4. Given your response to #3, please develop a comprehensive Tier II intervention plan 

for the students identified above. Be sure to identify who will provide the 
intervention, specifically what will be done, when the intervention will be provided, 
and where. 
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