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PART | - 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 of Civil Rights (OCR)
requirements is true and correct.

1. The school has some configuration that includes grades K-12. (Schools with one principal,
even K-12 schools, must apply as an entire school.)

2. The school has not been in school improvement status or been identified by the state as
"persistently dangerous™ within the last two years. To meet final eligibility, the school must
meet the state’s adequate yearly progress requirement in the 2004-2005 school year.

3. If the school includes grades 7 or higher, it has foreign language as a part of its core
curriculum.

4. The school has been in existence for five full years, that is, from at least September 1999 and
has not received the 2003 or 2004 No Child Left Behind — Blue Ribbon Schools Award.

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

6. The 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 the OCR has
accepted a corrective action plan from the district to remedy the violation.

7. 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.

8. 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.
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PART Il - DEMOGRAPHIC DATA

All data are the most recent year available.

DISTRICT (Questions 1-2 not applicable to private schools)

1. Number of schools in the district: 81 _ Elementary schools

22  Middle schools

0__ Junior high schools

25__ High schools

11 Other (alternative schools, signature schools)

139 TOTAL

2. District Per Pupil Expenditure: $3,225 (2003)

Average State Per Pupil Expenditure: $3,250 (2003)

SCHOOL (To be completed by all schools)

3. Category that best describes the area where the school is located:
X Urban or large central city

Suburban school with characteristics typical of an urban area
Suburban

Small city or town in a rural area

Rural

—
[y S S S LA

4. 20 Number of years the principal has been in her/his position at this school.
If fewer than three years, how long was the previous principal 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 # of Grade Grade # of # of Grade
Males Females Total Males Females Total
PreK | 7 106 92 198
K | 8 81 114 195
1 | 9 72 127 199
2 | 10 77 97 174
3 | 11 77 80 157
4 | 12 72 87 159
5 j Other 0 0 0
6
| TOTAL STUDENTS IN THE APPLYING SCHOOL —» 1082
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[Throughout the document, round numbers to avoid decimals.]

Racial/ethnic composition of 7% White

the students in the school: 84 % Black or African American
2_% Hispanic or Latino

6_ % Asian/Pacific Islander

1 % American Indian/Alaskan Native

100% Total

Use only the five standard categories in reporting the racial/ethnic composition of the school.
Student turnover, or mobility rate, during the past year: _2.5 %

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

@ Number of students who transferred to the 0
school after October 1 until the end of the
year.

2 Number of students who transferred from 27
the school after October 1 until the end of
the year.

3 Subtotal of all transferred students [sum 27
of rows (1) and (2)]

(@) Total number of students in the school as 1086
of October 1

(5) Subtotal in row (3) divided by total in row .0248618
(4)

(6) Amount in row (5) multiplied by 100 2.48618

Limited English Proficient students in the school: 0 %
0___ Total Number Limited English Proficient

Number of languages represented: N/A
Specify languages:

Students eligible for free/reduced-priced meals: 48 %
Total number students who qualify: 518
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 federally-supported lunch program, specify a more
accurate estimate, tell why the school chose it, and explain how it arrived at this estimate.
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10. Students receiving special education services:

11.

12.

13.

Autism
Deafness
Deaf-Blindness

29 %

318 Total Number of Students Served

(which includes 308 gifted and talented students)
Indicate below the number of students with disabilities according to conditions designated in the
Individuals with Disabilities Education Act.

Orthopedic Impairment
1 Other Health Impaired

1_Specific Learning Disability

Emotional Disturbance __7_Speech or Language Impairment

Hearing Impairment
Mental Retardation
Multiple Disabilities

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

Administrator(s)

Classroom teachers

Special resource teachers/specialists
Paraprofessionals

Support staff

Total number

Number of Staff
Eull-time Part-Time
-2 N
55 4

0 3
1 0
26 6
84 13

19to 1l

Average school student-“classroom teacher” ratio:

Traumatic Brain Injury
1 _Visual Impairment Including Blindness
Emotional Disturbance

Show the attendance patterns of teachers and students as a percentage. The student dropout rate is
defined by the state. The student drop-off rate is the difference between the number of entering
students and the number of exiting students from the same cohort. (From the same cohort, subtract
the number of exiting students from the number of entering students; divide that number by the
number of entering students; multiply by 100 to get the percentage drop-off rate.) Briefly explain in
100 words or fewer any major discrepancy between the dropout rate and the drop-off rate. (Only
middle and high schools need to supply dropout rates and only high schools need to supply drop-off

rates.)
2003-2004 | 2002-2003 | 2001-2002 | 2000-2001 | 1999-2000
Daily student attendance 98 % 95 % 96 % 95 % 95 %
Daily teacher attendance 94 % 95 % 97 % 96 % 97 %
Teacher turnover rate 24 % 6 % 8 % 17 % 7%
Student dropout rate (middle/high) 0.0% 0.1% 0.1% 0.0% 0.4%
Student drop-off rate (high school) * 3% 4% 2% 2% 3%

*mainly students who transferred out of state or out of the district.
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14. (High Schools Only) Show what the students who graduated in Spring 2004 are doing as of
September 2004.

