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	PART I - ELIGIBILITY CERTIFICATION 


The signatures on the first page of this application certify that each of the statements below concerning the school‘s eligibility and compliance with U.S. Department of Education, Office for Civil Rights (OCR) requirements is true and correct.  

1.      The school has some configuration that includes one or more of grades K-12.  (Schools on the same campus with one principal, even K-12 schools, must apply as an entire school.) 

2.      The school has made adequate yearly progress each year for the past two years and has not been identified by the state as “persistently dangerous” within the last two years.    

3.      To meet final eligibility, the school must meet the state’s Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) requirement in the 2009-2010 school year. AYP must be certified by the state and all appeals resolved at least two weeks before the awards ceremony for the school to receive the award.    

4.      If the school includes grades 7 or higher, the school must have foreign language as a part of its curriculum and a significant number of students in grades 7 and higher must take the course.    

5.      The school has been in existence for five full years, that is, from at least September 2003. 

6.      The nominated school has not received the Blue Ribbon Schools award in the past five years, 2005, 2006, 2007, 2008 or 2009.    

7.      The nominated school or district is not refusing OCR access to information necessary to investigate a civil rights complaint or to conduct a district-wide compliance review. 

8.      OCR has not issued a violation letter of findings to the school district concluding that the nominated school or the district as a whole has violated one or more of the civil rights statutes. A violation letter of findings will not be considered outstanding if OCR has accepted a corrective action plan from the district to remedy the violation. 

9.      The U.S. Department of Justice does not have a pending suit alleging that the nominated school or the school district as a whole has violated one or more of the civil rights statutes or the Constitution‘s equal protection clause. 

10.      There are no findings of violations of the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act in a U.S. Department of Education monitoring report that apply to the school or school district in question; or if there are such findings, the state or district has corrected, or agreed to correct, the findings. 

  

	PART II - DEMOGRAPHIC DATA 


All data are the most recent year available. 
DISTRICT (Questions 1-2 not applicable to private schools) 

	Does not apply to private schools 


 

SCHOOL (To be completed by all schools) 

3.    Category that best describes the area where the school is located:
       
       [    ] Urban or large central city 
       [    ] Suburban school with characteristics typical of an urban area 
       [ X ] Suburban 
       [    ] Small city or town in a rural area 
       [    ] Rural 
4.       1    Number of years the principal has been in her/his position at this school. 

5.    Number of students as of October 1 enrolled at each grade level or its equivalent in applying school only: 

	Grade
	# of Males
	# of Females
	Grade Total
	 
	Grade
	# of Males
	# of Females
	Grade Total

	PreK
	11
	9
	20
	 
	6
	7
	19
	26

	K
	7
	11
	18
	 
	7
	10
	8
	18

	1
	17
	14
	31
	 
	8
	8
	9
	17

	2
	5
	10
	15
	 
	9
	
	
	0

	3
	9
	15
	24
	 
	10
	
	
	0

	4
	11
	16
	27
	 
	11
	
	
	0

	5
	13
	18
	31
	 
	12
	
	
	0

	 
	TOTAL STUDENTS IN THE APPLYING SCHOOL
	227


  

	6.    Racial/ethnic composition of the school:
	0 
	% American Indian or Alaska Native

	
	4 
	% Asian

	
	2 
	% Black or African American

	
	5 
	% Hispanic or Latino

	
	0 
	% Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander

	
	88 
	% White

	
	1 
	% Two or more races

	
	100
	% Total


Only the seven standard categories should be used in reporting the racial/ethnic composition of your school. The final Guidance on Maintaining, Collecting, and Reporting Racial and Ethnic data to the U.S. Department of Education published in the October 19, 2007 Federal Register provides definitions for each of the seven categories. 

7.    Student turnover, or mobility rate, during the past year:    2   % 

This rate is calculated using the grid below.  The answer to (6) is the mobility rate. 

	(1)
	Number of students who transferred to the school after October 1 until the
end of the year.
	1

	(2)
	Number of students who transferred from the school after October 1 until the end of the year.
	4

	(3)
	Total of all transferred students [sum of rows (1) and (2)].
	5

	(4)
	Total number of students in the school as of October 1.
	230

	(5)
	Total transferred students in row (3)
divided by total students in row (4).
	0.022

	(6)
	Amount in row (5) multiplied by 100.
	2.174


 

8.    Limited English proficient students in the school:     2   % 

Total number limited English proficient     4    
Number of languages represented:    2   
Specify languages: 

Swahili, Arabic
9.    Students eligible for free/reduced-priced meals:    7   % 

                         Total number students who qualify:     16    

If this method does not produce an accurate estimate of the percentage of students from low-income families, or the school does not participate in the free and reduced-price school meals program, specify a more accurate estimate, tell why the school chose it, and explain how it arrived at this estimate. 
The numbers listed above represent the number of students who have applied and qualified for scholarship based upon financial need, determined by the Princeton Plan.

10.  Students receiving special education services:     17   % 

       Total Number of Students Served:     38    

Indicate below the number of students with disabilities according to conditions designated in the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act.  Do not add additional categories.
	
	0 
	Autism
	0 
	Orthopedic Impairment

	
	0 
	Deafness
	16 
	Other Health Impaired

	
	0 
	Deaf-Blindness
	3 
	Specific Learning Disability

	
	1 
	Emotional Disturbance
	13 
	Speech or Language Impairment

	
	1 
	Hearing Impairment
	0 
	Traumatic Brain Injury

	
	0 
	Mental Retardation
	0 
	Visual Impairment Including Blindness

	
	4 
	Multiple Disabilities
	0 
	Developmentally Delayed


 

11.     Indicate number of full-time and part-time staff members in each of the categories below: 

	
	
	Number of Staff

	
	
	Full-Time
	
	Part-Time

	
	Administrator(s) 
	1 
	
	1 

	
	Classroom teachers 
	14 
	
	0 

	
	Special resource teachers/specialists
	7 
	
	1 

	
	Paraprofessionals
	3 
	
	0 

	
	Support staff
	2 
	
	0 

	
	Total number
	27 
	
	2 


 

12.     Average school student-classroom teacher ratio, that is, the number of students in the school divided by the Full Time Equivalent of classroom teachers, e.g., 22:1    16    :1 

  

13.  Show the attendance patterns of teachers and students as a percentage. Only middle and high schools need to supply dropout rates. Briefly explain in the Notes section any attendance rates under 95%, teacher turnover rates over 12%, or student dropout rates over 5%.
	 
