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What Counts?

AH HAI YOU DONT FIT
THE STAMDARD! THAT
PROVES THAT FUBLIC
ERUCATION IS A FAILURE!
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Accountability Systems

1. Student performance on the STAAR 3-8 1. AYP Indicators include:

and EOC assessments, measured
against both student:

» Passing Standards

» College Readiness Standards

Top 10 among states by 2019-2020

» Reading/ELA-93%

> Math-92%

» Graduation Rate 75% (4 yr),
80% (5 yr)
Attendance-90%

Evaluates the overall effectiveness of
performance and program effectiveness
of school districts and charters.

with no gaps by race, ethnicity or 1. Bilingual Education and English
e e e 2. Student Groups Evaluated as a Second Language (BE/ESL)
. All Students
African American ) X
Campus Ratings will be acceptable or Hispanic 2. Career and Technical Education
White
unacceptable' Economically Disadvantaged (CTE)
Special Education
Campus Distinctions will be awarded in Limited English Proficient 3. No Child Left Behind
the top 25 percent in annual (NCLB/Title 1)
improvement. (TBD) 3. Campus Ratings are meets AYP or
e : . missed AYP. 4. Special Education (SPED)
Campus Distinctions will be awarded in
four new areas: fine arts, PE, 21 4. Participation Rate is 95% for student
Century workforce de\‘/ellgpment and groups enrolled on test date.
second language acquisition. (TBD)
5. Assessments include STAAR/TELPAS

Additional Features above absolute
standard being considered. (TBD)
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Reading assessments for grades 3-8
and TAKS/TELPAS Reading
assessments for grade 10.



Public Comments

Proposed State Accountability Systems 2013 and Beyond
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Outcomes

e Understand the Components of the Proposed State
Accountability Performance Index Framework

— Characteristics of Performance Index Framework
— Proposed State Accountability Performance Index
— Review Indexes 1-4

— Performance Index Evaluation

— System Safeguards

— Impact on Special Populations

— Campus and District Accountability Ratings

— Distinction Designations
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Accountability Timeline

Comparable Release of Key chapters District and

) campus ratings are
Group for Preview of 2013 released, based on

Distinctions Report for Accountability percent proficient
Information Indexes 1,3, indicator. Some

Released and 4 using Manual des?iit;'lﬁi,?snare
2012 STAAR released ;

assigned to
Data campuses

March 2013 March-April 2013 April-May, 2013 May 2013 August 8, 2013 October 2013
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Proposed Performance Index Framework

Pending

Update
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For Discussion Only_February 12, 2013

Overview of Proposed Performance Index Framework (2014)" shaded areas are not
evaluated in 2013

Index 1:
Student Achievement

Features of Index

STAAR Satisfactory Performance

= All Students Only

= Combined over Al Subject Areas

= Credit given for meeting phase-in
Lewel |l performance standard on:

« STAAR Grades 3-3 English
and Spanish for assessments
administered in the spring;

= EQC for assessments
administered in the spring and the
previous fall and summer;

+ STAAR Grades 3-8 and EQC
Modified and Altermate;

= STAAR L (lnguistically
accommodated) based on the
ATAC ELL Workgroup
recommendations; and,

» TAKS Grade 11 results at Met
Standard performance standand
{2013 only).

+ English language leamers (ELLs) will be included in 2014 based on performance on the ELL devwelopment measure.
Additional features, such as Reguired Improvement and three-year averaging, are incorporated when applicable.

Student Progress to Satisfactory or
Advanced Performance Levels

= Ten Student Groups Evaluated:
= All Students
= Each RaceEthnicity:
African Amenican
American |ndian
Asian
Hispanic
Pacific lslander
White
Two or More Races
= Students with Disabilities
= English Language Leamers (ELLs)

= By Subjcot Arca (Readng, Math, and
Writing for available grades)

= Same assessments usad in Index 1
where student progress measures
are available

= Credit given fior meeting the student
DrOgress measure requirements for
= Progress toward Satisfactory
performance {Lewel I}, or
= Progress toward Advanced
perfommance [Level 1)

Achievement Gaps Measured for
Satisfactory and Advanced Levels

= Al Economically Disadvantaged
Students and Two Lowest Performing
Racial/Ethnic Groups based on the
Index 1 student achievement indicator
reported in the prior year

« By Subject Area (ReadingELA,
Mathematics, Writing, Science, and
Social Studies)

« Same Assessments Used in Index 1

» Credit based on weighted
performance:
= One point credit given for each
percentage of students meeting the
phase-in Lewvel || perfiormance
standard
= Two point credit given for each
percentage of students meeting the
final Lewvel il Advanced performance
standard

Measures of Postsecondary Readiness
Credit based on average of two
postsecondary mdicators:
1) STAAR postsecondary readiness
standard (final Level Il} and
2) high school graduation rates and
diploma plans

STAAR Postsecondary Readiness

= Eight Student Groups Evaluated:
All Students and each Race/Ethnicity

= Combined over All Subject Areas

« Credit given for meeting postsecondary
readiness standard {final Leve! [} on one
or mare Eests

Higln Swhow] O adualion

= Four-year Graduation Rate or Five-year
Graduation Rate (or Annual Dropout Rate
if nix graduation rate)

= Ten Student Groups Evaluated:
All Students, each Raca/Ethnicity,
Students with Disabilites. and ELLs

= Percent Recommended or Advanced High
School Program Plan (RHSPIAHSP)
Graduates

= Eight Student Groups Evaluated:
All Students and each Race/Ethnicity

Career and Technical Education Indicators
TED {2015 and Beyond)

Additional
Evaluations

Apply Safeguards to Specific Performance Indexes, as needed:

= Report performance by student group, performance level, subject, and grads;
= Implement interventions focused on specific areas of weak performance;
» Implement interventions based on minimum participation rate targets; and,

= Implement interventions for excessive use of STAAR Modified and STAAR Alternate.

Academic Achievement Distinctions in Reading/ELA and Mathematics

Campuses eamn distinctions for outstanding academic achiewement on
indicators, such as SAT/ACT parficipation/performance, AP/IB participation/
performance, Advanced (Level lil) Performance on STAAR, Advanced/Dual

Enrcdiment Course Completion, and Attendance Rates.




Performance Index Evaluation
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index Score 7610 1 % 15% o
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e Affords multiple views of campus and district performance.

* Provides for multiple opportunities for successful
performance.

 Looks at performance across 4 Indexes.

e Campuses and Districts will be assigned to performance
groups on each index.

e Each Index may have 4 performance groups.

e Evaluate based on index score points.
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Index 1: Student Achievement

Indicator:

Satisfactory Academic Performance — Percent Met Phase in | Level |l

Measures:
e All Students
e All Subjects

01
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Index 1: Student Achievement

e Satisfactory Academic
Performance (pPhase In 1)




Campus and District Accountability



2013 Accountability Campus and District

State of Texas Assessments of Academic Readiness (STAAR™) End-of-Course (EOC)
Phase-in, Minimum, and Final Recommended Level Il and Level Ill Performance Standards

Final Fireal Fimal
Phase-in 1 | Phasa-in 1 Recommended | Recommended Phase-in Recommended
ASSessment P el v LY Lewsl 11 I i Lyl Lesed L] 100 Leweal 11
English | Reading 1936 L0000 [ P 2304
':*EI sh Il Reading 154 2000 [T 2318
r-.nEhsh Il Readin 1932 2000 1135 2356
Emglish I 'Writin 1921 2000 M/ 2478
I:“E o I Writin 1928 L0000 i P Jald
English 1 Writing 1949 2000 2155 23000
A EEL‘."E | 1K 7] A000 it A333
.ﬁ.IEebra 1l iH5d 000 JlED 4411
Geometry 1HEE A000 it 43497
Blodogy IHbE A000 i P 4576
Chemistry 1HAE 4000 i s 4l
Physics JR48 4000 M/ A T\Vj/\v
World Geography 1874 4000 M \
World History {822 4000 NRTTT
LS. History 1860 4000 M/A N\ Updated
February 11,

o

Index 1
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2013 Accountability Campus and District

State of Texas Assessments of Academic Readiness (STAAR™) 3—8
Phase-in and Final Recommended Level Il and Level lll Performance Standards

) Final Final
Assessment Phase-lm 1 Recommended Recommended
Levelll Lewel 1l Level 111

Grade 3 English Mathematics 1392 1529 1615
Grade 4 English Mathematics 1471 1599 1677
Grade 5 English Mathematics 1489 1627 1710
Grade 6 Mathematics 1509 1658 1762
Grade 7 Mathematics 1551 1678 1798
Grade 8 Mathematics 1583 1700 1863
Grade 3 English Reading 1331 1468 1555
Grade 4 English Reading 1422 1550 1633
Grade 5 English Reading 1458 1582 1667
Grade 6 Reading 1504 1629 1718
Grade 7 Reading 1556 1674 1753
Grade 8 Reading 1575 1700 1783
Grade 4 English Writing 3500 4000 4612
Grade 7 Writing 3500 4000 4602
Grade 5 English Science 3500 4000 4402
Grade B Science 3500 4000 4406
Grade 8 Social Studies 4000 4268

