Appendix J


North Dakota
Annual Evaluation Plan

The State of North Dakota assures that, if approved, we will cooperate with the USDE evaluation of the Differentiated Accountability Model. We further assure that we will maintain a state mechanism for evaluating our proposal which will include the following areas:

Does the state describe how it will annually evaluate the implementation and outcomes of the proposed model? Is the data collection plan clear and achievable (and what is the evidence of that)?

In the spring of each year the State of North Dakota releases its AYP data. This data will be thoroughly reviewed for accuracy by the state department, school districts, and individual schools. After the data becomes public, the State Title I office will review the number of newly identified program improvement schools as well as those that have been previously identified. This is also an opportune time for the state to review and address the strengths and weaknesses of the proposed system.
Does the state include a description of the criteria it will use to evaluate the appropriateness and effectiveness of the proposed model and how it will analyze the effects of differentiating accountability on student achievement and school reform?

The state will utilize its extensive Statewide System of Support (SSOS) to review and evaluate the effectiveness of the proposed model. For additional information on our SSOS for schools in the comprehensive classification, please refer to Appendix E. In addition, the North Dakota Title I School Support Team will also provide technical assistance to those schools that have not made AYP for multiple years and are in the restructuring phase. The Title I School Support Team will assist in analyzing the effects of the Differentiated Accountability Model, both positive and negative, and develop a plan for improvement. 

Does the state evaluation plan provide for data analyses on how the proposed model would affect the identification of student groups, schools, and school districts as compared with the current system?

The NDSA is administered in the fall each year and AYP is calculated in the spring. The timeliness of these reports and data compilation fits nicely with our proposed model. Our proposed plan includes a thorough review of AYP data. Please reference Appendix H for further illustration on how the proposed model affects the identification of student groups, schools, and school districts for improvement compared to the current system under NCLB.
Does the state evaluation plan include a review of the identifications of schools and school districts under the differentiated accountability model as compared to school and school district identification for improvement in accordance with current statute and regulations? Does the evaluation plan also include a review of student achievement for schools in each category and phase of improvement under the differentiated accountability model?

The NDDPI’s proposed Differentiated Accountability Model phases of improvement do not differ significantly from those under the NCLB system. Although the phases are the same, there are one of two different classifications in which schools would be identified Appendix A. The state assures that there is a system in place to compare the achievement and progress between each of the classifications and phases for improvement.
Does the state include a plan to review school districts’ capacity to implement the substantive and comprehensive intervention for the lowest-performing schools?

The state will annually review the proposed Differentiated Accountability Model to ensure quality programming, implementation, and technical assistance at the state and district level. Capacity for interventions and implementation will also be reviewed. In addition, the state will utilize its extensive Statewide System of Support (SSOS) to review and evaluate the effectiveness of the proposed model. For additional information on our SSOS for schools in the comprehensive classification, please refer to Appendix E.
