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EXECUTIVE GUMMARY

Are regular Texas public schools with predominantly non-low-income student populations
performing well? Lots of parents of children at these schools think so. Yet, based on a variety of
indicators, many of these schools may not be as good as parents think they are.

On National Assessment for Educational Progress (NAEP), often referred to as the nation’s
report card, many non-low-income Texas students fail to perform at the targeted proficient level:

¢ Onthe 2013 NAEP fourth-grade  ows Offi~Gade NAEP NowPheficenny Rofes
reading test, 53 percent of non-low- (N on—L_ow—TLncome Stideits)

income Texas test-takers failed to
score at proficient level.

e On the NAEP fourth-grade math

test, 37 percent of non-low-income
Texas students failed to score at the
proficient level.

e On the 2013 NAEP eighth-grade
reading exam, 54 percent of non-
low-income Texas test-takers failed
to score at the proficient level.

¢ On the NAEP eighth-grade math

exam, 47 percent of non-low-in-

(non-low-income Texas students)

come Texas test-takers failed to Reading Math
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score at the proficient level.

Source: National Assessment of Educational Progress

Non-low-income Texas students also have lower proficiency rates on the NAEP compared to
similar students in other states such as Massachusetts.

The state-administered exam in Texas is the State of Texas Assessments of Academic Readiness
(STAAR). The number of questions that a student must answer correctly in order to be deemed
proficient on the STAAR exam is a moving target, with higher benchmarks for proficiency being
phased in over time until a final “Recommended” level is set. According to The Dallas Morning
News:

A seventh-grader, for example, needed to get 22 questions out of 52
correct on [the 2014] math test to pass under Phase 1. To pass under
Phase 2 would have required getting 30 questions right. And a recom-
mended passing score would have required 37 correct answers.

Passing levels for other tests would change by roughly comparable numbers




In view of the low Phase 1 cut-point benchmark, and given that Texas says that the Recommended
standard in the final phase is the state’s goal, this paper will compare the performance of predomi-
nantly non-low-income schools using both Phase 1 and Recommended standards, emphasizing the
performance of schools under the final Recommended standards.

This study focuses on regular public schools where 33 percent or fewer of their students on the
National School Lunch Program (NSLP) and 50 percent or more of students in at least one grade
level that failed to achieve proficiency on the STAAR exam. In view of the inflated proficiency
rates on the STAAR exam under Phase 1’s Level II proficiency cut points, it is not surprising that
relatively few schools have 50 percent or more of their students in at least one grade level failing
to reach proficiency on one subject matter test. However, if one uses the final Recommended cut
points, which the state says are the final recommended benchmarks, then significant numbers of
schools fall in the 33/50 category.

In Texas, there are 1,115 regular public schools where 33 percent or fewer of their students classi-
fied as low income, i.e. schools with predominantly non-low-income student populations. Among
these schools, 672, or 60 percent, have 50 percent or more of their students in at least one grade
level failing to meet or exceed proficiency on the STAAR, based on the final Recommended bench-
mark of proficiency. Among this group are such schools as:

e Cottonwood Creek Elementary School in Dallas County
¢ Garden Ridge Elementary School in Comal County

e Shady Grove Elementary School in Tarrant County

e Salado High School in Bell County

e Liberty Elementary School in Denton County

A technique called linear
regression-line modeling was
used to estimate whether a 1 ,1 1 5 TOTAL SCHOOLS IN STUDY
relationship exists between (33 percent or fewer of the students classify as low-income)
the percentage of students in

a school who are classified

as coming from low-income
households and the percent

of students proficient (at

grade level) in the school for

a particular grade and subject.
This analysis for each grade in
reading and math allows for the
identification of schools that

are performing above or below 672 SCHOOLS

average p erformance based on with 50% or more of students in at least one
the performance of all other grade failing to meet proficiency (Recommended Level I1)
schools in the state.




Schools on the regression line itself are performing at the average given the performance of all other
schools in the state and the income levels of students, based on low-income and non-low-income
classifications. Schools below the regression line are performing below average given the income
status of their students, while schools above the regression line are performing above average given
the income status of their students.

Among the 1,115 regular public schools that have less than 33 percent of their students coming from
low-income households, 758 have at least one grade where the subject-matter proficiency rate, based
on the final Recommended benchmark of proficiency, was below the regression line. In other words,
68 percent of these predominantly non-low-income schools had at least one grade where students
performed below the average performance of schools with the students of the same income status on
a subject-matter test. The following is the breakdown of the number of under-performing predomi-

nantly non-low-income regular public schools per grade level for reading and math:

Nunder of Schoots Nusber of Scheels
Undowperfpumisy i Readlin Undomperfpumingy i Mt

3 248

4 265 243

3 245 224

6 112 112

7 100 101

8 99 106
9-12 36 122

Source: Educational Results Partnership

Of course, there is some overlap in the bulleted totals, with some schools listed more than once since
they may have multiple grades and/or subjects below the regression line particular to the grade-level
subject-matter test. Among the 758 schools not performing up to expectations:

Elliott Elementary School in Collin County

Haslet Elementary School in Denton County

Sandra Mossman Elementary School in Galveston County
Laura Negley Elementary School in Hays County
Lumberton High School in Hardin County



These results should cause non-low-income Texas parents, many of whom are middle class, to re-
think their views on the quality of their neighborhood public schools, and, consequently, to open
their minds to other education options, choices and policy changes that would allow their children
to escape under-performing schools and attend better-performing alternatives. Among these alter-

natives are a variety of school-choice programs:

¢ Indiana and other jurisdictions make school-choice vouchers available to non-low-income
parents and their children.

e Former Harvard law professor and current U.S. Senator Elizabeth Warren (D-Massachu-
setts), who has co-authored an influential book on the challenges facing the middle-class,
recommended, “A well-designed voucher program would fit the bill neatly.”

Recent polling in Texas shows that a large majority of Texas voters, 66 percent, support school-
choice vouchers. A large majority also agreed that education in Texas is on the “wrong track,” and
54 percent labeled the state’s public school system as only “fair” or “poor.”

Texas lawmakers have failed to pass significant school-choice legislation that addresses the over-
whelming preferences of state voters. As one Texas parent complained, “My kids need options now,
not in two or four more years.” It is time for Texas leaders to heed such pleas.



Tdtedudion ond Buckguound on
“N&t o Good 0 You T'wiwk” Reseanch

In 2007, the Pacific Research Institute (PRI) published a landmark book entitled No# as Good
as You Think: Why the Middle Class Needs School Choice. The book examined student perfor-
mance on California math and English exams in the state’s public schools that had relatively
tew low-income students. The book found that hundreds of these public schools were under-
performing based on the California Standards Test (CST). In 2009, PRI published a follow-up
study entitled “Still Not as Good as You Think: Why the Middle Class Needs School Choice.”
This current study examines schools with similar student populations in Texas to discover
whether the same underperformance phenomenon is occurring.

In the 2007 PRI book, the authors examined the pool of schools in California where a third

or fewer of the students at the school were eligible for the National School Lunch Program
(NSLP), which is the federal program that provides free or reduced-priced lunches to stu-
dents. Participation in the NSLP program is often used as an indicator of low-income family
background. Children from families with incomes at or below 130 percent of the poverty level
are eligible for free meals, and those from families with incomes between 130 percent and 185
percent of the poverty level are eligible for reduced-price meals. If only a third or fewer of the
students at a school were eligible for the NSLP program, one could reasonably conclude that
the school was attended predominantly by non-low-income or non-economically-disadvantaged
students.

Using the benchmark of one-third or fewer students eligible for the NSLP was actually a very
conservative categorization. For example, a study by the Third Way research think tank at-
tempted to examine the student achievement at middle-class public schools around the country.
The study used a broad definition of “middle class™ “Those with between 26 percent and 75
percent eligibility [for the NSLP] represent our target middle-class schools.” The study’s au-
thors, however, acknowledged some problems with the wide net that they cast: “There are some
characteristics in which the schools with 51-75 percent of their student population eligible for
the NSLP look more like lower-income schools than middle-class schools.” Given such an
admission, conservatively defining middle-class or non-low-income schools seems prudent.

Within the pool of public schools with one-third or fewer students on the NSLP program,
PRI’s 2007 book then examined the performance on the state-standards-aligned California
Standards Test (CST) in mathematics and English. California had set grading benchmarks of
advanced, proficient, basic, below basic, and far below basic. It was the state’s goal that all stu-
dents score at least at the proficient level on the CST. The authors then reviewed the test results
from the pool of predominantly non-low-income schools and determined how many schools
had more than 50 percent of students performing below proficiency in at least one grade level
on either the CST math or English exam. For this result to occur, even if every low-income
student at a school performed below the proficient mark, a significant percentage of non-low-
income students also had to perform below proficiency.



Based on these criteria, the 2007 book found almost 300 public schools in California with
predominantly non-low-income student populations where more than half of the students in at
least one grade level failed to reach proficiency in either math or English on the state exam.

In the 2009 update “Still Not as Good as You Think,” in addition to the list of public schools
compiled using the one-third/two-thirds division and the 50-percent-or-more non-proficient
grade-level benchmark, a second list of schools was compiled using a 20-percent/80-percent di-
vision between low-income and non-low-income students and a 40-percent-or-more non-pro-
ficient grade-level benchmark on the state math and English exams.

This current study uses the 33/50 criteria and applies it to regular public schools in Texas. The
Texas Education Agency uses the term “economically disadvantaged” to signify low-income
status for students. According to the agency:

An economically disadvantaged student is defined as one who is eligible for free
or reduced-price meals under the National School Lunch and Child Nutrition
Program.’

In addition to the 33/50 criteria, this study will also use a “regression line” method to analyze
the performance of predominantly non-low-income schools in Texas.’



Terws Acodemics Standords end Tedm%

There are several ways to address the question of how well non-low-income students in
Texas are performing. To get a big picture of the achievement of Texas non-low-income
students, one of the first places to which researchers turn is to the state’s results on the Na-

tional Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP).

NAEP: The Nation’s Report Card

Often referred to as the nation’s report card, the NAEP exams are used in virtually all states
and test students periodically in the core subjects:

Students are tested in a variety of different subject areas and grade levels,
and they are scored as either achieving advanced, proficiency, basic or below
basic in a specific subject. The Commissioner of Education Statistics, under
the U.S. Department of Education, is responsible for overseeing the NAEP.
The National Assessment Governing Board, an independent, bipartisan
board appointed by the Secretary of Education, is responsible for deter-
mining the framework and assessments given. The Board also defines basic,
proficient, and advanced levels for each grade.

Achieving 100 percent proficiency on NAEP exams is a goal that all schools

should be striving for.*

In defining “proficiency,” the U.S. Department of Education states: “This level represents
solid performance for each grade assessed,” and that students reaching the proficient level
“have demonstrated competency over challenging subject matter, including subject matter
knowledge, application of such knowledge to real world situations, and analytical skills
appropriate to the subject matter.” In contrast, to achieve a “basic” level, a student need
display only partial mastery of perquisite knowledge and skills that are fundamental for
proficient work at that grade level. Texas, like most other states, uses the NAEP to test its
students.

Paul Peterson of Harvard University and Fredrick Hess of the American Enterprise Insti-
tute (AEI) have written that the difficulty level of NAEP’s test items and its definition of
“proficiency” have been judged to be on par with the standards used by designers of inter-
national tests of student achievement. “Proficiency,” they conclude, “has acquired roughly
the same meaning in Europe and Asia, and in the United States—as long as the NAEP
standard is employed.”

NAEP uses matrix sampling, a testing technique that assembles different assessment docu-
ments covering different aspects of a subject. These different assessments are administered
to different sample sets of students. In other words, on the NAEP reading exam not every
student answers the same questions. Aggregate scores for all students are then calculated.”



Since NAEP uses matrix sampling, it is impossible to compare scores between students or
between schools. This situation is unlike state tests, such as the Texas STAAR exam, which
allow for such comparisons, since all students in a given grade level take the same test and
answer the same questions. NAEP produces statewide data and allows for comparisons of
performance between states and gives a picture of statewide student performance.
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The most recent NAEP results show that Texas has not
only failed to come close to the 100-percent proficiency
goal for all students, the state has also failed to come
close to this proficiency goal for non-low-income
students, who are often assumed to be higher achieving.

NAEP scores can be broken down into various group
categories, including by participation and non-
participation in the NSLP. On the 2013 NAEP fourth-
grade reading exam, 53 percent of Texas students not
eligible for the NSLP failed to score at the proficient
level. Non-low-income Texas fourth graders did better
in math, with 37 percent, less than four out of 10, failing
to score at or above the proficient level on the NAEP
fourth-grade math exam. The results, however, were
worse for non-low-income Texas eighth graders.

On the 2013 NAEP eighth-grade reading exam, 54
percent of non-low-income Texas students failed to
score at or above the proficient level. Nearly half, 47
percent, failed to score at or above proficiency on the

NAEP eighth-grade math exam.

NAEP identifies “advanced” as signifying “superior
performance.” On the 2013 fourth-grade NAEP
reading exams, 87 percent of Texas non-NSLP-eligible
test takers failed to reach the advanced level, while 85
percent failed to reach advanced on the fourth-grade
NAEP math exam. On the eighth-grade NAEP reading
exam, a stunning 96 percent of non-low-income test-
takers failed to achieve the advanced level. On the
eighth-grade math exam, 86 percent of non-low-income
test takers failed to make the advanced level.

Not only has the achievement level of non-low-income students in Texas failed to approach

the 100-percent proficiency goal, it also compares unfavorably with the performance of
similar students in other states. For example, Massachusetts is ranked among the leaders in

NAEP performance, and its non-low-income students significantly outperform their peers

in Texas.



On the 2013 NAEP fourth-grade math exam, 26 percent of non-low-income students in
Massachusetts failed to reach proficiency versus 37 percent in Texas. On the fourth-grade reading
exam, 38 percent of Massachusetts non-low-income test-takers failed to hit proficiency, while 53
percent of non-low-income Texas test-takers failed to do so. There were similar disparities on the

eighth-grade NAEP exams.

On the eighth-grade NAEP math exam, 31 percent of
non-low-income students in Massachusetts failed to
hit the proficiency mark, while 47 percent of non-low-
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income Texas eighth-graders failed to achieve proficiency.
On the eighth-grade reading exam, 39 percent of non-
low-income students in Massachusetts failed to score at
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(STAAR)

Any discussion of state testing must first start with an examination of the rigor of a state’s sub-
ject-matter standards. States with challenging and rigorous subject-matter standards will usually have
rigorous tests since state tests are aligned with state standards. Thus, prior to the advent of the na-
tional Common Core education standards, states such as California and Massachusetts had their own
rigorous individual state standards, plus standards-aligned tests that also were considered rigorous.

In Texas, the state’s English Language Arts (ELA) standards have received excellent marks, but the
state’s math standards have received less-than-stellar reviews.

The Thomas B. Fordham Institute has been grading state subject-matter standards for years. In its
2010 report on state standards, Fordham gave California an “A” and Massachusetts an “A-" for their
ELA standards. Texas also ranked well, receiving an “A-“ from Fordham for its English Language
Arts standards. According to the Fordham report:

The Texas ELA standards are clearly organized, specific, and include nearly all of the
essential K-12 content. They provide excellent guidance to teachers in the Lone Star
State and help ensure that all students will be held to equally rigorous standards.’

Specifically, the report says that the Texas ELA standards “clearly outline what students should know
and be able to do from grade to grade.” Thus, for example, “A systematic, detailed progression of ex-
pectations for early reading is provided, including rigorous standards devoted to phonics, and phone-
mic and phonological awareness.” Further, “Expectations for vocabulary development are similarly
rigorous and include standards devoted to etymology, knowledge of roots and affixes, connotation
and denotation, figurative language, appropriate use of context clues, and the use of dictionaries and
thesauruses to confirm meaning.”"!

In comparison to the new Common Core ELA standards, which Texas has resisted adopting, Texas’s
state ELA standards stack up very well. The Fordham Institute, which is pro-Common Core, says
that Texas’s ELA standards are better than Common Core in key areas:

Texas’s ELA standards are more clearly written, better presented, and logically orga-
nized than the Common Core standards. The Texas standards include expectations
that more thoroughly address the comprehension and analysis of literary and non-lit-
erary text than Common Core, including helpful, detailed standards that outline
genre-specific content and rhetorical techniques. In addition, Texas has prioritized
writing genres by grade level.?

In mathematics, the 2010 Fordham report gave California’s standards an “A+,” while Massachusetts
received a “B+” for its standards. In contrast, Texas’s math standards received a middling grade of “C.”
Texas, however, revised its math standards in 2012. Fordham then issued an evaluation of the new
Texas math standards.



The new Texas math standards, observed Fordham, were an improvement over the state’s previous
math standards:

The new standards are an improvement. Some content that was previously missing
from the standards has been included, the standards remain clear and well organized,
and the high school content remains strong."

However, while the new Texas math standards “are strong in places, especially in high school,” the
standards reviewed by Fordham were “nowhere near the best of the standards that were in place in
states such as California and Florida.”

While academic-content standards provide the foundation for accountability and learning in the
classroom, tests measure the extent of student of learning. Testing in Texas has changed over the
last several years.

For many years, Texas administered the Texas Assessment of Knowledge and Skills (TAKS) exam

to measure student learning in the core subjects. The TAKS exam was widely criticized for being
less than demanding. After being asked by a local television station to answer 27 TAKS questions,
Dr. James Rennier, dean of the College of Fine Arts and Humanities at West Texas State University,
concluded: “My first impression was it’s too easy. My last impression, it’s too easy.”**

Indeed, school proficiency rates were sky-high under TAKS, which seemed to promote a Lake
Woebegone effect: all kids are above average. In response, in 2011-12 Texas replaced TAKS with
the State of Texas Assessments of Academic Readiness (STAAR) exams. In announcing the new
STAAR exam, then-Texas education commissioner Robert
Scott explained that the STAAR exams would be more rigor-
ous than TAKS.

Scheel p/wbiciewcw nules
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ninth-grade math test, STAAR introduced 12 end-of-the-
course (EOC) exams in specific subjects, such as Algebra I or
Geometry. In other words, a ninth-grade student taking Algebra I would take the STAAR Algebra
I end-of-course exam as opposed to the old TAKS ninth-grade math exam.

One wrinkle to the STAAR exams occurs if a non-high-school student is taking a subject with an
end-of-the-course exam. In such a situation, the Texas Education Agency says:




It a student is enrolled in grade 8 or below and is taking a course for which there
is a STAAR EOC assessment, that student will be required to take the applicable
STAAR EOC test. For example, an eighth grade student enrolled in Algebra I
will take the STAAR Algebra I EOC, as well as the grade 8 reading, science, and
social studies assessments. Local school district policy will determine whether this
student will also take the STAAR grade 8 mathematics assessment.”

Thus, when reading school performance spreadsheets, such as the ones contained in the appendix
of this study, the proficiency rates for the middle-school eighth-grade STAAR math exam may not
include the results of all eighth graders at a school because some eighth graders may, instead, take
an end-of-the-course exam in a subject such as Algebra I and not be required by the local school
district to take the STAAR eighth-grade math exam. Caution should therefore be used when
reading eighth-grade math performance statistics.

The STAAR exam has three performance levels: Level III-Advanced Academic Performance,
Level II-Satisfactory Academic Performance, and Level I-Unsatisfactory Academic Performance.
The Texas Education Agency defines these different levels of performance as follows:

Level III: Advanced Academic Performance

Performance in this category indicates that students are well prepared for the next grade or
course. They demonstrate the ability to think critically and apply the assessed knowledge
and skills in varied contexts, both familiar and unfamiliar. Students in this category have a
high likelihood of success in the next grade or course with little or no academic interven-
tion. * For Algebra I and English 111, this level of performance also indicates students are well
prepared for postsecondary success.

Level II: Satisfactory Academic Performance

Performance in this category indicates that students are sufficiently prepared for the next
grade or course. They generally demonstrate the ability to think critically and apply the
assessed knowledge and skills in familiar contexts. Students in this category have a reason-
able likelihood of success in the next grade or course but may need short-term, targeted
academic intervention. For Algebra Il and English 111, this level of performance also indicates
students are sufficiently prepared for postsecondary success.

Level I: Unsatisfactory Academic Performance

Performance in this category indicates that students are inadequately prepared for the
next grade or course. They do not demonstrate a sufficient understanding of the assessed
knowledge and skills. Students in this category are unlikely to succeed in the next grade or
course without significant, ongoing academic intervention.'

To pass a STAAR exam, students must at least achieve Level II-Satisfactory Academic Perfor-
mance:

The academic performance standards are the cut scores on a test that divide stu-
dents into these three levels. A student is considered to have passed a given STA-
AR assessment if he/she earned a score at least as high as the cut score for Level II:
Satisfactory Academic Performance.!”



The cut score, which defines how many questions students must answer correctly in order to achieve
the different performance levels, is therefore crucially important. There will be a three-step phase-in
process whereby the cut scores will be raised in each phase-in period. Thus, the cut scores for Phase
1 will be relatively low; the cut scores for Phase 2 will be raised to a higher benchmark; and the final
Recommended cut scores will be an even higher benchmark. As of May 2014, the Texas Education

Agency, said that the phase-in schedule would look as follows:

The STAAR 3-8 phase-in standards for Level II performance began with the 2012
test administration. Phase-in 1 standards for Level II are in effect for the 2011-2012,
2012-2013, and 2013-2014 school years. Phase-in 2 standards and eventually final
recommended Level II standards will take effect in subsequent years (pending annual
review of student performance by the commissioner of education).®

However, in August 2014, the Texas Education Agency changed course and decided to extend the
timeline so that the less demanding Phase 1 standards for Level II would be in effect for the 2014-15
school year. The final Recommended standards for Level IT would not take effect for many years. Ac-
cording to The Dallas Morning News:

When the first STAAR tests were given in 2012, passing requirements for the new
and tougher assessments were supposed to jump in two steps over five years. By 2016,
students were expected to hit marks the state defined as a path to “postsecondary readi-
ness.”

The latest plan, released by the Texas Education Agency on Aug. 21, [2014] pushes
that “final recommended” standard back to the 2021-22 school year. So this year’s new
first-graders won't be facing the final standards until eighth grade."

The newspaper further pointed out that, “Had the 2014 students needed to meet the ‘final recommend-
ed’ standard, more than half of students would have failed every test.”

Texas Education Commissioner Michael Williams has testified before the Texas legislature saying,
“There are 70 separate validity studies associated with the variety of STAAR exams.” He concludes, “I
am hard pressed to quibble with the quality of the exam.” If the validity and quality of the STAAR
exams are beyond reproach, as Commissioner Williams argues, then pushing the timeline back seems
to be a move designed mainly to prevent potential public uproar over large numbers of students failing
the exams rather than any inherent problem with the final Recommended standard. Indeed, The Dallas
Morning News reported that the Texas Education Agency has slowed its timeline a couple times be-
cause of continuing low student performance on the STAAR exams:

The recent [August 21, 2014] TEA announcement is actually the second time the
agency rejiggered the timeline. The original plan was for a lowest passing mark for
two years, then two years at an interim level. The “final recommended” standards were
to kick in for the fifth year of the tests. Last year, when it was clear there had been no
improvement in scores, the first jump was postponed.?



It must be pointed out that the final phase Recommended cut score is the benchmark goal that guides
the cut-score setting process. Phase 1 and Phase 2 cut scores for Level II-Satisfactory Academic
Performance are based on the final Recommended cut score:

Phase-in cut scores were determined empirically for each STAAR assessment based
on the recommended Level IT cut scores. For STAAR [End-of-Course], phase-in

1 cut scores for Level II were set at 1.0 standard deviation (SD) below the Level 11
recommended cut scores for the STAAR mathematics, science, and social studies as-
sessments and at 0.5 SD below the Level II recommended cut scores for the STAAR
English assessments. Phase-in 2 cut scores for Level II were set at 0.5 SD below the
Level II recommended cut scores for the STAAR mathematics, science, and social
studies assessments, and at 0.2 SD below the Level II recommended cut scores for

the STAAR English assessments.

For all STAAR 3-8 assessments, phase-in 1 cut scores for Level II were set at 1.0
SD below the Level II recommended cut scores, and phase-in 2 cut scores were set at

0.5 SD below the Level IT recommended cut scores. These phase-in cut scores are all
higher than the TAKS “Met” performance standard.?

The actual cut scores for Level II-Satisfactory Academic Performance for the different phase-in
periods are:

Level II: Satisfactory Academic Performance

The phase-in 1 standard is

* 3500 for mathematics, science, and social studies EOC assessments

* 3750 for English EOC assessments
The phase-in 2 standard is

* 3750 for mathematics, science, and social studies EOC assessments

* 3900 for English EOC assessments
The recommended standard is
* 4000 for English, mathematics, science, and social studies EOC assessments®*

The Dallas Morning News reported that in order to achieve Level II-Satisfactory Academic Perfor-
mance, a student had to answer many more questions correctly for the final phase Recommended
standard than for the Phase 1 standard:

A seventh-grader, for example, needed to get 22 questions out of 52 correct
on [the 2014] math test to pass under Phase 1. To pass under Phase 2 would
have required getting 30 questions right. And a recommended passing score
would have required 37 correct answers.

Passing levels for other tests would change by roughly comparable numbers.*



The disparity between the number of correct answers
needed in the different phase-in periods to achieve Level

II-Satistactory Academic Performance is wide. Answer- Ameni,w? 42 Pelweurtyb
ing 42 percent of questions correctly (22 out of 52) on the

seventh-grade STAAR math test is a very low bar, even WM connecth
with the Texas Education Agency’s caution that “answer- 22 W-hyb S en the
ing fewer than 70 percent of the questions correctly on a

test does not necessarily indicate poor performance either w'ewth‘?nade STAAR
1: I;c::f;ls of scale scores or mastery of the assessed con wilh Teatie o WL” (o bo

After every annual administration of the STAAR exams,

the Texas Education Agency “will review the percentage

of students meeting the phase-in and final recommended Level II performance standards and
make a recommendation to the commissioner of education about whether the implementation
timeline for phase-in standards should be extended.” The Agency then says: “The commissioner
will decide between extending the current phase-in standards or proceeding to the next phase-in

or final recommended standards.”®

Texas Education Commissioner Michael Williams, in defending his action to extend the Phase 1
cut-point benchmarks, has said: “While I firmly believe that Texas students are capable of reach-
ing the high expectations in the final recommended performance standards, I also recognize that
the development of strong, coherent, vertically aligned instructional programs requires time and
sustained effort.””® Perhaps so, but there is no getting around the fact that Texas itself has said that
the final Recommended Level II standard is the performance goal for students, and that Level 11
proficiency benchmarks under Phase 1 are set very low.

In view of the low Phase 1 cut-point benchmark, and given that Texas says that the Recommended
standard in the final phase is the state’s goal, this paper will compare the performance of predom-
inantly non-low-income schools using both Phase 1 and Recommended standards, emphasizing
the performance of schools under the Recommended standards.?’



AMW cv() Tudividuol Terns Public Schools

The 33/50 Schools

As was mentioned previously, NAEP scores are useful in giving a big-picture statewide double check
on student achievement, but they cannot be used to evaluate individual school performance. Given that
limitation, there are other ways to analyze the performance of individual Texas public schools.

First, one can simply employ the methodology used in the 2007
PRI Not as Good as You Think book, which focused on public

O \“5 UM schools with 33 percent or fewer of students on the National
b ' M’W puolic School Lunch Program (NSLP) and 50 percent or more of
scheole with, P /wdmmm't&(i s'Fudents in at least one gra'de level .that .fa’iled to achieve profi-
ciency on the state tests. Since California’s standards were very
wow—{ow—income student rigorous, the state tests were also challenging and resulted in

many schools with predominantly non-low-income students
meeting that threshold. In view of the inflated proficiency rates

populstions. 673, or 60

P%cmt hod of lensl sne on the STAAR exam under the Phase 1’s Level II proficiency

cut points, it is not surprising that relatively few schools have

Wmdrhve@ STAA-R mth 50 percent or more of their students in at least one grade level
. failing to reach proficiency on one subject-matter test. Howev-

o neadm? R Wlww 50 er, if f);ne uses thP()i final pthe Recommjended cut points, which
P%C(’MTM moe O{IWUL the state says are the ultimate recommended benchmarks, then

significant numbers of schools fall into the 33/50 category.

Fudents bw;M 15 newch

PM{)WL%'GI(}' will be used for the term “satisfactory academic performance,”
which is associated with Level II student performance on the

STAAR exams.

For descriptive purposes, the terms “proficient” or “proficiency”
)

The STAAR results used in this paper are from the 2013 exam (the 2014 results did not come out in
time to be incorporated into this paper’s analysis). The use of 2013 data versus 2014 data should not
make any substantial difference in the ultimate conclusions of this paper since, as The Dallas Morning
News has noted: “An analysis earlier this year by 7he News showed that no average score on any
STAAR test changed more than the equivalent of two additional questions right or wrong over

the three years.”°

Based on the 2013 STAAR results and using the final Recommended Level II benchmark of proficien-
cy, out of 1,115 regular public schools with predominantly non-low-income student populations, 673,
or 60 percent, had at least one grade-level STAAR math or reading exam where 50 percent or more of
their students failed to reach proficiency. In comparison, using the Phase 1 Level II benchmark of pro-
ficiency, only 11 schools had at least one grade-level STAAR math or reading exam where 50 percent
or more of their students failed to reach proficiency. The following are some examples of the schools
that are not as good as you would think.



Cottonwood Creek Elementary School is located in the city of Coppell in Dallas County. Coppell has
grown from a small farming village to an affluent bedroom suburb of 40,000 in the Dallas-Fort Worth
metro area. One hundred percent of the city’s population is classified as urban.

In 2012, the median household income
in Coppell was $102,847, which was
double the statewide median of $50,740. Cottonuoed Creek EummwScM

The median house/condominium value STAAR 'Pe;,,bgmmw 2013
in Coppell in 2012 was $271,678, which

was more than double the statewide
median of $129,200.* For descriptive
purposes, the median house/condo in-
formation used in the text of this study is
based on the median house/condo price
for the village, town or city in which the
school is located. In the appendix of this
study the median house/condo informa-
tion in the spreadsheet for all predomi-
nantly non-low-income schools is based
on the median house/condo price for the
le code in which the school is located. Source: Educational Results Partnership
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The residents of Coppell are highly
educated, with more than 63 percent of
those 25 years old or older having a bachelor’s degree or higher. In July 2013, the unemployment in
Coppell was 5.8 percent, which was lower than the Texas statewide rate of 6.7 percent.*

In 2013, Cottonwood Creek Elementary had 519 students, with the large majority consisting of white
and Asian students. Whites represented 47 percent of the student body, while Asians represented 35
percent. Only a small 3.9 percent of Cottonwood Creek students were classified as economically disad-
vantaged. Yet, despite the paucity of low-income students, many of the school’s students failed to reach
proficiency as defined under final phase Recommended Level II cut-points.

Among third graders at Cottonwood Creek, more than 52 percent failed to meet or exceed the Level

IT proficiency, based on the final phase Recommended benchmark, on the 2013 STAAR reading exam,
while 68 percent of third graders failed to meet or exceed the Recommended proficient level on the
STAAR math exam. In comparison, only 12 percent of third graders failed to meet or exceed the Level
IT proficient level, based on the Phase 1 benchmark, on the 2013 STAAR reading exam, while just 25
percent of third graders failed to meet or exceed Phase 1 proficiency on the STAAR math exam.

For fourth graders at Cottonwood Creek, 58 percent failed to meet or exceed Recommended profi-

ciency on the STAAR math exam. In comparison, only 18 percent of fourth graders failed to meet or
exceed Phase 1 Level II proficiency on the 2013 STAAR math exam.

Homestead Elementary School is located in the city of Carrollton, parts of which are in Denton,
Dallas, and Collin counties. A suburb of Dallas, Carrollton has been named by Money magazine and
others as one of the best places to live in America. In 2012, there were 125,409 people living

in Carrollton.




The median household income in Carrollton in 2012 was higher than the statewide average,
$66,329 to $50,740. Also, Carrollton’s median house/condominium value was $167,500
versus the statewide median value of $129,200.3

In July 2013, unemployment in Carrollton was 5.8 percent, which was lower than the state-
wide rate of 6.7 percent.**

At Homestead Elementary in 2013, more than 55 percent of the school’s 619 students were
white, while 20 percent were Hispanic and 12 percent were Asian. Less than 14 percent of
Homestead’s students were economically disadvantaged.

Recent publicly posted comments by Homestead parents are mixed. One parent said, “We
have been at Homestead for two years and we love it!” However, another parent criticized
the school harshly saying, “The school (most of the teachers and administration) focus mostly
on behavior rather than academics and it doesn’t help or improve behavior in any way.”* The
latter parent may have a point since, based on the Recommended Level II benchmarks, many
Homestead students failed to reach proficiency.

Among third graders at Homestead, 70 percent failed to meet or exceed the proficient level,
based on the Recommended Level II proficiency cut-point, on the 2013 STAAR math exam.
In comparison, less than 24 percent of Homestead third graders failed to meet or exceed the

proficient level, based on the Phase 1 benchmark, on the 2013 STAAR math exam.

For fourth graders at Homestead, 73 percent failed to meet or exceed Recommended Level
IT proficiency on the 2013 STAAR math exam. In comparison, 29 percent of fourth graders
failed to meet or exceed Phase 1 Level II proficiency on the STAAR math exam.

Finally, among Homestead fifth graders, more than 51 percent failed to meet or exceed the
Recommended Level II proficient level on the STAAR math exam. In comparison, 16
percent of Homestead fifth graders failed to meet or exceed the proficient level, based on the
Phase 1 Level II benchmark, on the 2013 STAAR math exam.

Another Dallas-area school is Liberty Elementary, which is located in the city of Flower
Mound. After the construction of the nearby Dallas/Fort Worth International airport in the
early 1970s, Flower Mound became one of the fastest growing cities in the United States. In
2012, the population stood at 67,825.

The median household income in Flower Mound in 2012 was $113,683, which was more
than double the statewide median of $50,740. Flower Mound’s median house/condominium
value was $277,900, more than double the statewide median value of $129,200.3¢

More than half of Flower Mound’s residents 25 years old or older had a bachelor’s degree or
higher. The July 2013 unemployment rate in the city was 5.5 percent, lower than the state-
wide rate of 6.7 percent.*’

At Liberty Elementary, more than 68 percent of the students are white and 19 percent are
Asian. Just 1.4 percent of the school’s students are economically disadvantaged.