	2008-2009
	2007-2008
	2006-2007
	2005-2006
	2004-2005

	Daily student attendance 
	98%
	98%
	97%
	99%
	98%

	Daily teacher attendance 
	98%
	99%
	99%
	99%
	99%

	Teacher turnover rate 
	5%
	0%
	5%
	5%
	5%

	Student dropout rate 
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%


Please provide all explanations below. 

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

Show what the students who graduated in Spring 2009 are doing as of the Fall 2009.  

	Graduating class size 
	
	

	Enrolled in a 4-year college or university 
	
	%

	Enrolled in a community college 
	
	%

	Enrolled in vocational training 
	
	%

	Found employment 
	
	%

	Military service 
	
	%

	Other (travel, staying home, etc.) 
	
	%

	Unknown 
	
	%

	Total 
	
	%


  

	PART III - SUMMARY 


St. Mary’s School is a pre-Kindergarten through 8th grade parochial school in the Catholic Diocese of Knoxville serving approximately 230 students. It was established in 1950 with a vision to provide an education based on strong academics within the faith community of the parish church. From its inception, the Dominican Sisters of St. Cecilia Congregation have administered the school and provided members to teach alongside a dedicated lay faculty. The school has full accreditation in AdvancEd/SACS, the Diocese of Knoxville, and the state of Tennessee. St. Mary’s is the only Catholic school in the city of Oak Ridge, whose economy is based largely on U.S. Department of Energy facilities and their subcontractors. Oak Ridge, once dubbed the “Secret City,” was established during World War II to be part of the Manhattan Project.

The mission of the school, which permeates every aspect of education, is to unite the students, families, teachers, and parish “to provide a Catholic education in a Christ-centered environment, dedicated to academic excellence and promoting truth and charity in service to God and others.” This mission is sustained by an active Home and School Association. The parish supports the school through a subsidy for its families that covers between 30-40 percent of the cost of attendance.

The faculty shares a set of beliefs about teaching and learning that sets the school apart from other schools and guides daily instruction. The teachers believe that students have the right to learn in a positive environment that honors their differences and encourages their individuality. The school accepts students from all backgrounds and ability levels and developed a Learning Lab program two years ago that provides remediation and enrichment to students on a short or long-term basis. The school offers full inclusion for students with special needs. The curriculum is enriched by the fine arts, foreign language, physical education, and technology.

St. Mary’s offers an academic program in which all students are actively involved in critical thinking, problem-solving, and producing quality work. For example, all students have the opportunity to use a hands-on approach to learning science content. The school built two science labs almost nine years ago to support this approach. Two years ago, the school developed a middle school project-based learning program that focuses on extending subject area content. This supports different learning styles and uses higher order thinking skills. The school also offers many extracurricular activities that promote problem-solving and an appreciation of the arts. These include Chess Club, Math Counts, yearbook, Art Club, Clay/Pottery Wheel classes, Choir, Orchestra, Irish dancing, and a variety of sports teams.

The faculty believe that high achievement requires high expectations, and student potential is maximized when teachers work collaboratively. Five years ago the faculty worked together to map and align the curriculum for all subject areas. Consequently, teachers developed a better understanding of how their instruction fit into the learning continuum. The school also began two years ago having quarterly grade-level meetings to review individual student progress. This team-based approach to instruction draws on the combined experience of the teachers.

The teachers believe that students come to understand their relationship to the community through opportunities to live out their faith and to share their time and talents with others. In addition to serving as readers and altar servers at Mass, students also participate in frequent service projects. These include: designing and constructing entries for the annual Fantasy of Trees to benefit an area children’s hospital; the Giving Tree gifts for local children living in poverty; the Silver Coin Challenge to support Toys for Tots; parish food pantry food drives; Operation Rice Bowl to support Catholic Relief Services; and many other projects that occur throughout the year.

  

	PART IV - INDICATORS OF ACADEMIC SUCCESS 


1.      Assessment Results:  

Each spring students in grades 1 through 8 at St. Mary’s School take the Iowa Test of Basic Skills (ITBS) and the Cognitive Achievement Test (CogAT). The school tests all students in all subtests of the ITBS and tests grades 3, 5, and 7 in the CogAT. These results are used to review individual student progress, teacher effectiveness, and the effectiveness of the overall school instructional program. The school receives data on each student’s national percentile rank (NPR) and their local percentile rank (LPR), which compares data with other students within the diocese. Test results are usually received at the end of the school year and are reviewed by the faculty and administration during post-planning days. These results are mailed home to parents with the final report card of the year. Data are maintained on each class from year to year to monitor each class’s individual gains over time. These gains remain steady across the span of time these students attend the school.

Over the last five years, test results show relatively consistent results. The range of scores over this period is usually about 5-7 points for both reading and math at all grade levels. The school credits some of this success to low teacher turnover and strong communication between grade levels in regard to student strengths and weaknesses. One teacher is often able to pick up where the last one left off. This continuity helps with maintaining student progress.

In the last few years, the school has restructured its resource program to enable the admission of more students with specific learning disabilities and other health impairments. Because these students are assessed as part of the general student population, using the same assessment, there has been a drop in grade level averages as a result. Most individual scores remain constant. However, the teachers are pleased to see that these students are progressing well with their peers and continue to make gains. Currently there are three classes that have a higher number of students with special needs compared to other grade levels within the school. These classes score lower than typical for the rest of the school but remain in the 90th school percentile. The number of students in these classes remains below 10, so the school does not publish disaggregated data on this subgroup; however, their progress is monitored internally.

In the 2008-2009 school year, results show all classes performing above grade level and continuing an upward trend. The 8th graders tested in this year scored at the 73rd percentile in math and the 85th percentile in reading. While these scores are lower than typical for an 8th grade class, they remain above the 90th school percentile for the ITBS. This current 8th grade class scored at the composite/grade equivalency level of 13+ in 2008, 13+ in 7th grade, 11.5 in 6th grade, 10.2 in 5th grade, and 8.0 in 4th grade.

