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930 Vanderpool Road ● Vilas, NC 28692 ● voice: 828-297-2781 ● fax: 828-297-1311

www.watauga.k12.nc.us/cc

I assessed Joe Smith, a kindergartner, on May 24 and 25, 2005.  Joe Smith moved into the Cove Creek district from Valle Crucis and enrolled at Cove Creek on January 19, 2005.  When Joe Smith initially came to Cove Creek, Mrs. J, his kindergarten teacher, suggested that he could benefit from Title I services, so we placed Joe Smith with a Title I kindergarten tutor for thirty-forty minutes every day.  Joe Smith worked with the kindergarten tutor from March 7 until March 16 totaling four sessions.


March 16, 2005 Joe Smith moved to another school in Virginia and was there thirty-four days and then reenrolled at Cove Creek May 17, 2005.  When Joe Smith returned, Mrs. J and I were in the midst of end-of-year assessments.  I needed to assess Joe Smith because of his previous enrollment in the Cove Creek reading program.  Mrs. J and I decided to wait to assess Joe because we hoped that extra time would help him reacclimate to Cove Creek.


Typically, at the end of the year, reading teachers assess all kindergartners in the reading program using the reading kindergarten end of the year assessment.  In Joe Smith’s case I wanted to use a combination of the kindergarten end of year assessment and the ERSI (Early Reading Screening Inventory), which is used to assess first graders at the beginning of the school year.  Using a combination of both of these assessments helps to create a whole picture of Joe Smith’s beginning reading knowledge and abilities.  I wanted to assess Joe’s upper/lower case letter recognition, alphabet production, decodable and basal word recognition, sight word knowledge, spelling development, and concept of word knowledge.


When I assessed Joe the first day, I started with upper/lower case alphabet recognition.  Joe Smith correctly identified 24 of 26 capital letters, missing Z (V) and J (I).  He correctly identified 21 of 26 lower case letters missing p (b), z (v), j(i), y (u),  and q (b).  Joe Smith ‘s alphabet recognition is typical of an end of year kindergartner.


When assessing Joe’s alphabet production, he correctly produced 18 of 26, capital letters, missing F, K, Z, H, J, Y, I, and R and 14 of 26 lower case letters, missing a, f, p, z, y, l, q, d, n, e, and g.  At this point in the assessment Joe started to become non-compliant with what I had asked him to do.  He explained to me that he did not want to write the letters.  Joe would appear to tune me out buy not making eye contact and put his head down on the table.  His alphabet production was lower than what we like to see for an end-of-year kindergartner, but still not enough to cause great alarm.


I continued with the assessment by determining Joe Smith’s knowledge of letter-sound relationships.  He correctly identified 15 of 31 letter sounds, missing long a, b, d, short e, g, long i, short i, j, short o, long o, q, r, long u, short u, x, y.  This task took an incredible amount of time because Joe’s non-compliance.  He would put his head down and complain of being too tired to write or just tuned me out.  I decided to stop the assessment and continue the next day to allow the assessment to be broken up to see if it would make a difference with Joe’s behavior and performance.


On May 25, I continued assessing Joe Smith.  Before we began the assessment, I went to great lengths to make sure C N was as comfortable as he possible.  He went and got water twice and I let him set on the stability ball to see if being able to move more freely would help Joe’s ability to focus and his behavior.  I began the second day of assessments with reading two books Katie and My Home in order to assess Joe’s concept of word knowledge.  I echo read, which means I read a page and finger-pointed to each word and then he would read and finger point after me echoing what I had just read.   After echo reading each page I then asked him to identify specific words from the sentence he just echo read.  This task assesses a child’s concept of word, i.e. letters make up words and words are whole units separated with spaces and the text moves from top to bottom and from left to right.  I believe Joe has some concept of word knowledge but his application is not consistent.  Sometimes he would finger point and identify some words correctly and other time he would not.  However, I believe Joe understands the reading direction is top to bottom and left to right.


The next part of the assessment required a spelling sample of eight words.  When I explained the task, Joe immediately did not want to do it and I saw similar behaviors from the previous day resurface.  I begin to reassure Joe that it was all right if he did not know exactly how to spell a word to just spell the best way he could and to let me know when he was ready for the next word.  He dropped his head to the table and began to complain that he was tired and he did not want to do this task.  I continued to try to reassure him by doing a practice word together modeling what was expected.  I believe he tried the first and fourth word, but continued with the previous non-compliance behavior.  In response to his behavior, I called his teacher, Mrs. J to help address his behavior in order to complete the assessments.  I believe Joe to be in the phonetic spelling stage where children begin to use initial and final sounds in writing; however some of his spelling samples were randomly written letters, which typically indicate pre-phonetic stage of spelling.  At this point in the assessment it was difficult to determine what stage of orthographic knowledge Joe should be placed because of his non-compliance.  Most end of the year kindergartners are in the pre literate phonetic stage of orthographic knowledge development, using initial and final sounds.


Finally, I assessed Joe’s basal word, decodable word, and sight word knowledge. He continued with the same behavior pattern as he had previously and complained that he did not want to do this.  Often he would not look at the words to attempt to read them or try their beginning sounds.  I tried to redirect his attention several times but it appeared that he did not know or guessed most of the words.  He could not or would not identify any of the ten basal words; he knew 5 of 25 sight words, and none of the decodable words.  This last piece of information is most concerning for me because when Joe attempted to read these words there was no evidence that he would try to work through a word or sound it out.  Most frequently, there was little correlation between the words he was calling and the beginning sounds of the words.  This is concerning because from my experience, most kindergartners at the end of the year would attempt to map letter sounds to the beginning of words.  This piece of the assessment indicates to me that Joe has very little phonemic awareness knowledge and has great difficulty mapping sound to letters in order to produce words, which is a crucial skill in order to begin to read.

