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Accreditation Is Continuous Improvement 
 

Cognia defines continuous 
improvement as "an embedded 
behavior rooted in an institution's 
culture that constantly focuses on 
conditions, processes, and practices 
to improve teaching and learning." 
Accreditation is a continuous 
improvement process that helps an 
institution improve teaching and 
learning. Using Cognia’s Performance 
Standards, the institution examines its 
current effectiveness as well as its 
capacity and capability to achieve its 
vision and goals for the future. 

 
Cognia believes all institutions can 
improve no matter how well they are 
currently performing. In the same 
manner that educators are expected 
to understand the unique needs of 
every learner and tailor the education 
experience to drive student success, 
every institution must be empowered 

to map out and embrace their unique 
improvement journey. Cognia expects 
institutions to use the results and 
analyses of data from diverse sources 
to select and implement actions that 
drive improvement in education 
quality and student performance. 
Cognia recognizes that each 
institution’s improvement journey is 
unique, and that we can serve you 
best by providing key findings specific 
to your institution. 

 
Around the turn of the 21st century, 
accreditation transformed its focus 
and process from a ten-year 
evaluation focused on the 
accomplishments of an institution's 
past decade to a forward-focused 
process examining what an institution 
is striving to accomplish in the next 
five years. Modern accreditation 
examines the current and future 

capabilities and capacities of an 
institution in the context of its 
mission, purpose and direction. The 
Standards for Accreditation define 
how a good institution behaves and 
provides the criteria to focus 
improvement efforts that will lead to 
growing learners, teachers, and 
leaders. 

 
In reality, modern accreditation is a 
continuous improvement process. 
Every five years, the institution 
formally engages the Standards for 
Accreditation to reflect and examine 
its progress towards its desired 
future as expressed through its 
mission, purpose and strategic 
direction. 
Cognia's purpose driven, strategic 
process is the most widely used 
continuous improvement process 
in the world. 

 

Cognia Performance Accreditation and the Engagement Review 
 

This report contains the findings of the 
Engagement Review Team (the 
Team). The findings of the Team are 
organized in five sections: Cognia 
Performance Standards, 
Observations, Assurances, Insights 
from the Review, and a Summary of 
Findings that includes Noteworthy 
Practices and Areas for Improvement. 

 
Accreditation is pivotal to leveraging 
education quality and continuous 
improvement. Using a set of rigorous 
research-based standards, the 
accreditation process examines the 
whole institution—the program, the 
cultural context, and the community 
of stakeholders—to determine how 

well the parts work together to meet 
the needs of learners. Through the 
Cognia Accreditation Process, highly 
skilled and trained Teams gather first-
hand evidence and information 
pertinent to evaluating an institution's 
performance against research-based 
Cognia Performance Standards. 
Using these Standards, Teams 
assess the quality of the learning 
environment to gain valuable insights 
and target improvements in teaching 
and learning as well as the operation 
of the institution. 

 
To build a comprehensive evaluation 
of your institution, our experts gain a 
broad understanding of institution 

quality through a review of 
documented evidence, formal and 
informal observations, and 
community feedback. Using the 
Standards as a framework, the 
Team provides valuable guidance 
which will help to focus your 
institution's  improvement journey. 
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Assurances 
Assurances are requirements that accredited institutions must meet. The Assurance statements are based on the type of 
institution, and the responses are confirmed by the Accreditation Engagement Review Team. Institutions are expected to 
meet all Assurances and are expected to correct any deficiencies in unmet Assurances. 

 
 

 
# 

 

ASSURANCES 
 
YES/NO 

1. The institution has read, understands, and complies with the Cognia Accreditation and Certification 
Policies and Procedures.  

2. The institution complies with all applicable governmental laws or regulations.  

3. The institution adheres to ethical marketing and communication practices to transparently disclose 
current and accurate information to the public.  

4. The governing authority adheres to written policies that govern its conduct, decision making, ethics, 
and authority; and engages in training aligned to its roles and responsibilities.  

5. The institution annually submits all financial transactions for an annual audit conducted by an 
accounting authority external to the institution.  

6. 
The institution annually reviews and implements written management plans for security, crisis, 
safety and health for onsite and virtual environments that includes expectations, communications 
protocols, and training for students, staff and stakeholders. 

 

7. The institution participates in required training related to accreditation or certification by timeframes 
prescribed by Cognia.  
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Evaluations of Institution Analyses 
Cognia expects institutions to use a systematic process to collect data and information using quality instruments, then 
analyze and synthesize that information to arrive at findings. From the findings, Cognia expects institutions to develop, 
prioritize, and implement theories of action that will sustain high performing areas and lead to improvement in 
underperforming areas. 
 
Cognia requires institutions to complete analyses on selected data sources. Each analysis is evaluated using rubrics 
aligned to the main activities within the analysis process.  

 

Stakeholder Feedback Analysis  
 

CRITERION                                                                                                                                               YOUR SCORE 
 

The institution has made an accurate appraisal of the quality of their data sources using the Evaluative 
Criteria.  
The institution has analyzed and synthesized information.  
The institution has identified areas of noteworthy achievement and areas in need of improvement.  
The institution has interpreted findings, prioritized themes, and developed theories of action.  

 
Student Performance Analysis 

 
CRITERION                                                                                                                                               YOUR SCORE 

 
The institution has made an accurate appraisal of the quality of their data sources using the Evaluative 
Criteria.  
The institution has analyzed and synthesized information.  
The institution has identified areas of noteworthy achievement and areas in need of improvement.  
The institution has interpreted findings, prioritized themes, and developed theories of action.  

 
Learning Environments Analysis 

 
CRITERION                                                                                                                                               YOUR SCORE 

 
The institution has made an accurate appraisal of the quality of their data sources using the Evaluative 
Criteria.  
The institution has analyzed and synthesized information.  
The institution has identified areas of noteworthy achievement and areas in need of improvement.  
The institution has interpreted findings, prioritized themes, and developed theories of action.  

 
Culture of Learning  

 
CRITERION                                                                                                                                               YOUR SCORE 

 
The narrative provides evidence for Standards related to Culture of Learning.  
The institution has analyzed and synthesized information and responded to the prompts for Culture of 
Learning.   
The institution has identified areas of noteworthy achievement and areas in need of improvement.  
The institution has interpreted findings, prioritized themes, and developed theories of action.  
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Leadership for Learning 

 
CRITERION                                                                                                                                               YOUR SCORE 

 
The narrative provides evidence for Standards related to Leadership for Learning.  
The institution has analyzed and synthesized information and responded to the prompts for Leadership 
for Learning.   
The institution has identified areas of noteworthy achievement and areas in need of improvement.  
The institution has interpreted findings, prioritized themes, and developed theories of action.  

 
Engagement of Learning 

 
CRITERION                                                                                                                                               YOUR SCORE 

 
The narrative provides evidence for Standards related to Engagement of Learning.  
The institution has analyzed and synthesized information and responded to the prompts for Engagement 
of Learning.   
The institution has identified areas of noteworthy achievement and areas in need of improvement.  
The institution has interpreted findings, prioritized themes, and developed theories of action.  

 
Growth in Learning 

 
CRITERION                                                                                                                                               YOUR SCORE 

 
The narrative provides evidence for Standards related to Growth in Learning.  
The institution has analyzed and synthesized information and responded to the prompts for Growth in 
Learning.   
The institution has identified areas of noteworthy achievement and areas in need of improvement.  
The institution has interpreted findings, prioritized themes, and developed theories of action.  
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Performance Standards Evaluation Results 
Accreditation is based primarily on the evaluation of evidence that reflects an institution’s ability to meet the expectations 
as defined by the Cognia Performance Standards. The Performance Standards define the elements of quality that 
research indicates is present in an effective institution. Accreditation standards provide the guideposts to becoming a 
better institution. The Engagement Review evaluators apply a four-level rubric to determine the degree to which the 
institution demonstrates effective practices that reflect the expectations of the standard. The rubric scale is designed to 
indicate the current performance of the institution. 

