North Dakota
Consolidated State Application
Accountability Workbook

for State Grants under Title IX, Part C, Section 9302 of the Elementary and
Secondary Education Act (Public Law 107-110)

SUBMITTED: JANUARY 31, 2003

AMENDED: February 12, 2010

The North Dakota Accountability Workbook herein provides amendments, submitted to the U.S.
Department of Education on February 12, 2010 and awaiting final review and approval, which relate to
the following sections of the Workbook:

e Renew Section 5.3 (page 45, paragraph 5) to allow the State to administer an alternate
assessment for certain students with disabilities based on modified achievement standards for
the purposes of determining adequate yearly progress and restricting any such determinations of
proficient and advanced scores to not greater than 2 percent of students assessed on the North
Dakota State Assessment or as provided by federal regulation. The North Dakota Alternate
Assessment based on modified achievement standards was administered during the state’s 2009
fall assessment administration schedule and will be referenced for the purposes of determining
adequate yearly progress results for the 2009-2010 academic year.

e The State will discontinue the reporting of the “Other” ethnic subgroup, as reported voluntarily by
the State in previous adequate yearly progress annual reports. The “Other” subgroup, which is
not required under federal statute or regulation, is no longer collected by the State for EDEN
reporting. The category and term “Other” has become antiquated and is no longer operational. No
changes are required in the accountability workbook to accomplish this revision. The State will
continue to report all subgroups identified within Sections 5.1 and 5.2.

e The State will amend Section 7.1 regarding graduation rate determinations following the approval
of the State’s 2009-2010 graduation rate proposal, submitted January 2010, by the U.S.
Department of Education.

U. S. Department of Education
Office of Elementary and Secondary Education
Washington, D.C. 20202
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Instructions for Completing Consolidated State Application
Accountability Workbook

By January 31, 2003, States must complete and submit to the Department this
Consolidated State Application Accountability Workbook. We understand that some of
the critical elements for the key principles may still be under consideration and may not
yet be final State policy by the January 31 due date. States that do not have final
approval for some of these elements or that have not finalized a decision on these
elements by January 31 should, when completing the Workbook, indicate the status of
each element which is not yet official State policy and provide the anticipated date by
which the proposed policy will become effective. In each of these cases, States must
include a timeline of steps to complete to ensure that such elements are in place by
May 1, 2003, and implemented during the 2002-2003 school year. By no later than May
1, 2003, States must submit to the Department final information for all sections of the
Consolidated State Application Accountability Workbook.

Transmittal Instructions

To expedite the receipt of this Consolidated State Application Accountability Workbook,
please send your submission via the Internet as a .doc file, pdf file, rtf or .txt file or
provide the URL for the site where your submission is posted on the Internet. Send
electronic submissions to conapp@ed.gov.

A State that submits only a paper submission should mail the submission by express
courier to:

Celia Sims

U.S. Department of Education
400 Maryland Ave., SW
Room 3W300

Washington, D.C. 20202-6400
(202) 401-0113
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PART I: Summary of Required Elements for State Accountability
Systems

Instructions

The following chart is an overview of States' implementation of the critical elements
required for approval of their State accountability systems. States must provide detailed
implementation information for each of these elements in Part Il of this Consolidated
State Application Accountability Workbook.

For each of the elements listed in the following chart, States should indicate the current
implementation status in their State using the following legend:

F: State has a final policy, approved by all the required entities in the State (e.qg.,
State Board of Education, State Legislature), for implementing this element in its
accountability system.

P: State has a proposed policy for implementing this element in its accountability
system, but must still receive approval by required entities in the State (e.g.,
State Board of Education, State Legislature).

W: State is still working on formulating a policy to implement this element in its
accountability system.
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Summary of Implementation Status for Required Elements of
State Accountability Systems

Status State Accountability System Element

Principle 1: All Schools

1.1  Accountability system includes all schools and districts in the state.

1.2  Accountability system holds all schools to the same criteria.

1.3  Accountability system incorporates the academic achievement standards.
1.4  Accountability system provides information in a timely manner.

1.5 Accountability system includes report cards.

"EEEEE

1.6  Accountability system includes rewards and sanctions.

Principle 2: All Students

F | 2.1 The accountability system includes all students
F | 2.2 The accountability system has a consistent definition of full academic year.

2.3 The accountability system properly includes mobile students.

Principle 3: Method of AYP Determinations

F | 3.1 Accountability system expects all student subgroups, public schools, and LEAs to reach
proficiency by 2013-14.

3.2 Accountability system has a method for determining whether student subgroups, public
schools, and LEAs made adequate yearly progress.

3.2a Accountability system establishes a starting point.

3.2b  Accountability system establishes statewide annual measurable objectives.

| o o] n ]

3.2c  Accountability system establishes intermediate goals.

Principle 4: Annual Decisions

F | 4.1 The accountability system determines annually the progress of schools and districts.

STATUS Legend:
F — Final state policy
P — Proposed policy, awaiting State approval
W — Working to formulate policy
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Principle 5: Subgroup Accountability
F | 5.1 The accountability system includes all the required student subgroups.
| 5.2 The accountability system holds schools and LEAs accountable for the progress of student
F subgroups.
'F| 5.3 The accountability system includes students with disabilities.
'F| 5.4 The accountability system includes limited English proficient students.
'F| 55 The State has determined the minimum number of students sufficient to yield statistically
reliable information for each purpose for which disaggregated data are used.
5.6  The State has strategies to protect the privacy of individual students in reporting
F achievement results and in determining whether schools and LEAs are making adequate
yearly progress on the basis of disaggregated subgroups.
Principle 6: Based on Academic Assessments
F | 6.1 Accountability system is based primarily on academic assessments.
Principle 7: Additional Indicators
F | 7.1 Accountability system includes graduation rate for high schools.
| 7.2 Accountability system includes an additional academic indicator for elementary and middle
F schools.
'F| 7.3 Additional indicators are valid and reliable.
Principle 8: Separate Decisions for Reading/Language Arts and Mathematics
F | 81 Accountability system holds students, schools and districts separately accountable for
reading/language arts and mathematics.
Principle 9: System Validity and Reliability
F | 9.1  Accountability system produces reliable decisions.
'F| 9.2 Accountability system produces valid decisions.
'F| 9.3 Statehasa plan for addressing changes in assessment and student population.
Principle 10: Participation Rate
F | 10.1 Accountability system has a means for calculating the rate of participation in the statewide
assessment.
'F | 102 Accountability system has a means for applying the 95% assessment criteria to student

subgroups and small schools.
STATUS Legend:
F — Final policy
P — Proposed Policy, awaiting State approval
W- Working to formulate policy
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PART II: State Response and Activities for Meeting State
Accountability System Requirements

Instructions

In Part Il of this Workbook, States are to provide detailed information for each of the
critical elements required for State accountability systems. States should answer the
guestions asked about each of the critical elements in the State's accountability system.
States that do not have final approval for any of these elements or that have not
finalized a decision on these elements by January 31, 2003, should, when completing
this section of the Workbook, indicate the status of each element that is not yet official
State policy and provide the anticipated date by which the proposed policy will become
effective. In each of these cases, States must include a timeline of steps to complete to
ensure that such elements are in place by May 1, 2003, and implemented during the
2002-2003 school year. By no later than May 1, 2003, States must submit to the
Department final information for all sections of the Consolidated State Application
Accountability Workbook.
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PRINCIPLE 1. A single statewide Accountability System applied to all public

schools and LEAs.

CRITICAL ELEMENT

EXAMPLES FOR
MEETING STATUTORY
REQUIREMENTS

EXAMPLES OF
NOT MEETING
REQUIREMENTS

1.1 How does the State
Accountability System
include every public school
and LEA in the State?

Every public school and LEA is
required to make adequate
yearly progress and is included in
the State Accountability System.

State has a definition of “public
school” and “LEA” for AYP
accountability purposes.

e The State Accountability
System produces AYP
decisions for all public
schools, including public
schools with variant grade
configurations (e.g., K-12),
public schools that serve
special populations (e.qg.,
alternative public schools,
juvenile institutions, state
public schools for the blind)
and public charter schools.
It also holds accountable
public schools with no
grades assessed (e.g., K-
2).

A public school or LEA is not
required to make adequate
yearly progress and is not
included in the State
Accountability System.

State policy systematically
excludes certain public schools
and/or LEAs.

STATE RESPONSE AND STATE ACTIVITIES FOR MEETING REQUIREMENTS

The State of North Dakota stipulates that every public school and LEA is held accountable to the
provisions of adequate yearly progress and is included in the State Accountability System. The North
Dakota Assessment System assesses all students within a single, unified, statewide assessment that
measures students’ performance in terms of the State’s challenging content and achievement standards
and that all schools and all LEAs are measured for adequate yearly progress within a single, unified

accountability system.

North Dakota, through an agreement with the U.S. Department of Education, has established an
assessment waiver plan to bring the State into full compliance with ESEA, Section 1111(b)(1)
requirements. This waiver plan, approved through August 2003, is enclosed as Appendix A: North
Dakota State Assessment Waiver Agreement Plan and can be accessed at the following web site:
http://www.dpi.state.nd.us/testing/assess/plan.pdf. To date, the State has met all objectives identified

within the waiver agreement plan. The State stipulates that it will meet all requirements identified within

the Waiver Agreement Plan.

ND Accountability Application Workbook 7
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The evidence of a single, unified, statewide assessment and accountability system is demonstrated by
the grounding authority for State content standards and assessments in North Dakota State Law and in
the North Dakota Department of Public Instruction’s adherence to the requirements of Federal Law.

(a) Authority within State Law for State Content Standards.

North Dakota state law (NDCC 15.1-02-04.3) places responsibility for the development of State academic
content standards with the State Superintendent (refer to Appendix B: North Dakota Century Code
citations or reference the North Dakota Century Code at the following web site,
http://www.state.nd.us/Ir/cencode/T151C02.pdf ). The North Dakota Department of Public Instruction has
developed and adopted academic content standards in mathematics (reference Appendix D: North
Dakota Mathematics Content Standards or reference these standards at the following web site,
http://www.dpi.state.nd.us/standard/content/math.pdf) and English language arts (refer to Appendix F:
North Dakota English Language Arts Content Standards or reference these standards at the following
web site, http://www.dpi.state.nd.us/standard/content/english.pdf). These State content standards have
been developed at grades 4, 8, and 12 in accordance with the North Dakota Standards and Assessment
Development Protocols (refer to Appendix C: North Dakota Standards and Assessment Development
Protocols or reference the following web site, http://www.dpi.state.nd.us/standard/content/toc.pdf). North
Dakota mathematics and English language arts academic content standards meet the requirements of
section 1111(b)(1).

The State Superintendent oversees and approves all standards development. A State-level advisory
committee consisting of LEA and SEA representatives, titled the Standards, Assessment, Learning and
Teaching (SALT) Team, advises the Department of Public Instruction on the process and quality of
standards development committee work. North Dakota’s standards development protocols currently are
being revised to incorporate improvements into the development process and to accommodate the
development of grade-level content standards in grades 3, 5, 6, and 7.

North Dakota will continue to use adopted content standards as the basis for statewide assessments at
grades 4, 8, and 12 in accordance with No Child Left Behind Act (NCLBA), section 1111(b)(1). In addition,
North Dakota will expand its statewide assessments into grades 3, 5, 6, and 7, in accordance with
NCLBA section 1111(b)(1) by 2005-06, based on state-defined, grade-level content standards in
reading/English language arts and mathematics. These grade-level content standards will be developed
and adopted in accordance with North Dakota’s standards development protocols.