) Final Final

Assessment Pr::i:':: 1 Recommended Recommended
Level Il Level 11l

Grade 3 Spanish Mathematics 1392 1529 1615
Grade 4 Spanish Mathematics 1471 1599 1677
Grade 5 Spanish Mathematics 1489 1627 1710
Grade 3 Spanish Reading 1304 1444 1532
Grade 4 Spanish Reading 1398 1539 1636
Grade 5 Spanish Reading 1447 1582 1701
Grade 4 Spanish Writing 3500 4000 4543
Grade 5 Spanish Science 3500 4000 4402

ducation Agency
Student Assessment Division

vﬁ“‘_ I d 1 January 2013
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Phase In Standards for Students



Phase In Level Il Standards
Impact on Students

Level I1* Phase-in for All STAAR Assessments

| Phase Inl I Final Recommended
Cohort !2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014 2014-2015 ! 2015-2016  2016-2017 2017-2018
GradgeSor Grade 10 Gradell
1 : below Geometry  Algebrall GRANDFATHER CLAUSE TEC §101.7:
Algebral STAAR EOC Phase-in Standards will
1 N :
| Grade 8 Grade S or Grade 10 Grade11 be on a student-by- student basis
2 ; Mathematics below Geometry  Algebrall by content area. TEC §101.7
Algebral ]
;Erade? Grade 8 Grade S or Grade 10 ; Grade 11
3 ; Mathematics Mathematics below Geometry | Algebrall
i Algebral I
| Grade 6 Grade7 Grade & Grade 9 or | Grade 10 Grade 11
4 | Mathematics Mathematics = Mathematics below | Geometry Algebrall
| Algebral ,
| Grade5 Grade 6 Grade7 Grade 8 | Grade 9 or Grade 10 Grade1l
3 | Mathematics Mathematics ' Mathematics Mathematics | below Geometry Algebrall
I | Algebral
" | Grade 4 Grade 5 Grade 6 Grade7 | Grade 8 Grade 9 Grade 10
I Mathematics Mathematics Mathematics Mathematics | Mathematics Algebral Geometry
- :Erade?a Grade 4 Grade5 Grade & : Grade7 Grade 8 Grade 9

*The level Il phase-in examples used above will be applied to all STAAR assessments.

¥
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Phase In Level Ill Standards
Impact on Students

Level [11¥# Phase-in for STAAR Algebra Il, English 11l Reading and English 1l Writing
Cohort |2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014 2014-2015 | 2015-2016  2016-2017 2017-2018
' Grade Sor Grade10  Gradell
1 | below Geometry  Algebrall GRANDFATHER CLAUSE:
| Aleebral STAAR EOC phase-in performance
| - standards will be on a student-by-
| Grade8 G Grade10 Gradell student basis by content area.
2 Mathematics | Below Geometry  Algebrall
' Algebral
: Grade 7 Grade B Grade G or Grade 10 Grade 11
3 | Mathematics Mathematics below Geometry  Algebrall
. Algebral
;Gradeﬁ Grade7 Grade 8 Grade 9 or Grade 10 Grade 11
4 | Mathematics Mathematics | Mathematics | below Geometry Algebrall
Algebral

** The Level lll phase in example used above will be applied only to Algebra I, English Il reading and English Il writing.
There is no phase-in of Level Ill for the other STAAR assessments.

Y
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STATE OF TEXAS ASSESSMENTS OF ACADEMIC READINESS
Phase-In Summary Report
STATEWIDE MATHEM&TIES Raport Date:  Spring 2042

Dabe of Testing: Spring 2042
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Index 1: Student Achievement
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Campus A Campus B Campus C Campus D

Sample ISD Campus Results

M Index 1: Student Achievement

Each percent of students meeting the final level Il performance standard contributes one point to the index. Index score
ranges from 0-100.

One
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Measures of
Index 1: Student Achievement

Example for campuses that test in four subjects: Gr. K-5

% Met Index
R M W S SS Total |Phase-in .
Points
Level Il
Students
Met Phase- 50 + 38 + 19 10 0 = 117
in Level Il 41% a1
Students | 100 4+ 100 + 42 40 0 = 282
Tested
—
Index Score 413
Example for campuses that test in three subjects: Gr. K-4
% Met Index
R M W S SS Total |Phase-in .
Points
Level Il
Students
Met Phase- 50 + 38 + 19 0 0 = 107
in Level Il 24% a4
Students | 160 4+ 100 + 42 0 0 = 242
Tested
Index Score 44

$h.
.
~Region One
shimalinm Senwdieraley

Total Index Points = Percent of Students who
met Level Il Standard

e Each percent contributes 1 point to
the index.

. Index scores reflect student
performance at the final

recommended standard.

e Campuses and districts may not be
distributed evenly across the index.

* Index will change over time.

*  May grow slowly as higher level
EOC’s are included.

©2013, Region One Education Service Center



Example: Index 1 Score

Index 1

Highest
Performance

Index Score
76 to 100

Index Score
51to 75

Index 1:

Recommended 2013 Target = 50%

Index Score
26 to 50

41

Lowest
Performance
Index Score
Oto 25

¥
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Index 2: Student Progress

Indicator:
Student Progress to Satisfactory or Advanced Performance Levels

Measures:

e All Students

e Students with Disabilities

 English Language Learners-ELLs

e Each Race and Ethnicity

* Progress to Satisfactory Performance
* Progress to Advanced Performance

R%%giun()ne ATAC Technical Description November 30, 2012
=
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Index 2: Methodology

Value/Transition Table

High Advanced

Low Advanced

High Satisfactory

Mid Satisfactory

Low Satisfactory x

High Unsatisfactory

Level |

?g‘
shicalinim SepudveCraley

Low Unsatisfactory

ATAC Technical Description February 11, 2013



Index 2: Student Progress

e Satisfactory Academic
Level I I Performance
Felnon

e Unsatisfactory Academic
Performance

Level |



Example: Value/Transition Table

Slightly
Improved
Maintained
Slightly
Regressed
Maintained Slightly Slightly Improved Improved Significantly Significantly
improved improved improved improved



Measures of

Index 2: Student Progress

Example for districts and campuses

. African | Amer. . .. | Pacific . Two or Special | Total | Max.
Indiicator Al Amer. | Indian Asian - Hispanic Islander White More ELL Ed. | Ponts | Points
o A Readng | 49% | 36% 60% | 43% 58% | 40% | 35% | 56% | 377 | 800
o AR Mathornatics | 45% | 31% 65% | 48% 52% | 45% | 30% | 50% | 366 | 800
e andarg | 36% 30% 40% 28% 134 | 400
STAAR Science EQOC % s % % % % s % % % % s
% Met Growth Standard
STAAR Soc. Stu. EOC % * % * * * % * % * * *
% Met Growth Standard
Total 877 | 2000

~
Index Score (total points divided by maximum points) 44

Number of indicators may vary. Each indicator contributes 0-100 points to the index. Final index score is the total points
ivided by maximum points.




Example: Index 2 Score

Index 1 Index 3 Index 4

Highest
Performance
Index Score
76 to 100

Index Score L
51 to 75 Index 2: Accountability Target TBD

Index Score
26 to 50 41 44

Lowest
Performance
Index Score
Oto 25

W on
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Index 3: Closing Performance Gaps

Indicators:

Satisfactory Academic Performance - Percent Met Phase In | Level II
Advanced Academic Performance - Percent Met Level IlI

Measures:
e All Economically Disadvantaged students

e Lowest two performing Race/Ethnic Groups from prior year

ATAC Technical Description February 11, 2013



Index 3: Closing Performance Gaps

e Advanced Academic
Performance (Final Recommended)

Level ||

e Satisfactory Academic
Performance (Phase In )

Level Il




Index 3: Closing Performance Gaps

Updated
February 11, 2013 Final Level Il

Level Il

Performance Qi Gap Il Group
* Grades 3-8 and
EOC

Gap Il Group -
» Grades 3-8 and All SUbJETCtS
EOC * Economically
« All Subiects Disadvantaged
J ' * Lowest 2
L | || * Economically performing
SV = | Disadvantaged :
e Lowest 2 Race/Ethnic
Performing Groups
Race/ Ethnic 2 points credit for each
Groups percentage of students

1 point for each
percentage of students Not evaluated in 2013

ATAC Technical Description February 11, 2013



Measures of
glex 3: Closing Performance Gaps

4ble 1: Example calculations to determine index points for reading performance shown in Ta

Iy

grega"e STAAR Weighted : Lowest Performing | Lowest Performing .
PE® cal erformance Rate | Eeonomicaly -\ "o Ethnic | Race/Ethnic | 02 Maximurm
: Disadvantaged Points Points
crudent or Reading Group - 1 Group - 2
group® 7/
Number of Tests 80 40 20
Performance Results:
Phase-in Level || 40 20 0
Eg:‘ggﬁ{ 50% 50% 0% %
Fnallowlll 40 0 20
Percent 50% 0% 100% A
Weighted Results: 50 50 0 7
Phase-in Level Il
(one point credit) (50% x 1) (50% x 1) (0% x 1) %
Final Level Il 100 0 200 y
o (50% x 2) (0% x 2) (100% x 2) /,r/*‘
2
reading Weighted 150 50 200 400 600