Recent parent postings about Liberty Elementary are mixed, but one very pro-Liberty parent wrote:

If you thought Liberty was a good school before, you will be amazed how positive it is
with our new principal and assistant principal... There just seems to be such a confident
attitude from the parents, to teachers to the kids in the halls. There is really a commu-
nication between the needs of the parents and teachers and leadership that are help-
ing to facilitate what is best for our kids... a new page has turned for Liberty -- many
teel that it is a VERY POSITIVE change. This is not just a “get the job done” group
anymore, it'’s a “HOW CAN WE BE SUCCESSFUL and MAKE OUR KIDS FEEL
GOOD AND SUCCESSFUL TOQO?” group... the halls are no longer cold!!! I finally
teel like we are going to be heard and not told how it’s done WOOHOO!!! GO LIB-

Despite this positive review and the miniscule proportion of low-income students at Liberty, math
performance at the school is a concern.

Among third graders at Liberty, 52 per-
cent failed to meet or exceed the profi- Libe/d/? EWMW%SGM
cient level, based on the Recommended STAAR 'Pmbenmo.woe 2013
Level IT proficiency benchmark, on the

2013 STAAR math exam. In compari-
son, 18 percent of Liberty third graders
failed to meet or exceed the Level II pro-
ficient level, based on the Phase 1 Level
II benchmark, on the 2013 STAAR math

€xam.
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For fourth graders, 56 percent failed to
meet or exceed Recommended Level 11
proficiency on the STAAR math exam.
In comparison, 17 percent of Liberty
fourth graders failed to meet or exceed
the proficient level, based on the Phase 1
Level II benchmark, on the 2013 STAAR

math exam.
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Less than 50 miles outside Austin, in Bell County, is the village of Salado, home to Salado High
School. Founded by Scottish settlers, Salado is the site of the first coeducational college in Texas. The
village touts itself as the best art town in Texas. As of 2012, the population was 2,154.

The median household income in Salado in 2012 was $79,910, which was significantly higher than
the statewide median of $50,740. Salado’s median house/condominium value in 2012 was $227,225,
almost $100,000 more than the statewide median of $129,200.%

More than 47 percent of Salado’s residents 25 years or older had a bachelor’s degree or higher. The July
2013 unemployment rate of 7.2 percent was higher than the statewide rate of 6.7 percent.*

At Salado High School, 76 percent of the school’s 452 students in 2013 were white, while less than 18
percent were Hispanic. Less than 20 percent of the school’s students were economically disadvantaged.




Combining 2013 end-of-course exams in algebra I, geometry and algebra II, more than 51
percent of Salado High students failed to meet or exceed the proficient level, based on Recom-
mended Level II proficiency cut-points. In comparison, less than 11 percent of Salado students
failed to meet or exceed the proficient level on the end-of-course math exams, based on the

Phase 1 Level II benchmark.

Garden Ridge Elementary School is located in the city of Garden Ridge, which is in Comal
County and which is part of the San Antonio Metropolitan Statistical Area. The city is near the
Bracken Cave, which is famed for its population of 40 million bats. The human population of
Garden Ridge in 2012 was 3,503.

The median household income in Garden Ridge in 2012 was $124,837, which was 146 percent
higher than the statewide median of $50,740. Garden Ridge’s median house/condominium
value in 2012 was a whopping $405,157, which dwarfed the statewide median of $129,200.*!

More than 62 percent of Garden Ridge residents 25 years or older had a bachelor’s degree or
higher. The July 2013 unemployment rate of 6.7 percent exactly mirrored the statewide rate.*

At Garden Ridge Elementary, 69
percent of the school’s 536 students in

2013 were white, while 19 percent were GW{M?“{% Ef@m&wﬁﬂﬂgcw
Hispanic. Twelve percent of the school’s STAAR 'Pmbmmmoe 2013

students were economically disadvan-
Il Phase|
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On the website for Garden Ridge
Elementary, the school is listed as a
Texas Exemplary Campus. According
to the posted message from the school’s
principal, Garden Ridge is “dedicated

to empowering students to achieve high
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academic standards and discover their Grade 3 Grade 4 Grade 5
unique talents and gifts.”* However, Math Math Math
based on Recommended Level 11
STAAR scores. the school has a way Source: Educational Results Partnership

)

to go to achieve its desired high levels
of student performance.

Among third graders at Garden Ridge, 63 percent failed to meet or exceed the proficient level,
based on the Recommended Level II proficiency cut-point, on the 2013 STAAR math exam.
In comparison, 16 percent of Garden Ridge third graders failed to meet or exceed the proficient
level, based on the Phase 1’s Level II benchmark, on the 2013 STAAR math exam.

Also, more than 52 percent of both Garden Ridge fourth and fifth graders failed to meet or
exceed the Recommended Level II proficiency on the STAAR math exam. In comparison, 22

percent of Garden Ridge fourth graders and 18 percent of fifth graders failed to meet or exceed
the proficient level, based on Phase 1’s Level II benchmark, on the 2013 STAAR math exam.



Shady Grove Elementary School is located in the city of Keller, which is in Tarrant County. Keller is a
northern suburb of Fort Worth, and in 2009 the city was ranked 7* on CNN/Money magazine’s list of

100 “Top places to live -- America’s best small towns.”* Keller’s population in 2012 was 41,923, which
was a whopping 53 percent increase over the 2000 total.

The median household income in Keller
in 2012 was $113,712, which was more

) ) }LMV
than double the statewide median of Slwd‘j G GEWW}iSM
$50,740. The median house/condomini- STAA?PG/LBGWGG 2013
um value was $269,802, while the state-

wide median was$129,200.% Il Phase |
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Almost 53 percent of Keller residents 25
years or older had a bachelor’s degree or
higher. The July 2013 unemployment rate
in the city was 5.5 percent, lower than the
statewide rate of 6.7 percent.*
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At Shady Grove Elementary, more than

, Grade 3 Grade 4
76 percent of the school’s 489 students Math Math
in 2013 were white, with 10 percent
Hispanic and 7 percent Asian. Less than
4 percent of students were economically
disadvantaged.

Source: Educational Results Partnership

In a positive review of the school, one parent wrote: “The school is absolutely fantastic and is focused
on the children first! Excellent teachers that really care!™ While the teachers may care, there is a ques-
tion as to whether the students are learning all that they should learn in order to achieve at high levels.

Among third graders at Shady Grove, 60 percent failed to meet or exceed the proficient level, based on
the Recommended Level II proficiency benchmark, on the 2013 STAAR math exam. In comparison,
20 percent of Shady Grove third graders failed to meet or exceed the proficient level, based on Phase 1’s
Level II benchmark, on the 2013 STAAR math exam.

Also, 55 percent of Shady Grove fourth graders failed to meet or exceed Recommended Level II profi-
ciency on the STAAR math exam. In comparison, 17 percent of Shady Grove fourth graders failed to
meet or exceed the proficient level, based on Phase 1’s Level II benchmark, on the 2013 STAAR math

€xam.




Schools Below WPm‘ent’%/Penbmmmce Line

The limitation of Texas’s proficiency bar, under Phase 1 Level II cut-points, is that it has been set rel-
atively low. Simply using a benchmark such as 50 percent or more students who are non-proficient on
a grade-level test will not give the full picture of school underperformance. For this reason, it is worth
turning to another method of analysis that shows the relationship between school performance and
student income status.

If one plots regular public schools in Texas on graphs with the percent of students proficient (based on
Recommended Level II proficiency cut-points) on a grade-level subject-specific test on the y-axis and
the percent of students who are economically disadvantaged/low income on the x-axis, then one will
get a scatterplot with each individual dot representing a school with a certain percent of students per-
forming at proficiency and a certain percent of students who are low income. Plotting schools on such
a graph is useful because the regression line that can be drawn and fitted on the graph will then tell us
about which schools are performing below average.

In comparing public schools for the purpose of this analysis, simple linear regression modeling was
used to show the relationship between the percentage of students in a school who are classified as
coming from low-income households and the percent of students proficient (at grade level), using the
Recommended Level II benchmarks, in the school for a particular grade and subject. This analysis for
each grade in reading and math allows for the identification of schools that are performing above or
below average performance based on the performance of all the other schools in the state.

In other words, the regression line is the relationship between school performance and student income
level, based on low-income and non-low-income classifications.

Of course, what constitutes “school performance” would look very different depending on whether one
used Phase 1’s Level II definition of proficient performance or the Recommended definition of Level II
proficiency. For this analysis, the Recommended Level II definition of proficiency is used.

Schools on the regression line itself are performing at the average given the performance of all other
schools in the state and the income status of students. Schools below the regression line are perform-
ing below the average performance of schools with students of the same income status, while schools
above the regression line are performing above the average relative to schools with students of the same
income status.

For the purpose of this paper, the schools of interest occupy the area below the regression line from 0 to
33 percent on the x-axis (see Appendix A). These are schools that have predominantly non-low-income
students, but which are performing below average based on the performance of all other schools in Tex-
as. The farther a school falls below the regression line, the farther its performance below the average.

A scatterplot and regression line is done for each grade level and for each subject-matter test. Thus, for
example, there is a scatterplot of schools and a regression line based on the fourth-grade STAAR read-
ing exam results. There is also a separate scatterplot and regression line for the fourth-grade STAAR
math exam, and so forth for every grade level and every subject-matter test.



Comparing where a school is plotted on the scatterplot graph and where it should be if it were on the
regression line gives one an idea of the below-average or above-average performance of the schools in
relation to the average based on the regression line. Again, the regression line represents the current
Texas average performance, using Recommended Level II proficiency benchmarks, given the income
status of the students. The amount of below-average or above-average performance can be expressed in
percentage points. So, for example, on the STAAR third-grade reading exam, Earl and Lottie Wolford
Elementary School in Collin County is 12.9 percentage points below the average performance (using
the Recommended Level II proficiency benchmark), based on the regression line, for a school with just
under 8 percent of its students categorized as economically disadvantaged.

The below-average or above-average performance for each predominantly non-low-income Texas
public school can be viewed by looking at the grade-level ELA LR Gap (English-language-arts linear
regression) or Math LR (Math linear regression) Gap columns listed in Appendix B. Negative numbers
indicate percentage points below the regression line (below-average performance), and positive num-
bers indicate percentage points above the regression line (above-average performance).

Among the 1,115 regular public schools with 33 percent or fewer of students coming from low-income
households, 758 have at least one grade where the subject-matter proficiency rate was below the regres-
sion line. In other words, 68 percent of these predominantly non-low-income schools had at least one
grade where students performed below the proficiency average on a subject-matter test. The following
is the breakdown of the number of underperforming regular public schools per grade level for reading

and math:

Nusber of Schsols
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4 265 243

5 245 224

6 112 112

7 100 101

8 99 106
9-12 36 122

Source: Educational Results Partnership

Elliott Elementary School is located in McKinney, the county seat of Collin County. McKinney is
about 30 miles north of Dallas. From 2000 to 2003, McKinney was the fastest growing city in Amer-
ica with more than 50,000 residents, according to the U.S. Census Bureau. In 2012, Money magazine
ranked McKinney as the second best place to live in America.*® In 2012, McKinney’s population was
143,223, which was a 163 percent increase over the city’s population in 2000.

The median household income in McKinney in 2013 was $79,171, which was significantly higher
than the statewide median of $50,740. McKinney’s median house/condominium value in 2013 was
$194,900, which was much higher than the statewide median of $129,200.%



Close to half of McKinney residents 25 years of age or older had a bachelor’s degree or higher. The un-

employment rate in July 2013 was 6.4 percent, which was lower than the statewide rate of 6.7 percent.*

At Elliott Elementary, nearly 62 percent of the school’s 506 students in 2013 were white, with less than
16 percent Hispanic, almost 12 percent African American, and nearly 8 percent Asian. Less than 15
percent of students were economically disadvantaged.

Many parent reviews of Elliott Elementary comment on the nurturing atmosphere at the school. One

typical review said:

This is the most wonderful and spirited school I have ever seen. I love the morning
drop off routine, the staff helping, and even the “almost late” music. The environment is
loving and affirming. Teachers are smiling and all seem to love what they do. Thank you
for making my child feel loved each day. She loves learning and school.”!

While the school personnel may be “loving and affirming,” there is less to love when it comes to the
school’s test results and how the school compares to schools with similar student income-status demo-

graphics.

On the 2013 third-grade STAAR reading exam, 57 percent of Elliott students met or exceeded the
proficient level, based on the Recommended Level II benchmark, meaning that 43 percent failed to
meet or exceed proficiency, which is a percentage that is about three times the percentage of low-in-
come students at the school. On the scatterplot graph for the STAAR third-grade reading exam,
Elliott Elementary was located 4 percentage points below the regression line, which is the average
performance of schools with the same-student-income-status demographic.

On the third-grade STAAR math exam, nearly 46 percent of Elliott students met or exceeded the Rec-
ommended Level II proficient level. On the scatterplot graph for the third-grade STAAR math exam,

Elliott Elementary was located 3.2 percentage points below the regression line.

On the fourth-grade STAAR reading exam, 51 percent of Elliott students met or exceeded the Recom-
mended Level II proficient level. For the fourth-grade STAAR reading exam, Elliott was located 9.7
percentage points below the regression line.

On the fourth-grade STAAR math exam, nearly 45 percent of Elliott students met or exceeded the
Recommended Level II proficient level. Elliott was located 4.6 percentage points below the regression
line.

On the fifth-grade STAAR reading exam, 57 percent of Elliott students met or exceeded the Recom-

mended Level II proficient level. Elliott was located 6.7 percentage points below the regression line.

On the fifth-grade STAAR math exam, less than 53 percent of Elliott students met or exceeded the
Recommended Level II proficient level. Elliott was located 7.2 percentage points below the regression
line.

In all, Elliott Elementary School, which is a K-5 school, fell below the regression line on all six of the
different STAAR grade-level reading and math exams.



Haslet Elementary School is located in the city of Haslet, which is in Denton County. Haslet is 15
miles north of Fort Worth and 20 miles south of Denton. The city has been listed as one of the top
areas in the country for economic growth. In 2012, the city’s population was 1,567, with 60 percent
classified as urban and 40 percent listed as rural. The population had increased by more than 38 per-
cent from 2000 to 2012.

The median household income in Haslet in 2013 was $91,023, which was significantly higher than
the statewide median of $50,740. Haslet’s median house/condominium value in 2013 was $273,169,
which was more than double the statewide

median of $129,200.°2
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On the 2013 third-grade STAAR reading
exam, 47 percent of Haslet students met or
exceeded the proﬁcient ICVCI, based on the Source: Educational Results Partnership
Recommended Level II benchmark, mean-
ing that 53 percent failed to meet or exceed
proficiency, which is a percentage that is more than five times the percentage of low-income students at
the school. On the scatterplot graph for the STAAR third-grade reading exam, Elliott Elementary was
located 16.6 percentage points below the regression line, which is the average performance of schools
with the same-student-income-status demographic.

On the third-grade STAAR math exam, 26 percent of Haslet students met or exceeded the Recom-
mended Level II proficient level. On the scatterplot graph for the third grade STAAR math exam,
Haslet Elementary was located 24.7 percentage points below the regression line.

On the fourth-grade STAAR reading exam, less than 55 percent of Haslet students met or exceeded
the Recommended Level II proficient level. For the fourth-grade STAAR reading exam, Haslet was
located 8.7 percentage points below the regression line.

On the fourth-grade STAAR math exam, less than 51 percent of Haslet students met or exceeded the
Recommended Level II proficient level. Haslet was located 0.8 percentage points below the regression
line.

On the fifth-grade STAAR reading exam, 54 percent of Haslet students met or exceeded the Recom-
mended Level II proficient level. Haslet was located 12.2 percentage points below the regression line.




On the fifth-grade STAAR math exam, 52 percent of Haslet students met or exceeded the Recom-

mended Level II proficient level. Haslet was located 9.7 percentage points below the regression line.

In all, Haslet Elementary School, which is a K-5 school, fell below the regression line on all six of the
different STAAR grade-level reading and math exams.

Sandra Mossman Elementary School is located in League City, parts of which are in Galveston and
Harris counties. League City is 25 miles outside of Houston. In the early 2000’s, League City had
surpassed Galveston as the largest city in Galveston County. In 2013, one financial website named
League City as the best city in Texas for job hunters.”* In 2012, the city’s population was 88,188. The
population had increased by more than 94 percent from 2000 to 2012.

The median household income in League
City in 2013 was $81,046, which was sig-
nificantly higher than the statewide median

Sondro Mossman E@mmﬁw Scheel

STAAR 'Penbe/mmce 2013 of $50,740. League City’s median house/
condominium value in 2013 was $161,800,
= ?ﬂeiﬁi"g which was more pricey than the statewide
¢ median of $129,200.%°

Forty percent of League City residents 25

%0 58 years of age or older had a bachelor’s degree
or higher. The unemployment rate in July
2013 was 5.6 percent, which was lower than
the statewide rate of 6.7 percent.*
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67 percent, or two-thirds of the school’s
772 students in 2013 were white, with less
than 18 percent Hispanic, 7 percent African
American, and 6 percent Asian. Less than 15 percent of students were economically disadvantaged.
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Parent reviews of the Sandra Mossman are mixed. One parent said that “kids feel loved and they love
the school as well.” However, another parent sharply condemned the academics and lax grading at the
school:

Teachers give fake grades (no one makes less than a 70) even when in reality they have
not mastered skills. How can a child fail a state basic skills assessment but hold a 90
average in math?? The state only requires a student to pass with a 43%. When we asked
this question of administrators we were not given a straightforward answer.””

The latter parent makes the critical point that, under the Phase 1 Level II proficiency benchmark, the
state of Texas does not require a high level of performance for a student to pass the STAAR exams. In-
class grades may lie, but using the Recommended Level II benchmark, it is apparent that many Sandra
Mossman students come up short.

On the 2013 third-grade STAAR reading exam, 54 percent of Sandra Mossman students met or ex-
ceeded the proficient level, based on the Recommended Level II benchmark, meaning that 46 percent
failed to meet or exceed proficiency, which is a percentage that is more than three times the percentage



of low-income students at the school. On the scatterplot graph for the STAAR third-grade reading
exam, Sandra Mossman Elementary was located 6.8 percentage points below the regression line, which
is the average performance of schools with the same-student-income-status demographic.

On the third-grade STAAR math exam, 50 percent of Sandra

Mossman students met or exceeded the Recommended Level 11
proficient level. Despite the fact that half of the school’s third

graders failed to achieve Recommended Level II proficiency, on O“'ﬂ;'e bmm’%“&
the scatterplot graph for the third grade STAAR math exam,
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Sandra Mossman students met or exceeded the Recommended m.t_m onceede (“11&
Level II proficient level. For the fourth-grade STAAR reading

exam, Sandra Mossman Elementary was located 7.9 percentage 'Rewmmem{ed LJavef II

points below the regression line.
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On the fourth-grade STAAR math exam, less than 45 percent
of Sandra Mossman students met or exceeded the Recommend-
ed Level II proficient level. Sandra Mossman Elementary was
located 4.8 percentage points below the regression line.

On the fifth-grade STAAR reading exam, less than 60 percent of Sandra Mossman students met or
exceeded the Recommended Level II proficient level. Sandra Mossman Elementary was located 4.3
percentage points below the regression line.

On the fifth-grade STAAR math exam, less than 58 percent of Sandra Mossman students met or
exceeded the Recommended Level II proficient level. Sandra Mossman Elementary was located 2.1
percentage points below the regression line.

In all, Sandra Mossman Elementary School, which is a K-5 school, fell below the regression line on
five different STAAR grade-level reading and math exams, and in the one grade-level exam where the
school was above the regression line -- third-grade math -- 50 percent of students in that grade level
failed to meet or exceed final Recommended Level II proficiency.

Laura Negley Elementary School is located in the city of Kyle, which is in Hays County. Kyle is 23
miles outside of Austin. The city has been listed as one of the fastest growing cities in Texas. Indeed,
in 2012, the city’s population was 30,875. The population had increased by a whopping 481 percent
from 2000 to 2012.

The median household income in Kyle in 2013 was $68,660, which was significantly higher than the
statewide median of $50,740. Kyle’s median house/condominium value in 2013 was $149,409, which
was higher than the statewide median of $129,200.%

A quarter of Kyle’s residents 25 years of age or older had a bachelor’s degree or higher. The
unemployment rate in July 2013 was 4.4 percent, which was significantly lower than the statewide
rate of 6.7 percent.”’




At Laura Negley Elementary, nearly 64 percent of the school’s 766 students in 2013 were white, with
less than 31 percent Hispanic. Less than 15 percent of students were economically disadvantaged.

Recent parent reviews of Laura Negley Elementary are mixed. One parent loved the school’s teachers
“because they care.” In stark contrast, however, another parent wrote:

Parent involvement is high with fundraising events and a specific grade level event/per-
formance, but not within the classroom. The quality of teachers is POOR. My children
have attended this school since Kindergarten and have continually slipped through the
cracks academically. They are not part of any at-risk sub-pop, nor learning disabled, but
have never made adequate yearly progress according to the State. When I have made
attempts to contact their teachers to understand my children’s specific needs, there is
no response. Where is the state mandated compensatory education? How are students
selected to receive support? When does the support take place? How are the teachers
being monitored, shown support (high number of beginning teachers), and held ac-
countable for student growth? Every student is capable of learning. It’s not like this
school is lacking funds or resources. When are the teachers going to start teaching?®

It is important to underscore that the latter parent says that his/her child does not come from an at-risk
population, but is, nevertheless, having academic problems at the school. Indeed, based on Recom-
mended Level IT STAAR results, many students at Laura Negley are slipping through the academic
cracks.

On the 2013 third-grade STAAR reading exam, 45 percent of Laura Negley students met or exceeded
the proficient level, based on the Recommended Level II benchmark, meaning that 55 percent failed
to meet or exceed proficiency, which is a percentage that is three-and-two-thirds times the percentage
of low-income students at the school. On the scatterplot graph for the STAAR third-grade reading
exam, Laura Negley Elementary was located 16.1 percentage points below the regression line, which is
the average performance of schools with the same-student-income-status demographic.

On the third-grade STAAR math exam, 32 percent of Laura Negley students met or exceeded the
Recommended Level II proficient level. On the scatterplot graph for the third grade STAAR math

exam, Laura Negley Elementary was located 16.9 percentage points below the regression line.

On the fourth-grade STAAR reading exam, less than 49 percent of Laura Negley students met or ex-
ceeded the Recommended Level II proficient level. For the fourth-grade STAAR reading exam, Laura

Negley Elementary was located 12 percentage points below the regression line.

On the fourth-grade STAAR math exam, 39 percent of Laura Negley students met or exceeded the
Recommended Level II proficient level. Haslet was located 10.3 percentage points below the regres-
sion line.

On the fifth-grade STAAR reading exam, 52 percent of Laura Negley students met or exceeded the
Recommended Level II proficient level. Laura Negley Elementary was located 11.5 percentage points
below the regression line.

On the fifth-grade STAAR math exam, 36 percent of Laura Negley students met or exceeded the
Recommended Level II proficient level. Laura Negley was located 23.6 percentage points below the
regression line.



In all, Laura Negley Elementary School, which is a K-5 school, fell below the regression line on
all six of the different STAAR grade-level reading and math exams.

Lumberton High School is located in the city of Lumberton, which is the largest city in Har-
din County. Lumberton is 13 miles from Beaumont and 80 miles from Houston. Considered

a bedroom community, Lumberton is one of the fastest growing towns in Texas, with numerous
new subdivisions. In 2012, the town’s population was 12,061, a 38 percent increase from 2000 to
2012.

The median household income in Lumberton in 2013 was $64,401, which was higher than

the statewide median of $50,740. Lumberton’s median house/condominium value in 2013 was
$150,397, which was higher than the statewide median of $129,200.5!

Twenty-two percent of Lumberton’s residents 25 years of age or older had a bachelor’s degree or
higher. The unemployment rate in July 2013 was 8.5 percent, which was higher than the state-
wide rate of 6.7 percent.®

At Lumberton High, 91 percent of the school’s 1,101 students in 2013 were white, with less than
8 percent Hispanic. Twenty-one percent of students were economically disadvantaged.

Combining the results for the end-of-course 2013 STAAR reading exams at Lumberton High,
54 percent of the school’s students met or exceeded the proficient level, based on the Recom-
mended Level II benchmark, meaning that 46 percent failed to meet or exceed proficiency, which
is a percentage that is more than double the percentage of low-income students at the school. On
the scatterplot graph for the combined STAAR end-of-course reading exams, Lumberton was lo-
cated 6.8 percentage points below the regression line, which is the average performance of schools
with the same-student-income-status demographic.

On the end-of-course 2013 STAAR math exams (algebra I, geometry and algebra II), a com-
bined 42 percent of the Lumberton High'’s students met or exceeded the proficient level, based
on the Recommended Level II benchmark, meaning that 58 percent failed to meet or exceed
proficiency. On the scatterplot graph for the combined STAAR end-of-course reading exams,
Lumberton was located 3.8 percentage points below the regression line, which is the average
performance of schools with the same-student-income-status demographic.

It is important to emphasize that comparing a school’s performance vis-a-vis the regression line
has a limitation. The regression line is not an independently judged ideal benchmark of school
and student performance. Rather, it is an expression of the performance average based on the
performance of all regular public schools in the state.

If many schools do not perform highly, then the regression line is not set very high. The fact
that 46 percent of Lumberton High School’s students could fail to achieve Recommended Level
IT proficiency on end-of-the-course STAAR reading exams, and yet the school was still only 6.8
percentage points below the regression line indicates that other schools with similar percentages
of low-income students are not performing well on end-of-course English language arts. Indeed,
even if a school met average performance, as represented by the regression line, there would still
be much room for improvement.



Still, the regression line is useful in exposing school underperformance that would have been
missed by using the 33/50 evaluation criteria alone. What the regression-line analysis does
not catch are schools somewhat above the regression line, but which one could still argue are
having performance issues. Take, for example, Pink Elementary School.

Located in the affluent city of Frisco, which is in Collin County and part of the Dallas met-
ro area, Pink Elementary had 710 students in 2013. The school’s population was 74 percent
white, less than 10 percent Hispanic, and 9 percent Asian. Only 1.3 percent of the students
were economically disadvantaged.

On the 2013 fourth-grade STAAR math exam, less than 65 percent of Pink Elementary stu-
dents met or exceeded Recommended Level II proficiency, meaning that more than 35 per-
cent did not, which was a percentage 27 times the percentage of economically disadvantaged
students at the school. Yet, on the scatterplot graph for the STAAR fourth-grade reading
exam, Pink Elementary was located 10.3 percentage points above the regression line, which is
the average performance of schools with the same-student-income-status demographic. Pink
Elementary School had similar relatively unimpressive Recommended Level II proficiency per-
centages in all other grade-level math and reading exams, but none resulted in positions below
the respective regression lines.

Pink Elementary School’s example demonstrates the limitation of the regression-line analy-
sis. Still, in a positive sense, one can say that the regression-line analysis is a conservative tool,
which likely under-includes rather than over-includes schools that have performance problems.

Hi%lwn _Pen()emm% Texos Public Schools

While this paper has focused on regular public schools that are “not as good as you think,” it
is instructive to point out that there are schools with predominantly non-low-income students
that are higher performing, especially in comparison to nearby schools.

Take two schools in the Lewisville Independent School District. Tom Hicks Elementary
School is situated in Frisco, while Wellington Elementary School is located in the city of Flow-
er Mound. Both these affluent cities have been described earlier in this study.

Tom Hicks and Wellington have very similar demographics. Both schools have just less than
4 percent of their student populations categorized as economically disadvantaged. At Tom
Hicks, 65 percent of students are white, 13 percent are Asian, and less than 12 percent are
Hispanic. At Wellington, 66 percent of students are white, 21 percent are Asian, and 8 percent
are Hispanic. Yet, despite these similarities, the STAAR results at the two schools are very
different.

On the third-grade STAAR reading exam, 58 percent of Tom Hicks students met or exceed-
ed Recommended Level II proficiency. In contrast, 82 percent of Wellington students met or
exceeded Recommended Level II proficiency.



On the third-grade STAAR math exam, less than 50 percent of Tom Hicks students met or exceeded
Recommended Level II proficiency. At Wellington, nearly 66 percent of students met or exceeded
Recommended Level II proficiency.

On the fourth-grade STAAR reading exam, 50 percent of Tom Hicks students met or exceeded
Recommended Level II proficiency. In contrast, 73 percent of Wellington students met or exceeded
Recommended Level II proficiency.

On the fourth-grade STAAR math exam, less than 29 percent of Tom Hicks students met or exceed-
ed Recommended Level II proficiency. At Wellington, nearly 58 percent of students met or exceeded
Recommended Level II proficiency.

On the fifth-grade STAAR reading exam, 65 percent of Tom Hicks students met or exceeded Rec-
ommended Level II proficiency. In contrast, almost 75 percent of Wellington students met or ex-
ceeded Recommended Level II proficiency.

On the fifth-grade STAAR math exam, less than 63 percent of Tom Hicks students met or exceeded
Recommended Level II proficiency. At Wellington, nearly 75 percent of students met or exceeded
Recommended Level II proficiency.

Thus, while there is certainly room for improvement at Wellington Elementary, the school compares
favorably to a similarly populated school like Tom Hicks Elementary, both of which are in the same
school district.

Despite the fact that Wellington Elementary has higher scores relative to Tom Hicks Elementary, it
is important to point out that Wellington’s scores still leave something to be desired. For example,
although Wellington has only 4 percent of its students categorized as economically disadvantaged, 42
percent of its fourth graders failed to perform at or above Recommended Level II proficiency on the
STAAR math exam, which is a percentage ten times the percentage of disadvantaged students at the
school. Thus, even “better” schools are still not great.

Also, even though Wellington scores are relatively better than those at Tom Hicks, what does that
mean for parents at Tom Hicks? If Tom Hicks is their neighborhood school then that is where their
children will go. Wellington’s higher performance is merely an academic point. Further, since there
are no meaningful incentives, such as competition for students in the face of a universal school-choice
program, for individual schools in the public-school system to copy better practices at other public
schools, there is little hope that the traits of higher performing public schools will be mimicked by
lower performing schools.



Conclusions ond Recommendolions

What this paper has shown is that many Texas schools with predominantly non-low-income student
populations have significant quality and performance problems. These quality and performance issues
can be seen using a variety of measurements.

On the NAEP exams, large proportions of non-low-income Texas students fail to perform at the profi-
cient level. Also, Texas trails high-performing states like Massachusetts in the proportion of non-low-
income students performing at proficiency on the NAEP.

Using the Recommended Level II proficiency cut-points for the STAAR exam, of the 1,115 regular
public schools in Texas that have 33 percent or fewer of their students designated as low income, 673,
or 60 percent, have at least one grade where 50 percent or more of students in that grade level failed to
meet or exceed the proficient level on either the state reading or math test.

Further, using the Recommended Level II cut-points and simple linear regression modeling, out of
1,115 schools with 33 percent or fewer of their students categorized as low income, 758, or 68 percent,
had at least one grade where students performed below average on a STAAR subject-matter test.

These results should cause non-low-income Texas parents, many of whom are middle class, to re-think
their views on the quality of their neighborhood public schools, and, consequently, to open their minds
to other education options, choices, and policy changes that would allow their children to escape un-
derperforming schools and attend better-performing alternatives. Indeed, parents quoted in this study
complained about the poor academics for their non-at-risk children at their predominantly non-low-
income schools.

It is no secret that many middle-class parents decide to locate to certain neighborhoods because they
think that the local public schools are high performing and will benefit their children. Former Harvard
Law professor and current U.S. Senator Elizabeth Warren and her daughter Amelia Warren Tyagi have
written that the major reason middle-class families are willing to shell out so much of their incomes on
housing is that “when a family buys a house, it buys much more than shelter from rain”; rather, it “buys
a public-school system.” They note, “For most middle-class parents, ensuring that their children get a
decent education means buying a home in a small subset of well-reputed school districts.”

Warren and Tyagi advise: “Any policy that loosens the ironclad relationship between location-loca-
tion-location and school-school-school would eliminate the need for parents to pay an inflated price for
a home just because it happens to lie with the boundaries of a desirable school district.”®* Such a policy
would “relieve parents from the terrible choice of leaving their kids in lousy schools or bankrupting
themselves to escape those schools.”®*

Toby Young, who has written a book on free schools, which are the British version of U.S. charter
schools, has pointed out that many middle-class schools in Britain are underperforming. Yet, in many
areas in Britain, like in Texas, there is only one government-run public school for miles around “so the
only choice is to plump for the local school or go private.”® Given the cost of private education, Young
says:



For middle-income or low-income families, that isn’t any choice at all. It’s the

lack of any competition that enables these “sink” middle-class schools to “muddle
through.” After all, the vast majority of parents in the surrounding areas will have
no choice but to send their children to these schools, regardless of how poorly they
perform.®

For middle-class parents, who have gone into debt to buy into “good” neighborhoods with “good”
public schools, what are they to do when they find out that the schools are not as good as they
thought they were? The answer is to consider and support school-choice programs that are not
just targeted at small groups of low-income families, but that give parents of all or most income
levels the ability to choose the public or private school that best meets the needs of their children.

For besieged middle-class parents, Warren and Tyagi recommended, “A well-designed voucher
program would fit the bill neatly.”*’

Indiana has enacted its Choice Scholarship Program, which makes school-choice scholarships
available to many non-low-income parents. In addition to students who qualify for the National
School Lunch Program, who are eligible for a voucher worth up to 90 percent of the state per-pu-
pil spending amount for the sending district, students “from families earning 150 percent of that
same threshold can receive a voucher worth up to 50 percent of the state funding allocation for
the sending district.”® Parents can use the state-funded voucher to pay for private-school tuition.

It is estimated that 42 percent of Indiana families meet the eligibility requirements of the Indiana
program. While the Indiana program is an improvement over other school-choice programs that
focus exclusively on low-income families, the Friedman Foundation for Educational Choice says,
“the income eligibility level [for the Indiana program] is too low for higher income families to
participate.”®’

Although it has a charter school law, Texas has no school-choice program that involves private
schools. While lawmakers in Austin have clashed over school choice, Texans strongly support
private school-choice options.

