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 Jefferson Elementary
 Year: 2003-2004

Grade 3 Distribution by Scores and Percentile

Red River Valley District - Jefferson Elementary

Grade 3 - Spring 2003-2004

Reading - Curriculum Based Measurement

Name Corrects Errors Accuracy P e r f o r m a n c e  
Summary

Potential Instructional Action

Voss, Willie 242 1 99.6% Well Above Average Consider Need for Individualized Instruction

David, Jacob 212 1 99.5% Well Above Average Consider Need for Individualized Instruction

Hutton, Greg 211 1 99.5% Well Above Average Consider Need for Individualized Instruction

Rindahl, Lindsey 207 2 99.0% Well Above Average Consider Need for Individualized Instruction

Whittaker, Aaron 206 0 100.0% Well Above Average Consider Need for Individualized Instruction

Olinger, Thomas 198 1 99.5% Well Above Average Consider Need for Individualized Instruction

Schumacher, Nels 196 3 98.5% Well Above Average Consider Need for Individualized Instruction

Voss, Emma 195 9 95.6% Well Above Average Consider Need for Individualized Instruction

Darlow, Lindsay 195 3 98.5% Well Above Average Consider Need for Individualized Instruction

Fleeger, Sydney 194 1 99.5% Well Above Average Consider Need for Individualized Instruction

Zerwas, Kayla 192 1 99.5% Well Above Average Consider Need for Individualized Instruction

Monson, Joshua 186 0 100.0% Well Above Average Consider Need for Individualized Instruction

Hinze, Amy 180 0 100.0% Well Above Average Consider Need for Individualized Instruction

Warren, Deven 180 0 100.0% Well Above Average Consider Need for Individualized Instruction

Everetts, Gelasia 180 0 100.0% Well Above Average Consider Need for Individualized Instruction

Gohman, Karina 180 6 96.8% Well Above Average Consider Need for Individualized Instruction

Well Above Average >= 180 (90th %ile)

Willette, Jorie 173 11 94.0% Above Average Consider Need for Individualized Instruction

Clark, Tyler 170 6 96.6% Above Average Consider Need for Individualized Instruction

Fitzgerald, John 168 1 99.4% Above Average Consider Need for Individualized Instruction

Scanlon, Zachary 167 2 98.8% Above Average Consider Need for Individualized Instruction

Dedic, John 164 0 100.0% Above Average Consider Need for Individualized Instruction

Balts, Ariel 162 2 98.8% Above Average Consider Need for Individualized Instruction

Cukla, Tiffani 162 0 100.0% Above Average Consider Need for Individualized Instruction

Jensen, Kevin 161 4 97.6% Above Average Consider Need for Individualized Instruction

Greig, Ashley 160 0 100.0% Above Average Consider Need for Individualized Instruction

McDaniel, Daniel 158 0 100.0% Above Average Consider Need for Individualized Instruction

Ballis, Haley 158 0 100.0% Above Average Consider Need for Individualized Instruction

Cronk, Shauna 158 1 99.4% Above Average Consider Need for Individualized Instruction

Carter, Tyler 158 0 100.0% Above Average Consider Need for Individualized Instruction

Johnson, Keri 153 3 98.1% Above Average Consider Need for Individualized Instruction
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Schultz, Kim 153 3 98.1% Above Average Consider Need for Individualized Instruction

Above Average >= 150 (75th %ile)

Gahler, Trent 146 3 98.0% Average Continue Current Program

O'Konek, Shelbi 144 1 99.3% Average Continue Current Program

Sanders, Bevin 142 1 99.3% Average Continue Current Program

Erickson, Katie 142 0 100.0% Average Continue Current Program

Schulz, Holly 141 0 100.0% Average Continue Current Program

Reiser, Jared 141 2 98.6% Average Continue Current Program

Dyksman, Justin 141 1 99.3% Average Continue Current Program

Sager, Zach 141 1 99.3% Average Continue Current Program

Guscette, Devan 140 3 97.9% Average Continue Current Program

Odendahl, Mark 138 1 99.3% Average Continue Current Program

Moyer, Ben 137 1 99.3% Average Continue Current Program

Bean, Nick 137 2 98.6% Average Continue Current Program

G a l l a g h e r ,  
Stephanie

135 1 99.3% Average Continue Current Program

Flash, Travis 135 0 100.0% Average Continue Current Program

Palmer, Chelsey 134 4 97.1% Average Continue Current Program

Foss, Nicole 133 1 99.3% Average Continue Current Program

Krautbauer, Haley 131 0 100.0% Average Continue Current Program

Dilts, Joey 130 2 98.5% Average Continue Current Program

Slama, Tracy 129 1 99.2% Average Continue Current Program

Damann, Victoria 129 3 97.7% Average Continue Current Program

Bisset, Brandon 128 2 98.5% Average Continue Current Program

Cox, Bree 128 1 99.2% Average Continue Current Program

Engh, Briana 127 0 100.0% Average Continue Current Program

Basta, Nicholas 127 2 98.4% Average Continue Current Program

Bramer, Travis 126 0 100.0% Average Continue Current Program

Johnson, William 124 1 99.2% Average Continue Current Program

Connaker, Ryan 123 1 99.2% Average Continue Current Program

Dunbar, Ellen 122 2 98.4% Average Continue Current Program

Mowry, Sandra 118 0 100.0% Average Continue Current Program

Odegard, Keanna 117 3 97.5% Average Continue Current Program

Klinkhammer, Adam 116 4 96.7% Average Continue Current Program

Hernandez, Brianna 115 2 98.3% Average Continue Current Program

Rootkie, Derick 115 1 99.1% Average Continue Current Program

Goad, Jack 113 3 97.4% Average Continue Current Program

Sauter, Kylie 113 4 96.6% Average Continue Current Program

Newman, Paige 113 1 99.1% Average Continue Current Program

Ritchie, Andrew 111 0 100.0% Average Continue Current Program

Pavelka, Jeremy 111 1 99.1% Average Continue Current Program
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O'Connor, Taylor 109 2 98.2% Average Continue Current Program