Indicators may vary. Indicators are weighted. Each indicator contributes 0-200 points to the index for each student
groups that meets minimum size.. The final index score is total points divided by maximum points and ranges from 0-100
for all districts and campuses.

ion One
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Measures of

Index 3: Closing Performance Gaps

Table 2: Example calculations to determine overall points for Index 3
TAAR Weighted Economically Lowest Performing Lowest Performing Total Maximum
) Race/Ethnic Race/Ethnic . :
erformance Rate | Disadvantaged Points Points
Group - 1 Group - 2
et g;gawgggﬁg 150 50 200 400 600
&
of all
jects atics Weighted
sub) Fﬁ;‘aﬂm Rate 125 100 90 315 600
Writing Weighted
Performance Rate 80 90 125 295 600
Science Weighted
Performance Rate 120 40 90 230 600
Social Studies Weighted
Performance Rate S0 40 80 170 600
Total 1430 3000
e ——
Index Score (total points divided by maximum points) ( 48 \

n Qne
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Example: Index 3 Score

Index 1 Index 2 _ Index 4

Highest
Performance
Index Score
76 to 100

Index Score
51to 75

Index 3: Recommended 2013 Accountability Target = 50%

Index Score
26 to 50 41 47 48

Lowest
Performance
Index Score
Oto 25

L
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Index 4: Postsecondary Readiness

Indicators:

Satisfactory Academic Performance-Percent Met Final Level Il (Not evaluated in 2013)
Graduation Rate

Diplomas: Percent Met RHSP/AHSP (DAP)
Career Technical Education (8o 2015 and beyond)

Measures:

All Students (1)

Each Race/Ethnicity (7)

*Students with Disabilities

*English Language Learners — ELLs

Final Recommended Level Il Performance Standard
Four or Five Year Graduation Rate or Annual Dropout Rate 9-12 (if no graduation rate)

e Percent of RHSP and AHSP (DAP) Diplomas

*Only applies to Graduation Rate or Dropout Rate

n Qne ATAC Technical Description February 11, 2013
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Index 4: Postsecondary Readiness

e Satisfactory Academic
Level I I Performance (FINAL Recommended)

%n% AAAAAAAAA ical Description February 11 ,2013
sl Sepsive Ceafer



2013 Accountability Campus and District

State of Texas Assessments of Academic Readiness (STAAR™) End-of-Course [EOC])
Phase-in, Minimum, and Final Recommended Level Il and Level Il Performance Standards

Flnal M
Phase-in 1 | Phase-in 1 | Phase-in 2 Phase-in 2 | Recommended § Recommended Phase-in Recommended
Assassment el el e Lewel 11 Pl il P inn Lewel Il i inurm Lewel i Lewal Il Leval I
Engl ih | Readin 1813 1875 1847 195400 1936 L0000 i P 2304
EﬂEll‘ih Il Reading 1806 1875 1830 195400 1949 2000 My 2328
EI'|E|I5h Il Headin 108 1875 184t 14950 LT E L0000 4135 2356
Engllsh 1 'Winting 1798 1875 1872 195400 1921 2000 My 2476
EﬂshSh 11 Wil 1807 1875 1 i 1592 L0000 it Al
ﬂlliﬂ 1l Wit 1808 1875 1 1594 LU0 153 2300
Ngehra | 3371 A500 IR 000 i s 4333
AIEEhra Il 3350 3500 RS A0 4l ddll
Geometny A3b2 3500 JHEE A000 My 4397
Blodogy 3367 3500 IHEBE A0 i P 4576
Chemri‘tr‘,.' 3348 3500 JHAB 000 My a6l
Physics EES T 2500 JHAE A0 it d444
World Geography 3383 3500 LS. 0 ] U000 i P qdldg
World History 336 3500 IR A0 i P 4634
L5 Histo Al JHEY A0 e L A
Updated
February 11, Index 4
2013
2014

ign Qne ATAC Technical Description February 11, 2013
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High School Graduation

Graduation Rate Annual Dropout Rate

Graduates Number of students who dropped out during the year.

. .. i hool r
Graduates + Continuers + GED recipients + Dropouts Number of students enrolled during the school yea

e 4 or5 year Graduation Rate e Campuses and Districts with
e For campuses with Grades 9-12 students in Grades 9, 10, 11 or 12
with a Graduation Rate with no Graduation Rate (MS or

unigue campus type)

%nm ©2013, Region One Education Service Center
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BIISIINER

DAP - 26 credits (4x4) RHSP - 26 credits (4x4) MHSP - 22 credits

ELA—4 credits

Math — 4 credits

Science— 4 credits

Social Studies — 4 credits
Physical Education-1 credit
Speech-1/2 credit

Fine Arts-1 credit

Electives- 4 % credit

Languages other than English-3

credits
4 Advanced Measures

Advanced Academic
Performance:
*Algebrall
*English 11l Reading
*English Il Writing

15 STAAR EOC assessments
required

n Qne

Ishwalinm SeuiveUeatey

ELA—4 credits

Math — 4 credits

Science— 4 credits

Social Studies — 4 credits
Physical Education-1 credit
Speech-1/2 credit

Fine Arts-1 credit

Electives-5 % credits

Languages other than English-2

credits
N/A

Satisfactory Academic
Performance:
*Algebrall
*English 11l Reading
*English Il Writing

15 STAAR EOC assessments
required

ELA—4 credits

Math — 3 credits

Science— 2 credits

Social Studies —3 credits
Physical Education-1 credit
Speech-1/2 credit

Fine Arts-1 credit
Electives-6 ¥; credits

Academic Elective-1 credit

N/A

The cumulative score requirement
is based on the number of courses
taken for which an EOC
assessment exists

Asfew as 11 STAAREOC
assessments required

Number of Graduates with
codes for RHSP & AHSP (DAP)

Number of Graduates



Measures of

Index 4: Postsecondary Readiness

Example for districts and campuses with a graduation rate

— . African | Amer. : : - | Pacific : Two or Special Total Max.

- Indicator Al Amer. | Indian Asian | Hispanic Islander White More ELL Ed. Points | Points
2 4-year 84.3%|78.8% 78.8% 91.6%|86.0% | 44.2% | 69.8% | 533.5 | 700
-l(_-c' graduation rate =0 y o/ ' o /0 e/ '

- -— 5 """""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""" CTTTTTITTTITT
'g araduation rate | 85+1%78.8% 80.0% 92.1%|84.0% | 48.9% | 77.5% | 546.4 | 700
G 77

RHSP/AHSP 82.7%|76.4% 83.6% 83.0% / / 325.7 | 400
_ A

Graduation Total 872.1 | 1100

Graduation Score (graduation total points divided by maximum points) 79

— 2014 and beyond: :7 ?
STAAR % Mst 29% | 16% 40% | 23% 38% | 36% 182 | 600
Final Level Il on ° ° ’ ’ ’ / ///
s a

One or More Tests

STAAR Score (STAAR total points divided by maximum points) 30

- Index Score (average of Graduation Score and STAAR Score: 79 +30 /2 =55) GS)

n Qne ATAC Technical Description February 11, 2013

Ishwalinm SeuiveUeatey

Final Level Il
Performance
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Measures of

Index 4: Postsecondary Readiness

Example for districts and campuses with Gr. 9-12 but no graduation rate

. African | Amer. : .| Pacific : Two or Special Total Max.
Indiicator A Amer. | Indian | AN |Hispanic) g nder | WHE 1 pore | ELE Ed. Points | Points
Grade 9-12 Annual 76 61 69 89 87 53 68 503 700
Dropout Rate (2.4%)((3.9%) (3.1%) (1.1%)((1.3%)| (4.7%) | (3.2%)

Graduation Score (dropout rate total points divided by maximum points) 72

Final Level Il on

2014 and beyond: V V
———— 29% | 16% 40% | 23% 38% | 36% A / 182 | 600
A

One or More Tests !{
STAAR Score (STAAR total points divided by maximum points) 30
Index Score (average of Graduation Score and STAAR Score: 72+30/2=51) 51

Example for elementary and middle/junior high schools

. African  |Amencan : . . Pacific : Two or Total Max.
Indicator Al American| Indian Asian | Hispanic Islander White Mare Points | Points
2014 and beyond:
el 29% | 16% 40% | 23% 38% | 36% | 182 | 600
One or More Tests
Index Score (total points divided by maximum points) 30

n Qne
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Example: Index 4 Score

Index 1

Index 2

Index 3

Highest
Performance

Index Score
76 to 100

Index 4: Recommended 2013 Accountability Target = 75%

Index Score
51to 75

55

Index Score
26 to 50

41

47

48

Lowest
Performance
Index Score
Oto 25

@g‘mﬂm
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Impact on Special Populations

Student Group Index 1 Index 2 Index 3 ' Index 4

Special Education
v’ Evaluated as a Student Group for

Graduation
v/ Evaluated as a Student Group for X
Progress

v’ Cap on use of proficient results for System Safeguard
modified and alternate exams

English Language Learners
v’ Evaluated as a Student Group for X
Graduation

v’ Evaluated as a Student Group for X

Progress
v' Assessment Results included in X
index evaluation (2013)

v" Assessment Results included in X
index evaluation (2014)

Economically Disadvantaged
v'Weighted Performance

Lowest Performing Race/Ethnic X
Groups
v'Weighted Performance

Career Technical Education X
v’ Evaluated in 2015 and Beyond.