=
(2}
w

Graduating class size

Enrolled in a 4-year college or university
Enrolled in a community college
Enrolled in vocational training

Found employment

Military service

~
00]

SEXREXRERRE

Other (travel, staying home, etc.) 12
Unknown 1
Total 100

PART IIl - SUMMARY

Our school is located in Algiers, a small bedroom community of New Orleans located on the west bank of
the Mississippi River. Edna Karr Magnet School actually began operation in 1964 as Algiers Regional
Junior High School. From 1964 until 1990, Edna Karr operated as a typical 7-9 junior high school with an
academic program that met the needs of district students regardless of their abilities. In 1990 the Orleans
Parish School Board voted to change Edna Karr into a junior-senior high magnet school to meet the needs
of the community; in 1998 Karr became a City Wide Access School. The original mission of Edna Karr
Magnet School was to prepare our students for success in college and the work place. Today we continue
that mission and, additionally, vow to develop our students into active life-long learners.

The change in focus required significant adjustment to the school: three new grade levels, numerous
courses, and fledgling high school traditions were created. Application, admission, and retention policies
and procedures were established. In keeping with our mission, Edna Karr’s graduation requirements
exceed state and district requirements. Karr students must complete four units of English, math, science,
and social studies, and two units of the same foreign language. All English, math, science, and social
studies courses are taught at either the honors or gifted levels with advanced placement courses available
for juniors and seniors.

Karr has participated in several regional and national evaluation processes: Southern Association of
Colleges and Schools (SACS) ten-year review in 1997; National Blue Ribbon Schools evaluation in 1999;
and a High Schools That Work (HSTW) technical assistance visit this past fall. SACS renewed Karr’s
accreditation; the U.S. Department of Education recognized Karr as a Blue Ribbon School of Excellence;
and the HSTW report was extremely positive.

Karr has an extremely active Parent-Teacher Organization. Through their fund-raising abilities, Karr has
refurbished hallway lockers; constructed an outdoor, covered picnic area; purchased new auditorium
draperies; renovated student restrooms; and purchased thousands of dollars worth of departmental needs
on an annual basis. Lastly, technology purchases amount to $30,000 annually, nearly one-third of all PTO
spending.

Since the inception of the state school accountability program, Edna Karr’s Louisiana School
Performance Scores (SPS) have steadily increased from 92.8 in 1998 to 125.3 this past year. Edna Karr’s
SPS are among the highest both in the New Orleans metropolitan area and in the state, and in 2004 Karr
was awarded a 4-star ranking (out of 5) with an Academic Growth Label of Exemplary Academic Growth.
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Karr’s scores on norm-referenced tests (IOWA) are well above the national average and rank second
among similar schools in the metropolitan area. Likewise, Karr’s LEAP 21 and GEE 21scores (both
Louisiana state accountability tests) are well above the state and local averages, while Karr’s attendance
and dropout rates are among the highest (attendance) and lowest (dropout) in the state.

One of the hallmarks of Edna Karr has always been a combination of academics and activities.
Accordingly, we field twenty-six different athletic teams, twelve performing groups, and twenty-one
clubs. Our athletes are routinely singled out for All-Academic honors by the state athletic association and
are chosen for All-District and All-Metro teams. Edna Karr athletes have earned five state championships
since 1993: football (1993), boys’ basketball (1994 and 1996), and girls’ track (1998 and 2003).

With the advent of Superintendent Anthony Amato’s administration in early 2003, more changes are
destined for Edna Karr. Working within the High Schools That Work (HSTW) umbrella, Karr is now
divided into seven small learning communities; we have established a family advocacy program; and all
stakeholders are involved in major decision-making.

PART IV - INDICATORS OF ACADEMIC SUCCESS

1. Description of Achievement Data

Louisiana public schools receive a School Performance Score (SPS) that is calculated using results from
four categories: criterion-referenced tests (LEAP 21/GEE 21, which comprise 60% of the SPS); norm-
referenced tests (ITBS/ITED, 30%); the school’s attendance (5%); and dropout rate (5%). Based on this
formula, schools receive an achievement label and formulate a short-term growth plan (School
Improvement Plan) designed to increase achievement levels. Data was collected and baseline scores were
obtained for the 2001-02 and 2002-03 school years. Edna Karr’s baseline score was 117 in 2002-03; the
current SPS for 2003-04 is 125.3, which gives Karr an Exemplary Academic Growth label (4-star
performance rating). The Louisiana State Department of Education has established a state goal of 120
SPS points for each public school by the year 2014. Karr has surpassed that goal ten years before the
deadline. For complete details on Karr’s School Performance Score, refer to www.louisianaschools.net.