North Dakota has submitted its plan for the development of grade-specific content standards to meet the
requirements of NCLBA. This submission was a part of the State’s Consolidated Application for ESEA
funding, dated June 2002. Refer to Appendix H: North Dakota State ESEA Consolidated Application,
pages 3-6, or refer to the following web site: http://www.dpi.state.nd.us/grants/DOEapp.pdf). The North
Dakota State Consolidated Application has since been approved by the U.S. Department of Education.

(b) Authority within State Law for State Assessments.

North Dakota state law (NDCC 15.1-21-08) places responsibility with the State Superintendent for the
administration of State assessments to all public schools statewide that are aligned to the State’s content
standards in reading and mathematics (refer to Appendix B: North Dakota Century Code citations or
reference the North Dakota Century Code at the following web site,
http://www.state.nd.us/Ir/cencode/T151C21.pdf). State law requires that the assessments be
administered to at least one grade level selected within each of the following grade spans: grades three
through five; grades six through nine; and grades ten through twelve. The North Dakota Department of
Public Instruction has developed and administers assessments at grades 4, 8, and 12 to correspond with
the State’s content standards.
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In April 2003, the North Dakota Legislative Assembly enacted legislation regarding the administration of
state assessments in high school. Enrolled Senate Bill 2065, which becomes effective in August 2003,
requires that the administration of the state assessments in high school occur during the fall of the
eleventh grade effective during at least the 2005-06 school year. The assessment development and
administration schedule presented throughout this application assumes the administration of the high
school state assessments at the twelfth grade until the 2004-05 school year when the assessments will
be administered at the eleventh grade. Eleventh grade assessments will be aligned to the proper grade
level content standards. The content standards development process will provide for the proper alignment
of all content standards.

State law requires that the State assessments compile aggregated results and disaggregated results. The
State assessments must compile student achievement data that allows for a comparison of individual
students, classrooms within a given school and school district, schools within the district, and school
districts within the state. The test scores must also allow for comparisons based on students’ gender,
ethnicity, economic status, service status (i.e., migrant, disability, limited English proficient) and
assessment status (i.e., enrollment period within a school and LEA), unless doing so enables the
identification of any student. (Refer to NDCC 15.1-21-08 within Appendix B: North Dakota Century
Code citations or reference the North Dakota Century Code at the following web site,
http://www.state.nd.us/Ir/cencode/T151C21.pdf.

State law requires the State Superintendent to present to the legislative council the test scores publicly for
the first time at a meeting of a legislative committee designated by the legislative council. At the meeting,
the superintendent and representatives of the testing service that created the tests shall provide detailed
testimony regarding the testing instrument, the methodology used to test and assess the students, and
the significance of the test scores. (Refer to NDCC 15.1-21-09 within Appendix B: North Dakota
Century Code citations or reference the North Dakota Century Code at the following web site,
http://www.state.nd.us/Ir/cencode/T151C21.pdf ).

State law requires the State Superintendent to require that the entity developing a test to be administered
under section 15.1-21-08 not include questions that might be deemed personal to a student or to the
student’s family and that the entity developing the test not include questions requiring responses that
might be deemed personal to a student or to the student’s family. Before a test is finalized for use in North
Dakota, the State Superintendent must require that the test be reviewed by a standards alignment
committee appointed by the State Superintendent to ensure that the test meets the requirement of
privacy. (Refer to NDCC 15.1-21-11 within Appendix B: North Dakota Century Code citations or
reference the North Dakota Century Code at the following web site,
http://www.state.nd.us/Ir/cencode/T151C21.pdf ).

State law requires school districts to allow any individual over the age of twenty to view any test
administered under sections 15.1-21-08 as soon as the test is in the possession of the school district.
(Refer to NDCC 15.1-21-14 within Appendix B: North Dakota Century Code citations or reference the
North Dakota Century Code at the following web site, _http://www.state.nd.us/Ir/cencode/T151C21.pdf ).

(c) Fulfilling the Requirements of the ESEA Waiver Plan

North Dakota, through an agreement with the U.S. Department of Education, has established an
assessment waiver plan to bring the State into full compliance with ESEA, Section 1111(b)(1)
requirements. . This waiver plan, approved through August 2003, is enclosed as Appendix A: North
Dakota State Assessment Waiver Agreement Plan and can be accessed at the following web site:
http://www.dpi.state.nd.us/testing/assess/plan.pdf. During the 2001-02 school year, North Dakota
administered its state assessment and is on schedule to meet fully all provisions set forth within the
waiver plan.

State assessments have been developed and adopted thus far in mathematics and reading at grades 4,
8, and 12 in accordance with North Dakota’s approved assessment waiver agreement and the North

ND Accountability Application Workbook 9 February 12, 2010


http://www.state.nd.us/lr/cencode/T151C21.pdf
http://www.state.nd.us/lr/assembly/57-2001/cencode/CCT15x1.pdf
http://www.state.nd.us/lr/assembly/57-2001/cencode/CCT15x1.pdf
http://www.state.nd.us/lr/assembly/57-2001/cencode/CCT15x1.pdf
http://www.state.nd.us/lr/assembly/57-2001/cencode/CCT15x1.pdf
http://www.state.nd.us/lr/assembly/57-2001/cencode/CCT15x1.pdf
http://www.dpi.state.nd.us/testing/assess/plan.pdf

NORTH DAKOTA CONSOLIDATED STATE APPLICATION ACCOUNTABILITY WORKBOOK

Dakota Standards and Assessment Development Protocols
(http://www.dpi.state.nd.us/standard/content/toc.pdf). North Dakota will proceed to develop state
assessments in mathematics and reading at additional grades (grades 3, 5, 6, and 7) by 2005-2006 in
accordance with State protocols and section 1111(b)(1) requirements. North Dakota will proceed to
develop state assessments in science at grades 4, 8, and 12 by 2007-2008 in accordance with State
protocols and section 1111(b)(1) requirements. Additionally, North Dakota will expand its science
assessment, voluntarily, at grades 3, 5, 6, and 7 by 2007-2008, based on the availability of ESEA Title VI
funds, in accordance with State protocols and section 1111(b)(1) standards.

North Dakota has submitted its plan to expand the development of grade specific assessments to meet
the requirements of NCLBA. This submission was an element of the State’s Consolidated Application for
ESEA funding, dated June 2002. Refer to Appendix H: North Dakota State ESEA Consolidated
Application, pages 7-10, or refer to the following web site:
http://www.dpi.state.nd.us/grants/DOEapp.pdf). The North Dakota State Consolidated Application has
since been approved by the U.S. Department of Education.

The North Dakota Assessment System provides for a single, unified, statewide assessment that
measures the performance of all students in all schools and all LEAs in terms of the State’s challenging
content and achievement standards.

(d) Fulfilling the requirements of ESEA Consolidated Application. Agreement to administer a
statewide accountability system based on adequate yearly progress.

State law grants to the State Superintendent of Public Instruction authority to apply for, abide by the
requirements of, and administer any federal funded program on behalf of the State of North Dakota. In
June 2002, the State Superintendent of Public Instruction signed the North Dakota Consolidated
Application for programs administered under the Elementary and Secondary Education Act. This
application included a signed certificate of assurances that obligated the State to administer a single,
unified assessment and accountability system based on adequate yearly progress. With the signature of
the State Superintendent, the State of North Dakota entered into an agreement with the U.S. Department
of Education to abide with all provisions of Section 1111 of the ESEA, including all elements of
accountability based on adequate yearly progress.

(e) Accountability System applies to all public schools within North Dakota, including schools
with variant grade configurations, schools serving special populations, and schools that
with no grades assessed.

The State of North Dakota stipulates that all public schools, regardless of grade configuration or service
population, will participate in the state accountability system. State law defines any public school to
include any educational institution supported through State funding. The state accountability system will
include all public schools identified as K-12, all alternative public schools, the North Dakota School for the
Deaf and the North Dakota State Youth Correctional Center.

Most schools within North Dakota minimally cover grade spans of K-6, 6-8, or 9-12. However, a review of
School Year 2001-02 statewide student enroliments reveals 10 individual schools with student
populations that do not fit within the typical grade span observed statewide. The following data indicate
the respective number and type of school grade spans that do not correspond to the general assessment
grade spans. Refer to Appendix I: Schools Falling Outside Assessment System Grade Spans for a
list of schools identified with a type of organization that does not allow for any assessments within the
State Assessment System.

ND Accountability Application Workbook 10 February 12, 2010


http://www.dpi.state.nd.us/standard/content/toc.pdf
http://www.dpi.state.nd.us/grants/DOEapp.pdf

NORTH DAKOTA CONSOLIDATED STATE APPLICATION ACCOUNTABILITY WORKBOOK

Type of School Organization (grade span)

Kindergarten K-1 K-2 K-3 6-7 9-10
Number
of 3 2 2 1 1 1
Schools

Students who attend any of the schools above will eventually graduate to a higher grade level in another
designated school. As such, there is a clearly identified school that will receive each student from their
school-of-origin listed above. Where schools-of-origin exist with grade spans that do not allow for the
administration of the State Assessment, as are the cases above, student achievement reports from the
receiving school will be forwarded to the school-of-origin by the State. No reports will be issued that might
identify an individual student. Each school in which no assessments occur will be link directly to the
supporting district. As students are promoted to school plants where assessments occur, students will
participate in the assessment and accountability system. Every school, regardless of classification, resides
within a district that participates in the State accountability system. Listed below are the linkages for schools
that do not assess students currently because of their classification. Some schools will begin assessing
students by at least 2005-06 when the State begins assessing all grades 3-8 and high school.

Non-Assessed Schools Linked to District Accountability

1. Naughton School linked to Naughton Public School District;

2. Agassiz Middle School linked to Fargo Public School District;

3. Eagle Kindergarten Center linked to Fargo Public School District;

4. Davenport Elementary School linked to Kindred Public School District;

5. Early Childhood Center linked to West Fargo Public School District;

6. Griggs County Central Elementary School linked to Griggs County Central District;
7. Stevenson School linked to Bowline Butte Public School District;

8. Zimmerman Elementary School linked to Wahpeton Public School District;

9. Central Campus School linked to Minot Public School District;

10. New Kindergarten School linked to New 8 Public School District District.

(f) Rules for Performance, Participation, and Graduation For Alternative High Schools
Rules regarding performance and participation rate.

General rule regarding performance and participation rate: Given the inherently high transfer rate
between traditional and alternative high schools, and the cumbersome nature of tracking such transfers,
the student performance and participation measures for alternative high schools will be rolled up to the
traditional high school, school district of residence, or the State.

Beginning of the year definition. To identify the status of students within the Accountability System, the
State will employ a “beginning of the school year” definition. For the 2001-02 school year, the beginning
of the school year is defined as 150 school days prior to the first day of the spring testing window. In
subsequent years, the number of days will be defined as the number of school days preceding the first
day of the testing window, as determined by the State. This will accommodate both the fall and spring
testing windows.
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Specific rules for performance and participation.

1. If a student is enrolled in an alternative high school and is a resident of the school district
in which the alternative high school is located, the student’s performance and
participation are attributed to the resident school district.

2. If a student attends an alternative high school but is enrolled in the school district’s
traditional high school, then the student’s performance and participation are attributed to
the traditional high school.

3. If a student is a resident of a school district other than the one in which the alternative
high school is located, and the student’s resident school district claims the student for
pupil membership, the student’s performance and participation are attributed to the
student’s school district of residence.

4, If a student transfers from one school district to another (whether the receiving school
district is the location of the alternative high school or not) since the beginning of the
school year, then the student’s performance and participation are attributed to the State.

General rule regarding graduation rate.

General rule for graduation. Given the inherently high transfer rate between traditional and alternative
high schools, and the cumbersome nature of tracking such transfers, the student graduation measure for
alternative high schools will be rolled up to the traditional high school, school district of residence, or the
State.

