
IMPROVING SCHOOL WIDE 
MATH PERFORMANCE 
In 4 Minutes a Day 



Problem: 

 School wide math performance on OCCT 
 Is it a Problem? 
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Was it a Problem? 

 In 2008-2009 and 2009-School wide math 
performance (average OCCT score) was barley 
proficient  

 This is a problem 



Why was performance low? 

 School wide problems = school wide instructional 
deficits 

 This was a Tier 1 issues 
 

 Tier 1 issues should be addressed with curricular 
modifications 



Curricular Modifications 

 Options: 
 Modify the curriculum  
 Modify curriculum delivery 
 Supplement curriculum 



Curricular Supplement 
 Supplement calculation skills; a key foundational 

skill 
 Goal: ability to accurately and fluently solve simple 

calculations  
 This skill was a deficit area in the school 

 Insufficient curricular focus 
 Solution: supplement the curriculum 



Supplemental Plan 

 Math 2 a Days 
 Implemented for 4 years 
 Daily practice is occurring in 1st - 5th grade 
 Progress monitored twice weekly 
 Criterion performance set 
 Students progress through teacher informed scope and 

sequence as criterion is met 



Daily Practice 

 School wide implementation 
 Students had 10 practice sheets (probes) per week 
 8:50 each morning instructions were read over the PA 

system 
 Students practiced for two 2 minute sessions 



Progress Monitoring 

 Twice weekly teachers scored one probe per 
student. 

 Evaluation 
 Students meeting criterion performance moved to the 

next skill in the scope and sequence 
 Inaccurate students were moved down to a more basic 

skill or remediated 



Program Evaluation 

 To evaluate the program, comparisons were made 
to 2 other schools in the district 
 School A: highest performing school in the district 
 School B: school with similar demographics 
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Change Since Math 2 a Days 

Score Growth 

School A (Non-Title 1) 58 

School B (Title 1) 23 

Target School 114 



Questions? 

End 
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