In reviewing composite/grade equivalency scores for all students in 2008, it is evident that students are consistently at least 1-2 years above grade equivalency. The 1st grade scored at 2.9, and the 2nd grade scored at 3.6. The gains increased in the intermediate grades with the 3rd grade scoring at 5.7, and the 4th grade scoring at 7.6. Progress increases further in middle school. The 5th grade scored 9.0, and the 6th grade scored 10.5. The 7th grade scored at 12.7.

These composite scores reflect all tested areas of the ITBS. The composite NPRs for grades 1-8 range between the 81st and 94th percentile. St. Mary's students remain consistently above average.

2.      Using Assessment Results:  

Teachers use a three-tiered assessment system—which includes progress monitoring and formative and summative assessment—to guide analysis of student performance. Some of the progress-monitoring methods are formal, such as Accelerated Reader and subject area quizzes, homework, labs, and projects. Other progress-monitoring methods are informal, such as observation, hands-on class work, and class participation. Teachers employ the formative assessment methods of standardized unit tests, STAR Reading analyses, and STAR Early Literacy tests. Harcourt Math and Scott-Foresman Reading Street provide benchmark testing tools that allow for diagnostic information. Formative data are collected regularly within each quarter. Annual summative assessment includes the ITBS norm-referenced tests for 1st through 8th grade and final/exit exams in the middle school.

Progress-monitoring data are evaluated immediately to gauge student readiness for new material. Formative assessment data are used to identify common areas of student strengths and weaknesses and to assess the effectiveness of instructional methods. In addition, formative assessment results help teachers determine if interventions are working or need modification. The STAR programs provide quarterly evaluation of overall reading ability and foundational literacy skills and measure progress over time. These assessments also provide diagnostic strategies and are early indicators of student performance on the ITBS.

Sharing of student assessment results among teachers happens at grade-level meetings, allowing teachers to conference about observed student performance and share formative assessment results and successful instructional practices. This also provides an opportunity to discuss the effectiveness of current student interventions and address modifications as needed.

At the end of the year, ITBS results, STAR Reading and STAR Early Literacy data, and finalized formative assessment records for reading and math are used to evaluate student progress and instructional effectiveness and indicate areas where support is needed, even for students who do not qualify for resource services. Longitudinal growth analyses are also conducted to determine changes in student performance and to establish goals for improvement.

3.      Communicating Assessment Results:  

Communication of student performance occurs in a variety of ways. Students receive regular feedback through direct observation of in-class performance and grades. Results from assessments are sent home throughout the quarter. Homeroom teachers send home weekly folders to ensure that student work is seen by parents in a timely manner. The school also has an online portal for parents called ParentsWeb—part of the RenWeb database management system—that offers dynamic access to teacher gradebooks and assignments. The frequent progress updates give families and students opportunities to employ interventions early and as frequently as necessary. At midterm, teachers provide a progress report. Accelerated Reader results are sent home with progress reports and report cards and are also available online to families and teachers. Teachers have been trained in interpreting data from STAR Reading/Early Literacy and the ITBS in order to be able to clearly discuss results with students and parents.

Although formal parent/teacher conferences are scheduled in the fall, parents are encouraged to schedule conferences with teachers throughout the school year to discuss student performance. At the end of each term, teachers post report cards to ParentsWeb, which include grades and comments for each subject area. STAR test results and guides to interpreting scores are sent home quarterly. These assessments also provide diagnostic strategies for teachers and families and are early indicators of student performance on the ITBS standardized tests. At the end of the year, individual student ITBS data are shared with parents along with an interpretation of the scores.

Summarized ITBS data are shared with the School Board and are published in the Annual Report, which is distributed to St. Mary’s parishioners, school parents, grandparents, employees, and alumni. School publications such as the weekly Blue Notes and the bi-annual newsletter, Vision, announce both academic and non-academic student achievement. Area publications such as The Oak Ridger and The Knoxville News Sentinel also highlight student achievement.

4.      Sharing Success:  

Student performance and school effectiveness are publicized in various ways. The weekly Blue Notes announces academic and non-academic student achievement along with progress of the school improvement process. This document is available to families online via ParentsWeb and to the general public through its website. The development director works to highlight student achievement in The Oak Ridger, The Oak Ridge Observer, and The Knoxville News-Sentinel, in addition to the Annual Report and the bi-annual newsletter, Vision, which are sent to over 2,000 alumni, benefactors, and current families. School successes are also publicized in the St. Mary’s Church bulletin to ensure that parishioners of the church—all of whom support the school financially to some degree—are aware of the high-quality work taking place within the school. Summarized ITBS and survey data and the school profile are shared with the school board each year.

To share successes at a school-system level, the school submits articles to the East Tennessee Catholic newspaper, which is received by schools, churches, and individual parishioners throughout the diocese. St. Mary’s was also instrumental in helping the Diocese of Knoxville develop and write the diocesan curriculum, which is used throughout the school system. The current diocesan curriculum coordinator is a teacher at St. Mary's.

As a result of the students' frequent awards at the Southern Appalachian Science and Engineering Fair, one faculty member has been asked to serve on their board in order to share experience and provide support to other schools. Another faculty member serves as a SACS accreditation facilitator, serving in area schools as part of their quality assurance review teams.

Next year marks the 60th anniversary of the school, and several major events are in the works to promote the continued success of St. Mary’s. The award of Blue Ribbon School status would mark the pinnacle of the school's academic achievement and would be in itself a significant reason for celebration.

  

	PART V - CURRICULUM AND INSTRUCTION 


1.      Curriculum:  

All students at St. Mary’s School receive instruction in the following areas: religion, language arts, reading, math, science, social studies, Spanish language, art, music, library, technology, and physical education. The school is in full compliance with the Blue Ribbon foreign language requirement, as described below. Instruction is based on a fully aligned and articulated curriculum that was written by the Catholic Diocese of Knoxville to ensure that all content areas as defined by state standards are covered in age-appropriate ways.

Moral development is a key component of the school’s mission and vision. In addition to daily formal religious instruction in the Catholic faith, students are provided many “faith-in-action” experiences, which enable them to experience serving others in the spirit of charity. Older and younger students join together for a “class buddy” program to work on service projects. Canned good drives are held periodically to help stock community food banks when stores become low. Participation in the Catholic liturgy of the Mass enables students to serve the parish community. A school-wide program in living the virtues was begun in 2008-2009.