Migrant If not provided the opportunity to test in a content area (s) prior to a change in phase in standards,

migrant students will be required to meet a higher performance standard.
“Region One
i shmcalivia Srvi el rafes




Proposed Performance Index Framework English Language Learners Results

2013 2014
Years in U.S. Schools
Index 1 Index 1 Index 2
First year of enrollment in U.S. Not Included Not Included Not Included

schools

Second year of enrollment in U.S.

Not Included

English-version

English-version:

English-version:

schools STAAR ELL STAAR ELL STAAR ELL
Development Model Development Development Not Included
Third year of enrollment in U.S. Model Model and
schools Spanish-version: TBD Final Level IlI
Spanish-version: Performance
Fourth year of enrollment in U.S. STAAR Phase In STAAR Growth
schools. Level Il Measure Spanish-version
TBD
Fifth year of enrollment in U.S. STAAR Phase In STAAR Phase In STAAR Growth STAAR Phase In STAAR
schools Level Il Level Il Measure Level Il and Final Final Level Il
Level llI
Immigrants entering in Grade 9 or Not Included Not Included Included based on Included based on Not Included
above year in U.S. schools year in U.S. schools
as shown above for as shown above for
ELL students ELL students
Asylees/Refugees Not Included Not Included Not Included Not Included Not Included
First through Fifth year of enrollment
in U.S. schools.
Sixth year or more of enrollment in STAAR Phase-In STAAR Phase-In STAAR Growth STAAR Level Il STAAR
U.S. schools. Level Il Level Il Measure and Level llI Final Level Il
S ——

$ot.

.

Region One
i shmcalivia Srvi el rafes

ATAC Technical Description: Updated February 11, 2013




State Accountability Ratings: 2013
Satisfactory Academic Performance

Met Standard

Satisfactory

Academic
Performance

Improvement Required

‘%gﬁunm

ChiunSesivesivates ©2013, Re@DDB¢ Regieati e BdecheiveService Center



2013 Accountability

Transition Year: Increase in Rigor

TAKS/STAAR

Phase In 1

Srpdvel eafeg

2013 2014

STAAR

Phase In 2

Index 4: Final Level Il
Performance results included



Proposed 2013
District and Campus Ratings

Met Standard

Satisfactory
Academic

Recommended Option for Transition Year: = [oas
To receive the Met Standard rating, districts and
campuses must meet accountability targets on(one index.

Standard Accountability

Index 1 Index 2 Index 4
50% TBD 50% 75%

AEA Accountability

Index 1 Index 2 Index 4
25% TBD 25% 25%




Proposed Accountability Rating
2014 and Beyond

Example One: Example Two:

Improvement Required Rating Met Standard Rating
4 Options:

Assignment to the lowest performance

group on all four indexes *Options 1: Must meet targets on all four indexes.

*Option 2: Must meet targets on all four indexes or
meet both the index 3 target and the index 3 criteria for
the top 25 % closing the gaps.

*Option 3: Districts must meet the accountability
targets on all four indexes. All campuses must meet
accountability targets on three indexes.

*Secondary- Index 4
*Elementary/MS Index 3

*Option 4: Requires that districts and campuses meet
targets on two of the four indexes: Achievement or
Progress and another based on campus type.

*Secondary- Index 4
*Elementary/MS Index 3

—

[y
i . . .
3 ©2013, Region One Education Service Center
vgégiqm Ong ©2013, Region One Eguca’[ion gervice Center
[ R e




Proposed System Safeguards

Safeguards

Performance Rates:
All Student Groups
Percent of students performing at the phase-in Level Il standard by subject including retests:
Reading, Mathematics, Writing, Science, Social Studies.

Participation Rates:
All student groups
Reading (95%)
Math (95%)

Graduation Rates:
All student groups
4 year (78%)
5 year (83%)

District Caps:
Modified 2% and Alternate 1%
Reading
Math

=Y

System safeguards not met must be addressed in the :
*District or Campus Improvement Plans
* Texas Accountability Intervention System Improvement Plans
*Federal Accountability Improvement Plans

.
ig egion One
walivio Srevdied rafeg




A

2014 and Beyond District and Campus Rating

New
Rating
Labels

Satisfactory Met Standard
Academic

Performance Improvement
2013-2014 Required

Satisfactory Met Standard
Academic

Performance Improvement
2012-2013 Required

%n{)ﬁe ©2013, Region One Education Service Center

ol S e ©2013, Region One Education Service Center

_,[

“Distinguished
Distinction”

“Commended
Distinction”




Comprehensive Distinction Designations

District and

Campus Ratings

§39.202

,1’

Improvement

Required

Met Standard

£ *Met Standard .
with Distinction:
Commended
Index 4

[ *Met Standard |
with Distinction:
Distinguished

Index 4

\ J

Academic

Achievement

(Campus)
§39.203

Reading/ELA

Mathematics

*Science

\

*Social Studies

Top 25%

Other

7

Student Progress
Index 2

n

Closing
Achievement

g Note: Unacceptable Campuses not eligible for distinctions.
ion Ong

=3
Ishwalinim Seowdvel eafer

Gaps
Index 3

Updated
February 11,
2013

*215t Century
Workforce
Development

\

J

Fine Arts
(TBD)

Physical
Education

(TBD)

7~

\

Second Language
Acquisition

(TBD)

\

* Evaluated in 2014



Comprehensive Distinction Designations

Districtand Academic | | |
: ; Top 25% Other
Campus Ratings Achievement P
§39.203 39.203
§39.202 §39.203 '
| . | . | r *215t Century |
Improvement _ Student K
_ — Reading/ELA | Progress —  Workforce
Required Development
y L \ S \ S
[ o £ A £ B
- Closing S A
Met Standard — Mathematics — Achievement — bk
(TBD)
L | Gaps
*Met Standard Physical
—! with Distinction: —  *Science —  Education
Commended (TBD)
*Met Standard LSecond
—! with Distinction: — *Social Studies — ansuage
Distinguished Acquisition
\ J “ J & (TBD) J

.’1’
ﬁgﬁn One * Evaluated in 2014

Ishwalinim Seowdvel eafer



Academic Achievement Distinctions Designation

Determine Campus Comparison Group

Calculate and Compare Campus Performance on Each Indicator to Comparison Groups ]
. AAP on AAP on AAP on Elementary
Attendance Growth on Grade 3 Grade 4 Grade 5 Reading/ELA 4
A t . -
ssessmen Reading )| Writing Math Math 3

Student AAP AAP on AAP on Algebra by Middle
Growth on Grade 8 Grade 7 Grade 8 end of Reading/{ELM
Math 4
Assessment Reading Writing Algebra | Grade 8

Attendance

*PSAT or Plan * %
AP/1B/ Hi
gh School
Student *SAT or ACT ETECR A Dual Reading/ELA 8
Attendance Growth on ELA/Math eading
ELA/Math Enrollment Math 8
Assessment PSAT a
i 117 ELA & Math

[ Identify the top performing campuses statewide for Distinction Designations ]

$
2 * I .
ﬁ;gﬁvn One Includes participation & performance

Vikialium Seevie Ceates **Includes Course Completion, Participation and Performance




District and Campus Distinction Desighations

1. District and campuses that earn a rating of Improvement Required
are not eligible for distinctions.

2. Met Standard: Commended and Distinguished distinctions will be
based on performance in Index 4 and there are no comparison
groups.

3. Campus distinction designations will be based on campus
performance in relation to a campus comparable groups
(40 per group).
v' Campus Type
v' Campus Size
v’ Percent Economically Disadvantaged Students
v’ Percent Limited English Proficient Students
v" Mobility Rate (based on Cumulative Attendance)

<Region One
Itshamcalie

walivio Srevdied rafeg



Proposed State Accountability Excellence Indicator System

‘ Updated: 2/19/2013
= State Accountability: Proposed Performance Index Framework 2013 and Beyond
Index 1: Index 2: Index 3: Index 4:
Student Achievement Student Progress Closing Performance Gaps Paostsecondary Readiness
2013 2014 2013 £2013 & **2014

STAAR Percent Met Phase In Level 11
Standard

STAAR Percent Met Progress to
Satisfactory or Advanced

STAAR Percent Met Phase In Level 1|
Standard

**STAAR Percent MetFinal Recommended Lewel Il Standard
*Diploma Program Percent Met RHSP/AHSP (DAP)

Two or more races
Students with Disabilities
English Language Lesrners

Indicators TAKS Met Standard [2013 anly) Performance STAAR Percent Met Level 111 Final *Graduation Rate [4 2nd 5 yezrior Annual Dropout Rate [3-
Recommended Performance 12)
Career Technical Education [TED in 2015 and beyond)
Grades 3-8 & EOC Grades 4-8 & EQC Grades 3-8 & EOC Grades 3-8 & EQC
®  STAAR (E/3) *  STAAR[E/3) ®  STAAR (E/3) *  STAAR(E/3)
. STAAR Modified . STAAR Modified L ETAAR Maodified . STAAR Modified
SEEEEIIEIE *  STA4R Alternate *  STA%R Alternate *  STAAR Alternate *  STA%R Alternate
. STAAR L . ETAARL L ETAARL . ETAARL
*  TAKS11 (2013 onky) *  TAKS[11) *  TAKS(11)
Grades Grades 3-8 and EOC Grades4-8 and EOC Grades 3-8 and EOC Grades 3-8 and EOC
Rezding Reading Rezding Reading
Mzth Math Math Writing
Subjects Writing Writing [EQC) Writing Math
Science Science Science
Social Studies Social Studies Social Studies
All students— MNons All Students— Mone Economically Disadvantaged Students All Students— Mone
Each Race and Ethnicity 220 [includes Grade 3) Ezch Race/Ethnicity 220
African American 2 Lowest Performing Race/Ethnic groups African American
American Indian [prior year performanca) American Indian
Student Groups Asizn Asizn
and Minimum Hispanic Hispanic
Size Pacific Islander Pacific Islander
White White

