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Index 1: Student Achievement provides an overview of student performance 
based on satisfactory student achievement across all subjects for all students.

ÁSubjects:  Combined over Reading, Mathematics, Writing, Science, and  Social Studies.

ÁStudent Groups: All Students and all versions of the test

ÁPerformance Standards: Phase-in 1 Level II

Index 1: Student Achievement
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Index 2: Student Progress

Index 2: Student Progress focuses on actual student growth independent of overall achievement 
levels for each race/ethnicity student group, students with disabilities, and English language learners.

ÁBy Subject Area:  Reading and Mathematics for available grades.

ÁCredit based on weighted performance:
Á One point credit given for each percentage of students at the Met growth expectations level.
Á Two point credit given for each percentage of students at the Exceeded growth expectations level.



Index 2 -Student Progress
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Index 3: Closing Performance Gaps

ÁCredit based on weighted performance:

Á One point for each percent of students at the Level II - Satisfactory performance standard.

Á Two points for each percent of students at the Level III - Advanced performance standard. 

ÁBy Subject Area:  Reading, Mathematics, Writing, Science, and Social Studies.

ÁStudent Groups

Á Socioeconomic:  Economically Disadvantaged

Á Lowest Performing Race/Ethnicity:  Up to two of the lowest performing race/ethnicity student 
groups on the campus or district (based on prior-year assessment results). 

Index 3: Closing Performance Gaps emphasizes advanced academic achievement of economically 
disadvantaged students and up to the two lowest performing race/ethnicity student groups.
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Index 4: Postsecondary Readiness

Index 4:  Postsecondary Readiness emphasizes the importance for students to receive a high school diploma that provides them 
with the foundation necessary for success in college, the workforce, job training programs, or the military; and the role of 
elementary and middle schools in preparing students for high school.  Postsecondary Readiness calculates all the following for the 
All Student group and all students grouped by race/ethnicity, ELL status and special education status.

Á STAAR Score:  STAAR Percent Met Final Level II on two or more tests (unless only one taken)
Á Graduation Score ςCombined performance across the graduation and dropout rates for:

Grade 9-12 Four or Five Year Graduation Rate
whichever contributes the higher number of points to the Index.

Á Graduation Plan Score ςBased on a cohort of students. Two percentages are calculated:
The percentage of students graduating under the RHSP or the DAP
The percentage of students graduating under either the RHSP/DAP or the FHSP-E or the DLA
whichever contributes the higher number of points to the Index.

Á Postsecondary Readiness Component ςCollege and Career Ready Graduates
1.  Meet TSI Criteria in both ELA and math on the TSI, SAT or ACT; or
2.  Complete and receive credit for at least TWO advanced/dual enrollment courses; or
3.  Enroll in a CTE Coherent Sequence of courses as part of a four-year plan of study to take two or more CTE course for 
three or more credits



Index 4 ïPostsecondary Readiness
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System Safeguards

Apply Safeguards to Specific Performance Indexes:

ÁReporting system will disaggregate performance by student group and subject area.

ÁPerformance rates are calculated from the assessment results used to calculate performance 
rates in the performance index (Index 1).

ÁTarget for the disaggregated results are:

Á STAAR performance target corresponds to Index 1  (60%),

Á STAAR participation target required by federal accountability  (95%),

Á Federal graduation rate targets and improvement calculations for
4-year rate (83%) and 5-year rate (88%),

Á Federal limit on use of alternate assessments (1% and 2%).



System Safeguards

Ç77 of 84 met = 92%
ÁSpecial Education
ÁPerformance
ÁReading, Math, Writing, Science, Social Studies

ÁELL
ÁPerformance
ÁWriting and Social Studies



District Distinctions

33%

39%

21%

17%

31%

9%

7%

13%

6%

18%

6%

0%

5%

10%

15%

20%

25%

30%

35%

40%

45%

2016 Postsecondary Readiness Results
Percent of Eligible Measures in Top Quartile



Possible Campus Distinction Designations 

Ç Top 25% Student Progress

Ç Top 25% Closing Achievement Gaps

Ç Post-Secondary Readiness

Ç Academic - Reading/English Language Arts, Mathematics, Social Studies and Science

V Distinction Designation Targets
ÁElementary, Intermediate and Jr. High school campuses in the top quartile on at least 

50% of their eligible measures are qualified to receive a distinction designation for 
that subject area.

ÁHigh schools in the top quartile on at least 33% of their eligible measures are qualified 
to receive a distinction designation for that subject area.