 
The rubric is scored from Level 4 to Level 1. Descriptions are provided in the table below. 

 
 

  RATING LEVEL DESCRIPTION 

 
 4 Demonstrating noteworthy systematic and systemic practices producing clear results that 

positively impact learners. 

 
 3 Engaging in practices that provide evidence of expected effectiveness that is reflected 

in the standard. 

 
 2 Developing or improving practices that provide evidence that effort approaches desired 

level of effectiveness. 

 
 1 Reflecting areas with insufficient evidence and/or limited activity leading toward 

improvement. 

 

Cognia Performance Standards Ratings 
 

Culture of Learning Standards 
A good institution nurtures and sustains a healthy culture for learning. In a healthy culture, learners, parents, and 
educators feel connected to the purpose and work of the institution as well as behave in alignment with the stated values 
and norms. The institution also demonstrates evidence that reflects the mission, beliefs, and expectations of the 
institution (e.g., student work; physical appearance of the institution; participation in institution activities; parents’ 
attendance at institution functions).Keys to A Culture of Learning 

A healthy culture is evident where: 

• Stakeholders are actively engaged and supportive of the institution’s mission 

• Learners’ academic and non-academic needs and interests are the focal point  

• Stakeholders are included and supported  
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Standard 1 
 

Leaders cultivate and sustain a culture that demonstrates respect, fairness, equity, and inclusion 
and is free from bias.   

 
 

LEVEL DESCRIPTION 

4 
4 - Leaders consistently model the attributes and implement practices that shape and sustain the desired 
institution culture, clearly setting expectations for all staff members. Leaders and professional staff members 
consistently implement ongoing practices, processes, and decision making that embody the values of respect, 
fairness, equity, and inclusion and are free from bias. 

3 
3 - Leaders regularly model the attributes and implement practices that shape and sustain the desired 
institution culture, clearly setting expectations for all staff members. Leaders and professional staff members 
routinely implement ongoing practices, processes, and decision making that embody the values of respect, 
fairness, equity, and inclusion and are free from bias. 

2 
2 - Leaders occasionally model the attributes and implement practices that shape and sustain the desired 
institution culture, clearly setting expectations for all staff members. Leaders and professional staff members 
sometimes implement ongoing practices, processes, and decision making that embody the values of respect, 
fairness, equity, and inclusion and are free from bias. 

1 
1 - Leaders rarely model the attributes and implement practices that shape and sustain the desired institution 
culture, clearly setting expectations for all staff members. Leaders and professional staff members seldom 
implement ongoing practices, processes, and decision making that embody the values of respect, fairness, 
equity, and inclusion and are free from bias. 

 
 

Standard 2 
 

Learners’ well-being is at the heart of the institution’s guiding principles such as mission, 
purpose, and beliefs.  

 
 

LEVEL DESCRIPTION 

4 
4 - Staff members continually demonstrate commitment to learners’ academic and non-academic needs and 
interests. The institution’s practices, processes, and decisions are documented and regularly reviewed for 
consistency with its stated values. 

3 
3 - Staff members routinely demonstrate commitment to learners’ academic and non-academic needs and 
interests. The institution’s practices, processes, and decisions are documented and are consistent with and 
based on its stated values. 

2 
2 - Staff members occasionally demonstrate commitment to learners’ academic and non-academic needs and 
interests. The institution’s practices, processes, and decisions are consistent with and based on its stated 
values. 

1 1 - Staff members seldom demonstrate commitment to learners’ academic and non-academic needs and 
interests. The institution’s practices, processes, and decisions may not be based on its stated values. 
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Standard 3 
 

Leaders actively engage stakeholders to support the institution’s priorities and guiding principles 
that promote learners’ academic growth and well-being.  

 
 

LEVEL DESCRIPTION 

4 
4 - Leaders establish and sustain conditions that consistently result in support and active participation among 
stakeholders. Leaders consistently collaborate with stakeholders to advance identified priorities. Institutions 
implement a formal process to choose areas of focus based on analyzed data on learners’ needs and 
consistent with guiding principles.  

3 
3 - Leaders establish and sustain conditions that regularly result in support and active participation among 
stakeholders. Leaders routinely collaborate with stakeholders to advance identified priorities. Institutions 
choose areas of focus based on analyzed data on learners’ needs and consistent with guiding principles. 

2 
2 - Leaders establish conditions that occasionally result in support and participation among stakeholders. 
Leaders sometimes collaborate with stakeholders to advance identified priorities. Institutions choose areas of 
focus sometimes based on data on learners’ needs and consistent with guiding principles. 

1 1 - Leaders establish conditions that rarely result in support and participation among stakeholders. Leaders 
seldom collaborate with stakeholders. Institutions choose areas of focus rarely based on data about learners. 

 
 

Standard 4 
 

Learners benefit from a formal structure that fosters positive relationships with peers and adults.  
 
 

LEVEL DESCRIPTION 

4 
4 - A formal structure is planned and consistently implemented to promote a culture and climate in which 
learners receive support from adults and peers. Peer and adult interactions and behaviors consistently 
demonstrate respect, trust, and concern for one another’s well-being. 

3 
3 - A formal structure is planned and regularly implemented to promote a culture and climate in which learners 
receive support from adults and peers. Peer and adult interactions and behaviors routinely demonstrate 
respect, trust, and concern for one another’s well-being. 

2 
2 - A formal structure may be planned but is minimally implemented to promote a culture and climate in which 
learners receive support from adults and peers. Peer and adult interactions and behaviors sometimes 
demonstrate respect, trust, and concern for one another’s well-being. 

1 
1 - A formal structure is not planned or implemented to promote a culture and climate in which learners receive 
support from adults and peers. Peer and adult interactions and behaviors rarely demonstrate respect, trust, 
and concern for one another’s well-being. 
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Standard 5 
 

Professional staff members embrace effective collegiality and collaboration in support of 
learners.  

 
 

LEVEL DESCRIPTION 

4 

4 - The institution’s documented operating practices cultivate and set expectations for collegiality and 
collaboration and are monitored for fidelity of implementation. Professional staff members consistently interact 
with respect and cooperation, learn from one another, and consider one another’s ideas. Professional staff 
members intentionally and consistently work together in self-formed or assigned groups to review information, 
identify common problems, and implement solutions on behalf of learners. 

3 

3 - The institution’s documented operating practices cultivate and set expectations for collegiality and 
collaboration. Professional staff members regularly interact with respect and cooperation, often learn from one 
another, and routinely consider one another’s ideas. Professional staff members often work together in self-
formed or assigned groups to review information, identify common problems, and implement solutions on 
behalf of learners. 

2 

2 - The institution’s operating practices somewhat cultivate and set expectations for collegiality and 
collaboration. Professional staff members generally interact with respect and cooperation, periodically learn 
from one another, and somewhat consider one another’s ideas. Professional staff members sometimes work 
together in self-formed or assigned groups to review information, identify common problems, and implement 
solutions on behalf of learners. 

1 
1 - The institution’s operating practices rarely cultivate and set expectations for collegiality and collaboration. 
Professional staff members may or may not interact with respect and cooperation, learn from one another, or 
consider one another’s ideas. Professional staff members rarely work together in self-formed or assigned 
groups to review information, identify common problems, and implement solutions on behalf of learners. 

 
 

Standard 6 
 

Professional staff members receive the support they need to strengthen their professional 
practice.  

 

LEVEL DESCRIPTION 

4 
4 - Professional staff members consistently receive adequate resources and assistance based on data and 
information unique to the individual. A formal structure ensures that professional staff members receive 
personalized mentoring and coaching from leaders and peers. 

3 
3 - Professional staff members receive adequate resources and assistance based on data and information 
unique to the individual. Professional staff members receive personalized mentoring and coaching from 
leaders and peers. 

2 
2 - Professional staff members receive some resources and assistance based on data and information unique 
to the individual. Professional staff members periodically receive mentoring and coaching from leaders and 
peers. 

