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Purpose of the Study

The purpose of this study is to examine expectations for 
reading proficiency in context of Common Core State 
Standards assessments (CCSS) such as AzMERIT and 
Smarter Balanced and how DIBELS Next can inform 
decisions about student skills.
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Methodology: Participants

Large School District, Arizona
 Assessment: AzMERIT ELA
 2014–2015 School Year
 Grades 3–4
 Number of schools: 16
 n = 1,256 (664 third-graders, 592 fourth-graders)

Large School District, Oregon
 Assessment: SBAC ELA
 2015-2016 School Year
 Grades 3–5
 Number of schools: 18
 n = 2,138 (758 third-graders, 696 fourth-graders, 684 fifth-graders)
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Demographics
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Correlations between DIBELS Next DORF 
Words Correct, DCS, and SBAC ELA Score

Correlations–DIBELS Next with 
AzMERIT
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Smarter Balanced Assessment Consortium 
English Language Arts Achievement Standard 

(SBAC Standard) 

Level 1 “has not met the achievement standard,” 
Level 2 “has nearly met the achievement standard,” 
Level 3 “has met the achievement standard,”
Level 4 “has exceeded the achievement standard.”

Meets or exceeds Does not meet 8



Arizona’s Measurement of Educational 
Readiness to Inform Teaching ELA 

Achievement Standard (AzMERIT Standard)

Level 1 “minimally proficient,” 
Level 2 “partially proficient,” 
Level 3 “proficient,”
Level 4 “highly proficient.”

Meets or exceeds Does not meet 9

DIBELS Next Achievement Standard

Performance at or above the 40th percentile on any high 
quality reading outcome measure was the achievement 
standard used to represent adequate reading proficiency 
for DIBELS Next.

For DIBELS Next, the Group Reading Assessment and 
Diagnostic Evaluation (GRADE) was used as an outcome 
measure representative of high-quality, group 
administered, standardized, norm-referenced reading 
assessments. 

For example, on the SBAC, a score of 2410 is at the 40th

percentile on SBAC national norms in third grade.
http://www.smarterbalanced.org/assessments/development/percentiles/
Accessed: 2018-02-06
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DIBELS Next 
Benchmark Goal

DIBELS Next Benchmark Goals are designed to identify 
the level where the odds are in favor of that student 
achieving later reading outcomes.

 At or Above Benchmark: Odds are generally 80% 
to 90% of achieving subsequent benchmark goals 
and important reading outcomes. Student is likely 
to make adequate progress with effective core 
instruction. 
 Well Above Benchmark: 80th percentile or higher
 Above Benchmark: 60th percentile
 At Benchmark: Benchmark goal to 59th percentile
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Likelihood of 
Meeting Later 
Reading Goals 
and DIBELS Next 
Benchmark 
Status
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DIBELS Next Standard: 40th percentile on 
any high quality reading outcome measure 

Horizontal axis is the Grade 3, End‐of‐
year DIBELS Next Composite Score
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DIBELS Next Standard: 40th percentile on 
any high quality reading outcome measure 

The first line (orange) is the DIBELS 
Next Cut Point for Risk
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DIBELS Next Standard: 40th percentile on 
any high quality reading outcome measure 

The second line (green) is the DIBELS 
Next Benchmark Goal
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DIBELS Next Standard: 40th percentile on 
any high quality reading outcome measure 

The third line (blue) is the DIBELS 
Next Above Benchmark Level 
(60th percentile on DIBELS Next)
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DIBELS Next Standard: 40th percentile on 
any high quality reading outcome measure 

The fourth line (purple) is the 80th
percentile on DIBELS Next

WAB
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DIBELS Next Standard: 40th percentile on a 
high quality reading outcome measure 

Vertical axis is the probability or the 
likelihood or the odds of achieving an 
outcome standard, in this case the 

DIBELS Next Standard
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DIBELS Next Standard: 40th percentile on 
any high quality reading outcome measure 