Criterion-referenced Tests:

The Louisiana Educational Assessment Program (LEAP) encompasses two components: LEAP 21, which
is administered to students in 4™ and 8" grade; and the Graduation Exit Exam (GEE 21), which is
administered to students in 10" (English/Language Arts and mathematics) and 11" grades (science and
social studies). The GEE 21 is aligned to state content standards, and by law it must be at least as
rigorous as the National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) test. Students taking either the
LEAP 21 or GEE 21 receive one of several achievement ratings: Advanced, Mastery, Basic,
Approaching Basic, and Unsatisfactory. Since 2001-2002, 10™ graders are required to score
Approaching Basic or above on both the English/Language Arts and mathematics tests and on either the
science or social studies test to be eligible to receive a high school diploma. Eighth grade students are
required to pass the LEAP 21 test in order to be promoted to the 9" grade. Students not passing are
required to repeat eighth grade, but may take high school courses in subject areas not tested by LEAP 21
or previously passed. Students who do not score at the prescribed levels are offered remediation and re-
testing opportunities.

The English/Language Arts tests of the LEAP 21 and GEE 21 (Tables One and Three) evaluate reading
comprehension, usage, and mechanics and include a holistically graded written essay; they also include
constructed-response questions and a section on the use of resource materials. The mathematics tests of
the LEAP 21 and GEE 21 (Tables Two and Four) address all six strands of the mathematics standards
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(number, and number relations, algebra, measurement, geometry, data analysis and recognition of
patterns). Both tests measure problem solving, critical thinking, and real-world application skills.

The subgroups reported are in accordance with the subgroups as defined by the No Child Left Behind
(NCLB) Act. Edna Karr contains three of the ethnic subgroups, Asian, Black and White. In grade 8, the
population of Asians represents less than 10% of the total population; therefore, the data has not been
reported.

Norm-referenced Tests:

Seventh grade students in Louisiana take a norm-referenced test battery, the lowa Test of Basic Skills
(ITBS), and ninth graders take the lowa Test of Educational Development (ITED). Both tests evaluate
vocabulary, reading comprehension, mathematics, social studies, science, and library resources. Karr’s
scores on the Language Expression/Composition Sections (Tables Five and Seven) and on the
mathematics section (Tables Six and Eight) are reported in percentile format, disaggregated by subgroup.
It is important to note that any disparities among the subgroups are strongly influenced by the fact that
nearly 85 percent of Karr’s student body is African American, leaving the other four subgroups spread
among only 15 percent of the student population, and is, therefore, statistically insignificant.

2. Using Assessment Data

Karr’s mission stresses the preparation of our students to become successful college students and
productive members of society. In keeping with this goal, test scores are utilized to place students in
classes that address their specific needs (honors, gifted, advanced placement). As specific data results
from assessment tools (including ITBS, ITED, LEAP 21 and GEE 21) become available, they are
distributed to counselors, teachers, and parents. Teachers, through their departments, analyze mastery
objective results and prepare remediation plans for specific students and specific skills. Curriculum is
modified to address weaknesses and enrich strengths. Counselors and support staff work with all students
through both formal and informal assessments, and with at-risk students through conferences, weekly
progress reports, and referrals to after-school tutoring and remediation programs.

In addition to the standardized assessment tests that are required by the state, Karr students complete the
EXPLORE, PLAN, PSAT, and ASVAB tests yearly. The results of these tests provide students, parents,
teachers, and counselors with information regarding student progress, deficiencies, and college/career
interests. Each student’s family advocacy teacher reviews the student’s results and, often with counselor
assistance, explains them to the student and his parents. Each family advocacy teacher maintains a
cumulative folder for each student and designs his family advocacy instructional program accordingly.

Each spring, Karr’s leadership team uses assessment data to determine which courses need to be added,
dropped, or modified for the next school year. For example, when seventh grade mathematics scores
appeared stagnant a few years ago, the leadership team decided to add a math enrichment class to
supplement the regular 7™ grade mathematics curriculum; scores have improved since then. In order to
improve our students’ scores on the ACT test, we now require each of our 11" grade students to complete
a half-unit ACT Test preparation course that has resulted in increased scores for our students.

3. Communicating Assessment Data to Students, Parents, and Community

Edna Karr has three professional counselors (one for the middle school and two for the high school)
trained in analyzing and communicating the importance of standardized test results. Students are
provided yearly classroom presentations and interpretations of EXPLORE, PLAN, PSAT, and ASVAB.
The counselors publish monthly (high school) or quarterly (middle school) newsletters, and present
workshops on test preparation and interpretation during the year. In addition to regular report cards,
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parents receive mid-quarter progress reports and may request weekly progress reports for their students.