A 2013 poll by The Friedman Foundation for Educational Choice and the Texas Public Poli-
cy Foundation found that a large majority of Texas voters, 66 percent, support school vouchers,
which allow parents to use their children’s public education funds for private school tuition.
Commenting on the poll results, Robert Enlow, president and CEO of The Friedman Foun-
dation, said. “Texas voters want a great education for their kids and the freedom to choose the

schools that work best for them. They deserve, and want, more than what the status quo has to
offer.””°

When asked by a Texas legislative committee why STAAR scores have not gone up, a Texas Ed-
ucation Agency official replied, “That might more correctly be directed to [local] school people.”
The Dallas Morning News observed that if Texas education officials are “right that the problem is
in teaching, it’s an issue for just about every classroom in Texas.””! In fact, Texans have figured
out that there are problems going on in too many classrooms across the state, and they are not

happy about it.



The Friedman Foundation/Texas Public Policy Foundation poll found that many Texas voters were
dissatisfied with the education status quo:

As for the quality of K-12 education in the state, 55 percent of voters said it is on the

“wrong track” whereas 33 percent see it moving in the “right direction.” A similar per-
centage, 54 percent, labeled the state’s public school system as “fair” or “poor,” with 42
percent identifying it as “good” or “excellent.””?

“Texans believe that every child should have a chance to attend a school that best addresses their spe-
cific needs,” Brooke Rollins, president and CEO of the Texas Public Policy Foundation, said. “Even an
excellent public school may not be the best fit for addressing the needs of every student in its district.
Unfortunately, Texas’ education system provides too few opportunities for families seeking alternatives
to their local public school.””® As this study has shown, however, many supposedly “excellent” public
schools are not as good as people think, which is even more reason to provide school-choice alternatives
for all Texas parents and their children.

Texas should therefore consider programs such as Indiana’s and those in other states that make scholar-
ships available to middle-class parents.

Increased choice for parents of all incomes, therefore, should be the guiding principle for Texas policy-
makers. Too many children in Texas, including many from middle-class families, are going to under-
performing schools. They have an inherent right to be able to attend a better school, whether public or
private.

Major school-choice proposals have made some headway in the Texas legislature at the committee
level, but none have been enacted into law. The inability of lawmakers to address the clear preference
of Texas voters on school choice is unacceptable. As Robert Enlow and Brooke Rollins point out:

Today, the default in Texas is that parents’ ZIP codes determine the schools where they
must send their kids. That’s why nearly 93 percent of students are in traditional public
schools—regardless of those schools” quality—and only 3 percent are able to choose
charter schools and just 4 percent are able to access private schools.

However, according to our survey, if voters could select any type of school to obtain
the best education for their children, just 34 percent would choose traditional public
schools, whereas 47 percent would select private schools, 8 percent would opt for char-
ters, and 8 percent would home school their kids.”

The dithering in Austin clearly frustrates parents who want to act on their preferences. One Texas
parent complained, “My kids need options now, not in two or four more years.””’” Indeed all parents in
Texas and in other states should have the immediate power to choose the school that best meets the
needs of their children. Commenting on his own country’s universal school-choice voucher program,
the late Swedish education minister Per Unckel has said:

Kids should never ever have to stay in a school if the school is lousy. The right of the
kid is to get a good education. If the public sector cannot offer it, he or she should have
the right to go somewhere else.”
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2013 Grade 4 Mathematics

STAAR - Recommended Cut Points All Students
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2013 Grade 4 Language Arts
STAAR - Recommended Cut Points All Students
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2013 Grade 8 Mathematics
STAAR - Recommended Cut Points All Students
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Percent of All Students Proficient

2013 Grade 8 Language Arts
STAAR - Recommended Cut Points All Students

100
s o . s
A o @ @
90 .
¢ e °° L3 13
© . LN . A @
o gwoo o oo R ¢
80 » o°° +8 * ¢ v e
& S te o < *
. 08 © & ¢
@
)i N £ °°3° Gp O 4 0 @ A4 @ ¢ ° °
- AR PP °8° & ¢ <&
~$ o & iZ 3 ° s ¢ & o ¢ oe & & &
e LY e @ 6 o® 3 > °
70 @ L o o%e o ¢
@ 20 oo s b
—a® R P e ¢ o S
° LA P *e%s 4 ¥, oo ¢ ¢ o
o @ o, o8 w T e 8o % °
o © EAADCOVE DS DR DAL A2 @ @ * . *
0;,'0-., b D o8 % % o o s
0% g, fee > & A T ¢
60 o e ¢ o0 %o, o&% s e 8°° P %& o”% R S ®
co® & Y ®?e %0 ¢ 2o %
& B o TS o8 w0t Booed s
3 & % @ PGt e o oo
ol T At SR s BRI e e
@ P o%o'@o £ 8, WOINOLY cp8 T % g oo
o g % 5 %8:% P Tot g ® o Mo ° ¢ © ¢ ¢
®e & o8& R AT TR "0 LT 3 IS
50 £ S s 4 ome e &o&f,’o@%@%o o SO E o g GBed oo @ @
- . ® AR E R Y 2R R T Cog 06 0.6 0 M
X &
¢ T0E Boody 2 bl °°§o *® MR s
« . ¢ oy o &éf F 5o 0"@630 ° o o B o
e ° ¢ @ °°¢ & TN @ S 020 & o % < &
@ * 00“0 o $%% 8o O%&: $ %b'o B o ud » % A
b:4 ¢ & b P %o % QOQQM %’oo o%%o;‘”& ;"gg&& s & B oy PRy
40 « = s, %0 4 °£¢o%o%°&¢ 0 > ® o Vo0l G
o & © VD A 5 00 28 BL TR GTRT 90 00 O 00 D o @
J§ A PSS &3 oF, -2 a0 vy PTW T -
° b3 0.® oog" % f& % o%%o o 2@ °$'--& @ 0% B o+
> s
s s %o AR >4 p PP $°$ o B3 cg%gﬁ%: °§ o
o o e e o0 %f ooo%"o& ‘59,?‘)0% o oo
& oo TN
P 5 oV X o
20 ¢ - % o §° BH % oﬁgooﬁ:oo“e"?% i
1 ‘ oo ° o o006 0 g0, ¢ “%30 o o Y
e s © % o $Fes o 0% 0, %% 2050
T @ S @ ®o o 00 0% o2
< o o o < °(> PN ¢¢°¢ o& 68
£
o ¢ o LS o * o bl
20 IS - e ¢ o °¢Q£§ogo&
s & @ PR AT A
t © < & o0 < é o o
)i kS kS . R %8
e & A4 & ¢ ¢ o <
@ %
@ @ © i
s
10 W o
s L3
L3N b4
0 s
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100

Source: Educational Results Partnership

Percent Socioecononic Disadvantaged






Agpendin B

Texos Non—Low=Tncome
ScM@Peﬂ()cr/mece






HOW TOREAD THE TABLES

% Low-Income
The percentage of economically disadvantaged students in the school. The study only includes schools
in which 33 percent or fewer of the students qualify for the National School Lunch Program (NSLP).

ELA Prof. Less than 50%/Math Prof. Less than 50%

The number of grades in the school in which 50 percent or more of the students scored less than profi-
cient (Recommended Level II-Satisfactory Academic Performance) on the State of Texas Assessments
of Academic Readiness (STAAR) in English language arts/reading or math.

ELA Prof. Below LR/Math Prof. Below LR

A technique called linear regression-line modeling (LR in the tables) was used to show a relationship
between the percentage of students in a school who are classified as low-income and the percentage of
students who score proficient (Recommended Level II-Satisfactory Academic Performance) or above
on the State of Texas Assessments of Academic Readiness (STAAR) in English language arts (ELA)
or math for a particular grade level. This analysis for each grade in ELA/reading and math allows for
the identification of schools that are performing above or below average performance based on the
performance of all the other schools in the state. This column shows the number of grades at that
school that were below the average performance of all other schools with the same percentage of
low-income students.

% ELA Prof./% Math Prof.

The percentage of students that scored proficient (Recommended Level II-Satisfactory Academic
Performance) or above on the State of Texas Assessments of Academic Readiness (STAAR) in
English-language-arts/reading or math.

ELA LR Gap/Math LR Gap

A technique called linear regression modeling (LR in the tables) was used to estimate whether a
relationship exists between the percentage of students in a school who are classified as low-income

and the percentage of students who score proficient (Recommended Level II-Satisfactory Academic
Performance) or above on the State of Texas Assessments of Academic Readiness (STAAR) in English
language arts/reading or math. This column shows the percentage points above or below the average
(the linear regression line) for that grade based on the percentage of students who are low-income and
the percentage of students who scored proficient or higher. A positive number means that the school
is performing above the average and a negative number means that the school is performing below
average. The higher or lower the percentage, the larger the gap from the average.

Green Bar Indicates Schools that have No Grades with Less than 50% Proficiency
and No Negative Positions Below ELA/Math Regression Lines



Ab Harrison Intermediate

District Name

Wylie ISD

County Name | School Level

Collin

2-Middle

median home
value (k)

zip code

167,200

%
Soc Dis

Abbott School

Academy Jr High Academy ISD . Bell | 2-Middle | 76554 | 94,300

Alamo Heights ISD

Alamo Heights Jr High

Abbott ISD

Hill

Bexar

4-Other

2-Middle

108,600

78209 313,400

21.3

Albany Jr - Sr High School

Albany ISD

Shackelford

4-Other

76430 67,400

29.6

Aldridge Elementary School

Plano ISD

Collin

1-Primary

196,400

Alvis C Story Elementary School

Allen ISD

Collin

1-Primary

75002 199,400

Aledo Middle School Aledo ISD Parker 2-Middle 76008 255,100 10.8
Alexander Middle School Pearland ISD Brazoria 2-Middle 77581 185,900 23.6
Allen Elementary School Frisco ISD Collin 1-Primary 75034 330,000 10.3

20.3

Alvord High School

Alvord ISD

Wise

3-High

136,900

Amy Parks - Heath Elementary School Rockwall ISD Rockwall 1-Primary 75032 215,500 8.2
Anderson Elementary School Frisco ISD Collin 1-Primary 75025 264,600 10.0
Andrews High School Andrews ISD Andrews 3-High 79714 89,900 27.0
Anna May Daulton Elementary School Mansfield ISD Tarrant 1-Primary 75054 233,700 18.0
Aragon Middle School Cypress-Fairbanks ISD Harris 2-Middle 77095 172,100 27.0
Arbor Creek Middle School Lewisville ISD Denton 2-Middle 75010 211,000 17.7
Archer City High School Archer City ISD Archer 4-QOther 76351 60,100 30.7
Arden Road Elementary School Canyon ISD Randall 1-Primary 79119 223,100 20.9

Argyle Intermediate Argyle ISD Denton 2-Middle 76226 304,700 12.3
Argyle Middle School Argyle ISD Denton 2-Middle 76226 304,700 14.2
Arlon R Seay Elementary School Comal ISD Comal 1-Primary 78070 329,800 19.2

Arthur H Mcneil Elementary School Mckinney ISD Collin 1-Primary 75070 221,900 23.2
Artie L Henry Middle School Leander ISD Williamson 2-Middle 78613 213,800 23.9
Asa E Low Jr Intermediate Mansfield ISD Tarrant 2-Middle 76063 186,400 27.0
Ashley Elementary School Frisco ISD Collin 1-Primary 75035 238,500 5.7
Atascocita High School Humble ISD Harris 3-High 77346 173,400 24.9
Atascocita Middle School Humble ISD Harris 2-Middle 77346 173,400 23.5
Atascocita Springs Elementary School Humble ISD Harris 1-Primary 77346 173,400 16.3

Aubrey Middle School Aubrey ISD Denton 2-Middle 76227 156,000 28.5
Aue Elementary School Northside ISD Bexar 1-Primary 78255 298,400 9.0
Ault Elementary School Cypress-Fairbanks ISD Harris 1-Primary 77433 238,100 20.5
Austin Elementary School Coppell ISD Dallas 1-Primary 75019 318,100 15.9

Austin Elementary School

Barbara Jordan Intermediate

Pampa ISD

Schertz-Cibolo-U City ISD

Gray

Guadalupe

1-Primary

2-Middle

79065 104,700

78108 175,700

31.7

25.8

Barbers Hill Elementary School

Barbers Hill ISD

Chambers

1-Primary

77523 202,300

24.3




+ OF UNDERPERTFORMING GRADES GRADE 3 GRADE 4

ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math
Prof <50% | Prof <50% LR <0 LR<0 | % Prof | % Prof A LR Gap LR Gap | % Prof | % Prof | LR Gap LR Gap

0 0 1 1 73.5 58.9 9.2 7.5 66.1 52.1 2.2 0.3

0 0 1 0 71.1 55.6 7.7 4.8 60.6 70.4 -2.4 19.3

1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 1 0 61.1 58.5 1.5 10.6 51.7 62 -7.4 13.8

0 2 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 2 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 1 2 1 52.9 55.8 -5.4 8.9 52.8 24.7 -5 -22.5
0 0o 0 0 0 0o 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 2 3 3 54.7 35.9 -4.3 -11.5 53.6 31.9 -4.9 -15.9
S0 0 0 0 796 798 115 254 748 558 7 11

1 2 2 3 58 39 0.8 -7 41.3 28 -15.3 -18.3

0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 2 1 63 59.6 -2.4 7.3 55.3 51.4 -9.7 -1.3

0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

2 3 3 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 2 3 1 59.2 49.2 -1.2 0.7 52.1 45.6 -7.9 -3.3
0 0o 0 0 0 0o 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 2 0 66.4 54.8 2.5 3.7 62.9 53.3 -0.5 1.8

0 1 0 0 60.4 49.1 2 2.1 61.5 57.6 3.6 10.3

2 3 2 3 48.6 333 -12 -15.3 46.8 33 -13.3 -16

3 2 3 2 33.9 23.8 -19.3 -19.2 31.4 22.9 -21.2 -20.4

1 0 2 0 52.8 54.6 -3.9 9 44.9 53.2 -11.2 7.2




School Name

Ab Harrison Intermediate

ELA

% Prof

Math
% Prof

ELA
LR Gap

Math

LR Gap

ELA

% Prof

Math
% Prof

ELA

LR Gap

Math
LR Gap

Abbott School

Academy Jr High
Alamo Heights Jr High 0 0 0 0 59.9 47.4 0.2 -3.2
Albany Jr - Sr High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Aldridge Elementary School 60.6 60.9 -3.3 1.2 0 0 0 0
Aledo Middle School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Alexander Middle School 50.8 59 -2.7 8.8 52.6 24.6 -5.9 -25
Allen Elementary School 77.4 77.4 11.3 15.8 0 0 0 0

Alvis C Story Elementary School 61.3 72.2 0.3 14.8 74.3 70.6 9.7 7.8
Alvord High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Amy Parks - Heath Elementary 62.3 56.2 -49 -6.3 738 74 2.9 5
School

Anderson Elementary School 73.8 69.5 7.5 7.8 0 0 0 0
Andrews High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Anna May Daulton Elementary School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Aragon Middle School 0 0 0 0 61.2 58.4 4.6 10.3
Arbor Creek Middle School 0 0 0 0 53.6 391 -8.1 -13.1
Archer City High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Arden Road Elementary School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Argyle Intermediate 67.2 50.9 8.3 -4.2 70.7 30.8 6 -23.8
Argyle Middle School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Arlon R Seay Elementary School 60.6 53 -1 -4.8 0 0 0 0

School

Arthur H Mcneil Elementary School 52.3 55.2 -7.2 -0.9 0 0 0 0
Artie L Henry Middle School 0 0 0 0 58.2 38.9 -0.1 -10.6
Asa E Low Jr Intermediate 52.5 57.8 0.7 9.1 53.1 48.9 -3.5 0.8
Ashley Elementary School 78.3 87.5 9.8 24 0 0 0 0
Atascocita High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Atascocita Middle School 0 0 0 0 50 42.8 -8.5 -6.9
Atascocita Springs Elementary 52 1 795 A1 13.4 0 0 0 0

Aubrey Middle School 0 0 0 0 63.6 48.5 7.8 1
Aue Elementary School 62.4 65.2 -4.4 3.1 0 0 0 0
Ault Elementary School 61.5 79.1 0.6 21.8 0 0 0 0
Austin Elementary School 64.1 40.7 0.8 -18.5 0 0 0 0
Austin Elementary School 47.5 541 -7.7 1.5 0 0 0 0

Barbara Jordan Intermediate

64.5

Barbers Hill Elementary School




END OF COURSE ASSESSMENTS

ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math
% Prof % Prof | LR Gap LR Gap % Prof % Prof LRGap | LRGap | % Prof % Prof | LR Gap LR Gap

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 40.7 27.1 -17.3 -16.1
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
52.7 491 -1 5.5 67.3 23.6 43 -23.9 0 81.3 0 -4.4
62.7 31 4.2 -16.5 70.4 63.5 2.7 121 0 96.2 0 7.2
48.8 40 -2.5 0.8 64.4 56.8 4.7 16.6 62.3 53.2 22.1 22.7
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 67.1 0 17.3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
67.1 33.8 6.8 -15.2 75.3 55.5 5.8 25 0 95.2 0 4.9
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

o ololo|e
oo olo|lo
oo ololo




District Name

County Name | School Level

zip code

median home

%

value (k) Soc Dis
Barbers Hill High School Barbers Hill ISD Chambers 3-High 77523 202,300 17.8
Barbers Hill Intermediate Barbers Hill ISD Chambers 2-Middle 77523 202,300 23.3
Barbers Hill Middle School Barbers Hill ISD Chambers 2-Middle 77523 202,300 19.3

Barrington Place Elementary School Fort Bend ISD Fort Bend 1-Primary 77478 242,400 30.0
Barton Creek Elementary School Eanes ISD Travis 1-Primary 78733 545,200 0.8
Barton Hills Elementary School Austin ISD Travis 1-Primary 78704 405,600 9.1

Bayside Intermediate Clear Creek ISD Galveston 2-Middle 77573 210,700 25.0
Bear Branch Elementary School Humble ISD Harris 1-Primary 77339 159,400 10.9
Bear Branch Elementary School Magnolia ISD Montgomery 1-Primary 77354 249,500 15.7
Bear Branch Jr High Magnolia ISD Montgomery 2-Middle 77354 249,500 28.5
Bear Branch Sixth Grade Campus Magnolia ISD Montgomery 2-Middle 77354 249,500 32.3
Bear Creek Elementary School Grapevine-Colleyville ISD Tarrant 1-Primary 76039 157,400 22.6

Beard Elementary School Northside ISD Bexar 1-Primary 78023 261,400 6.6
Beckendorff Jr High Katy ISD Harris 2-Middle 77494 299,900 49
Bedford Heights Elementary School Hurst-Euless-Bedford ISD Tarrant 1-Primary 76021 176,100 20.5
Bee Cave Elementary Lake Travis ISD Travis 1-Primary 78738 485,300 10.2
Bells High School Bells ISD Grayson 3-High 75414 103,500 30.7

Berry Miller Jr High Pearland ISD Brazoria 2-Middle 77584 208,600 13.9
Bess Brannen Elementary School Brazosport ISD Brazoria 1-Primary 77566 154,000 30.6
Bess Campbell Elementary School Lamar CISD Fort Bend 1-Primary 77479 356,500 3.6
Bethany Elementary School Plano ISD Collin 1-Primary 75025 264,600 8.0
Bette Perot Elementary School Keller ISD Tarrant 1-Primary 76244 178,000 11.4
Beverly Cheatham Elementary School Allen ISD Collin 1-Primary 75013 330,400 2.5

Bill Burden Elementary School Liberty Hill ISD Williamson 1-Primary 78642 257,200 31.6
Billy Baines Middle School Fort Bend ISD Fort Bend 2-Middle 77459 244,900 29.1
Birkes Elementary School Cypress-Fairbanks ISD Harris 1-Primary 77095 172,100 25.8
Birnham Woods Elementary School Conroe ISD Montgomery 1-Primary 77386 194,900 19.4
Black Elementary School Cypress-Fairbanks ISD Harris 1-Primary 77429 187,900 30.5
Blackland Prairie Elementary School Round Rock ISD Williamson 1-Primary 78665 195,500 9.3
Blanton Elementary School Denton ISD Denton 1-Primary 76226 304,700 121
Blattman Elementary School Northside ISD Bexar 1-Primary 78231 233,700 6.4

Block House Creek Elementary School Leander ISD Williamson 1-Primary 78641 195,100 22.2
Bluebonnet Elementary Lewisville ISD Denton 1-Primary 75028 248,400 5.7
Bluebonnet Elementary School Keller ISD Tarrant 1-Primary 76137 141,000 31.7
Bluff Dale Elementary School Bluff Dale ISD Erath 1-Primary 76433 208,000 19.7
Boals Elementary School Frisco ISD Collin 1-Primary 75033 296,600 59

Bonham Elementary School

San Angelo ISD

Tom Green

1-Primary

76904

175,800

Boerne High School Boerne ISD Kendall 3-High 78006 269,900 22.2
Boerne Middle North Boerne ISD Kendall 2-Middle 78006 269,900 24.3
Boerne Middle South Boerne ISD Kendall 2-Middle 78006 269,900 11.9
Boggess Elementary School Plano ISD Collin 1-Primary 75094 275,900 7.7
Boles Jr High Arlington ISD Tarrant 2-Middle 76017 137,700 30.8

27.6

Bonham Middle School

Amarillo ISD

Potter

2-Middle

79109

137,000

25.9




ELA

Math

Prof < 50% | Prof < 50%

ELA
LR <0

# OF UNDERPERFORMING GRADES

Math
LR <0

ELA
% Prof

Math
% Prof

ELA
LR Gap

Math
LR Gap

ELA
% Prof

Math
% Prof

ELA
LR Gap

E1]
LR Gap

1 1 2 1 48.7 68.5 -5.3 24.9 55.6 40.8 2.2 -3.1

0 1 0 1 75.3 62.5 7.6 8.4 77 63.1 9.6 8.7

0 0 0 1 77.6 56.7 13.8 5.6 85.2 60 21.8 8.6

1 1 3 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 1 0 724 58.7 9.4 8.3 71.3 66.3 8.8 15.5

0 1 2 2 51.3 45.8 -9.4 -2.9 65 66.7 4.7 17.6

1 1 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 2 1 2 60.9 38.7 3.4 -7.5 55.2 28.1 -1.7 -18.5
0 0o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 1 2 2 58.6 47.7 -6.4 -4.3 64.5 50.4 -0.1 -1.9

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 1 2 0 55.4 48.9 -3.1 1.9 64.8 58.7 6.9 11.4

0 0 1 1 70.5 59.9 7.2 9.2 68.8 51.6 5.9 0.5

0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
00 0 0 651 86 44 49 69 68 88 189

0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

1 2 1 2 55.4 28 1.7 -15.4 48.9 30.8 -4.2 -12.9

0 1 1 2 70.1 42.3 3.7 -10.8 68.5 53.1 2.5 -0.3

0 1 0 1 68.3 40 4 -11.5 63.9 63.9 0 12.1

0 0 1 1 65.3 57.3 2.5 7 56.7 50.4 -5.6 -0.2

0 1 1 2 65.2 50 -1.7 -3.5 77.7 75 11.1 21.2
000 0 87 761 28 251 814 725 181 21

1 2 1 1 56.4 4.4 3.2 -1.6 43.6 441 -9 0.8

1 3 3 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 1 1 1 53.7 42.9 -2.3 -2.2 58.9 57.4 3.5 12

1 1 2 1 515 58.4 -7.4 1 443 41.8 -14.1 -5.9

1 2 1 2 48.4 43.2 -5.4 -0.2 56.7 43.6 3.6 -0.1

0 1 2 1 62.7 48.5 -1 -2.5 74.1 53.5 10.8 2.1

0 2 1 1 65.6 50 3.2 0 63.5 51.9 1.5 15

0 0 0 1 69.6 54.9 4.5 2.8 70.8 64.6 6.1 12.2
0 00 0 769 T8 10 213 734 87 69 49

1 3 2 3 50.5 29.9 7.1 -16.5 58.9 46.2 1.8 -0.5

0 1 2 1 58.3 38.9 -7.1 -13.4 73.9 61.3 8.9 8.6

2 2 2 2 47.9 415 -5.3 -1.5 40.5 26.8 -12 -16.5

5 4 5 4 40 33.3 -18.8 -14 25 6.3 -33.3 -41.3

0 0 1 0 73.7 81.5 8.4 29.3 67.8 62.2 2.9 9.6

N

N

36.5

0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 2 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 1 76.9 68.4 12.4 16.8 66.7 57.7 2.6 5.8
0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

N

NN




ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math

School Name %Prof  %Prof = LRGap = LRGap = %Prof = %Prof LRGap LR Gap
Barbers Hill High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Barbers Hill Intermediate 53.1 63.7 -0.5 13.4 65.3 65.5 6.7 15.8
Barbers Hill Middle School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Barksdale ElementarySchool 747 658 82 48 0 0 0 0
Barrington Place Elementary School 54.5 60.3 -1.6 7 0 0 0 0
Barton Creek Elementary School 89 40.5 18 -25.1 0 97.9 0 25.1
Barton Hills Elementary School 74.6 62.7 7.9 0.6 79.3 58.6 8.9 -9.9
Bayside Intermediate 0 0 0 0 495 45 -8.2 -4
Bear Branch Elementary School 64 80.4 -1.8 191 0 0 0 0
Bear Branch Elementary School 59 53.8 -4.4 -5.5 0 0 0 0
Bear Branch Jr High 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Bear Branch Sixth Grade Campus 0 0 0 0 52.8 49.4 -0.9 3.6
Bear Creek Elementary School 71.1 60.5 11.3 4.1 0 0 0 0
Bear Creck Intermediate 688 664 68 86 776 7.1 93 16
Beard Elementary School 69.6 70.7 1.6 7.6 0 0 0 0
Beckendorff Jr High 0 0 0 0 77.8 75.8 9 17.9
Bedford Heights Elementary School 58.6 69.2 -2.3 11.9 77.6 81.3 13.2 18.6
Bee Cave Elementary 64.5 56.6 -1.7 -5 0 0 0 0
Bells High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
‘Benignus Elementary School 747 728 13 13 o 0 0 0
Berry Miller Jr High 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Bess Brannen Elementary School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Bess Campbell Elementary School 69.3 79.8 -0.2 15.4 0 0 0 0
Bethany Elementary School 75 81 7.7 18.5 0 0 0 0
Bette Perot Elementary School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Beverly Cheatham Elementary School 81.9 84.8 11.8 20 78.8 70.8 5 -1.1
Beverly Elementary School 873 82 27 ®2 0 0 0 0
Bill Burden Elementary School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Billy Baines Middle School 0 0 0 0 51.3 42.9 -4.2 -4.3
Birkes Elementary School 70.7 74.3 12.5 19.2 0 0 0 0
Birnham Woods Elementary School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Black Elementary School 58 74.1 2.2 21 0 0 0 0
Blackland Prairie Elementary School 62 66.7 -4.6 4.7 0 0 0 0
Blanton Elementary School 59.8 39.8 -5.4 -21 0 0 0 0
Blattman Elementary School 68.6 61.8 0.5 -1.4 0 0 0 0

Block House Creek Elementary

41.4 345 -18.6 -22 0 71.9 0 10.1
School
Bluebonnet Elementary 68.1 78.1 -0.4 14.6 0 0 0 0
Bluebonnet Elementary School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Bluff Dale Elementary School 35 15 -26.3 -42.6 0 0 0 0
Boals Elementary School 66.3 68.6 -2.1 52 0 0 0 0

Boerne High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Boerne Middle North 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Boerne Middle South 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Boggess Elementary School 61.4 61.2 -6 -1.4 0 0 0 0
Boles Jr High 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
‘Bolin Elementary School 755 78 114 181 65 735 18 76
Bonham Elementary School 61.5 69.2 4.2 14.9 0 0 0 0
Bonham Middle School 0 0 0 0 49.8 39.5 -74 -9.1




END OF COURSE ASSESSMENTS

GRADE 8

GRADE 7
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Borden County School

District Name

Borden County ISD

County Name | School Level

Borden

4-Other

zip code

79738

median home
value (k)

77,500

%
Soc Dis

26.5

Boswell High School

Eagle Mt-Saginaw ISD

Tarrant

3-High

76179

136,500

284

Bowie Elementary School

Richardson ISD

Dallas

1-Primary

296,700

Bradley Middle School North East ISD 2-Middle | 78232 | 203,100
Bransford Elementary School Grapevine-Colleyville ISD Tarrant 1-Primary 76034 411,500 71
Brazos Bend Elementary School Fort Bend ISD Fort Bend 1-Primary 77479 356,500 14.9

Briargrove Elementary School Houston ISD Harris 1-Primary 77057 206,100 28.9
Briarhill Middle School Lewisville ISD Denton 2-Middle 75077 222,100 3.8
Bridge City High School Bridge City ISD Orange 3-High 77611 157,500 31.3
Bridge Point Elementary School Eanes ISD Travis 1-Primary 78746 638,400 1.2
Bridlewood Elem Lewisville ISD Denton 1-Primary 75028 248,400 0.9
Brinker Elementary School Plano ISD Collin 1-Primary 75093 381,500 135
Briscoe Middle School Northside ISD Bexar 2-Middle 78253 205,900 28.0
Broadway Elementary School Conroe ISD Montgomery 1-Primary 77386 194,900 14.6
Brock Elementary School Brock ISD Parker 1-Primary 76087 194,500 19.5
BockighSehool  BookS)  Paker  SHoh 76087 194500 103
Brock Jr High Brock ISD Parker 2-Middle 76087 194,500 12.8
Brooks Wester Middle School Mansfield ISD Tarrant 2-Middle 76063 186,400 27.0

Brown Middle School Forney ISD Kaufman 2-Middle 75126 151,700 28.8
Brundrett Middle School Port Aransas ISD Nueces 2-Middle 78373 244,800 31.1
Brushy Creek Elementary School Round Rock ISD Williamson 1-Primary 78681 223,900 20.9
Bryker Woods Elementary School Austin ISD Travis 1-Primary 78703 645,500

Buffalo Gap Elementary School Jim Ned CISD Taylor 1-Primary 79508 130,500 31.7
Bullard High School Bullard ISD Smith 3-High 75757 229,800 27.9
Bullard Intermediate Bullard ISD Smith 2-Middle 75757 229,800 32.6
Bulverde Creek North East ISD Bexar 1-Primary 78259 230,600 23.0
Buna High School Buna ISD Jasper 3-High 77612 114,900 30.9
Burleson Centennial High School Burleson ISD Johnson 3-High 76028 138,900 251
Burleson High School Burleson ISD Johnson 3-High 76028 138,900 30.9

Bush Middle School North East ISD Bexar 2-Middle 78258 275,600 12.7
Bushland Elementary School Bushland ISD Potter 1-Primary 79012 172,500 27.4
Bushland High School Bushland ISD Potter 3-High 79012 172,500 15.6
Bushland Middle School Bushland ISD Potter 2-Middle 79012 172,500 17.0

Butler Elementary School

Arlington ISD

Tarrant

1-Primary

76012

161,900

Byron P Steele li High School

C J Harris Elementary School Pearland ISD 77581 185,900

C T Eddins Elementary School

Schertz-Cibolo-U City ISD

Mckinney ISD

Guadalupe

3-High

1-Primary

78108

175,700

221,900




# OF UNDERPERFORMING GRADES GRADE 3 GRADE 4

ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math
Prof <50% | Prof <50% LR <0 LR<0 | % Prof | % Prof LR Gap LR Gap | % Prof | % Prof | LR Gap LR Gap

1 2 0 1 50 27.8 2.5 -4.2 58.3 66.7 10.9 34.6
0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 66.7 65.7 4.2 15.6 66.7 64.9 4.7 14.5

0
0 0 1 0 67.8 63.4 6.7 14.4 57.4 60 -3.2 10.7
00 0 0 87 89 206 308 816 698 169 174
3 3 3 3 48.6 29.9 -5.9 -14.1 48.2 38.3 -5.7 -6
0 1 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 1 1 72.6 57.4 5.1 3.5 80.2 62 13 7.7
0 0 0 1 75.2 77.3 7.5 23.2 70.2 52.9 2.8 -1.5
0 1 1 0 55.9 55.7 -5.8 6.2 63.5 50 2.2 0.2
0 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 63.3 63.7 2.1 14.6 54.7 55.3 -6.1 5.8
1 2 2 2 67.2 64.5 8.3 17.2 54.9 29.6 -3.5 -18.1

o
o
o
o
o
o
o
o
o

1 2 2 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 7 688 12 247 626 52 85 77
1 2 2 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 3 1 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 66.2 55.1 7.9 8.3 68.8 66.1 11.1 18.9
0 0 0 1 84 78 20.3 27 80.3 58.4 17 7.1

0 000 75 753 44 217 802 852 15 33
0 2 0 1 54.8 34.4 1.6 -8.6 57.9 47.4 5.3 41
0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 1 1 57.3 41.2 0 -4.9 59 60.7 2.3 14.3
0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 1 2 1 51 43.6 -4.2 -0.9 477 58.6 -6.9 13.8
0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 2 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 1 2 64.4 48.9 4.4 0.7 62.7 52.5 3.1 4




ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math
% Prof % Prof LR Gap LR Gap % Prof % Prof LR Gap LR Gap

School Name

Borden County School 54.5 68.2 2.2 23.4 68.4 421 15.2 1.7
Boswell High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Bowie Elementary School 64 68.9 -1.3 8 80 84.9 11.1 17.8