Language arts instruction includes grammar/writing and reading/literature. In the primary grades, reading instruction focuses on both learning how to read and how to comprehend what is being read. As students progress in the intermediate and middle grades, the focus shifts to more critical and varied reading in a variety of genres. Instruction includes whole class instruction and guided practice, small group application of skills, and some individualized instruction.

Math instruction is provided in a whole class setting using research-based methods that help students move from concrete to representative to abstract understandings in mathematics. Manipulatives and technology are utilized as tools within the classroom to enhance instruction for all students. Math classes also carry out authentic projects involving collecting data, estimating, calculating, drawing conclusions, and making decisions. At present, grade level and advanced math courses are available to students in grades 5 through 8.

Science instruction provides a real-world context to learning. In addition to whole class textbook instruction, the science curriculum includes hands-on lab work and projects for all students that utilize the primary and middle school science labs. Students conduct experiments, engage in long-term research, and take field trips to investigate natural settings, pollution problems, and labs in a nearby hospital. The third grade manages the recycling program for the entire school.

In social studies, the primary grades focus on topics that relate to their place within the community and an understanding of how government works on behalf of its citizens. Beginning in fourth grade, social studies takes on a historical context, which is continued in fifth grade. Sixth grade studies ancient world history, and seventh grade focuses on world geography. Eighth grade studies early American history. To supplement whole class instruction, students also conduct opinion surveys, prepare group reports that teach the rest of the class, go on field trips to local places of interest, invite area leaders to visit, and role-play famous events.

Every student receives weekly foreign language instruction. 7th and 8th grade students attend four 45-minute classes a week. Within the program, the Spanish language is learned, grammar is understood in the context of a second language, and cultural awareness is heightened. In these ways foreign language also becomes a vehicle for religion, social studies, and language arts instruction.

The academic curriculum is enriched by a study of the fine arts, physical education, and technology. To this end, students attend weekly classes in music, art, library, physical education, and technology. Cross-curricular instruction is also a frequent component of the educational experience at St. Mary's, which reflects the interdisciplinary nature of life outside of school. Whenever possible, special area teachers work collaboratively with classroom teachers.

2a. (Elementary Schools) Reading:
(This question is for elementary schools only) 

The school uses the Scott-Foresman Reading Street series for elementary reading instruction. Prentice-Hall Timeless Voices, Timeless Themes is used at the middle school level. Both series use high-quality, age-appropriate literature in a variety of genres. Consistent use of the same publishers in the elementary and middle school grades supports classroom instruction by providing common instructional language and assessment resources. Both programs utilize a guided reading approach that provides explicit instruction in reading comprehension strategies and how to apply them. They also allow for differentiation and include publisher support materials, which are used to provide students with different means for demonstrating subject knowledge.

The school has also integrated technology into the reading program. Reading Street has technology components that address reading, vocabulary, and phonics to monitor student progress and to provide alternate instructional methods to reach a variety of learning styles. McGraw-Hill Adventures with Buggles offers interactive phonics practice. Accelerated Reader (AR) is fully integrated within the school’s reading/literature programs. Students are required to read books within their identified instructional reading level, which is maintained for their reference on their library cards. Levels are evaluated frequently using STAR Reading and AR test results to ensure that students are reaching their maximum independent reading potential. The librarian takes an active role in supporting the classroom reading programs.

ITBS scores in reading reflect steady gains at all grade levels, with most classes demonstrating at least 1.5 grade levels higher than their actual grade level. Individual student progress in reading is assessed through STAR Reading quarterly. Students who fall below the 50th percentile receive targeted instruction in reading to help maximize their progress. Intensive intervention is available for students who are not performing at grade level, including use of the multi-sensory educational software program, My Reading Coach. The ITBS assesses students on vocabulary, reading comprehension, word analysis, listening, usage, and mechanics. Student performance in all of these areas remains consistent.

3.      Additional Curriculum Area:  

Oak Ridge is a center of science and technology for the nation. St. Mary’s reflects this by offering a challenging science curriculum with many opportunities for active student involvement. The school-wide science curriculum includes hands-on lab work, projects, and experiments using the scientific method. The elementary science lab, the only one in the city and school system, places children in activity-based science where scientific experimentation, observation, and classification occur all of the time.

Middle school students participate in a six-month science fair project during which they work with teachers to develop ideas, design experiments, and process data for the final evaluation of the project at the science fair. Students who win at the fair demonstrate their skills and compete in the Southern Appalachian Science and Engineering Fair, where St. Mary’s has produced the Junior Grand Champion in eight out of the last ten years. Most students who compete earn ribbons and acknowledgment from the area scientific community for the quality of their research. Each year St. Mary’s is invited to visit the Spallation Neutron Source facility in Oak Ridge in recognition of the school’s commitment to the study of science.

Annually, fifth through eighth grades visit Wesley Woods, an area environmental science camp, to utilize its natural setting as a classroom to study stream ecology, orienteering, East Tennessee history, raptor study, and cave formation. Team-building experiences at camp also increase the students’ abilities to work cooperatively and to succeed as members of a team, which is integral to the school’s mission.

Middle school students can participate in a summer ATBI (All-Taxa Biodiversity Inventory) science program with researchers from the Great Smoky Mountains National Park who classify flora and fauna in the region. The middle school science teacher has been published in Science Scope for her students' ATBI work and was named Biodiversity Educator of the Year by Discover Life in America. Primary students can also attend a hands-on science camp each summer.

4.      Instructional Methods:  

The school's curriculum reflects a commitment to equity of instruction and an appreciation of academic diversity. With this in mind, teachers use research-based strategies for differentiated instruction and assessment. Teachers are guided by the student-centered principles of best practice, which draw upon students’ interests and questions. Whenever possible, teachers provide learning opportunities that are experiential and collaborative, such as cross-curricular units, group discussions, and peer conferencing. In cooperative learning children are mixed heterogeneously to provide a sense of community and to promote learning. These strategies help to support students with special needs within the general classroom for most academic areas. Individualized or small group instruction is provided for students who need to work at a different pace in order to be successful in their grade-level curriculum. Currently there are students who receive this level of instruction for both remediation and enrichment in reading and/or math.