Karr uses the School Messenger automated calling program to notify parents of upcoming report card
conferences, special workshops, and student attendance. The Student Assistance Team (SAT) meets
monthly, or more often if needed. Parents, counselors, teachers, and support staff use data to review the
status of students who have been referred to the SAT. The SAT devises intervention plans, suggests
classroom or home modifications, or recommends formal evaluations. The SAT chair communicates the
decisions to all of the student’s teachers.

Edna Karr’s Internet web page provides important information (such as calendar dates, exam schedules,
and report card conference information) to parents and the community. The principal publishes a monthly
parent newsletter that includes general school assessment results and reports. An evening workshop is
held each year for all seniors in order to disseminate information relating to college admissions,
scholarships, financial assistance, and assessment results.

In addition, Karr hosts an evening open house for prospective students and their parents, and participates
in the district’s City Wide Access Schools (CWAS) fair each fall. In addition to explaining Karr’s
mission and program at these sessions, the principal presents a Microsoft PowerPoint presentation
reviewing all of Karr’s statistical data, including attendance; standardized test scores; and suspension,
expulsion, and dropout rates.

4. Sharing successes with other schools

Karr actively shares information about our school, our students, and our successes with parents, the
community, and other educational institutions. Karr faculty regularly attends the National Educational
Computing Conference (NECC), and Karr administrators and faculty were invited to present at NECCs in
San Diego (1998) and San Antonio (2002). Two Karr administrators serve on the regional School to
Career, Inc., Information Technology Consortium, and cooperate closely with the administration and
faculty members from three schools in neighboring districts to implement the National Academy
Foundation’s Academy of Information Technology (AOIT) program. Several Karr teachers and
administrators have served on Southern Association of Colleges and Schools (SACS) evaluation
committees, and use these opportunities to offer suggestions for school improvement.

Karr teachers conduct workshops at the district level in their subject disciplines and often advise district
coordinators. Karr’s SASI data manager maintains close relationships with the data managers of several
district schools and shares information, techniques, and shortcuts with them. One Karr teacher serves as a
technology trainer for the district, and trains numerous personnel in the integration of technology into the
curriculum. Principals at other schools send their teachers to Karr to observe our classes in action, and
the district asks Karr’s principal to mentor current and prospective principals from other schools. Karr
often hosts individuals or groups of educators from around the world as they visit New Orleans for
conferences. Recent visitors have included teams of educators from Japan and California. These guests
tour the school, speak with teachers, administrators, and students, and share their experiences with one
another.

PART V - CURRICULUM AND INSTRUCTION

1. School Curriculum

As an academic City Wide Access School, Karr’s prime mission is to prepare our students to be
successful at the collegiate level; as such, Karr teaches all core courses only at the honors, gifted, and AP
levels with concurrent enrollment available for seniors through several local universities. Karr requires
high school students to complete four units of English, math, science, and social studies; two units of the
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same foreign language; two units of health/physical education; and half-units of computer science, free
enterprise, computer applications, and ACT test preparation. Additionally, students may select from
numerous electives, including art, band (jazz, marching, and concert), chorus, orchestra, fine arts survey,
health sciences, desktop publishing, multimedia, sociology, psychology, and Air Force JROTC. High
school students are offered a full array of computer courses through three technology academies (CISCO,
Information Technology, and Oracle). Karr teachers and administrators review course offerings annually
to ensure a rigorous, enriching curriculum that meets the needs of our students. Karr students graduate
with a minimum of 25 units, well above state and district requirements.

Middle school students enroll in a double-blocked language arts class, as well as math, science, social
studies, and physical education courses. Seventh grade students may select a math enrichment course for
their elective; eighth grade students may select an exploratory course that combines introductions to both
French and Spanish languages as well career and college exploration. Middle school students are also
eligible for band, chorus, and orchestra elective classes.

This year Karr implemented the Southern Regional Education Board’s (SREB) High Schools That Work
(HSTW) educational reform model. Karr’s HSTW framework includes small learning communities, a
family advocacy program, and increased rigor in the classroom. Embracing the HSTW ten key practices
ensures that Karr’s academic program is challenging, viable, and data driven. Karr teachers utilize
national, state and local standards, benchmarks, and grade level expectations (GLES) to ensure that our
students are mastering all appropriate goals and objectives.

The focus of the foreign language department at Edna Karr is to help students acquire proficiency in the
basic skills of listening, speaking, reading, and writing. The French and Spanish classes participate in
multi-cultural assemblies and take curriculum-oriented field trips each year. One of the students’ favorite
trips allows them to explore the heritage of their own city in the French Quarter. Karr students participate
in school field trips to foreign countries, including France, Mexico, Italy, and Japan; our best students
compete at the annual State Literary Rally.