Cohort definition. To identify the status of students within the Accountability System, the State will employ
a cohort definition. A cohort begins from entry as identified by the school’s definition (grade 9 for a grade
9-12 school, or grade 10 for grade 10-12 school) and extends until age 21 or until graduation, whichever
occurs first. The formula to determine graduation rate is stated in the Accountability Workbook, page 50.

Specific rules for graduation.
1. If a student is enrolled in an alternative high school and is a resident of the school district

in which the alternative high school is located, the student’s graduation is attributed to the
resident school district.

2. If student attends an alternative high school but is enrolled in the school district’s
traditional high school, then the student’s graduation is attributed to the traditional high
school.

3. If the student is a resident of a school district other than the one in which the alternative

high school is located, and the student’s resident school district claims the student for
pupil membership, the student’s graduation is attributed to the student’s school district of
residence.

4. If a student transfers from one school district to another since the beginning of the cohort,
then the student’s graduation is attributed to the State.

(@) Rules for Performance and Participation For Atypical Education Settings

General rules for performance and participation. The following general rules apply when determining the
educational entity to which a student’s performance and participation will be attributed.
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1. If the student physically attends the public school, performance and participation are attributed to
that school, the school district, and the State.

2. If the public or private school or facility serves the student on a contract basis, the student’s
school district of residence is responsible; student performance and participation are attributed to
the school district of residence.

3. Ifthe student is served in a state facility, student performance and participation are attributed to
the State.

Beginning of the year definition. To identify the status of students within the Accountability System, the
State will employ a “beginning of the school year” definition. For the 2001-02 school year, the beginning
of the school year is defined as 150 school days prior to the first day of the spring testing window. In
subsequent years, the number of days will be defined as the number of school days preceding the first
day of the testing window, as determined by the State. This will accommodate both the fall and spring
testing windows.

Specific rules for performance and participation. Students may attend school in other than the public
school in their school district of residence for either a brief or extended period of time due to (1) choice;
(2) developmental or health concerns; or (3) behavior/discipline issues or adjudication.

(1) Specific rules for performance and participation related to choice.

If a student attends a school and school district other than his or her school or school district of
residence and the serving school district claims pupil membership for the student, performance and
participation are attributed to the serving school, school district, and State. This applies to:

a. Job Corps students

b. Air Force Base students

c. Open enrolled students

(2) Specific rules for performance and participation related to developmental and health concerns.

a. If astudentis served under contract to a public or private facility or to another public or
private school or school district, performance and participation are attributed to the school
district of residence and State. This applies to:

i. Anne Carlsen Center
ii. Developmental Center
iii. Adolescent Unit of Jamestown State Hospital
iv. Students attending psychiatric treatment or mental health facilities
V. Some students receiving special education services

b. If a student is placed in a treatment facility out of North Dakota and the North Dakota school
district of residence claims pupil membership, performance and participation are attributed to
the school district and State.

c. Ifastudentis served at the North Dakota School for the Deaf (NDSD), performance and
participation are attributed to NDSD and the State.

(3) Specific rules for performance and participation related to behavior/discipline or adjudication issues.

a. If astudentis served at the Youth Correctional Center or State Penitentiary, performance and
participation are attributed to the State.

b. If a student is incarcerated and is claimed by the school district of residence for pupil
membership, performance and participation are attributed to the school district. However, if a
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student is incarcerated and is not claimed by the school district of residence for pupil
membership, performance and participation are attributed to the State.

c. Ifastudentis served at the Adolescent Unit at the North Dakota State Hospital, performance
and participation are attributed to the State.

d. If a student is served at Dakota Boys Ranch (Minot and Fargo), performance and
participation are attributed to the State.

e. If astudent is served at Home on the Range (Beach), performance and participation are
attributed to the Beach school district.

f.  If the student who is less than 16 years of age is truant and the school district of residence
claims pupil membership for the student, participation for that student is attributed to that
school district of residence and the State. However, if the student who is less than 16 years
of age is truant and the school district of residence does not claim pupil membership for the
student, participation for that student is attributed to the State.

g. If astudent who is less than 16 years of age is suspended or expelled from school, as
evidenced through appropriate documentation, and who is claimed by the school district of
residence for purposes of pupil membership, performance and participation are attributed to
the school district of residence and the State according to the beginning of year rule.
However, if a student who is less than 16 years of age is suspended or expelled from school
and who is not claimed by the school district of residence for purposes of pupil membership,
participation is attributed to the State.

h. If a student is placed with foster parents who reside in a North Dakota school district,
performance and participation are attributed to the serving school district and State.

(h) Definition of “public school” for AYP determination.

For the purposes of determining AYP, a public school within North Dakota is identified by the grade levels it
serves and is approved to operate based upon its meeting criteria established in State law (NDCC 15.1-06-
06). Schools report their approval status annually, as identified on the State’s MIS 02 report for school
approval. The Department of Public Instruction will reference this grade level approval status for the
purposes of classifying and reporting public schools.

0] Reorganized and/or consolidated public school districts.

The State of North Dakota stipulates that all public school districts, regardless of any operational or
planned reorganization or consolidation, will receive a full and complete determination of adequate yearly
progress wholly consistent with all provisions and assurances contained within the state’s Consolidated
State Application Accountability Workbook. Any public school districts that were to reorganize and/or
consolidate through mutual agreement pursuant to provisions of state law will be recognized as a newly
established, unified public school district for the purposes of determining adequate yearly progress upon
the specified date of their reorganization and/or consolidation. The Department of Public Instruction will
join, compile and analyze the combined multi-year, historical student achievement data of all reorganizing
and/or consolidating public school districts to create a newly validated base upon which current and future
adequate yearly progress determinations are made for the newly established public school district. Any
newly established public school district will receive a complete determination, based on all applicable
rules and assurances, and the resulting determination will be issued as the official standing determination
of the newly established public school district, effective the date of its reorganization and/or consolidation.
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EXAMPLES FOR EXAMPLES OF
CRITICAL ELEMENT MEETING STATUTORY NOT MEETING
REQUIREMENTS REQUIREMENTS
1.2 How are all public schools All public schools and LEAs are Some public schools and LEAs
and LEAs held to the same systematically judged on the are systematically judged on the
criteria when making an AYP | basis of the same criteria when basis of alternate criteria when
determination? making an AYP determination. making an AYP determination.
If applicable, the AYP definition is
integrated into the State
Accountability System.

STATE RESPONSE AND STATE ACTIVITIES FOR MEETING REQUIREMENTS

The State of North Dakota stipulates that all public schools and LEAs will be judged systematically on the
basis of the same criteria when making AYP determination. The State will adopt the definition of AYP as
set forth within ESEA section 1111.

All schools and LEAs will be measured for AYP in terms of their demonstrated achievement of each of the
following criteria:

e Aschool’s or LEA’s aggregate proficiency in both mathematics and reading, determined
independently;

e Aschool’s or LEA’s proficiency, determined on the disaggregated achievement results for each
subgroup (ethnicity, disability, limited English proficient, and economic disadvantaged),
determined independently;

e Aschool's or LEA’s aggregate participation rate that equals or exceeds 95%;

e A school’s or LEA’s disaggregated participation rate that equals or exceeds 95% within each
subgroup, determined independently;

e A secondary school’s or LEA’s achievement of the required graduation rate;

e An elementary or middle school’s or LEA’s achievement of the required attendance rate;

e Aschool’s or LEA’s achievement of Safe Harbor in the aggregate or disaggregated for each
subgroup, determined independently.

e The rules of statistical reliability apply to all independent measures of AYP. Any application of
statistical reliability for safe harbor is contingent on the study of the effects of the binomial
distribution on safe harbor and an agreement between the U.S. Department of Education and the
North Dakota Department of Public Instruction. Refer to section 9.1 for an overview of this study.

Each criteria stated above will apply to all public schools and LEAs, without exception.

The incorporation of federal guidance regarding the election of a local school district to determine
adequate yearly progress for a Title | targeted assistance school based solely on the achievement of
students who are served by Title | or who are eligible to receive Title | service.

On February 4, 2004, the U.S. Department of Education issued guidance regarding the determination of
adequate yearly progress under Section 1116(b)(1)(D) in schools with a targeted assistance Title |
program. This provision is a restricted privilege accorded to Title | targeted assistance schools. The
following provisions apply.

a. Minimum group size and subgroup accountability. The authority to invoke the provisions of Section
1116(b)(1)(D) of the Act may be exercised only if the number of students served or eligible to be served
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by Title | services meets the minimum group size of ten students as provided within Sections 5.5 and 5.6
of the North Dakota Accountability Workbook. If, among the targeted assistance students, there are
sufficient numbers of students in various subgroups to meet the minimum group size, subgroup
accountability will be required. As in other schools, students who are members of subgroups that fall
below the minimum group size at the school level will be included in the appropriate subgroups for district
and State adequate yearly progress calculations.

b. Separate decisions for reading and mathematics. In the case of a targeted assistance school where
Title | services are offered in only one subject, the school will still be held accountable for both
reading/language arts and mathematics. An LEA will have the flexibility to calculate adequate yearly
progress based on either of the following conditions:
e The reading and mathematics assessment scores/participation rates of only students served or
who are eligible for Title | services; or
e The assessment scores/participation rates of only students served or eligible for Title | services in
the subject in which Title | services are provided and of all students in the school for the subject in
which Title | services are not provided.

c. Other academic indicators. The LEA may examine the data for the entire school or only those students
receiving or eligible to receive Title | services to determine if adequate yearly progress was made for the
other indicator. When adequate yearly progress is being calculated based upon only the students
receiving or eligible for Title | services, those same students would be used to calculate progress on the
other indicator if the LEA wants to take advantage of the safe harbor provisions. If data for the other
indicators (i.e., graduation and attendance) cannot be collected on those students receiving or eligible for
school regardless of student participation in Title | services, the State will calculate adequate yearly
progress based on all students in the school regardless of student participation in Title | services.

d. Including results at the district and state level. When calculating adequate yearly progress for a LEA,
the State will review the progress of all students attending schools without Title | programs and with
schoolwide Title | programs; in schools operating targeted assistance programs, the State may review the
progress of only the students who are served or eligible for Title | services or may review the progress of
all students in the school. The calculation of adequate yearly progress decisions for LEAs will be
conducted consistent with the USDE guidance of February 4, 2004. The progress of all students,
regardless of eligibility for Title | services, will be reviewed in adequate yearly progress calculations for the
State. All students must participate in the assessment at the school level, even if the school only uses
results from students receiving or eligible for Title | services for accountability purposes.

e. Adequate yearly progress for schools without tested grades. When Title | services are provided in
grades that are not assessed, an LEA has several options for determining adequate yearly progress:
¢ Back-mapping the performance of students in the grade assessed to the grades in which services
are provided; or
e Forward-mapping by examining the achievement of students who received services once those
students are in the grades where assessments are given; or
e Examining the achievement of the students who would have been eligible for Title | services in
the grades assessed.

The Department stipulates that it will actively inform schools of their opportunity to invoke the privilege of
this provision, draft procedures regarding the administration of this privilege, require schools to submit a
written request indicating their desire to exercise this privilege, provide technical assistance and guidance
to each school regarding the administration of this privilege, monitor for the correct application of this
privilege according to the guidelines set forth within the February 4, 2004 guidance, and maintain records
concerning the use of this privilege. Furthermore, the Department commits itself to develop clear
procedures and guidance to schools that encourages and simplifies the determination of adequate yearly
progress according to this privilege.
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EXAMPLES FOR EXAMPLES OF
CRITICAL ELEMENT MEETING STATUTORY NOT MEETING
REQUIREMENTS REQUIREMENTS
1.3 Does the State have, at a State has defined three levels of | Standards do not meet the
minimum, a definition of student achievement: basic, legislated requirements.
basic, proficient and proficient and advanced."
advanced student
achievement levels in Student achievement levels of
reading/language arts and proficient and advanced
mathematics? determine how well students are

mastering the materials in the
State’s academic content
standards; and the basic level of
achievement provides complete
information about the progress of
lower-achieving students toward
mastering the proficient and
advanced levels.

