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The Early Years Evaluation - Teacher Assessment (EYE-TA) provides a
systematic framework teachers can use to structure their frequent
observations and informal assessments in play-based learning environments.*
It assesses children’s development in five domains, which are consistent with
frameworks set out by UNICEF and the US Congress:> Awareness of Self and
Environment, Social Skills and Approaches to Learning, Cognitive Skills,
Language and Communication, and Physical Development. The research has
shown that the skills in these domains are related to children’s literacy
development and their success at school.>® The EYE-TA is a web-based
assessment that can be completed by kindergarten or grade 1 teachers as
part of their regular classroom practice.

Responsive Tiered Instruction (RTI)
Early identification followed by a tiered approach to instruction during the primary school years (kindergarten to grade 3)

can substantially reduce the prevalence of reading failure.® To achieve this, pre-schools, schools and school districts need
a consistent and reliable approach to the early identification of children who are at risk of experiencing difficulties in
learning to read. Results from the Early Years Evaluation - Teacher Assessment can be used to identify vulnerable children
based on their levels of skill development. Children are classified into three categories consistent with a responsive,

tiered approach to instruction.® This is commonly called “Response-to-Intervention”; we prefer the term “Responsive
Tiered Instruction” (RTI).

The RTI approach is-an inclusive approach to meeting children's learning needs; it requires that all children receive Tier 1
instruction in the regular classroom. Tier 1 entails research-based, quality instruction using universal strategies and a
variety of approaches. Children with Tier 2 learning needs also receive targeted, small group instruction that can be
provided ‘within or outside the classroom. Children with Tier 3 learning needs require more intensive additional
instruction and a carefully planned program tailored to their specific learning needs. For example, some well-known RTI
models advocate that Tier 2 children should receive an additional 30 minutes of instruction per day in small groups, while

Tier 3 children might receive two additional 30-minute periods of individualized instruction.’
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Our longitudinal research shows that children’s EYE-TA scores in kindergarten are strongly related to their reading
outcomes at age 8 or 9. The EYE-TA measures of Cognitive Skills and Language and Communication are the strongest
predictors, followed by Fine Motor skills, Awareness of Self and Environment, Social Skills and Approaches to Learning.
Thus, we can use the EYE-TA data to discern which children are most likely to require extra support developing their
reading skills during the primary school years. The figure below shows the results for the kindergarten children in your
classroom (Demo Class 1 PM).

Number of children in each tier in a
Responsive Tiered Instruction (RTI) framework, October 2024

RTI Category
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Number of children

Interpretation of Assessment Results

Responsive Tiered

Developmental Level Score Range Instruction (RTI) Recommendation
Category

Can Achieve Quality classroom instruction: continue high quality classroom

Tasks 2to3 1 instruction and monitor child’s progress

Experiencing Quality classroom instruction plus targeted, small-group instruction:

Some Difficulty >=1, less than 2 2 continue high quality classroom instruction, monitor progress and

provide additional support to targeted areas of difficulty.

Experiencing Quality classroom instruction plus individualized instruction: continue

A Significant Difficulty >=0, less than 1 3 high quality classroom instruction, monitor progress and provide

individualized instruction to meet the child’s learning needs.

N/C (Not Complete): the child did not complete enough items in a domain to provide a result, or in the case of RTI categories, the child was
missing data for two or more domains.

No single assessment can provide a comprehensive view of children's emergent skills. Results should be considered in the context of ongoing
teacher evaluation and children's responsiveness to tiered instruction.
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Domain Responsive
Social Skills Physical Development Tiered
Child Awareness of and . . Language and Instruction Age
Self and Approaches to | C08Nitive Skills | communication Fine Motor Gross Motor (RTI)
Environment Learning Category
C, Child 2.63 2.00 2.38 2.25 1.80 1.80 2 6 yr2 mo
E, Child 2.63 2.25 2.50 2.38 2.40 ‘ 2.60 1 5yr3 mo
G, Child 2.50 2.50 2.63 2.38 8 2.20 1.80 1 5yr1l1mo
H, Child 2.13 1.88 2.25 2.38 1.40 ‘ 2.60 2 6 yr 6 mo
1, Child 271 2.25 271 238 (™ 220 2.00 8 6yr6mo
K, Child 2.38 2.25 2.25 1.88 1.40 ¥ 2.60 2 5yr7mo
L, Child 2.50 2.00 1.88 | 2.00 1.80 1.80 2 5yr7mo
N, Child 2.25 2.13 1.88 W 213 3 220 1.40 2 5yr7mo
R, Child 2.50 2.38 2.50 B 22 B 260 2.00 1 6yr2mo
S, Child 2.25 213 1.88 . 2.25 1.60 2.40 2 6 yr2mo
V, Child 2.38 o 238 2.38 2.25 1.60 1.80 2 5yr5mo
W, Child 2.75 B 263 2.63 2.75 B 220 1.80 1 6 yr 0mo