1 
1 - Professional staff members receive few or no resources and assistance based on data and information 
unique to the individual. Professional staff members rarely receive mentoring and coaching from leaders and 
peers. 
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Leadership for Learning Standards 
The ability of a leader to provide leadership for learning is a key attribute of a good institution. Leaders who engage in 
their own learning while tangibly supporting the learning process for learners and teachers have a significant positive 
impact on the success of others. Leaders must also communicate the learning expectations for all learners and teachers 
continuously with consistency and purpose. The expectations are embedded in the culture of the institution, reflected by 
learners’, teachers’, and leaders’ behaviors and attitudes toward learning. Keys to Leadership for Learning  

Leadership for learning is demonstrated when school leaders:  

• Communicate expectations for learning 

• Influence and impact the culture in positive ways  

• Model and engage in learning while supporting others to do so  
 

Standard 7 
 

Leaders guide professional staff members in the continuous improvement process focused on 
learners’ experiences and needs.  

 
 

LEVEL DESCRIPTION 

4 

4 - Leaders consistently engage professional staff members in developing, communicating, implementing, 
monitoring, and adjusting the continuous improvement process. The continuous improvement process is 
based on analyzed trend and current data about learners’ academic and non-academic needs and the 
institution’s organizational effectiveness. Leaders and professional staff members consistently implement 
ongoing practices, processes, and decision making that improve learning and engage stakeholders. 

3 

3 - Leaders regularly engage professional staff members in developing, communicating, implementing, 
monitoring, and adjusting the continuous improvement process. The continuous improvement process is 
based on analyzed data about learners’ academic and non-academic needs and the institution’s organizational 
effectiveness. Leaders and professional staff members routinely implement ongoing practices, processes, and 
decision making that improve learning and engage stakeholders. 

2 

2 - Leaders occasionally engage professional staff members in developing, communicating, implementing, 
monitoring, and adjusting the continuous improvement process. The continuous improvement process is 
sometimes based on data about learners’ academic and non-academic needs and the institution’s 
organizational effectiveness. Leaders and professional staff members sometimes implement ongoing 
practices, processes, and decision making that improve learning and engage stakeholders. 

1 

1 - Leaders seldom engage professional staff members in developing, communicating, implementing, 
monitoring, and adjusting the continuous improvement process. The continuous improvement process is rarely 
based on data about learners’ academic and non-academic needs and the institution’s organizational 
effectiveness. Leaders and professional staff members rarely implement ongoing practices, processes, and 
decision making that improve learning and engage stakeholders. 
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Standard 8 
 

The governing authority demonstrates a commitment to learners by collaborating with leaders to 
uphold the institution’s priorities and to drive continuous improvement.  

 
 

LEVEL DESCRIPTION 

4 
4 - The governing authority’s policies and decisions are regularly reviewed to ensure an uncompromised 
commitment to learners and the institution’s identified priorities. The governing authority and institution leaders 
use their respective roles and responsibilities to consistently and intentionally collaborate to further the 
institution’s improvement. 

3 
3 - The governing authority’s policies and decisions demonstrate a commitment to learners and support the 
institution’s identified priorities. The governing authority and institution leaders use their respective roles and 
responsibilities to collaboratively further the institution’s improvement. 

2 
2 - The governing authority’s decisions demonstrate some commitment to learners and sometimes support the 
institution’s identified priorities. The governing authority and institution leaders use their respective roles and 
responsibilities to focus the institution’s improvement. 

1 
1 - The governing authority’s decisions demonstrate minimal commitment to learners and rarely support the 
institution’s identified priorities. The governing authority and institution leaders seldom collaborate on the 
institution’s improvement. 

 
 

Standard 9 
 

Leaders cultivate effective individual and collective leadership among stakeholders.  
 
 

LEVEL DESCRIPTION 

4 
4 - Leaders consistently recognize and actively encourage leadership potential among stakeholders. Leaders 
create conditions that ensure formal and informal leadership opportunities, and provide customized support for 
individuals and groups to improve their leadership skills. Stakeholders show initiative and eagerness to take on 
individual or shared responsibilities that support the institution’s priorities. 

3 
3 - Leaders frequently recognize and encourage leadership potential among stakeholders. Leaders create 
conditions that regularly offer formal and informal leadership opportunities, and support individuals and groups 
to improve their leadership skills. Stakeholders demonstrate a willingness to take on individual or shared 
responsibilities that support the institution’s priorities. 

2 
2 - Leaders occasionally recognize and encourage leadership potential among stakeholders. Leaders 
sometimes create conditions that offer leadership opportunities and support individuals and groups to improve 
their leadership skills. Stakeholders sometimes volunteer to take on individual or shared responsibilities that 
support the institution’s priorities. 

1 
1 - Leaders seldom recognize and encourage leadership potential among stakeholders. Leaders rarely create 
conditions that offer leadership opportunities and support individuals and groups to improve their leadership 
skills. Stakeholders rarely volunteer to take on individual or shared responsibilities that support the institution’s 
priorities. 
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Standard 10 
 

Leaders demonstrate expertise in recruiting, supervising, and evaluating professional staff 
members to optimize learning.  

 
 

LEVEL DESCRIPTION 

4 

4 - Leaders intentionally and consistently identify, develop, and retain qualified professional staff members who 
contribute to the institution’s culture and priorities. Leaders consistently use analyzed data from a variety of 
sources to forecast future staffing needs and employ best practices to attract a diverse pool of candidates. 
Leaders implement and monitor documented practices and procedures for supervision and evaluation that 
improve professional staff members’ performance to optimize learning. 

3 

3 - Leaders identify, develop, and retain qualified professional staff members who contribute to the institution’s 
culture and priorities. Leaders routinely use data from a variety of sources to forecast future staffing needs and 
employ best practices to attract a diverse pool of candidates. Leaders regularly implement practices and 
procedures for supervision and evaluation that improve professional staff members’ performance to optimize 
learning. 

2 
2 - Leaders hire qualified professional staff members who contribute to the institution’s culture and priorities. 
Leaders sometimes use data to forecast future staffing needs. Leaders supervise and evaluate professional 
staff members to improve performance. 

1 
1 - Leaders hire qualified professional staff members without consideration of contribution to the institution’s 
culture and priorities. Leaders rarely use data to forecast future staffing needs. Leaders seldom supervise and 
evaluate professional staff members to improve performance. 

 
 

Standard 11 
 

Leaders create and maintain institutional structures and processes that support learners and 
staff members in both stable and changing environments.  

 

LEVEL DESCRIPTION 

4 

4 - Leaders consistently demonstrate awareness of potential influences on institution stability and engage 
stakeholders in planning and implementing strategies to maintain stability and respond to change. The 
institution’s structure and processes are documented, monitored, and thoroughly communicated so that 
learners and staff members know what to do and expect in everyday circumstances. The institution’s structure 
and processes include emergency and contingency plans that support agile and effective responses to both 
incremental and sudden change. 

3 

3 - Leaders regularly demonstrate awareness of potential influences on institution stability and engage 
stakeholders in planning and implementing strategies to maintain stability and respond to change. The 
institution’s structure and processes are documented and communicated so that learners and staff members 
know what to do and expect in everyday circumstances. The institution’s structure and processes include 
emergency and contingency plans that support responses to both incremental and sudden change. 

2 

2 - Leaders sometimes demonstrate awareness of potential influences on institution stability and engage 
stakeholders in planning and implementing strategies to maintain stability and respond to change. The 
institution’s structure and processes are occasionally documented and communicated so that learners and 
staff members know what to do and expect in everyday circumstances. The institution’s structure and 
processes include emergency and contingency plans to respond to change. 
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1 
1 - Leaders seldom demonstrate awareness of potential influences on institution stability. The institution’s 
structure and processes are not well documented or communicated so that learners and staff members know 
what to do and expect in everyday circumstances. The institution’s structure and processes may not include 
emergency and contingency plans to respond to change. 

 
 

Standard 12 
 

Professional staff members implement curriculum and instruction that are aligned for relevancy, 
inclusion, and effectiveness.  

