U.S. Department of Education
2014 National Blue Ribbon Schools Program

[X] Public or [ ] Non-public

For Public Schools only{Check all that apply) [X] Title | [] Charter [Wagnet [] Choice

Name of Principal Mrs. Mary C. Sorvig
(Specify: Ms., Miss, Mrs., Dr., Mr., etc.) (Asshould appear in the official records)
Official School Name Manvel Elementary School
(As it should appear in the official records)

School Mailing Address 801 Oldham Avenue
(If address is P.O. Box, also include street addyes

City Manve State ND Zip Code+4 (9 digits tota5825¢-401¢
County__ Grand Forks Coun State School Code Numb_1812¢
Telephone701-69€-221 Fax_701-696-8217

Web site/URL__http://www.manvel.k12.nd.1 E-mail _mary.jelinek@sendit.nodak.e

Twitter Handle N/A Facebook Page N/A Google+ N/A

YouTube/URL N/A Blog N/A Other Social Media Link N/A

| have reviewed the information in this applicatiarcluding the eligibility requirements on pagéFzart |-
Eligibility Certification), and certify that it isccurate.

Date

(Principal’'s Signature)

Name of SuperintenderMr. Richard Ray, N/ E-mail: Richard.Ray@Manvelk8.com

(Specify: Ms., Miss, Mrs., Dr., Mr., Other)

District Name Manvel Public School District 125 Tel701-696-2212
I have reviewed the information in this applicatiarcluding the eligibility requirements on pagéFart |-
Eligibility Certification), and certify that it isccurate.

Date

(Superintendent’s Signature)

Name of School Board
President/Chairperson Mr. Thomas Ferry, Jr.
(Specify: Ms., Miss, Mrs., Dr., Mr., Other)

I have reviewed the information in this applicatiarcluding the eligibility requirements on pagéFart |-
Eligibility Certification), and certify that it isccurate.

Date

(School Board President’s/Chairperson’s Signature)

*Non-public Schools: If the information requested is not applicable, write N/A in the space.
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PART | — ELIGIBILITY CERTIFICATION

Include this page in the school’s application as fge 2.

The signatures on the first page of this applicaef@mver page) certify that each of the statembalsw
concerning the school’s eligibility and complianvegh U.S. Department of Education, Office for Civil
Rights (OCR) requirements is true and correct.

1.

10.

11.

NBRS 2014

The school configuration includes one or more afdgs K-12. (Schools on the same campus
with one principal, even a K-12 school, must agsyan entire school.)

The school has made its Annual Measurable Objec{i®Os) or Adequate Yearly Progress
(AYP) each year for the past two years and hadeen identified by the state as “persistently
dangerous” within the last two years.

To meet final eligibility, a public school must nielee state’s AMOs or AYP requirements in
the 2013-2014 school year and be certified by taie sepresentative. Any status appeals must
be resolved at least two weeks before the awargsnoay for the school to receive the award.

If the school includes grades 7 or higher, the sthst have foreign language as a part of its
curriculum.

The school has been in existence for five full gettrat is, from at least September 2008 and
each tested grade must have been part of the sidtdbe past three years.

The nominated school has not received the NatBha Ribbon Schools award the past five
years: 2009, 2010, 2011, 2012, or 2013.

The nominated school has no history of testingyirtarities, nor have charges of irregularities
been brought against the school at the time of natan. The U.S. Department of Education
reserves the right to disqualify a school’s appiaraand/or rescind a school’s award if
irregularities are later discovered and provenhaydtate.

The nominated school or district is not refusindi€@fof Civil Rights (OCR) access to
information necessary to investigate a civil rigtdsnplaint or to conduct a district-wide
compliance review.

The OCR has not issued a violation letter of figdito the school district concluding that the
nominated school or the district as a whole hakated one or more of the civil rights statutes.
A violation letter of findings will not be consident outstanding if OCR has accepted a
corrective action plan from the district to remekg violation.

The U.S. Department of Justice does not have aipgsdit alleging that the nominated school
or the school district as a whole has violated anmore of the civil rights statutes or the
Constitution’s equal protection clause.

There are no findings of violations of the Indivads with Disabilities Education Act in a U.S.
Department of Education monitoring report that gpplthe school or school district in
guestion; or if there are such findings, the statdistrict has corrected, or agreed to correet, th
findings.
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PART Il - DEMOGRAPHIC DATA

All data are the most recent year available.

DISTRICT (Question 1 is not applicable to non-public schpols

1.

Number of schools in the district
(per district designation):

_ 1 Elementsakools (includes K-8)
_ 0 Middle/Junior higtheols

0 High schools
0 K-12 schools

1 TOTAL

SCHOOL (To be completed by all schools)

2.

3.

4.

[ 1 Urban or large central city
[ 1 Suburban with characteristics typical of anamtarea
[] Suburban

[X] Small city or town in a rural area

Category that best describes the area whersctio®l is located:

8 Number of years the principal has been irhiegosition at this school.

Grade # of # of Females| Grade Total
Males

PreK 8 7 15
K 10 6 16
1 11 5 16
2 10 5 15
3 7 6 13
4 6 10 16
5 8 10 18
6 5 4 9
7 8 3 11
8 6 7 13
9 0 0 0
10 0 0 0
11 0 0 0
12 0 0 0

Total

Students 9 63 142

Number of students as of October 1 enrollecah grade level or its equivalent in applying s¢hoo
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5. Racial/ethnic composition of

the school:

0 % Asian

0 % American Ind@amlaska Native

1 % Black or African American

1 % Hispanic or Latino

0 % Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander

98 % White
0 % Two or more races
100 % Total

(Only these seven standard categories should lgetaseport the racial/ethnic composition of yocingol. The Final Guidance on
Maintaining, Collecting, and Reporting Racial arttiric Data to the U.S. Department of Education ishleld in the October 19,
2007Federal Register provides definitions for each of the seven catiegoy

6. Student turnover, or mobility rate, during tl82 - 2013 year: 12%

This rate should be calculated using the grid beldWe answer to (6) is the mobility rate.

Steps For Determining Mobility Rate

Answer

(1) Number of students who transferted
the school after October 1, 2012 until the
end of the school year

14

(2) Number of students who transferred
from the school after October 1, 2012 unt
the end of the 2012-2013 school year

(3) Total of all transferred students [sum @
rows (1) and (2)]

—h

18

(4) Total number of students in the schoo
of October 1

as 148

(5) Total transferred students in row (3)
divided by total students in row (4)

0.122

(6) Amount in row (5) multiplied by 100

12

7. English Language Learners (ELL) in the school0 %
0 Total number ELL
Number of non-English languages represented:. 0
Specify non-English languages:

8. Students eligible for free/reduced-priced meals:17 %

Total number students who qualify: 23

If this method is not an accurate estimate of #nregntage of students from low-income families, or
the school does not participate in the free andaed-priced school meals program, supply an aceurat
estimate and explain how the school calculateddstisnate.

NBRS 2014
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9. Students receiving special education services: 16 %

23 Total number of students served

Indicate below the number of students with disaegiaccording to conditions designated in the

Individuals with Disabilities Education Act. Do thadd additional categories.