Numerical scores for each domain and sub-domain range from 0 to 3, and indicate the average score for the items in the domain.
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The following children had Tier 2 or Tier 3 learning needs based on the assessment data:

Domain Responsive
Social Skills Physical Development Tiered
Child Awareness of and L. . Language and Instruction Age
Selfand Approaches to | Co8nitive Skills | communication Fine Motor Gross Motor (RTI)
Environment Learning Category
C, Child 1.80 1.80 2 6yr2 mo
H, Child 1.88 1.40 2 6 yr 6 mo
K, Child 1.88 1.40 2 5yr7 mo
L, Child 1.88 1.80 1.80 2 5yr7 mo
N, Child 1.88 1.40 2 5yr7 mo
S, Child 1.88 1.60 2 6yr2mo
V, Child 1.60 1.80 2 5yr5mo
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Classroom Profile

Awareness of Self and Environment

Average Score @ Boys A Girls
3.0

2.0

Experiencing
Some

Difficulty

1.0

0.0
5.0 6.0 7.0
Age

Cognitive Skills

Average Score ® Boys A Girls

3.0

2.0

1.0

0.0

Physical Development - Fine Motor

Average Score @ Boys A Girls
3.0

2.0

Experiencing
Some

Difficulty

1.0

0.0
5.0 6.0 7.0
Age
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Social Skills and Approaches to
Learning @® Boys A Girls

Average Score
3.0

0.0
5.0 6.0 7.0
Age

Language and Communication

Average Score ® Boys A Girls

3.0

2.0
Experiencing
Some
Difficulty

1.0

0.0

Physical Development - Gross Motor

Average Score @ Boys A Girls
3.0

2.0

Experiencing
Some

Difficulty

1.0

0.0
5.0 6.0 7.0
Age
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The table below displays children's assessment results from both the Pre and Post EYE-TA sessions:

Domain Responsive
Social Skills Physical Development Tiered
child Awareness of and couniti i Language and Instruction Age
Self and Approaches to ognitive Skills Communication Fine Motor Gross Motor (RTI)
Environment Learning Category
Pre Post Pre Post Pre Post Pre Post Pre Post Pre Post Pre Post
C, Child | 225 2.63 1.63 @ 200| A 063 2.38 225 [ 225 1.80 1.80 1.80 180 A 3 2 6yr2mo
E, Child 2.25 2.63 1.88 ‘ 2.25 2.25 . 2.50 1.88 2.38 2.20 2.40 A 0.20 2.60 2 1 5yr3mo
G, Child 2.50 2.50 ' 2.50 2.50 . 2.13 2.63 2.63 2.38 2.00 2.20 1.60 1.80 2 1 5yr11 mo
H, Child 2.63 ‘ 2.13 2.75 1.88 1.88 2.25 2.25 2.38 2.40 1.40 2.60 2.60 2 2 6 yr 6 mo
I, Child 263 a1 150 B 2.25 175 @271 2.25 2.38| A 0.80 2.20 1.80 2.00 2 1 6yr 6 mo
K, Child 1213 @@ 238| @250 W22s5| Ao7s W22s 238 1.88 2.00 1.40 1.20 260 A 3 2 5yr7mo
L, Child 2.00 . 2.50 . 2.63 2.00 1.13 1.88 2.50 2.00 1.40 1.80 1.00 1.80 2 2 5yr7 mo
N, Child 2.63 4225 ( 2.38 2.13 1.50 1.88 2.63 2.13 2.00 2.20 2.80 1.40 2 2 5yr7 mo
R, Child . 2.75 2.50 . 3.00 2.38 1.25 2.50 2.25 2.25 1.80 2.60 2.00 2.00 2 1 6yr2mo
S, Child M50 @225 (288 @213 175 1.88 2.88 2.25 2.60 1.60 1.20 2.40 2 2 6yr2mo
V, Child 2.75 . 2.38 1.00 ' 2.38 2.13 2.38 2.38 2.25 1.40 1.60 1.60 1.80 2 2 5yr5mo
W, Child 2.63 ‘ 2.75 2.63 2.63 2.25 2.63 2.38 2.75 1.60 2.20 2.20 1.80 2 1 6 yr0Omo

Please note that results will only appear for children who were assessed in both the Pre and Post EYE-TA sessions.
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