 
 

LEVEL DESCRIPTION 

4 
4 - Professional staff members systematically implement, review, and adjust curriculum and instruction based 
on recognized and evidence-based content standards. Curriculum and instructional practices are regularly 
assessed through a formal, systematic process to assure alignment, relevancy, inclusiveness, and 
effectiveness for all learners. 

3 
3 - Professional staff members implement, review, and adjust curriculum and instruction based on recognized 
and evidence-based content standards. Curriculum and instructional practices are regularly assessed to 
assure alignment, relevancy, inclusiveness, and effectiveness for all learners. 

2 
2 - Professional staff members implement curriculum and instruction based on recognized and evidence-based 
content standards. Curriculum and instructional practices are sometimes assessed to assure alignment, 
relevancy, inclusiveness, and effectiveness for all learners. 

1 
1 - Professional staff members implement locally adopted curriculum and instruction. Curriculum and 
instructional practices are rarely or not assessed to assure alignment, relevancy, inclusiveness, and 
effectiveness for all learners. 

 
 

Standard 13 
 

Qualified personnel instruct and assist learners and each other in support of the institution’s 
mission, purpose, and beliefs.  

 
 

LEVEL DESCRIPTION 

4 

4 - All staff members demonstrate commitment to enhancing their professional practice over and above the 
required knowledge and skills for their positions. Staff members work collaboratively to instruct and assist 
learners and colleagues in support of the institution’s guiding principles. Staff members’ individual and 
collective decisions and behaviors consistently demonstrate alignment and coherence with the institution’s 
mission, purpose, and beliefs. 

3 
3 - All staff members demonstrate the required knowledge and skills for their positions. Staff members work 
cooperatively to instruct and assist learners and colleagues in support of the institution’s guiding principles. 
Staff members’ individual and collective decisions and behaviors demonstrate alignment and coherence with 
the institution’s mission, purpose, and beliefs. 

2 2 - Most staff members demonstrate the required knowledge and skills for their positions, and a plan is being 
implemented to ensure that all staff members are qualified for their positions. Staff members sometimes work 
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cooperatively to instruct and assist learners and colleagues in support of the institution’s guiding principles. 
Staff members’ individual and collective decisions and behaviors sometimes demonstrate alignment and 
coherence with the institution’s mission, purpose, and beliefs. 

1 

1 - Some staff members do not demonstrate the required knowledge and skills for their positions, and a plan 
does not exist to ensure that all staff members are qualified for their positions. Staff members rarely work 
cooperatively to instruct and assist learners and colleagues in support of the institution’s guiding principles. 
Staff members’ individual and collective decisions and behaviors rarely demonstrate alignment and coherence 
with the institution’s mission, purpose, and beliefs. 

 
 

Standard 14 
 

Curriculum and instruction are augmented by reliable information resources and materials that 
advance learning and support learners’ personal interests.  

 
 

LEVEL DESCRIPTION 

4 
4 - Professional staff members consistently suggest and provide thoughtfully selected information resources 
and materials for learners that broaden and enrich the learning process and support learners’ personal 
interests. A systematic process is used to identify and verify that information resources and materials are 
selected from credible sources. 

3 
3 - Professional staff members suggest and provide thoughtfully selected information resources and materials 
for learners that broaden and enrich the learning process and support learners’ personal interests. These 
information resources and materials are selected from credible sources and based on verifiable information. 

2 
2 - Professional staff members sometimes suggest and provide information resources and materials for 
learners that broaden and enrich the learning process and/or support learners’ personal interests. These 
information resources and materials are usually selected from credible sources and based on verifiable 
information. 

1 
1 - Professional staff members rarely suggest and provide information resources and materials for learners 
that broaden and enrich the learning process or support learners’ personal interests. These information 
resources and materials are rarely selected from credible sources or may not be based on verifiable 
information. 

 
 

Standard 15 
 

Learners’ needs drive the equitable allocation and management of human, material, digital, and 
fiscal resources.  

 

LEVEL DESCRIPTION 

4 
4 - Professional staff members engage in a systematic process to analyze learners’ needs and current trend 
data to adjust the allocation and management of human, material, digital, and fiscal resources to ensure equity 
for learning. Adjustments to resource allocation are consistently based on current data at any point in time. 

3 
3 - Professional staff members routinely analyze learners’ needs and current trend data to adjust the allocation 
and management of human, material, digital, and fiscal resources to ensure equity for learning. Adjustments to 
resource allocation are routinely based on current data and at predetermined points in time. 
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2 
2 - Professional staff members sometimes analyze learners’ needs and current trend data to adjust the 
allocation and management of human, material, digital, and fiscal resources to ensure equity for learning. 
Adjustments to resource allocation are sometimes based on current or updated data. 

1 
1 - Professional staff members rarely analyze learners’ needs and trend data to adjust the allocation and 
management of human, material, digital, and fiscal resources. Resources are rarely allocated in alignment with 
documented learners’ needs or to ensure equity for learning. 

 
 

Engagement of Learning Standards 
A good institution ensures that learners are engaged in the learning environment. Learners who are engaged in the 
learning environment participate with confidence and display agency over their own learning. A good institution adopts 
policies and engages in practices that support all learners being included in the learning process. Keys to Engagement 
of Learning 

Engagement is demonstrated when all learners: 

• Are included in the learning process 

• Participate with confidence 

• Have agency over their learning 

 
 

Standard 16 
 

Learners experience curriculum and instruction that emphasize the value of diverse cultures, 
backgrounds, and abilities.  

 
 

LEVEL DESCRIPTION 

4 
4 - Respect for the diversity of cultures, backgrounds, and abilities is embedded in every aspect of the 
institution’s culture and learning environments. The presence and contributions of the global community are 
authentically integrated in the curricular content and instructional practices. 

3 
3 - Respect for the diversity of cultures, backgrounds, and abilities is clearly present in the institution’s culture 
and learning environments. The presence and contributions of the global community are intentionally included 
in the curricular content and instructional practices. 

2 
2 - Respect for the diversity of cultures, backgrounds, and abilities is somewhat present in the institution’s 
culture and learning environments. The presence and contributions of the global community are inconsistently 
included in the curricular content and instructional practices. 

1 
1 - Respect for the diversity of cultures, backgrounds, and abilities is rarely present in the institution’s culture 
and learning environments. The presence and contributions of the global community are not included in the 
curricular content and instructional practices. 
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Standard 17 
 

Learners have equitable opportunities to realize their learning potential.  
 
 

LEVEL DESCRIPTION 

4 

4 - Professional staff members develop relationships with and understand the needs and well-being of 
individual learners. Academic and non-academic experiences are tailored to the needs and well-being of 
individual learners. Learners are challenged and supported to strive towards maximal levels of achievement 
and self-efficacy without barriers or hindrances by schedules or access to academic and non-academic 
offerings. 

3 

3 - Professional staff members know their learners well enough to develop and provide a variety of academic 
and non-academic experiences. Learners have access and choice in most academic and non-academic 
opportunities available according to grade levels or through expected sequencing of courses. Learners rarely 
encounter barriers when accessing academic and non-academic experiences most suited to their individual 
needs and well-being. Learners are challenged and supported to strive towards individual achievement and 
self-efficacy. 

2 

2 - Professional staff members give consideration to varying learner needs and well-being when developing 
and providing academic and non-academic experiences. Learners have access to some variety in academic 
and non-academic opportunities available according to grade levels or through expected sequencing of 
courses. Learners may encounter barriers when accessing some academic and non-academic experiences 
most suited to their individual needs and well-being. Learners are sometimes challenged and supported to 
strive towards individual achievement and self-efficacy. 

1 

1 - Professional staff members give little or no consideration to individual learner needs and well-being when 
developing and providing academic and non-academic experiences. Academic and non-academic 
opportunities are limited and standardized according to grade levels or a predetermined sequencing of 
courses. Learners frequently encounter a variety of barriers when accessing academic and non-academic 
offerings that would be well suited to their individual needs and well-being. Learners are rarely challenged to 
strive towards individual achievement and self-efficacy. 