Above the 60% line 
students are likely to 
achieve the standard 
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DIBELS Next Standard: 40th percentile on 
any high quality reading outcome measure 

Between the 40% line and 60% line
we cannot make a confident 

prediction of reading outcomes
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DIBELS Next Standard: 40th percentile on 
any high quality reading outcome measure 

Below the 40% line students are 
unlikely to achieve the reading 
standard, unless we provide 

intensive intervention. 
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DIBELS Next Standard: 40th percentile on 
any high quality reading outcome measure 

The curving line is the likelihood of 
meeting the standard for every Grade 

3, end‐of‐year Composite Score

For example, students a 250 end‐of‐year 
Composite Score have about a 23% likelihood 

of meeting the DIBELS Next Standard 
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DIBELS Next 
Standard

For each scores above 
the Benchmark Goal, the 
likelihood of meeting the  
DIBELS Next Standard is 
60% or more, and higher 
the further above the 

student scores. 

BG

For the entire range of 
scores at or above the 
Benchmark Goal, the 

likelihood of meeting the  
DIBELS Next Standard is 
81% student scores. 
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DIBELS Next 
Standard

41%
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For each score between 
the cut point for risk and 
the benchmark goal, the 
likelihood of meeting the  
DIBELS Next Standard is 

40% to 60%. 

For the entire range of 
scores between the cut 
point for risk and the 
Benchmark Goal, the 
likelihood of meeting 
the  DIBELS Next 
Standard is 41%. 

CP
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DIBELS Next 
Standard

25%

CP

For each score below the 
cut point for risk, the 

likelihood of meeting the  
DIBELS Next Standard is 

below 40%.

For the entire range of 
scores below the cut 
point for risk, the 

likelihood of meeting 
the  DIBELS Next 
Standard is 25%. 

Conclusions: 

The DIBELS Next Benchmark Goal and cut point for risk are 
working well and as designed with respect to the DIBELS Next 
Achievement Standard. 
• At or Above Benchmark: Odds are generally 80% to 90% of achieving 

subsequent benchmark goals and important reading outcomes. 
Student is likely to make adequate progress with effective core 
instruction. 

• Below Benchmark: Odds are generally 40% to 60% of achieving 
subsequent benchmark goals and important reading outcomes. 
Student is likely to need strategic support to make adequate progress. 

• Well‐Below Benchmark: Odds are generally 10% to 20% of achieving 
subsequent benchmark goals and important reading outcomes. 
Student is likely to need intensive support to make adequate 
progress. 

Smarter Balanced Assessment Consortium 
English Language Arts Achievement Standard 

(SBAC Standard) 

Level 1 “has not met the achievement standard,” 
Level 2 “has nearly met the achievement standard,” 
Level 3 “has met the achievement standard,”
Level 4 “has exceeded the achievement standard.”

Meets or exceeds Does not meet 27

Likelihood of 
Meeting or 
Exceeding 
Expectations on 
SBAC Standard
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Scores at the DIBELS Next 
Benchmark Goal have less than 
40% likelihood of meeting the 

SBAC Standard

BG



SBAC Standard
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DIBELS Next Above Benchmark 
Level and Benchmark Goal work 

well for adequate progress 
decisions using the SBAC Standard

55%

Arizona’s Measurement of Educational 
Readiness to Inform Teaching ELA 

Achievement Standard (AzMERIT Standard)

Level 1 “minimally proficient,” 
Level 2 “partially proficient,” 
Level 3 “proficient,”
Level 4 “highly proficient.”