Campus Distinction Designations



Campus Distinction Designations
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Texas English Language Proficiency Assessment System -TELPAS

4 language domains
ÁListening 

ÁSpeaking

ÁReading 

ÁWriting

4 proficiency levels
ÁBeginning

ÁIntermediate

ÁAdvanced

ÁAdvanced High

ÁTELPAS is part of an ESSA accountability system for ELLs. States must show 
annual increases in the progress ELLs make in learning English and attaining 
proficiency. 



Key Features of Each Proficiency Level

V Beginning
ÁLittle or no English ability

V Intermediate
ÁLimited ability, simple language structures, 

high-frequency vocabulary, routine contexts

V Advanced
ÁGrade appropriate, with second language acquisition support

V Advanced High
ÁGrade appropriate, with minimal second language acquisition 

support



Year Grade 
Level/

Number of Students

Conroe ISD TELPAS Composite Rating Spring 2016 Results 
Percent of students in each rating

Beginning Intermediate Advanced Advanced High

K / 850 51 34 11 4

1st / 1001 17 37 30 16

2nd / 991 11 34 38 18

3rd / 905 7 22 44 27

4th / 836 6 15 45 34

5th / 703 5 13 40 41

6th / 552 5 14 50 31

7th / 459 5 9 44 41

8th / 342 6 17 41 35

9th / 289 10 22 49 19

10th / 242 17 17 44 23

11th / 151 2 16 42 40

12th / 127 2 15 44 39



Conroe ISD TELPAS Comparison
% of studentswho progressed from 1 or more proficiency levels

2014-2015 2015-2016

Kinderto 1st Grade 61 54.2

1st to 2nd Grade 26 29.9

2nd to 3rd Grade 28 27.4

3rd to 4th Grade 20 23

4th to 5th Grade 20 32

5th to 6th Grade 15 17

6th to 7th Grade 13 19.4

7th to 8th Grade 19 20.5

8th to 9th Grade 8 16.7

9th to 10th Grade 13 16.9

10 to 11th Grade 19 17

11th to 12th Grade 3 20.5



Grade Level

Conroe ISD STAARSpanishSpring 2016 Results 

Reading 
% Met Standard Level 
II Satisfactory / # of 

StudentsTested

Writing
% Met Standard Level 
II Satisfactory / # of 

Students Tested

Math
% Met Standard Level 
II Satisfactory / # of 

Students Tested

Science
% Met Standard Level 
II Satisfactory / #of 

Students Tested

3rd 56% / 227 46% / 127

4th 57% / 138 58% / 142 60% / 119

5th 66% / 65 37% / 59 46% / 56

Grade Level

STATE STAARSpanishSpring 2016 Results 

Reading 
% Met Standard Level 
II Satisfactory /# of 

Students Tested

Writing
% Met Standard Level 
II Satisfactory / #of 

Students Tested

Math
% Met Standard Level 
II Satisfactory / # of 

Students Tested

Science
% Met Standard Level 
II Satisfactory / # of 

Students Tested

3rd 64% / 36, 396 63% / 17, 330

4th 57% / 24, 270 66% / 25, 192 56% / 9,384

5th 63% / 12, 991 47% / 4, 610 50% / 7,287



STAAR Performance of Reclassified Students Spring 2016

Grade Reading Math Science Writing

3rd 99% 98%

4th 100% 95% 89%

5th 96% 91% 92%

6th 87% 91%

7th 86% 65% 78%

8th 93% 76%

Grades 9-12 STAAR EOC Performance Satisfactory (Met Level II) Monitor Year 1

Algebra I Biology English I English II US History

82% 97% 62% 73% 100%

Grades 3-8 STAAR Performance Satisfactory (Met Level II) of Monitor Year 1



Grades 3-8 STAAR Performance Satisfactory (Met Level II) of Monitor Year 2

Grade Reading Math Writing

3rd 97% 96%

4th 99% 97% 92%

5th 96% 96% 100%

6th 91% 84%

7th 92% 73% 81%

8th 79% 85%

Grades 9-12 STAAR EOC Performance Satisfactory (Met Level II) Monitor Year 2

Algebra I Biology English I English II US History

77% 85% 63% 58% 100%

STAAR Performance of Reclassified Students Spring 2016



Graduation Rate Trend
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Class of 2014
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GraduationPlans
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2016 SAT Performance
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SATTrend
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SATParticipation
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National Merit Competition
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