 
 

Standard 18 
 

Learners are immersed in an environment that fosters lifelong skills including creativity, 
curiosity, risk taking, collaboration, and design thinking.  

 
 

LEVEL DESCRIPTION 

4 
4 - Conditions across all aspects of the institution promote learners’ lifelong skills. Learners engage in ongoing 
experiences that develop the non-academic skills important for their next steps in learning and for future 
success. A formal structure ensures that learning experiences collectively build skills in creativity, curiosity, risk 
taking, collaboration, and design thinking. 

3 
3 - Conditions within most aspects of the institution promote learners’ lifelong skills. Learners engage in 
experiences that develop the non-academic skills important for their next steps in learning and for future 
success. Collectively, the learning experiences build skills in creativity, curiosity, risk taking, collaboration, and 
design thinking. 
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2 
2 - Conditions within some aspects of the institution promote learners’ lifelong skills. Learners engage in some 
experiences that develop non-academic skills important for their next steps in learning and for future success. 
Some learning experiences build skills in creativity, curiosity, risk taking, collaboration, and design thinking. 

1 
1 - Learners engage in environments that focus primarily on academic learning objectives only. Little or no 
emphasis is placed on non-academic skills important for next steps in learning and for future success. 
Learning experiences rarely build skills in creativity, curiosity, risk taking, collaboration, or design thinking. 

 
 

Standard 19 
 

Learners are immersed in an environment that promotes and respects student voice and 
responsibility for their learning.  

 
 

LEVEL DESCRIPTION 

4 
4 - Conditions across all aspects of the institution promote learners’ active discovery and expression of their 
needs and interests. Learners give input into the instructional and learning activities they pursue and the 
methods in which they learn. Learners consistently identify their learning targets and monitor their progress. 

3 
3 - Conditions within most aspects of the institution are learner-centered and promote learners’ active 
discovery and expression of their needs and interests. Learners give input into most of the instructional and 
learning activities available to them. Learners are frequently involved in identifying their learning targets and 
monitoring their progress. 

2 
2 - Conditions within some aspects of the institution are learner-centered and promote learners’ active 
discovery and expression of their needs and interests. Learners have some opportunity for input into the 
instructional and learning activities available to them. Learners are sometimes involved in identifying their 
learning targets and monitoring their progress. 

1 
1 - Learners engage in environments that are heavily instructor-centered. Learners have little or no input into 
the instructional and learning activities available to them. Learners are rarely expected to monitor their learning 
progress. 

 
 

Standard 20 
 

Learners engage in experiences that promote and develop their self-confidence and love of 
learning.  

 

LEVEL DESCRIPTION 

4 
4 - Learners consistently pursue challenging opportunities that may not always result in success, knowing that 
they will be supported when needed. Learners readily and consistently show motivation, curiosity, and 
excitement about their learning. 

3 3 - Most learners pursue opportunities that may not always result in success, knowing they will be supported. 
Most learners show motivation, curiosity, and excitement about their learning. 

2 2 - Some learners pursue opportunities that may not always result in success, but only with significant, 
individual support. Some learners show motivation, curiosity, and excitement about their learning. 
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1 1 - Most learners primarily pursue opportunities they believe to be risk-free or heavily guaranteed to be 
successful. Most learners show little motivation, curiosity, or excitement about their learning. 

 
 

Standard 21 
 

Instruction is characterized by high expectations and learner-centered practices.  
 
 

LEVEL DESCRIPTION 

4 
4 - Learners engage in instructional activities, experiences, and interactions based on their individual needs 
and interests. Professional staff members consistently deliver instruction designed for learners to reach their 
potential. 

3 
3 - Most learners engage in instructional activities, experiences, and interactions based on their individual 
needs and interests. Professional staff members routinely deliver instruction designed for learners to reach 
their potential. 

2 
2 - Learners engage in instructional activities, experiences, and interactions based on needs and interests 
typical of most students. Professional staff members infrequently deliver instruction designed for learners to 
reach their potential. 

1 
1 - Instructional activities are primarily designed around curriculum objectives with little or no focus on learner 
needs and interests. Professional staff members rarely deliver instruction designed for learners to reach their 
individual potential. 

 
 

Standard 22 
 

Instruction is monitored and adjusted to advance and deepen individual learners’ knowledge and 
understanding of the curriculum.  

 
 

LEVEL DESCRIPTION 

4 
4 - Professional staff members consistently monitor and adjust instruction based on each learner’s response to 
instruction and achievement of desired learning targets. Professional staff members use a formal, systematic 
process for analyzing trend and current data to deepen each learner’s understanding of content at increasing 
levels of complexity. 

3 
3 - Professional staff members regularly monitor and adjust instruction based on each learner’s response to 
instruction and achievement of desired learning targets. Professional staff members routinely analyze trend 
and current data to deepen each learner’s understanding of content. 

2 
2 - Professional staff members sometimes monitor and adjust instruction based on each learner’s achievement 
of desired learning targets. Professional staff members sometimes analyze data to deepen each learner’s 
understanding of content. 

1 1 - Professional staff members rarely monitor and adjust instruction. Professional staff members rarely analyze 
data to deepen each learner’s understanding of content. 
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Standard 23 
 

Professional staff members integrate digital resources that deepen and advance learners’ 
engagement with instruction and stimulate their curiosity.  

 
 

LEVEL DESCRIPTION 

4 
4 - Professional staff members seamlessly and deliberately integrate digital resources that add value to the 
learning process and encourage learners’ active engagement in the learning process. Digital resources 
consistently support learners’ pursuit of interests and deepen or extend curriculum topics to stimulate learners’ 
curiosity. 

3 
3 - Professional staff members intentionally select and integrate digital resources that add value to the learning 
process and encourage learners’ active engagement in the learning process. Digital resources routinely 
support learners’ pursuit of interests and deepen or extend curriculum topics to stimulate learners’ curiosity. 

2 
2 - Professional staff members occasionally select and integrate digital resources that add value to the 
learning process or encourage learners’ active engagement in the learning process. Digital resources 
sometimes support learners’ pursuit of interests and deepen or extend curriculum topics to stimulate learners’ 
curiosity. 

1 
1 - Professional staff members select and integrate few or no digital resources or select digital resources that 
rarely add value to the learning process or encourage learners’ active engagement in the learning process. 
Digital resources rarely support learners’ pursuit of interests or deepen or extend curriculum topics to stimulate 
learners’ curiosity. 

 
 

Growth in Learning Standards 
A good institution positively impacts learners throughout their journey of learning. A positive impact on the learner is 
reflected in readiness to engage in and preparedness for the next transition in their learning. Growth in learning is also 
reflected in learners’ ability to meet expectations in knowledge and skill acquisition. Keys to Growth in Learning 

Growth is evident when  

• Learners possess non-academic skills that ensure readiness to learn 

• Learners' academic achievement reflects preparedness to learn 

• Learners attain knowledge and skills necessary to achieve goals for learning   
 

Standard 24 
 

Leaders use data and input from a variety of sources to make decisions for learners’ and staff 
members’ growth and well-being.  

 
 

LEVEL DESCRIPTION 

4 
4 - Leaders consistently demonstrate skill and insight in considering a variety of information, choosing relevant 
and timely information, and interpreting data. Leaders make intentional decisions by consistently taking into 
account data and additional factors that have an impact on learners and staff members such as institution 
history, recent experiences, and future possibilities. 



 

     Accreditation Engagement Review                                                                           20 

3 
3 - Leaders regularly demonstrate skill and insight in considering a variety of information, choosing relevant 
and timely information, and interpreting data. Leaders make decisions by routinely taking into account data 
and additional factors that have an impact on learners and staff members such as institution history, recent 
experiences, and future possibilities. 

2 
2 - Leaders sometimes demonstrate skill and insight in considering and choosing information and interpreting 
data. Leaders make decisions that occasionally take into account data and additional factors that have an 
impact on learners and staff members such as institution history, recent experiences, and future possibilities. 