0 Autism _0 Orthopedic Impairment

0 Deafness _ 1 Other Health Impaired

0 Deaf-Blindness _ 10 Specific Learning Disability

2 Emotional Disturbance __ 6 Speech or Language Inmait

0 Hearing Impairment _ 0 Traumatic Brain Injury

1 Mental Retardation _ 0 Visual Impairment IncludBighdness
0 Multiple Disabilities _3 Developmentally Delayed

10. Use Full-Time Equivalents (FTEs), rounded tarast whole numeral, to indicate the number of

personnel in each of the categories below:

Number of Staff

Administrators 1

Classroom teachers 10

Resource teachers/specialists
e.g., reading, math, science, special
education, enrichment, technology,
art, music, physical education, etc.

Paraprofessionals 4

Student support personnel

e.g., guidance counselors, behavior
interventionists, mental/physical
health service providers,
psychologists, family engagement
liaisons, career/college attainment
coaches, etc.

11. Average student-classroom teacher ratio, thalhésntimber of students in the
school divided by the FTE of classroom teachegs, 22:1 15:1
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12. Show daily student attendance rates. Only sifflools need to supply yearly graduation rates.

Required Information 2012-2013| 2011-2012 2010-2011 2009-2010 2008-2009
Daily student attendance 96% 98% 96% 97% 97%
High school graduation rate 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

13.For schools ending in grade 12 (high schools)

Show percentages to indicate the post-secondanssthstudents who graduated in Spring 2013

Post-Secondary Status

Graduating class size 0
Enrolled in a 4-year college or university 0%
Enrolled in a community college 0%
Enrolled in career/technical training program D%
Found employment 0%
Joined the military or other public service 0%
Other 0%

14. Indicate whether your school has previouslgire a National Blue Ribbon Schools award.

Yes

If yes, select the year in which your school reedithe award.

No X
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PART Il - SUMMARY

The Manvel Public School's mission statement isafivel School is Committed to Helping All Students
Succeed.” It is this principle which guides ounsal on a daily basis and with every student. tius goal
to provide students with the skills to develop liletgtually, socially, emotionally and physicallytwin a
stimulating educational environment.

The Manvel School District covers 135 sq. miles @ridcated in eastern North Dakota, 90 miles sofith
Canada, on the Minnesota border. The school cisterves rural farm families, and the town of Malnv
which has approximately 300 residents. Manvelrteletary School is a rural PK — 8th grade elementary
school located within the Manvel School Distridthe Manvel School District does not have a highosth
of it own, so students in grades 9-12 are edudatadighboring school districts on a tuition basis.

Manvel Elementary School currently has 148 studengseschool through 8th grade. Class size varies,
however, the average is 15 students. There isectéoon per grade for all grades in the schoolr Ou
preschool program is in session five half daysvpeek and enrolls four year old students. Studeitts
Individual Education Plans are able to attend e#ettyears old. Our kindergarten program operaiés f
days, five days per week.

Manvel School operates three separate summer sphaptams, with each serving a different student
population. Students with an Individual Educatitlan (IEP's) that requires summer school, attemd o
Special Education Summer program. Regular educatigents who require remedial assistance maydatten
our Remedial Summer School program. Studerttasrprogram attend 60 hours of instruction inmat
language arts, with a student teacher ratio ob1bdr less. Summer classes are taught in av@eatd
interesting format that maintains student inteagst enjoyment. This program is voluntary and tg(hjc

25 students attend.

Manvel School is located in an agricultural are@mhmany migrant farm workers come each summer to
work in the fields. Our school provides an extead{-12, 7 week program for approximately 100 atsiid
of the migrant farm workers. Migrant children irades K-8 are enrolled in a remedial program, fogus
on math and language arts. The school providesnplete range of supporting services, including
transportation and food service. Students in gr&d#&2 participate in a credit recovery and higiost
credit classes. The PASS Program (Portable Ads&tiedy Sequence Program) allows students to anroll
high school classes and receive high school créliting the summer of 2013, 25 high school creaise
issued. Without a doubt, this program has assist@ty migrant students to graduate from high scHool
fact, some of our students have been recognizéldebipepartment of Education Migrant Office for
exemplary achievement.

Our school should be recognized as a Blue Ribbtiw&@dor a number of reasons.

SCHOOL ATMOSPHERE:

The Manvel Elementary School is able to providelbatass sizes and individual attention to studeatsl
at the same time, is large enough to provide argupeducation. Students are educated in a safég
environment with a minimum of behavior problemsur @chool has behavior expectations that are
respected by all, and contribute to the successinéchool. The school has not had one writterying|
complaint in the two years since our anti-bullyprggram began. It is a school where locks arezetded
on lockers and school events such as Turkey Binddfze School Carnival are still important, becahss
bring faculty, students and parents together tdkwmwards a common goal.
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SCHOOL ACADEMICS and PROGRAMMING

* The academic successes of our school and studerttseked by a number of indicators. Our state
test scores, which are included in this applicatrate our school in the top fifteen percent of
schools in North Dakota. All groups and subgroexgsel in achievement. Tracking of report card
grades of present and former students gives us@npositive measure of performance.

» Students learn at different rates and are allowetivance without being restricted by their current
grade level. Three summer school programs araged\to enhance students' education.

* We provide a technology rich learning environmentdil students. All classrooms have interactive
boards and every student in grades 6-8, has algotmydded computer. Our computer ratio per
student is 1 to 3.

* The school is active in STEM education and provaleglective robotics course for 7th and 8th
grade students.

* Our school provides instruction and extra curricaletivities in music, band and drama.

» Physical Education is required of all students extda curricular sporting opportunities are
numerous. We are able to offer numerous extractlar opportunities because of our cooperative
agreements with other schools.

Manvel School serves the needs of all students)geent residents as well as migrant students, ibgng
meaning to our Mission Statement... THAT ALL STUDEBICAN SUCCEED!
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PART IV — INDICATORS OF ACADEMIC SUCCESS

1. Assessment Results:

A. The performance levels that have been develtgelanvel Public School are based on North Dakota
State Standards. Our report cards for studengeeschool through fifth grade are standards baBeghort
cards in fourth and fifth grade are standards basédlso give an overall subject letter grade. ekample
of standards based reporting for grades PK-3 isz@ds standards (going beyond criteria); meeting
standards satisfactorily; standards partially mete@s more time); or not meeting standards atithés
Within the writing/English report the following cgranents are assessed as well: uses the writinggsoc
(pre-write, draft, revise, edit, and publish); eegses ideas clearly, uses correct mechanics ahgvrit
(grammar, punctuation, capitalization); and wrleggbly.

In grades six through eight, an overall letter gresdgiven per subject area. The letter gradebased on
percentages of classroom assessments. Proficiemdg be evaluated at 80%, and students below that
would be candidates for interventions.

The Manvel staff believes in their mission, “Man@hool is Committed to Helping all Students Sudcee
No student is allowed to fall through the crackghen a student is failing, his/her struggles adressed.
Our state assessment is the Comprehensive Testsaf Bkills (CTBS), and is delivered to our student
the fall of each school year. Results are basawhtional norms and are given in the range of Adedn
Proficient, Partially Proficient and Novice. Thesmsessments are also based on state and national
standards.

B. The performance trends found in our local fieaydata, in the areas of math, language artsesuiing
have shown steady increases towards proficientys ffas also been noted in local summative assessme
Five years ago, our state assessments data rageall groficiency in mathematics at 88.5% and regdi
language arts was 79% in grades 3-8. Last yede assessment results showed that the math prafici
had risen to 97% and the overall reading/languatgepaoficiency was at 92%. A number of factorgéna
contributed to this amazing increase in proficiency

1) Teachers began collaborating in a more comgistgure, utilizing a local professional learning
community (PLC) model. Teachers were able to latokhat is happening in the grade levels arounchthe
and collaborate with other staff. They developedmmon language, and shared ideas and strategies.
2) New textbooks were added to the reading anth matriculums. These textbooks are aligned testat
and national common core standards. The textbaisksoffer the opportunity for teachers to agae ais
common language as they present concepts. The eodamguage is considered to be one of our stronges
gualities in instruction.