Twio or more races
***Students with Diszbilitias
***English Languzsge Learners

Minimum Size

Special Analysis if =< 10

Epecial Analysis if< 10

20

Epecial Analysis if < 10

System
Safeguards

Include Performance Rates
® Report performance by student
group, performance level, subject,
znd grade
Include Particpation Hates
* Readingand Math [353)
Apply District Cap
® Applyalimit on profidentresults for
ETAAR Modified and STAAR Alternats

Include Performance Rates
* Report performance by
student group, performance
level, subject, and grade
Include Farticpation Hates
* Reading and Math [353%)
Apply District Cap
* Apply alimit on proficient
results for STAAR Modified
and STAAR Alternate

Include Performance Rates
* Report performance by student group,
performance level, subject, and grade

Include Partiapation Hates
* Reading and Math [25%)
Apply District Cap
= Apply & limit on profident results for
STAAR Modified and STAAR Alternate

Include Performance Rates

* Report performance by student group, performance
lewel, subject, and grads

Include Farticpation Hates
* Reading and Math [353%)
Apply District Cap
= Apply 2 limit on proficent results for STAAR Modified
and STAAR Alternate
Apply Federal Graduation Rates
* A year [78%)
= Cyear[33%)

Administration

5 & 8§ Primary/Retast
EOQC: First Administration

Retestsfor 5 & S[highest)
EOQLC: July-June 3D [highest)

5 & B Primary/Retast
EOQC: First Administration & Retests

Grades3-B:spring
EQC: First Administration [spring, previous fall and summer)

System Safeguards must be addressed in the District and Compus Improvement Plans. If cumrently under state or federal interventions through TAIS, areas of concern will be incorporated into the improvement efforts.
**%*Cygluated in Index 4 for Groduation Rate or Dropout Rote

~ ion OQne

=
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Working Systemically

Scanning the System

Y

Analyzing the System




Data on Purpose

STAAR Test Design
College Readiness
TEKS Cognitive Complexity
Data Literacy

CSCOPE Curriculum

Content Knowledge
Classroom Management
Instructional Delivery

Assessment Practices

4 N ( A
Professional Teacher
Development Effectiveness
\. y,
Close Improve
Knowledge prov
G Instruction
9 aps ) L )

All students
Hispanic
African American

White

Economically Disadvantaged
Special Education

High Yield Instructional
Strategies

Collaborative Coaching
Formative Assessment



Working Systemically Toward a Common Goal




Campus Leadership Team Using the Working
Systemically Approach

Understanding
the System

!

Analyzing
r the System
Planning Action
, Wearking
— onthe
System

Assessing and Taking Action
Reflecting on and Monitoring
Outcomes Implementation

& o’ B

walivio Seevdied eafer




Systemic Framework

“We have all the data we need. What we are
missing is a systematic process for using that
data to inform and differentiate our
instruction.”

Reeves, D. (2009)




Data on Purpose

// g A
/ € J
/ N
/ p D
'_f'f’ @ /
/ p N
y '
/ Scanning the System
L : J
p D
Analyzing the System
L \ J
\
\
\\

z"
1
2
~Region Que
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Vision

“All students College Ready, College Connected
and College Complete”

“Leading the way to an Early College
Experience.”



CAMPUS MISSION
College for ALL

At , we are committed to providing an environment of academic
excellence where rigorous instruction is delivered in every classroom. As a
result, every student is empowered with the skills necessary to be college
ready and college connected as measured by state and national standards.

We will employ the common instructional framework and diverse systems
of support to ensure that success is the only option for ALL.
Our goal is for every student to earn a viable diploma along with at least

12 college hours and/or the certification(s) necessary to be successful in
the workplace.

Iy

e _\}
~ ign Qneg
Livio Sepa vl et

=
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Team Pre Reflection gign

Campus Rigor Reflection
MAssessing Academic Rigor to Ensure Grade-Level Proficisncy and Collage Readiness

Data [} 1 2 3

O-NOt Ready Data is routinely aocessed and vsed to make decisions.

‘warious types (learning, teaching, leadership and persuasive] and levels of data areanalyzed to
explain patterns, trends and root cause for low performance.

Data collaboration is encouraged and sufficient time izallocated to generate, collect, analyze dats
1-Gett’ng ready for andtake action baszed on findings.

Data is used to make instructional decisions that include differentiated instruction, program

Imp/ementation changes, and curricular adjustme

Data conversations are frequent, shared, and displayed through data walk.

Averoge Score

2-Emerging Carricaium Conerence
Implementation The horizontally and wertically aligned curricula are periodically reviewed and realigned to optimize

student performance and academic challengs
The standards bazed objectives, assignments and 3szessments in most claszes accelerate the
learning to address the expectations for the next grade, college, or the workplace [increazing the

=ge,

. level of cognitive comiplexity)
3' SChOO/ Wlde The curriculz for allsubjects introduce knowledze and skill 3t developmentzlly appropriate grade
levelz and increaze the level of complexity of the knowledze throuzh scaffolding.

Implementation Average Score

Instructional Strategies H d 1
Teachers use an array of questioning technigues to prompt kow, mid and higher level cognitive a n O u t

processing for all students.
Instructional strategies are based on researchand selected to match the content and cognitive
complexity in the standards and to increase student learning.
Teacher support for student learning iz improved through a professional development plan which
has teacher teams lzarning, implementing and evaluating school wide strategiss.

Averoge Score

Assessment in the Classroom

Classroom azzeszments are strongly aligned to the cognitive complexity and topics of the grade level
state standards and when appropriate go beyond grade level standards.
Commeon assessments, which indude high levels of cognitive complexity, are administered across all

grades, subjects or courses and are regularly anatyzed and revised by learning teams. Assessing Academic Rigor
Teachers analyze test results to diagnose student learning, improve assessments and instruction and
modify curriculum, to Ensure Grade-Level

The principal and or professional learning team monitors and recommends revizion to cdassroom

assessmentin all zrades, subject and courses. PFOfiCienCy and CO//Ege
Averoge Seare Readiness

N Southern Regional
Education Board

n Qne

=
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What do we do?

Data 0|1 2 3
| Data is routingly 3ccessed and used to make decisions. X B
Various types (learning, teaching, leadership 3nd persuasive) and levels of data areanalyzed to X
0 explain patterns, trends and root cause for low performance. )
S Dats collaboration & encouraged and sufficent time i 3llocated to generate, collect, analyze data X -IiOI nts
£ and take action based on findings.
5 Dat3 is used to make instructional decisions that include differentiated instruction, program X
“ changes, and curricular adjustments,
Data conversations are frequent, shared, and displayed through data walks. X
B Averoge 5core 1.8
Total Points A 9 Total Points -18
Number of Statements = Average 5 Statements

%nm

=3
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Data Purposeful Collaborative

2012 STAAR - EOC

Level Il Satisfactory & Level Ill Advanced Summary Subject ELA  Curviculum: English | Reading  Language: € Version(sl: STRARSTAARL  Date: 32012
ELA: Writing Demographic Groupls): Al Students
Eaiblsat Ciaati A0 Bourbi iy

State - All Students

100
vtudent will demonstrate an atdity to understand and snabyne literary texts.

an 1o

90

et

80

70

60 55

50 46

40

Perlormance

30

20

10 3 2

Percent of Students Meeting Performance Standard

English I - Writing English Il - Writing English Il - Writing
= Level Il - Satisfactory (Phase-In) = Level lll - Advanced

Comparative (with others: schools, region, state and

— nation)

: - Disaggregated (special populations)
= = - i
= — = Lol Longitudinal (over time)
= = = == C f
= = - = S Descriptive (standards
= === o Descriptive (standards) ]
= = =

S
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Data Literacy ign

Data o] 1| 2 3

Data s routinely accessed and used to make decisions.,

Various types (learning, teaching, leadership and persuzsive) and levels of data areanalyzed to
explain patterns, trends and root cause for low performance.

Data collaboration iz encouraged and sufficient time i allocated to generate, collect, anzlyze data
and take action based on findings.

Data i wsed to make instructional decisions that include differentiated instruction, program
changes, and curricular adjustments,

Data conversations are frequent, shared, and displayed through data walk.