Karr students are deeply involved in the creative arts. Nearly one hundred Karr students have been
identified as talented in visual arts, music, or theatre; these students receive an advanced and enriched
program of study, individualized to their own ability and needs. More than two hundred Karr students are
members of our exceptional band, chorus, and orchestra programs. The music department routinely
receives superior ratings at local, state, and national competitions, and individual students are often
selected for honor ensembles. Karr’s strings orchestra has recorded two CDs, and the choir was invited to
perform at the Vatican last year. The arts program at Karr is also very involved with the community. For
the past thirteen years, Karr students have assisted the New Orleans Jazz and Heritage Festival by
creating artwork, stage decorations, and banners for the fairgrounds, as well as performing. Additionally,
for the past ten years Karr art students have decorated and donated pumpkins that are then auctioned
locally to benefit The House of Ruth, a local shelter for abused women and children. Karr’s band,
orchestra, and chorus perform concerts at retirement homes and hospitals during the holidays.

2. English Language Curriculum and Improvement of Reading Skills

In grades 7-12, Karr teaches all English classes at either at the honors or gifted level, and offers advanced
placement courses for English 111 and IV. The English Department uses NCTE, state, and local standards
and benchmarks to weave the curriculum around the four strands of communication: reading, writing,
speaking, and listening. Great emphasis is placed on the development of critical and creative thinking
skills, especially in the analysis of literature, which includes age-appropriate and stimulating readings. All
English classes complete from six to ten novels or plays a year, depending upon the grade and course
level. Skills in composition, vocabulary, and spelling are refined as our students read, analyze, discuss,
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write about, and appreciate good literature. The ultimate goal in English is to produce students who
communicate effectively, fluently, and coherently.

Karr’s English teachers supplement textbooks with a variety of readings, both independent and required,
and strive to build excellent writers, readers, speakers, and listeners. Students learn expository writing,
creative writing, and research skills, and compile writing portfolios that include essays, journal entries,
and literary analyses.

Since most Karr students read at or above their grade level, remediation is individualized in each class,
with supplemental tutoring available in after-school programs such as SONG (Save Our Ninth Grade),
SOS (Save Our Seniors), or LEAP 21 and GEE 21 remediation sessions.

The English Department cultivates the integration of reading and writing across the curriculum through
the implementation of interdisciplinary units. Both the social studies and science departments, for
example, work closely with the English department to develop common research projects. Also
supporting this integration goal is the HSTW Senior Project in which students in grades nine through
twelve must perform job-shadowing experiences, prepare a professional oral presentation, and complete
an intensely researched term paper.

3. Model Curriculum Area (Technology)

To prepare our students to succeed in college, the workplace and in the 21% century, seven years ago Karr
implemented two initiatives, one in technology and the other in research. At each grade level and in
specified curriculum areas, students are required to learn particular software applications (such as
HyperStudio in seventh grade social studies; Microsoft Publisher in eight grade language arts; Microsoft
PowerPoint in ninth grade foreign language; and Microsoft Excel in tenth grade mathematics) and
develop requisite research products using them. Across a six-year span, all Karr students engage in
productive, meaningful interaction with appropriate technology and research models, and teachers in
other disciplines can expect their students to produce projects using these applications as well.
Technology and research projects are created, shared, and displayed using state-of-the-art projection and
scanning equipment. With more than 200 networked computers with Internet access (mostly provided by
parents who agreed to contribute $30 a year as part of a voluntary enrichment fee), Karr is able to provide
the infrastructure to support our technology and research initiatives.

In addition, Karr offers three technology academies that provide concentrated studies for interested and
talented students: CISCO Networking Academy; Academy of Information Technology (AOIT, which is
associated with NAF, the National Academy Foundation); and Oracle Internet Academy. Each academy
provides industry-driven curriculum, which is reviewed and adjusted annually, and opportunities for
certification. Over the past three years, more than fifty Karr students have been placed in paid summer
internships (and many earned college credit) in the areas of software quality assurance and digital media.
For two years in a row, Karr students have produced videos that have aired in primetime on local NBC
affiliate television station WDSU, and one of them was nominated for a 2004 Emmy Award.

4. Instructional Methods

Karr provides service to a diverse population of learners; the various ethnic, economic, and academic
backgrounds of our students necessitate an array of services to meet their needs. Thus, Karr teachers
utilize a wide assortment of teaching methods. Teachers use strategies such as KWL (Know, Want to
know, Learn), charts, graphic organizers, weekly reflections, and open-response questions. Students at
Karr are exposed to a wide variety of student-centered activities including portfolios, presentations, small
group work, student-led discussions, and hands-on activities. Additionally, teachers often use project-
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based learning activities, cross-curricular projects, and specified rubrics.