3) The Response to Intervention program was imefged in our school approximately five years alyo.

its first year, students in grades kindergartenugh second grade were given benchmark assesstinaints
were compiled by a research driven program (DIBEbShe area of reading. Based on the resultbasfe
tests, and teacher classroom input, students wihggsé were put into specific tiers of intervention
Ongoing student progress monitoring was done ttuatathe effect of the interventions. Student
interventions are modified, as needed, to assureess of the student. The program has had a hteg eh
student performance. We now use AimsWeb assessmedtare currently assessing students in preschool
through seventh grade.

4) The responsibility for learning has become al desponsibility in our school. Students are exge to
take responsibility for their learning, and staféls responsible for helping students reach thad@ation.
Student needs are considered in a more seriousaasistent manner during student learning and
assessment.

5) Teachers assure that students are given thieampsrtune testing environment for learning and
assessment.

It should be noted that even though we educateadisgstudents in our summer migrant school, these
students are not in our school during state achiem tests. They have either moved to another $choo
district or have returned to their home schoolrdist The long term success of these studentsssssed by
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viewing transcripts and school records from theime school district.

The No Child Left Behind legislation, although givstrong criticisms at times, has moved education
forward to be more effective. We have become agsest and data driven, and the results of thesegelsa
are apparent in our students, as noted through asaessments. The end result is, Manvel teachees
become better at teaching and students are becdraitey learners.

2. Using Assessment Results:

Manvel Public School uses a variety of assessnaattd analyze and improve student and school
performance. The assessments that we currentlgrag@e Northwest Evaluation Association (NWEA)
testing, Comprehensive Test of Basic Skills (CTB&gademic Improvement Measurement System
(AIMSweb), Kindergarten Readiness Test (KRT), Aecated Reader (AR), and other classroom
curriculum assessments such as Saxon Math, McGilhRéading, Science, Social Studies and Running
Records. Based on progress monitoring data, tesemalyze and collaborate weekly on the result$, an
pinpoint exact skills that need additional intertiem to ensure student success. Then studentdasredan
the Response to Intervention (RTI) program. Basetheir individual assessment results, specialized
lessons are developed that ensure student growth.

Manvel School differentiates instruction through ®RTI process, and by utilizing small teacher lealigs.
It is standard practice to have a classroom teaamgparaprofessional working with a reading ctdskb
students. Teachers who have this support systargiea individual attention that ensures a systenas
well as holistic educational experience. Studanésgrouped according to the results of their assests.
They receive individual and small group instructiomd are assessed weekly or biweekly to monitor
progress. With this program, students are placeddifferent tiers based on their unique educatioeads.
Tier one takes place in the general educationrdassg every student is automatically in tier onier two
is when students are placed in small group intérers, in addition to classroom instruction. Irr ti&o
students work with interventionists on specific lgodier three involves one-on-one specific skafi¢hing.
At the end of a six-week period, parents and teaot@me together, as a team, to formulate a datardr
decision regarding student progress. Teachers anaghmfessionals work together to formulate intévac
and engaging lessons that correspond with the N@aiota State Standards and the National Common
Core Standard.

Parents play a vital role in the students’ suceessacademic achievement. They have access to their
child’s data and daily grades, available onlin@tigh PowerSchool. They also receive weekly progress
monitoring data and are involved in their ongoisgdemic accomplishments. Students can take owpershi
of their education by checking their progress alin

3. Sharing Lessons Learned:

The Manvel Public School has shared successfuegies with other schools in the region, state, and
professional associations. This has been accdmegligirough interactive meetings, webinars, confae
presentations and site visitations. Every teach#re school participates in regional collaboratmeetings
in association with the Red River Valley Educati@operative. In these meetings teachers work and
collaborate in the production of, “| Can Stateméttiat stem from the Common Core State Standards.
After completion of the, “| Can Statements”, teashigegan creating common assessments and local
standards to accurately assess the completioatef siandards throughout the region. The meetiogsist
of area teachers coming together to share stratédga have proven to provide positive resultscedamic
achievement.

Manvel Public School welcomes and prepares presgduefrom surrounding universities into the scltool
provide them with a strong foundation for theinfig classrooms. This allows veteran teachers to be
reflective in their teaching practices and to ramagi to date with new trends and technology th#t wi
further engage 21st century learners. Our preddbacher is participating in a Department of Rubl
Instruction committee focusing on successful eanijdhood education. The results of this study inél
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used to secure preschool funding from the staislégre.

Our early childhood program, preschool and kindeega have been recognized for its excellence ey ar
schools. We have mentored area schools in setfirigeir programs that ensure enriching environsent
and supportive supplementing curriculum, that dateewith North Dakota State Standards.

Throughout the district, Manvel School is incorforg a variety of technology into the classroonts fo
students and teachers. Through the use of inteealotiards, computers, iPads, and other technologies
educators are able to share ideas and prograrasittystvith other educators.

Manvel school administrators and teachers partieijgaa number of educational groups and orgamizati
that were formed for the explicit purpose of shgiioleas, coordinating professional development and
problem solving. Examples of these activities are:

» Teachers participate in the North Dakota Educakeexcher's Convention. (Two days per year plus
workshops)

* The principal communicates with other educatorsughout the year using technology options and
by attending state and regional principal meetanys conferences. (Our principal was chosen
regional principal of the year for 2013-14.)

» The superintendent attends national, state andldoainistrator meetings. He meets monthly with
area superintendents.

» Administrators and teachers participate in the Reetr Valley Educational Cooperative.

4. Engaging Families and Community:

Manvel School has found success in engaging fasrdliel the community by directly involving paremts i
the education of their children. The opportunifes too numerous to name, however some examples of
parent involvement are:

» Parents serve on our School Improvement Commifiéey study the data, evaluate our programs,
celebrate our success and recommend areas of ieTpem.

» Parents and community members volunteer to rurSaturday morning open gym and coach
elementary basketball.

» Parents teach Junior Achievement, a careers cturséementary age children. Junior
Achievement links the business community and thealcin real life business and career education
lessons.

» Parents chaperone ecology based field trips, imodud/olf Ridge and highway cleanup.

e Our Parent Teacher Organization is active in spamgd urkey Bingo, Red Ribbon (Anti Drug)
week, end of the quarter student rewards, anddeos carnival.

+ Families are invited to participate in field triggience fairs, parent-teacher conferences, classro
volunteers, kindergarten roundup, 8th grade graoluafTitle 1 parent and school meetings,
musicals and classroom programs.

* The school hosts an Honors Breakfast for parerdsardents to celebrate the success of our
students.

» Parents attend our Title 1 Parent Nights. Studamisparents work together reading stories and
experiencing math in a creative way.