In the general classroom, teachers utilize different progress monitoring methods to make decisions about student learning needs and the effectiveness of teaching techniques. Scaffolding and appropriate interventions are applied as needed to give children equal opportunities for success. To this end, teachers use materials provided by textbook publishers, as well as technological resources, to provide differentiated instruction. Assessment is frequent and comprehensive to ensure that student needs are identified and the success of interventions is evaluated in a timely manner. Formal quarterly grade-level meetings ensure that this process is systematic.

Grade-level and advanced math courses are available to students in grades 5 through 8. In addition, all teachers offer assistance to any student who is having difficulties. This support takes the form of additional practice, alternative assessment, and tutorial sessions before and after school. Enrichment work is also provided for students who are working above grade level.

5.      Professional Development:  

The school promotes an active involvement in professional development. Orientation programs are provided to new faculty members. Each year faculty members complete a professional goal sheet and then meet with the principal to review the goals and how to pursue them. These goals are reviewed at mid-year and at year end. In addition, teachers who want to earn university credit and/or an advanced degree are reimbursed for 75% of their tuition.

Ways to improve student learning are the thrust of professional development activities. On-site technology workshops offer teachers ways to improve productivity and to integrate new methods of presenting material and involving students in their own learning process. Professional development targeting student learning occurs through active involvement in school-system level meetings on curriculum and instruction. Professional development also occurs when new textbook series are adopted. Individual faculty members have attended professional development workshops on improving student math computation and writing skills and have implemented new techniques to support past school improvement goals. Resource teachers attend training and collaborate with Oak Ridge City Schools to implement interventions for student learning. Teachers have been trained to analyze the data provided by internal assessment tools and how to implement student performance interventions as necessary. They have also been trained to evaluate the results of summative student performance data.  

After attending professional development workshops, faculty members complete an evaluation form to identify the strategies and the support they would need for implementation. To enhance collaboration, the principal schedules quarterly professional development meetings that focus on improving student learning through the sharing of ideas and successful practices and techniques. In addition, time is set aside at faculty meetings for those who have attended workshops or taken course work to share their ideas formally and informally with the faculty.

6.      School Leadership:  

The school administration consists of the principal, vice principal, and parish pastor. Although the pastor has the ultimate oversight over all church and school operations, the principal is the person primarily responsible for the school’s administration. To ensure support for student learning, the principal meets weekly with the pastor and monthly with the School Board and parish Finance Board to make sure resources are available to provide the staff and instructional materials required for maximum learning for all students. The principal also reviews student-teacher ratios to make certain they are in compliance with the state of Tennessee.

To ensure equity for all students, the school principal recognizes that the evaluation of school effectiveness and student performance must be systematic and data-informed. Teachers are expected to use varied assessment tools to monitor student learning. Progress monitoring happens daily within the classroom. In addition, formal formative assessments are used to measure student learning and to identify the need for, or the success of, student interventions. The principal, grade-level faculty, and resource meet quarterly to discuss student progress, formative assessment results, and student support needs. The principal annually reviews ITBS scores as a measure of individual teacher effectiveness and overall school performance and to identify areas of student achievement and instructional effectiveness needing improvement. In addition, the school has implemented a web-based lesson planning system that is monitored by the principal and reflects the use of state standards. Teachers’ effective use of instructional time is assessed and enhanced by regular administrative observations and evaluations.

The principal oversees the maintenance of a productive instructional environment. There are master schedules in place and policies regarding contact with teachers during school, visitors, intercom interruptions, and phone calls. There are also clear policies regarding excused/unexcused absences and late arrivals. The principal ensures that school special event schedules are varied and communicated in advance to minimize the impact on instructional time.

  

	PART VI - PRIVATE SCHOOL ADDENDUM 


1.      Private school association:    Catholic    
2.      Does the school have nonprofit, tax exempt (501(c)(3)) status?    Yes    X     No       

3.      What are the 2009-2010 tuition rates, by grade? (Do not include room, board, or fees.) 

	
	$5735
K
	
	$5735
1st
	
	$5735
2nd
	
	$5735
3rd
	
	$5735
4th
	
	$5735
5th

	
	 

	
	$5735
6th
	
	$5735
7th
	
	$5735
8th
	
	$0
9th
	
	$0
10th
	
	$0
11th

	
	 

	
	$0
12th
	
	$0
Other
	
	 
	
	 
	
	 
	
	 


 

4.      What is the educational cost per student?  $   6206          (School budget divided by enrollment) 

5.      What is the average financial aid per student?  $   2020    

6.      What percentage of the annual budget is devoted to scholarship assistance and/or tuition reduction?          32   % 

7.      What percentage of the student body receives scholarship assistance, including tuition reduction?          73   % 

  

	PART VII - ASSESSMENT RESULTS 


ASSESSMENTS REFERENCED AGAINST NATIONAL NORMS 
	Subject:  Mathematics  
	Grade:  1  
	Test:  ITBS  

	Edition/Publication Year:  Form A/Spring 2000  
	Publisher:  Riverside Publishing  

	Scores are reported here as: Percentiles 


		2008-2009

	2007-2008

	2006-2007

	2005-2006

	2004-2005


	 Testing month 

	Mar

	Mar

	Mar

	Mar

	Mar


	SCHOOL SCORES

	Average Score 

	88

	85

	93

	91

	89


	Number of students tested 

	17

	26

	27

	30

	29


	Percent of total students tested 

	100

	100

	100

	100

	100


	Number of students alternatively assessed 

	0

	0

	0

	0

	0


	Percent of students alternatively assessed 

	0

	0

	0

	0

	0


	SUBGROUP SCORES

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

	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	2. African American Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	3. Hispanic or Latino Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	4. Special Education Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	5. Limited English Proficient Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	6. Largest Other Subgroup 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					

	

	If the reports use scaled scores, provide the national mean score and standard deviation for the test.

	 

2008-2009

2007-2008

2006-2007

2005-2006

2004-2005

NATIONAL MEAN SCORE 

NATIONAL STANDARD DEVIATION 



	Notes:   

There are less than 10 students in these subgroups, so these numbers have not been disaggregated.