1 
1 - Leaders rarely demonstrate skill and insight in considering and choosing information and interpreting data. 
Leaders make decisions that rarely take into account data and additional factors that have an impact on 
learners and staff members such as institution history, recent experiences, and future possibilities. 

 
 

Standard 25 
 

Leaders promote action research by professional staff members to improve their practice and 
advance learning.  

 
 

LEVEL DESCRIPTION 

4 

4 - Leaders intentionally create and preserve a culture that invites inquiry, reflection, and dialogue about 
instructional problems and issues relevant to the institution and/or individual learning environments. 
Professional staff members, as a group or as individuals, consistently engage in action research using an 
inquiry-based process that includes identifying instructional areas of improvement, collecting data, and 
reporting results to make informed instructional changes. Leaders provide and engage in learning 
opportunities customized for professional staff members about action research. 

3 

3 - Leaders regularly create and preserve a culture that invites inquiry, reflection, and dialogue about 
instructional problems and issues relevant to the institution and/or individual learning environments. 
Professional staff members, as a group or as individuals, routinely engage in action research using an inquiry-
based process that includes identifying instructional areas of improvement, collecting data, and reporting 
results to make informed instructional changes. Leaders provide and engage in learning opportunities for 
professional staff members to implement action research. 

2 

2 - Leaders occasionally create and preserve a culture that invites inquiry, reflection, and dialogue about 
instructional problems and issues relevant to the institution and/or individual learning environments. 
Professional staff members, as a group or as individuals, sometimes engage in action research using an 
inquiry-based process that includes identifying instructional areas of improvement, collecting data, and 
reporting results to make informed instructional changes. Leaders provide and engage in some learning 
opportunities for professional staff members to implement action research. 

1 
1 - Leaders rarely create a culture that invites inquiry, reflection, and dialogue about instructional problems and 
issues relevant to the institution or learning environments. Professional staff members seldom engage in 
action research to make informed instructional changes. Leaders provide and engage in few or no learning 
opportunities for professional staff members about action research. 
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Standard 26 
 

Leaders regularly evaluate instructional programs and organizational conditions to improve 
instruction and advance learning.  

 
 

LEVEL DESCRIPTION 

4 
4 - Leaders consistently implement a documented process to determine the effectiveness of the institution’s 
curriculum and instruction, including staffing and resources. Leaders use a formal, systematic process for 
analyzing current and trend data and stakeholder input to make decisions about retaining, changing, or 
replacing programs and practices. 

3 
3 - Leaders routinely implement a documented process to determine the effectiveness of the institution’s 
curriculum and instruction, including staffing and resources. Leaders use analyzed current and trend data and 
stakeholder input to make decisions about retaining, changing, or replacing programs and practices. 

2 
2 - Leaders occasionally implement a process to determine the effectiveness of the institution’s curriculum and 
instruction, including staffing and resources. Leaders sometimes use data and stakeholder input to make 
decisions about retaining, changing, or replacing programs and practices. 

1 
1 - Leaders rarely implement a process to determine the effectiveness of the institution’s curriculum and 
instruction, including staffing and resources. Leaders seldom use data and stakeholder input to make 
decisions about retaining, changing, or replacing programs and practices. 

 
 

Standard 27 
 

Learners’ diverse academic and non-academic needs are identified and effectively addressed 
through appropriate interventions.  

 
 

LEVEL DESCRIPTION 

4 
4 - The institution consistently addresses the range of developmental, physical, emotional, and intellectual 
needs to support learners’ ability to learn. Strategies and interventions for these needs are formally and 
systematically planned and implemented based on analyzed information, data, and instructional best practices 
to ensure learners’ success. 

3 
3 - The institution routinely addresses the range of developmental, physical, emotional, and intellectual needs 
to support learners’ ability to learn. Strategies and interventions for these needs are regularly planned and 
implemented based on analyzed information, data, and instructional best practices to ensure learners’ 
success. 

2 
2 - The institution sometimes addresses the range of developmental, physical, emotional, and intellectual 
needs to support learners’ ability to learn. Strategies and interventions for these needs are occasionally 
planned and implemented based on information, data, and instructional best practices to ensure learners’ 
success. 

1 
1 - The institution rarely addresses the range of developmental, physical, emotional, and intellectual needs to 
support learners’ ability to learn. Strategies and interventions for these needs are seldom planned and 
implemented based on information, data, or instructional best practices. 
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Standard 28 
 

With support, learners pursue individual goals including the acquisition of academic and non-
academic skills important for their educational futures and careers.  

 
 

LEVEL DESCRIPTION 

4 
4 - Professional staff members consistently engage with learners to help them recognize their talents and 
potential and to identify meaningful, attainable goals that support academic, career, personal, and social skills. 
Learners consistently choose activities and monitor their own progress, demonstrating active ownership of 
their stated goals. 

3 
3 - Professional staff members regularly engage with learners to help them recognize their talents and 
potential and to identify meaningful, attainable goals that support academic, career, personal, and social skills. 
Learners routinely choose activities and monitor their own progress, demonstrating active ownership of their 
stated goals. 

2 
2 - Professional staff members sometimes engage with learners to help them recognize their talents and 
potential and to identify meaningful, attainable goals that support academic, career, personal, and social skills. 
Learners occasionally choose activities and monitor their own progress, demonstrating active ownership of 
their stated goals. 

1 
1 - Professional staff members rarely engage with learners to help them recognize their talents and potential 
and to identify meaningful, attainable goals that support academic, career, personal, and social skills. Learners 
do not choose activities or monitor their own progress toward goals. 

 
 

Standard 29 
 

Understanding learners’ needs and interests drives the design, delivery, application, and 
evaluation of professional learning.  

 
 

LEVEL DESCRIPTION 

4 
4 - Professional learning is learner-centered, customized around the needs of individual or groups of 
professional staff members, and focuses on improving pedagogical skills and knowledge to better address 
learners’ needs and interests. A documented process to select, deliver, implement, and evaluate professional 
learning is being fully implemented and monitored for fidelity. 

3 
3 - Professional learning is learner-centered, designed around the principle that professional staff members 
need opportunities to focus on improving pedagogical skills and knowledge to better address learners’ needs 
and interests. A documented process to select, deliver, implement, and evaluate professional learning is being 
fully implemented. 

2 
2 - Professional learning is occasionally learner-centered, designed around the principle that professional staff 
members need opportunities to focus on improving pedagogical skills and knowledge to better address 
learners’ needs and interests. A documented process to select, deliver, implement, and evaluate professional 
learning exists but is not fully implemented. 

1 
1 - Professional learning is rarely learner-centered and may or may not focus on improving pedagogical skills 
and knowledge to better address learners’ needs and interests. A documented process to select, deliver, 
implement, and evaluate professional learning does not exist. 
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Standard 30 
 

Learners’ progress is measured through a balanced system that includes assessment both for 
learning and of learning.  

 
 

LEVEL DESCRIPTION 

4 
4 - Professional staff members and learners collaborate to determine learners’ progress toward and 
achievement of intended learning objectives based on assessment data gathered through formal and informal 
methods. Assessment data are systematically used for ongoing planning, decision making, and modification of 
curriculum and instruction. 

3 
3 - Professional staff members and learners regularly use assessment data gathered through formal and 
informal methods to determine learners’ progress toward and achievement of intended learning objectives. 
Assessment data are routinely used for ongoing planning, decision making, and modification of curriculum and 
instruction. 

2 
2 - Professional staff members occasionally use assessment data gathered through formal and informal 
methods to determine learners’ progress toward and achievement of intended learning objectives. Assessment 
data are sometimes used for ongoing planning, decision making, and modification of curriculum and 
instruction. 

1 
1 - Professional staff members seldom use assessment data to determine learners’ progress toward and 
achievement of intended learning objectives. Assessment data are rarely or inconsistently used for ongoing 
planning, decision making, and modification of curriculum and instruction. 
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Insights from the Review 
 

The evaluators engaged in professional discussions 
and deliberations about the effectiveness of the 
processes, programs, and practices within the 
institution to arrive at the findings of the report. Guided 
by evidence, the evaluators arrived at findings that will 
inform your institution’s continuous improvement 
efforts. The findings are aligned to research-based 
criteria designed to improve student learning and 
organizational effectiveness. 