Manvel teachers and students love to give badkda@dbmmunity. Students raise money for cancer
research. (St. Jude's and Pennies for Patient®y dollect gifts for needy children during theitays and
collect food for the Salvation Army. Students eiiétters to soldiers, and celebrate Veterans'liyay
making decorations and cards for the community evaie share the joy of music with our seniorzgitis,
bringing our band and choir to our local Senioizéi Center. Manvel School has an open-door policy
when community groups need meeting space. Oul $ocating troops, fire fighters, EMTs, police and
countless others use our facility on a regularsastd at no cost. The school provides space as an
emergency shelter and provides buses for evacuatidwolunteer transportation during spring flogdin

Page 11 of 41



PART V — CURRICULUM AND INSTRUCTION

1. Curriculum:

Manvel Public School aligns all curriculum to thate’s common core standards. Teachers have worked
diligently to compare and align past standardsiéontew, more aggressive common core standardsugszca
our school is relatively small, we typically havelyoone teacher at each grade level or in eacliptiise.

In order to offer the opportunity to collaboratawbthers teaching the same discipline, our teacher
participate in regional professional learning comitias. This has been extremely valuable in helailign
curriculum to the common core standards.

* Inreading, language arts teachers have chosedb@ok series that offers concept development for
all levels of learners, and is aligned to stataddads. They are able to offer instruction ofthee
basic concepts, to all students, but at levelsatafor learners who are emerging, on grade level,
and excelling. The same publishing company is us@deschool through 5th grade, and again in
grades 6-8. This helps insure that teachers @amg aemmon language in concept development.
Manvel teachers have developed benchmarks fomgritirhich aligned with state standards drive
our writing instruction.

* Mathematics instruction/learning has been extrersetcessful in Manvel, especially since we have
taken the Saxon approach. Saxon publishers haduped an instruction format that consistently
presents new concepts in a manner and pace thignssucan understand. In our last state
assessment, 48% of our students in grades 3-8csitotiee advanced-range, and all others were
proficient, with the exception of one partially potent student.

» Science instruction is aligned to state standasdsedl. Emphasis is made on using hands on
methods of teaching. Two of our teachers have be@ived in North Dakota state STEM
projects. They share what they have received earthéd with our staff. Teachers consistently
attend professional development opportunitiesaonl@ew methods and strategies for teaching
science.

» Our social studies curriculum has the goal of givir students a foundation for intelligent
thinking that will prepare them to contribute t@wdy as informed citizens. Students study the past
through history texts, and the present throughecurevents magazines. Students produce various
projects as they progress through different gradel$. (Examples of these include, writing
biographies of famous people in history and dresas someone from the past.) The emphasis is
on offering our students the opportunity to devglogblem-solving skills for citizenship, built on
analyzing, comparing, and contrasting.

* Our physical education curriculum is dedicatechwellness of each of our students and the
community. Our instructor benchmarks studenestess individual strengths and weaknesses, and
implements activities that will address needs. &fgroach has evolved to become more
comprehensive in teaching students about a lilestgsed on healthy nutrition, physical fithess and
making good life choices.

» The North Dakota Library and Technology Contenh8&ads have guided us in moving forward in
technology. Our technology purchases have beasdlmswhat we can offer our students to help
them become stronger learners and to prepare thetine future. Interactive boards are found in
every classroom of our school, students in grafleséeh carry a lap top computer that is used in
every class to assist in research and writing ietiv A mobile computer lab is utilized in
kindergarten through 5th grade. Classroom handifeslponse units are available to all.
Technology is viewed as a tool for learning, antlancourse in itself. Students and teachers are
becoming competent and appropriate users of teagpdbols.
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» Although Manvel Public School is classified as Ementary school under North Dakota law, and
is not required to teach foreign language, the alctioes make provision for its seventh and eighth
grade students requesting foreign language ingtrucSeventh and eighth grade students may
participate in a foreign language by attendingsgasat the high school or by using long distance
(internet/technology/correspondence) course oppities. The elementary principal facilitates
transportation arrangements, room assignmentsdaatigle adjustments to support the request.
This policy has been used to expand our studeotsadn a number of academic and extra
curricular activities. It should be noted that @ffer spanish instruction to resident students
participating in our summer migrant education paogyr

The curriculum offered at Manvel School is intentieg@repare our students for the future, and t@imeey
contributing members of our society. Students nedthve the academic and technical skills to bdyréa
move into a career of their choice, in which they eritical thinkers and problem solvers. Although
elementary school is only the start in the educaticareer of students, we feel it is important tha
curriculum we offer students, produces a strongdiation for learning.

2. Reading/English:

We chose our curriculum based on the fact thatiésearch based and offered important key comp®nen
conducive to learning. The important componentsfiiifilled our criteria include: 1. grammar, 2. qiics
support, 3. vocabulary strategies and practicerifing passages with rubrics, 5. weekly fluencgqtice, 6.
weekly comprehension assessments, 7. decodablerse&drunning records, 9. leveled readers for
approaching on-level and beyond readers, 10. figots to supplement writing, reading, and word wark
charts for a science and social studies connecTioa reading program material we chose is Treasures
published by MacMillan/McGraw-Hill.

The instructional method we use includes a 90 maibldck of language arts instructional time. Thige is
used for whole group instruction, small group instion, and small group or one-on-one intervention
groups. In whole group instruction, teachers supgawth by consistently implementing high quality
classroom instruction. Skills are taught and spekifowledge is acquired to meet grade-level stadsla
Teachers lead differentiated small group instrutineeting the needs of the individual studentméo
students receive additional instruction, targepngpblem areas. Performance data provides us \iltiable
information to help adapt instruction for individséudents and also helps us determine when adggsm
need to be made.

We chose this particular approach to reading inttyn because of our dedication to keeping students
appropriately engaged. Our teachers are dedicatezhth every child at every ability level. Be@us
teachers tailor reading instructional approacheasdst individual student needs, students are aldedquire
the reading skills necessary to succeed. Thene& gmphasis placed on the key areas of teactudgrgs
how to read. These key areas include: phoneticeaveas and decoding strategies, phonics and word
analysis, sight word recognition practice, vocabufaactice, and fluency and comprehension practice

Our school provides a leveled library to ensureyeehild is able to read at their individual reaglievel.
The school also provides “back pack” reading matefor primary grade children. Through our teadbé
guided reading groups, we are able to work withlesttis reading below grade level and teach them the
specific skills necessary for growth. We are alste to challenge students that are reading alhmpe t
grade level, by providing the teacher contact tamd the materials best suited for their specifedse

Teachers are dedicated to keeping parents infoemddo maintain a partnership approach with them.
3. Mathematics:

Manvel School’s mathematics curriculum is aligndéthuhe North Dakota Common Core Standards. We
chose to use the Saxon approach to mathematidhislteaching method, concepts are taught in
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increments, a hew concept every day while reviewimayiously taught concepts. The Saxon approach has
been particularly successful with students whoggfieiwith retaining math concepts. Formative
assessments are completed after every five lesands;oncepts not acquired by individual studerds a
retaught and reassessed until they are learnemle@s who are performing above grade level arengilie
opportunity to accelerate through the curriculuhiis acceleration has been particularly usefuhan t
middle school grades. A number of students acateléo Algebra 1 in 8th grade, earning them a high
school credit and positioning them to take moreaade math classes in high school. In past years,
students who accelerated to Algebra 1 in 7th gveete transported to our high school to take advéince
geometry in 8th grade. This accommodation requargignificant commitment by the school, becausesa b
and driver must transport the student ten milgkédcigh school for only one class. The studesm th
returns to the elementary school to complete $@iool day. In such cases students may acquirdityto
school math credits before leaving 8th grade. éagdeal of our success in mathematics is becduke o
continual and consistent use of common languageancept development. An example of this is, sttgle
in preschool are now calling a diamond shaped objgds mathematical name, a “rhombus”. They will
continue to hear the same mathematical label fdrfihure all the way through 8th grade. We halge

had sufficient support from the Saxon publishingipany in helping work toward aligning our curricoiu
with the common core standards.