 Target = 107 

Glaus, Adam 106 2 98.1% Average Continue Current Program

Mackey, Darion 106 1 99.1% Average Continue Current Program

Johnson, Jeromy 106 0 100.0% Average Continue Current Program

James, Tyler 105 3 97.2% Average Continue Current Program

Williams, Jessica 104 3 97.2% Average Continue Current Program

Wheelock, Danyelle 103 4 96.3% Average Continue Current Program

Rehbein, Kelly 100 2 98.0% Average Continue Current Program

Hawley, Cassie 99 3 97.1% Average Continue Current Program

Hambly, Danny 98 5 95.1% Average Continue Current Program

McKellar, Austin 97 4 96.0% Average Continue Current Program

Overson, Jennifer 97 2 98.0% Average Continue Current Program

Stever, Desiree 94 1 98.9% Average Continue Current Program

DeMarre, Angela 93 6 93.9% Average Continue Current Program

Hurst, Brandon 93 5 94.9% Average Continue Current Program

MATTHEWS, Bryan 93 5 94.9% Average Continue Current Program

Thieman, Duran 93 3 96.9% Average Continue Current Program

Koestler, Jonathan 92 3 96.8% Average Continue Current Program

Braden, Hailey 89 2 97.8% Average Continue Current Program

Rodriquez, Tanner 88 1 98.9% Average Continue Current Program

Ames, Alex 87 4 95.6% Average Continue Current Program

Lutz, Christopher 87 4 95.6% Average Continue Current Program

Jahnz, Carissa 86 1 98.9% Average Continue Current Program

Barge, Jacob 86 2 97.7% Average Continue Current Program

Average >= 86 (25th %ile)

Ballis, Chase 85 3 96.6% Below Average Further Assess and Consider Individualizing 
Program

Ducker, Cody 85 6 93.4% Below Average Further Assess and Consider Individualizing 
Program

Cahill, Erin 85 1 98.8% Below Average Further Assess and Consider Individualizing 
Program

Ankeny, Rachel 83 6 93.3% Below Average Further Assess and Consider Individualizing 
Program

Devin, Scott 83 7 92.2% Below Average Further Assess and Consider Individualizing 
Program

Curry, Matt 81 8 91.0% Below Average Further Assess and Consider Individualizing 
Program

Paananen, Damion 80 3 96.4% Below Average Further Assess and Consider Individualizing 
Program

McDaniel, Devin 78 2 97.5% Below Average Further Assess and Consider Individualizing 
Program

http://www.aimsweb.com


Copyright © 1999-2005   Edformation, Inc. All Rights Reserved.  Patent Pending. Page 4 of 4

McGrath, John 78 2 97.5% Below Average Further Assess and Consider Individualizing 
Program

Hoeft, Dustin 77 1 98.7% Below Average Further Assess and Consider Individualizing 
Program

Christy, Trevor 72 4 94.7% Below Average Further Assess and Consider Individualizing 
Program

Skluzacek, Alex 71 1 98.6% Below Average Further Assess and Consider Individualizing 
Program

Peil, Deavan 71 4 94.7% Below Average Further Assess and Consider Individualizing 
Program

Nowling, Kari 70 4 94.6% Below Average Further Assess and Consider Individualizing 
Program

Nordrum-Mrst, Nate 68 1 98.6% Below Average Further Assess and Consider Individualizing 
Program

Stevens, Morgan 67 2 97.1% Below Average Further Assess and Consider Individualizing 
Program

Jiskra, Nathan 67 5 93.1% Below Average Further Assess and Consider Individualizing 
Program

Below Average >= 64 (10th %ile)

Leaf, Cory 63 3 95.5% Well Below Average Begin Immediate Problem Solving

Bloomquist, Bryant 62 2 96.9% Well Below Average Begin Immediate Problem Solving

Tavernier, Nick 58 3 95.1% Well Below Average Begin Immediate Problem Solving

Strauss, Levi 57 3 95.0% Well Below Average Begin Immediate Problem Solving

Soman, Racheal 53 3 94.6% Well Below Average Begin Immediate Problem Solving

Kehn, Arryll 48 4 92.3% Well Below Average Begin Immediate Problem Solving

Rindahl, Logan 42 4 91.3% Well Below Average Begin Immediate Problem Solving

Bisset, Mathew 35 5 87.5% Well Below Average Begin Immediate Problem Solving

P h o t o p o u l o s ,  
Brandon

34 5 87.2% Well Below Average Begin Immediate Problem Solving

Williams, Judy 30 7 81.1% Well Below Average Begin Immediate Problem Solving

Hugill, Philip 30 7 81.1% Well Below Average Begin Immediate Problem Solving

McHugh, Rushel 18 9 66.7% Well Below Average Begin Immediate Problem Solving

Heilman, Andrew 16 8 66.7% Well Below Average Begin Immediate Problem Solving
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