Bransford Elementary School 84.5 68.5 16.7 5.6 0 0 0 0
Brazos Bend Elementary School 79.5 83.5 15.7 23.9 0 0 0 0
Brentfield Elementary School 89 93 209 331 849 918 131 219
Briargrove Elementary School 37.7 26 -18.9 -27.7 0 0 0 0
Briarhill Middle School 0 0 0 0 66 53.6 -3.3 -4.7
Bridge City High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Bridge Point Elementary School 67.8 419 -3 -23.5 0 86.6 0 14
Bridlewood Elem 73.6 76 2.7 10.5 0 0 0 0
Brinker Elementary School 74.6 78 10.1 17.8 0 0 0 0
Briscoe Middle School 0 0 0 0 58 63.4 2 15.7
Broadway Elementary School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Brock Elementary School 452 30.6 -16.2 -27.1 0 0 0 0
BrockHighSchot 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Brock Jr High 0 0 0 0 59.4 60.3 -5 5.9
Brooks Wester Middle School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
‘Brookwood Elementary School 738 &8 169 2268 0 0 0 0
Brown Middle School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Brundrett Middle School 0 0 0 0 81 61.9 26.7 15.6
Brushy Creek Elementary School 60 62.9 -0.7 5.8 0 0 0 0
Bryker Woods Elementary School 87.3 72.2 20.7 10.2 81.1 64.9 10.9 -3.5
‘Buckalew ElementarySchodt 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Buffalo Gap Elementary School 73 67.6 17.8 15 0 0 0 0
Bullard High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Bullard Intermediate 45.6 46 -3.5 -0.3 59.1 53.8 5.6 8.1
Bulverde Creek 59.1 68.7 -0.5 125 0 0 0 0
Buna High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Burleson Centennial High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Burleson High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Bush Middle School 0 0 0 0 66.8 64.9 2.4 10.5
Bushland Elementary School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Bushland High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Bushland Middle School 57.7 79.8 1.1 26.8 62.9 62.5 0.8 10
Butler Elementary School

(Byron P SteeleliHighSchool | o0 | o0 | 0 | 0 | o0 | 0 | 0 0 _

(CJ Harris Elementary School | 0 | o0 | o0 | o0 0 0 | 0 | 0 _

C T Eddins Elementary School




GRADE 7 GRADE 8 END OF COURSE ASSESSMENTS
ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math
% Prof %Prof | LRGap | LR Gap %Prof | %Prof | LRGap | LRGap | % Prof % Prof | LR Gap LR Gap

56.5 52.2 3.2 115 80 73.3 18.1 31.6 88.6 82.9 47.4 51.4

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
67.1 28.8 1.6 -24.5 72.5 74.5 -2.3 171 0 98.7 0 4.7
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 61.6 4 5.5 -0.5
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
54.9 447 1.7 1.5 69.8 46.1 7.3 -0.9 0 92.1 0 6.8
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0o 0 0 0 0 0 0 74 593 57 94
49.3 57.3 -11.7 7.8 72.8 64.4 2.6 10.8 0 100 0 9.2
49.4 26.1 -4.3 -17.5 60.8 44.5 -2.2 -3 0 75 0 -10.7
0o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
47.8 36.8 -5 -6 50.2 24.8 -11.9 -21.9 0 73.3 0 -11.7
51.5 33.3 -0.1 -8.5 73.3 16.7 12.4 -29 0 45 0 -39.2
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0o 0 0 0 0o 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 58 38.8 0.3 -4.1
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 57.8 30.3 1.5 -11.4
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 70.1 48 11.2 4
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 61.5 39.8 5.3 -1.8




. median home %
County Name | School Level | zip code value (k) Soc Dis

C W Cline Elementary School Friendswood ISD 77546 209,800

District Name

Calallen High School Calallen ISD Nueces 3-High 78410 145,000 31.0
Cambridge Elementary School Alamo Heights ISD Bexar 1-Primary 78209 313,400 21.6
Canton High School Canton ISD Van Zandt 3-High 75103 125,700 31.4
Canyon Creek Elementary School Richardson ISD Dallas 1-Primary 196,400

Canyon Jr High Canyon ISD Randall 2-Middle 79015 182,600

North East ISD Bexar
Leander ISD Williamson

275,600
403,300

Canyon Ridge Elementary School
Canyon Ridge Middle School

1-Primary
2-Middle

Castle Hills Elementary School Lewisville ISD 75056 | 170,000
Cedar Creek Elementary School Eanes ISD 78746 638,400
Cedar Park Middle School Leander ISD 2-Middle | 78613 | 213,800

Cedar Valley Middle School

Round Rock ISD

Williamson

2-Middle

270,400

Celia Hays Elementary School

Rockwall ISD

Rockwall

1-Primary

198,000

Challenger Elementary School Pearland ISD Brazoria 1-Primary 77584 208,600 21.6
Chandler Oaks Elementary School Round Rock ISD Williamson 1-Primary 78681 223,900 10.8
Charlotte Cox Elementary School Leander ISD Williamson 1-Primary 78613 213,800 15.7
Cheri Cox Elementary School Wylie ISD Collin 1-Primary 75048 183,800 304
China Spring Elementary School China Spring ISD Mclennan 1-Primary 76633 180,800 32.6
China Spring High School China Spring ISD Mclennan 3-High 76633 180,800 17.7
China Spring Intermediate China Spring ISD Mclennan 2-Middle 76633 180,800 28.4
China Spring Middle School China Spring ISD Mclennan 2-Middle 76633 180,800 26.0
Christoval Elementary School Christoval ISD Tom Green 1-Primary 76935 208,200 23.2
Christoval High School Christoval ISD Tom Green 4-Other 76935 208,200 18.0
Church Hill Middle School Comal ISD Comal 2-Middle 78130 175,400 30.1




+ OF UNDERPERFORMING GRADES GRADE 3 GRADE 4

ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math
Prof <50% | Prof <50% LR <0 LR<0 | % Prof | % Prof LR Gap LR Gap | % Prof | % Prof | LR Gap LR Gap

o0 . o | 1 | 0 | 65 |52 04 35 0 |0 | 0 0 _

0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
2 3 2 3 46.3 32.5 -11.6 -14.1 43.9 32.6 -13.5 -14.3
0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 2 2 70.7 64.3 10.1 15.7 57.6 66.7 -2.5 17.7

o0 1 | 0 | 1 | 60 | 404 | 49 | 4 | 598 551 | 53 103
o0 2 | 1 | 3 | 636 | 474 | 05 | 32 | 559 | 406 | 68 103
o0 0 | 1 | 0 | 736 | 641 | 76 | 113 | 728 | 675 | 72 144 _

o0 0 | 1 | 1 | 674 | 581 | 03 | 41 | 715 | 597 | 42 53 _
o0 2 | 1 | 2 | 735 | 607 | 72 | 77 | 652 41 | 07 123
o . 4 /0 1 0 | 0O | 0O 0 0 0 | 0 0 _

0 0 1 0 66.9 60 9 13.4 54.6 52.1 -2.8 5.2
0 2 2 2 62.2 46.8 -0.8 -3.7 55.3 44 -7.3 -6.8
0 2 1 3 55.2 34.9 -5.5 -13.8 61.3 39.8 1.1 -9.3
0 1 0 0 59.6 60.8 5.8 17.4 59.4 48.5 6.2 4.7
0 1 1 0 513 45.2 -1.5 2.6 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 61.9 49.7 10.6 11.4
0 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

1 2 3 3 529 0 -4.3 -46 344 40.6 -22.2 -5.8
0 4 2 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0




ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math
School Name

% Prof % Prof LR Gap LR Gap % Prof % Prof LR Gap LR Gap

(CW Cline ElementarySchool | o0 | o0 | o0 | 0 | o0 | 0 | 0 0 _

Calallen High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Cambridge Elementary School 62.1 47.3 1.7 -9.5 0 0 0 0
Canton High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Canyon Creek Elementary School 57.4 53.8 -5.8 -5.4 67.9 60.7 1.1 4.3

Canyon Ridge Elementary School
Canyon Ridge Middle School

(Carl E Schluter Elementary School | 551 | 50 | 84 | 94 | 0 | 0 | 0 0 _
Carlsle Elementary School | 605 | 684 | 32 | 41 | 0 | 0 | 0 0 _
Carpenter Hill Elementary School | 679 | 508 | 19 | 06 | 0 | 0 0 0 _
Carroll Elementary School | 656 747 | 35 | 07 | 0 | 0 0 0 _

Castle Hills Elementary School

(Cedar Creek Elementary School | 809 | 349 | 115 | 294 | 0 | 787 | 0 75 _
(Cedar Park MiddleSchool | 0 | 0 | 0 | 0 | 678 | M4 | 41 | 94 _

Cedar Valley Middle School
Celia Hays Elementary School

Challenger Elementary School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Chandler Oaks Elementary School 67.5 61.9 1.6 0.5 0 0 0 0
Charlotte Cox Elementary School 65.6 53.2 2.2 -6.1 0 88.6 0 23.4
Cheri Cox Elementary School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
China Spring Elementary School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
China Spring High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
China Spring Intermediate 60.1 51.3 9 3.2 53 54.2 -2.8 6.7
China Spring Middle School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Christoval Elementary School 54.5 51.5 -5 -4.6 0 0 0 0
Christoval High School 0 0 0 0 55.6 41.2 -1.5 -2.2
Church Hill Middle School 0 0 0 0 57.4 51.2 2.5 4.4




END OF COURSE ASSESSMENTS

ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math

% Prof %Prof | LRGap | LR Gap %Prof | %Prof | LRGap | LRGap | % Prof % Prof | LR Gap LR Gap

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 59.2 48.8 3 7.2
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 72.8 49.8 16.8 8.3
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

o /o0 o0 0 0 0 |0 0 0 0 0
608 | 58 118 | 764 | 694 | 68 | 164 0 926 0 | 23

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 68.4 49 6.1 2.1
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
52.5 58.1 -1.7 141 61.5 54 -2 6.1 0 771 0 -8.9
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
57.9 42.5 0.4 -1.4 54.3 40.7 -12.1 -3.9 55.1 47.5 11.8 14
56.3 55.7 41 13.4 68.7 35.2 7.3 -10.9 0 93.1 0 8.5




i [}
District Name County Name | School Level | zip code el %

value (k) Soc Dis
Churchill High School North East ISD Bexar 3-High 78216 152,300 29.6
Cibolo Creek Elementary School Boerne ISD Kendall 1-Primary 78006 269,900 16.2
Cibolo Green North East ISD Bexar 1-Primary 78261 242,400 15.5
Cimarron Elementary School Katy ISD Harris 1-Primary 77450 218,700 30.9
Cinco Ranch High School  KaylsD  Hams  3-Hgh 77494 209900 104
Cinco Ranch Jr High Katy ISD Harris 2-Middle 77494 299,900 13.5
City View Elementary School Canyon ISD Randall 1-Primary 79118 138,000 22.7
Clara Love Elementary School Northwest ISD Denton 1-Primary 76247 152,500 32.6
ClarkHighSchool — PlanolD  Colin  3-High 75023 184900 228
Clark Middle School Frisco ISD Collin 2-Middle 75035 238,500 10.4
Claude High School Claude ISD Armstrong 4-Other 79019 95,500 28.8

Clayton Downing Middle School Lewisville ISD Denton 2-Middle 75028 248,400 3.4

Clear Lake Intermediate Clear Creek ISD 2-Middle | 77573 | 210,700

Coahoma High School Coahoma ISD Howard 3-High 79511 78,500 27.5
Cobb Middle School Frisco ISD Collin 2-Middle 75033 296,600 6.4
Coder Elementary School Aledo ISD Parker 1-Primary 76008 255,100 18.9
g‘c’:j;""’s Benavides Elementary United ISD Webb 1-Primary | 78045 | 154,500 26.8
Colin Powell Elementary School Grand Prairie ISD Dallas 1-Primary 75052 135,300 30.8
College Station Middle School College Station ISD Brazos 2-Middle 77845 186,800 22.8

Colleyville Elementary School Grapevine-Colleyville ISD Tarrant 1-Primary 76034 411,500 1.8

Colleyville Middle School Grapevine-Colleyville ISD 2-Middle | 76034 | 411,500
Collinsville High School Collinsville ISD 4-Other | 76233 | 112,700

Comanche Springs Elementary School |  Eagle Mt-Saginaw ISD 76131 135,800

Community High School Community ISD Collin 3-High 75173 153,900 30.0
Comstock School Comstock ISD Val Verde 4-Other 78837 86,000 28.4
Condit Elementary School Houston ISD Harris 1-Primary 77401 741,800 32.8
Copeland Elementary School Cypress-Fairbanks ISD Harris 1-Primary 77095 172,100 27.2
Coppell Middle East Coppell ISD Dallas 2-Middle 75019 318,100 101
Coppell Middle North Coppell ISD Dallas 2-Middle 75019 318,100 8.3
Coppell Middle West Coppell ISD Dallas 2-Middle 75019 318,100 12.2
Corbell Elementary School Frisco ISD 75033 | 296,600

Cottonwood Creek Elementary School Coppell ISD Dallas 1-Primary 78415 110,400 3.9
County Line Elementary School New Braunfels ISD Comal 1-Primary 75019 318,100 32.3
Coupland Elementary School Coupland ISD Williamson 1-Primary 78615 150,500 24.5




+ OF UNDERPERFORMING GRADES GRADE 3 GRADE 4

ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math

Prof <50% | Prof <50% LR <0 LR<0 | % Prof | % Prof LR Gap LR Gap | % Prof | % Prof | LR Gap LR Gap

0 0 1 0 69.9 64.2 9.4 15.7 62.4 58.8 2.4 9.9
1 1 2 1 48.7 45.3 -12.1 -3.5 65.8 56.3 5.5 7.2
2 3 3 3 449 34.2 -8.7 -9 52.7 37.8 -0.2 -5.8
0 0o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
2 2 1 50 50 -7.4 3.8 42.9 36.2 -14 -10.3
1 3 2 3 45.1 30.7 -7.7 -11.9 53.9 34.6 1.8 -8.4

0 0 1 0 71.4 63.2 4.1 9.5 65.8 58.8 -1.1 4.7

0o 1 /1 | 4 0 | 0 0 | 0 0 0 0 | 0
0o .3 /1 |/ 2 0 | 0 0 | 0 0 0 0 | 0

1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

2 4 2 4 25 5 -21.6 -26.4 33.3 8.3 -13.2 -23.2
0 1 0 0 56.1 45.8 3.4 3.2 60.2 64.3 8.2 21.4
1 2 2 1 54.9 38.8 -0.4 -5.8 49.7 47.5 -5 2.6

1 2 3 3 477 321 -18.6 -20.9 59.8 42 -6.1 -11.3
0 2 1 1 50.6 30.7 -2.3 -12 56.1 45.6 3.8 2.5
0 3 1 2 0 0 0 0 64.3 50 8.3 41




62

School Name ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math
% Prof % Prof LR Gap LR Gap % Prof % Prof LR Gap LR Gap
Churchill High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Cibolo Creek Elementary School 61.1 63.9 -2 4.8 73.9 70.6 7.2 5.7
Cibolo Green 62.7 78.7 -0.8 19.3 0 0 0 0
Cimarron Elementary School 46.8 38.9 -8.8 -14 0 0 0 0

Cinco Ranch Jr High 0 0 0 0 63.8 58.6 -0.2 45
City View Elementary School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Clara Love Elementary School 50.5 43.6 -4.3 -8.6 0 0 0 0

Clear Lake Intermediate

Clark Middle School 0 0 0 0 73.8 67.1 8.1 11.7
Claude High School 0 0 0 0 48.3 17.9 -3.8 -21.7
Clayton Downing Middle School 0 0 0 0 70.8 70.4 1.2 11.9

College Station Middle School

Coahoma High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Cobb Middle School 0 0 0 0 729 74.8 5 17.6
Coder Elementary School 55.7 70.5 -6 12.5 0 0 0 0
Col Santos Benavides Elementary 507 529 5 17 0 0 0 0
School

Colin Powell Elementary School 67.8 81.3 121 28.3 0 0 0 0

Colleyville Elementary School

Colleyville Middle School |0 | 0 | 0 0 70 _ 52 08 31
Collinsville Highschool |0 | 0 | o0 o0 0 0 0 0

Comanche Springs Elementary
School

Community High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Comstock School 53.3 26.7 2 -17.2 61.1 61.1 8.8 214
Condit Elementary School 70.8 57.7 16.2 5.6 0 0 0 0
Copeland Elementary School 59.1 71.2 1.6 16.7 0 0 0 0

Coppell Middle East 0 0 0 0 71.5 63.5 5.6 7.9
Coppell Middle North 0 0 0 0 72.7 60.7 58 4.3
Coppell Middle West 0 0 0 0 63.3 64.8 -1.4 10.2

Cottonwood Creek Elementary

68.5 50.6 -0.9 -13.7 0 0 0 0
School
County Line Elementary School 67.3 68.6 12.4 16.3 0 0 0 0
Coupland Elementary School 0 0 0 0 54.5 455 -7.9 -15.2




ELA
% Prof

Math
% Prof

ELA
LR Gap

Math
LR Gap

ELA
% Prof

Math
% Prof

ELA
LR Gap

Math
LR Gap

END OF COURSE ASSESSMENTS
ELA Math ELA Math
% Prof % Prof | LR Gap LR Gap

67.8 65.4 5.6 14.8 77.9 60.6 6.4 6 0 91.4 0 -0.3
46.7 6.9 -5.5 -33 46.2 16.7 -14.5 -24.2 41.9 27.3 1.2 -3.7
65.2 48 -0.6 -5.5 79.5 74.2 4.5 16.6 0 97.4 0 3.2

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 48.9 20.6 -8.9 -22.4
76.9 58.5 12.6 6.3 79.1 68.8 5.6 12.5 0 92.2 0 -0.9
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0

317 | 69 | 205 | 67 | 508 | 77 | 66 0 | 894 |0 46

30 | 15 | 86 | 533 | 69 | 55 | 328 65 | 354 | 262 52

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35.9 23.8 -20.8 -18.2
52.9 35.3 0.5 -4.7 75 0 14.1 0 88.9 70.8 48.1 39.7
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
75.2 81.3 12.8 30.6 78.7 524 7.1 -2.3 0 95.4 0 3.6
65.8 62.1 2.5 10.7 76.6 10.4 41 -45.1 0 93.7 0 1.3
66.7 59.7 5.4 9.9 76.8 42.3 6.3 -11.5 0 99.5 0 8.5
o o o/ 0 o0 0 0 0 0 0 | 0 | 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

73.3 40 22.3 -3.3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0




median home %

District Name Soc Dis

County Name | School Level | zip code

value (k)

Cowan Elementary School Austin ISD 78748 217,700

Cypress Elementary School Leander ISD 78613 213,800

Coyote Ridge Elementary School Lewisville ISD Denton 1-Primary 75010 211,000 21.3
Crane High School Crane ISD Crane 3-High 79731 107,300 20.4
Crawford Elementary School Crawford ISD Mclennan 1-Primary 76638 188,500 27.0
Crawford High School Crawford ISD Mclennan 4-Other 76638 188,500 15.7
Creek Valley Middle School Lewisville ISD Denton 2-Middle 75010 211,000 26.3
Creekside Intermediate Clear Creek ISD Galveston 2-Middle 77573 210,700 19.5
Creekwood Middle School Humble ISD Harris 2-Middle 77339 159,400 11.0
Crestview Elementary School Frenship ISD Lubbock 1-Primary 79424 169,200 19.7
Crestview Elementary School Canyon ISD Randall 1-Primary 79015 182,600 13.6
Crockett Middle School Amarillo ISD Potter 2-Middle 79106 92,200 28.5
Crosby Elementary School Forney ISD Kaufman 1-Primary 75126 151,700 31.4
Cross Timbers Middle School Grapevine-Colleyville ISD Tarrant 2-Middle 76051 241,500 30.7
Crownover Middle School Denton ISD Denton 2-Middle 76210 175,300 19.5
Curtsinger Elementary School Frisco ISD Collin 1-Primary 75035 238,500 8.0

School

Daffron Elementary School Plano ISD Collin 1-Primary 75093 381,500 29.9
Danbury High School Danbury ISD Brazoria 3-High 77534 124,400 15.6
Danbury Middle School Danbury ISD Brazoria 2-Middle 77534 124,400 27.2
Danforth Jr High Wimberley ISD Hays 2-Middle 78676 201,700 27.3
Danny Jones Middle School Mansfield ISD Tarrant 2-Middle 76063 186,400 25.3
Darwin L Gilmore Elementary School Clear Creek ISD Galveston 1-Primary 77573 210,700 8.4
David And Lynda Olson Elementary Allen ISD Collin 1-Primary | 75002 | 199,400 7.4

Davis Elementary School Austin ISD Travis 1-Primary 78727 227,300 241
Davis Intermediate School Wylie ISD Collin 2-Middle 75098 167,200 28.1
ocon Anc Midred Bennett Elementary Mckinney ISD Collin 1-Primary | 75070 | 221,900 96
Deer Creek Elementary School Leander ISD Williamson 1-Primary 78613 213,800 3.3
Deer Park Elementary Deer Park ISD Harris 1-Primary 77536 137,400 241
Deer Park Jr High Deer Park ISD Harris 2-Middle 77536 137,400 329
Deerwood Elementary School Humble ISD Harris 1-Primary 77345 265,500 10.2

Denton Creek Elementary School

Ditto Elementary School

Coppell ISD

Arlington ISD

Dallas

Tarrant

1-Primary

1-Primary

75019

76016

318,100

153,600

26.1

Dobie Jr High

Schertz-Cibolo-U City ISD

Guadalupe

2-Middle

78108

175,700

18.4

Dodd Elementary School

Wylie ISD

Collin

1-Primary

75098

167,200

25.4

Don Whitt Elementary School Wylie ISD Collin 1-Primary 75048 183,800 17.9
Donald Elementary School Lewisville ISD Denton 1-Primary 75028 248,400 6.8
[s)(c)I:Ic?o(l:u"ms - Lake Pointe Elementary Rockwall ISD Rockwall | 1-Primary | 75088 @ 147,800 328




# OF UNDERPERFORMING GRADES GRADE 3 GRADE 4

ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math
Prof <50% | Prof <50% LR <0 LR<0 | % Prof | % Prof LR Gap LR Gap | % Prof | % Prof | LR Gap LR Gap

o0 0o | 0 | 1 | 63 | 59 | 91 | 15 | 585 | 581 | 6 148

2 2 3 3 41.2 22.8 -16.9 -23.9 37.9 31.5 -19.7 -156.5
1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

1 2 1 2 50 34.2 -5.4 -10.4 55.9 40 1.1 -5
0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 00 0 85 74 166 205 804 81 138 33

0 3 3 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 1 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 1 1 2 58.3 41.2 -0.5 -6.1 63.2 57.5 4.9 9.9
0 1 1 1 n7 77 10 27.5 56 45.3 -5.3 -4.5
0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

2 3 3 3 59.2 32.7 5.9 -10.4 34.1 29.3 -18.6 -14.1
0 3 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 1 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 1 1 62.5 50.9 -1.8 -0.6 69 53 5.1 1.2

0 1 0 1 724 | 596 | 157 139 | 581 | 4638 1.9 0.8
1 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 3 2 3 61.7 | 426 -1.9 -8.3 626 | 34d 06 172
0 3 3 3 636 | 442 -3 -9 622 | 453 -4 -8.2
1 3 3 2 55.7 40 -1 -5.7 511 | 496 -5.1 36
1 2 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 3 1 616 | 479 = -17 -2.8 547 | 651 -8.2 14.1
0 1 1 1 584 | 375 | -26 15 | 778 | 563 17.2 7
63 43.9 7.2 -1.1 63 486 7.7 33
1 1 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 1 2 0 537 | 475 | -25 2.3 50 68.3 -5.6 227

0 1 2 1 55.7 454 -4 -2.5 57.7 57.8 -1.5 9.5
0 2 3 3 54.9 28 -10 -23.9 56.7 50 -7.8 -2.3
4 3 4 3 36.9 14.7 -15.8 -27.9 48.2 20 -3.8 -22.9




ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math
% Prof % Prof LR Gap LR Gap % Prof % Prof LR Gap LR Gap

Cowan ElementarySchool | 557 | 52 | 05 | 03 | 0 | 0 0 0 _

School Name

Coyote Ridge Elementary School 52.5 51.8 -8 -5.2 0 0 0 0
Crane High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Crawford Elementary School 77.8 93.3 20.2 38.8 83 73.9 21.9 14.5
Crawford High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Creek Valley Middle School 0 0 0 0 66.8 54.4 9.8 6
Creekside Intermediate 0 0 0 0 55.7 38.7 -5 -12.7
Creekwood Middle School 0 0 0 0 66 61.7 0.6 6.5
Crestview Elementary School 71.6 55.7 10.3 -1.9 0 0 0 0
Crestview Elementary School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Crockett Middle School 0 0 0 52 52.3 -3.8 4.8
Crosby Elementary School 37.7 37.7 -17.7 -15 50.8 59 -8 1.8
Cross Timbers Middle School 0 0 0 0 58.3 46.7 3.7 0.2
Crownover Middle School 0 0 0 0 59 491 -1.7 -2.3

Curtsinger Elementary School 69.6 77.4 2.3 14.9 0 0 0 0

Daffron Elementary School 70.5 60.7 14.4 7.4 0 0 0 0
Danbury High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Danbury Middle School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Danforth Jr High 0 0 0 0 69.3 56.6 12.9 8.6
Danny Jones Middle School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Darwin L Gilmore Elementary School 72.4 60.3 53 -2.1 0 0 0 0
David And Lynda Olson Elementary 74.1 74.1 6.5 113 775 | 692 6.2 -0.2
School

David ElementarySchoot 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Davis Elementary School 64.6 54.9 55 -0.8 0 0 0 0
Davis Intermediate School 47 50.2 -4.3 1.9 50.1 459 -5.9 -1.8
Dean And Mildred Bennett Elementa- 67 382 05 237 0 0 0 0
ry School
Deer Creek Elementary School 62 28.4 -1.7 -36.1 0 87.3 0 15.8
Deer Park Elementary 414 33.3 -17.7 -22.5 0 85.2 0 24.3
Deer Park Jr High 0 0 0 0 47.9 30.1 -5.4 -15.4
Deerwood Elementary School 64.3 75.4 -1.9 13.8 0 0 0 0
Denton Creek Elementary School 83.1 64.9 19.4 53 0 0 0 0
Ditto Elementary School 64.2 60.4 6.1 5.5 70.2 7.7 8.7 17.8
Dobie Jr High 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Dodd Elementary School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Don Whitt Elementary School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Donald Elementary School 60.2 56 -1.7 -7.1 0 0 0 0

Doris Cullins - Lake Pointe 495 435 5.4 86 49.1 61.8 8.9 5.4
Elementary School




END OF COURSE ASSESSMENTS

ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math
% Prof %Prof | LRGap | LR Gap %Prof | %Prof | LRGap | LRGap | % Prof % Prof | LR Gap LR Gap

10 . .
56.9 20.3 2.8 -23.6 68.1 50.7 4.7 2.9 0 79.6 0 -6.3
0 0o 0 0o 0 0o 0 0 0 0 0 0
50.8 449 -6.7 -1.8 63.6 49.5 -3.2 -1.2 0 100 0 11.6
58.8 18.8 -3.1 -31.5 67.2 54.7 -4 0.4 0 85.9 0 -5.5
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
57.1 26.5 4.1 -16.5 62.2 70.5 0 23.7 0 86.6 0 1.5
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
63.2 21.1 11.4 -20.9 65.2 47 4.1 1.1 0 88.9 0 4.5
59.1 55.6 1.6 8.9 65.2 64.7 -1.6 14 0 93 0 4.6
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 56.7 29.2 -6.6 -18.6
46.8 61.7 -6.8 18.2 39.1 35.7 -23.8 -11.7 0 95.5 0 9.9
64.1 54 10.5 10.6 60.1 58.5 -2.7 11.2 0 91.5 0 5.9
46.1 18.7 -8.5 -25.6 57.4 52.4 -6.4 4.2 0 59.2 0 -27.1

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
53.5 33.9 2.8 -7.2 60.7 58.8 0.7 13.9 0 93.8 0 10.2

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
46.5 57.4 -11.6 10.2 62.1 20.2 -5.3 -31 0 70.9 0 -17.9




District Name

County Name | School Level

zip code

median home

%

value (k) Soc Dis
gg;‘;tohly Smith Pullen Elementary Rockwall ISD Rockwall 1-Primary | 75032 = 215,500 16.2
Doss Elementary School Austin ISD Travis 1-Primary 78731 470,100 12.4
Douglas Benold Middle School Georgetown ISD Williamson 2-Middle 78628 236,200 31.1
Dove Elementary School Grapevine-Colleyville ISD Tarrant 1-Primary 76051 241,500 26.4
Dowell Middle School Mckinney ISD Collin 2-Middle 75070 221,900 20.7

Dr Bryan C Jack Elementary Tyler ISD Smith 1-Primary 75703 178,400 29.0
Dr Cheryl Corbett Salyards Cypress-Fairbanks ISD Harris 2-Middle 77433 238,100 12.8
Dr E T Boon Elementary School Allen ISD Collin 1-Primary 75013 330,400 10.3
Dr Jack Cockrill Middle School Mckinney ISD Collin 2-Middle 75071 203,500 25.9

Dripping Springs Elementary School

Dripping Springs Middle School

Dripping Springs ISD

Dripping Springs ISD

Hays

Hays

1-Primary

2-Middle

78620

78620

283,800

283,800

18.7

13.3

Dulles Middle School Fort Bend ISD Fort Bend 2-Middle 77478 242,400 31.6
Eagle Mountain Elementary School Eagle Mt-Saginaw ISD Tarrant 1-Primary 76179 136,500 13.5
Eagle Ridge Elementary School Keller ISD Tarrant 1-Primary 76244 178,000 8.5
Eagle Springs Elementary School Humble ISD Harris 1-Primary 77346 173,400 14.3
Eanes Elementary School Eanes ISD Travis 1-Primary 78746 638,400 3.7
giﬂ(ﬁ;lm‘e Wolford Elementary Mckinney ISD Collin 1-Primary | 75070 | 221,900 79
East Bernard High School East Bernard ISD Wharton 3-High 77435 146,700 27.8
East Cliff Elementary School Gregory-Portland ISD San Patricio 1-Primary 78374 143,800 20.1
Ed H White Elementary School Clear Creek ISD Galveston 1-Primary 77586 192,300 14.3

Elaine S Schlather Intermediate Schertz-Cibolo-U City ISD Guadalupe 2-Middle 78108 175,700

Elizabeth Smith Elementary School Mansfield ISD Tarrant 1-Primary 76063 186,400 16.7
Elliott Elementary School Frisco ISD Collin 1-Primary 75070 221,900 14.8
Elm Grove Elementary School Humble ISD Harris 1-Primary 77339 159,400 32.2
Elm Grove Elementary School Hays CISD Hays 1-Primary 78610 199,500 12.2
Elsa England Elementary School Round Rock ISD Williamson 1-Primary 78717 270,400 7.5
Encino Park Elementary School North East ISD Bexar 1-Primary 78259 230,600 12.6
Ep Rayzor Elementary School Denton ISD Denton 1-Primary 76226 304,700 7.8
Eric Dahlstrom Middle School Hays CISD Hays 2-Middle 78610 199,500 17.5
Ethridge Elementary School Lewisville ISD Denton 1-Primary 75056 170,000 21.0
Evadale High School Evadale ISD Jasper 3-High 77615 61,900 30.0
Evadale Jr High Evadale ISD Jasper 2-Middle 77615 61,900 29.3
Fair Oaks Ranch Elementary School Boerne ISD Kendall 1-Primary 78015 320,300 3.4
Fairmont Elementary Deer Park ISD Harris 1-Primary 77505 149,700 23.2
Fairmont Jr High Deer Park ISD Harris 2-Middle 77505 149,700 31.5
Fall Creek Elementary School Humble ISD Harris 1-Primary 77396 127,500 24.5
Falls City Elementary School Falls City ISD Karnes 1-Primary 78113 131,800 31.8
Farney Elementary School Cypress-Fairbanks ISD Harris 1-Primary 77429 187,900 24.3
Faubion Middle School Mckinney ISD Collin 2-Middle 75069 162,300 29.7
Fayetteville Schools Fayetteville ISD Fayette 4-Other 78940 123,900 29.6




# OF UNDERPERFORMING GRADES GRADE 3 GRADE4
ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math
Prof <50% | Prof <50% LR <0 LR<0 | % Prof | % Prof LR Gap LR Gap | % Prof | % Prof | LR Gap LR Gap

0 4 4 4 50.6 4.2 99 7.3 514 36 8.6 129
0 0 0 1 87 55.9 24.8 6 77.3 70.9 15.5 20.7
0 3 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 3 2 3 52.6 22.3 -3.1 -22.6 57.9 35.9 2.8 -9.3
0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 2 0 63.6 60.7 9.1 16.8 52.6 49.6 -1.3 53
0 1 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 65.7 61.2 2.5 10.5 72.1 58.7 9.3 77
0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 1 66.9 47.3 7.6 -0.4 66.7 52.6 79 4.6
0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 3 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 3 3 3 53 33 -8.8 -16.5 441 23.5 -17.2 -26.4
0 2 1 2 59.5 50 -4.6 -1.3 64.1 45.8 0.4 -5.8
0 1 0 2 62.7 47.3 1.3 -1.9 65.6 51.1 47 1.5
0 0 0 1 81.5 66.7 15.1 13.7 78.6 54.4 12.6 1
0 1 3 2 51.5 439 -12.9 -7.6 63.5 54.2 05 23
0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 1 1 66.2 55.4 7.6 8.3 53.2 43 -4.9 -4.5
2 2 2 2 38.7 36.5 -22.7 -12.7 48.8 40.7 -12.1 -8.9

0 1 1 1 62.7 53.2 2.5 4.8 51.6 45.1 -8.2 -3.6
0 2 3 3 57.1 45.8 -4 -3.2 51 44.8 -9.7 -4.6
3 2 3 3 389 34.2 -14 -8.6 43.8 39.2 -8.5 -3.9
0 2 2 2 732 55.7 10.8 5.7 53.3 30.9 -8.6 -19.4
0 0 1 0 741 68.8 9.5 17.1 78.5 78.5 14.3 26.5
0 0 1 0 774 64.2 15.2 14.4 81.7 76.4 20 26.2
0 1 2 1 7.3 36.8 6.9 -14.8 61.3 63.6 -2.7 11.7
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

2 44.4 33.8 -13.8 -13 46 31.7 -11.7 -15.5
0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

1 2 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 1 2 65.5 60.3 -1 7.2 73.2 60.3 7.1 6.8