Some students are not able to keep up with the gfamew concepts as presented. To provide the best
learning environment for these children, we modifly teaching and their opportunities to learn.e®five
are able to stay with the Saxon approach, but reag o slow it down or concentrate on only one ephc
for more than a day. These students are preseatepts and assessed according to grade level
expectations, which are derived from the commoe steindards. Concepts not acquired, are retaught o
taught in a different way.

4. Additional Curriculum Area:

The preschool program in the Manvel Public Schbgha with the K-Grade 3 academic standards by
implementing the same reading curriculum (McMilMoGraw Hill Treasures). Manvel is able to provide
age appropriate, student centered learning foettordour year old children. Using the North DakBta-
Kindergarten Content Standards, the Red River Y&ucational Cooperative consortium “I Can
Statements”, and the Individual Growth and Develeptindicators (IGDI's) benchmark assessment as
guides. Manvel provides a certified preschoolstiasm teacher, special education support, and
paraprofessional assistance in the classroom. ekténisive range of staff and curriculum enables th
district to serve a variety of student’'s needsaal/as three years of age.

The state of North Dakota and Manvel School hayeetations for early childhood programs that caltv
a student’s interest in pre-reading skills, eadyneracy, and 21st century skills. The belief & garly
intervention in all areas of development, and stpomgramming, will ensure their future succesthim
public school. This early preschool interventidlows staff and other services, to create an doturc
environment that is developmentally appropriatgages students in creative learning, and proma@edd
on discovery with the world around them.

Manvel Public School has seen a noticeable incrieatbe student’s reading and math scores becdube o
extra support provided to preschool children ingbady childhood years. The early childhood progthat
the school offers successfully monitor studenttsgpess in their development, using assessmentsasuch
the Individual Growth and Development IndicatoGI's), benchmarking, and the Kindergarten
Readiness Test (KRT). With these assessmentsatiean productively create learning environmehég t
will support each child’s individual needs througgmds-on learning centers. Since the openingeof th
Manvel Early Childhood Program, teachers have laddato further challenge, nurture, and build an
environment that cultivates a higher level of thigkfor students.

ADDITIONAL CURRICULUM AREA: Science Education

The school is active in STEM (Science, Technoldgygineering and Math) education. Although many of
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our teachers use STEM, our kindergarten teacherabutics instructor have been school leaders, g
their classes in quality STEM education. As altesour involvement with STEM, we have initiatad
elective Robotics Course. This is a very populectere course, which is available to seventh agtth
grade students.

Students work collaboratively in teams to planitthéding of their robots. They use lap top compsite
assist in developing the plan. The plan specifieat the robot will be programmed to do and whailit
take to execute the plan. Students use:

* mathematics to determine distances and inclinquesbarriers. Calculating angles and turning
radius provide instruction in geometry.

» technology to use different types of motion sendaght sensors, light activated controls and
electric motors. To a 7th or 8th grader, thisdads on cutting edge technology.

* engineering skills by actually constructing th@bots from Lego pieces. They must be aware of
weight and balance issues and power requiremeiis tompetitive in the competitions.

The school sends its eighth grade students to k& lweg science camp at the Wolf Ridge Environmental
Learning Center in northern Minnesota. Becausecstisdraise their own money to attend, the camp has
special meaning to them and their parents, andhighdight of their science education.

The camp offers immersion programs, which involireat observation and participation in outdoor
experiences that focus on ecology and sciencele$ts also study the effects of human culture en th
environment while learning to work as a group. fagkes of student activities are map reading,
orienteering, rock climbing and studying stream kamdi ecology.

Students in grades 5 and 6 conduct an annual scfamat the school. This activity allows studempick
a topic, form a hypothesis, and design a prooheifrtexperiment. Members of the public have the
opportunity to attend and judge the projects. Sitgleearn by problem solving, and exploring scieasa
hands on activity. (7th and 8th grade studenidalysand demonstrate their robots at the scienge fa

5. Instructional Methods:

Manvel School provides and differentiates instauttior all students in order to offer opportunertéag
experiences for all types of learners. Some exasnpll how this is done are listed below.

a) Sound systems are used in every classroom. slipforts all students’ learning, but in partictlarse
with central auditory processing difficulties, ahdse with attention disorders.

b) Grades 6-8 class periods are structured to dheviast 15 minutes of each period to be usediged
practice time. Teachers remain with students difetl support as needed.

¢) Students are given the opportunity to have IUn@AP (zeroes are not permitted) during theirmoo
break. They can work on assignments they have iftcutty completing. A teacher tutor is availakds
needed to offer assistance.

d) Teachers present lessons with all types of é&garconsidered. All lessons are planned with Vjsua
auditory, and kinesthetic learners in mind.

e) The philosophy that “no child shall fail” is m&ined at all times. All teachers buy in to thislosophy,
and approach each struggling child with solutiankelp him/her succeed.

f) Technology is used as a tool in all classrooi®tudents are comfortable and excited to use camput
and interactive boards daily. With personal lgpd¢omputers, students share writing documents tivét
teachers, research topics as needed, correspahdyan participate in class discussions when theynat
able to be in school.

g) Struggling learners are supported through trepBese to Intervention program. Students are
benchmarked at the beginning of the school yearlgath two more times during the school year. AIMS
Web assessing tools are used for the benchmaikitbhelp us place students into tiers of instroetio
needs. Students who are identified as Tier II'Bied lll, are given interventions specific to thaieds.
These students are progress monitored weekly ardhily to identify their progress, or need for argf@in

Page 15 of 41



intervention. As a result, fewer students are dgpaentified for special education services, aras¢hwho
are in need of those services are identified marekty.

h) Students who are excelling academically, arelacated in the curriculum within the classroom, as
teachers offer challenging curriculum for all stoide Students are allowed to excel by grade lievel
mathematics. This is determined through a welirgelf protocol. A number of students receive high
school credit in algebra | before leaving eightadsg.

i) An After School Program offers students the apyaity to work with a teacher on homewaork
assignments.

j) After school and before school tutoring is agble for all students.

This is only some of what we do for our studerfibe teachers in Manvel Public School truly belithvat
all students can and will succeed. Administratteachers and staff will do whatever is needecktp h
make that success happen.

6. Professional Development:

Manvel Public School's Professional Developmentrapph is based on the belief that administrators,
teachers and staff should be given professionaldpment opportunities and assignments that aredoas
the needs of our students and staff. These needsdigned with the academic standards and support
student achievement. The professional developpiantfor Manvel teachers is coordinated and fatdid
by the school principal in cooperation with the Wity of North Dakota’s Professional Developmient
Educators Department. Examples of the professibeatlopment opportunities that have been offered a
listed below.

a) The Daily Five book study and implementatioreadhers read and discussed The Daily Five apptoach
implementing centers in the classroom. Centersvallibstudents to use hands on approaches to learning
b) The Differentiated Instruction Conference ofteteachers various hands on teaching strategies.

