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CCSD Teachers’ Use and Perceptions of DIBELS (Literacy Assessment) 
Background 
The Dynamic Indicators of Basic Early Literacy Skills (DIBELS) was developed by a team of researchers at the 
University of Oregon in the late 1990s. The DIBELS consists of brief (about one minute long) measures of critical, basic 
literacy skills.1  Charleston County School District (CCSD) began using DIBELS in the 2001-2002 school year. By the 
2006-07 school year, there were 28 CCSD elementary schools using DIBELS (see appendix for a list of schools). 
 
Methodology 
In May 2007, CCSD teachers were surveyed about their perceptions of the DIBELS literacy assessment. Teachers were 
surveyed at schools that had been using DIBELS as their primary progress monitoring assessment for early literacy and, 
had invested considerable time and resources in implementing DIBELS. Schools that fit these criteria had administered 
DIBELS in the beginning, middle and end of the school year (used it for progress monitoring) and had used DIBELS for 
at least three years including 2006-07 (had made significant investment). Thirteen schools fit these criteria and teachers in 
the grade levels that used DIBELS were surveyed. A total of 127 teachers completed the survey for a response rate of 
64%.2   

 
Findings 
Thirteen percent of surveyed teachers used DIBELS for the first time during the 2006-07 school year. Over one-half of 
respondents (58%) had used a formal reading assessment before DIBELS, most often the Developmental Reading 
Assessment (DRA).  
 
DIBELS Training & Ongoing Support 
 
• One-fourth of teachers (26%) reported that they had been thoroughly trained on how to administer DIBELS. The same 

percentage of teachers felt thoroughly trained on how to interpret and use DIBELS results (26%).  
 
• The vast majority of teachers (85%) indicated that there was someone in their building who was viewed as an 

“expert” on DIBELS.  This expert was most often the school psychologist.     
 
Administering DIBELS 
 
• Teachers reported that it takes an average of 8 minutes to administer DIBELS to each student.  
 
• One-half of teachers (48%) are responsible for administering DIBELS to their students. For the other one-half of 

teachers, another person in the building, often the resource teacher or school psychologist, administers DIBELS to 
their students.  

 
Interpreting & Using DIBELS Data 
 
• Over three-fourths of teachers (78%) found it easy to understand DIBELS results.  
  
• The majority of teachers (87%) thought that the literacy skills measured by DIBELS relate at least somewhat closely 

to their classroom instruction.  Over one-half of teachers (59%) found DIBELS results useful in their instructional 
planning.  

  
  

“It is only a snapshot of what the student can do, however it does make the teacher 
 think about where instruction needs to be strengthened.” 

 
  
• Three-fourths of teachers (75%) are aware that DIBELS data can be used to group students for instruction but only 

one-fourth of teachers (26%) are using DIBELS data extensively for instructional grouping.   
 
• About one-third of teachers (37%) extensively used DIBELS data to refer students for intervention.  

                                                 
1 The DIBELS measures were designed to be measures of essential literacy skills but were not designed to be comprehensive assessments of all 
aspects of early literacy.  
2 None of the teachers at Frierson Elementary responded to the survey although requests and reminders were sent to the teachers and principal. These 
teachers are not included in the response rate or survey findings.  
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Overall Impressions of DIBELS 
 
• Approximately two-thirds (68%) of teachers would recommend DIBELS to teachers at other schools. According to 

teachers, DIBELS is a good way to identify students who are struggling, a good tool for tracking progress, and useful 
in structuring groups. 

 
 

“A good tracker for struggling readers.  Easy for parents to understand.” 
 

 
• One-half of teachers (51%) think that the data that DIBELS yields is worth the time it takes to administer it. 
 
• Among teachers who have used other reading assessments, one-third (33%) think that the information that they get 

from DIBELS is more useful than the information from other reading assessments. 
 
• When asked, “At your school, would you say that support for DIBELS is increasing or decreasing?”, teacher 

responses varied greatly from school to school.  Overall, 28% of respondents thought that teachers at their school had 
become more supportive of DIBELS and one-half (56%) reported that teacher support is staying about the same.  
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Survey of CCSD Teachers’ Use and Perceptions of DIBELS (Literacy Assessment) 
Spring 2007 

 
Summary of Key Findings 

 
 

Percentage of teachers who report. . . . 
TRAINING & SUPPORT 
I am thoroughly trained on administering DIBELS  26% 
I am thoroughly trained on using data from DIBELS 26% 
Our teacher coach is the building “expert” on DIBELS 18% 
ADMINISTERING DIBELS 
It is very easy to administer DIBELS 31% 
Someone else in my building administers DIBELS to my students  52% 
It takes 10 minutes or less to administer DIBELS to each of my students 83% 
ANALYZING DIBELS DATA 
It is very easy to understand DIBELS data 43% 
Someone else in my building tracks and reviews my students’ DIBELS data 86% 
USING DIBELS DATA  
It is very easy to use DIBELS data 33% 
DIBELS data are extremely/somewhat useful in my instructional planning 59% 
I use DIBELS data extensively for grouping students  26% 
I use DIBELS data extensively to refer students for interventions and or/ special education services 37% 
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APPENDIX 
CCSD Schools Using DIBELS (Literacy Assessment) 

In 2006-07 School Year 
 

Name of  School Grade Level(s) 
assessed with 

DIBELS 

# of Years School has 
been using DIBELS 
 (on a regular basis), 

including 2006-07 

Ashley River Creative Arts K-2 2 years 

Belle Hall* K-2 3 years 

CC Blaney K-1 2 years 

Corcoran K-2 2 years 

Drayton Hall  K-2 2 years 

EB Ellington  K-1 1 years 

Frierson* K-6 3 years 

Harborview* K-2   3+ years 

James B. Edwards K-2 2 years 

James Island Elem* K-5 3 years 

Ladson K-2 2 years 

Lambs K-2 2 years 

Laurel Hill  K-1 2 years 

Mary Ford K-1 2 years 

Memminger* K-3  3+ years 

Midland Park* K-5  3+ years 

Minnie Hughes K-1 2 

Mt. Zion K-1  2 years 

Murray LaSaine* K-5  3+ years 

North Charleston Elem K-3 1 year 

Oakland K-2 1 year 

Pepperhill* K-2 3 years 

Springfield* K-2 3 years 

St. Andrews Math & Science* K-2 3 years 

Stiles Point* K-5 3 years 

Stono Park  K-2 2 years 

Sullivan’s Island* K-2  3+ years 

Whitesides*  K-2  3+ years 
* = included in the survey 

 
 
 