Averoge Score

Handout 1




Curriculum “ESEEEEE Algn -
Co h erence Based HOZONIEAS B

Vertical Proficiency

Readiness and Supporting Standards
TEKS Instructional Implications

TEXAS ESSENTIAL

KNOWLEDGE & SKILLS

ELAR TEKS Figure 19 Grade 6 Grade7 Grade 8

Math Math Math L]

Figure: 19 TAC §110.10(b) - Elementary
Figure: 19 TAC §110.17(b) - Middle School
Figure: 19 TAC §110.30(b) - High School
Figure: 19 TAC §128.30(b) - ESOL I-11 Readiness Readiness Readiness Readiness

TEKS6.4A TEKS7.5B TEKS8.5A TEKSA.8B

Comprehension Skills in r Comprehension Skills in ' wiﬂkhﬂ]m" ‘Comprehension Skills in '
Figure 19 for Grades K-5 Figure 19 for Grades 6-8 19 for Courses Eng. I-IV Figure 19 for ESOL |1l

Supporting Supporting Supporting Supporting
TEKS 6.4B TEKS 7.4C TEKS 8.5B TEKSA.1C
General Characteristics of the Assessed Content Standards
Readiness Standards Supporting Standards
» are essential for success in the * introducedin the current grade
currentgrade or course or course but may be emphasized
= areimportant for preparedness in a subsequentyear

reinforced in the currentgrade or
support college and career course but may be emphasized in

readiness a previous year

play a role in preparing students mpE@)
for the next grade or course but 4 *

address significant content and not a central role Texas Ecyeation Service Center Cumculum Collaborative
concepts

for the next grade or course

necessitate in-depth instruction

address more narrowly defined
contentand concepts

I (TEA. 2010. 0. |-26)

n Qne

=
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Curriculum Coherence igor)

Curriculum Coherence ol 11 213

The horizantally and vertically aligned curriculz are periodically reviewsd and realizned to optimize
stugent performance and academic challengs

The standards based objectives, aszignments and assessments in most classes acoelerate the
learning to 3ddress the expectations for the nest grade, college, or the workplace [increazing the
level of cognitive complexty)

The curriculz for all subjects introduce knowledze and skil at cevelopmentally approprizte grade
evels and increase the level of complexity of the knowledze through scaffolding,
Averoge Score

Handout 1




Instructional gy — ssssnes
St rategies Based Learning Complexity

INNOVATION

e d———Veard———ear—

Monitoring

Proficiency

A

Frame
Quality
Question

Quality :
Questionin

Pathways to Proficiency for All

Design — ~ W Delivery - ~ | Monitoring - |

Focused Robust Learning Feedback as an

Learning Goals Experiences Integral Part of

s |evel of * Engaging Learning Instruction
Understanding Experiences

* Type of Thinking * Relevant Learning

Promote Nurture a ff Strengthe .
Respons Culture for .n Student
e-ability Thinking . Thinking

* Summative

= Formative

Experiences

One

shicalivim SepudveCraler



Instructional Strategies rieon

Instructional Strategies

Teachers s an array of questioning technigues to prompt low, mid and higher level cosnitive
processing for 2l stugents,

Instructional strategies are based on research and selected to matcn the content 3nd cognitive
complestty in the standarcs and o increase student learning.

Teacher support for student learning is improved through 3 professional development plan which
s teacner teams learning, implementing and evaluating scnool wide strategies.

Average Score

Handout 1




Classroom
Assessment

Feedback &

Monitoring

Formative

Assessment

Variety of
Strategies

| Before/During/
- After

Instruction

Measures
Progress

One

Ishwalinim SeuiveUeater

| Standardized

Test

After
Instruction

Measures

| Achievement

Quality
Frequency
Format
Transparent
Collaboration
Feedback

Monitoring

prs—
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/-




Classroom Assessment igor)

Assessment in the Classroom 0 1 5 3

Claszroom assessments are strongly aligned to the cognitive complexity and topics of the grade level
state standards and when appropriate go beyond grade levelstandards.
Commaon 3ssessments, which include high levels of cognitive complexity, are administered across all
grades, subjects or courses and are regularly analyzed and revised by learning fzams.
Teachers analyze test results to dizgnoss student learning, improve assessments and instruction and
mecsclify curriculurm.
The principal and or professional learning team monitors and recommends revision to classroom
aszeszment in all grades, subject and courses.,

Averoge Score

Handout 1




Collaboration

Facilitator

Team Formation
Toward Greater Accountability

Identified
Team
Members

44 PH|

School
Districts
Served

Identified

Team

44 PH

School
Districts
Served

Facilitator

Members

Facilitator

Identified
Team
Members

44 PH

School
Districts
Served

Make Time

for Planning

* Content

# Conterd

« Content

* Program

* Program

o andfor othars a5
needed *

Analyze and

Revise
Support

& Conlent

* Program

* Program

o gnddfor oLhers 25
needed*®

* Content

Area 2
Mrs. Hermelinda Hesbrook
Administrator
Donna Hidalgo RES - [Premier HS} | Laloya Districts Brownsville La=sara Harlingen Edinburg
Edcouch Mercedes Harmony Monte Alto La Feriz McAllen Los Fresnos Point I=abel
LaVilla Progreso IDEA PEIA Zan Perlita Mis=ion Lyford San Benito
Raymondville San Isidro IRRA Rio Hondo Sharyland Rio Grande City Walley View Santa Rosa
Santa Maria So. Texas Mid Walley
Weslaco Raul Yzaguirre

YWanguard

So0.TX Ed. Tech.

Excelbence in

Leade rship Aca demy

Team
Omar Chawvez Debbie Buchanan Ruth Solis Barbara Gonzales Eacilitat Patrida Gandy Gerbie Rodriguez Linda Graves Ewnice Zambrano

Tinz Atkins Ebda Christian Mancy Macas hdargie Barrers Team Barbara Grayson Wirginia Champion Jo Barber Wacanoy Math
Befinda Gorena Juan_'nz ‘Cononado Diana Mo[os Ja-ecasﬁl_b M Mo Connie Guerra Mike Chuca . Marguerite Homey Minerva lbarra
Judy Hollinger Miariz Elens Garzs Perla Roerig Juan Cemillo Taoudd Larsom Mormia McConmmick Fatty Rendon Army hares
Mina Lopez Juanita Lovejoy Kelly VanHee Cynthia Garza Fernando Ross Wicki Rainwater Elaine Sellhom ZekeMartiner
Irma Moneno Kris hACKinney Elizabeth Alvarez Teri MoGinnis My a Vasguer wally Treving welly Soliz Janette Reyes
Twinkle forgan Vacanoy S5 hiargaret Raleigh Wacangy Math Eduardo Garcia Rita Cedille Efren Rodrigeer Michael vanHes
Ben Madas Maria Elena Ovalle Gilis Pener Melisza Lopez David Hemander German Ramas Clawdia Gutiemez Eliie Tomes
Nicole Saenz Jose Martinez Iiana Martinez

One

shmcalivia Sepvi e rates

Evaluate the
Impact

*Content

* Program

= andfor others a5
needed®

lim Hogg
Laredo
Roma
United
Webb
Zapata
Eagle Acad

* Conient
» Content

Emy

Gateway Academy

Sylvia Rios

Lawra Link

haria del Lof
Darlene Wills|
Edna Rodrig

Lee Loper

Rosalinda Oghoa

irdes Soto
ranca

Nancy Escobedo




Collaboration igor

Collaboration 0 |1

All faculty, department and grade-level meetings focus on the improvement of curriculum,
instruction, and assessments, include formal agendas, and support continuous collaboration
throughout the year.

Learning teams or whole faculty study groups use an organizing framework (taxonomy) to produce a
common way of thinking about and common vocabulary for talking about rigor school wide.
Teachers collaboratively analyze and revise assignments and assessments to increase the cognitive
complexity and alignment to standards.

Frequent communication to home and community about school-wide academic progress and
increasing rigor occurs.

Average Score
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St u d e nt Progress &

- College
Achievement Szl &

S u p p O rt Perfg;”;:‘”ce Readiness

] Accelerated

eve Instruction

U Response to
Intervention

DAP - 26 credits | RHSP—26 credits | MHSP - 22 credits

» Satisfactory Academic O Student Success o (e

eve |n |t|atlve ELA -4 credits ELA-4 credits ELA-4 credits
Performa n ce Math - 4 credits Math - 4 credits Math - 3 credits
Science - 4 credits Science— 4 credits Science - 2 credits
D P riori ty fO r Se rvices Social Studies — 4 credits Social Studies — 4 credits Social Studies -3 credits
Physical Education-1 credit  Physical Education-1 credit  Physical Education-1 credit
Speech-1/2 credit Speech-1/2 credit Speech-1/2 credit
\ , D S I O P/EXC_ E LL Fine Arts-1 credit Fine Arts-1 credit Fine Arts-1 credit
. U ns at | Sfa cto Ac a d e m |c Electives- 4 % credit Electives-5 % credits Electives-6 % credits
. . Languages other than Languages other than Academic Elective-1 credit
D D |ffe rentiate d English-3 credits English-2 credits
Performan Ce | t t 4 Advanced Measures N/A N/A
nstruction Advanced Academic Satisfactory Academic The cumulative score
Performance: Performance: requirement is based on the
*Algebralll *Algebrall number of courses taken for
English 11l *English 111 which an EOC assessment
exists

15 STAAREOCassessments 15 STAAREOC assessments ~ Asfew as 11 STAAREOC
o required required assessments required

One
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Student Support i

Student Support

Anetwork of teacher support provides extra help before and after each school day and is required
for some students to attend.

