Chronic Non-Response Considerations: 
· Are other students within the group making adequate progress?

· Check attendance records; does the student experience excessive absences or late arrivals during intervention sessions?

· What diagnostic or error analysis process was used to identify skill deficits or fragile skills?  Do we think we got that right?

· Is there evidence of an ‘instructional match’; are the missing or fragile skills identified in the diagnostic process being directly targeted, taught to mastery, practiced cumulatively, and generalized to the classroom?

· Is it possible that the intervention is not being executed as planned (fidelity check)?

· Is the interventionist an approved/qualified member of the school staff and trained to appropriately implement the instruction/intervention?

· Are the materials being used at the appropriate level and good resources?

· Is the intervention group homogenous and small enough to provide appropriate response opportunities, positive reinforcement, and corrective feedback?

· Is the amount (minutes), frequency (days per week) and duration (eight to twelve weeks) sufficient to impact student skill building and achievement?

· Are we teaching what was tested and testing what we are teaching? 

· Are we using explicit (not vague) instruction that includes modeling and guided practice opportunities?

· Is there a plan in place for generalization of the skill to other environments, materials, and contexts?

· Are opportunities provided for distributive practice of the new skill(s)?

· Other considerations?
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