¢) AIMS Web training enabled teachers to be mofieieft at assessment and data collecting. This
program has been used extensively with the Respgoria&rvention-Academic process in our school.

d) Response to Intervention-Behavior (RTI-B) traghas assisted staff in developing school wide
expectations, which all staff and students areiiostd in.  We now have consistent and common
expectations to guide behavior in our school.

e) Professional Learning Communities have beemkshtad regionally and locally to enable teachers t
collaborate on a regular basis. Regional PLCsisbokteachers of a specific grade level or digagpowho
meet to work on Curriculum Standard(s) alignment.

f) Local PLCs (Collaboration Meetings) meet weeklydiscuss student progress and teaching strategie
within our school.

g) Marzano’s, Becoming a Reflective Teacher Comiege enabled teachers to delve into the Marzano’s
teaching model based on the three domains of: @assStrategies and Behaviors, Planning and Pregpari
and Collegiality and Professionalism.

h) Both administrators of Manvel School particighile Marzano’s Teacher Evaluation conference. This
led to an effective form of teacher evaluation ikdiased on observation and teacher reflectiauljihg to
better teaching.

i) The Conscious Discipline book and DVD study hasn conducted three times in the past five yeats.
continually offer the course in order to accommedstw teachers joining our staff. We are alserof{

the course to our paraprofessionals. This progrfiens strategies to staff on effective discipline.

All of our staff have been involved in most of #gove activities, often giving of their own time to
participate. This serves as an example of thecd&dn and commitment the staff of Manvel Schoda tea
the success of their students.

7. School Leadership

Manvel School is led by a half time superintendmdrdinistrator and half time elementary school ppiak
The superintendent and principal share the sandeisiip philosophy of supporting teachers and staff
complete the school mission. The amount of dsapport each teacher receives is relative to their
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individual needs and personal strengths.

SCHOOL PRINCIPAL
The school principal is in charge of the daily wings of the school, which include curriculum, teaich
supervision, professional development and studéait@a She conducts business in a number of ways.

Staff Meetings: The principal conducts staff megths needed, but at least one per month. Staftimge
agendas include sharing of information, committee teacher reports, and a forum for staff discumsaitd
problem solving. Staff members of all grades asdiplines meet to implement our mission statement
goals.

Collaboration Meetings: The principal coordinate=ekly collaboration meetings with teachers. Prima
and intermediate grade teacher collaboration doedeparately and once per week. These meetiegs ar
used to discuss student and classroom issueg sttzaent success, and to problem solve. Itentsatiea
common to both collaboration groups are sharedraid staff meetings. Weekly collaboration meeting
and staff meeting minutes are provided. Collabonaneetings are the main vehicle the principasuee
track student success and program effectivenagdation to student achievement. Weak programs or
ineffectual policies are quickly caught in weeklgetings. Once identified they are improved or ilated.

Teacher Assistance: Our leadership philosophy ed@sdhat we support teachers in every possible way
Examples of this support are, utilizing book stsdimodeling successful teaching, and enrollinghtein
workshops and other professional development oppiiets. If teaching deficiencies are noted, iitlinal
plans of improvement are implemented. Teachaatet video taping, peer involvement and principal
classroom visitations, are examples of tools usadhprove teaching and instruction.

SUPERINTENDENT/ADMINISTRATOR

The Superintendent/Administrator supports the gpaicas needed, sharing the same philosophy as
described for the principal. The school believes dritical that the leadership team share a commo
leadership philosophy. In fact, the superintend&guently assists the principal by sharing dyéesl
filling in when needed.

School Board: The superintendent is the Boargsesentative and he executes school board polities.
is responsible for grant writing, budgets, finahaiormation, policy development and public retais. As
the leader of the school, he supports the princpédlstaff by providing the resources, educational
leadership, positive example and effective pedagmpessary to accomplish the school's mission.
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PART VII - ASSESSMENT RESULTS

STATE CRITERION--REFERENCED TESTS

Subject: Math
All Students Tested/Grade: 3
Publisher: McGraw-Hill

Test: ND State Assessment
Edition/Publication Year: 2000

School Year 2012-2013 2011-2012 2010-201n 2009-20[L2008-2009
Testing month Oct Oct Oct Oct Oct
SCHOOL SCORES*

% Proficient plus % Advanceq 100 100 100 94 92
% Advanced 79 70 88 53 46
Number of students tested 14 20 8 17 13
Percent of total students testgd 100 100 100 100 0 10
Number of students tested wiftD 0 0
alternative assessment

% of students tested with 0 0 0
alternative assessment

SUBGROUP SCORES

1. Free and Reduced-Price

Meals/Socio-Economic/

Disadvantaged Students

% Proficient plus % Advanceq 100 100 100 100 67
% Advanced 50 100 100 100 33
Number of students tested 2 3 1 2 3
2. Students receiving Special

Education

% Proficient plus % Advanceq 100 100 100 80 75
% Advanced 0 33 100 0 0
Number of students tested 1 3 1 5 4

3. English Language Learner
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

4. Hispanic or Latino
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

5. African- American
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

6. Asian Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

7. American Indian or
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Alaska Native Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

8. Native Hawaiian or other
Pacific Islander Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

9. White Students

% Proficient plus % Advanceq 100 100 100 94 92
% Advanced 79 70 88 53 46
Number of students tested 14 20 8 17 13

10. Two or More Races
identified Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

11. Other 1: Other 1

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

12. Other 2: Other 2

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

13. Other 3: Other 3

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

NOTES:
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STATE CRITERION--REFERENCED TESTS

Subject: Math
All Students Tested/Gradt: 4
Publisher: McGraw-Hill

Test: ND State Assesment
Edition/Publication Year: 2000

School Year 2012-2013 2011-2012 2010-2011n 2009-20[L2008-2009
Testing month Oct Oct Oct Oct Oct
SCHOOL SCORES*

% Proficient plus % Advanced 100 100 100 92 100
% Advanced 39 38 56 46 60
Number of students tested 18 8 16 13 15
Percent of total students testgd 100 100 100 100 0 10
Number of students tested wittD 0 0
alternative assessment

% of students tested with 0 0 0
alternative assessment

SUBGROUP SCORES

1. Free and Reduced-Price

Meals/Socio-Economic/

Disadvantaged Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced 100 100 100 50 100
% Advanced 0 0 50 0 0
Number of students tested 1 1 2 2 2

2. Students receiving Special

Education

% Proficient plus % Advanced 100 0 100 67 100
% Advanced 50 0 60 0 0
Number of students tested 2 0 5 3 2

3. English Language Learner
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

4. Hispanic or Latino
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

5. African- American
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

6. Asian Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

7. American Indian or
Alaska Native Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced |
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Number of students tested

8. Native Hawaiian or other
Pacific Islander Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

9. White Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced 100 100 100 92 100
% Advanced 39 38 56 46 60
Number of students tested 18 8 16 13 15

10. Two or More Races
identified Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

11. Other 1: Other 1

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

12. Other 2: Other 2

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

13. Other 3: Other 3

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

NOTES:
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STATE CRITERION--REFERENCED TESTS

Subject: Math
All Students Tested/Gradt. 5
Publisher: McGraw-Hill

Test: ND State Assessement
Edition/Publication Year: 2000

School Year

2012-2013

2011-2012

2010-201

i

2009-20

12008-2009

Testing month

Oct

Oct

Oct

Oct

Oct

SCHOOL SCORES*

% Proficient plus % Advanced 100

92

87

100

77

% Advanced

38

46

47

40

35

Number of students tested

8

13

15

15

17

Percent of total students tested

100

100

100

100

0 10

Number of students tested wi
alternative assessment

(0]