Nearly three hundred Karr students receive some form of special education services, primarily gifted and
talented, and based upon a multi-disciplinary evaluation process. Therefore, gifted and talented teachers
routinely modify the curriculum’s content by accelerating and providing enrichment activities according
to the student’s Individual Education Plan (IEP).

Teachers also utilize test data both from classroom, national, and state tests to tailor methods of
instruction and specifically meet students’ learning needs. This year Karr teachers spent an entire day
learning how to log on to the Louisiana Department of Education’s website and download each student’s
LEAP 21, GEE 21, and lowa standardized test scores (both previous and most current); teachers then
compiled and analyzed this information to determine specific areas of curriculum revision and focus.

As part of Karr’s HSTW reform program, teachers meet weekly in their small learning communities to
discuss progress of common students, interdisciplinary projects, and shared field trips. Once a month
teachers share a lesson plan with their SLC team in a “tuning protocol” which analyzes and evaluates the
lesson followed by suggestions for revision. Each academic department is also preparing both its own
literacy plan to increase reading and writing across each department and updating course syllabi.

5. Professional Development

Karr’s professional development is multi-faceted. Because Karr promotes continued professional growth,
our faculty attends workshops, in-services, and conferences as appropriate. This past summer eight
teachers and administrators traveled to Atlanta, Georgia, to attend the High Schools That Work annual
conference. Attending members listened to various speakers and were able to bring back invaluable
information to share with the staff. Karr teachers attend the National Educational Computing Conference
(NECC) each year, and were presenters at the San Diego and San Antonio conferences. Academy
teachers and administrators attend the annual NAF (National Academy Foundation) and ACTE
(Association for Career and Technical Education) conferences to remain current in their fields and
explore new technologies and instructional strategies. Many of our teachers are trained as new teacher
mentors and serve as leaders among our faculty.

In addition to a five-day inservice at the beginning of the school year, once a month Karr teachers
participate in a two-or-three hour professional development workshop. Topics this year included
increasing rigor in the curriculum, helping students to score higher on the ACT, and analyzing
standardized test data.

Teachers are evaluated annually and prepare and complete a professional growth plan. During every third
year, teachers participate in a formal evaluation process that includes detailed classroom observations. At
the end of each year, administrators confer with each teacher to assess progress with his or her plan.

Karr’s administration actively encourages faculty members to complete additional certification and higher
degrees. More than half of Karr’s teachers have specialized certification and/or master’s degrees. Two
teachers at Karr are National Board certificated and several others have applied. Karr teachers recognize
the importance of continuing education and routinely search out and participate in local, state, and
national opportunities to increase their professional skills.

PART VI - PRIVATE SCHOOL ADDENDUM

Not Applicable
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PART VII - ASSESSMENT RESULTS
STATE CRITERION-REFERENCED TESTS

Table One

Subject_English/Language Arts Grade_ 8  Test_ LEAP 21

Edition/Publication Year 2001  Publisher__Louisiana Department of Education/Measured Progress

2003-2004 2002-2003 2001-2002 2000-2001 1999-2000
Testing month March March March
SCHOOL SCORES
% At or Above Basic 87% 84% 88%
% At or Above Proficient 18% 26% 48%
% At Advanced 0% 1% 4%
Number of students tested 180 177 194
Percent of total students tested 100% 100% 99%
Number of students alternatively assessed 0 0 0
Percent of students alternatively assessed 0 0 0
SUBGROUP SCORES
1._ Black (specify subgroup)
% At or Above Basic 86% 83% 89%
% At or Above Proficient 18% 23% 47%
% At Advanced 0% 0% 2%
Number of students tested 152 146 142
2.__White (specify subgroup)
% At or Above Basic 86% 94% 86%
% At or Above Proficient 13% 44% 51%
% At Advanced 0% 6% 16%
Number of students tested 15 16 31
3._Receive Free Lunch (specify subgroup)
% At or Above Basic 86% 81% 87%
% At or Above Proficient 16% 16% 52%
% At Advanced 0% 0% 1%
Number of students tested 98 75 87
4.Do Not Receive Free Lunch(specify subgroup)
% At or Above Basic 89% 86% 90%
% At or Above Proficient 21% 33% 46%
% At Advanced 0% 2% 7%
Number of students tested 82 102 107
STATE SCORES
% At or Above Basic 47% 52% 48%
% At or Above Proficient 10% 15% 17%
% At Advanced 1% 1% 2%
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STATE CRITERION-REFERENCED TESTS
Table Two

Subject_Mathematics Grade__8  Test LEAP 21

Edition/Publication Year 2001 Publisher Louisiana Department of Education/Measured Progress