The findings are organized into narratives around four 
Key Characteristics critical to the success of any 
educational institution: culture of learning, leadership 
for learning, engagement of learning, and growth in 
learning. The narratives also provide the next steps to 
guide your institution’s improvement journey in its 
efforts to improve the quality of educational 
opportunities for all learners. The feedback provided in 
this Accreditation Engagement Review Report will 
assist your institution in reflecting on its current 
improvement efforts and adapting and adjusting your 
plans to continuously strive for improvement. 

The Accreditation Engagement Review team 
participated in valuable professional discussions and 
reviewed the school’s executive summary, the 
required analyses, the key characteristics narratives, 
and the evidence portfolio. The feedback provided in 
this Accreditation Engagement Review Report offers 
the following themes for the school’s reflection and in 
support of the school’s continuous improvement 
journey.  

Culture of Learning 

Learners receive support from leaders, staff, 
community, and peers to foster interactions and 
behaviors that demonstrate respect, trust, and 
concern for one another’s well-being in a safe and 
nurturing environment. It is well known throughout 
the community that at Molalla River Academy (MRA) 
every student is a capable learner with talents and 
abilities to be explored and to be developed, and this 
core value is a common thread woven throughout all 
published handbooks and purposefully displayed upon 
the walls within each classroom. To that end, each 
member of this community embraces their 
responsibility to engage all learners by offering a 
variety of experiences while lifting each student up 
through words that encourage and by fostering 
creativity. It is important to note that this community of 
educators embraces teaching the whole child. With 
the support of families, the Character Strong program 
of social-emotional learning has been introduced to 

the staff, strongly supported by staff, and embedded 
by staff within the curriculum. A common shared 
language is introduced at the beginning of each 
school year to incorporate the following school-wide 
expectations: We take care of each other; We take 
care of our materials; We take care of our spaces. 
Staff members shared that they are particularly 
supportive of the monthly selection of a character trait 
that is emphasized across all grade levels. Staff 
members found that purposefully keeping the monthly 
character trait in one’s mind was especially helpful 
when working with each other. The staff reported that 
they are particularly proud of the fact that all staff 
members are familiar with and know all students at 
every grade level, and by working in concert with each 
other toward the same Character Strong goal, they 
are helping all students to thrive.  

An innovative school-wide program designed to build 
further partnerships among students to bolster 
empathy, compassion, and perspective through 
interpersonal problem-solving is the school’s Buddy 
Time Program. The Buddy Time Program’s design 
pairs a younger student with an older student (e.g., a 
kindergarten student with a grade 8 student). 
Together the students meet with each other on 
Wednesdays for thirty minutes throughout the school 
year to complete structured activities and/or projects, 
build relationships, and experience problem-solving 
with empathy. The outcomes of this program have 
proven to be empowering for all involved and include, 
but are not limited to, building confidence, patience, 
and critical thinking skills.  

It is important to note the transformative impact the 
pandemic has had on this closely connected 
community of learners and the resulting sense of lost 
connections that were described by families and by 
staff. In an effort to respond, as the school resumed 
its operation, it was the leadership team that has been 
credited with making it a priority to create meaningful 
opportunities for staff to reconnect by offering 
professional learning times where collegiality is 
encouraged. The families emphasized that their needs 
are being heard, as well, by a leadership team that is 
transparent and inclusive. This sentiment was also 
echoed by the staff. To foster further inclusion and a 
sense of belonging, the team suggests MRA consider 
expanding the current professional development 
opportunities to advance the collegiality currently in 
place. Additionally, the team suggests the school 
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consider recognizing stakeholders that strategically 
value their contribution either individually or as a 
group. 

Leadership for Learning 

Leaders organically create conditions that 
encourage a willingness of stakeholders to share 
responsibility and to support MRA priorities as a 
result of the transparent use of data currently 
shared, which produces stability and responds to 
change with the goal of broadening and enriching 
the learning process for all learners. A priority of 
the leadership team is to ensure fidelity in the way the 
school’s mission, vision, and core values are modeled 
by staff, woven into instruction, and evaluated through 
a continuous improvement process. A cornerstone of 
the educational philosophy at MRA is the belief that 
every student is a capable learner, and, as a result, all 
members of this community learn and teach in a 
variety of ways. Students are taught that everyone 
has talent and ability and that individual intelligence is 
expressed through multiple modalities. Teachers are 
expected to inform their students about the theory of 
multiple intelligence and to celebrate their learning in 
a variety of ways. To that end, teachers are expected 
to provide students with multiple ways of 
demonstrating their knowledge.  

Stakeholder survey data disaggregated at the 
conclusion of the 2021-2022 school year indicated 
that middle school enrollment had decreased. In 
addition, gaps in learning had surfaced as a result of 
the pandemic, and families were interested in 
restructuring the middle school curriculum’s academic 
rigor to better prepare students to transition to a high 
school core curriculum format. It was further identified 
that a lack of elective opportunities for middle school 
students was evident, with students expressing that 
their curriculum was instead an extension of 
elementary school. The leadership team listened and 
responded with a redesign of the middle school 
curriculum for the 2022-2023 school year. Prior to the 
pandemic, classes were blended, encouraging open 
interaction among all grade levels. Upon return, 
grade-specific classes became intentional in response 
to the learning gap that surfaced upon the return of 
students and staff to the campus after experiencing 
isolated learning during the pandemic. This 
transparent approach to addressing the cultural 
changes and managing the learning gap resulted in a 
new wave of community support. Four key 
components were identified as drivers of the redesign. 
The initial middle school redesign included grade-level 

core classes with the same teacher each of the three 
years to deepen relationships and to provide a broad 
understanding of each student’s learning style. 
Additional components included a daily homeroom, a 
selection of robust elective options, and participation 
of each student in the Buddy Time Program. The 
leadership will continue to survey stakeholders to 
ascertain the long-term effects of the redesigned 
curriculum.  

Likewise, the leadership actively responded to the 
concerns of families requesting to be informed about 
the nuances of and rationale for any new curriculum 
direction. This proactive leadership team responded to 
stakeholder concerns with a curriculum adoption 
policy that required families to be provided with 
potential curriculum materials prior to adoption. In 
addition, the leadership team reintroduced curriculum 
nights in conjunction with other school-community 
events and ensured that timely updates to the 
curriculum section of their website occurred with each 
change. Although the leadership team has 
demonstrated remarkable enthusiasm for adjusting to 
meet the academic, social, and emotional needs of 
each student, additional opportunities that encourage 
participation will provide increased opportunities for 
collaboration and refinement of the school 
improvement process for all stakeholders.  

Engagement of Learning 

As a thriving community of learners, MRA is 
recognized for its commitment to providing 
equitable opportunities for all learners to realize 
their potential through a variety of options 
whereby learners are encouraged to express 
curiosity, explore creativity, and collaborate with 
peers in a safe environment where they ultimately 
grow in their self-confidence and love of learning. 
Evidence supports the notion that the leadership team 
has made it a priority to hire staff who embrace 
learning in a flexible, student-centered environment 
where grade-level concepts are taught through a 
variety of experiences. Teachers shared that the 
addition of an associate teacher in the classroom has 
enhanced the opportunity for student engagement in 
academic content and allowed for the expansion of 
course electives that take place on a daily, rotating 
basis throughout the year.  

The MRA community believes that it is the ‘specials’ 
that make MRA special. ‘Specials’ are opportunities 
offered to students in a life-long learning format that 
encourages collaborative skill building, empathy, and 
naturally occurring movement. One such ‘special’ is 
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the Roots of Responsibility Garden, a campus garden. 
Students engaged in this extension of their learning 
develop leadership and personal responsibility skills 
while designing, engineering, and maintaining the 
school’s garden so that their product reaches its 
intended use. A priority is placed on the social-
emotional needs of all learners. To that end, for every 
grade level, every day begins with a morning meeting 
to reinforce the MRA common language in concert 
with building relationships. Students are intentionally 
taught that they are a part of many varied 
communities (e.g., classroom, school, city, state, 
national, and global). They experience how their 
behavior impacts them personally and impacts others. 
Each day concludes with a closing meeting where 
students are expected to complete classroom jobs 
and to reflect on how well they modeled, throughout 
the day, the values of taking care of self, materials, 
and spaces.  