STATE RESPONSE AND STATE ACTIVITIES FOR MEETING REQUIREMENTS

The State of North Dakota has established achievement standards in reading and mathematics, based on
four distinct levels of student achievement: novice, partially proficient, proficient, and advanced.

The State of North Dakota has developed and adopted academic achievement standards in mathematics
(refer to Appendix E: North Dakota Mathematics Achievement Standards, at the following web site,
http://www.dpi.state.nd.us/standard/perform/index.shtm) and English language arts (refer to Appendix G:
North Dakota English Language Arts Achievement Standards, at the following web site,
http://www.dpi.state.nd.us/standard/perform/index.shtm). These State achievement standards have been
developed at grades 4, 8, and 12 in accordance with North Dakota’s content and achievement standards
protocols (http://www.dpi.state.nd.us/standard/content/toc.pdf). North Dakota mathematics and English
language arts academic achievement standards meet the requirements of section 1111(b)(1). North
Dakota’s achievement standards in science will be completed by the winter 2003, in accordance with
State standards development protocols and section 1111(b)(1) requirements.

North Dakota will continue to use adopted achievement standards as the basis for statewide
assessments at grades 4, 8, and 12 in accordance with section 1111(b)(1). In addition, North Dakota will
expand its statewide assessments into grades 3, 5, 6, and 7 in mathematics and reading, in accordance
with section 1111(b)(1) by 2005-06, based on State-defined, grade-level achievement standards.
Additionally, North Dakota will expand its statewide assessments, voluntarily, based on the availability of
ESEA Title VI funding, into grades 3, 5, 6, and 7 in science by 2007-2008, based on State-defined,
achievement standards. All achievement standards at grades 3, 5, 6, and 7 will be aligned with North
Dakota’s corresponding grade-level content standards. These achievement standards will be developed
and adopted in accordance with North Dakota’s standards development protocols.

! System of State achievement standards will be reviewed by the Standards and Assessments Peer
Review. The Accountability Peer Review will determine that achievement levels are used in determining
AYP.
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North Dakota proposes to develop narrative achievement standards at grades 3, 5, 6, and 7
contemporaneously with the development of grade-level content standards. The content expectation
committees will also draft the narrative achievement standards. These narrative achievement standards
will act as the primary calibration tool for the cut-point standards setting performed to align the State
assessment scale scores to State achievement standards.

The State of North Dakota will only recognize and reference student achievement proficiency ratings
generated by the North Dakota State Assessment and its Alternate Assessment. No other student
achievement assessment tools or means will be recognized. No local assessments will be recognized as
an alternative to the North Dakota State Assessment.

The only definitions of proficiency levels recognized by the State AYP accountability system are those
proficiency levels set for the North Dakota State Assessment through the standards-setting process.
Refer to Appendix J: North Dakota State Assessment, Bookmark Standards Setting Technical
Report, 2002 for the established definitions of the North Dakota proficiency levels. The State cut scores
for the North Dakota State Assessment will constitute the defining scales for identifying schools and
districts for AYP. Refer to Appendix K: State Superintendent’s Approval Notification of North Dakota
State Assessment Cut Scores for the State’s announced policy regarding the establishment of
proficiency level cut scores.
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CRITICAL ELEMENT

EXAMPLES FOR
MEETING STATUTORY
REQUIREMENTS

EXAMPLES OF
NOT MEETING
REQUIREMENTS

1.4 How does the State provide
accountability and adequate
yearly progress decisions
and information in a timely
manner?

State provides decisions about
adequate yearly progress in time
for LEASs to implement the
required provisions before the
beginning of the next academic

Timeline does not provide
sufficient time for LEAs to fulfill
their responsibilities before the
beginning of the next academic
year.

year.

State allows enough time to
notify parents about public school
choice or supplemental
educational service options, time
for parents to make an informed
decision, and time to implement
public school choice and
supplemental educational
services.

STATE RESPONSE AND STATE ACTIVITIES FOR MEETING REQUIREMENTS

During the 2001-02 school year and pursuant to the State’s Assessment Waiver Plan approved by the
U.S. Department of Education, the State received its baseline assessment results from its assessment
vendor during the fall, 2002. The Department of Public Instruction used these baseline assessment
results to conduct the 2001-02 AYP review of each school and LEA in February 2003.

The State released its initial AYP reports in February 2003. The State provides technical assistance on
programmatic issues related to AYP reports to LEAs and schools. In the spring of each school year, the
Department of Public Instruction conducts a workshop for all schools identified as not achieving AYP. At
this workshop, schools are provided with a timeline of required activities and information on implementing
all required AYP provisions. Schools are informed of their responsibilities on parent notification, school
choice, supplemental services, and other corrective actions sanctions, and are given guidance on writing
a school improvement plan. The schools prepare and implement these requirements before the beginning
of the next academic school year. Additionally, schools receive ongoing guidance throughout the school
year including informative memaos on required procedures, example forms and ideas for implementation.
The Title | website for program improvement also contains the information distributed at the spring
workshop to help schools as they implement required provisions before and during the school year. Refer
to Appendix L: Program Improvement Activities at the following website:
www.dpi.state.nd.us/titlel/progress/index.shtm.

For the 2002-03, and 2003-04 school years, all final assessment scores will be made available to the
State from the State’s assessment contractor by June of each respective year. It is anticipated that the
State will be in a position to conduct its AYP determination and report dissemination by late July of each
respective year. Schools will receive their AYP status reports during the summer of each respective year.
This notification will arrive in time for schools and LEAs to notify, in turn, parents regarding their right to
seek a supplemental service, travel service, or school choice option under program improvement with
ESEA section 1116.
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Beginning during the 2004-05 school year and for every school year thereafter, the State will conduct fall
assessments that will ensure the State’s ability to conduct ongoing achievement cut-score analyses and
AYP determinations well in advance of the end of a given school year. The advancement of a fall
assessment schedule is designed to improve the quality of cut-score analyses, the generation and
dissemination of reports, the timely notification of schools and LEAs, the more conducive turn-around
time for school- and LEA-reporting to parents, and the more relaxed deliberation of parents in determining
their parental rights options identified within ESEA, section 1116.
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CRITICAL ELEMENT

EXAMPLES FOR
MEETING STATUTORY
REQUIREMENTS

EXAMPLES OF
NOT MEETING
REQUIREMENTS

1.5 Does the State

The State Report Card includes

The State Report Card does not

Accountability System
produce an annual State
Report Card?

all the required data elements
[see Appendix A for the list of
required data elements].

include all the required data
elements.

The State Report Card is not
The State Report Card is available to the public.
available to the public at the

beginning of the academic year.

The State Report Card is
accessible in languages of major
populations in the State, to the
extent possible.

Assessment results and other
academic indicators (including
graduation rates) are reported by
student subgroups

STATE RESPONSE AND STATE ACTIVITIES FOR MEETING REQUIREMENTS

The State stipulates that it will produce and disseminate a State Report Card and Profile for the state as a
whole, for each LEA, and for each public school to meet all accountability requirements specified within
ESEA section 1111. The State Report Card and Profile will publish all aggregate student achievement
data, all disaggregate student achievement data by subgroup, graduation rates, attendance rates,
participation rates, and AYP status for the State, each LEA, and each school respectively.

State law requires the dissemination of individual student assessment reports to parents and schools in
an understandable format. State law also requires the presentation of State assessment results to the
Legislative Council summarizing overall student achievement. Further, State law requires that aggregated
and disaggregated student achievement results be published for the review of the public. Refer to
Appendix B: North Dakota Century Code, Assessment Statutes for a summary of State’s reporting
requirements. Refer to Appendix M: Testimony Before the Education Committee by the Department
of Public Instruction, October 10, 2002 for a summary outline of the testimony delivered to the
Legislative Council’s Interim Education Committee on October 10, 2002.

The State’s assessment contractor scores, prints, packages and ships all student achievement reports to
the respective schools. Teachers are instructed to review the results of each student’'s assessment with
each student and subsequently with each student’s parents. Teachers are instructed to review a student’s
performance at the subject level, the standards level, and at the benchmark level. Further, teachers are
instructed to clarify the meaning of the State content standards and achievement standards. The back-
side of all reports offers a summary of these standards and identifies a web site for a more detailed
presentation of the State’s standards. Refer to Appendix N: North Dakota State Assessment, Student
Achievement Reports for illustrations of the various achievement reports.
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The Department of Public Instruction receives all student achievement data for each school and district
from the State’s assessment contractor through a comprehensive data transfer. The Department compiles
the data, identifies and corrects any inconsistencies, generates disaggregated reports according to
defined subgroup populations, and prints summative reports for each school, each district, and the State.
The results of these reports are forwarded to each school and district. These results are also listed on the
State Report Card and School Profile of the Department’s web site. Refer to Appendix O: North Dakota
State Report Card and Profile for an illustration of the content. The 2001-02 State Report Card and
Profile and its web site are under development and will be completed in early February 2002.

The State will produce all district- and school-level reports for the districts and schools. These reports will
include both aggregated and disaggregated student achievement data. Refer to Appendix O: North
Dakota School Report Card and Profile for an illustration of the content of these student achievement
profiles. Districts may use these reports as the foundation for their locally produced report cards and
profiles. These State-generated reports will offer quality assurances regarding the generation of any
district achievement data.

All public information will be disseminated through the public media, as described below.

(1) The Department of Public Instruction will present an annual report to the North Dakota Legislative
Council as required by law (refer to Appendix B: North Dakota Century Code, Assessment Statutes
for an overview of State statutes on public disclosure of State Assessment results, and Appendix M:
Testimony Before the Education Committee by the Department of Public Instruction, October 10,
2002 for the 2002 presentation to the Legislative Council).

(2) The Department of Public Instruction will publish press releases for use by radio/television, the print
media, and other publication media. The content for these press releases will reflect the school profile
and report card. Refer to Appendix O: North Dakota School Report Card and Profile for an illustration
of this content. Refer to Appendix P: State Superintendent’s Release of State Assessment Results
for the November 2002 press release on the 2001-02 school year achievement data, submitted by the
State Superintendent.

(3) The Department of Public Instruction will publish the school report card and profile electronically
through the Department’s website, Refer to Appendix O: North Dakota School Report Card and
Profile or refer to the following web site, http://www.dpi.state.nd.us/dpi/reports/profile/0102/50128.htm
This public information process supplements the Department’'s communication to parents regarding
standards and assessment.

The State will publish all aggregated and disaggregated student achievement data by school, district, and
the State on the Department of Public Instruction web site. This publication will allow school districts to
access information on their district and other districts for use in general school improvement activities. Refer
to Appendix T: North Dakota Sample School Report Card and Profile or refer to the following web site,
http://www.dpi.state.nd.us/dpi/reports/profile/0102/50128.htm.

Parents will have access to the information through their students’ individual achievement reports, the
Department of Public Instruction website, the dissemination of their district’s local school report card and
profile, and other forms of public documents. The Department of Public Instruction will analyze data and
review policies on a regular basis in order to assure that data are used to advance school improvement
plans.
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EXAMPLES FOR EXAMPLES OF
CRITICAL ELEMENT MEETING STATUTORY NOT MEETING
REQUIREMENTS REQUIREMENTS
1.6 How does the State State uses one or more types of | State does not implement
Accountability System rewards and sanctions, where rewards or sanctions for public
include rewards and the criteria are: schools and LEAs based on
sanctions for public schools adequate yearly progress.
and LEAs?? e Set by the State;

e Based on adequate yearly
progress decisions; and,

e Applied uniformly across
public schools and LEAs.