 

	Subject:  Reading  
	Grade:  1  
	Test:  ITBS  

	Edition/Publication Year:  Form A/Spring 2000  
	Publisher:  Riverside Publishing  

	Scores are reported here as: Percentiles 


		2008-2009

	2007-2008

	2006-2007

	2005-2006

	2004-2005


	 Testing month 

	Mar

	Mar

	Mar

	Mar

	Mar


	SCHOOL SCORES

	Average Score 

	96

	95

	95

	95

	89


	Number of students tested 

	17

	26

	27

	30

	29


	Percent of total students tested 

	100

	100

	100

	100

	100


	Number of students alternatively assessed 

	0

	0

	0

	0

	0


	Percent of students alternatively assessed 

	0

	0

	0

	0

	0


	SUBGROUP SCORES

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

	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	2. African American Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	3. Hispanic or Latino Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	4. Special Education Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	5. Limited English Proficient Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	6. Largest Other Subgroup 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					

	

	If the reports use scaled scores, provide the national mean score and standard deviation for the test.

	 

2008-2009

2007-2008

2006-2007

2005-2006

2004-2005

NATIONAL MEAN SCORE 

NATIONAL STANDARD DEVIATION 



	Notes:   

There are less than 10 students in these subgroups, so these numbers have not been disaggregated.



 

	Subject:  Mathematics  
	Grade:  2  
	Test:  ITBS  

	Edition/Publication Year:  Form A/Spring 2000  
	Publisher:  Riverside Publishing  

	Scores are reported here as: Percentiles 


		2008-2009

	2007-2008

	2006-2007

	2005-2006

	2004-2005


	 Testing month 

	Mar

	Mar

	Mar

	Mar

	Mar


	SCHOOL SCORES

	Average Score 

	72

	77

	78

	84

	82


	Number of students tested 

	22

	22

	30

	23

	17


	Percent of total students tested 

	100

	100

	100

	100

	100


	Number of students alternatively assessed 

	0

	0

	0

	0

	0


	Percent of students alternatively assessed 

	0

	0

	0

	0

	0


	SUBGROUP SCORES

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

	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	2. African American Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	3. Hispanic or Latino Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	4. Special Education Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	5. Limited English Proficient Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	6. Largest Other Subgroup 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					

	

	If the reports use scaled scores, provide the national mean score and standard deviation for the test.

	 

2008-2009

2007-2008

2006-2007

2005-2006

2004-2005

NATIONAL MEAN SCORE 

NATIONAL STANDARD DEVIATION 



	Notes:   

There are less than 10 students in these subgroups, so these numbers have not been disaggregated.



 

	Subject:  Reading  
	Grade:  2  
	Test:  ITBS  

	Edition/Publication Year:  Form A/Spring 2000  
	Publisher:  Riverside Publishing  

	Scores are reported here as: Percentiles 


		2008-2009

	2007-2008

	2006-2007

	2005-2006

	2004-2005


	 Testing month 

	Mar

	Mar

	Mar

	Mar

	Mar


	SCHOOL SCORES

	Average Score 

	78

	84

	83

	85

	89


	Number of students tested 

	22

	22

	30

	23

	17


	Percent of total students tested 

	100

	100

	100

	100

	100


	Number of students alternatively assessed 

	0

	0

	0

	0

	0


	Percent of students alternatively assessed 

	0

	0

	0

	0

	0


	SUBGROUP SCORES

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

	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	2. African American Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	3. Hispanic or Latino Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	4. Special Education Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	5. Limited English Proficient Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	6. Largest Other Subgroup 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					

	

	If the reports use scaled scores, provide the national mean score and standard deviation for the test.

	 

2008-2009

2007-2008

2006-2007

2005-2006

2004-2005

NATIONAL MEAN SCORE 

NATIONAL STANDARD DEVIATION 



	Notes:   

There are less than 10 students in these subgroups, so these numbers have not been disaggregated.



 

	Subject:  Mathematics  
	Grade:  3  
	Test:  ITBS  

	Edition/Publication Year:  Form A/Spring 2000  
	Publisher:  Riverside Publishing  

	Scores are reported here as: Percentiles 


		2008-2009

	2007-2008

	2006-2007

	2005-2006

	2004-2005


	 Testing month 

	Mar

	Mar

	Mar

	Mar

	Mar


	SCHOOL SCORES

	Average Score 

	80

	82

	78

	83

	83


	Number of students tested 

	27

	31

	24

	17

	19


	Percent of total students tested 

	100

	100

	100

	100

	100


	Number of students alternatively assessed 

	0

	0

	0

	0

	0


	Percent of students alternatively assessed 

	0

	0

	0

	0

	0


	SUBGROUP SCORES

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

	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	2. African American Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	3. Hispanic or Latino Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	4. Special Education Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	5. Limited English Proficient Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	6. Largest Other Subgroup 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					

	

	If the reports use scaled scores, provide the national mean score and standard deviation for the test.

	 

2008-2009

2007-2008

2006-2007

2005-2006

2004-2005

NATIONAL MEAN SCORE 

NATIONAL STANDARD DEVIATION 



	Notes:   

There are less than 10 students in these subgroups, so these numbers have not been disaggregated.



 

	Subject:  Reading  
	Grade:  3  
	Test:  ITBS  

	Edition/Publication Year:  Form A/Spring 2000  
	Publisher:  Riverside Publishing  

	Scores are reported here as: Percentiles 


		2008-2009

	2007-2008

	2006-2007

	2005-2006

	2004-2005


	 Testing month 

	Mar

	Mar

	Mar

	Mar

	Mar


	SCHOOL SCORES

	Average Score 

	85

	86

	83

	86

	80


	Number of students tested 

	27

	31

	24

	17

	19


	Percent of total students tested 

	100

	100

	100

	100

	100


	Number of students alternatively assessed 

	0

	0

	0

	0

	0


	Percent of students alternatively assessed 

	0

	0

	0

	0

	0


	SUBGROUP SCORES

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

	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	2. African American Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	3. Hispanic or Latino Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	4. Special Education Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	5. Limited English Proficient Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	6. Largest Other Subgroup 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					

	

	If the reports use scaled scores, provide the national mean score and standard deviation for the test.

	 

2008-2009

2007-2008

2006-2007

2005-2006

2004-2005

NATIONAL MEAN SCORE 

NATIONAL STANDARD DEVIATION 



	Notes:   

There are less than 10 students in these subgroups, so these numbers have not been disaggregated.