MRA has embraced the restorative justice approach 
to conflict by implementing a student support team of 
staff volunteers who meet weekly to assess needed 
interventions. A social worker has been added to the 
staff. In classrooms, ‘calming corners’ have been 
incorporated for the student requiring some quiet time 
to regulate emotions. Nevertheless, it is especially 
important that leaders consider a schedule of frequent 
classroom observations for this community of learners 
to ensure that the learner-centered expectations of 
active discovery remain the focal point of learning at 
MRA.          

Growth in Learning 

The MRA community invites inquiry, reflection, 
and dialogue in an effort to provide learners with 
relevant learning experiences that help them 
recognize their talents and potential. In grades as 
early as kindergarten, students are encouraged to 
identify their ‘wonderings’ with questions about why, 
what, and how they are learning. Students are taught 
to advocate for the content of their curriculum by 
asking relevant questions. This strategy has 
encouraged students to demonstrate active ownership 
in their educational pursuits. A 2022 teacher survey 
intending to gather data regarding the various ways in 
which teachers were assessing their students found 
that assessment methods were inconsistent, clarifying 
a need to select an adequate student progress 
monitoring measurement tool. In response, leadership 
organized a committee of stakeholders charged with 
analyzing the many and varied ways in which 
teachers were assessing student progress and 

growth. A significant finding was a lack of consistency 
in how teachers monitored learner growth. After 
review, the committee agreed to implement, as the 
school’s growth monitoring tool, the Measures of 
Academic Progress (MAP) assessment in reading, 
math, and science for students in grades 2-8. 
Professional development training for instructional 
staff was scheduled and completed in December 
2022, with the first MAP assessment scheduled to 
begin in January 2023. Results from the MAP 
assessment are expected to provide targeted, 
individualized interventions related to student 
academic growth. The MAP screening assessment 
will be a tool for use in the progress monitoring of 
students while they participate in intervention groups. 
The MRA stakeholders proactively responded to a 
need to ensure that data reporting student growth in 
learning was valid and was accurately shared with 
stakeholders. The team suggests the academy 
consider a plan to gather, disaggregate, and analyze 
longitudinal progress monitoring data as a response to 
continuous improvement to ensure that the overall 
effectiveness of instruction is relevant for all students. 

The Accreditation Engagement Review team 
congratulates MRA on the completeness of their 
preparation for this review and trusts that the findings 
of themes and actions within the report will assist 
MRA as they move forward on their continuous 
improvement journey. 
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Summary of Findings 
The review process focused on establishing evidence of effective practice and performance of the institution in relation 
to the accreditation standards 

 

Noteworthy Practices 
 
In conducting the review, the team identified Noteworthy Practices that reflect significant areas of strength in the work of 
the institution. Although there are numerous examples of the institution’s level of quality, the recognition of Noteworthy 
Practices reflect the greatest strengths of the institution. 

 

 

1 MRA intentionally manifests a respectful and inclusive school environment. Students learn and are 
expected to speak respectfully to one another and to adults. They have experience in solving conflict and 
in making amends. This expectation permeates all classrooms and all venues on campus. As a result of 
the commitment of staff to creatively support students, each student, in turn, demonstrates confidence in 
taking a risk while learning a new skill. With each challenge, students strive toward achievement and self-
efficacy. 
   

 Standard 14      Standard 4      Standard 20      Standard 18      Standard 2      Standard 17      
 

 

Areas for Improvement 
 
Using information collected and reviewed, the team identified the following Areas for Improvement that will help the 
institution improve. The Areas of Improvement will be revisited when the institution conducts Cognia’s Progress Review. 

 

 

1 Gather, disaggregate, and analyze longitudinal assessment data, both formative and summative, to 
evaluate learner response to instruction and learner achievement of desired learning targets so that the 
overall effectiveness and impact of continuous improvement goals and action steps will be enhanced 
over time. 
   

 Standard 25      Standard 24      Standard 22      Standard 30      

 

RATIONALE 
A reliable system of assessment to monitor growth in learning will support continuous improvement 
planning, decision making, modification of curriculum and instruction, and deepen each learner’s 
understanding of content. 

 

2 Develop and implement a system of multiple classroom observations (e.g., eleot) to gather, disaggregate, 
and analyze the engagement of each learner in classroom learning activities so that longitudinal data is 
available to assess the engagement of each learner in identifying personal learning targets and in 
monitoring personal progress. 
   

 Standard 19      

 

RATIONALE 
A strategic classroom observation schedule will support continuous improvement efforts to listen to 
student voice and amplify learner-centered conditions at MRA while promoting each learner’s active 
discovery and expression of needs and interests. 
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Accreditation Status and Index of Education Quality® 
  Cognia will review the results of the Accreditation Engagement Review to make a final determination concerning                               
  accreditation status for your institution based on these findings. Cognia provides the Index of Education Quality (IEQ) as a  
  holistic measure of overall performance.  
 
 
  Your Institution’s IEQ                      SCORE        DESCRIPTION 
 

    339 Below 220 An IEQ score below 220 indicates that the institution has 
several Areas for Improvement and should focus their 
improvement efforts on those areas and the related Standards 
and/or Assurances. The institution will be required to present 
evidence of improvement to Cognia within one year through a 
Progress Review. Additional Progress Reports may be required 
if satisfactory improvement is not achieved. 

 
220 - 300 An IEQ in the range of 220-300 suggests the institution some 

Areas of Improvement and may include one or more 
Noteworthy Practices. 

 
Above 300 An IEQ of 300 and above indicates the institution meets Cognia 

for expectations for accreditation that includes one or more 
Areas Improvement as well as one or more Noteworthy 
Practices. Institutions must address the Areas for Improvement 
and provide evidence of actions taken and results to Cognia in 
a required Progress Review due two years following the review. 
Additional Progress Reports may be required if satisfactory 
improvement is not achieved. 

 

Your Next Steps 
 

Accreditation is a continuous improvement process. The Engagement Review provides independent, objective guidance 
in relation to the Performance Standards and the institution’s improvement journey. Upon receiving the Accreditation 
Engagement Review Report, the institution is expected to implement the following steps: 

 

● Review and share the findings in this report with stakeholders. 

● Use the findings from the report to guide and strengthen your institution's improvement efforts. 

● Celebrate the successes noted in the report. 

● Continue the improvement journey. 

● Report to Cognia on your progress toward improvement. 
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Evaluator Roster 
The Engagement Review Team is a group of professionals with varied backgrounds and professional experiences. All 
Lead Evaluators and Engagement Review Team members complete Cognia training and eleot certification to ensure 
knowledge and understanding of the Cognia tools and processes. The following professionals served on the Engagement 
Review Team: 

 

 TEAM MEMBER NAME BRIEF BIOGRAPHY 

 

Deborah Sullivan 

Lead Evaluator 

Deborah Sullivan earned a Bachelor of Science degree in Family & 
Consumer Sciences and Health Education from Montana State Univer-
sity and a Master of Administrative Sciences degree from the University 
of Montana. Throughout her 45 years of service to public education, 
her experiences have encompassed a myriad of responsibilities at both 
the secondary and the district levels. As a classroom teacher, she 
worked in concert with the district and the federal grant funding pro-
grams to implement innovative school-based business opportunities for 
students exploring the culinary industry and the childcare field.  She 
was an instructional coach for administrators in the region and the di-
rector of a district-wide credit retrieval program for motivated students.  
As a site-based administrator, she was responsible for and coordinated 
all aspects of the school-wide curriculum and activities. She is currently 
retired and serves as a Pacific Region Accreditation Evaluator working 
with Cognia. 

 

Lynn McCann 
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