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Today’s Resources...
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Workshop Registration Details

Workshop Id Workshop Title
73008 2017 Performance Based Monitoring Analysis System 101
Description

The agency has conducted a review of PBMAS data, including determinations resulting from special data analysis for districts, including charter schools, with small numbers of
students, and longitudinal data related to PBM interventions. Districts and charter systems staged in one or more program areas for 2017-2018 are required to engage in the
Texas Accountability Intervention System (TAIS) continuous improvement process to develop a targeted improvement plan. This session is designed to guide and support school
district and charter school leaders in the continuous improvement process and assist in the efforts to improve student achievement.

Audience

Members to PBMAS at the Campus/District Level, such as: Bilingual Director, CTE Director, NCLB/Federal Program Director, Special Education Director, District Coordinator for
School Improvement (DCSI), Campus Administrators, and other contacts as deemed applicable

Fee Max Participants Min Participants Current Registered CPE Hours Stipend
$0.00 196 15 - 6 No
Workshop Materials Content Area

« 12017-2018 PBMAS Staging TAA.pdf Accountability Systems

« 2 INTGR_PBM_Flowchart_17.pdf

« 3 INTGR_PBMAS Staging Framework_18.pdf

+ 4 ACCT_Pacing Guides Intervention and
Submission Requirements_18 (3).pdf

« 5INTGR_PBMAS Interventions Guidance 17.pdf

« 6 ACCT Targeted Improvement Plan-Excel 18
(4).xlsx

e 72017 PBMAS Manual FINAL REV 1 (4).pdf

« HURRICANE HARVEY SCHOOL SUPPLY
DRIVE (003).pdf
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INTERVENTION STAGE & ACTIVITY Organization: Region 1
MANAGER

State Accountability: 1st Year IR + Safeguards

BE/ESL, ESSA, Sped
2017-2018
Download All Resources (ZIP file)
Resources
Review Search: | | 1. TAC Chapter 97, Subchapter EE
Submissions Resources (Click on resources headings to download individual resource.) i TTEAi feh;ztrer 39,Subchapter C
SR Targeted Improvement Plan-Excel 4, TAIS 101
eedback | FolionUne Targeted Improvement Plan-PDF 5. TAIS 201 . _
P TAIS Resources 6. TEA Federal Wal\frer Website
Extensio 7. CLT Job Description
ol TAIS Continuous Improvement Plan Framework Brouchure 8. DLT Job Description
Review Contacts Intervention and Submission Requirements 9. DCSI Job Description
—_— : 10. PSP Job Description
District Intervention Calendar 11. Downloading Resources and
<<Back to Summary TAA Letter Uploading Files in ISAM
12. Proposing Accountability
TAIS 101 Members in ISAM-Abbr.
Corrective Action Plan 13. Overview of Performance Index
Showing 1 to 9 of 9 entries Framework
14. TEA Grants Opportunities
15. USDE SIG/TTIPS Guidance
16. PBMAS Guidance
17. PBMAS Flowchart
TEA Contacts
Primary: Ann Early




Q&A Backchannel

http://backchannelchat.com/Backchannel/padrp
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Agenda

Welcome
2017 PBMAS Resources

Introduction, Timeline, and Guiding
Principles

Staging Framework

Background, General Changes and
Updates per program area

*Engaging in the Texas Accountability
Intervention System (TAIS): An
Integrated Approach for Systemic
Improvement
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Introduction and Guiding Principles
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PBMAS Introduction

Special

Education

ESSA, Title | Program
Part A Performance
&
Program
\ Effectiveness

ESSA, Title |
Part C
Migrant

Performance-Based
Monitoring Analysis
System (PBMAS) is an
automated data system
that reports annually on the
Sliensits performance of school
districts and charter schools
in selected program areas.
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PBMAS Guiding Principles

Positive Results for Students: The PBMAS is intended to assist

school districts in achieving positive results for students by
providing districts with performance and program
effectiveness information at the district, region, and state
level that they can use to identify areas of strength as well as
areas in need of improvement.

Annual Evaluation: Every district is monitored every year.

Maximum Inclusion: The PBMAS includes special types of

analyses to ensure districts with small numbers of students
are included in the system.



PBMAS Guiding Principles

Indicator-Level Accountability: The PBMAS is structured

to ensure low performance on one indicator cannot be
offset by high performance on other indicators since
each indicator is assigned a unique result specific to that
indicator.