 

	Subject:  Mathematics  
	Grade:  4  
	Test:  ITBS  

	Edition/Publication Year:  Form A/Spring 2000  
	Publisher:  Riverside Publishing  

	Scores are reported here as: Percentiles 


		2008-2009

	2007-2008

	2006-2007

	2005-2006

	2004-2005


	 Testing month 

	Mar

	Mar

	Mar

	Mar

	Mar


	SCHOOL SCORES

	Average Score 

	85

	82

	79

	90

	93


	Number of students tested 

	33

	25

	13

	16

	20


	Percent of total students tested 

	100

	100

	100

	100

	100


	Number of students alternatively assessed 

	0

	0

	0

	0

	0


	Percent of students alternatively assessed 

	0

	0

	0

	0

	0


	SUBGROUP SCORES

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

	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	2. African American Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	3. Hispanic or Latino Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	4. Special Education Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	5. Limited English Proficient Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	6. Largest Other Subgroup 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					

	

	If the reports use scaled scores, provide the national mean score and standard deviation for the test.

	 

2008-2009

2007-2008

2006-2007

2005-2006

2004-2005

NATIONAL MEAN SCORE 

NATIONAL STANDARD DEVIATION 



	Notes:   

There are less than 10 students in these subgroups, so these numbers have not been disaggregated.



 

	Subject:  Reading  
	Grade:  4  
	Test:  ITBS  

	Edition/Publication Year:  Form A/Spring 2000  
	Publisher:  Riverside Publishing  

	Scores are reported here as: Percentiles 


		2008-2009

	2007-2008

	2006-2007

	2005-2006

	2004-2005


	 Testing month 

	Mar

	Mar

	Mar

	Mar

	Mar


	SCHOOL SCORES

	Average Score 

	91

	87

	86

	87

	91


	Number of students tested 

	33

	25

	13

	16

	20


	Percent of total students tested 

	100

	100

	100

	100

	100


	Number of students alternatively assessed 

	0

	0

	0

	0

	0


	Percent of students alternatively assessed 

	0

	0

	0

	0

	0


	SUBGROUP SCORES

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

	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	2. African American Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	3. Hispanic or Latino Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	4. Special Education Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	5. Limited English Proficient Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	6. Largest Other Subgroup 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					

	

	If the reports use scaled scores, provide the national mean score and standard deviation for the test.

	 

2008-2009

2007-2008

2006-2007

2005-2006

2004-2005

NATIONAL MEAN SCORE 

NATIONAL STANDARD DEVIATION 



	Notes:   

There are less than 10 students in these subgroups, so these numbers have not been disaggregated.



 

	Subject:  Mathematics  
	Grade:  5  
	Test:  ITBS  

	Edition/Publication Year:  Form A/Spring 2000  
	Publisher:  Riverside Publishing  

	Scores are reported here as: Percentiles 


		2008-2009

	2007-2008

	2006-2007

	2005-2006

	2004-2005


	 Testing month 

	Mar

	Mar

	Mar

	Mar

	Mar


	SCHOOL SCORES

	Average Score 

	84

	73

	87

	87

	84


	Number of students tested 

	28

	15

	17

	17

	18


	Percent of total students tested 

	100

	100

	100

	100

	100


	Number of students alternatively assessed 

	0

	0

	0

	0

	0


	Percent of students alternatively assessed 

	0

	0

	0

	0

	0


	SUBGROUP SCORES

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

	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	2. African American Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	3. Hispanic or Latino Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	4. Special Education Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	5. Limited English Proficient Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	6. Largest Other Subgroup 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					

	

	If the reports use scaled scores, provide the national mean score and standard deviation for the test.

	 

2008-2009

2007-2008

2006-2007

2005-2006

2004-2005

NATIONAL MEAN SCORE 

NATIONAL STANDARD DEVIATION 



	Notes:   

There are less than 10 students in these subgroups, so these numbers have not been disaggregated.



 

	Subject:  Reading  
	Grade:  5  
	Test:  ITBS  

	Edition/Publication Year:  Form A/Spring 2000  
	Publisher:  Riverside Publishing  

	Scores are reported here as: Percentiles 


		2008-2009

	2007-2008

	2006-2007

	2005-2006

	2004-2005


	 Testing month 

	Mar

	Mar

	Mar

	Mar

	Mar


	SCHOOL SCORES

	Average Score 

	90

	85

	85

	91

	83


	Number of students tested 

	28

	15

	17

	17

	18


	Percent of total students tested 

	100

	100

	100

	100

	100


	Number of students alternatively assessed 

	0

	0

	0

	0

	0


	Percent of students alternatively assessed 

	0

	0

	0

	0

	0


	SUBGROUP SCORES

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

	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	2. African American Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	3. Hispanic or Latino Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	4. Special Education Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	5. Limited English Proficient Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	6. Largest Other Subgroup 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					

	

	If the reports use scaled scores, provide the national mean score and standard deviation for the test.

	 

2008-2009

2007-2008

2006-2007

2005-2006

2004-2005

NATIONAL MEAN SCORE 

NATIONAL STANDARD DEVIATION 



	Notes:   

There are less than 10 students in these subgroups, so these numbers have not been disaggregated.



 

	Subject:  Mathematics  
	Grade:  6  
	Test:  ITBS  

	Edition/Publication Year:  Form A/Spring 2000  
	Publisher:  Riverside Publishing  

	Scores are reported here as: Percentiles 


		2008-2009

	2007-2008

	2006-2007

	2005-2006

	2004-2005


	 Testing month 

	Mar

	Mar

	Mar

	Mar

	Mar


	SCHOOL SCORES

	Average Score 

	74

	80

	84

	80

	84


	Number of students tested 

	19

	18

	16

	19

	23


	Percent of total students tested 

	100

	100

	100

	100

	100


	Number of students alternatively assessed 

	0

	0

	0

	0

	0


	Percent of students alternatively assessed 

	0

	0

	0

	0

	0


	SUBGROUP SCORES

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

	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	2. African American Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	3. Hispanic or Latino Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	4. Special Education Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	5. Limited English Proficient Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	6. Largest Other Subgroup 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					

	

	If the reports use scaled scores, provide the national mean score and standard deviation for the test.

	 

2008-2009

2007-2008

2006-2007

2005-2006

2004-2005

NATIONAL MEAN SCORE 

NATIONAL STANDARD DEVIATION 



	Notes:   

There are less than 10 students in these subgroups, so these numbers have not been disaggregated.



