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Decision Making with 
Benchmark  

Universal Screening 
Data 
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Decision Making with Universal Benchmark Data 

Focus of 
Decision Making 

Assessment Questions 
1. Number or percent of 

students who are 
responding to the core 
curriculum. 

2. Who needs Tier II 
intervention? 
3. Who needs 
enhancement?  

4. How do individual 
students progress from 
one benchmark to the 
other? 
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AIMSWeb Normative Class Report 
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AIMSWeb Normative Class Report 
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AIMSWeb Classroom Instructional Report 
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Decision Making 
with Progress 

Monitoring Data 
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Decision Making with Universal Benchmark Data 

Focus of 
Decision Making 

Assessment Questions 

1. What is the student’s 
rate of learning in response 
to the intervention? 

2. How does the 
student’s rate of learning 
compare to peers? 

3. Should the student 
remain in the current tier? 
Move to a more intensive 
tier? Move back to Tier 1? 
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Goal Setting 

 End-of-year benchmarking 
• Identify appropriate grade-level benchmark 
• Mark benchmark on student graph with an X 
• Draw goal-line from the baseline CBM scores to X 
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Goal Setting  
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Goal Setting  
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Goal Setting  

 Rate of improvement (growth) estimates 
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Goal Setting  

 Using rate of improvement (growth) estimates 
• First three scores average (baseline) = 14 
• Norm for fourth-grade computation = 0.50 
• Multiply norm by number of weeks left in year 

• 16 × 0.50 = 8 
• Add to baseline average 

• 8 + 14 = 22 
• Student’s end-of-year goal is 22 
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Goal Setting  
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Goal Setting  

 Using intra-individual rate of improvement 
(growth) estimates 
• Identify weekly rate of improvement (slope) using at 

least eight data points 
• Multiply slope by 1.5 
• Multiply by number of weeks until end of year 
• Add to student’s baseline score 
• This is the end-of-year goal 
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Goal Setting  
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Goal Setting  

 Intra-individual example 
• Identify weekly rate of improvement using at least eight 

data points 
• First eight scores slope = 0.625 

• Multiply slope by 1.5 
• 0.625 × 1.5 = 0.9375 

• Multiply by number of weeks until end of year 
• 0.9375 × 12 = 11.25 

• Add to student’s baseline score 
• 11.25 + 12.00 = 23.25 

• 23.25 (or 23) is student’s end-of-year goal 
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Goal Setting  
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Data-Based Decision Making Heuristic for Tiers 2-3 

 At the end of Tier 2 or 3 intervention, student 
benchmark and growth status is evaluated 
• Students at or above benchmark return to Tier 1 
• Students below benchmark, but making adequate (or 

exceeding) growth progress may be maintained in their 
current Tier (i.e., either Tier 2 or Tier 3). 

• Students below benchmark and continuing to 
demonstrate poor growth progress (i.e., under-
responding) are moved to a more intensified tier. 

• Tier 2 would move to Tier 3 
• Tier 3 would be considered for an eligibility 

evaluation. 
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Decision Making within Tier 4 (Special Education) 

 Decision rules for progress monitoring data: 
 

• Based on the five most recent consecutive scores 
 
• Based on student’s trend-line 
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Decision Making with Progress Monitoring Data   
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Decision Making with Progress Monitoring Data   

 Based on the five most recent consecutive scores 
• If the four most recent consecutive scores are all above 

the goal-line, keep the current intervention and 
increase the goal 
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Decision Making with Progress Monitoring Data   
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Decision Making with Progress Monitoring Data  

 Based on the five most recent consecutive scores 
• If the five most recent consecutive scores are all above 

the goal-line, keep the current intervention and 
increase the goal 

• If the five most recent consecutive scores are all below 
the goal-line, keep the current goal and modify the 
instruction 

• When the five most recent consecutive scores are 
neither above or below the goal-line, maintain the 
current goal and instruction and continue to progress 
monitor 
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Decision Making with Progress Monitoring Data   
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Decision Making with Progress Monitoring Data   

 When the trend-line is steeper (i.e., 
accelerating) relative to the goal-line, keep the 
current intervention and increase the goal 

 When trend-line is lower (i.e., decelerating) 
relative to the goal-line, keep the current goal 
and modify the instruction 

 When the trend-line is equal (i.e., parallel) to 
the goal-line, maintain current goal and 
instruction and continue to progress monitor 
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Decision Making with Progress Monitoring Data   

0

5

10

15

20

25

30

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14

Weeks of Instruction

Pr
ob

le
m

s 
C

or
re

ct
 in

 7
 M

in
ut

es

X 

goal-line 

trend-line 



28 School Psychology Program 

Decision Making with Progress Monitoring Data   

 When the trend-line is steeper (i.e., 
accelerating) relative to the goal-line, keep the 
current intervention and increase the goal 

 When trend-line is lower (i.e., decelerating) 
relative to the goal-line, keep the current goal 
and modify the instruction 

 When the trend-line is equal (i.e., parallel) to 
the goal-line, maintain current goal and 
instruction and continue to progress monitor 
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Decision Making with Progress Monitoring Data   
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Decision Making with Progress Monitoring Data   

 When the trend-line is steeper (i.e., 
accelerating) relative to the goal-line, keep the 
current intervention and increase the goal 

 When trend-line is lower (i.e., decelerating) 
relative to the goal-line, keep the current goal 
and modify the instruction 

 When the trend-line is equal (i.e., parallel) to 
the goal-line, maintain current goal and 
instruction and continue to progress monitor 
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Questions? 
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