STATE RESPONSE AND STATE ACTIVITIES FOR MEETING REQUIREMENTS

Sanctions and Rewards Based on Adequate Yearly Progress.

The state of North Dakota has established an accountability system that is based on the state’s definition
of adequate yearly progress and is applied uniformly across all public schools and districts in the state.
All schools and districts are held to the same standards. All schools and districts will receive written
notification of whether they are satisfactory in making adequate yearly progress. However, the state does
not hold schools and districts not receiving Title | funds to the requirements of Section 1116 of the No
Child Left Behind Act.

The state of North Dakota is in the process of revising the previous system of rewards and sanctions to
align with the No Child Left Behind Act. The Department of Public Instruction has always had a system of
rewards and sanctions in place. The previous and new system for rewards and sanctions for public
schools and LEAs in North Dakota is based solely on a district’s or school’s adequate yearly progress
status.

The state’s previous system of rewards was based on a state assessment that measured student
progress using national percentiles. Schools that scored above the 65 percentile for 3 consecutive years
were identified as Title | distinguished schools. These districts and schools were recognized and served
as models under the statewide school support system.

As of 2001-2002, the state assessment measures student progress against our North Dakota state
standards in reading and mathematics. North Dakota teachers, under the direction of our state
assessment contractor, went through a standard setting process and identified cut scores for proficiency
on the state assessment. Schools that meet or exceed the standard are declared satisfactory in making
adequate yearly progress.

% The state must provide rewards and sanctions for all public schools and LEAs for making adequate
yearly progress, except that the State is not required to hold schools and LEAs not receiving Title | funds
to the requirements of section 1116 of NCLB [§200.12(b)(40)].
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System of Sanctions

The state’s previous system of sanctions remains intact. Schools that were in program improvement
status in the old law remained in the same category after the No Child Left Behind Act was enacted.
North Dakota currently has twenty-three schools identified for program improvement. Twenty-one of the
schools are currently in the fourth year of program improvement. Two schools are in their third year of
program improvement. All twenty-three schools have submitted a program improvement plan that is
currently being peer reviewed against established rubrics that assess the quality of the plans. All twenty-
three schools have notified parents and community members of their program improvement identification
and the appropriate parent options available to them. Annual workshops for schools identified for
program improvement were held during April 2002 and April 2003. School personnel were apprised of
the new regulations in the No Child Left Behind Act.

The school choice and supplemental service provisions are currently being implemented for the twenty-
three schools in program improvement status. The state of North Dakota created a supplemental service
application and went through a request for proposal process in August 2002. This process resulted in two
supplemental service providers being approved to offer supplemental services. In December 2002, the
Department of Public Instruction went through a second request for proposals process. A second round
of supplemental service providers was announced in March 2003.

Current North Dakota law allows for open enrollment so the choice provision can be implemented in
districts with more than one school per grade span. State law authorizes a process for the SEA to take at
least one of the actions against LEAs in corrective action, listed in the NCLB legislation. In April 2003 the
North Dakota Legislative Assembly enacted law to authorize open enrollment across school district lines.
This provision effectively authorizes the Department to implement at least one of four alternative
governance options, or another option that leads to “major restructuring” to improve student achievement
for schools in year seven of the program improvement timeline.

System of Rewards.

The State of North Dakota is developing a system of rewards that includes distinguished schools
designations or financial rewards. These strategies will recognize schools that have significantly closed
the achievement gap, exceeded adequate yearly progress, or have made the greatest gains in student
performance. The Department of Public Instruction is working with various advisory groups, including the
Committee of Practitioners, Title | School Support Team, the Standards Assessment and Learning Team,
and the State’s Assessment and Accountability Technical Advisory Committee to develop criteria on what
constitutes a significant gain for recognition awards and financial rewards.

All districts and schools in the state that significantly exceed the adequate yearly progress expectations
for any given year will be recognized as a distinguished school. Distinguished schools and districts will
receive certificates of distinction and receive public recognition of this distinguished status.

Title I districts and schools that have significantly closed the achievement gap or have made the greatest
gains in student performance in achieving status or improvement will be eligible for financial rewards.
Financial rewards will vary and most likely be limited depending on the number of eligible schools. The
Department of Public Instruction will conduct an annual review of the established distribution method in
order to optimize the financial impact to schools. This annual review will be conducted based on the
recommendations of the Committee of Practitioners, School Support Team, SALT Team, and the State
Technical Advisory Committee. The State will reward those districts and schools that have achieved the
upper 10% to 25% of ranked achievement gains, allowing for statistical significance. The State
Superintendent will review, amend, and approve the annual distribution formula to meet the available
funds and established criteria.
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PRINCIPLE 2. All students are included in the State Accountability System.

EXAMPLES FOR EXAMPLES OF
CRITICAL ELEMENT MEETING STATUTORY NOT MEETING
REQUIREMENTS REQUIREMENTS
2.1 How does the State All students in the State are Public school students exist in
Accountability System included in the State the State for whom the State
include all students in the Accountability System. Accountability System makes no
State? provision.

The definitions of “public school”
and “LEA” account for all
students enrolled in the public
school district, regardless of
program or type of public school.

STATE RESPONSE AND STATE ACTIVITIES FOR MEETING REQUIREMENTS

The North Dakota Assessment System assesses all students, regardless of status, within a single,
unified, statewide assessment that measures students’ performance in terms of the State’s challenging
content and achievement standards.

North Dakota state law (NDCC 15.1-21-08) places responsibility with the State Superintendent for the
administration of State assessments to all public school students that are aligned to the State’s content
standards in reading and mathematics (refer to Appendix B: North Dakota Century Code citations or
reference the North Dakota Century Code at the following web site,
http://www.state.nd.us/Ir/cencode/T151C21.pdf ). State law requires that the assessments be
administered to at least one grade level selected within each of the following grade spans: grades three
through five; grades six through nine; and grades ten through twelve. The North Dakota Department of
Public Instruction has developed and administers assessments at grades 4, 8, and 12 to correspond with
the State’s content standards.

State law provides for the assessment of all students within the designated grade levels. Therefore, all
students are to be included within the State assessment and accountability system. No exceptions or
systematic exemptions to the State assessment and accountability system are allowed.
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EXAMPLES FOR EXAMPLES OF
CRITICAL ELEMENT MEETING STATUTORY NOT MEETING
REQUIREMENTS REQUIREMENTS
2.2 How does the State define The State has a definition of “full | LEAs have varying definitions of
“full academic year” for academic year” for determining “full academic year.”
identifying students in AYP which students are to be included
decisions? in decisions about AYP. The State’s definition excludes
students who must transfer from
The definition of full academic one district to another as they
year is consistent and applied advance to the next grade.
statewide.
The definition of full academic
year is not applied consistently.

STATE RESPONSE AND STATE ACTIVITIES FOR MEETING REQUIREMENTS

The State of North Dakota requires all students enrolled in public schools within North Dakota to
participate in the State Assessment system. Refer to Appendix B: North Dakota Century Code citations
or reference the North Dakota Century Code at the following web site,
http://www.state.nd.us/Ir/cencode/T151C21.pdf ). All students, regardless of their enroliment status,
participate in the State Assessment. This total inclusion policy includes those students who may have
enrolled in a district or school after the beginning of a school year.

For the purpose of identifying students whose achievement results are to be included within a school’s or
LEA’s AYP determination, a student must be in school for the full academic year. A ‘full academic year
means a student has been enrolled at a school or within a LEA for a period equal to or exceeding 173
instructional days, as provided by State statute and recorded within the school’s pupil membership file on
the State’s Online Reporting System.

Any student who may have been enrolled in a school or district after the beginning of a school year is
identified on their assessment demographic sheet. Students or school personnel mark a special code on
the assessment demographic sheet that identifies their late enroliment status. This code identifies the
student and to remove them from the school’s student roll for AYP identification purposes. Refer to page
29 for codes “R” and “S” of Appendix Q: North Dakota State Assessment, Test Coordinator’s Manual
2002-03 for the enrollment code identification fields. A student who has not been enrolled in a school for
the entire year but has been enrolled in the district for the entire year will be included into AYP
consideration for the school in which the assessment is administered and will be included into AYP
consideration for the district.

All students must be accounted for regarding their enroliment status. This is a required entry on the
demographic sheet of all students. Student participation rates will be compared to a school’s and district’s
Average Daily Membership student count used to reimburse schools and districts for their State
foundation aid. Therefore, the State references reimbursement census data to confirm student
participation rates. Refer to page 29 for codes “R” and “S” of Appendix Q: North Dakota State
Assessment, Test Coordinator’s Manual 2002-03 for the enrollment code identification fields. Student
participation rates will be compared to the schools and districts Average Daily Membership student count
used to reimburse school’s and district’s for their State foundation aid. Therefore, the State references
reimbursement census data to confirm student participation rates.
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The State is developing a statewide student data analysis and reporting system to aid the State in
monitoring the enrollment patterns and participation rates of students. The TetraData application will allow
the State to link district enroliment files with the State’s assessment participation files in order to assure
that all enrolled students are accounted for in the State Assessment system files. Refer to Appendix R:
TetraData Data Analysis and Reporting System Summary for an overview of the TetraData system’s
purpose and design.

The State currently is reviewing its ESEA and accreditation monitoring policies. The State is pursuing an
amendment to its monitoring requirements that would mandate districts to produce evidence regarding
the enrollment dates of all students. Monitors would check for any students who had enrolled after the
beginning of a school year and cross-check their participation status in the State Assessment data file.
Any failures to include such students would be identified as a compliance violation of the school’s and
district's ESEA compliance agreement. Refer to Appendix S: Consolidated Application Certification
and Assurances for the State Assessment requirement for receipt of federal ESEA funding. A school or
district may be sanctioned for any compliance violation of their ESEA assurances agreement.

It is the expressed policy of the State of North Dakota to include all students within the North Dakota
State Assessment.
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CRITICAL ELEMENT

EXAMPLES FOR
MEETING STATUTORY
REQUIREMENTS

EXAMPLES OF
NOT MEETING
REQUIREMENTS

2.3 How does the State
Accountability System
determine which students
have attended the same
public school and/or LEA for
a full academic year?

State holds public schools
accountable for students who
were enrolled at the same public
school for a full academic year.

State holds LEAs accountable for
students who transfer during the
full academic year from one
public school within the district to
another public school within the
district.

State definition requires students
to attend the same public school
for more than a full academic
year to be included in public
school accountability.

State definition requires students
to attend school in the same
district for more than a full
academic year to be included in
district accountability.

State holds public schools
accountable for students who
have not attended the same
public school for a full academic
year.

STATE RESPONSE AND STATE ACTIVITIES FOR MEETING REQUIREMENTS

All students participating in the State assessment must be accounted for regarding their enroliment
status. This is a required entry on the student demographic sheet of all students. Student participation
rates will be compared to the school’s and district's Average Daily Membership student count used to
reimburse schools and districts for their State foundation aid. Therefore, the State references
reimbursement census data to confirm student participation rates.

The State requires all schools to account for all students regarding their enrollment status within the
school and district and their inclusion within the State Assessment. The enrollment status of each student
is a required entry on the demographic sheet of all students. Refer to page 29 for codes “R” and “S” of
Appendix Q: North Dakota State Assessment, Test Coordinator’s Manual 2002-03 for the enrollment
code identification fields. Student participation rates will be compared to the school’s and district’s
Average Daily Membership student count used to reimburse school’s and district’s for their State
foundation aid. Therefore, the State references reimbursement census data to confirm student

participation rates.

The State is developing a statewide student data analysis and reporting system to aid the State in
monitoring the enrollment patterns and participation rates of students. The TetraData application will allow
the State to link district enrollment files with the State’s assessment participation files in order to assure
that all enrolled students are accounted for in the State Assessment system files. Refer to Appendix R:
TetraData Data Analysis and Reporting System Summary for an overview of the TetraData system’s

purpose and design.