1 3 3 2 53.6 49.2 -3.6 3.2 43.9 39.4 -12.7 -7

1 2 3 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

1 2 3 1 49.6 41.8 -7 -3.7 52.5 48.7 -3.5 2.8

0 1 0 2 56.7 23.3 3.6 -19.6 74.1 51.9 21.6 8.7

0 1 1 53.1 39.8 -3.6 -5.8 60.5 52.2 4.4 6.2

0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

3 4 3 4 0 0 0 0 30.8 7.7 -15.1 -23.4




School Name

ELA
% Prof

Math
% Prof

ELA
LR Gap

Math
LR Gap

ELA
% Prof

Math
% Prof

ELA
LR Gap

Math
LR Gap

gg;‘;tohly Smith Pullen Elementary 51.4 44 17 | 51 | 614 | 495 | 53 | -154
Doss Elementary School 74.5 58.3 9.5 -2.4 0 0 0 0
Douglas Benold Middle School 0 0 0 0 54.9 46.6 0.5 0.3
Dove Elementary School 54.1 38.9 -3.8 -15.9 0 0 0 0
Dowell Middle School 0 0 0 0 66.8 68.6 6.8 17.7
Dr Bryan C Jack Elementary 53.2 66.7 -3.4 13 0 0 0 0
Dr Cheryl Corbett Salyards 0 0 0 0 65.4 65.6 1 11.2
Dr E T Boon Elementary School 61.9 67.3 -4.2 5.7 70.1 69.9 0.4 2
Dr Jack Cockrill Middle School 0 0 0 0 57 61.3 -0.2 12.7
Dripping Springs Elementary School

Dulles Middle School 0 0 0 0 47.6 43.9 -6.5 -2.2
Eagle Mountain Elementary School 61.8 447 -2.7 -15.5 0 0 0 0
Eagle Ridge Elementary School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Eagle Springs Elementary School 65.3 57.3 1.2 -2.6 0 0 0 0
Eanes Elementary School 86.5 63.6 17 -0.7 0 86.4 0 15.1
gz:]lo&(;ILome Wolford Elementary 612 60.2 62 24 0 0 0 0
East Bernard High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
East Cliff Elementary School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ed H White Elementary School 66.7 66.7 2.6 6.8 0 0 0 0

Elizabeth Smith Elementary School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Elliott Elementary School 57.1 52.5 -6.7 -7.2 0 0 0 0
Eim Grove Elementary School 49 51.5 -5.9 -0.9 0 0 0 0
EIm Grove Elementary School 55.7 21 -9.5 -39.8 0 0 0 0
Elsa England Elementary School 66.7 84.6 -0.8 21.9 0 0 0 0
Encino Park Elementary School 59.3 61.7 -5.6 1.1 0 0 0 0
Ep Rayzor Elementary School 66.4 69.2 -1 6.6 0 0 0 0
Eric Dahlstrom Middle School 0 0 0 0 57.8 52.9 -4 0.6
Ethridge Elementary School 64.4 57 3.7 -0.1 0 0 0 0
Evadale High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Evadale Jr High 0 0 0 0 63.6 21.9 8.3 -25.2
Fair Oaks Ranch Elementary School 70.1 63.6 0.5 -0.9 74 67.7 0.7 -3.7
Fairmont Elementary 50.3 32.7 -9.2 -23.4 0 72 0 10.7
Fairmont Jr High 0 0 0 0 51.2 33.8 -2.9 -12.4
Fall Creek Elementary School 52.2 61.9 -6.7 6.3 0 0 0 0
Falls City Elementary School 87 79.2 31.9 26.7 71 54.8 12.4 -2.1
Farney Elementary School 59.1 58.2 0.1 2.5 0 0 0 0
Faubion Middle School 0 0 0 0 56.5 59.6 1.4 12.7
Fayetteville Schools 50 38.9 -0.7 -4.5 66.7 33.3 14.9 -6




END OF COURSE ASSESSMENTS

ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math
% Prof % Prof | LR Gap LR Gap % Prof % Prof LRGap | LRGap | % Prof % Prof | LR Gap LR Gap
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
50.3 45 -1.4 31 63.8 33.9 2.9 -11.8 0 76.1 0 -8.1
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
67.3 67.7 10.4 21.5 69.1 48.2 2.9 -2 0 98.2 0 10.3

550 | 474 | 38 | 58 | 667 | 436 | 61 | -19 | 0 %22 | 0 8.2
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 582 | 471 | 05 42
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
o o . .o 0 | 0 o0 0 0 0 |0 0 0 _
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

535 | 438 | -51 | -38 | 605 | 353 | 73 | -162 0 84 0 5.1
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 661 | 357 94 6.3

206 | 469 | -2 | 43 | 586 | 621 | 32 | 156 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

555 | 39 6 27 | 603 | 617 | -04 | 162 | 0 7 | 0 106
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

526 | 635 | 02 21 694 | 335 78 | -128 0 97.1 12.4

333 | 333 | -185 | 63 | 636 0 34 0 | 667 | 75 | 262 | 442




Fern Bluff Elementary School Round Rock ISD 78681 | 223,900

District Name

County Name | School Level

zip code

median home
value (k)

%
Soc Dis

School

Florence Elementary School Keller ISD Tarrant 1-Primary 76092 519,500 5.9
Florence W Stiles Middle School Leander ISD Williamson 2-Middle 78641 195,100 10.2
Flossie Floyd Green Elementary Allen ISD Collin 1-Primary | 75013 | 330,400 6.3

Flower Mound Elementary School Lewisville ISD Denton 1-Primary 75028 248,400 12.8
Flower Mound High School Lewisville ISD Denton 3-High 75022 344,700 3.0
Forest Creek Elementary School Round Rock ISD Williamson 1-Primary 78664 151,500 111
Forest Ridge College Station ISD Brazos 1-Primary 77845 186,800 22.6

Forest Vista Elementary School Lewisville ISD Denton 1-Primary 75028 248,400 6.5
Forestwood Middle School Lewisville ISD Denton 2-Middle 75028 248,400 6.1

Forney High School Forney ISD Kaufman 3-High 75126 151,700 18.4
Forsan Elementary School At Elbow Forsan ISD Howard 1-Primary 79720 63,700 29.7
Forsan High School Forsan ISD Howard 4-Other 79733 45,300 24.8
Fort Elliott School Fort Elliott CISD Wheeler 4-Other 79011 102,200 19.9

Franklin Middle School Franklin ISD 2-Middle | 77856 | 119,700

Freedom Elementary School

Keller ISD

Tarrant 1-Primary

282,800

Foster High School Lamar CISD Fort Bend 3-High 77406 232,500 32.3
Four Points Middle School Leander ISD Williamson 2-Middle 78750 300,500 14.0
Fowler Middle School  FriscolSD  Colin  2Mddle 75025 264600 64
Frances E Norton Elementary School Allen ISD Collin 1-Primary 75013 330,400 7.0
Frank Elementary School Klein ISD Harris 1-Primary 77379 194,100 29.0
Frank Mcmillan Junior High School Wylie ISD Collin 2-Middle 75098 167,200 27.8
Frank Seale Middle School Midlothian ISD Ellis 2-Middle 76065 167,200 25.3
Frankford Middle School Plano ISD Collin 2-Middle 75252 291,700 28.9

Freeman Elementary School

Friendship Elementary School Keller ISD 76244 | 178,000

Carrollton-Farmers
Branch ISD

Dallas 1-Primary

277,900

Friendswood Jr High Friendswood ISD 2-Middle | 77546 | 209,800

Frost Elementary School Lamar CISD Fort Bend 1-Primary 77406 232,500 12.8
Ft Davis School Ft Davis ISD Jeff Davis 4-Other 79734 101,400 25.7
G W Robinson Clear Creek ISD Galveston 1-Primary 192,300

Garcia Middle School Northside ISD Bexar 2-Middle 78255 298,400 13.9
Garden Ridge Elementary School Comal ISD Comal 1-Primary 78266 376,600 121
Garden Ridge Elementary School Lewisville ISD Denton 1-Primary 75028 248,400 6.9
Gary And Bobbye Jack Minshew Mckinney ISD Collin 1-Primary | 75071 | 203,500 232
Elementary School

Gene M Reed Elementary School Allen ISD Collin 1-Primary 75002 199,400 30.5




# OF UNDERPERFORMING GRADES GRADE 3 GRADE 4

ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math
Prof <50% | Prof <50% LR <0 LR<0 | % Prof | % Prof LR Gap LR Gap | % Prof | % Prof | LR Gap LR Gap

o0 0 | 1 | 0 | 644 | 644 | 1 21 | 721 | 646 | 71 12

0 0 1 0 64.6 60.2 -0.7 7.9 70.7 70.7 5.7 18.1
0 1 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 1 72.9 55.4 7.8 3.3 67.3 475 26 4.9
0 2 0 2 62.7 36.1 0.6 -13.7 64.5 438 2.9 6.3
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 2 2 3 57.3 37.8 -5.6 -126 64.5 40.7 2 -10
0 0 1 0 61.8 705 4.3 24.3 56.6 67.8 -0.3 21.2
0 1 3 1 59.5 53.8 -5.5 1.8 56.5 355 -8.1 -16.9
0 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 3 2 3 50.9 434 -3.2 -0.3 70.7 38.1 17.2 -5.9
0 3 1 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0o 1/ 2 /1 0 | 0 0 | 0 0 0 0 | 0

0 1 3 1 50.4 453 117 -45 54.3 61.2 7.3 1.1
1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 1 1 1 50.6 434 47 1.2 725 60.4 17.7 15.5
0 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 3 3 3 53.8 37.2 -8.6 128 52.7 478 -9.2 2.5
0 2 1 2 66.2 473 1.4 -4.6 62.2 438 2.2 -8.4
2 2 3 2 48.9 26.7 -8.3 -19.3 46.6 4.9 -10 45
1 0 1 0 66.7 51.6 13 8.2 48.2 50.6 -4.9 6.9




GRADE 5 GRADE 6

ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math

eI % Prof % Prof LR Gap LR Gap % Prof % Prof LR Gap LR Gap

(Fern Bluff ElementarySchool | 737 | 88 | 53 | 194 | 0 | 0 0 0 _

Florence Elementary School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Florence W Stiles Middle School 0 0 0 0 68.6 42.8 2.8 -12.7
Flossie Floyd Green Elementary 81.9 84.1 13.8 20.9 84.6 74.5 12.8 46
School

Flower Mound Elementary School 67 70.7 2.2 10.2 0 0 0 0
Flower Mound High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Forest Creek Elementary School 56.7 53 -9 -8.2 0 0 0 0
Forest Ridge 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Forest Vista Elementary School 67.5 76.5 -0.5 13.3 0 0 0 0
Forestwood Middle School 0 0 0 0 72.3 71.5 42 14.2
Forney High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Forsan Elementary School At Elbow 50 34 -6.2 -19.4 0 0 0 0
Forsan High School 0 0 0 0 56.4 255 2.4 -15.5
Fort Elliott School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Foster High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Four Points Middle School 0 0 0 0 78.1 52 14.4 -1.8
Frances E Norton Elementary School 77.6 76.2 9.8 13.3 77.6 79.1 6.1 9.5
Frank Elementary School 61.5 491 4.9 -4.6 0 0 0 0
Frank Mcmillan Junior High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Frank Seale Middle School 0 0 0 0 60.6 52.3 3.1 3.4
Frankford Middle School 0 0 0 0 61.6 56.6 6.1 9.3

Freedom Elementary School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Freeman Elementary School 48.1 50 -11.5 -6.2 0 0 0 0
Friendship ElementarySchool | 0 | o0 | 0 | 0 | o0 [ 0 | 0 | 0 _
Friendswood Jr High 0 0o | 0 0 | 696 697 25 | 132 |
Frost Elementary School 58.7 69.8 -6.1 9.3 0 0 0 0

Ft Davis School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

G W Robinson 60.5 60 3 55 0 0 0 0
Garcia Middle School 0 0 0 0 68.5 63.3 4.7 9.4
Garden Ridge Elementary School 60 48.1 -5.2 -12.7 0 0 0 0
Garden Ridge Elementary School 69.3 76 1.5 13 0 0 0 0

Gary And Bobbye Jack Minshew 547 617 49 55 0 0 0 0
Elementary School

Gene M Reed Elementary School 65.6 70.5 9.8 17.4 64.6 69.2 5.4 11.6




GRADE 7 GRADE 8 END OF COURSE ASSESSMENTS

ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math
% Prof %Prof | LRGap | LR Gap %Prof | %Prof | LRGap | LRGap | % Prof % Prof | LR Gap LR Gap

67.9 61.2 5.6 10.6 69.1 71.8 -2.5 17.1 0 91.5 0 -0.2
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 84.2 67.5 15.1 14.7
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

67.1 38.1 2.7 -14.2 84.5 69.6 10.9 13.2 0 90.5 0 -2.7
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 71 49.4 9 2.8
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

54.3 23.9 0.1 -17.4 61.8 0 -1 -42.2 68.4 57.1 26.8 25.2
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 81.3 14.3 38.5 -18.7
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 69.8 46.4 14.2 5.3

72.3 67.9 12 18.9 78.2 71.6 8.6 18.6 0 99.2 0 8.8
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

50.1 53.8 -3.2 10.6 59.7 55.9 -2.9 8.8 0 98.3 0 12.9

58.3 43.1 3.7 -1.2 64.3 59.7 0.5 11.5 0 100 0 13.7

57 51.6 4.2 8.8 68.6 35.4 6.6 -11.2 0 98.3 0 13.3




median home %

District Name County Name | School Level | zip code

value (k) Soc Dis

Gene Pike Middle School Northwest ISD 2-Middle | 76247 | 152,500

George J Anderson Elementary School Allen ISD Collin 1-Primary 199,400

George Ranch High School Lamar CISD Fort Bend 3-High 180,000

Glen Oaks Elementary School Mckinney ISD Collin 1-Primary 75070 221,900

Glenhope Elementary School Grapevine-Colleyville ISD Tarrant 1-Primary 76034 411,500 26.1
Glenn York Elementary School Alvin ISD Brazoria 1-Primary 77584 208,600 31.7
Gonzalez Elementary Mcallen ISD Hidalgo 1-Primary 78504 131,900 22.1
Goodson Middle School Cypress-Fairbanks ISD Harris 2-Middle 77429 187,900

Grace Hartman Elementary School Rockwall ISD Rockwall 1-Primary 75087 198,000 44
Grady Burnett Jr High Wylie ISD Collin 2-Middle 75098 167,200 30.5
Grady School Grady ISD Martin 4-Other 79749 37,500 27.2
Grandview Hills Elementary School Leander ISD Williamson 1-Primary 78726 403,000 19.5
Grapevine Elementary School Grapevine-Colleyville ISD Tarrant 1-Primary 76051 241,500 8.7
Great Oaks Elementary School Round Rock ISD Williamson 1-Primary 78681 223,900 9.2
Greathouse Elementary School Midland ISD Midland 1-Primary 79707 268,800 28.4
Green Valley Elementary School Schertz-Cibolo-U City ISD Guadalupe 1-Primary 78154 177,200 23.9
Greentree Elementary School Humble ISD Harris 1-Primary 77345 265,500 1141
Greenways Intermediate Canyon ISD Randall 2-Middle 79119 223,100 29.6
Greenwood High School Greenwood ISD Midland 3-High 79706 216,300 26.5

Gregory - Portland High School Gregory-Portland ISD San Patricio 3-High 78374 143,800

Griffin Middle School Frisco ISD 2-Middle | 75033 | 296,600

Gunstream Elementary School Frisco ISD 75035 | 238,500

Guyer High School Denton ISD Denton 3-High 175,300
Haggard Middle School Plano ISD Collin 2-Middle 202,100

Hamilton Middle School Cypress-Fairbanks ISD 2-Middle | 77429 | 187,900
Hamshire - Fannett Middle School Hamshire-Fannett ISD 2-Middle | 77705 | 74,300

Hargrave High School Huffman ISD Harris 3-High 77336 150,500 26.0
Harker Heights High School Killeen ISD Bell 3-High 76548 160,600 26.6
Harleton High School Harleton ISD Harrison 3-High 75651 118,500 28.9
Harpool Middle School Denton ISD Denton 2-Middle 76226 304,700 18.2
Harrington Elementary School Plano ISD Collin 1-Primary 75075 202,100 25.0
Harry Mckillop Elementary School Melissa ISD Collin 1-Primary 75454 188,600 23.8

Haslet Elementary School Northwest ISD Denton 1-Primary 76052 197,900 9.5




+ OF UNDERPERFORMING GRADES GRADE 3 GRADE 4

ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math
Prof <50% | Prof <50% LR <0 LR<0 | % Prof | % Prof LR Gap LR Gap | % Prof | % Prof | LR Gap LR Gap

.+ .. 2 /2 /1 0 | 0/ 0 0 |0 0 | 0 0 _

0 3 1 3

1 1 2 0 515 54.6 -1.7 11.7 50 47.9 -2.5 4.6

0 1 0 2 61.9 51.5 4.2 5.1 59.6 39.7 2.4 -7.1

0 1 3 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 1 2 1 76.2 57.3 10.2 4.5 61.3 46.7 -4.4 -6.4

1 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

3 5 3 3 33.3 16.7 -13.9 -15.1 23.5 17.6 -23.5 -14.3

0 3 2 3 55.2 30.9 -3.7 -16.5 56.3 41.2 -2.1 -6.5

0 2 2 3 65.5 38.4 1.5 -12.8 58 26.3 -5.6 -25.3
0 0o 0 0 0 0 0o 0 0 0 0 0

0 1 0 1 69.5 55 5.7 3.9 67.2 46.3 3.8 -5.1

39.3 14.9 -15.4 -29.2 36.4 18.4 -17.7 -26.1

0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 1 0 54.4 45.6 -1.9 0.2 74 62.5 18.2 16.8
1 1 1 1 47.7 43.8 -9.2 -2 0 0 0 0

1 1 3 3 47 26.2 -16.6 -24.7 54.5 50.5 -8.7 -0.8




ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math

=L I % Prof % Prof LR Gap LR Gap % Prof % Prof LR Gap LR Gap

Gene Pike MiddleSchool | 0 0 | 0 | 0 | 471 | 495 | 63 | 4 _

George J Anderson Elementary
School

George Ranch High School

Glenhope Elementary School 52.9 49.3 -5.2 -5.6 0 0 0 0
Glenn York Elementary School 56.4 58.1 1.2 5.5 0 0 0 0
Gonzalez Elementary 60.6 52.2 0.5 -4.4 0 0 0 0
Goodson Middle School 0 0 0 0 52 53.6 -6.1 4.3
Grace Hartman Elementary School 68.5 75.7 -0.6 11.7 76.9 83.8 4.1 12.9
Grady Burnett Jr High 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Grady School 62.5 56.3 10.6 11.8 421 50 -10.8 9.9
Grandview Hills Elementary School 66.7 47.7 53 -10 0 91.2 0 28
Grapevine Elementary School 62.5 51 -4.4 -11.2 0 0 0 0
Great Oaks Elementary School 69.8 65.9 3.1 3.9 0 0 0 0
Greathouse Elementary School 26.5 27.5 -30.4 -26.5 45 52.9 -15.3 -5.8
Green Valley Elementary School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Greentree Elementary School 62.9 72.7 -2.8 11.5 0 0 0 0
Greenways Intermediate 46.1 45.1 -4.5 -2.5 54 53.4 -1.2 6.4
Greenwood High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Gregory - Portland High School

Griffin Middle School |0 0 | 0 | 0 | 778 749 | 87 | 167 _

Gunstream Elementary School | 588 681 | 74 | 65 | 0 | 0 | 0 | 0 _

Guyer High School
Haggard Middle School

Hamilton MiddleSchool | 0 0 | 0 | 0 | 689 673 | 73 | 152
Hamshire - Fannett Middlechool |0 | 0 | o0 | o0 | 0 | 0 | 0 | 0 _

Hargrave High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Harker Heights High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Harleton High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Harpool Middle School 0 0 0 0 63.3 50 1.9 -2
Harrington Elementary School 64.2 63.5 5.6 8.1 0 0 0 0
Harry Mckillop Elementary School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Haslet Elementary School 54.3 52.2 -12.2 -9.7 0 0 0 0




END OF COURSE ASSESSMENTS
ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math
% Prof %Prof | LRGap | LR Gap %Prof | %Prof | LRGap | LRGap | % Prof % Prof | LR Gap LR Gap

528 | 236 | 2 | 475 | 591 | 502 | 09 | 52 | 0 | 909 0 | 73

69 | 671 | 106 197 726 | 31 | 5 | 163 |0 911 | 0 21
619 | 672 | 72 228 577 | 789 | 63 | 306 |0 923 | 0 59 _

59.3 30 0.8 -13.6




median home %

District Name County Name | School Level | zip code value (K) Soc Dis

Haude Elementary School Klein ISD 77388 | 175,200

Hawk Elementary School Denton ISD 1-Primary 175,300
Hazel S Pattison Elementary School Katy ISD 1-Primary 218,700

Hebron Valley Elementary School Lewisville ISD Denton 1-Primary 75010 211,000 18.8
Hedgcoxe Elementary School Plano ISD Collin 1-Primary 75025 264,600 15.6
Helotes Elementary School Northside ISD Bexar 1-Primary 78023 261,400 14.4
Henderson Elementary School Forney ISD Kaufman 1-Primary 75126 151,700 20.3
Hendrick Middle School Plano ISD Collin 2-Middle 75025 264,600 19.2
Henrietta High School Henrietta ISD Clay 3-High 76365 76,900 31.4
Henry Bauerschlag Elementary School Clear Creek ISD Galveston 1-Primary 77573 210,700 141
Heritage Elementary School Lewisville ISD Denton 1-Primary 75077 222,100 24
Heritage Elementary School Grapevine-Colleyville ISD Tarrant 1-Primary 76051 241,500 4.7
Heritage High School —— FriscolSD  Colin  3High 75035 238500 164
Heritage Middle School Frenship ISD Lubbock 2-Middle 79424 169,200 29.9
Heritage Middle School Grapevine-Colleyville ISD Tarrant 2-Middle 76034 411,500 13.2
Herman E Utley Middle School Rockwall ISD Rockwall 2-Middle 75087 198,000 28.0

Hidden Forest Elementary School North East ISD Bexar 1-Primary 203,100

Hidden Lakes Elementary School Keller ISD Tarrant 1-Primary 76248 282,800 0.6

High Country Elementary Eagle Mt-Saginaw ISD Tarrant 1-Primary 76131 135,800 31.3

Highland School Highland ISD Nolan 4-QOther 79545 51,700 31.4
Highland Village Elementary School Lewisville ISD Denton 1-Primary 75077 222,100 12.5
Highlands Elementary School Fort Bend ISD Fort Bend 1-Primary 77478 242,400

Hildebrandt Intermediate Klein ISD Harris 2-Middle 77389 289,500 29.0
Hill Country Middle School Eanes ISD Travis 2-Middle 78746 638,400 3.7

HillElementary School  AustinSD  Trais  1-Primary 78759 335600 112

Hillside Elementary School Canyon ISD Randall 1-Primary 79119 223,100 10.9
Hilltop Elementary School Argyle ISD Denton 1-Primary 76226 304,700 19.7
Hillwood Middle School Keller ISD Tarrant 2-Middle 76137 141,000 23.8
Hoffmann Elementary School Northside ISD Bexar 1-Primary 78253 205,900 21.4
Hoffmann Lane Elementary School Comal ISD Comal 1-Primary 78132 306,800 10.1
Holliday High School Holliday ISD Archer 3-High 76366 68,300 23.1
Holliday Middle School Holliday ISD Archer 2-Middle 76366 68,300 29.1

Homestead Elementary School Lewisville ISD Denton 1-Primary 75007 173,500

Hornedo Middle School El Paso ISD . ElPaso | 2-Middle | 79912 | 169,500

Howe Middle School Howe ISD Grayson 2-Middle 108,000
Hudson Bend Middle School Lake Travis ISD Travis 2-Middle 333,500

Huebner Elementary School North East ISD 1-Primary 291,800




# OF UNDERPERFORMING GRADES GRADE 3 GRADE 4

ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math
Prof <50% | Prof <50% LR <0 LR<0 | % Prof | % Prof LR Gap LR Gap | % Prof | % Prof | LR Gap LR Gap

o0 1 | 1 | 2 | 72 | 559 124 | 8 | 585 462 06 | -2

0 2 2 1 53.8 43.8 -5.4 -3.8 55 48.6 -3.7 0.7
0 1 2 2 51.3 48.1 -9.4 -0.6 64.5 52 4.2 2.9
1 2 3 2 471 36.2 -14.2 -13 53.4 44.6 -7.5 -4.9
0 2 1 4 55.2 42.5 -3.3 -4.6 66.7 45.3 8.7 -2.1
0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 2 1 2 52.8 35.4 -8.6 -13.9 61.9 49.6 0.9 0
0 2 1 3 70 45.9 3 -7.6 68.2 44.5 1.6 -9.4
0 1 0 2 67.9 40.3 2 -12.4 67 51.8 1.5 -1.2
0 0o 0 0 0o 0 0o 0 0 0 0 0
1 2 2 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 2 1 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 2 1 2 58.7 41.3 -2.2 -7.6 61.9 44.6 1.5 -4.6
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3 2 3 0 65 45 19.8 14.6 44.4 61.1 -0.7 30.6
1 3 3 3 574 40.7 -4.8 -9.2 46.8 31.6 -15 -18.6




ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math
% Prof % Prof LR Gap LR Gap % Prof % Prof LR Gap LR Gap

School Name

Haude Elementary School | 849 | 5 | 27 | 13 | 0 0 | 0 | 0

Hawk Elementary School 58.7 48.8 -8.2 -13.4 0 0 0 0
Hazel S Pattison Elementary School 73.8 73.6 4.1 9.1 0 0 0 0

Hebron Valley Elementary School 66.4 79.5 4.6 21.5 0 0 0 0
Hedgcoxe Elementary School 51.4 51.4 -12 -7.9 0 0 0 0
Helotes Elementary School 54.5 60.6 -9.5 0.8 0 0 0 0
Henderson Elementary School 67.7 56.3 6.7 -1.1 66.3 57.3 1.8 -5.5
Hendrick Middle School 0 0 0 0 63.7 59.6 2.8 8.1
Henrietta High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Henry Bauerschlag Elementary 64.2 579 0 21 0 0 0 0
School
Heritage Elementary School 65.7 61.3 -4.5 -3.6 0 0 0 0
Heritage Elementary School 70 69.4 1 5.5 0 0 0 0
Heritage ighSchot o0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Heritage Middle School 0 0 0 0 47.4 44.9 -7.6 -2
Heritage Middle School 0 0 0 0 66.5 57.8 2.3 3.6
Herman E Utley Middle School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Hidden Forest Elementary School 68.5 70.4 49 10.9 0 0 0 0
‘Hidden Hollow Elementary School 653 796 3 22 0 0 0 0
Hidden Lakes Elementary School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
High Country Elementary 43.3 35.6 -12.1 -17.1 0 0 0 0
Highland School 78.9 73.7 29.1 311 50 77.8 -0.9 39.2
Highland Village Elementary School 54.8 29.2 -10.2 -31.5 0 0 0 0
Highlands Elementary School 51.1 68.8 -12.2 9.6 0 0 0 0
‘Hightower Elementary School 867 833 29 286 0 0 0 0
Hildebrandt Intermediate 0 0 0 0 55.8 38.7 0.3 -8.6
Hill Country Middle School 0 0 0 0 74.4 34.9 5 -23.5
HillElementary School 879 84 22 %2 0 0 0 0
Hillside Elementary School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Hilltop Elementary School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Hillwood Middle School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Hoffmann Elementary School 64.7 74.5 43 17.6 0 0 0 0
Hoffmann Lane Elementary School 66 55.9 -0.2 -5.7 0 0 0 0
Holliday High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Holliday Middle School 0 0 0 0 41.3 31.7 -14.1 -15.5
Homestead Elementary School 56.9 48.5 -7.5 -11.7 0 0 0 0

Howe Middle School 441 45.6 -5.3 -0.9 46.3 29.1 -7.5 -16.8
Hudson Bend Middle School 0 0 0 0 73.8 59.2 12.2 7.1

Huebner Elementary School 58.9 62.5 -2.5 4.9 0 0 0 0




END OF COURSE ASSESSMENTS
ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math
% Prof % Prof | LRGap | LR Gap %Prof | %Prof | LRGap | LRGap | % Prof % Prof | LR Gap LR Gap

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
66.3 62.2 8.6 15.4 73.6 28.6 6.6 -22.2 0 89.8 0 1.3
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7.9 33.6 15.9 -7.9
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
53.4 53.8 1.1 11.4 60 30.1 -15 -16.1 0 84 0 -0.6
61.2 39 0.5 -10.4 65.9 66.1 -4.1 12.7 0 96 0 5.4
53.1 13.6 -0.1 -29.6 65.5 45.6 3 -1.4 0 80 0 -53
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
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44.4 44.4 -6.5 5.5 93.8 81.3 34.5 413 78.6 65.8 38.6 35.4
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0o 9o 0o 0 0 0o 0 0 0 0 0 0
50.6 41.6 -2.1 -1.2 60.5 36.6 -1.5 -10 0 96.2 0 11.2
74.7 69 9.1 15.6 82.7 78 7.8 20.5 0 93.3 0 -0.8
0o o 0o 0o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
63.8 60.5 8.4 15.6 67.9 42.5 3.3 -6.3 0 90 0 3.2
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 69 44.4 9.1 -04
49.3 38.6 -3.4 -4.1 57.7 40.7 -4.2 -5.9 0 62.5 0 -22.4
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

46.4 20.8 -4.7 -20.6 64.5 69.8 4.1 24.5 0 80 0 -3.8
65 63.1 6.6 15.7 73.1 33.3 5.5 -18.1 0 84.5 0 -4.4




District Name

County Name | School Level

zip code

median home %

I W And Eleanor Hyde Elementary

value (k) Soc Dis
Huggins Elementary School Lamar CISD Fort Bend 1-Primary 77441 364,700 27.0
Hughston Elementary School Plano ISD Collin 1-Primary 75023 184,900 13.6

School Clear Creek ISD Galveston 1-Primary 77573 210,700 24.4
Idalou High School Idalou ISD Lubbock 3-High 79329 124,500 28.7
Independence Elementary School Keller ISD Tarrant 1-Primary 76244 178,000 12.7
Indian Creek Elementary School Lewisville ISD Denton 1-Primary 75010 211,000 30.3
Indian Springs Elementary School Comal ISD Comal 1-Primary 78261 242,400 9.1

Indian Springs Middle School Keller ISD Tarrant 2-Middle 76248 282,800 14.7
Industrial Elementary School West Industrial ISD Jackson 1-Primary 77968 198,000 16.1

Ira School Ira ISD Scurry 4-Other 79527 96,900 26.7
Iraan High School Iraan-Sheffield ISD Pecos 3-High 79744 70,800 19.3
Iraan Jr High Iraan-Sheffield ISD Pecos 2-Middle 79744 70,800 24.3

Irene Clinkscale Elementary School

J B Wilmeth Elementary School

Burleson ISD

Mckinney ISD

Johnson

Collin

1-Primary

1-Primary

75071

138,900

203,500 3.5

J C Thompson Elementary School

Northwest ISD

Denton

1-Primary

197,900

J Lyndal Hughes Elementary School Northwest ISD 76262 260,600
J W Williams Middle School Rockwall ISD Rockwall 2-Middle 75087 198,000

James A Monaco Aubrey ISD Denton 1-Primary 76227 156,000 314
qames And Margie Marion Elementary Allen I1SD Collin I-Primary | 75002 | 199,400 | 106
James Bowie Middle School Fort Bend ISD Fort Bend 2-Middle 77406 232,500 18.6

Jan Schiff Elementary School Fort Bend ISD Fort Bend 77459 | 244,900

Jeanette Hayes Elementary School Katy ISD Harris 1-Primary 77450 218,700 20.5
Jesse Mcgowen Elementary School Mckinney ISD Collin 1-Primary 75070 221,900 16.5
Jim Ned High School Jim Ned CISD Taylor 3-High 79562 191,900 18.2
Jim Ned Middle School Jim Ned CISD Taylor 2-Middle 79562 191,900 20.9
Joe Hubenak Elementary School Lamar CISD Fort Bend 1-Primary 77471 138,800 29.0
Joella Exley Elementary School Katy ISD Harris 1-Primary 77450 218,700 13.8
John A Baker Prosper ISD Collin 1-Primary 75071 203,500 21.2
John A Sippel Elementary School Schertz-Cibolo-U City ISD Guadalupe 1-Primary 78108 175,700 23.2
John F Ward Elementary School Clear Creek ISD Galveston 1-Primary 77062 161,800 26.9
John M Tidwell Middle School Northwest ISD Denton 2-Middle 76262 260,600 23.6
Johnson Elementary School Forney ISD Kaufman 1-Primary 75126 151,700 21.6
Johnson Ranch Elementary School Comal ISD Comal 1-Primary 78163 311,500 17.3
Jones Elementary School Corpus Christi ISD Nueces 1-Primary 78413 166,500 24.2




# OF UNDERPERFORMING GRADES GRADE 3 GRADE 4

ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math
Prof <50% | Prof <50% LR <0 LR<0 | % Prof | % Prof LR Gap LR Gap | % Prof | % Prof | LR Gap LR Gap

1 3 1 3 62.3 35.9 6.9 -8.8 55.3 39.5 0.5 -5.5
0 2 1 3 63.8 36.4 2.1 -13.1 61.8 41.8 0.6 -8
2 2 3 2 41.2 37.6 -15.4 -8 54.2 479 1.8 2
0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 2 0 58.3 57.3 -3.8 7.5 57.3 55.5 -4.4 5.4
2 3 3 3 50.5 32.3 -3.4 -11.2 40.2 34.4 -13 -9.4
0 2 3 3 57.5 41.2 -6.3 -9.9 60.9 47.3 -2.5 -4.1
0 1 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 1 2 1 64.9 711 44 22.5 474 24.3 -12.7 -24.6

2 6 2 3 56.3 25 8.9 -6.9 52.9 35.3 5.6 3.3
0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

2 3 3 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

3 3 3 3 30.6 31.8 -23.4 -11.8 46.5 35.2 -6.9 -8.7
0 2 3 3 58.3 a7 -8.1 -11.4 62.8 47.3 -3.3 -6.1
3 3 3 3 40.3 16.5 -13.3 -26.8 41 24.7 -12 -18.9

2 3 | 3 | 3 | M4 | 347 | A1 10 | 473 | 44 | 76 -1
o . 4 /1 /4 0 | 0 0 0 |0 0 | 0 0 _