2003-2004 2002-2003 2001-2002 2000-2001 1999-2000
Testing month March March March
SCHOOL SCORES
% At or Above Basic 95% 91% 76%
% At or Above Proficient 16% 19% 14%
% At Advanced 3% 7% 3%
Number of students tested 180 178 197
Percent of total students tested 100% 100% 100%
Number of students alternatively assessed 0 0 0
Percent of students alternatively assessed 0 0 0
SUBGROUP SCORES
1._ Black (specify subgroup)
% At or Above Basic 95% 91% 70%
% At or Above Proficient 15% 15% 7%
% At Advanced 2% 5% 1%
Number of students tested 152 147 144
2.__White (specify subgroup)
% At or Above Basic 99% 100% 91%
% At or Above Proficient 26% 37% 33%
% At Advanced 13% 31% 6%
Number of students tested 15 16 33
3._Receive Free Lunch (specify subgroup)
% At or Above Basic 93% 85% 77%
% At or Above Proficient 12% 11% 14%
% At Advanced 3% 3% 2%
Number of students tested 98 75 87
4.Do Not Receive Free Lunch(specify subgroup)
% At or Above Basic 98% 96% T71%
% At or Above Proficient 21% 26% 14%
% At Advanced 4% 11% 4%
Number of students tested 82 102 106
STATE SCORES
% At or Above Basic 53% A47% 41%
% At or Above Proficient 7% 8% 4%
% At Advanced 2% 3% 1%
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STATE CRITERION-REFERENCED TESTS
Table Three

Subject_English/Language Arts Grade__10 _Test_ GEE 21

Edition/Publication Year 2001 Publisher Louisiana Department of Education/Measured Progress

2003-2004 2002-2003 2001-2002 2000-2001 1999-2000
Testing month March March March
SCHOOL SCORES
% At or Above Basic 93% 77% 83%
% At or Above Proficient 30% 16% 32%
% At Advanced 1% 0% 3%
Number of students tested 168 178 193
Percent of total students tested 98% 100% 100%
Number of students alternatively assessed 0 0 0
Percent of students alternatively assessed 0 0 0
SUBGROUP SCORES
1._ Asian (specify subgroup)
% At or Above Basic 100% 50% 54%
% At or Above Proficient 27% 33% 27%
% At Advanced 0% 0% 0%
Number of students tested 15 12 11
1._ Black (specify subgroup)
% At or Above Basic 91% 74% 86%
% At or Above Proficient 31% 10% 28%
% At Advanced 1% 0% 2%
Number of students tested 135 130 151
2.__White (specify subgroup)
% At or Above Basic 100% 83% 72%
% At or Above Proficient 14% 30% 48%
% At Advanced 0% 0% 4%
Number of students tested 14 30 25
3._Receive Free Lunch (specify subgroup)
% At or Above Basic 89% 76% 84%
% At or Above Proficient 31% 9% 36%
% At Advanced 1% 0% 2%
Number of students tested 75 57 64
4.Do Not Receive Free Lunch(specify subgroup)
% At or Above Basic 96% 82% 83%
% At or Above Proficient 29% 21% 30%
% At Advanced 0% 0% 3%
Number of students tested 93 113 127
STATE SCORES
% At or Above Basic 60% 47% 52%
% At or Above Proficient 20% 10% 14%
% At Advanced 2% 0% 1%
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STATE CRITERION-REFERENCED TESTS
Table Four

Subject_Mathematics  Grade__10 Test_ GEE 21

Edition/Publication Year 2001 Publisher Louisiana Department of Education/Measured Progress

2003-2004 2002-2003 2001-2002 2000-2001 1999-2000
Testing month March March March
SCHOOL SCORES
% At or Above Basic 98% 85% 73%
% At or Above Proficient 52% 40% 29%
% At Advanced 17% 12% 8%
Number of students tested 168 179 205
Percent of total students tested 100% 100% 100%
Number of students alternatively assessed 0 0 0
Percent of students alternatively assessed 0 0 0
SUBGROUP SCORES
1._ Asian (specify subgroup)
% At or Above Basic 100% 92% 91%
% At or Above Proficient 100% 67% 55%
% At Advanced 60% 42% 0%
Number of students tested 15 12 11
1._ Black (specify subgroup)
% At or Above Basic 97% 84% 72%
% At or Above Proficient 46% 33% 23%
% At Advanced 10% 8% 6%
Number of students tested 135 130 162
2.__White (specify subgroup)
% At or Above Basic 100% 87% 76%
% At or Above Proficient 57% 61% 52%
% At Advanced 36% 19% 12%
Number of students tested 14 31 25
3._Receive Free Lunch (specify subgroup)
% At or Above Basic 96% 86% 81%
% At or Above Proficient A47% 35% 36%
% At Advanced 15% 9% 9%
Number of students tested 75 57 64
4.Do Not Receive Free Lunch(specify subgroup)
% At or Above Basic 99% 89% 79%
% At or Above Proficient 56% 46% 29%
% At Advanced 19% 15% 8%
Number of students tested 93 113 126
STATE SCORES
% At or Above Basic 60% 51% A47%
% At or Above Proficient 20% 13% 17%
% At Advanced 2% 6% 6%
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Table Five