The State currently is reviewing its ESEA and accreditation monitoring policies. The State is pursuing an
amendment to its monitoring requirements that would mandate districts to produce evidence regarding
the enrollment dates of all students. Monitors would check for any students who had enrolled after the
beginning of a school year and cross-check their participation status in the State Assessment data file.
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Any failures to include such students would be identified as a compliance violation of the school’s and
district's ESEA compliance agreement. Refer to Appendix S: Consolidated Application Certification
and Assurances for the State assessment requirement for receipt of federal ESEA funding. A school or
district may be sanctioned for any compliance violation of their ESEA assurances agreement.

It is the expressed policy of the State of North Dakota to include all students within the North Dakota
State Assessment.
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PRINCIPLE 3. State definition of AYP is based on expectations for growth in
student achievement that is continuous and substantial, such that all students
are proficient in reading/language arts and mathematics no later than 2013-2014.

EXAMPLES FOR EXAMPLES OF
CRITICAL ELEMENT MEETING REQUIREMENTS NOT MEETING
REQUIREMENTS
3.1 How does the State’s The State has a timeline for State definition does not require
definition of adequate yearly | ensuring that all students will all students to achieve
progress require all students | meet or exceed the State’s proficiency by 2013-2014.
to be proficient in proficient level of academic
reading/language arts and achievement in reading/language | State extends the timeline past
mathematics by the 2013- arts® and mathematics, not later the 2013-2014 academic year.
2014 academic year? than 2013-2014.

STATE RESPONSE AND STATE ACTIVITIES FOR MEETING REQUIREMENTS

The State of North Dakota stipulates that its State Accountability System provides for an established
timeline that ensures that all students will be proficient in reading and mathematics by the 2013-14
academic year, as specified within ESEA section 1111.

The State of North Dakota has developed and adopted academic achievement standards in mathematics
(refer to Appendix E: North Dakota Mathematics Achievement Standards at the following web site,
http://www.dpi.state.nd.us/standard/perform/index.shtm) and English language arts (refer to Appendix G:
North Dakota English Language Arts Achievement Standards at the following web site,
(http://www.dpi.state.nd.us/standard/perform/index.shtm). These State achievement standards have been
developed at grades 4, 8, and 12 in accordance with North Dakota’s content and achievement standards
protocols (http://www.dpi.state.nd.us/standard/content/toc.pdf). North Dakota mathematics and English
language arts academic achievement standards meet the requirements of section 1111(b)(1). North
Dakota’s achievement standards in science will be completed by the winter 2003, in accordance with
State standards development protocols and section 1111(b)(1) requirements.

It is the policy of the State that all students achieve proficiency as defined within the State’s challenging
achievement standards by the 2013-14 academic year.

For the purposes of determining AYP, proficiency means the aggregation of all student achievement
within the “proficient” and “advanced” performance levels of the State’s achievement standards. Schools
and LEAs must evidence a steady improvement of student achievement from the below-proficient
performance level (the aggregate of the novice and partially-proficient performance level) to the proficient
performance level.

% If the state has separate assessments to cover its language arts standards (e.g., reading and writing),
the State must create a method to include scores from all the relevant assessments.
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EXAMPLES FOR EXAMPLES OF
CRITICAL ELEMENT MEETING REQUIREMENTS NOT MEETING
REQUIREMENTS
3.2 How does the State For a public school and LEA to State uses different method for
Accountability System make adequate yearly progress, | calculating how public schools
determine whether each each student subgroup must and LEAs make AYP.
student subgroup, public meet or exceed the State annual
school and LEA makes measurable objectives, each
AYP? student subgroup must have at

least a 95% participation rate in
the statewide assessments, and
the school must meet the State’s
requirement for other academic
indicators.

However, if in any particular year
the student subgroup does not
meet those annual measurable
objectives, the public school or
LEA may be considered to have
made AYP, if the percentage of
students in that group who did
not meet or exceed the proficient
level of academic achievement
on the State assessments for that
year decreased by 10% of that
percentage from the preceding
public school year; that group
made progress on one or more of
the State’s academic indicators;
and that group had at least 95%
participation rate on the
statewide assessment.

STATE RESPONSE AND STATE ACTIVITIES FOR MEETING REQUIREMENTS

The State of North Dakota stipulates that the State will determine AYP for each public school and LEA as
provided for within ESEA section 1111, including emphasis on the school identification method
referenced to proficiency ratings, safe harbor provisions, statistical reliability assurances, graduation rates
for secondary schools, attendance rates for elementary and middle schools, and a minimum assessment
participation rate of 95%.
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The State of North Dakota will only recognize and reference student achievement proficiency ratings
generated by the North Dakota State Assessment and its Alternate Assessment. No other student
achievement assessment tools or means will be recognized. No local assessments will be recognized as
an alternative to the North Dakota State Assessment.

The only definitions of achievement levels recognized by the State AYP accountability system are those
proficiency levels set for the North Dakota State Assessment through the standards-setting process.
Refer to Appendix J: North Dakota State Assessment, Bookmark Standards Setting Technical
Report, 2002 for the established definitions of the North Dakota achievement levels. The State cut scores
for the North Dakota State Assessment will constitute the defining scales for identifying schools and
districts for AYP. Refer to Appendix K: State Superintendent’s Approval Notification of North Dakota
State Assessment Cut Scores for the State’s announced policy regarding the establishment of
achievement level cut scores.

All student achievement data collected during the administration of the State Assessment will be used to
aggregate overall student achievement and to disaggregate student achievement results into each of the
required student subgroups to determine AYP. Refer to Appendix X: North Dakota Assessment
System 2001-02 Baseline Impact Data to review the State’s impact data.

AYP will be determined using 2001-02 school year data as the baseline. The starting points are
calculated pursuant to the prescribed ESEA section 1111 requirements. The same starting point and
annual, measurable objectives apply to all student subgroups resulting in 100% proficiency of all students
by 2013-2014.

In calculating AYP for student aggregated and subgroup populations, the State will employ a binomial
distribution statistical model to ensure high levels of reliability. Ninety-five percent of students,
considering statistical reliability, in each applicable student sub-group must be tested in order for the
school to make AYP.

In calculating AYP for any student subgroup that did not meet the AYP goal but did decrease the
percentage of students in the applicable student sub-group by 10% or more, the school or district will then
be judged to have made AYP if the respective subgroup also meets the state’s other criteria when using
the safe harbor provision (graduation rate for high school and attendance rates for elementary and
secondary). Goals must be met for all applicable student subgroups in accordance with 34 CFR
200.19(d)(2)(i). Following a study of the effects of statistical reliability on safe harbor and with the
concurrence of the State and the U.S. Department of Education, the State will employ the binomial
distribution statistical method within the calculation of safe-harbor status, including safe harbor for
subgroups.

All students’ scores will be used as an aggregate to determine the AYP of schools as a whole. All
schools’ scores will be used as an aggregate to determine the AYP of LEAs. All LEAs scores will be used
as an aggregate to determine the AYP of the State

Please refer to Appendix T: State AYP Computation Rules for the working rules used to determine
AYP.
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CRITICAL ELEMENT

EXAMPLES FOR
MEETING REQUIREMENTS

EXAMPLES OF
NOT MEETING
REQUIREMENTS

3.2a What is the State’s starting
point for calculating
Adequate Yearly
Progress?

Using data from the 2001-2002
school year, the State
established separate starting
points in reading/language arts
and mathematics for measuring
the percentage of students
meeting or exceeding the State’s
proficient level of academic
achievement.

Each starting point is based, at a
minimum, on the higher of the
following percentages of students
at the proficient level: (1) the
percentage in the State of
proficient students in the lowest-
achieving student subgroup; or,
(2) the percentage of proficient
students in a public school at the
20" percentile of the State’s total
enrollment among all schools
ranked by the percentage of
students at the proficient level.

A State may use these
procedures to establish separate
starting points by grade span;
however, the starting point must
be the same for all like schools
(e.g., one same starting point for
all elementary schools, one same
starting point for all middle
schools...).

The State Accountability System
uses a different method for
calculating the starting point (or
baseline data).
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STATE RESPONSE AND STATE ACTIVITIES FOR MEETING REQUIREMENTS

Based on the administration of the rules identified within section 3.2 above, the State has established
starting points for calculating Adequate Yearly Progress.

Using baseline data from the 2001-02 school year, the State has established starting points of proficiency
separately in reading and math for each grade level. Refer to Appendix X: North Dakota Assessment
System 2001-02 Baseline Impact Data to review the State’s impact data. The same starting point for
reading and math will apply to the aggregate student population within each subject and to each student
subgroup for each of the three grade levels. Each starting point is based, at a minimum, on the higher of
the following percentages of students at the proficient level: (1) the percentage in the State of proficient
students in the lowest-achieving student subgroup; or, (2) the percentage of proficient students in a public
school at the 20" percentile of the State’s total enrollment among all schools ranked by the percentage of
students at the proficient level.

The State has established the following starting points for AYP.

Subject Grade Level
Four Eight Twelve
Reading/language 65.1% 61.4% 42.9%
arts
Mathematics 45.7% 33.3% 24.1%
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CRITICAL ELEMENT

EXAMPLES FOR
MEETING REQUIREMENTS

EXAMPLES OF
NOT MEETING
REQUIREMENTS

3.2b What are the State’s annual
measurable
objectives for determining
adequate yearly progress?

State has annual measurable
objectives that are consistent
with a state’s intermediate goals
and that identify for each year a
minimum percentage of students
who must meet or exceed the
proficient level of academic
achievement on the State’s
academic assessments.

The State’s annual measurable
objectives ensure that all
students meet or exceed the
State’s proficient level of
academic achievement within the
timeline.

The State’s annual measurable
objectives are the same
throughout the State for each
public school, each LEA, and
each subgroup of students.

The State Accountability System
uses another method for
calculating annual measurable
objectives.

The State Accountability System
does not include annual
measurable objectives.

STATE RESPONSE AND STATE ACTIVITIES FOR MEETING REQUIREMENTS

Based on the administration of the rules identified within section 3.2 above, the State has established
measurable objectives for determining Adequate Yearly Progress.

Using baseline data from the 2001-02 school year, the State has established measurable objectives for
proficiency separately in reading and math for each year from 2001-02 to 2013-14. Refer to Appendix X:
North Dakota Assessment System 2001-02 Baseline Impact Data to review the State’s impact data.
The same measurable objectives for reading and math will apply to the aggregate student population
within each subject and to each student subgroup for each of the three grade levels.

The measurable objectives are determined using the baseline percentage of proficient students statewide
from the 2001-02 school year and prorating the expected annual growth required to achieve 100% by
2013-14. The following chart identifies the measurable objectives established for Adequate Yearly

Progress.
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Subject/ School Years
Grades 01- 02- 03- 04- 05- 06- 07- 08- 09- 10- 11- (1)1
02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 10 11 12 3 14

Reading

4 65.1 | 68.0 |709 |738 |76.7 |79.6 | 826 |855 |884 |913 (942 |91
0

8 61.4 | 64.6 678 | 711 |743 | 775 |80.7 |839 |87.1 |904 93.6 9|1
0

12 429 | 47.7 524 | 572 | 619 |66.7 |715 |76.2 | 810 | 857 90.5 9|1
0

Math

4 45.7 | 50.2 548 | 593 |638 | 683 |729 | 774 |819 | 864 91.0 (9|1
0

8 333 | 389 |444 |500 |555 |611 |66.7 (722 |77.8 |833 (889 |91
0

12 241 | 304 | 36.8 |43.1 |494 |557 |621 | 684 |747 |810 (874 |9]|1
0

Graduatio | 89.9 TBD

Attendanc | 93.0

* 2004-05 will initiate a new method for determining graduation rates based on the disaggregated

tracking of o grade cohorts through to graduation. In 2005 the State will recalculate the target
graduation rate using the 20% ranking rule for graduation rates.
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CRITICAL ELEMENT

EXAMPLES FOR
MEETING REQUIREMENTS

EXAMPLES OF
NOT MEETING
REQUIREMENTS

3.2c What are the State’s
intermediate goals for
determining adequate
yearly progress?