% of students tested with
alternative assessment

0

SUBGROUP SCORES

1. Free and Reduced-Price
Meals/Socio-Economic/
Disadvantaged Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced 100

100

100

67

% Advanced

100

100

Number of students tested

1

2. Students receiving Special
Education

% Proficient plus % Advanced 0

67

50

% Advanced

0

25

Number of students tested

0

3. English Language Learner
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

4. Hispanic or Latino
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

5. African- American
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

6. Asian Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

7. American Indian or
Alaska Native Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced |
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Number of students tested

8. Native Hawaiian or other
Pacific Islander Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

9. White Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced 100 92 87 100 77
% Advanced 38 46 47 40 35
Number of students tested 8 13 15 15 17

10. Two or More Races
identified Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

11. Other 1: Other 1

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

12. Other 2: Other 2

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

13. Other 3: Other 3

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

NOTES:
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STATE CRITERION--REFERENCED TESTS

Subject: Math
All Students Tested/Gradt. 6
Publisher: McGraw-Hill

Test: ND State Assessment
Edition/Publication Year: 2000

School Year 2012-2013 2011-2012 2010-2011n 2009-20[L2008-2009
Testing month Oct Oct Oct Oct Oct
SCHOOL SCORES*

% Proficient plus % Advanceq 92 79 100 94 93
% Advanced 42 57 60 41 47
Number of students tested 12 14 15 17 15
Percent of total students testgd 100 100 100 100 0 10
Number of students tested wittD 0 0
alternative assessment

% of students tested with 0 0 0
alternative assessment

SUBGROUP SCORES

1. Free and Reduced-Price

Meals/Socio-Economic/

Disadvantaged Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced 100 0 0 100 100
% Advanced 100 0 0 50 67
Number of students tested 1 3 0 2 3

2. Students receiving Special

Education

% Proficient plus % Advanced 100 50 100 50 75
% Advanced 0 50 0 50 25
Number of students tested 3 2 1 2 4

3. English Language Learner
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

4. Hispanic or Latino
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

5. African- American
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

6. Asian Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

7. American Indian or
Alaska Native Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced |
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Number of students tested

8. Native Hawaiian or other
Pacific Islander Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

9. White Students

% Proficient plus % Advanceq 92 79 100 94 93
% Advanced 42 57 60 41 47
Number of students tested 12 14 15 17 15

10. Two or More Races
identified Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

11. Other 1: Other 1

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

12. Other 2: Other 2

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

13. Other 3: Other 3

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

NOTES:
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STATE CRITERION--REFERENCED TESTS

Subject: Math Test: ND State Assessment
All Students Tested/Gradt¢. 7 Edition/Publication Year: 2000
Publisher: McGraw-Hill

School Year 2012-2013 2011-2012 2010-2011 2009-20[L2008-2009
Testing month Oct Oct Oct Oct Oct
SCHOOL SCORES*

% Proficient plus % Advanceq 92 100 100 93 90

% Advanced 54 71 47 40 32
Number of students tested 13 14 17 15 19
Percent of total students tested 100 100 100 100 0 10
Number of students tested withD 0 0 1 2
alternative assessment

% of students tested with 0 0 0 7 11

alternative assessment

SUBGROUP SCORES

1. Free and Reduced-Price
Meals/Socio-Economic/
Disadvantaged Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced 67 0 100 100 75
% Advanced 0 0 0 33 25
Number of students tested 3 0 1 3 4
2. Students receiving Special

Education

% Proficient plus % Advanced 50 100 100 75 71
% Advanced 0 0 33 25 14
Number of students tested 2 2 3 4 7
3. English Language Learner

Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

4. Hispanic or Latino
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

5. African- American
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

6. Asian Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

7. American Indian or
Alaska Native Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced |
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Number of students tested

8. Native Hawaiian or other
Pacific Islander Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

9. White Students

% Proficient plus % Advanceq 92 100 100 93 90
% Advanced 54 72 47 40 32
Number of students tested 13 14 17 15 19

10. Two or More Races
identified Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

11. Other 1: Other 1

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

12. Other 2: Other 2

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

13. Other 3: Other 3

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

NOTES:
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STATE CRITERION--REFERENCED TESTS

Subject: Math
All Students Tested/Gradt. 8
Publisher: McGraw-Hill

Test: ND State Assessment
Edition/Publication Year: 2000

School Year 2012-2013 2011-2012 2010-2011n 2009-20[L2008-2009
Testing month Oct Oct Oct Oct Oct
SCHOOL SCORES*

% Proficient plus % Advanced 100 100 93 100 75
% Advanced 71 44 53 50 13
Number of students tested 14 16 15 20 8
Percent of total students testgd 100 100 100 100 0 10
Number of students tested wittD 0
alternative assessment

% of students tested with 0 0
alternative assessment

SUBGROUP SCORES

1. Free and Reduced-Price

Meals/Socio-Economic/

Disadvantaged Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced 100 100 100 100 50
% Advanced 100 100 50 50 25
Number of students tested 1 1 2 6 4

2. Students receiving Special

Education

% Proficient plus % Advanced 100 100 87 100 100
% Advanced 50 0 40 20 0
Number of students tested 2 3 15 5 2

3. English Language Learner
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

4. Hispanic or Latino
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

5. African- American
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

6. Asian Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

7. American Indian or
Alaska Native Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced |
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Number of students tested

8. Native Hawaiian or other
Pacific Islander Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

9. White Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced 100 100 93 100 75
% Advanced 71 44 53 50 13
Number of students tested 14 16 15 20 8

10. Two or More Races
identified Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

11. Other 1: Other 1

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

12. Other 2: Other 2

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

13. Other 3: Other 3

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

NOTES:
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STATE CRITERION--REFERENCED TESTS

Subject: Reading/ELA
All Students Tested/Grad¢. 3
Publisher: McGraw-Hill

Test: ND State Assessment
Edition/Publication Year: 2000

School Year 2012-2013 2011-2012 2010-2011n 2009-20[L2008-2009
Testing month Oct Oct Oct Oct Oct
SCHOOL SCORES*

% Proficient plus % Advanced 93 100 100 77 85
% Advanced 43 60 38 12 46
Number of students tested 14 20 8 17 13
Percent of total students testgd 100 100 100 100 0 10
Number of students tested wittD 0
alternative assessment

% of students tested with 0 0
alternative assessment

SUBGROUP SCORES

1. Free and Reduced-Price

Meals/Socio-Economic/

Disadvantaged Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced 100 100 100 100 67
% Advanced 50 100 0 0 33
Number of students tested 2 3 1 2 3
2. Students receiving Special

Education

% Proficient plus % Advanced 100 100 100 40 50
% Advanced 100 33 100 0 25
Number of students tested 1 3 1 5 4

3. English Language Learner
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

4. Hispanic or Latino
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

5. African- American
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

6. Asian Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

7. American Indian or
Alaska Native Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced |
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Number of students tested

8. Native Hawaiian or other
Pacific Islander Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

9. White Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced 93 100 100 77 85
% Advanced 43 60 38 12 46
Number of students tested 14 20 8 17 13

10. Two or More Races
identified Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

11. Other 1: Other 1

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

12. Other 2: Other 2

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

13. Other 3: Other 3

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

NOTES:

Page 31 of 41



STATE CRITERION--REFERENCED TESTS

Subject: Reading/ELA
All Students Tested/Gradt: 4
Publisher: McGraw-Hill

Test: ND State Assessment
Edition/Publication Year: 2000

School Year 2012-2013 2011-2012 2010-2011n 2009-20[L2008-2009
Testing month Oct Oct Oct Oct Oct
SCHOOL SCORES*