The primary support for students who are performing below basic proficiency on assignments and
assessments is a well-written organized, early warning and intervention system to accelerate
learning.

Average Score
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Effects on the Achievement Level

of an Average Student

System/Classroom Percentile Percentile
Entering Leaving
ighly inefective Teacher 50th | 3rd
Highy Ineffective Teacher 50th |37th
verage Teache 50th |50th
gy Efecive Teacher 50th |63rd
verage Teacher 50th |78th
ighly Efece Teacher 50th | 96th

(Marzano, 2001) @
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Four Key Principles

Assessment

Data on

Purpose

Analysis

Bambrick-Santoyo, P. (2012)



Data on Purpose

A purposeful, collaborative approach to data
collection, and analysis is a key piece of a
holistic approach to teaching and learning.

Leads to
» direct changes in the classroom
» individual student achievement
» systemic-level changes in school culture

White, S. (2007)
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Select the Right Data

Learning Data
Teaching Data
Leadership Data

Persuasive Data

(White, S. 2007)

Comparative (with others: schools, region,
. state and nation)

Longitudinal (over time)
r

Descriptive (standards)
r




Begin with the End in Mind
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Data Analysis Tools

Campus Accountability 2012-2013

Index 1 Index 2 Index 3 Index 4
Student Achievement Progress Closing Postsecondary Readiness
Performance GAPS

Stondard/Performance Floor

Evaluation Measures STAAR AYP AYP Met Progress Gap Gap STAAR Graduation Rate Diplomas
AEIS/AYP/PBMAS Level Il Reading Math TBD Group Il | Group Il Level Il or Annual RHSP & DAP
TBD Target Target TBD TBD TBD Dropout Rate TBD
93% 82% TBD
All Students
Hispanic

African American

White

Asian

Pacific Islander

American Indian

Ecanarmically
Disadvantaged

Special Education

AYPLEP

CTE

Migrant

T@E“’“.Qﬂ* Handout 4 %
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Data Analysis Tool
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STAAR 2012 Mathematics Grade 4
by Reporting Category Reporting (i students)

# of Test Points % of Total Points

1 The s?udlent will demonstrate an understanding of numbers, operations, and 17 359, 6%
quantitative reasoning.

9 The student will demonstrate an understanding of patiems, relationships, and 6 13% 59%
algebraic reasoning.

3 The student will demonstrate an understanding of geometry and spatial reasoning 12 25% 68%

4 The student will demonstrate a n understanding of the concepts and uses of 8 7% 58%
measurement.

5 The student will demonstrate an understanding of probability and statistics. 5 10% 61%

* shaded row indicates mastery below 70%

100+

Performance

ion One

=3
Ishwalinim SeuiveUeater




i

Using the data sources provided, identify the areas of lowest performance for each student group.

btudent Achievement Data Analysis

Reporting Category
All SPED ELL All SPED ELL All SPED ELL All SPED ELL all SPED ELL
Greatest Need Least Need
Student Expectation
All SPED ELL All SPED ELL All SPED ELL All SPED ELL all SPED ELL
Item Analysis (%)
All SPED ELL All SPED ELL All SPED ELL All SPED ELL all SPED ELL

Student Response (s)

3
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STAAR 2012 Mathematics Grade 4
by Student Expectation Reporting i students)

Reporting # of Test % of Total
Category Description Points Points  Mastery
1 The student will demonstrate an understanding of numbers, operations, and quantitative reasoning. 17 35% 64%
2 The student will demonstrate an understanding of patterns, relationships, and algebraic reasoning. 6 13% 59%
E The student will demonstrate an understanding of geometry and spatial reasoning 12 25% 68%
4 The student will demonstrate a n understanding of the concepts and uses of measurement. 8 17% 58%
5 The student will demonstrate an understanding of probability and statistics. 5 10% 61%
100%
80% —
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Student Achievement Data Analysis

Using the data sources provided, identify the areas of lowest performance for each student group.

&
Reporting Category
All SPED ELL All SPED ELL All SPED ELL All SPED ELL All SPED ELL
Student Expectation
All SPED | ELL All SPED ELL All SPED | ELL All SPED ELL All SPED ELL
4.11A 4.06A 4.13A 4.01A 4.10A
(R} () (s) () (R)
4.11C 4.06B 4.02A
() (8) ()
4.04A
(S)
Item Analysis (%)
All SPED | ELL All SPED ELL All SPED | ELL All SPED ELL All SPED ELL
Student Response (s)

Handout5
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Data Analysis Tool
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2012 STAAR Mathematics Grade 4
ltem Analysis-Demographic by (item, SE, or RC)

tem# Reporting Category/Student Expectation All Students
Response # %
Rpt Cat 3 - The student will demonsirate an understanding of geometry and spatial reasoning
1 SE: 4.08C - The student is expected to use essential attributes to define two- and three-dimensional geometric figures (R)

DUAL: 4.16A - The student is expected to make generalizations from pattemns or sets of examples and nonexamples (F)

Caorrect 98 87 a7 a7 74 a6 4 67 17 100 2 81
Incomect 15 13 13 13 12 14 2 33 0 0 5 19
Other i} o i} 1] 4] 1] o i} o o i} o

Rpt Cat 1 - The student will demonstrate an understanding of numbers, operations, and guantitative reasoning.
2 SE: 4.02A - The student is expected to use concrete objects and pictorial models to generate equivalent fractions (S)
DUAL: 4.14D - The student is expected to use tools such as real objects, manipulatives, and technology to solve problems (P)

Caorrect 102 90 91 9 78 9 5 a3 16 a4 25 96
Incomect 1 10 9 9 8 9 1 17 1 6 1
Other 1] 0 1] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1] 0

Rpt Cat 3 - The student will demonsirate an understanding of geometry and spatial reasoning

2 SE: 4.09B - The student is expected to use translations, reflections, and rotations fo verify that two shapes are congruent (R)
Correct 92 81 a3 a3 7 a3 3 50 14 82 2 81
Incomect 21 19 17 17 15 17 3 50 3 18 5 19
Qther 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Rpt Cat 2 - The student will demonstrate an understanding of pattemns, relationships, and algebraic reasoning.
4 SE: 4.07A - The student is expected to describe the relationship between two sets of related data such as ordered pairs in a table. (R)
DUAL: 4 15B - The student is expected to relate informal language to mathematical language and symbaols (P)

Caorrect 88 78 76 76 65 76 3 50 14 82 20 7
Incomect 24 21 23 23 20 23 3 50 3 18 6 23
Other 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

Rpt Cat 1 - The student will demonstrate an understanding of numbers, operations, and guantitative reasoning.
5 SE: 4.01B - The student is expected to use place value to read, write, compare, and order decimals involving tenths and hundredths, including money, using concrete objects and pictorial models

(R)
Cormect 99 88 a8 a8 T4 86 5 83 15 88 23 88
Incomect 14 12 12 12 12 14 1 17 2 12 3 12
Other 1] 1] 1] 0 0 0 ] 0 ] 0 1] 1]

n Qne

=
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Student Achievement Data Analysis

Using the data sources provided, identify the areas of lowest performance for each student group.

Repaorting Category
All SPED ELL All SPED ELL All SPED ELL All SPED ELL All SPED ELL
Student Expectation
All SPED ELL All SPED ELL All SPED ELL All SPED ELL All SPED ELL
4.11A 4.06A 4.13A 4.01A 4.10A
4.11C 4.06B 4.04E
Item Analysis (%)
All SPED ELL All SPED ELL All SPED ELL All SPED ELL All SPED ELL
4.11A 4.08A 4.13A 4.01A 4.10A
51% 55% 73% 55% 61%
36% 4.068 52% 4.04E 74%
68% 55% 67% 43%
46% 32%
4.11C
53%

Student Response (s)

i
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2012 STAAR Mathematics Grade 4
ltem Analysis by Reporting Category

=3
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ﬁ;][ Cat 4 - The siudent wil demonsoate an l.II'IIEfEEH{I"'Ig of the lxmﬂE'FﬂS and uses of measuremeant.
5E: 4.11A - The student |s expecied to esimate and use measwremeant tools to determine length (Including perimeter), area, capacity and weightmass using standard unlis 31 {metric) and
17 | customary ()
DUAL: 4,140 - The student Is expected to ws== ipols such as real objects, manlpulaiives, and technolkogy to salve problems ()
Comect =3 51
Incamecs =5 49
Other ] ]
= ent wil demonsTate an l.II'IIHI'EEHﬂ"'Ig of the MCE-FITS and us2s of maasuremant.
21 SE: 4118 - The stulgnt Is EIFIEC’.Ej b perform slr'lp & onverslons between differsnt unis D”E'r';'u'l. oetwesn dfferent units CI'C-EF'EC"}' and betwaen diferent units of 'A'E|§ it within the CLIEl.EIf"I!F!r
measurement 5-'!'5[9 (=]
SR a1 B |
Incomect T
Other 0 | 0
HII[ Cat4 - The student wil demonsirate an I.II'IHEEHHH'IQ of thea WWE-F'TE- and usss of measuremeant
L 114 - The student |5 é:‘FIEC-'.Ej to esfimate and use maasuwremant iools io detemine E‘"'-;TI [inciuding penmeiar), area, C&:-!CIT" aind W gr'. MaEs UsING standard unis 21 {metric) and
24 | customary (R)
DUAL: 4 14C - The sudent I expected to selact or develop an EEFIT-:IFIFEI'P Flr-:ltl i2m-e0iWing plan or s‘.ratag}'. nciud ng ljra'.'ﬂ"-; A picture, ook ng fara FG'.'.ET. S}E|ET3IE-;UES$ ng and check! ng,
aciing It o, 'I"GH"-; 3 able, wWo 'Iclr; 3 simpier progiem, oF workl ng backwards o saive a prodlem [P)
Comect 41 35
Incamecs T £3
Other 1 1
n Ong