0 2 0 1 53.3 453 0 2.2 66.1 39.3 13.4 -4
0 1 4 1 60.2 58.5 29 7.9 56.5 47 6.2 -39

0 0 2 1 61.3 66.2 -0.3 16.8 66.7 67.3 5.6 17.6
2 2 2 1 50 27.7 -8.1 -19 441 47.8 -13.5 0.7
2 2 2 2 471 28.3 -10.1 -17.7 43.6 24.2 -13 -22.2
0 2 1 2 54.5 37.9 -0.9 -6.8 55.8 441 1 -0.9
0 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 3 1 4 58 33.8 0.1 -12.8 53.9 34.7 -3.5 -12.2
0 3 3 574 47.9 -2.5 -0.2 51.2 24.4 -8.3 -24.1
2 3 3 3 51.5 41.6 -5.2 -4 45.9 22.4 -10.2 -23.6




GRADE 5 GRADE 6

School Name ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math
% Prof % Prof LR Gap LR Gap % Prof % Prof LR Gap LR Gap

Huggins Elementary School 41.4 441 -16.2 -10.5 0 0 0 0
Hughston Elementary School 56.6 53.7 -7.8 -6.5 0 0 0 0
I W And Eleanor Hyde Elementary 46.4 518 125 38 0 0 0 0
School
Idalou High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Independence Elementary School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Indian Creek Elementary School 49 33.7 -6.9 -19.5 0 0 0 0
Indian Springs Elementary School 66.3 55.4 -0.4 -6.7 0 0 0 0
Indian Springs Middle School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Industrial Elementary School West 56.4 64.1 -6.8 5 0 0 0 0
Ira School 44 28 -8.2 -16.7 63.2 45 10.1 4.7
Iraan High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Iraan Jr High 0 0 0 0 38.9 35.3 -19.2 -14
Irene Clinkscale Elementary School 45.8 453 -10.2 -8 0 0 0 0
J B Wilmeth Elementary School 65.1 62 -4.5 -2.4 0 0 0 0
J C Thompson Elementary School 32.3 32.3 -23.4 -20.7 0 0 0 0

J W Williams Middle School

James A Monaco 64.9 86 9.6 33.3 0 0 0 0
James And Margie Marion Elemen- 62.5 68.3 35 6.8 67.7 76.9 19 9.1
tary School

James Bowie Middle School 0 0 0 0 52.2 55.8 -9 4

Jeanette Hayes Elementary School 71.8 68.5 10.9 11.2 0 0 0 0
Jesse Mcgowen Elementary School 68.6 57.8 5.7 -1.2 0 0 0 0
Jim Ned High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Jim Ned Middle School 0 0 0 0 58.7 48.4 -1.2 -24

Joella Exley Elementary School 63.8 50.3 -0.5 -9.8 0 0 0 0
John A Baker 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
John A Sippel Elementary School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
John F Ward Elementary School 67.7 63.3 10.1 8.7 0 0 0 0
John M Tidwell Middle School 0 0 0 0 58.8 60.3 0.4 10.7
Johnson Elementary School 61.2 48.8 0.9 -8 68.2 56.5 4.3 -5.6
Johnson Ranch Elementary School 58.7 50 -3.8 -8.6 0 0 0 0
Jones Elementary School 43.1 37.3 -15.9 -18.4 0 0 0 0




GRADE 7 GRADE 8 END OF COURSE ASSESSMENTS

ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math
% Prof %Prof | LRGap | LR Gap %Prof | %Prof | LRGap | LRGap | % Prof % Prof | LR Gap LR Gap

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
58.1 20.2 2.7 -24.8 72.5 42.4 7.8 -6.5 0 89.4 0 2.5
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 83 718 16 282

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0




. . median home %
District Name County Name | School Level | zip code value (K) Soc Dis
Judy Hajek Elementary School Burleson ISD Johnson 1-Primary 76028 138,900 26.6
Judy Rucker Elementary School Prosper ISD Collin 1-Primary 75078 363,200 13.8
Justin Elementary School Northwest ISD Denton 1-Primary 76247 152,500 30.3
g*c‘:;rgl" Wolfe Criswell Elementary Forney ISD Kaufman 1-Primary | 75126 | 151,700 306

Kaufman Elementary School Conroe ISD Montgomery 1-Primary 194,900
Kay Granger Elementary School Northwest ISD Denton 1-Primary 178,000

Keller - Harvel Elementary School Keller ISD 76248 | 282,800

Keller Middle School Keller ISD Tarrant 2-Middle 76248 282,800 75
Kelly Lane Middle School Pflugerville ISD Travis 2-Middle 78660 184,700 24.6
Kiker Elementary School Austin ISD Travis 1-Primary 78739 402,000 35
Killian Middle School Lewisville ISD Denton 2-Middle 75056 170,000 23.4
Kinder Ranch Elementary School Comal ISD Comal 1-Primary 78260 280,100 24.9

Kings Manor Elementary School New Caney ISD Montgomery 1-Primary 159,400

Kingwood Middle School Humble ISD 2-Middle | 77339 | 159,400

Kleb Intermediate Klein ISD Harris 2-Middle 194,100
Klein Collins High School Klein ISD Harris 3-High 175,200

Knox Wiley Middle School Leander ISD Williamson 2-Middle 78641 195,100 27.4
Kolda Elementary School Corpus Christi ISD Nueces 1-Primary 78414 169,600 22.3
Kolter Elementary School  Houstonl$D  Hams  1-Primary 77096 328900 241
Kreinhop Elementary School Klein ISD Harris 1-Primary 77388 175,200 28.2
Krimmel Intermediate Klein ISD Harris 2-Middle 77379 194,100 30.9
Krueger Elementary School Northside ISD Bexar 1-Primary 78254 154,800 32.0
Krum High School Krum ISD Denton 3-High 76249 137,500 26.5
Krum Middle School Krum ISD Denton 2-Middle 76249 137,500 29.5
Kuehnle Elementary School Klein ISD Harris 1-Primary 77379 194,100 18.1
Kuentz Elementary School Northside ISD Bexar 1-Primary 78023 261,400 15.2
L E Claybon Elementary School Forney ISD Kaufman 1-Primary 75126 151,700 23.9
La Vernia High School La Vernia ISD Wilson 3-High 78121 242,800 20.5
La Vernia Intermediate La Vernia ISD Wilson 1-Primary 78121 242,800 28.2
La Vernia Jr High La Vernia ISD Wilson 2-Middle 78121 242,800 25.3

Lake Dallas High School Lake Dallas ISD Denton 3-High 75065 153,200 28.2
Lake Dallas Middle School Lake Dallas ISD Denton 2-Middle 75065 153,200 32.2
Lake Pointe Elementary Lake Travis ISD Travis 1-Primary 78738 485,300 5.0

Lake Pointe Elementary School Eagle Mt-Saginaw ISD Tarrant 1-Primary 136,500




+ OF UNDERPERFORMING GRADES

GRADE 3

GRADE 4

ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math
Prof <50% | Prof <50% LR <0 LR<0 | % Prof | % Prof LR Gap LR Gap | % Prof | % Prof | LR Gap LR Gap
1 0 3 0 53.9 53.3 -1.7 8.5 494 54.2 -5.6 9.1
0 2 1 2 51.3 38.7 -10.3 -10.7 62.2 495 1.1 -0.2
3 2 3 3 37.8 26.3 -16 -17.2 33.8 37.5 -19.4 -6.3
1 3 1 2 613 | 44 76 06 | 93 %1 1 138 1 56

0 2 0 2 67.6

48.9

5.9

62.1

44.2

0.9

-5.6

0 1 2 2 70.5

45

8.1

60.8

52

-1.2

1.6

2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 2 1 3 60.9 43.5 3.3 -2.9 56.4 38.5 -0.7 -8.2
0 00 0 745 596 178 139 756 736 194 276

2 1 3 1 404 29.8 -14.4 -14.4 48.7 53 -5.5 8.5
1 3 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 3 1 3 57.7 39.3 4.7 -3.5 53.8 37.1 1.4 -6.1
0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 3 3 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 2 0 60 56.2 04 8.4 52.8 48.9 -6.3 0.7
0 2 2 2 53.6 40.8 -7.3 -8.1 50.3 40.4 -10.2 -8.8
0 4 3 4 64.5 43.5 7.6 -2.3 54.4 39.1 -1.9 -7
1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
3 2 3 3 30.5 21.5 -24.3 -22.7 36.2 27.8 -18 -16.7
3 3 3 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 1 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 1 83.5 71.6 17.8 19 78 52.5 12.6 -0.4
1 2 3 1 494 50 -8 3.8 51.7 30.5 -5.1 -16




ELA Math ELA ELA Math ELA Math
School Name

% Prof % Prof LR Gap % Prof % Prof LR Gap LR Gap
Judy Hajek Elementary School 56.8 58.3 -1 3.6 0 0 0 0
Judy Rucker Elementary School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Justin Elementary School 46 51.5 -9.9 -1.7 0 0 0 0
gﬁ;’;’oyl" Wolfe Criswell Elementary 65.3 47 95 1.4 66.7 60 75 24

Kaufman Elementary School
Kay Granger Elementary School

Keller Middle School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Kelly Lane Middle School 53.3 54.9 -4.6
—

Kiker Elementary School 83.3 60.4 13.7

Killian Middle School 0 0 0 0 56.2 46.4 -2.4 -3.3

Kinder Ranch Elementary School 54.5 53.1 -4.2 -2.3 0 0 0 0

Kings Manor Elementary School . . -8.3 -5.7

\ Kleb Intermediate \ \ \ \ \ . \ . \ . \ . \
Klein Collins High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Knox Wiley Middle School 0 0 0 0 46 1 19 1 -1 0 2 -28 8
Kolda Elementary School 61.9 52.4 -4.1
—
Kreinhop Elementary School 50.4 59.3 -6.6

Krimmel Intermediate 0 0 0 0 49.3 38.2 -5.1 -8.2
Krueger Elementary School 50.3 48.6 -4.7 -3.8 0 0 0 0
Krum High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Krum Middle School 0 0 0 0 53.5 48.6 -1.7 1.6
Kuehnle Elementary School 61.7 68.6 -0.4 10.3 0 0 0 0
Kuentz Elementary School 63.6 62.3 0 2.8 0 0 0 0

L E Claybon Elementary School 54.4 46.4 -4.8 -9.5 53.3 42.7 -9.4 -18.3
La Vernia High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
La Vernia Intermediate 50 5 -1 2 -3 5

La Vernia Jr High -14 7

Lake Dallas High School

Lake Dallas Middle School 0 0 0 0 50.5 54.2 -3.2 8.3
Lake Pointe Elementary 76.7 69.9 79 6 1 0 0 0 0
Lake Pointe Elementary School 58.9 58.9 -0.9




GRADE 7 GRADE 8 END OF COURSE ASSESSMENTS

ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math
% Prof %Prof | LRGap | LR Gap %Prof | %Prof | LRGap | LRGap | % Prof % Prof | LR Gap LR Gap

54.6 15.9 -0.4 -28.7 71.9 60 7.7 11.5 0 94.2 0 7.6

546 | 549 | 13 | 116 | 608 | 48 | 18 | 09 | 0 | %6 0 | 112 |
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 61.7 433 35 -0.1

50.2 33.4 -3.3 -10 68.5 57.8 5.7 10.5 0 94.1 0 8.6
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0o 90 0o 0 0o 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
57.7 46.1 6 4.2 64.7 41.6 3.7 -4.2 0 96.2 0 11.9
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 58.4 30.6 0.1 -12.8
41.4 22.7 -11.1 -19.8 61.4 36.1 -0.3 -10.3 0 83.9 0 -0.9
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 47.3 34.4 -13.7 -11.4
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
40.4 33.7 -14.2 -10.6 48.6 11.8 -15.3 -36.4 0 54.5 0 -31.8

|

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 60 39.8 25 -2.9
45.4 45.7 -5.7 43 59.2 53.7 -1.2 8.5 0 95.4 0 11.6
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0




District Name

County Name | School Level

zip code

median home
value (k)

%

Soc Dis

Lakeshore Elementary School Humble ISD Harris 1-Primary 77044 149,300 10.3
Lakeside Elementary School Coppell ISD Dallas 1-Primary 75019 318,100 4.2
Lakeview Elementary School Northwest ISD Denton 1-Primary 76262 260,600 8.8

Lakeview Elementary School

Lakewood Elementary School Belton ISD m 76513 163,700

Lakewood Elementary School

Little Elm ISD

Tomball ISD

Denton

Harris

1-Primary

1-Primary

77377

170,400

222,600

Lamar Elementary School

New Braunfels ISD

Comal

1-Primary

175,400

Lapoynor High School Lapoynor ISD Henderson 3-High 75770 134,300 29.3
Lapoynor Jr High Lapoynor ISD Henderson 2-Middle 75770 134,300 23.1
Larue Miller Elementary School Midlothian ISD Ellis 1-Primary 76065 167,200 25.0
Las Colinas Elementary School Carrollton-Flzglr)n ers Branch Dallas 1-Primary 75063 277,900 291
Las Lomas Elementary School North East ISD Bexar 1-Primary 78258 275,600 18.2

Laura B Negley Elementary School Hays CISD Hays 1-Primary 78640 147,200 14.8
Laura Ingalls Wilder Alvin ISD Brazoria 1-Primary 77584 208,600 16.9
Laura Ingalls Wilder Intermediate Schertz-Cibolo-U City ISD Guadalupe 2-Middle 78154 177,200 27.6
Laura Welch Bush Elementary School Leander ISD Williamson 1-Primary 78732 403,300 1.1

League City Intermediate Clear Creek ISD Galveston 2-Middle 77573 210,700 13.8
Lee Elementary School Austin ISD Travis 1-Primary 78705 254,100 14.8
Lee High School Midland ISD Midland 3-High 79707 268,800 26.9
Lemm Elementary School Klein ISD Harris 1-Primary 77388 175,200 24.3
Leon H Sablatura Middle School Pearland ISD Brazoria 2-Middle 77581 185,900 32.6

Leonard Evans Jr Middle School Mckinney ISD Collin 2-Middle 75070 221,900 20.6
Lewis Elementary School Forney ISD Kaufman 1-Primary 75126 151,700 23.5
Lexington Creek Elementary School Fort Bend ISD Fort Bend 1-Primary 77459 244,900 17.9
Liberty Elementary School Lewisville ISD Denton 1-Primary 75022 344,700 1.4
Liberty Elementary School Keller ISD Tarrant 1-Primary 76034 411,500 3.7

Liberty Hill Intermediate Liberty Hill ISD Williamson 2-Middle 78642 257,200 24.7
Liberty Hill Jr High Liberty Hill ISD Williamson 2-Middle 78642 257,200 26.9
Lindsay Elementary School Lindsay ISD Cooke 1-Primary 76250 173,000 10.8
Lindsay High School Lindsay ISD Cooke 4-Other 76250 173,000 8.0
Lit Cypr - Mrceville High School Little Cyprecslss'g"a“”ce""'e Orange 3-High | 77632 | 128,000 30.1
;'CZ;(')ZINB" Cundiff Meclure Elementary Mckinney ISD Collin 1-Primary | 75071 | 203,500 12.8
Lloyd R Ferguson Elementary School Clear Creek ISD Galveston 1-Primary 77573 210,700 14.6
Lois F Giddens Elementary School Leander ISD Williamson 1-Primary 78613 213,800 30.9
London Elementary School London ISD Nueces 4-QOther 78415 110,400 10.9
Lone Star Elementary School Montgomery ISD Montgomery 1-Primary 77316 279,000 21.6
Lone Star Elementary School Keller ISD Tarrant 1-Primary 76244 178,000 9.8



# OF UNDERPERFORMING GRADES GRADE 3 GRADE 4

ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math
Prof <50% | Prof <50% LR <0 LR<0 | % Prof | % Prof LR Gap LR Gap | % Prof | % Prof | LR Gap LR Gap

0 1 2 1 59.6 51.9 -3.7 1.2 55.3 41.2 -7.5 -9.8
0 0 1 1 72 53.3 5.9 0.4 65.2 50.4 -0.5 -2.8
0 2 3 2 62.4 42.2 -1.5 -9 61.4 45.8 -2.1 -5.7
1 3 3 2 43.8 24.4 -9 -18.3 51 49.5 -1.2 6.5

0 1 1 1 518 | 47.9 -8.4 -0.4 61 61 1.3 123
0 2 2 2 506 | 429 -4.7 1.7 59.1 455 4.4 0.6
0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
2 3 3 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 3 2 3 45.6 333 | -10.8 -12.1 644 | 453 8.6 -0.4
2 2 2 1 59.5 49.4 5.1 55 4 423 68 19
0 1 2 1 51.6 56.5 -7.9 8.7 528 | 467 -6.2 -1.5
2 3 3 3 45.1 322 | -16.1 -16.9 487 | 391 -12 -10.3
0 1 3 2 56.7 | 46.5 -35 -1.8 59.4 | 535 -0.3 49
1 1 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 1 68.7 55.6 1.1 1.6 735 | 589 6.2 4.6
0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 1 2 603 | 429 -0.8 -6.2 78.1 61.9 17.4 125
1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 2 0 2 575 | 438 0.8 -1.8 593 | 576 3.2 11.6
0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 2 1 2 61.1 48.1 4.1 2.2 517 | 345 -4.8 -11.7
0 1 1 2 58.1 455 -1.6 2.4 639 | 622 47 14
0 2 1 2 714 | 476 4 6.3 65.1 44 -2 -10.2
0 0 1 0 68 66.7 1.6 13.6 648 | 622 -1.2 8.8

1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
2 2 3 3 40 27.5 -23 -23 41 12.8 216 -38
1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 3 3 3 434 429 -18.7 -6.8 59.7 455 1.9 4.6
0 2 0 2 65 46 38 -3.1 64.7 49.6 3.9 0.2
3 3 3 3 45.4 28.1 -8.1 -15.1 31 13.6 219 -30
0 2 2 1 69.1 47.3 14.5 10.5 0 0 0 0
1 1 2 0 47 48.1 -10.9 15 53.4 57.5 -4 10.6
0 2 2 2 56.6 42 6.9 -8.8 62.7 48.4 -0.4 2.8




School Name

ELA
% Prof

GRADE 5
ELA
LR Gap

Math
% Prof

Math
LR Gap

ELA
% Prof

GRADE 6

Math
% Prof

ELA
LR Gap

Math
LR Gap

Lakeview Elementary School

Lakeshore Elementary School 67.9 70.9 1.8 9.3 0 0 0 0
Lakeside Elementary School 72.5 71.6 3.3 7.5 0 0 0 0
Lakeview Elementary School 66.7 65.2 -0.2 3 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

Laura B Negley Elementary School

-11.5

-23.6

Lakewood Elementary School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lamar Elementary School 54.9 50.5 -2.6 -3.9 0 0 0 0
LamarMiddleSchoot 0 0 0 0 728 735 8 194
Lapoynor High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lapoynor Jr High 0 0 0 0 26.5 21.2 -32.2 -28.7
Larue Miller Elementary School 52.6 39.8 -6 -15.6 0 0 0 0

Las Colinas Elementary School 48 60.4 -8.5 6.7 0 0 0 0

Las Lomas Elementary School 721 73.8 10 15.6 0 0 0 0

Laura Ingalls Wilder 50.4 54.3 -12.4 -4.5 0 0 0 0
Laura Ingalls Wilder Intermediate 46.9 45.2 -4.6 -3.3 55.3 59.3 -1 11.4
Laura Welch Bush Elementary School 78.7 448 79 -20.6 0 83.8 0 11.2

League City Intermediate 0 0 0 0 74.6 58.8 10.7 4.9
Lee Elementary School 86.8 731 23 13.4 85.3 60 17.9 -5.6
Lee High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lemm Elementary School 62.9 48.9 3.9 -6.8 0 0 0 0
Leon H Sablatura Middle School 54.6 52.9 55 6.6 62.9 37.6 9.4 -8

Leonard Evans Jr Middle School 0 0 0 0 60.1 60 0 9.1
Lewis Elementary School 76.5 70.6 171 14.6 65.2 54.5 2.3 -6.7
Lexington Creek Elementary School 63.2 56.3 1 -2.1 0 0 0 0
Liberty Elementary School 72.8 69.6 2.1 4.3 0 0 0 0
Liberty Elementary School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Liberty Hill Intermediate 47.4 42.2 -5.5 -7.5 60.1 59.2 2.3 10.1
Liberty Hill Jr High 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lindsay Elementary School 62.2 53.3 -3.7 -8.1 771 75 7.6 7.3
Lindsay High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lit Cypr - Mrceville High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lizzie Nell Cundiff Mcclure Elemen- 541 493 107 12 0 0 0 0
tary School

Lloyd R Ferguson Elementary School 70.3 53.6 6.4 -6.1 0 0 0 0
Lois F Giddens Elementary School 48.3 24.2 -7.3 -28.7 0 59.1 0 1.7
London Elementary School 571 51.8 -3.1 0.2 0 0 0 0
Lone Star Elementary School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lone Star Elementary School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0




END OF COURSE ASSESSMENTS

GRADE 8

GRADE 7
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District Name

County Name | School Level

zip code

median home

%

Lovelady Jr High High School Lovelady ISD 4-Other | 75851 66,500

value (k) Soc Dis
Longbranch Elementary School Midlothian ISD Ellis 1-Primary 76065 167,200 15.3
Lopez Middle School North East ISD Bexar 2-Middle 78258 275,600 11.9
Lorena Elementary Lorena ISD Mclennan 1-Primary 76655 162,900 24.8
Lorena High Lorena ISD Mclennan 3-High 76655 162,900 18.0
Lorena Middle School Lorena ISD Mclennan 2-Middle 76655 162,900 24.6
Lorene Rogers Middle School Prosper ISD Collin 2-Middle 75078 363,200 10.6
Lorenzo De Zavala Middle School Amarillo ISD Potter 2-Middle 79124 223,100 25.2
Los Reyes Elementary School Northside ISD Bexar 1-Primary 78023 261,400 21.0

Marguerite J Lundy Elementary School El Paso ISD m 79912 169,500

Lubbock - Cooper Bush Middle School Lubbock-Cooper ISD Lubbock 2-Middle 79423 120,200 25.6
;‘c'gggfk - Cooper West Elementary Lubbock-Cooper ISD Lubbock | 1-Primary | 79424 | 169,200 172
Lumberton High School Lumberton ISD Hardin 3-High 77657 169,600 21.2
Lumberton Intermediate Lumberton ISD Hardin 2-Middle 77657 169,600 31.6
Lumberton Middle School Lumberton ISD Hardin 2-Middle 77657 169,600 25.6
Lumberton Pri Lumberton ISD Hardin 1-Primary 77657 169,600 32.2
Lyndon B Johnson High School Johnson City ISD Blanco 3-High 78636 127,700 31.9
Madeley Ranch Elementary School Montgomery ISD Montgomery 1-Primary 77356 212,400 15.8
Magnolia High School Magnolia ISD Montgomery 3-High N/A

Mansfield Lake Ridge High School Mansfield ISD Tarrant 3-High 76063 186,400 311
Mansfield Legacy High School Mansfield ISD Tarrant 3-High 76063 186,400 30.6
Maplebrook Elementary School Humble ISD Harris 1-Primary 173,400

Mary Lillard | S Mansfield ISD 2-Middle | 76063 | 186,400

Martha Hunt Elementary School Plano ISD Collin 1-Primary 75094 275,900 9.1

Martha Reid Elementary School Mansfield ISD Tarrant 1-Primary 76002 149,000 31.3
Martin De Leon Elementary School Victoria ISD Victoria 1-Primary 77901 107,300 33.0
Martin Elementary School Weatherford ISD Parker 1-Primary 76087 194,500 20.4
Martin High School Arlington ISD Tarrant 3-High 76016 153,600 23.3
Mary Burks Marek Elementary School Alvin ISD Brazoria 1-Primary 77584 208,600 13.9

Mckamy Middle School Lewisville ISD 2-Middle | 75022 | 344,700

Maurine Cain Middle School Rockwall ISD Rockwall 2-Middle 75032 215,500 29.1
Maus Middle School Frisco ISD Collin 2-Middle 75035 238,500 14.2
Max 0 Vaughan Elementary School Allen ISD Collin 1-Primary 75002 199,400 21.9
Mcanally Intermediate Aledo ISD Parker 2-Middle 76008 255,100 1.7
Mcauliffe Elementary School Lewisville ISD Denton 1-Primary 75077 222,100 5.6
Mccall Elementary School Aledo ISD Parker 1-Primary 76087 194,500 23.4




# OF UNDERPERFORMING GRADES GRADE 3 GRADE 4

ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA

Prof <50% | Prof <50% LR <0 LR<0 | % Prof | % Prof LR Gap LR Gap | % Prof | % Prof | LR Gap

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 1 1 0 65.2 62.4 8.7 16.9 49.2 47.9 -6.7 21
0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
3 3 4 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 73.9 62.2 15.7 15.4 63.3 70.6 5.6 23.5

0 1 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 2 0 642 | 579 | 42 97 566 | 56 | -29 81
0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
2 2 3 1 0 0 0 0 M7 | 418 | 79 46
0 2 2 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 1 1 1 479 | 298 5 13 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 1 1 1 633 | 594 | 27 107 | 487 | 456 | -115 | -34
0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 2 2 3 64.9 39.5 1.1 -11.6 60.7 45.4 -2.7 -6.1
1 1 1 0 63.9 56.9 10.5 13.8 47.1 45.5 -5.6 2.1
2 2 2 2 37.7 37.7 -14.9 -4.8 33.8 26.7 -18.1 -16.1
2 2 2 2 49.2 35 -9.3 -12 65.8 60.8 7.8 13.4
0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 60.6 64.9 -0.9 15.5 63.5 54 2.4 4.3

0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 2 1 64.2 60.4 6.4 13.9 54.8 36.6 -2.4 -10.2
0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 2 2 57.1 54.4 -8.3 2.1 70.9 48.7 5.8 -4
1 1 2 2 62.5 61.4 5.4 15.5 35.4 18.8 -21.1 -27.5




ELA Math ELA ELA Math ELA

LI % Prof % Prof LR Gap % Prof % Prof LR Gap
Longbranch Elementary School 58.8 63.5 -4.8 4 0 0 0 0
Lopez Middle School 0 0 0 0 69.2 68.6 4.3 13.8
Lorena Elementary 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lorena High 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lorena Middle School 441 58.3 -8.8 8.6 49.7 40.3 -8.2 -8.9
Lorene Rogers Middle School 58.4 71.6 -1.3 15.8 68.2 72 2.6 16.6
Lorenzo De Zavala Middle School 60.5 541 7.9 4.6 65.3 72 7.7 231
Los Reyes Elementary School 60 81.8 -0.7 24.7 0 0 0 0

Lubbock - Cooper Bush Middle 0 0 0 0 56.2 16.4 11 23
School
Lubbock - Cooper West Elementary 574 63.4 52 47 0 0 0 0
School
Lumberton High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lumberton Intermediate 39.6 50.2 -10 3.4 52.9 45.9 -1.2 -0.2
Lumberton Middle School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lumberton Pri 0 0 0 0 0
Lyndon B Johnson High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Madeley Ranch Elementary School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Magnolia High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Mansfield HighSchoot o0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Mansfield Lake Ridge High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Mansfield Legacy High School 0 0
Maplebrook Elementary School 50.4 55.8 -9.3 -0.5 0 0 0 0
Marguerite J Lundy Elementary 58.7 66.7 -8 47 0 0 0 0
School
Martha Hunt Elementary School 56.6 61.1 -10.2 -1 0 0 0 0
Martha Reid Elementary School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Martin De Leon Elementary School 56 56 1.5 4 0 0 0 0
Martin Elementary School 49.3 49.3 -11.7 -8 69.3 65.9 4.8 3.1
Martin High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Mary Burks Marek Elementary 68.8 73.8 45 138 0 0 0 0
School

Maurine Cain Middle School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Maus Middle School 0 0 0 0 67.7 69 4.1 15.3
Max 0 Vaughan Elementary School 59.7 1.4 -0.5 14.7 77.1 72.8 13.4 10.8
Mcanally Intermediate 0 0 0 0 62.8 63.3 -2.2 8.4
Mcauliffe Elementary School 68.4 55.1 -0.1 -8.4 0 0 0 0
Mccall Elementary School 53.4 55.9 -6 -0.1 0 0 0 0

Mckamy Middle School 0 | 0 0 | 0 | 787 | 708 | 84 | 117 |



GRADE 7 GRADE 8 END OF COURSE ASSESSMENTS

ELA Math ELA ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math
% Prof % Prof | LR Gap % Prof % Prof LRGap | LRGap | % Prof % Prof | LR Gap LR Gap

57.7 52 3.3 7.8 60.3 56.6 -3.4 8.5 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 53.9 a7 -6.8 -3.8
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

50.9 35 -3.6 -9.2 60.4 27.2 -3.3 -20.9 0 7.1 0 -15.1
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 57.4 39.3 1.6 -2
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 63.8 41.2 4.8 -2.9
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 66.2 36.7 10 -4.9
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 60.2 36.7 3.8 -5.1
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 70.7 49.2 1 4.5
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

73 | 325 | 66 | 215 | 786 | 739 | 29 157 | 0 | 976 | 0 29




District Name

County Name | School Level

zip code

median home

%

value (k) Soc Dis
Mcmullen County School Mcmullen County ISD Mcmullen 4-Other 78072 62,400 32.5
Mcnair Elementary School Denton ISD Denton 1-Primary 76210 175,300 23.9

Meadow Creek Elementary School Hurst-Euless-Bedford ISD Tarrant 1-Primary 76021 176,100 25.7
Medlin Middle School Northwest ISD Denton 2-Middle 76262 260,600 14.3
Melissa High School Melissa ISD Collin 3-High 75454 188,600 18.5
Melissa Middle School Melissa ISD Collin 2-Middle 75454 188,600 18.2
Melissa Ridge Intermediate Melissa ISD Collin 2-Middle 75454 188,600 21.4

Memorial Parkway Jr High Katy ISD Harris 2-Middle 77450 218,700 26.5
Meyersville Elementary School Meyersville ISD Dewitt 1-Primary 77974 85,300 30.3
Mh Specht Elementary School Comal ISD Comal 1-Primary 78260 280,100 13.7
Miami School Miami ISD Roberts 4-QOther 79059 102,500 1941
Midland High School Midland ISD Midland 3-High 79701 153,900 27.7
Midiothian High Sehool  MidlothianISD  Ells  3-+High 76065 167200 182
Midway High School Midway ISD Mclennan 3-High 76712 160,500 25.1
Midway Middle School Midway ISD Mclennan 2-Middle 76643 130,100 26.9
Milam Elementary School El Paso ISD El Paso 1-Primary 79905 76,700 26.1

Miller Elementary School

Mireles Elementary School

Plano ISD

Northside ISD

Collin

Bexar

1-Primary

1-Primary

75082

78253

258,200

205,900

9.8

215

Mireles Elementary School

Corpus Christi ISD

Nueces

1-Primary

78414

169,600

25.3

Mockingbird Elementary School Coppell ISD . Dallas | 1-Primary | 75019 | 318,100

Monahans High School M""aha"s'l‘évl')d‘eﬁ'Py"te 3-High 79756 56,100

Montgomery Jr High Montgomery ISD Montgomery 2-Middle 77356 212,400

Mooneyham Elementary School Frisco ISD Collin 1-Primary 75070 221,900 9.3
Moore Elementary School Cypress-Fairbanks ISD Harris 1-Primary 77070 159,700 30.0
Moore Elementary School Arlington ISD Tarrant 1-Primary 76017 137,700 29.0
Morningside Elementary School Lewisville ISD Denton 1-Primary 75056 170,000 14.8

Mountain View Elementary School Killeen ISD Bell 1-Primary 76548 160,600 29.4
Mt Peak Elementary School Midlothian ISD Ellis 1-Primary 76065 167,200 215
Muenster Elementary School Muenster ISD Cooke 1-Primary 76252 132,200 21.7
Muenster High School Muenster ISD Cooke 4-Other 76252 132,200 11.8
Murchison Elementary School Pflugerville ISD Travis 1-Primary 78660 184,700 19.6

Murphy Middle School Plano ISD 2-Middle | 75094 | 275,900

Navo Middle School Denton ISD Denton 2-Middle 76227 156,000 311
Nazareth School Nazareth ISD Castro 4-Other 79063 68,000 215
Nebbie Williams Elementary School Rockwall ISD Rockwall 1-Primary 75087 198,000 5.4
Nederland High School Nederland ISD Jefferson 3-High 77627 141,000 31.4
Nelson Elementary School Denton ISD Denton 1-Primary 76210 175,300 32.3
New Diana High School New Diana ISD Upshur 3-High 75640 143,900 29.0




# OF UNDERPERFORMING GRADES GRADE 3 GRADE 4
ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math
Prof <50% | Prof <50% LR <0 LR<0 | % Prof | % Prof LR Gap LR Gap | % Prof | % Prof | LR Gap LR Gap

5 4 4 3 44 4 27.8 -0.3 -2.3 0 0 0 0

1 1 3 1 56 63.1 -0.9 17.3 47.3 42.7 -9 -3.4
0 o 0 0o 0 0o 0 0 0 0o 0 0

0 4 2 3 63.4 48 7.4 2.9 51.4 34.9 -4.1 -10.6

0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 1 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

2 2 2 2 0 0 0 0 48.4 37.4 -6.5 -3.2
0o 0o 0 0 0 0o 0o 0 0 0 0 0

1 2 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

5 5 5 5 27.8 27.8 -26 -15.7 4.7 25 -11.5 -18.8

0 1 0 1 63.2 59.1 1.6 9.7 64.4 419 3.2 -7.9

5 4 5 4 21.4 7.1 -29.5 -27.2 35.7 15.4 -15.1 -19

1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0o 0o 0 0 0 0o 0o 0 0 0 0 0

0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 2 1 2 60 30.4 4.2 -14.6 58.5 434 3.2 -1.9

0 0 1 1 78.2 59.5 14.7 8.7 771 65.5 14 14.3
0 0 0 0 83 614 161 92 847 639 198 114

2 1 3 1 55.5 55.8 -2.5 9.2 46 32 -11.4 -15

2 2 2 3 50 40.8 -6.2 -4.5 49.5 35.2 -6.1 -10.4

o 0 1w w27 as 7 eto 72 dor
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School Name