State has established
intermediate goals that increase
in equal increments over the
period covered by the State
timeline.

e The first incremental
increase takes effect not
later than the 2004-2005
academic year.

eEach following incremental
increase occurs within
three years.

The State uses another method
for calculating intermediate goals.

The State does not include
intermediate goals in its definition
of adequate yearly progress.

STATE RESPONSE AND STATE ACTIVITIES FOR MEETING REQUIREMENTS

The State of North Dakota stipulates that the State Superintendent has established State intermediate
goals for determining adequate yearly progress that meet the provisions of ESEA section 1111. The
intermediate goals are based on the respective measurable objectives established from the 2001-02
baseline data, set forth within Principle 3.2b above. Refer to Appendix X: North Dakota Assessment
System 2001-02 Baseline Impact Data to review the State’s impact data.

The intermediate goals will be based on the respective measurable objectives for reading, mathematics,
graduation, and attendance determined independently and defined for the following years:

Step 1: 2001-02 through 2003-04 and set at the 2001-02 baseline AYP cut-point.

Step 2: 2004-05 through to 2006-07 and set at the 2004-05 measurable objective;
Step 3: 2007-08 through to 2009-10 and set at the 2008-09 measurable objective;
Step 4: 2010-11 through to 2012-13 and set at the 2010-11 measurable objective; and
Step 5: 2013-14 and set at the 2013-14 measurable objective.

The intermediate goals will be the effective AYP cut-point for all years within each respective step. The
intermediate goal will constitute the AYP cut-point upon which all school and district program

improvement identification will be made. The following chart identifies the respective intermediate goals
for each respective subject and grade level.
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Subject/ School Years

Grades | 01-02 [ 02-03 | 03-04 | 04-05 | 05-06 | 06-07 | 07-08 | 08-09 | 09-10 | 10-11 [ 11-12 | 12-13 [ 13-14
Reading
4 65.1 73.8 82.6 91.3 100.0
8 61.4 71.1 80.7 90.4 100.0
12 42.9 57.2 71.5 85.7 100.0
Math
4 45.7 59.3 72.9 86.4 100.0
8 33.3 50.0 66.7 83.3 100.0
12 24.1 43.1 62.1 81.0 100.0
Graduation | 89.9 *
Attendance | 93.0

*

2004-05 will initiate a new method for determining graduation rates based on the disaggregated

tracking of oM grade cohorts through to graduation. In 2005 the State will recalculate the target
graduation rate using the 20% ranking rule for graduation rates.
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PRINCIPLE 4. State makes annual decisions about the achievement of all public
schools and LEAs.

EXAMPLES FOR EXAMPLES OF
CRITICAL ELEMENT MEETING REQUIREMENTS NOT MEETING
REQUIREMENTS
4.1 How does the State AYP decisions for each public AYP decisions for public schools
Accountability System school and LEA are made and LEAs are not made annually.
make an annual annually.”

determination of whether
each public school and LEA
in the State made AYP?

STATE RESPONSE AND STATE ACTIVITIES FOR MEETING REQUIREMENTS

The State of North Dakota stipulates that it will conduct annual reviews of school and district achievement
data for the purposes of determining whether each public school and LEA had made AYP as provided
within ESEA section 1111.

North Dakota state law (NDCC 15.1-21-08) places responsibility with the State Superintendent for the
annual administration of State assessments that are aligned to the State’s content standards in reading
and mathematics (refer to Appendix B: North Dakota Century Code citations or reference the North
Dakota Century Code at the following web site, http://www.state.nd.us/Ir/cencode/T151C21.pdf ). State
law requires that the assessments be administered annually to at least one grade level selected within
each of the following grade spans: grades three through five; grades six through nine; and grades ten
through twelve. The North Dakota Department of Public Instruction has developed and administers
assessments at grades 4, 8, and 12 to correspond with the State’s content standards. Effective with the
2006-07 administration of adequate yearly progress, the State will conduct adequate yearly progress
determinations based on student achievement data for grades 3-8, and 11.

State law further requires that the State assessments compile aggregated results and disaggregated
results. The annual State assessments must compile student achievement data that allows for a
comparison of individual students, classrooms within a given school and school district, schools within the
district, and school districts within the state. The test scores must also allow for comparisons based on
students’ gender, ethnicity, economic status, service status (i.e., migrant, LEP, disability), and
assessment status (i.e., enrollment status and participation status), unless doing so enables the
identification of any student. (Refer to NDCC 15.1-21-08 within Appendix B: North Dakota Century
Code citations or reference the North Dakota Century Code at the following web site,
http://www.state.nd.us/Ir/cencode/T151C21.pdf ).

The State will make its annual AYP review and determinations based solely on student achievement data
generated by the annual State Assessment and on official graduation and attendance data reported to
and monitored by the State. The State will issue annual AYP status reports to all LEAs and schools
identifying each LEA’s and school’s overall performance in terms of AYP performance goals.

The State will produce all district- and school-level reports for districts and schools regarding their
respective student achievement levels. These reports will include both aggregated and disaggregated

* Decisions may be based upon several years of data and data may be averaged across grades within a
public school [§1111(b)(2)(J)].
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student achievement data. Refer to Appendix O: North Dakota School Report Card and Profile for an
illustration of the content of these student achievement profiles. Districts may use these profile reports as
the foundation for their locally produced profiles. The State-generated reports will offer quality assurances
regarding the generation of any district achievement data.

The State requires all districts to disseminate student achievement report cards and profiles to their
communities. This mandate is required as a condition of their receipt of federal funds. Refer to Appendix S:
Consolidated Application Certification and Assurances for the State assessment requirement for
receipt of federal ESEA funding. To assure compliance with this provision for the development and
dissemination of performance profiles per Title | funding, the Department will require timely and
comprehensive reports as a condition of receiving uninterrupted Title | funds. Further, evidence of these
profiles will be one of the criteria in the Department’s Title | monitoring program.

The State currently is reviewing its ESEA and accreditation monitoring policies. The State is pursuing an
amendment to its monitoring requirements that would mandate districts to produce evidence regarding
the dissemination of achievement profiles to their communities. Monitors would check for the production
and dissemination of such achievement profiles. Any failures to disseminate such profiles would be
identified as a compliance violation of the school’s and district's ESEA compliance agreement. Refer to
Appendix S: Consolidated Application Certification and Assurances for the State Assessment
requirement for receipt of federal ESEA funding. A school or district may be sanctioned for any
compliance violation of their ESEA assurances agreement.

All AYP review and determination activity will be conducted annually and completed by July of each
respective year.
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PRINCIPLE 5. All public schools and LEAs are held accountable for the
achievement of individual subgroups.

CRITICAL ELEMENT

EXAMPLES FOR
MEETING REQUIREMENTS

EXAMPLES OF
NOT MEETING REQUIREMENTS

5.1 How does the definition of
adequate yearly progress
include all the required
student subgroups?

Identifies subgroups for defining
adequate yearly progress:
economically disadvantaged,
major racial and ethnic groups,
students with disabilities, and
students with limited English
proficiency.

Provides definition and data
source of subgroups for adequate
yearly progress.

State does not disaggregate data
by each required student
subgroup.

STATE RESPONSE AND STATE ACTIVITIES FOR MEETING REQUIREMENTS

The State of North Dakota stipulates that the State’s definition of adequate yearly progress includes all
required subgroups as provided within ESEA section 1111.

State law requires that the State assessments compile aggregated results and disaggregated results. The
State assessments must compile student achievement data that allows for a comparison of individual
students, classrooms within a given school and school district, schools within the district, and school
districts within the state. The test scores must also allow for comparisons based on students’ gender,
ethnicity, economic status, service status (i.e., migrant, LEP, and disability), and assessment status (i.e.,
enrollment and participation status), unless doing so enables the identification of any student. (Refer to
NDCC 15.1-21-08 within Appendix B: North Dakota Century Code citations or reference the North
Dakota Century Code at the following web site, http://www.state.nd.us/Ir/cencode/T151C21.pdf ).

The results generated by the North Dakota State Assessment are reported in mathematics and reading
for grades 4, 8, and 12. Results are reported at the individual student, school, district, and State level.
Results are disaggregated by gender, ethnicity, disability, limited English proficiency status, migrant
status, and economic disadvantaged status. AYP determination includes consideration for ethnicity,
disability, limited English proficiency, and economic status. The following tables summarize the level of

the disaggregated reports.
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Disaggregated Levels for ND State Assessment in
Mathematics and Reading
Grades 4, 8, and 12
(** refers to AYP subgroups)

Reporting Individual School District State
Level Student

Gender

N/A * * *
Ethnicity **

N/A * * *
Disability **

N/A * * *
Limited English
Proficient ** N/A * * *
Migrant

N/A * * *

Economically
Disadvantaged ** N/A * * *

The State and its assessment contractor assume the full responsibility for generating aggregate and
disaggregated student achievement reports. Local districts do not generate these reports.

Student demographic information is gathered at the time of the assessment administration on the
individual student’s assessment demographic sheet. On this sheet the student or a school official
completes basic information about the student, including their name and other essential information. The
assessment requires completion of certain demographic and special codes that are included on the
demographic sheet and detailed for testing coordinators withinthe Te st Coor di n.Referto6 s
pages 28-31 of Appendix Q: North Dakota State Assessment, Test Coordinator’s Manual 2002-03
for a listing of the various demographic and special categories used to describe a student. These codes
are then used during the process of classifying student achievement by subgroup populations.

A central concern of any demographic collection process is the introduction of erroneous information on
the part of an individual. This is especially troublesome within an assessment system where information
can be inadvertently omitted. The State of North Dakota has established a plan to centralize student
identification information with the use of a data analysis and reporting application contracted through
TetraData Corporation. Refer to Appendix R: TetraData Data Analysis and Reporting System
Summary for an overview of the application. This application will allow the State to routinely link student
identification information statewide with the database supplied by CTB/McGraw-Hill in order to identify
and reconcile incorrect information. The use of this data linkage application will enhance the accuracy,
reliability, and speed of collecting the demographic information used to classify school, district, and State
subgroup achievement reports.

Disaggregated reports will approximate the presentation format identified with the State Report Card and
Profile. Refer to Appendix O: North Dakota State Report Card and Profile for an example of the
presentation format used to report disaggregated subgroup achievement data.

The State alone may authorize the publication of any reports regarding the State Assessment for
accountability purposes based on State Assessment data. The State’s contractor (CTB/McGraw-Hill)
produces all reports for the State Assessment. The State recognizes no other assessment reports
produced by other outside sources, including districts and schools, as authoritative regarding the State
Assessment.
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EXAMPLES FOR EXAMPLES OF

CRITICAL ELEMENT MEETING REQUIREMENTS NOT MEETING REQUIREMENTS
5.2 How are public schools Public schools and LEAs are held | State does not include student

and LEAs held accountable for student subgroup | subgroups in its State

accountable for the achievement: economically Accountability System.

progress of student disadvantaged, major ethnic and

subgroups in the racial groups, students with

determination of adequate | disabilities, and limited English

yearly progress? proficient students.

STATE RESPONSE AND STATE ACTIVITIES FOR MEETING REQUIREMENTS

The State of North Dakota stipulates that it will conduct an AYP review and determination for each school
and LEA based on the progress of student subgroups as provided within ESEA section 1111.