-



ltem Analysis-Reporting Category

REPORTING o B Er——
CATEGDRY 2 nEEDanEE SCIENCE CONCEPT/EEY UNDERSTANDING Foir repoirting
cat=gary
2 55 T3
k=] 445 S5B.2H
16 85 548
ia 36 442G
21k 36 AC2GE
1 24 &3 E 54.0
31 53 4B
33 37 aD
34 a7 2
35 3 ac
51 O 54
= 57 B
a 58 BE
R 45 &H
Z1 29 BB
= ao BFZG
2 =7 52 B 5'4-- 1
=7 58 B
a1 56 [FE
&5 41 &C2H
<7 (- § 8F.2G
= a5 BE
b | az TE
r a7 BB 2G
1o 52 BC.2G
i3 T2 T8
28 31 D24
3 30 35 3B 5946
38 a8 TEZH
338 45 TE
Ti] 79 74
49 a7 FC2G
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Level
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Accelerated Instruction

e Advanced
Academic
Performance

e Satisfactory
Academic
Performance

e Unsatisfactory
Academic
Performance

*have a high likelihood of success in next grade
or course with little or no academic
intervention.

°may need short-term, targeted academic
intervention.

eare unlikely to succeed in next grade or course
without significant, ongoing academic intervention




MMathematics

- Mathematics

AE LEP SPED | ECO-DIS | RAW SCORE MAX (48) MIE LEF SPED | ECO-DIS | RAW SCORE MAX (48)
™ ™ a4 b b 4 32
™ 44 32
K 43 s 3z
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o o 43 Campuses assig 31
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™ o a3 Structure for Rating System ad 31
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RR x x 40 g ) 30
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Planning for Learning

CNA Areas of Focus




Data Sources

Comprehensive Needs Assessment (CNA)

v" Student Achievement

e Demographics

« School Culture and Climate

o Staff Quality, Recruitment and Retention
e Curriculum, Instruction, and Assessment
e Family and Community Involvement

« School Organization

e Technology

TEA (2009)




Focus Area

SE by Critical Are=a

Instructional Meeds

Resource Needs

Impact/Chanse

Math Grade
4

Student
Expectation

4.11B

Supporting
Standard

Dual Coded

Content Knowledze
Understanding the TEKS
ELPS

Lewelof Rigar
Curriculurn Desizn

Alizned Curriculu
Yiable Curriculum
Soops and Bsgusncs
% E Mooe
Implementation
Instructionz| Delvery

d Instructiona

Il
T
]
T

Hand: on Efratsgiss
S10OP

Differentiated Instruction
azsesoment Practices

O Test Design/Blusprint
O Quality Collaborative
O Formative Assessment

Classroom Mansgement
Proczdures
Instructional time
Discipline

Materizls
Environment [spacs

Structure

O Flexible Scheduling

O Emvironment/settine
Resource Allocation
Time

O Instructional Time

O Planning Time
Materials

O Eguipment

O Tools

O Textbooks

O Manipulatives
Technology

O Instructiona

O Productivity
Professional Development

O Di3ta Litsracy

O Curriculum Design

O Instructional Delivery

staffing

O Highly Qualified
Experisnoe

# of Preparations

Other

i,
-

3
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Comprehensive Needs Assessment

Focus Areas

Campus CMA Focus Tool Curriculum

e il

sizum Lpegemamis et B - czaiieg mmemiyomzelm=l

| mazeme nwese vy mrgrToep lemlnemo emzzn tmeeiog me -izen emroetm eed guzzoed mroTm Taereemn ol lmernet somioeeg seemaoeg lrzlnomn

5E by Critical Ares Instructional Mesds Resource Mesds Impact/Changs

content Knowledze Structure

Understanding the TEKS O Flexible
ELPE O Environ
Lzvelof Rigar
Curriculum Design Resource allocation

igned Curriculum Time

Wiable Curriculum O Instructional Time TET RIS T

Sooos and Sequsnce = Flanning Tims Al EEET I ERIET s el Al seD [EL [ Al 5ED

5 E Mode Materials 4.11A 4,064 4134 4.01A 4.10A
Implementation O Equipment 51% 55% 73% 55% 61%
Instructional Delivery O Took 36% 4.068 52% 4.04 4%

O Highvield Instructiona O Textbooks 68% 5% 67% 43%
stra O Manipulatives 16% 3%

O Hands Technology 411C

o QR O Instructiona 53%

O Productivity L =

Assessment Practices Professional Development

- O Data Literacy
o O Curriculum D
= O Instructiona

Asszssmants O Asseszment
T Formatve dszsssment

Classroom Manzgement staffing
Procsdures

. . Highly Qualfisd
Instructional time

Expariznos
= of Preparations

Other I

wtegion One Handout 8 %
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Assessment

"y

Key Principles of Data on Purpose

)

1. What
B

a

Key Principles of Data on Purpose

of need.

napp

and why?

2.  Examine
various
levelsof
data.

3. Compare
testresults
to actual
exam.

4. Lookfor
separators.

accountabie for reviewing
‘plans, cbserving cassroom
¥ and

provicing effectve
Teeciack.

2 7T Tmpci/change
1. Quality
Interim
Assessment
Quality T oot Keniant
2. Assessed Frequency
Curriculum
Format T Gurricom Samed
assessment
3 STAAR Transparent
Blueprint Collaboration
T Caw Benchenark
Feedback
Monitoring
T s Asemmant
‘:—-’
Key Principles of Data on Purpose
—
Data on Purpase Ratinake
Principle 3. Actian
Teach effectively students most need o learn.
Critical Consderations Key Principies Current Campus Policy Practice impact /Change
Adtion
T Teachers plan rew kisens
Use new eollaboratively 19 develop
strategies. maw stratagies based on
trategies. Moot analysi
Developa Quality T Teacher acton plars are
aaie implemertsd in 3 variery of
timeline of ings. s dass, small
corrective Frequency group, tutorials,)
action.
Format O Teachers wa formative:
asseIsMEnt minute by
Monitor minute and day by day 1o
relrults Transparent erure that progress
= mace between interim
Collaboration HaseIamant
Feedback O Instruconal acers are

T Stucents know the end goal
andare particpants in the
data driven process.

—

oy

Current Campus Polcy/Practice

Quality
Frequency
Format
Transparent
Collaboration
Feedback

Monitoring

D Teachersanalyze data
fachtated by effective
ieagesstin

D Aralysis s conducted with
Bestin Rane

Deeparalss §
conducted 1o determine
sl tacers.

Culture

Handout3 p.2

Key Principles of Data on Purpose

Make time
forda

Data on Purpose Rationale
Principle 4: Culture

in which data driv

can be sustained.

Critical Consi

Key Principles

Current Campass Policy/Practics

impact/change

Quality
Frequency
Format
Transparent
Collaboration
Feedback

Maonitoring

Culture:

T Make time for ca analysis
atter eachinterim
assessment and maintain
foous on the process.

o
i

introduces staff members to
data driven instruction o
ensure tat interim
Biessments define rigor
andteachers can modify
instruction based on what
STUsents lerned. (create
buy in}

T Davelop 3 calngar that
provides time to create
assessments, analyze dats,

the data driven instructional
pisn.

T Buld by borrowing best
practice ideas from teachers
and schools.




Create an
action
plan.

Use new
strategies.

Develop a
timeline of
corrective
action.

Monitor
results.

Key Principles of Data on Purpose

Assessment Analysis

Data on
Purpose

Culture Action

Dataon Purpose Rationale
Principle 3: Action

Teach effectively students most need to learm.

Critical Considerations

Key Principles

Current Campus Policy/Practice

Impact /Change

Quality
Frequency
Format
Transparent
Collaboration
Feedback

Monitoring

Action

O

Teachers plan new lessons
collaboratively to develop
new strategies bazed on
effective aralysis.

Teacher action plans are
implemented in a variety of
settings. [whole clazs, small
group, tutorialks, )

Teachers use formative
azzessment minute by
minute and day by day to
ensure that progress is
made between interim
FsTESIMENLs.

Instructional leaders are
acoountable for reviewing
plans, observing classroom
implementation, and
providing effective
feedback.

Students know the end goal
and are participants in the
data driven process.

Handout3 p.3
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Contact (s)
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