 

	Subject:  Reading  
	Grade:  6  
	Test:  ITBS  

	Edition/Publication Year:  Form A/Spring 2000  
	Publisher:  Riverside Publishing  

	Scores are reported here as: Percentiles 


		2008-2009

	2007-2008

	2006-2007

	2005-2006

	2004-2005


	 Testing month 

	Mar

	Mar

	Mar

	Mar

	Mar


	SCHOOL SCORES

	Average Score 

	89

	83

	88

	80

	88


	Number of students tested 

	19

	18

	16

	19

	23


	Percent of total students tested 

	100

	100

	100

	100

	100


	Number of students alternatively assessed 

	0

	0

	0

	0

	0


	Percent of students alternatively assessed 

	0

	0

	0

	0

	0


	SUBGROUP SCORES

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

	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	2. African American Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	3. Hispanic or Latino Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	4. Special Education Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	5. Limited English Proficient Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	6. Largest Other Subgroup 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					

	

	If the reports use scaled scores, provide the national mean score and standard deviation for the test.

	 

2008-2009

2007-2008

2006-2007

2005-2006

2004-2005

NATIONAL MEAN SCORE 

NATIONAL STANDARD DEVIATION 



	Notes:   

There are less than 10 students in these subgroups, so these numbers have not been disaggregated.



 

	Subject:  Mathematics  
	Grade:  7  
	Test:  ITBS  

	Edition/Publication Year:  Form A/Spring 2000  
	Publisher:  Riverside Publishing  

	Scores are reported here as: Percentiles 


		2008-2009

	2007-2008

	2006-2007

	2005-2006

	2004-2005


	 Testing month 

	Mar

	Mar

	Mar

	Mar

	Mar


	SCHOOL SCORES

	Average Score 

	76

	83

	85

	95

	86


	Number of students tested 

	18

	15

	18

	18

	26


	Percent of total students tested 

	100

	100

	100

	100

	100


	Number of students alternatively assessed 

	0

	0

	0

	0

	0


	Percent of students alternatively assessed 

	0

	0

	0

	0

	0


	SUBGROUP SCORES

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

	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	2. African American Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	3. Hispanic or Latino Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	4. Special Education Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	5. Limited English Proficient Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	6. Largest Other Subgroup 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					

	

	If the reports use scaled scores, provide the national mean score and standard deviation for the test.

	 

2008-2009

2007-2008

2006-2007

2005-2006

2004-2005

NATIONAL MEAN SCORE 

NATIONAL STANDARD DEVIATION 



	Notes:   

There are less than 10 students in these subgroups, so these numbers have not been disaggregated.



 

	Subject:  Reading  
	Grade:  7  
	Test:  ITBS  

	Edition/Publication Year:  Form A/Spring 2000  
	Publisher:  Riverside Publishing  

	Scores are reported here as: Percentiles 


		2008-2009

	2007-2008

	2006-2007

	2005-2006

	2004-2005


	 Testing month 

	Mar

	Mar

	Mar

	Mar

	Mar


	SCHOOL SCORES

	Average Score 

	89

	87

	88

	95

	90


	Number of students tested 

	18

	15

	18

	18

	26


	Percent of total students tested 

	100

	100

	100

	100

	100


	Number of students alternatively assessed 

	0

	0

	0

	0

	0


	Percent of students alternatively assessed 

	0

	0

	0

	0

	0


	SUBGROUP SCORES

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

	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	2. African American Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	3. Hispanic or Latino Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	4. Special Education Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	5. Limited English Proficient Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	6. Largest Other Subgroup 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					

	

	If the reports use scaled scores, provide the national mean score and standard deviation for the test.

	 

2008-2009

2007-2008

2006-2007

2005-2006

2004-2005

NATIONAL MEAN SCORE 

NATIONAL STANDARD DEVIATION 



	Notes:   

There are less than 10 students in these subgroups, so these numbers have not been disaggregated.



 

	Subject:  Mathematics  
	Grade:  8  
	Test:  ITBS  

	Edition/Publication Year:  Form A/Spring 2000  
	Publisher:  Riverside Publishing  

	Scores are reported here as: Percentiles 


		2008-2009

	2007-2008

	2006-2007

	2005-2006

	2004-2005


	 Testing month 

	Mar

	Mar

	Mar

	Mar

	Mar


	SCHOOL SCORES

	Average Score 

	73

	91

	89

	87

	90


	Number of students tested 

	15

	19

	20

	22

	18


	Percent of total students tested 

	100

	100

	100

	100

	100


	Number of students alternatively assessed 

	0

	0

	0

	0

	0


	Percent of students alternatively assessed 

	0

	0

	0

	0

	0


	SUBGROUP SCORES

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

	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	2. African American Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	3. Hispanic or Latino Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	4. Special Education Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	5. Limited English Proficient Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	6. Largest Other Subgroup 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					

	

	If the reports use scaled scores, provide the national mean score and standard deviation for the test.

	 

2008-2009

2007-2008

2006-2007

2005-2006

2004-2005

NATIONAL MEAN SCORE 

NATIONAL STANDARD DEVIATION 



	Notes:   

There are less than 10 students in these subgroups, so these numbers have not been disaggregated.



 

	Subject:  Reading  
	Grade:  8  
	Test:  ITBS  

	Edition/Publication Year:  Form A/Spring 2000  
	Publisher:  Riverside Publishing  

	Scores are reported here as: Percentiles 


		2008-2009

	2007-2008

	2006-2007

	2005-2006

	2004-2005


	 Testing month 

	Mar

	Mar

	Mar

	Mar

	Mar


	SCHOOL SCORES

	Average Score 

	85

	88

	92

	91

	86


	Number of students tested 

	15

	19

	20

	22

	18


	Percent of total students tested 

	100

	100

	100

	100

	100


	Number of students alternatively assessed 

	0

	0

	0

	0

	0


	Percent of students alternatively assessed 

	0

	0

	0

	0

	0


	SUBGROUP SCORES

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

	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	2. African American Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	3. Hispanic or Latino Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	4. Special Education Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	5. Limited English Proficient Students 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					
	6. Largest Other Subgroup 


	Average Score

					
	Number of students tested 

					

	

	If the reports use scaled scores, provide the national mean score and standard deviation for the test.

	 

2008-2009

2007-2008

2006-2007

2005-2006

2004-2005

NATIONAL MEAN SCORE 

NATIONAL STANDARD DEVIATION 



	Notes:   

There are less than 10 students in these subgroups, so these numbers have not been disaggregated.
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