As identified in Principle 5.1 above, the State provides a method to identify, record, and report student
achievement for all subgroups. The State will disaggregate and hold schools and LEAs accountable for the
performance of each of the following student subgroups:

All Students
Asian/Pacific

Black

Hispanic

Native American

White

Economic disadvantaged
Limited English Proficient
Students with Disabilities

The State will determine whether each subgroup within each school and LEA achieved the annual
measurable objective, or met the “Safe Harbor” provision, and met the 95% participation rate criteria. For
a school or LEA to make AYP, every group for which a school or LEA is accountable must make AYP.
Any subgroup that makes AYP based on the safe harbor provision must also make AYP based on the
appropriate secondary indicator (i.e., graduation rate or attendance rate). The rules for statistical reliability
will apply in reviewing and determining subgroup accountability.
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CRITICAL ELEMENT

EXAMPLES FOR
MEETING REQUIREMENTS

EXAMPLES OF
NOT MEETING REQUIREMENTS

5.3 How are students with
disabilities included in the
State’s definition of
adequate yearly progress?

All students with disabilities
participate in statewide
assessments: general
assessments with or without
accommodations or an alternate
assessment based on grade level
standards for the grade in which
students are enrolled.

State demonstrates that students

The State Accountability System
or State policy excludes students
with disabilities from participating
in the statewide assessments.

State cannot demonstrate that
alternate assessments measure
grade-level standards for the
grade in which students are
enrolled.

with disabilities are fully included
in the State Accountability
System.

STATE RESPONSE AND STATE ACTIVITIES FOR MEETING REQUIREMENTS

The State of North Dakota stipulates that all students with disabilities will be included in the State’s
definition of adequate yearly progress as provided within ESEA section 1111.

State law requires that the State assessments compile aggregated results and disaggregated results. The
State assessments must compile student achievement data that allows for a comparison of classrooms
within a given school and school district, schools within the district, and school districts within the state.
The test scores must also allow for comparisons based on students’ gender, ethnicity, economic status,
service status (i.e., migrant, LEP, and disability), and assessment status (i.e., enrollment and participation
status), unless doing so enables the identification of any student. (Refer to NDCC 15.1-21-08 within
Appendix B: North Dakota Century Code citations or reference the North Dakota Century Code at the
following web site, _http://www.state.nd.us/Ir/cencode/T151C21.pdf ).

It is the policy of the Department of Public Instruction to include all students with disabilities in the North
Dakota accountability system. See enclosed Appendix U: Individualized Education Program Planning
Process, or access this document at http://www.dpi.state.nd.us/speced/quide/iep/index.shtm. The State’s
individualized education program (IEP) form (page 4), required for every student eligible under the
Individuals with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA), includes a section requiring the description of the
student’s participation in district-wide and statewide assessments. The IEP team must indicate whether
the student will participate without accommodations, with accommodations (which must be stated), or in
the Alternate Assessment. This element of the IEP is addressed by the school district as it conducts a
self-assessment in preparation for the Office of Special Education monitoring. If violations are found,
corrective actions are determined and evidence of completion is required.

The State AssessmentProgramTest Coor di nat 0-20035 (Apgendiy @)lprovid@stréry?2
limited opportunity for a school to exclude a student from participation in the State Assessment by
invalidating an assessment. Any school that proposes to invalidate a student’s test must provide written
documentation to the Department of Public Instruction stating the reason for test invalidation. The
authorizing administrator must sign the form. If a school systematically fails to include students in the
State Assessment, sanctions will be imposed. Any non-participating student or any invalidated
assessment will be included into the calculation to determine the participation rate of the school, district
and State.
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All students who participate in the North Dakota Alternate Assessment will have levels of performance

included within the State accountability system. The State Assessment Program Test Coor di nat or 6s
Manual, 2002-2003, provides guidance for use of the Alternate Assessment (Appendix Q), and in the

use of accommodations (pages 33 — 35).

As provided under pending federal regulations and allowances offered by the U.S. Department of
Education, the State may use alternate achievement standards to calculate AYP for schools and districts
for students with the most significant cognitive disabilities who take an alternate assessment. This
allowance is offered until the newly proposed regulations related to alternate assessments become
finalized. The State attests that the State’s alternate assessments and achievement standards are
aligned with North Dakota’s academic content standards and reflect qualified, professional judgment of
the highest learning standards possible for these students.

Additionally, the State acknowledges that the percentage of students identified as proficient on the
alternate assessment at the district and State levels may not exceed 1.0 percent of all students in the
grades assessed. The State stipulates that it will monitor the participation and achievement rates of
students in the alternate assessments within each district and across the State; no district or the State will
be permitted to exceed this limit. The State will calculate and monitor the overall enroliment of students,
the participation rates of students within the State Assessment, and the participation and achievement
rates of students within the Alternate Assessment.

The incorporation of an alternate assessment provision identified in federal guidance, dated May 10,
2005, affecting students with persistent cognitive disabilities, beginning with the 2004-05 school year.

On May 10, 2005, U.S. Secretary of Education Margaret Spellings announced the details of a new policy
designed to assist students with persistent cognitive disabilities to more appropriately participate in their
state assessment and accountability system. Under this policy a limited number of students with
persistent cognitive disabilities, approximating two percent, will be allowed to have the results from
alternate assessments classified as proficient when specifically based on alternate achievement
standards. This provision is a policy separate from and in addition to the current regulation that allows up
to one percent of all students being tested, i.e., those students with a significant cognitive disability, to
have the results from alternate assessments classified as proficient based on alternate achievement
standards.

Effective during the 2009-2010 academic year, the State will administer an alternate assessment for
certain students with disabilities based on modified achievement standards for the purposes of
determining adequate yearly progress and restricting any such determinations of proficient and advanced
scores to not greater than 2 percent of students assessed on the North Dakota State Assessment or as
provided by federal requlation. The North Dakota Alternate Assessment based on modified achievement
standards was administered during the state’s 2009 fall assessment administration schedule and will be
referenced for the purposes of determining adequate yearly progress results for the 2009-2010 academic
ear.

The Department of Public Instruction stipulates that it will abide by the established core principles
identified within the May 10, 2005 guidance.

1. Statewide assessment participation rates for students with disabilities, for purposes of measuring
adequate yearly progress, will remain at or above 95%. During the 2003-04 school year, the
statewide students with disabilities participation rate equaled 98.05% in reading and 97.83% in
mathematics. (Reference the following web address for the state report:
http://www.dpi.state.nd.us/dpi/reports/profile/0304/AY P State/aypstate2004.pdf.);
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2. Alternate assessments in reading/language arts and mathematics are available for students with
disabilities who are unable to participate in the regular assessment even with accommodations
(as required by the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act) and the State will report results to
the Secretary and the public based on these alternate assessments in reading/language arts and
mathematics;

3. Appropriate accommodations are available for the state assessment for students with disabilities;

4. The State stipulates that all students with disabilities will continue to be included in the state’s
assessment system. The Department of Public Instruction will cross-check that all identified
special education students will be included in the statewide assessment file, as captured on the
state’s Online Reporting System. This system also monitors special education enroliment for
payment purposes.

The Department of Public Instruction has previously submitted support data and narrative within the
state’s Consolidated Performance Report, which is available to the U.S. Department of Education, to
establish the state’s eligibility status. Following a review by the U.S. Department of Education on the
state’s eligibility status to receive this proposed provision, the Department of Public Instruction will submit
additional evidence as identified within the “Sound State Education Policies” within the May 10, 2005
guidance.
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EXAMPLES FOR EXAMPLES OF
CRITICAL ELEMENT MEETING REQUIREMENTS NOT MEETING REQUIREMENTS
5.4 How are students with All LEP student participate in LEP students are not fully
limited English proficiency | statewide assessments: general included in the State
included in the State’s assessments with or without Accountability System.
definition of adequate accommodations or a native
yearly progress? language version of the general
assessment based on grade level
standards.
State demonstrates that LEP
students are fully included in the
State Accountability System.

STATE RESPONSE AND STATE ACTIVITIES FOR MEETING REQUIREMENTS

The State of North Dakota stipulates that all limited English proficient students will be included in the
State’s definition of adequate yearly progress as provided within ESEA section 1111.

State law requires that the State assessments compile aggregated results and disaggregated results. The
State assessments must compile student achievement data that allows for a comparison of classrooms
within a given school and school district, schools within the district, and school districts within the state.
The test scores must also allow for comparisons based on students’ gender, ethnicity, economic status,
service status (i.e., migrant, LEP, and disability) and assessment status (i.e., enrollment and participation
status), unless doing so enables the identification of any student. (Refer to NDCC 15.1-21-08 within
Appendix B: North Dakota Century Code citations or reference the North Dakota Century Code at the
following web site, _http://www.state.nd.us/Ir/cencode/T151C21.pdf ).

It is the policy of the Department of Public Instruction to include all LEP students in the State Assessment
program. The State Consolidated Application (Part I-H), which was approved by the U.S. Department of
Education (see Appendix H), indicates the State’s commitment to include all students in the State
Assessment.

The School Report Card and Profile, as illustrated in Appendix O, reports LEP student achievement
against the State standards, compared with other students.

Accountability for LEP student achievement is predicated on the ability of schools and LEAs to assess all
students suspected of having limited English proficiency, to identify those meeting the federal definition of
LEP, and to record all LEP students who patrticipate in the State Assessment. The Department of Public
Instruction reconciles all discrepancies in LEP student numbers reported via the Survey of the State’s
Limited English Proficient Students and Available Educational Programs and Services compared with
State Assessment statistics and the TetraData data analysis and reporting system.

The State provides to LEP student the right to accommodations in the classroom and in the State
Assessment. Accommodations are listed in the Test Coordinator's Manual for the statewide achievement
testing program on pages 33 - 35, located in Appendix Q, and at the following website:
http://www.dpi.state.nd.us/testing/assess/testmanl.pdf. The North Dakota State Task Force on Limited
English Proficiency, convened by the Department of Public Instruction in 2000, developed guidance for
LEP students and state content standards. During the 2002-2003 school year, the Task Force will further
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refine the guidance for limited English proficient students and statewide achievement testing. This will be
provided to schools and districts, along with specific accommodations for the levels of English language
proficiency. See Appendix H: North Dakota State ESEA Consolidated Application for further
discussion of accommodations.

The incorporation of federal guidance regarding the assessment of new limited English proficient (LEP)
students and the extended classification of LEP students for two years beyond program status for the
purposes of determining adequate yearly progress.

On February 20, 2004, the U.S. Department of Education released guidance regarding the assessment of
new LEP students and the inclusion of new LEP students within the State’s accountability system. This
guidance acknowledges that teachers need sufficient time with their students to provide high-quality
instruction before it is appropriate to hold a particular school accountable. The following provisions are
limited by federal regulation and restricted only to those LEP students who are newly arrived to the United
States within the allowance of the current instructional year. Any LEP student identified outside this
restricted definition of “new” will be covered by provisions of the current State Accountability Workbook.
The following provisions apply.

a. Definition of first year of enroliment. A “new” LEP student is understood as any student who has arrived
in the United States and whose direct instruction is initiated and conducted within the course of the
current school year. Under the State’s accountability plan for schools and districts, within the limits of
federal regulation, only those students who have been under the direct instruction of a school since the
beginning of the school year will be included in the determination of adequate yearly progress under the
assessment provisions outlined in subsection b below. The designation of entry into the United States is
recorded within the LEP record of the pupil membership file on the State’s Online Reporting System.

b. Assessing new limited English proficient students. For purposes of participation in the State
assessment system, LEP students, during their first year of enrollment in U.S. schools, must take an
English proficiency assessment, as provided within Section 1111(b)(7) of the Act, and may participate in
the reading/language arts assessment, as provided within Section 1111(b)(3) of the Act. The assessment
results of first-year LEP students who take the reading/language arts assessment will not be included in
determining adequate yearly progress for achievement,. New LEP students who take the English
language proficiency asses