Subject__Language  Grade__7__ Test__lowa Test of Basic Skills (ITBS)

Edition/Publication Year

ASSESSMENTS

REFERENCED AGAINST NATIONAL NORMS

1999 norms (1999-2002); 2000 norms (2003-2004) Publisher

Scores are reported here as (check one): NCEs Scaled scores Percentiles__X

2000-2001

Riverside

1999-2000

2003-2004

2002-2003

2001-2002

Testing month March March March March March
SCHOOL SCORES
Total Score 66% 59% 59% 60% 59%
Number of students tested 197 196 202 202 195
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._ Black__ (specify subgroup) 73% 62% 62% 58% 53%
Number of students tested 173 163 164 152 138
2. White _ (specify subgroup) 70% 66% 69% 72% 74%
Number of students tested 14 19 20 32 39
3._Receive Free Lunch (specify subgroup) 69% 59% 61% 53% 51%
Number of students tested 90 89 63 107 90
4.Do Not Receive Free Lunch(specify subgroup) 74% 66% 65% 67% 65%
Number of students tested 107 108 139 95 105
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Table Six

Subject

ASSESSMENTS

REFERENCED AGAINST NATIONAL NORMS

Mathematics  Grade_ 7 Test__lowa Test of Basic Skills (ITBS)
Edition/Publication Year__1999 norms (1999-2002); 2000 norms (2003-2004) Publisher__Riverside
Scores are reported here as (check one): NCEs___ Scaled scores __ Percentiles__ X
2003-2004 2002-2003 2001-2002 2000-2001 1999-2000
Testing month March March March March March
SCHOOL SCORES
Total Score 69% 63% 63% 66% 63%
Number of students tested 197 197 202 202 195
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._ Black__ (specify subgroup) 67% 61% 61% 63% 60%
Number of students tested 173 163 164 152 138
2.__White__ (specify subgroup) 84% 69% 73% 77% 71%
Number of students tested 14 19 20 32 39
3._Receive Free Lunch (specify subgroup) 67% 60% 60% 63% 57%
Number of students tested 90 89 63 107 90
4.Do Not Receive Free Lunch(specify subgroup) 71% 65% 64% 70% 68%
Number of students tested 107 108 139 95 105

Page 18 of 20




Table Seven

ASSESSMENTS

REFERENCED AGAINST NATIONAL NORMS

Subject__Language_ Grade__ 9 Test__lowa Test of Educational Development (ITED)

Edition/Publication Year__1999 norms (1999-2002); 2000 norms (2003-2004) Publisher__Riverside
Scores are reported here as (check one): NCEs Scaled scores Percentiles__X
2003-2004 2002-2003 2001-2002 2000-2001 1999-2000
Testing month March March March March March
SCHOOL SCORES
Total Score 61% 64% 57% 54% 56%
Number of students tested 189 159 171 206 217
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._ Black__ (specify subgroup) 60% 63% 53% 53% 54%
Number of students tested 164 123 124 165 156
2. White _ (specify subgroup) 67% 71% 67% 70% 67%
Number of students tested 11 13 30 25 38
3._Receive Free Lunch (specify subgroup) 56% 59% 50% 53% 50%
Number of students tested 76 47 35 92 92
4.Do Not Receive Free Lunch(specify subgroup) 64% 66% 59% 55% 61%
Number of students tested 113 112 136 114 125
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Table Eight

Subject__Mathematics__ Grade__ 9 Test__lowa Test of Educational Development (ITED)

ASSESSMENTS

REFERENCED AGAINST NATIONAL NORMS

Edition/Publication Year__1999 norms (1999-2002); 2000 norms (2003-2004) Publisher__Riverside
Scores are reported here as (check one): NCEs Scaled scores Percentiles__X
2003-2004 2002-2003 2001-2002 2000-2001 1999-2000
Testing month March March March March March
SCHOOL SCORES
Total Score 67% 68% 60% 58% 57%
Number of students tested 189 159 171 206 217
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._ Black__ (specify subgroup) 65% 66% 56% 56% 54%
Number of students tested 164 123 124 165 156
2. White _ (specify subgroup) 7% 68% 71% 72% 68%
Number of students tested 11 13 30 25 38
3._Receive Free Lunch (specify subgroup) 65% 64% 58% 55% 53%
Number of students tested 76 47 35 92 92
4.Do Not Receive Free Lunch(specify subgroup) 68% 70% 61% 60% 60%
Number of students tested 113 112 136 114 125
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