% Proficient plus % Advanced 100 100 88 77 87
% Advanced 28 38 38 46 47
Number of students tested 18 8 16 13 15
Percent of total students testgd 100 100 100 100 0 10
Number of students tested wittD 0
alternative assessment

% of students tested with 0 0
alternative assessment

SUBGROUP SCORES

1. Free and Reduced-Price

Meals/Socio-Economic/

Disadvantaged Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced 100 100 100 50 50
% Advanced 0 100 50 0 0
Number of students tested 1 1 2 2 2
2. Students receiving Special

Education

% Proficient plus % Advanced 100 0 80 33 50
% Advanced 50 0 40 0 0
Number of students tested 2 0 5 3 2

3. English Language Learner
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

4. Hispanic or Latino
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

5. African- American
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

6. Asian Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

7. American Indian or
Alaska Native Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced |

Page 32 of 41



Number of students tested

8. Native Hawaiian or other
Pacific Islander Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

9. White Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced 100 100 88 77 87
% Advanced 28 38 38 46 47
Number of students tested 18 8 16 13 15

10. Two or More Races
identified Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

11. Other 1: Other 1

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

12. Other 2: Other 2

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

13. Other 3: Other 3

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

NOTES:
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STATE CRITERION--REFERENCED TESTS

Subject: Reading/ELA
All Students Tested/Gradt. 5

Publisher;: McGraw-Hill

Test: ND State Assessement
Edition/Publication Year: 2000

School Year

2012-2013

2011-2012

2010-201

i

2009-20

12008-2009

Testing month

Oct

Oct

Oct

Oct

Oct

SCHOOL SCORES*

% Proficient plus % Advanced 75

92

87

80

77

% Advanced

13

31

7

7

6

Number of students tested

8

13

15

15

17

Percent of total students tested

100

100

100

100

0 10

Number of students tested wi
alternative assessment

(0]

% of students tested with
alternative assessment

0

SUBGROUP SCORES

1. Free and Reduced-Price
Meals/Socio-Economic/
Disadvantaged Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced 100

100

100

67

% Advanced

100

100

Number of students tested

1

2. Students receiving Special
Education

% Proficient plus % Advanced 0

67

% Advanced

0

Number of students tested

0

3. English Language Learner
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

4. Hispanic or Latino
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

5. African- American
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

6. Asian Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

7. American Indian or
Alaska Native Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced |
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Number of students tested

8. Native Hawaiian or other
Pacific Islander Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

9. White Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced 75 92 87 80 77
% Advanced 13 31 6
Number of students tested 8 13 15 15 17

10. Two or More Races
identified Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

11. Other 1: Other 1

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

12. Other 2: Other 2

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

13. Other 3: Other 3

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

NOTES:
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STATE CRITERION--REFERENCED TESTS

Subject: Reading/ELA
All Students Tested/Gradt. 6
Publisher: McGraw-Hill

Test: ND State Assessment
Edition/Publication Year: 2000

School Year

2012-2013

2011-2012

2010-2011

2009-20

12008-2009

Testing month

Oct

Oct

Oct

Oct

Oct

SCHOOL SCORES*

% Proficient plus % Advanceq 92

86

93

94

53

% Advanced

17

14

53

24

7

Number of students tested

12

14

15

17

15

Percent of total students tested

100

100

100

100

0 10

Number of students tested wi
alternative assessment

(0]

% of students tested with
alternative assessment

0

SUBGROUP SCORES

1. Free and Reduced-Price
Meals/Socio-Economic/
Disadvantaged Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced 100

33

100

100

% Advanced

0

33

Number of students tested

1

2. Students receiving Special
Education

% Proficient plus % Advanced 100

50

% Advanced

33

Number of students tested

3

3. English Language Learner
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

4. Hispanic or Latino
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

5. African- American
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

6. Asian Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

7. American Indian or
Alaska Native Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced |
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Number of students tested

8. Native Hawaiian or other
Pacific Islander Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

9. White Students

% Proficient plus % Advanceq 92 86 93 94 53
% Advanced 17 14 53 24 7
Number of students tested 12 14 15 17 15

10. Two or More Races
identified Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

11. Other 1: Other 1

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

12. Other 2: Other 2

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

13. Other 3: Other 3

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

NOTES:
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STATE CRITERION--REFERENCED TESTS

Subject: Reading/ELA
All Students Tested/Gradt¢. 7
Publisher: McGraw-Hill

Test: ND State Assessment
Edition/Publication Year: 2000

School Year 2012-2013 2011-2012 2010-2011n 2009-20[L2008-2009
Testing month Oct Oct Oct Oct Oct
SCHOOL SCORES*

% Proficient plus % Advanced 100 93 94 80 84
% Advanced 31 43 24 13 11
Number of students tested 13 14 17 15 19
Percent of total students testgd 100 100 100 100 0 10
Number of students tested wittD 0 1
alternative assessment

% of students tested with 0 0 1
alternative assessment

SUBGROUP SCORES

1. Free and Reduced-Price

Meals/Socio-Economic/

Disadvantaged Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced 100 0 100 100 75
% Advanced 33 0 0 0 25
Number of students tested 3 0 1 3 4
2. Students receiving Special

Education

% Proficient plus % Advanced 100 50 100 75 71
% Advanced 50 0 0 0 0
Number of students tested 2 2 3 4 7

3. English Language Learner
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

4. Hispanic or Latino
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

5. African- American
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

6. Asian Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

7. American Indian or
Alaska Native Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced |
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Number of students tested

8. Native Hawaiian or other
Pacific Islander Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

9. White Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced 100 93 94 80 84
% Advanced 31 43 24 13 11
Number of students tested 13 14 17 15 19

10. Two or More Races
identified Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

11. Other 1: Other 1

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

12. Other 2: Other 2

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

13. Other 3: Other 3

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

NOTES:
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STATE CRITERION--REFERENCED TESTS

Subject: Reading/ELA
All Students Tested/Gradt. 8
Publisher: McGraw-Hill

Test: ND State Assessment
Edition/Publication Year: 2000

School Year

2012-2013

2011-2012

2010-2011

2009-20

12008-2009

Testing month

Oct

Oct

Oct

Oct

Oct

SCHOOL SCORES*

% Proficient plus % Advanced 86

75

93

80

100

% Advanced

36

6

20

10

38

Number of students tested

14

16

15

20

8

Percent of total students tested

100

100

100

100

0 10

Number of students tested wi
alternative assessment

(0]

0

% of students tested with
alternative assessment

0

0

SUBGROUP SCORES

1. Free and Reduced-Price
Meals/Socio-Economic/
Disadvantaged Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced 100

100

100

50

50

% Advanced

100

100

50

17

25

Number of students tested

1

2. Students receiving Special
Education

% Proficient plus % Advanced 50

67

100

40

100

% Advanced

0

Number of students tested

2

3. English Language Learner
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

4. Hispanic or Latino
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

5. African- American
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

6. Asian Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

7. American Indian or
Alaska Native Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced |
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Number of students tested

8. Native Hawaiian or other
Pacific Islander Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

9. White Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced 86 75 93 80 100
% Advanced 36 20 10 38
Number of students tested 14 16 15 20 8

10. Two or More Races
identified Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

11. Other 1: Other 1

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

12. Other 2: Other 2

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

13. Other 3: Other 3

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

NOTES:
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