Mcmullen County School

ELA
% Prof
56.3

GRADE 5

Math
% Prof
56.3

ELA
LR Gap
7.1

Math
LR Gap
14 2

ELA
% Prof

Math
% Prof

ELA
LR Gap

Math
LR Gap
8 4

Mcnair Elementary School

53.3

56.2

-5.9

Meadow Creek Elementary School -11.1 60.4 43.6 -1.4 -16.5
Medlin Middle School 0 0 0 0 65.8 66.6 2.2 12.9
Melissa High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Melissa Middle School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Melissa Ridge Intermediate -18.1 -22.8 59.8 56.1

Miller Elementary School

Mireles Elementary School

-10.9

Memorial Parkway Jr High 56.1 -0.8 -4.3
Meyersville Elementary School 33.3 26.7 -22.6 -26.5 46.2 21 .4 -13.1 -36.3
Mh Specht Elementary School 71.9 67.4 7.5 7.3 0 0 0 0
Miami School 33 3 27 3 —22 8 —20 7 65 36 4 8.4 —6 6
Midland High School
—

Midway High School 0 0 0 0
Midway Middle School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Milam Elementary School 57 59 -1.1 4.1 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

Mireles Elementary School

Mockingbird Elementary School | 808 | 768 | 135 | 143 0 0 0 0 _
Monahans HighSchool | o0 | o0 | o0 . 0 0 __ 0 0 0 _

Montgomery JrHigh o0 | o0 | o0 0 0 __ 0 0 0

Mooneyham Elementary School 58.2 62.5 -8.4 0.5 0 0 0 0
Moore Elementary School 59.7 79.6 3.7 26.3 0 0 0 0
Moore Elementary School 57 32.1 0.4 -21.6 67.7 56.7 7.7 -1 7
Morningside Elementary School 51.8 -1.6 -7.9

Mountain View Elementary School 52.7 36.6 -3.7 -17 0
Mt Peak Elementary School 494 47.1 -11 -9.7 0 0 0 0
Muenster Elementary School 61.8 52.9 1.5 -3.9 56.7 62.1 -71 0
Muenster High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Murchison Elementary School 64.7 69.8 3.3 121 0 0 0 0

Navo Middle School 0 0 0 0 45.7 36.3 -8.6 -10
Nazareth School 81.8 100 27 53 211 421 -34.4 0
Nebbie Williams Elementary School 64.8 65.4 -3.8 1.8 63.1 75 -9.2 4.6
Nederland High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Nelson Elementary School 50 49.2 -4.9 -3.1 0 0 0 0
New Diana High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0




ELA
% Prof

Math
% Prof

ELA
LR Gap

Math
LR Gap

ELA
% Prof

Math
% Prof

ELA
LR Gap

Math
LR Gap

END OF COURSE ASSESSMENTS
ELA Math ELA Math
% Prof % Prof | LR Gap LR Gap

48.3 23.4 -5.7 -20.4 67 61.1 3.8 13.4 0 92.6 0 6.7

41.2 29.4 -8.1 -12.9 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

43.8 56.3 -13.2 12.8 50 0 -15.8 0 57.6 70.6 14.6 37.4
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 46.7 29.5 -11 -13.4

o0 o | o | 0 | 0 | 0 | 0 | 30 | 248 283 -186

%5 | 97 | 86 | 606 | 68 | 42 | 19 0 | 895 0 26

oo |lo|o

oo |lo|o

oo |lo|o

oo |lo|o

oo |lo|o

o o o o

o |o|lo|o

oo |lo|o

o o o o
o o o o
o o o o
o o o o

51.6 50.2 0 8.3 63.3 53.2 2.4 7.5 0 76.5 0 1.7
64.3 46.4 8.5 3.8 75 68.8 10.5 25.5 80 54.3 37.6 21.7
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 59.8 44.9 3.8 3.5
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 74.5 49.4 17.4 7




District Name

County Name | School Level

zip code

median home

%

value (k) Soc Dis
New Tech High School At Coppell Coppell ISD Dallas 3-High 75019 318,100 9.2
Nichols Sawmill Elementary Magnolia ISD Montgomery 1-Primary 77355 191,100 304
Nick Kerr Middle School Burleson ISD Johnson 2-Middle 76028 138,900 32.3
Noel Grisham Middle School Round Rock ISD Williamson 2-Middle 78750 300,500 27.1
Nolan Ryan Jr High Alvin ISD Brazoria 2-Middle 77584 208,600 31.8
Norma J Paschal Elementary School Schertz-Cibolo-U City ISD Guadalupe 1-Primary 78213 105,900 211
North Forney High School Forney ISD Kaufman 3-High 75126 151,700 30.6
North Joshua Elementary School Joshua ISD Johnson 1-Primary 76028 138,900 25.2
North Pointe Elementary School Clear Creek ISD Galveston 1-Primary 77059 272,000 28.1
North Ridge Middle School Birdville ISD Tarrant 2-Middle 76180 131,200 31.4
Northampton Elementary School Klein ISD Harris 1-Primary 77389 289,500 28.0

Northwest High School Northwest ISD Denton 3-High 76247 152,500 234
gg:(')’;?ham Country Elementary Katy ISD Harris 1-Primary | 77450 | 218,700 135
0 A Peterson Northwest ISD Denton 1-Primary 76177 166,500 24.4
0Oak Ridge Elementary School Frenship ISD Lubbock 1-Primary 79424 169,200 16.6
0Oak Ridge High School Conroe ISD Montgomery 3-High 77385 173,300 25.4
Oakland Elementary School Fort Bend ISD Fort Bend 1-Primary 77406 232,500 16.7

Off Campus Health Services Arlington ISD Tarrant 4-Other 76010 71,000 19.7
Ogle Elementary School Frisco ISD Collin 1-Primary 75070 221,900 13.9
0ld Settlers Elementary School Lewisville ISD Denton 1-Primary 75022 344,700 3.8
0ld Town Elementary School Round Rock ISD Williamson 1-Primary 78681 223,900 22.1

Patton Elementary School

Austin ISD

Travis 1-Primary

78749

285,900

Orangefield High School Orangefield ISD Orange 3-High 77630 101,700 30.6
Otto Middle School Plano ISD Collin 2-Middle 75074 144,100 31.8
P M Akin Elementary School Wylie ISD Collin 1-Primary 75098 167,200 311
Palmer Elementary School Fort Bend ISD Fort Bend 1-Primary 77459 244,900 25.7
Paloma Creek Elementary School Denton ISD Denton 1-Primary 76227 156,000 31.2
Panhandle Elementary School Panhandle ISD Carson 1-Primary 79068 107,800 21.8
Panhandle High School Panhandle ISD Carson 3-High 79068 107,800 20.9
Panhandle Jr High Panhandle ISD Carson 2-Middle 79068 107,800 21.0
Paradise High School Paradise ISD Wise 3-High 76073 175,600 23.0
Paradise Intermediate Paradise ISD Wise 2-Middle 76073 175,600 32.0
Paradise Middle School Paradise ISD Wise 2-Middle 76073 175,600 25.5
Park Glen Elementary School Keller ISD Tarrant 1-Primary 76137 141,000 15.6
Parkside Elementary School Leander ISD Williamson 1-Primary 78628 236,200 5.7

29.6

Pauline Naumann Elementary School

Leander ISD

Williamson 1-Primary

78613

213,800

26.9

Pearland High School Pearland ISD Brazoria 3-High 77581 185,900 24.4
Pearland Jr High East Pearland ISD Brazoria 2-Middle 77581 185,900 24.5
Pease Elementary School Austin ISD Travis 1-Primary 78701 383,800 28.4
Peaster High School Peaster ISD Parker 3-High 76088 167,100 244
Peaster Middle School Peaster ISD Parker 2-Middle 76088 167,100 329
Pebble Creek Elementary School College Station ISD Brazos 1-Primary 77845 186,800 26.3
Pecan Grove Elementary School Fort Bend ISD Fort Bend 1-Primary 77406 232,500 214




# OF UNDERPERFORMING GRADES GRADE 3 GRADE 4

ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math

Prof <50% | Prof <50% LR <0 LR<0 | % Prof | % Prof LR Gap LR Gap | % Prof | % Prof | LR Gap LR Gap

0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

1 1 1 2 60 51.3 6.2 79 46.4 42 6.8 1.7

3 2 3 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 3 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

1 1 1 1 58.6 448 0.4 -2 46.9 54.3 -10.8 7.2

0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

1 0 1 1 63.8 62.5 7.5 17.2 59.3 66.1 3.6 20.5

0 2 0 0 57.5 50 2.6 5.7 57.9 487 3.6 41

0 3 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

1 1 2 1 51.6 40.8 -3.3 -35 48.1 54.1 6.2 9.5
0 o 9o 0 0o 0 o 0 0o 0o 0 0

0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 1 1 1 62.6 56.1 0.8 6.6 59.8 45.5 15 44

1 3 2 3 48.8 375 7.8 -8.1 59.1 40.7 3.1 5.2

0 1 0 1 61.7 415 1.4 6.9 62 61.2 2.2 12.4

0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

1 1 2 2 60.6 53.1 0.3 4.7 478 39.1 -12 9.6

0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 2 0 63.5 61.5 1.9 12.1 55.7 55 -5.4 5.3
0 2 2 2 60.7 36.9 -5.6 -16.1 62.9 50 -3.1 -3.4
0 1 0 1 61.7 48.5 4 2.1 61.9 55.3 4.7 8.5

S0 000 @ 09 25 4 83 8 177 282

1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

1 1 1 0 61.8 51 8.3 7.8 47.7 45.5 -5.2 2

2 3 3 3 43.1 27.1 -12.9 -18 50.9 39.1 -4.5 -6.4
3 3 3 3 38.2 20.7 -15.2 -22.4 37.8 20.9 -15 -22.6
0 1 1 1 67.3 70.9 9.5 24.4 66 44.7 8.7 -2.2
0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

1 3 2 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

2 2 2 2 0 0 0 0 40.8 30.1 -8.6 -6.9
2 3 3 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

1 2 2 2 504 29.5 -10.4 -19.3 50 43 -10.3 -6.1
0 3 3 3 64.4 42.4 -1 -9.9 56.6 40.6 -8.4 -12
0 0 0 1 55.6 55.8 1.4 12.1 56.6 51 3.1 7

2 3 3 3 424 29.8 -13 -14.9 45.2 37 -9.6 -8

0 0o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 1 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 3 1 3 67.6 37.1 12.8 -7.1 57.9 40.5 3.7 -4
0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

3 3 3 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 1 0 0 69.4 63.2 13.7 18.3 61.2 49 6.1 3.8
1 3 2 3 61 39.2 3 -7.5 46.7 27 -10.8 -20




School Name

ELA
% Prof

Math
% Prof

ELA
LR Gap

Math
LR Gap

ELA
% Prof

Math
% Prof

ELA
LR Gap

Math
LR Gap

New Tech High School At Coppell 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Nichols Sawmill Elementary 59 51 3.2 -2.1 0 0 0 0
Nick Kerr Middle School 0 0 0 0 445 39.1 -9.2 -6.7
Noel Grisham Middle School 0 0 0 0 61.9 47.8 5.4 -0.3
Nolan Ryan Jr High 0 0 0 0 54.9 511 0.9 5.1
Norma J Paschal Elementary School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
North Forney High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
North Joshua Elementary School 42.3 52.6 -16.2 -2.7 62.8 61.4 0.8 1.1
North Pointe Elementary School 65.7 58.9 8.6 4.8 0 0 0 0
North Ridge Middle School 0 0 0 0 57.6 39.7 3.4 -6.5
Northampton Elementary School 61 56.2 3.9 2.1 0 0 0 0

Northwest High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Nottingham Country Elementary 66.1 645 16 43 0 0 0 0
School

0 A Peterson 54.3 47.8 -4.6 -7.8 0 0 0 0
0ak Ridge Elementary School 64.1 80.2 1.2 21.3 0 0 0 0
0Oak Ridge High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Oakland Elementary School 56.7 52.1 -6.2 -6.8 0 0 0 0

0ff Campus Health Services 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ogle Elementary School 51.2 66.7 -13.1 6.7 0 0 0 0
0ld Settlers Elementary School 82.5 73.3 13.1 9 0 0 0 0
0ld Town Elementary School 62.3 55.2 2.2 -1.4 0 0 0 0

Patton Elementary School

Orangefield High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Otto Middle School 0 0 0 0 64.6 57.2 10.7 11.2
P M Akin Elementary School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Palmer Elementary School 43 39.4 -15.3 -15.7 0 0 0 0
Paloma Creek Elementary School 39 429 -16.5 -9.9 0 0 0 0
Panhandle Elementary School 55.1 77.6 -5.1 20.9 0 0 0 0
Panhandle High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Panhandle Jr High 0 0 0 0 55.6 44.4 -4.3 -6.4
Paradise High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Paradise Intermediate 41.3 22.4 -8.1 -24.1 0 0 0 0
Paradise Middle School 0 0 0 0 35.8 12.5 -21.6 -36.3
Park Glen Elementary School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Parkside Elementary School 60.3 40.7 -8.1 -22.8 0 88.9 0 18.7

Pauline Naumann Elementary School

Pearland High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Pearland Jr High East 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Pease Elementary School 61.5 56.1 4.6 2.1 60 43.3 -0.4 -15.4
Peaster High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Peaster Middle School 0 0 0 0 38.8 10.9 -14.5 -34.6
Pebble Creek Elementary School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Pecan Grove Elementary School 52.1 45.2 -8.4 -11.7 0 0 0 0




GRADE 7 GRADE 8 END OF COURSE ASSESSMENTS

ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math
% Prof % Prof | LR Gap LR Gap % Prof % Prof LRGap | LRGap | % Prof % Prof | LR Gap LR Gap

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 76.6 36.8 10.4 -13.5

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
48.4 23.8 -2.6 -17.5 49.6 50.9 -10.7 5.7 0 77.3 0 -6.5
65.3 31.6 11.6 -11.9 68.8 46.4 59 -1 0 91.8 0 6.2
51.4 20.4 0.1 -21.2 57.9 62.7 -2.7 17.3 0 100 0 16

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 60.5 39.3 4.1 -2.5

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
53.8 15.8 2.3 -25.9 67.8 457 7.1 0.1 0 70.8 0 -13.3

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0o o o0 0o 0 0 0 0 0o 0 0 0o

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 68 42.2 8.3 -2.5

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 69.2 49.9 10.4 6.1

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8.3 0 -24.8

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0o 0 0o 0 0o 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 46.4 411 -10 -0.7
62.2 52.2 10.9 10.7 67.5 28.9 7 -16.5 0 93.5 0 9.6

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 55.2 427 -5.7 -3
74.4 38.5 17.6 -7.6 47.9 34.1 -18.2 -15.9 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 76 43.4 16.1 -1.4

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
40.5 25.3 -14 -18.9 51.9 46.8 -11.9 -1.3 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

o
o
o
o
o
o
o
o
o
o
o

o
oo

o
o
o
o
o
o
o
o
o
o
o

|

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 69.3 43.8 10.1 -0.5
54.3 26.5 -0.7 -18.1 64.3 56.3 0 7.8 0 77.8 0 -8.8
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 63.8 37.8 45 -6.5
39.2 25 -11.5 -16.1 41 34.1 -19 -10.8 0 66.7 0 -16.8
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0




District Name

County Name | School Level

zip code

median home

value (k)

%
Soc Dis

Permian High School Ector County ISD Ector 3-High 79762 145,100 25.6
Pin Oak Middle School Houston ISD Harris 2-Middle 77401 741,800 31.8
Pineforest Elementary School Humble ISD Harris 1-Primary 77346 173,400 21.3
Pinkerton Elementary School Coppell ISD Dallas 1-Primary 75019 318,100 9.8
Pioneer Heritage Middle School Frisco ISD Collin 2-Middle 75034 330,000 4.3
Pleasant Grove High School Pleasant Grove ISD Bowie 3-High 75503 133,300 16.8
Pleasant Grove Intermediate Pleasant Grove ISD Bowie 1-Primary 75503 133,300 31.8
Pleasant Grove Middle School Pleasant Grove ISD Bowie 2-Middle 75503 133,300 20.0
Pond Springs Elementary School Round Rock ISD Williamson 1-Primary 78729 213,600 29.1
Ponder High School Ponder ISD Denton 3-High 76259 161,500 28.8
Ponder Jr High Ponder ISD Denton 2-Middle 76259 161,500 311
Port Aransas High School Port Aransas ISD Nueces 3-High 78373 244,800 29.2
Port Neches - Groves High School Port Neches-Groves ISD Jefferson 3-High 77651 125,800 27.7
Port Neches Elementary School Port Neches-Groves ISD Jefferson 2-Middle 77651 125,800 29.2
Port Neches Middle School Port Neches-Groves ISD Jefferson 2-Middle 77651 125,800 30.7

Postma Elementary

Prairie Trail Elementary Lewisville ISD 75028 248,400

Cypress-Fairbanks ISD

Harris

1-Primary

238,100

Providence Elementary School Denton ISD Denton 1-Primary 76227 156,000 19.9
Puckett Elementary School Amarillo ISD Potter 1-Primary 79109 137,000

Quail Valley Middle School Fort Bend ISD Fort Bend 2-Middle 77459 244,900 24.9
R Steve Folsom Elementary School Prosper ISD Collin 1-Primary 75078 363,200 8.1

Rahe Bulverde Elementary School Comal ISD Comal 1-Primary 78163 311,500 26.2
Ralph Parr Elementary School Clear Creek ISD Galveston 1-Primary 77573 210,700 24.4
Randall High School Canyon ISD Randall 3-High 79118 138,000 18.6
Randolph Elementary School Randolph Field ISD Bexar 1-Primary 78148 137,100 14.8
Randolph High School Randolph Field ISD Bexar 3-High 78148 137,100 5.2
Randolph Middle School Randolph Field ISD Bexar 2-Middle 78148 137,100 9.3
gz‘x cﬁ)’;d Jamie Wolman Elementary Katy ISD Harris 1-Primary | 77494 | 299,900 26
Ray D Corbett Jr High Schertz-Cibolo-U City ISD Guadalupe 2-Middle 78154 177,200 28.2
Raye Mccoy Elementary School Georgetown ISD Williamson 1-Primary 78628 236,200 329
Raymond B Cooper Jr High Wylie ISD Collin 2-Middle 75098 167,200 29.1

Reading Jr High

Lamar CISD

Fort Bend

2-Middle

77469

180,000

26.6

Ride Elementary School

Conroe ISD

Montgomery

1-Primary

77381

303,800

Red Lick Middle School Red Lick ISD Bowie 2-Middle 75503 133,300 11.4
Redwater High School Redwater ISD Bowie 3-High 75567 84,200 29.3
Regina Howell Elementary School Beaumont ISD Jefferson 1-Primary 77706 159,400 27.8
Rennell Elementary School Cypress-Fairbanks ISD Harris 1-Primary 77433 238,100 23.9
Renner Middle School Plano ISD Collin 2-Middle 75093 381,500 18.2
Reuben Johnson Elementary School Mckinney ISD Collin 1-Primary 75070 221,900 14.7

15.7




# OF UNDERPERFORMING GRADES GRADE 3 GRADE 4

ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math
Prof <50% | Prof <50% LR <0 LR<0 | % Prof | % Prof LR Gap LR Gap | % Prof | % Prof | LR Gap LR Gap

0 1 2 2 64.7 65.7 1.2 14.9 54.3 30.6 -8.8 -20.6
0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 1 1 52.1 40.7 -1 -2.2 63.8 61.4 11.3 18.1
0 2 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 2 1 1 471 33.7 -7.3 -10.2 66.3 50 12.5 5.8
0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 3 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
2 2 2 1 0 0 0 0 46.8 414 -4.1 3.4
1 3 1 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
2 2 3 2 51.2 35.2 -2.3 -8 45 43.5 -7.9 0

1 3 2 3 682 | 284 | 95 188 | 402 | 218 | -18 | -257
0 642 | 373 | 77 82 | 672 | 386 | 112 73
0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 585 | 528 | -58 13 | 682 | 58 43 62
0 2 0 3 564 | 436 | 06 43 | 603 | 367 | 51 86
0 1 2 1 507 | 34 | 59 | -116 | 624 504 | 63 45
0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 2 1 52 | 402 | 91 88 | 561 | 585 | -46 9.1
0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 1 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 1 735 | 501 | 67 57 | o044 96 21 58
1 2 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
2 3 2 2 563 | 451 | 37 26 | 449 | 398 | 71 3.1
0 2 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 3 1 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 2 0 1 557 | 504 | 07 6 549 | 496 | 05 49
0 2 3 0 567 | 494 | -02 36 | 523 | 491 4 3
0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 1 2 2 192 | 375 | -2 | 116 | 686 686 | 79 19.2

0 0 1 0 58.3 71 -2.4 22.3 67.4 71.1 7.2 22.1




GRADE 5 GRADE 6

ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math
% Prof % Prof LR Gap LR Gap % Prof % Prof LR Gap LR Gap

School Name

Permian High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Pin 0Oak Middle School 0 0 0 0 77.3 70.9 23.4 24.9
Pineforest Elementary School 59.8 51.4 -0.7 -9.5 0 0 0 0
Pinkerton Elementary School 56 52 -10.4 -9.8 0 0 0 0
Pioneer Heritage Middle School 0 0 0 0 74.4 73.8 53 15.7
Pleasant Grove High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Pleasant Grove Intermediate 69.5 7.4 14.4 18.9 0 0 0 0
Pleasant Grove Middle School 0 0 0 0 55.6 47.7 -4.8 -3.5
Pond Springs Elementary School 65 58.4 8.5 47 0 0 0 0
Ponder High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Ponder Jr High 0 0 0 0 47.8 29.3 -6.6 -17
Port Aransas High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Port Neches - Groves High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Port Neches Elementary School 43.2 28.1 -7.6 -19.7 0 0 0
Port Neches Middle School 0 0 0 0 46.6 31.2 -8 -15.3
Postma Elementary 44.9 52.6 -10.6 -0.3 0 0 0 0

Providence Elementary School 52.6 46.1 -8.6 -11.4 0 0 0 0
Puckett Elementary School 77.6 71.9 18.8 16.3 0 0 0
Quail Valley Middle School 0 0 0 0 96.6 98.9 38.8 49.8
R Steve Folsom Elementary School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Rahe Bulverde Elementary School 60 50.9 2 -4 0 0 0 0
Ralph Parr Elementary School 55.6 57.2 -3.3 1.6 0 0 0 0
Randall High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Randolph Elementary School 70.3 67.1 6.5 7.4 0 0 0 0
Randolph High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Randolph Middle School 0 0 0 0 70.3 66 4 10.1
Ray And Jamie Wolman Elementary 714 64.2 14 06 0 0 0 0
School

Ray D Corbett Jr High 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Raye Mccoy Elementary School 46.9 42.8 -1.7 -9.3 0 0 0 0
Raymond B Cooper Jr High 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reading Jr High 0 0 0 0 66.3 59 9.5 10.7
Red Lick Middle School 61.1 35.2 1.8 -20.2 66.7 38.3 1.6 -16.7
Redwater High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Regina Howell Elementary School 60.2 49.6 3 -4.6 0 0 0 0
Rennell Elementary School 54.6 67.9 -4.6 12 0 0 0 0
Renner Middle School 0 0 0 0 64.5 52.5 31 0.5
Reuben Johnson Elementary School 61.3 56.9 -2.6 -2.8 0 0 0 0

Ride Elementary School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0




GRADE 7 GRADE 8 END OF COURSE ASSESSMENTS

ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math
% Prof %Prof | LRGap | LR Gap %Prof | %Prof | LRGap | LRGap | % Prof % Prof | LR Gap LR Gap

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 431 26.7 -15.6 -17.1
71.4 23.8 20.1 -17.8 80.9 63.6 20.4 18.2 0 97.1 0 13.1
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0o o0 0o 0 0o 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
70.3 61.1 5 8 74.3 63.4 -0.3 6.2 0 93.5 0 -0.3
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 71.4 45.4 8.7 -1.9
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
54.5 36.4 -2.8 -10.1 74.4 55.8 7.9 5.3 0 95.3 0 7.1
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 64.6 39.7 7.4 -2.8
53.8 43.3 2.1 1.4 54.1 48.7 -6.8 3 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 57.1 44.6 0.1 2.3
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 47.3 422 -10.4 -0.7
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
54.5 35.5 2.6 -6.5 61.7 422 0.6 -3.7 0 95 0 10.6
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

o

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

60.7 60.3 5.9 15.8 72.3 447 8.2 -3.7 0 89.6 0 3.2

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 57.9 47.2 -4 0.6

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7.2 49.4 3.1 -2.5
49.5 51 -13.2 0 65.5 37.2 -6.5 -17.9 0 86.4 0 -5.6

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
47.2 46.4 -5.9 33 52.1 11.7 -10.3 -35.2 0 55.8 0 -29.4

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
50.5 47.9 -2.2 5.2 64.7 36.4 2.8 -10.2 0 98.9 0 14
57.9 48.9 3.9 5.1 65.3 441 2.1 -3.5 0 89.9 0 4.1




Ridgeview Elementary School

District Name

Keller ISD

County Name | School Level

Rider High School Wichita Falls ISD 3-High 76310 | 119,000

Tarrant

1-Primary

zip code

median home
value (k)

282,800

%
Soc Dis

Ridgeview Middle School

Riojas Elementary School

Rita Smith Elementary School Wylie ISD 75098 | 167,200

River Place Elementary School

Round Rock ISD

Pflugerville ISD

Leander ISD

Williamson

Travis

Williamson

2-Middle

1-Primary

1-Primary

78730

151,500

184,700

439,000

9.8

River Ridge Elementary School Leander ISD Williamson 1-Primary 403,300

Riverwood Middle School Humble ISD Harris 2-Middle 77345 265,500 4.6
Roach Middle School Frisco ISD Collin 2-Middle 75035 238,500 16.8
Roan Forest Elementary School North East ISD Bexar 1-Primary 78259 230,600 28.3
Roanoke Elementary School Northwest ISD Denton 1-Primary 76262 260,600 25.4

Robert G Cole Middle/High School

2223;3 Wright Rylander Elementary Katy ISD 77494 299.900

Robertson Elementary School

Robinson Middle School

Ft Sam Houston ISD

Frisco ISD

Plano ISD

Bexar

Collin

Collin

4-Other

1-Primary

2-Middle

75068

75024

62,000

170,400

307,200

15.3

13.3

Robison Elementary School

Rodger & Ellen Beck Jr High Katy ISD 2-Middle | 77450 | 218,700

Rogers Middle School

Cypress-Fairbanks ISD

Pearland ISD

Harris

Brazoria

1-Primary

2-Middle

77429

187,900

208,600

20.4

Ronald Reagan Elementary School

Rooster Springs Elementary School Dripping Springs ISD 78620 283,800

Round Top - Carmine Elementary
School

Leander ISD

Round Top-Carmine ISD

Williamson

Fayette

1-Primary

1-Primary

78954

213,800

197,300

31.1

Round Top - Carmine High School

Rowe Lane Elementary School

Round Top-Carmine ISD

Pflugerville ISD

Fayette

Travis

4-Other

1-Primary

78660

156,600

184,700

22.6

Rowlett High School

Garland ISD

Dallas

3-High

147,800

Rutledge Elementary School Leander ISD Williamson 1-Primary 78717 270,400 18.3
Saigling Elementary School Plano ISD Collin 1-Primary 75075 202,100 15.4
Salado High School Salado ISD Bell 3-High 76571 222,100 19.5
Salado Intermediate Salado ISD Bell 1-Primary 76571 222,100 23.5
Salado Jr High Salado ISD Bell 2-Middle 76571 222,100 23.0




+ OF UNDERPERFORMING GRADES GRADE 3 GRADE 4

ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math
Prof <50% | Prof <50% LR <0 LR<0 | % Prof | % Prof LR Gap LR Gap | % Prof | % Prof | LR Gap LR Gap

o . 1 /0 | 1+ 0 | 0O | 0 0 |0 0 | 0 0 _

0 1 0 2 7.6 57.3 8.1 6.5 69.2 36.6 6.1 -14.6
0 2 3 78.6 67.9 11.3 14.1 64.2 45.7 -2.8 -8.4

0 1 3 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 66.7 67.8 11.9 23.6 58.9 57.6 4.7 13.1

1 3 3 3 447 27.4 -11.4 -17.8 51.4 43 -4.2 -2.6

2 4 3 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 3 2 3 58.7 46.6 -0.8 -1.2 50.5 443 -8.5 -3.8
0 1 1 1 67.9 50.9 7 2.1 55.2 47.4 -5.2 -1.8
0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
2 4 3 3 39.6 34.9 -17.4 -1 61.2 46.6 4.7 0.4
0 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0




ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math

eI % Prof % Prof LR Gap LR Gap % Prof % Prof LR Gap LR Gap

Rider Highschool | o . o | 0 | 0 | 0 | 0 | 0 0 _

Ridgeview Elementary School

Ridgeview Middle School

Rita Smith Elementary School

River Place Elementary School 75.6 53.3 9.2 -8.5 0 89.9 0 21.7
River Ridge Elementary School

Riverwood Middle School 0 0 0 0 66.8 59.2 -2.1 1.2
Roach Middle School 0 0 0 0 64.2 59.6 2 7
Roan Forest Elementary School 70.9 73.3 14 19.3 0 0 0 0
Roanoke Elementary School 55.2 37.3 -3.2 -17.9 0 0 0 0
Robert G Cole Middle/High School 0 0 0 0 48.6 30.6 -2.4 -8.1

Roberta Wright Rylander Elementary 635 56.9 14 36
School

Robertson Elementary School |64 | 62 | 05 26 0 0 0 0 _

Robinson Middle School 0 0 0 0 71.6 64.7 7.5 10.5
Robison Elementary School 57.6 72.8 -3.4 15.5 0 0 0 0

Rogers Middle School 67 58.7 8.6 41 70 20.2 5.8 -34
Ronald Reagan Elementary School

Round Top - Carmine Elementary

52.2 3941 -3.3 -13.7 55 38.1 -39 -19.2
School
Round Top - Carmine High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Rowe Lane Elementary School 63 69.1 3.1 12.7 0 0 0 0
Rowlett High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Rutledge Elementary School 74.2 24.6 12.1 -33.6 0 85 0 21.1
Saigling Elementary School 73.1 75.6 9.6 16.2 0 0 0 0
Salado High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Salado Intermediate 47.9 375 -11.5 -18.5 58.9 48.4 -4 -12.8
Salado Jr High 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0




END OF COURSE ASSESSMENTS
ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math
% Prof %Prof | LRGap | LR Gap %Prof | %Prof | LRGap | LRGap | % Prof % Prof | LR Gap LR Gap

0 o | 0 0 0 | 587 | 3 26 | 35




median home %

District Name Soc Dis

County Name | School Level | zip code

value (k)

Sam Houston Elementary School Bryan ISD 77802 140,600

Schindewolf Intermediate School Klein ISD 2-Middle | 77388 | 175,200

Samuel Beck Elementary School Northwest ISD Denton 1-Primary 76262 260,600 9.2
Samuel Clemens High School Schertz-Cibolo-U City ISD Guadalupe 3-High 78154 177,200 24.2
Sandra Mossman Elementary School Clear Creek ISD Galveston 1-Primary 77573 210,700 14.8
Sanford - Fritch High School Sanford-Fritch ISD Hutchinson 3-High 79036 75,300 29.4
Santa Fe High School Santa Fe ISD Galveston 3-High 77510 145,900 22.8
Santa Gertrudis School Santa Gertrudis ISD Kleberg 1-Primary 78364 N/A 30.8
Santa Rita Elementary School Midland ISD Midland 1-Primary 79705 222,900 28.5
Savannah Elementary School Denton ISD Denton 1-Primary 76227 156,000 28.0
Scanlan Oaks Elementary School Fort Bend ISD Fort Bend 1-Primary 77459 244,900 2.7
Scharbauer Elementary School Midland ISD Midland 1-Primary 79707 268,800 28.4

Scoggins Middle School Frisco ISD Collin 2-Middle 75070 221,900 18.9
Scurry - Rosser High School Scurry-Rosser ISD Kaufman 3-High 75158 115,700 31.5
Seabrook Intermediate Clear Creek ISD Galveston 2-Middle 77586 192,300 191
Sem Elementary School Frisco ISD Collin 1-Primary 75035 238,500 15.4
Sendera Ranch Elementary School Northwest ISD Denton 1-Primary 76052 197,900 16.4
Serene Hills Elementary School Lake Travis ISD Travis 1-Primary 78738 485,300 9.8

Seven Lakes Jr High Katy ISD 2-Middle | 77494 | 299,900

Shadow Ridge Middle School Lewisville ISD Denton 2-Middle 75028 248,400 4.3
Shady Grove Elementary School Keller ISD Tarrant 1-Primary 76248 282,800 3.9
Sharon Shannon Elementary School Rockwall ISD Rockwall 1-Primary 75032 215,500 31.9
Shawnee Trail Elementary Frisco ISD Collin 1-Primary 75035 238,500 17.8
Shepard Elementary School Plano ISD Collin 1-Primary 75075 202,100 23.9
Sheppard Afb Elementary School Wichita Falls ISD Wichita 1-Primary 76311 N/A 17.3

Shiner High School Shiner ISD 4-Other | 77984 | 91,300

Skipcha Elementary School Killeen ISD Bell 1-Primary 76548 160,600 31.3
Sleepy Hollow Elementary School Amarillo ISD Potter 1-Primary 79121 216,000 13.7
Smith Elementary Frisco ISD Collin 1-Primary 75035 238,500 5.5
Smith Middle School Cypress-Fairbanks ISD Harris 2-Middle 77433 238,100 32.8
Smithfield Middle School Birdville ISD Tarrant 2-Middle 76182 171,100 23.0
Smithson Valley High School Comal ISD Comal 3-High 78070 329,800 11.9
Smithson Valley Middle School Comal ISD Comal 2-Middle 78070 329,800 11.8
Sonntag Elementary School Frisco ISD Collin 1-Primary 75070 221,900 18.4
g‘c’:gl& Allegra Nance Elementary Northwest ISD Denton 1-Primary | 76131 | 135,800 30.1




# OF UNDERPERFORMING GRADES GRADE 3 GRADE 4

ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math
Prof <50% | Prof <50% LR <0 LR<0 | % Prof | % Prof LR Gap LR Gap | % Prof | % Prof | LR Gap LR Gap

12 1 | 0 | 62 | 50 | 84 | 73 | 464 | 442 | 58 12

0 1 1 1 67.3 51 3.5 0 57.6 42.9 -5.7 -8.5
0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 2 3 2 54.3 50 -6.8 0.9 52.8 44.6 -7.9 -4.8
1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

1 3 2 3 55 55 1.4 11.7 68.4 73.7 15.4 30.1
4 4 4 4 43.6 26.6 -11.1 -17.5 29 10.1 -25.1 -34.3

0 0o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

1 3 3 3 54.1 41.8 -0.8 -2.5 51.5 22.2 -2.8 -22.4
0 0 1 1 68.1 61.4 1.3 8 75.4 74 8.9 20.2
4 4 4 4 33 28.7 -21.7 -15.4 36.8 32 -17.3 -12.5

3 3 3 3 45 37 -8.1 -5.9 42.9 32.1 -9.6 -111
1 2 3 1 54.9 a7 -4.8 -6.3 49.5 48.9 -9.8 0.6

0 3 0 2 67.6 49.3 10.7 3.5 56.6 36.8 0.3 -9.3
3 2 4 2 514 28.6 -8.5 -19.5 47.1 9.1 -12.4 -39.4

3 3 3 3 44 31.3 -9.4 -11.8 43.6 27 -9.1 -16.4
0 1 1 2 62 45.2 0.3 -4.2 53.5 59.8 -1.7 10
0 0 0 0 70.5 71.1 5 18.7 73.7 70.3 8.6 17.6
0 2 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 1 3 1 55.2 50.5 -4.2 2.8 55.2 41 -3.7 -7.1
3 3 3 3 40.8 22.4 -13.1 =211 45.8 23 -7.5 -20.9




ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math
School Name

% Prof % Prof LR Gap LR Gap % Prof % Prof LR Gap LR Gap

Sam Houston Elementary School | 667 | 654 | 119 | 132 | o0 | 0 | 0 0 _

Samuel Beck Elementary School 71.5 70.5 4.8 8.5 0 0 0 0
Samuel Clemens High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sandra Mossman Elementary School 59.5 57.6 -4.3 -2.1 0 0 0 0
Sanford - Fritch High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Santa Fe High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Santa Gertrudis School 50 57.1 -5.6 42 53.1 375 -6 -19.9
Santa Rita Elementary School 24.6 35.1 -32.2 -18.8 43.7 31 -16.6 -27.6
Savannah Elementary School 47.5 39.4 -9.6 -14.7 0 0 0 0
Scanlan Oaks Elementary School 67.3 63.1 -2.7 -1.7 0 0 0 0
Scharbauer Elementary School 35.8 43.2 -21.1 -10.8 33.3 31.5 -27 -27.2

Scoggins Middle School 0 0 0 0 61.9 53.5 0.9 1.8
Scurry - Rosser High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Seabrook Intermediate 0 0 0 0 60.9 59.6 -0.1 8
Sem Elementary School 58.8 65 -4.7 5.6 0 0 0 0
Sendera Ranch Elementary School 64.6 56.1 1.6 -2.9 0 0 0 0
Serene Hills Elementary School 65.5 67.3 -0.9 5.5 0 0 0 0

Shadow Ridge Middle School 0 0 0 0 73.5 61.9 45 3.8

Shady Grove Elementary School

Sharon Shannon Elementary School 32.3 37.5 -22.8 -15 62.5 68.5 4 11.6
Shawnee Trail Elementary 52.6 60.9 -9.7 2.5 0 0 0 0
Shepard Elementary School 70.1 50 10.9 -5.9 0 0 0 0
Sheppard Afb Elementary School 37.5 63.3 -25 47 40.9 70 -25.2 5.7

Skipcha Elementary School 431 31.6 -12.3 -21.1 0 0 0 0
Sleepy Hollow Elementary School 72.8 57.5 8.4 -2.6 0 0 0 0
Smith Elementary 78.6 72.2 10 8.6 0 0 0 0
Smith Middle School 0 0 0 0 57.7 49.6 43 4
Smithfield Middle School 0 0 0 0 57.1 55.1 -1.7 5.2
Smithson Valley High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Smithson Valley Middle School 0 0 0 0 725 68.4 7.6 13.6
Sonntag Elementary School 58.7 65.8 -3.3 7.6 0 0 0 0
Sonny & Allegra Nance Elementary 371 242 189 29 1 0 0 0 0
School




END OF COURSE ASSESSMENTS
ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math
% Prof %Prof | LRGap | LR Gap %Prof | %Prof | LRGap | LRGap | % Prof % Prof | LR Gap LR Gap

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 40.2 17.1 -16.7 -25.1

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 40.8 19.3 -19.2 -25.6
56.7 40 7.5 -2.2 68.8 25 8.3 -13.3 0 100 0 55.1

0 0 0 0

. 0 0 .