Meets or exceeds Does not meet 30

Likelihood of 
Proficient or Highly 
Proficient on 
AZMerit Standard
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The DIBELS Next Above 
Benchmark level (60th percentil
is not likely to meet the AZMer

Standard

AZMerit Standard
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Benchmark (80th percentile) and 
Above Benchmark level work well 
for adequate progress decisions 
using the AZMerit Standard
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Different Standards (3rd Grade)

• DIBELS Next Benchmark Goal:  330 DIBELS Composite Score
• 33rd percentile on DIBELS Next National Norms

• SBAC Standard:  2432
• 51st percentile on SBAC National Norms

• AzMERIT Standard: 2509
• 70th percentile on DIBELS Next National Norms using 

equi‐percentile equating

http://www.smarterbalanced.org/assessments/development/percentiles/
Accessed: 2018-02-06
https://dibels.org/papers/DIBELSNextNormsTechReport17.pdf 34

DIBELS Next Scores 
for AzMERIT Standard
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DIBELS Next Scores 
for SBAC Standard

Conclusions: 
Relation to State Outcomes

1. The correlations between the DIBELS Next Composite 
Score and the SBAC ELA and AzMERIT ELA scores 
were strong, ranging from .71 to .77. 

2. The DIBELS Next Composite Score explained more 
variance in outcomes than DORF Words Correct alone, 
ranging from 5% to 9% additional variance explained. 
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Conclusions:
DIBELS Next Benchmark Goals

3. The DIBELS Next Benchmark goals function well for 
the purposes for which they were designed. Students 
who are at or above the DIBELS Next Benchmark 
Goals are likely to score at or above the 40th

percentile on high quality reading outcome measures. 
• The DIBELS Next Benchmark goal has always 

been intended to represent the lowest level of 
adequate reading. 

4. The DIBELS Next Benchmark goals are not 
sufficient to place the odds in favor of meeting or 
exceeding the SBAC ELA achievement standard or 
the AzMERIT ELA achievement standard. 

Conclusions
SBAC ELA Achievement Standard

5. Students who score Above Benchmark on DIBELS 
Next are likely to meet or exceed SBAC ELA 
achievement standards

6. Between the Benchmark Goal and the Above 
Benchmark level, we cannot make a clear prediction. 

7. Students who scored Below Benchmark on the DCS 
at any time of year are unlikely to meet the SBAC ELA 
achievement standard. 

8. Students who scored Well Below Benchmark on 
DCS have very little chance of meeting the SBAC ELA 
achievement standard. 

Conclusions: 
AzMERIT ELA Achievement Standard

9. Students scoring Well Above Benchmark (80th

percentile) on DIBELS Next are likely to meet or exceed 
the AzMERIT ELA achievement standard, 

10.Between the Above Benchmark level and the 80th

percentile, we cannot make a clear prediction. 
11.Students who score At Benchmark or below on 

DIBELS Next are unlikely to meet the AzMERIT ELA 
achievement standards,

12.Students who score Below Benchmark or Well Below 
benchmark have very little chance of meeting the 
AzMERIT ELA achievement standard. 
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Implications for Practice

In short, challenge each student. 

1. If a student is in the Below Benchmark or Well Below 
Benchmark, go for Benchmark (go for the Green)

2. If a student is At Benchmark, go for Above Benchmark (go
for the Blue)

3. If a student is above benchmark, go for the 80th percentile.



Sep Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar Apr May

Sebastian

95

41

©2018 Dynamic Measurement Group

Sebastian with a beginning‐of‐year 
composite score of 295 offers a different 
challenge. The end‐of‐year benchmark 
goal may not be ambitious enough. 

Sep Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar Apr May

Well Below Typical

Below Typical

Sebastian

Above Typical

95
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Typical

Well Above Typical

 These data represent the way DIBELS Next is 
used in practice.

 Things we do not know:
 Assessment fidelity
 Assessor training
 Level of instructional support
 Changes in levels of support

 Data from two school districts, potentially 
limiting generalizability.

Limitations
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Thank YOU!

Dynamic Measurement Group (DMG)
859 Willamette St., Suite 320

Eugene, OR 97401
info@dibels.org

phone: 541-431-6931
fax: 866-211-1450
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