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 36.5 20.5 -19.5 -20.9
59.7 65.5 1.9 18.6 74.8 70.1 7.8 19.2 0 98.3 0 9.8
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0
0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
53.9 50.1 3.1 8.9 60 32.9 -0.1 -1241 0 90.7 0 7.1
62.4 46.5 6.6 1.2 67.7 82.7 2.7 33.5 0 93.5 0 6.4
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 79 63.2 14 13.9
64.4 63.6 29 13.6 74 40.7 3.3 -13.3 0 97 0 5.9
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0




median home %

District Name County Name | School Level | zip code

value (k) Soc Dis
Sour Lake Elementary School Hardin-Jefferson ISD 77659 154,100
South Keller Intermediate Keller ISD Tarrant 2-Middle 282,800
Space Center Intermediate Clear Creek ISD Galveston 2-Middle 142,700
Spears Elementary School Frisco ISD Collin 1-Primary 330,000
Spillane Middle School Cypress-Fairbanks ISD Harris 2-Middle 77429 187,900 12.8
Spring Branch Middle School Comal ISD Comal 2-Middle 78070 329,800 20.9

Spring Creek Elementary School Richardson ISD Dallas 1-Primary 296,700

Spring Valley Elementary School Midway ISD 76643 130,100

Steiner Ranch Elementary School Leander ISD Williamson 1-Primary 403,300
Stephen F Austin Elementary School Lamar CISD Fort Bend 1-Primary 232,500

Steubing Elementary School Northside ISD 78249 | 165,600

Stonewall Elementary School Fredericksburg ISD | Gillespie | 1-Primary | 78671 90,500

Strack Intermediate Klein ISD 2-Middle | 77379 | 194,100

Stuard Elementary School Aledo ISD Parker 1-Primary 76008 255,100 3.1
Sue Creech Elementary School Katy ISD Harris 1-Primary 77450 218,700 11.3
Sugar Mill Elementary School Fort Bend ISD Fort Bend 1-Primary 77498 256,000 28.8
Summerwood Elementary School Humble ISD Harris 1-Primary 149,300

Sundown Jr High Sundown ISD Hockley 2-Middle 79372 70,400 19.9
Sunnyvale Elementary School Sunnyvale ISD Dallas 1-Primary 75182 309,600 11.3
Sunnyvale Middle School Sunnyvale ISD Dallas 2-Middle 75182 309,600 11.4
Sunray High School Sunray ISD Moore 3-High 79086 74,300 21.8
Sunray Middle School Sunray ISD Moore 2-Middle 79086 74,300 25.9
Sweet Home Elementary School Sweet Home ISD Lavaca 1-Primary 77987 67,200 19.4
Swenke Elementary School Cypress-Fairbanks ISD Harris 1-Primary 77433 238,100 11.6
T E Baxter Elementary School Midlothian ISD Ellis 1-Primary 167,200

Tadlock Elementary School Frisco ISD Collin 1-Primary 75035 238,500 13.4
Tanglewood Elementary School Fort Worth ISD Tarrant 1-Primary 76109 335,100 53
Taylor Elementary School Frisco ISD Collin 1-Primary 75025 264,600 16.3

Taylor Elementary School Grapevine-Colleyville ISD Tarrant 1-Primary 76034 411,500 4.4

Teravista Elementary School Round Rock ISD Williamson 1-Primary 78665 195,500 18.7
Texarkana ISD Virtual Academy Texarkana ISD Bowie 1-Primary 75503 133,300 7.3
The Academy At Nola Dunn Burleson ISD Johnson 1-Primary 138,900




+ OF UNDERPERFORMING GRADES GRADE 3 GRADE 4

ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math
Prof <50% | Prof <50% LR <0 LR<0 | % Prof | % Prof LR Gap LR Gap | % Prof | % Prof | LR Gap LR Gap

11 2 | 1 | M1 359 10 7 | 5 | 50 | 16 108

o0 2 | 0 | 1 | 578 | 488 | 21 | 39 | 556 | 451 | 05 01

0 1 2 2 7.3 69.3 4.7 16 59.6 34 -6.7 -19.6
0 0 0 1 70.5 51.7 7.7 1.4 64 68.5 1.7 17.9
1 3 1 3 61.6 39.6 7 -4.4 64 39.6 10.1 -4.7
0 1 2 2 60.4 50.5 0.2 2.1 57.6 45.5 -2.1 -3.2
1 1 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 2 1 52.7 33 -10.1 -17.3 52.4 55.8 -9.9 5.2
0 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
4 4 4 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
4 3 5 3 375 37.5 -21.5 -9.9 26.3 421 -32.1 -5.6
0 1 0 1 66.5 48.3 3.8 -1.9 64.2 62.2 2 11.6
1 3 3 3 45.5 27.7 -9.2 -16.4 52.8 37.1 -1.3 -7.3
0 0 2 0 74.3 56 12.5 6.5 56.7 57.1 -4.6 7.2
0 0 0 1 79.6 52.2 14 -0.2 90.3 81.3 25.1 28.5
0 0 2 0 54.5 59.1 -5.9 10.6 53.7 52.2 -6.3 3.3
0 1 1 2 61.4 50 -4.6 -2.8 83.8 66.7 18.1 13.6

0 0 1 0 56.7 53.8 -2.6 6.2 62.1 58.3 3.3 10.3
2 2 2 2 0 0 0 0 27.8 0 -36.4 -52.1
0 1 3 2 514 51.4 -10.7 1.6 56.4 40.9 -5.2 -9.2




ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math

LT % Prof % Prof LR Gap LR Gap % Prof % Prof LR Gap LR Gap

‘Sour Lake Elementary School | 509 631 | 42 | 06 | 0 | 0 | 0 | 0 _

South Keller Intermediate
Space Center Intermediate

Spillane Middle School 0 0 0 0 719 71 7.5 16.6
Spring Branch Middle School 0 0 0 0 58.9 54 -1 3.2
Spring Creek Elementary School 55.6 64.4 -3.3 8.7 67.3 73.5 49 12.8

Steiner Ranch Elementary School 71.8 41.2 3.7 -22 0 93.2 0 23.3
Stephen F Austin Elementary School 63.4 69.9 5.1 14.8 0 0 0 0
Stephen F Austin High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Steubing Elementary School 0 0 0 0

‘Stonewall Elementary School |80 |75 | 24 | 208 | 0 0 | 0 | 0 _

Strack Intermediate 0 0 | 0 | 0 | 529 | 429 | 25 | 43
Stuard Elementary School 68 58.4 -1.8 -6.2 0 0 0 0

Sue Creech Elementary School 66 60.3 0.4 -0.8 0 0 0 0
Sugar Mill Elementary School 47.1 48.7 -9.6 -5.1 0 0 0 0
Summerwood Elementary School 59.4 54.7 -3.4 -4.2 0 0 0 0
Sundown Jr High 0 0 0 0 64.4 62.2 3.9 10.9
Sunnyvale Elementary School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Sunnyvale Middle School 60.6 52.2 1.3 -3.2 65.9 61.8 0.7 6.8
Sunray High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sunray Middle School 20 30 -32.3 -19.2 425 37.8 -14.7 -10.8

Sweet Home Elementary School 38.5 69.2 -23 11.5 0 0 0 0

Swenke Elementary School 69.7 78.2 4.2 17.2 0 0 0 0

T E Baxter Elementary School 51.2 47.9 -5.6 -6 0 0 0 0
THRogersSchool % 9 468 499 968  9o76 464 593
Tadlock Elementary School 61.3 61.7 -3.2 1.5 0 0 0 0

Tanglewood Elementary School 89.5 84 20.9 20.4 0 0 0 0

Taylor Elementary School 66.7 69.1 3.6 10 0 0 0 0

Taylor Elementary School 76.9 57.3 7.8 -6.8 0 0 0 0

Teravista Elementary School 64.5 63.6 2.7 5.6 0 0 0 0
Texarkana ISD Virtual Academy 0 0 0 0 40 13.3 -31.3 -56.1
The Academy At Nola Dunn 54.3 571 -10.5 -3.4 0 0 0 0



ELA
% Prof

Math
% Prof

ELA
LR Gap

Math
LR Gap

ELA
% Prof

Math
% Prof

ELA

LR Gap

END OF COURSE ASSESSMENTS
Math ELA Math ELA Math
LR Gap | % Prof % Prof | LR Gap LR Gap

63.7 63.4 2.7 13.9 73.6 42 34 -11.5 0 82.9 0 -7.9
58.2 50.9 1.4 4.8 67.5 39.6 1.4 -10.5 0 95.7 0 7.8
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 75.1 70.1 13.6 23.9
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

68.3 36.5 6.6 -13.6 78.5 772 7.6 23 0 100 0 8.7
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 54.1 43.7 -6.4 -1.6
41.5 37.5 -12.8 -6.6 48.8 25 -14.8 -22.9 0 0 0 0

4.7 M7 -10.7 -2.4 54.5 0 -9.8 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
. w30 49 0 92 994 405 598 0 100 0 699
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0




District Name

County Name | School Level

zip code

median home

%

value (k) Soc Dis
Theiss Elementary School Klein ISD Harris 1-Primary 77379 194,100 17.3
Tibbals Elementary School Wylie ISD Collin 1-Primary 75094 275,900 13.8
Timber Creek Elementary School Lewisville ISD Denton 1-Primary 75028 248,400 25.6
Timber Creek Elementary School Tomball ISD Harris 1-Primary 77389 289,500 8.4
Timber Creek High School Keller ISD Tarrant 3-High 76244 178,000 21.4
Timberview Middle School Keller ISD Tarrant 2-Middle 76244 178,000 12.9
Timberwood Middle School Humble ISD Harris 2-Middle 77346 173,400 30.9
Timberwood Park Elementary School Comal ISD Comal 1-Primary 78260 280,100 10.4
Tippin Elementary School El Paso ISD El Paso 1-Primary 79912 169,500 15.0
Tolar Elementary School Tolar ISD Hood 1-Primary 76476 123,800 31.5
Tolar High School Tolar ISD Hood 3-High 76476 123,800 12.6
Tolar Jr High Tolar ISD Hood 2-Middle 76476 123,800 19.6
Tom Hicks Elementary School Lewisville ISD Denton 1-Primary 75034 330,000 3.6
Tom R Ellisor Elementary School Magnolia ISD Montgomery 1-Primary 77354 249,500 18.0

Town Center Elementary School Coppell ISD Dallas 1-Primary 75019 318,100 10.0
Trinity Meadows Intermediate Keller ISD Tarrant 2-Middle 76244 178,000 24.4
Trinity Springs Middle School Keller ISD Tarrant 2-Middle 76244 178,000 25.6
Truett Wilson Middle School Northwest ISD Denton 2-Middle 76052 197,900 17.6
Tuscany Heights North East ISD Bexar 1-Primary 78258 275,600 8.1

Union Grove Middle School Killeen ISD . Bell | 2-Middle | 76548 | 160,600

Van Alstyne Jr High

Van Alstyne ISD

Grayson

2-Middle

75495

Valley Ranch Elementary School Coppell ISD Dallas 1-Primary 75063 277,900 5.4
Valley Ridge Elementary School Lewisville ISD Denton 1-Primary 75077 222,100 26.8
Valley View Elementary School Eanes ISD Travis 1-Primary 78746 638,400 6.5

142,600

Vandagriff Elementary School

Victory Lakes Intermediate

Aledo ISD

Clear Creek ISD

Parker

Galveston

1-Primary

2-Middle

76008

77573

255,100

210,700

Village Elementary School

Virginia Allred Stacey Jr/Sr High
School

Georgetown ISD

Lackland ISD

Williamson

Bexar

1-Primary

4-Other

78633

78236

263,700

N/A

Virginia Reinhardt Elementary School

Rockwall ISD

Rockwall

1-Primary

75087

198,000

314

Vysehrad Elementary School Vysehrad ISD Lavaca 1-Primary 77964 107,600 29.7
W A Porter Elementary School Birdville ISD Tarrant 1-Primary 76054 183,000 14.9
W E Pete Ford Middle School Allen ISD Collin 2-Middle 75002 199,400 241

Walcott Elementary School Walcott ISD Deaf Smith 1-Primary 79045 81,800 16.6
Walker Creek Elementary School Birdville ISD Tarrant 1-Primary 76180 131,200 31.5
Walker Station Elementary School Fort Bend ISD Fort Bend 1-Primary 77479 356,500 8.6
Wall Elementary School Wall ISD Tom Green 1-Primary 76957 N/A 16.3




# OF UNDERPERFORMING GRADES GRADE 3 GRADE 4
ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA ELA Math ELA

Prof <50% | Prof <50% LR <0 LR<0 | % Prof | % Prof LR Gap % Prof | % Prof | LR Gap
1 3 3 3 49.1 41.6 -10.9 -6.6 58.1 46.6 -1.4 -1.9
0 0 1 0 63.9 53.4 2.3 4 57.3 57.8 -3.8 8.1
1 3 2 3 57.6 28.3 1.5 -16.9 49.3 411 -6.2 -4.4
0 0 2 0 60.5 62.9 -3.7 11.5 61 74.3 -2.8 22.6
0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 3 4 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
2 3 3 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 1 7.4 62.4 8.2 11.8 69 68.2 6.2 17.2
0 0 3 0 60.2 62.7 -0.8 13.7 60.4 58.3 -0.2 9
3 3 3 3 38.6 22.7 -14.7 -20.3 444 19.4 -8.2 -24
1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 3 2 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 2 3 3 58.3 49.5 -8.1 -3.6 50 28.6 -16 -24.8
1 3 3 3 52.2 37.7 -7.4 -10.2 431 27.5 -16 -20.7

0 1 0 1 65.9 37.3 0.9 -14.7 85.2 66.2 20.6 13.8
0 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 3 2 3 68.7 26.5 9.6 -21 54.2 28.6 -4.4 -19.2
0 3 2 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 1 1 1 74.7 52.4 15.1 4.6 60 62.8 0.9 14.6
1 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

1 4 3 4 52.4 32.8 -0.9 -10.2 38.2 34.3 -14.5 -9.1

2 3 2 3 429 42.9 -11.2 -0.8 63.6 36.4 10.1 -7.6
0 1 2 1 63.2 55.2 2.1 6.2 54.1 47.7 -6.5 -1.6
0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

2 3 2 3 0 9.1 0 -39.3 26.7 71 -33.1 -41.7
1 1 1 0 58.8 53.6 5.5 10.6 58 46.2 5.4 2.8

0 0 0 1 66.4 51 2.3 -0.3 70.6 74.4 6.9 22.8
0 0 1 1 61.6 60.5 1.2 12 79.8 88.8 19.8 39.9




School Name

GRADE 5

Math
% Prof

ELA
LR Gap

Math
% Prof

ELA
LR Gap

Theiss Elementary School 57.8 44.2 -4.8 -14.4 0 0 0 0
Tibbals Elementary School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Timber Creek Elementary School 52 44 -6.3 -11.1 0 0 0 0
Timber Creek Elementary School .7 70 4.6 7.6 71.8 75.7 1 6.8
Timber Creek High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Timberview Middle School 58.2 51 -0.4 -3.8 59.6 48 -4.7 -6.3
Timberwood Middle School 0 0 0 0 46.7 39.2 -7.8 -7.2
Timberwood Park Elementary School 67.4 58.7 1.3 -2.8 0 0 0 0
Tippin Elementary School 58.5 74.6 -5.2 15 0 0 0 0
Tolar Elementary School 41.2 28 -14.1 -24.6 0 0 0 0
Tolar High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Tolar Jr High 0 0 0 0 29.8 26.5 -30.9 -24.9
Tom Hicks Elementary School 65.2 62.7 -4.3 -1.7 0 0 0 0
Tom R Ellisor Elementary School 53 49.3 -9.2 -9 0 0 0 0

Town Center Elementary School 62.1 459 -4.1 -15.8 0 0 0 0
Trinity Meadows Intermediate 51.9 43.2 -1.1 -6.6 59.1 42.2 1.1 -7.1
Trinity Springs Middle School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Truett Wilson Middle School 0 0 0 0 56.3 49.8 -5.5 -2.5
Tuscany Heights 66.2 58.1 -1.1 -4.4 0 0 0 0

Van Alstyne Jr High

Valley Ranch Elementary School 71 53.1 2.4 -10.5 0 0 0 0
Valley Ridge Elementary School 56.9 63 -0.8 8.4 0 0 0 0
Valley View Elementary School 82 64.3 14 1.2 0 92.6 0 22.8

Vandagriff Elementary School

Victory Lakes Intermediate

Village Elementary School

Virginia Allred Stacey Jr/Sr High
School

Virginia Reinhardt Elementary School

Vysehrad Elementary School

40.6

54.9

474

W A Porter Elementary School

7.4

W E Pete Ford Middle School

Walcott Elementary School 66.7 75 3.8 16.1 47.4 31.6 -19.1 -33.1
Walker Creek Elementary School 46.2 58.7 -9.1 6.1 0 0 0 0
Walker Station Elementary School 76.5 85.1 9.5 22.8 0 0 0 0
Wall Elementary School 55.7 58.2 -7.4 -0.9 0 0 0 0




GRADE 7 GRADE 8 END OF COURSE ASSESSMENTS

ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math

% Prof %Prof | LRGap | LR Gap %Prof | %Prof | LRGap | LRGap | % Prof % Prof | LR Gap LR Gap

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 74.6 477 14 2.2
49.6 34.9 -11.3 -14.6 66 25.7 -4.2 -27.8 0 89.5 0 -1.2
42.4 7.2 -9.4 -34.8 52.1 38.9 -8.9 -6.9 0 89.8 0 5.5
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 46.4 39.8 -18.3 -9.2
65 37.5 7.5 -9.2 58.7 27.3 -8.1 -23.4 0 76.9 0 -11.5
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

61.7 64 6 18.8 65.4 74.6 0.4 25.5 0 97.1 0 10
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48.4 51.7 -6.2 10 51.9 46.7 -11.3 4.2 77.6 65.9 35.8 33.8
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

57.8 61.1 2.6 16.3 67.6 48.4 3.1 -0.3 0 95.6 0 8.9
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District Name

County Name | School Level

zip code

median home

%

value (k) Soc Dis
Wall Middle School Wall ISD Tom Green 2-Middle 76957 N/A 12.6
Wally Watkins Elementary School Wylie ISD Collin 1-Primary 75098 167,200 29.3

Warren Middle School

Forney ISD

Kaufman 2-Middle

75126

151,700

Walnut Grove Middle School Midlothian ISD Ellis 2-Middle 76065 167,200 21.9
Walnut Springs Elementary School Dripping Springs ISD Hays 1-Primary 78620 283,800 26.6
Walter & Lois Curtis Middle School Allen ISD Collin 2-Middle 75002 199,400 13.2
Walter Hall Elementary School Clear Creek ISD Galveston 1-Primary 77573 210,700 17.6

24.7

Watts Elementary School

Wayside Middle School

Schertz-Cibolo-U City ISD

Eagle Mt-Saginaw ISD

Guadalupe 1-Primary

Tarrant 2-Middle

78108

76179

175,700

136,500

25.9

27.9

Weatherford High School

Weatherford ISD

Parker 3-High

76087

194,500

32.9

Wells Elementary School Plano ISD Collin 1-Primary 75023 184,900 14.4
West Foundation Elementary School Wichita Falls ISD Wichita 1-Primary 76310 119,000 27.4
West Ridge Middle School Eanes ISD Travis 2-Middle 78733 545,200 35

Westover Park Jr High Canyon ISD Randall 2-Middle 79119 223,100 28.4
Westpark Elementary School Fort Worth ISD Tarrant 1-Primary 76126 202,100 25.7
Westphalia Elementary School Westphalia ISD Falls 1-Primary 76656 67,100 22.6
Westside Elementary School Leander ISD Williamson 1-Primary 78613 213,800 24.3
Westwood Elementary School Friendswood ISD Galveston 1-Primary 77546 209,800 18.0

White Oak Middle School White Oak ISD . Gregg | 2-Middle | 75693 | 143,400

Whitehouse High School Whitehouse ISD Smith 3-High 75791 152,100 29.7
Whitehouse Jr High Whitehouse ISD Smith 2-Middle 75791 152,100 329
Whiteside Elementary School Lubbock ISD Lubbock 1-Primary 79424 169,200 32.2
Wiederstein Elementary School Schertz-Cibolo-U City ISD Guadalupe 1-Primary 78108 175,700 29.0
Wilderness Oak Elementary School North East ISD Bexar 1-Primary 78260 280,100 13.7
Wilkerson Intermediate Conroe ISD Montgomery 2-Middle 77380 235,900 30.6

232500 | 30.3
195100 | 285
138,900 27.3

FortBend | 3-High | 77406 |
Williamson | 1-Primary | 78641 |
Johnson 1-Primary 76028

Fort Bend ISD \
Leander ISD
Burleson ISD

| William B Travis High School \

\William J Winkley Elementary School \
William Stribling Elementary School

Willis Lane Elementary School Keller ISD 76248 | 282,800

Willow Springs Middle School Lovejoy ISD Collin 2-Middle 75002 199,400 29
Willow Wood Jr High Tomball ISD Harris 2-Middle 77377 222,600 17.7
Wilson Elementary School Coppell ISD Dallas 1-Primary 75019 318,100 26.1
Wilson Elementary School Lubbock ISD Lubbock 1-Primary 79410 127,300 24.4




ELA Math
Prof < 50% | Prof < 50%

ELA
LR <0

+ OF UNDERPERFORMING GRADES

Math
LR <0

ELA
% Prof

Math
% Prof

ELA
LR Gap

Math
LR Gap

ELA
% Prof

Math
% Prof

ELA
LR Gap

Math
LR Gap

45.1

10.5

1 2 2 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 1 57.6 39.4 1.6 -5.7 60.3 55.1 4.9 9.6
3 1 4 2 27.8 222 -29.7 -24 55.6 61.1 -1.3 14.5
0 2 2 3 50.5 304 -6.2 -15.2 61.8 57.5 5.7 11.5
0 1 0 1 60.7 29.7 1.1 -18.2 0 0 0 0

-16.5

0 1 0 0 o ., 0o 0 | o | 0 | 0o 0 | o0
2 | 3 3 3 453 | 268 | 94 | -17.3 | 369 | 368 | -172 | -77
2 2 2 0 484 | 469 @ -68 2.4 486 | 471 -6 2.2

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 3 2 3 56.8 384 1 -6.6 49.5 35.5 -5.7 -9.8
0 1 0 1 80.3 57.7 23.7 12.1 71 28.8 14.9 -17.1




School Name

Wall Middle School

ELA
% Prof

Math
% Prof

ELA
LR Gap

Math
LR Gap

ELA
% Prof

Math
% Prof

ELA
LR Gap

Math
LR Gap

Wally Watkins Elementary School

Warren Middle School

Walnut Grove Middle School 0 0 0 0 60.6 64.9 1.2 14.5
Walnut Springs Elementary School 69.2 61.7 11.4 7 0 0 0 0
Walter & Lois Curtis Middle School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Walter Hall Elementary School 63.4 45.8 1 -12.7 0 0 0 0

Watts Elementary School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Wayside Middle School 0 0 0 0 49.4 39.5 -6.7 -8.2
Weatherford High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Wells Elementary School 70.1 55.8 6.1 -4 0 0 0 0
West Foundation Elementary School 43.8 45.6 -13.6 -8.8 63.5 63.5 2.6 4.3
West Ridge Middle School 0 0 0 0 82.8 26.3 13.3 -32.2

Westover Park Jr High 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Westpark Elementary School 66.1 67.9 7.8 12.8 0 0 0 0
Westphalia Elementary School 43.8 68.8 -16.1 12.4 47.1 52.9 -16.3 -8.8
Westside Elementary School 57.4 20.4 -1.6 -35.3 0 52.9 0 -7.9
Westwood Elementary School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

William B Travis High School

Whitehouse High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Whitehouse Jr High 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Whiteside Elementary School 494 40 -5.6 -12.4 0 0 0 0
Wiederstein Elementary School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Wilderness Oak Elementary School 69.3 74.3 49 14.1 0 0 0 0
Wilkerson Intermediate 46.9 42.3 -3.2 -4.9 56 47.8 1.4 1.2

William J Winkley Elementary School

51.3

21.8

-5.5

-32.1

William Stribling Elementary School

Willow Springs Middle School 0 0 0 0 80.5 73.7 10.6 14.9
Willow Wood Jr High 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Wilson Elementary School 55.8 46.8 -2.2 -8.1 0 0 0 0
Wilson Elementary School 75.8 66.7 16.9 11.1 0 0 0 0




GRADE 7 GRADE 8 END OF COURSE ASSESSMENTS

ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math
% Prof %Prof | LRGap | LR Gap %Prof | %Prof | LRGap | LRGap | % Prof % Prof | LR Gap

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 673 | 498 108 7.9

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

o o . .o 0 |/ 0 o0 0 0 0 |0 0 0 _
7.3 0 | 113 0 22 | 715 | 69 | 137 | 0 914 | 0 3
578 | 589 | -07 | 114 | 697 | 579 | 19 | 64 0 %2 0 9.2

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0




Wilson Middle School Nederland ISD 2-Middle | 77627 | 141,000

Windsor Elementary School Amarillo ISD 79109 137,000

District Name

County Name | School Level

zip code

median home
value (k)

%
Soc Dis

Wink Elementary School Wink-Loving ISD Winkler 1-Primary 79789 39,700 29.6
Wink High School Wink-Loving ISD Winkler 4-Other 79789 39,700 22.9
Woodcreek Elementary School Katy ISD Harris 1-Primary 77494 299,900 9.2
Woodcreek Jr High Katy ISD Harris 2-Middle 77494 299,900 94
Woodland Hills Elementary School Humble ISD Harris 1-Primary 77339 159,400 30.6
Woodland Springs Elementary School Keller ISD Tarrant 1-Primary 76244 178,000 15.9
Woodlands Elementary School Amarillo ISD Potter 1-Primary 79124 223,100 23.3
Woodridge Elementary School Alamo Heights ISD Bexar 1-Primary 78209 313,400 25.7

Wylie Intermediate Wylie ISD Taylor 1-Primary 79606 149,000 17.6
Wylie Jr High Wylie ISD Taylor 2-Middle 79606 149,000 13.0
York Jr High Conroe ISD Montgomery 2-Middle 77386 194,900 215
Zilker Elementary School Austin ISD Travis 1-Primary | 9/15/14 405,600 31.2
Zue S Bales Intermediate Friendswood ISD Galveston 2-Middle 77546 209,800 16.2




# OF UNDERPERFORMING GRADES

ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math
Prof <50% | Prof <50% LR <0 LR<0 | % Prof | % Prof LR Gap LR Gap | % Prof | % Prof | LR Gap LR Gap

3 4 /4 | 5 0 | 0 | 0 0 |0 0 | 0 0 _

o0 0 | 1 | 0 675 | 713 | 79 | 235 | 623 667 32 | 185

4 2 4 2 48.1 37 -6.1 -6.7 34.8 39.1 -18.8 -5
3 3 2 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

1 2 2 2 63.4 46.3 -0.4 -4.8 50 42 -13.4 -9.4
0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 2 1 1 50.7 42.5 -3 -0.8 55.4 48.5 2.3 4.8
0 1 1 1 64.2 50.5 3.6 1.8 55.8 38.8 -4.4 -10.2
0 1 0 1 62.5 67.9 5.4 21.9 59.3 45.1 2.7 -1.2
0 2 3 2 55.8 29.3 -0.2 -15.8 53.9 28.8 -1.5 -16.7

0 1 1 1 67.9 58.1 8.1 10.1 54.6 46 -4.7 -2.4
0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 2 0 2 64 29.4 10.6 -13.7 71.3 51.3 18.5 7.8

0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 56.3 28.9 -1.4 -13.5




School Name

Wilson Middle School

ELA

% Prof

45.7

Math
% Prof

ELA

LR Gap

-3.5

Math
LR Gap

ELA

% Prof

Math
% Prof

ELA

LR Gap

Math
LR Gap

18 | 424 | 273 | 112 | 184

\Windsor Elementary School |60 | 8 | 21 | 247 0 0 0 0 _

Wink Elementary School 41.9 58.1 -14.4 4.6 47.4 78.9 -12.3 20.8
Wink High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Woodcreek Elementary School 68.4 62.3 1.7 0.3 0 0 0 0
Woodcreek Jr High 0 0 0 0 68.2 62.9 1.9 7
Woodland Hills Elementary School 57.4 56 1.7 3 0 0 0 0
Woodland Springs Elementary School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Woodlands Elementary School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Woodridge Elementary School 55 62.7 -3.3 7.6 0 0 0 0

Wylie Intermediate 64.7 7.4 2.3 12.9 0 0 0 0
Wylie Jr High 0 0 0 0 66.2 60.1 1.9 5.8
York Jr High 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Zilker Elementary School 69.2 46.1 13.8 -6.7 0 0 0 0
Zue S Bales Intermediate 60.9 62.8 3.9 9.4 0 0 0 0




END OF COURSE ASSESSMENTS
ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math ELA Math
% Prof % Prof | LR Gap LR Gap % Prof % Prof LRGap | LRGap | % Prof % Prof | LR Gap LR Gap

%3 | 93 5 | 535 | 264 | 67 | 87 0 76 0 | 77

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
429 25 -12.2 -17.1 38.1 0 -25.7 -42.9 50 242 7.9 -8.1
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
64.7 33.2 2 -17.8 727 60.7 0.7 5.7 0 100 0 8
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
59.2 33.5 -1.7 -16 72.2 65.8 2.1 12.3 0 98.3 0 7.6
58.5 45.6 2 -0.3 64.1 57.1 -1.7 7.3 0 90.2 0 25

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
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