High Standards: The PBMAS promotes high standards for
all students.

Indicator Design: The PBMAS indicators reflect critical
areas of student performance and program
effectiveness.

Statutory Requirements: The PBMAS is designed to meet
statutory requirements.




PBMAS Guiding Principles

8. Public Input and Accessibility: The PBMAS is continually
informed by public input. The performance and program
effectiveness information PBMAS generates is available
to the public.

9. System Evolution: The PBMAS is a dynamic system that
evolves over time to meet new requirements or changes
that occur outside the system.

10. Coordination: PBMAS is part of a coordinated TEA
approach to evaluating districts and ensuring positive
results for students.




Regional PBM Data
Students Served




Region One 2017 PBMAS Staging

Staging BE/ESL CTE ESSA SPED
Not Staged 6 17 18 3
Stage 1 20 17 20 28
Stage 2 13 7 3 4
Stage 3 3 2 1 3
Stage 4 1 0 1 0
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2017 PBM Staging
District Counts by Stage
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2017 PBM Staging
District Counts by Stage - BE/ESL

M Not Staged HEStg1 Stg2 WStg3 MStg4
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RegionOne ESC
2017 PBM Staging
District Counts by Stage - CTE

M Not Staged MStg1 Stg2 MmStg3
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RegionOne ESC
2017 PBM Staging
District Counts by Stage - ESSA

M Not Staged HStg1 Stg2 WStg3 MStg4

1, 2%

3,7%
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2017 PBM Staging
District Counts by Stage - SPED

M Not Staged MStg1l Stg2 WmsStg3
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* |Intervention

TEss Process Overview

* Intervention Type

e District Leadership
Team (DLT) &
District Coordinator

venue * Austin, Texas 78701-1454 » 512 463-9734 » 512 463-9838 FAX * tea texas gov

Guidance for Districts

Participating in of School
Performance-Based Monitoring Im provement
Analysis System
Interventions ( DCSI ) _
* Engagingin the

€ 12017-2018 PBMAS Staging TAA Texas

% 2 INTGR_PBM_Flowchart_17 ol

% 3 INTGR_PBMAS Staging Framework_18 ACCO u nta bl | Ity

® 4 ACCT_Pacing Guides Intervention and S... I nte rve nt | on

. 5 INTGR_PBMAS Interventions Guidance._...
/ B 6 ACCT_Targeted Improvement Plan-Exce... SySte m (TAI S)

% 7 2017 PBMAS Manual FINAL REV 1 (4)
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2017 PBMAS
Staging Framework

http://tinyurl.com/pbmasreports
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2017-2018 Staging Framework

What continues to be the same?

e Districts with one or more indicators with a performance level
(PL) 3 or higher are staged for interventions; and

* Interventions for those districts are differentiated across four
stages to ensure that TEA’s engagement and support are focused
on the districts with the most significant student performance and
program effectiveness concerns.

*In the special education program, this includes the federally required elements
(FREs). The FREs are: State Performance Plan compliance indicators 9, 10, 11, 12
and 13; data integrity; uncorrected noncompliance; and audit findings.

2017 © Region One ESC Division of Instructional, School Improvement,
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2017-2018 Staging Framework

Uniformity across PBMAS program areas:

Intervention staging is implemented based on a 90%/10%
distribution:

90% of the districts staged at either Stage 1 or 2 —
generally 60% at Stage 1 and
generally 30% at Stage 2.

10% of the districts staged at either Stage 3 or 4 —
generally 6% at Stage 3 and
generally 4% at Stage 4.

2017 © Region One ESC Division of Instructional, School Improvement,
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2017-2018 Staging Framework

» This 90%/10% distribution applies to all four PBMAS
program areas.

» However, there will be some variations of that distribution

across the four PBMAS program areas, as each PBMAS
program area has:

 a different number of indicators,

* a different number of districts with at least one
PBMAS indicator or FRE with a PL 3 or higher, and

- different overall program performance.

Division of Instruct ional, School Improvement,
& College Readiness Support



2017-2018 Staging Framework

» Calculating Mean

SUM(VALUE of PL 0 [RI,SA] to 4 [SA])
# RATED

» PBMAS PROGRAM AREA MEAN =

» *Each PL’s value is equal to its level, i.e. PL 3=3.
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Mean Ranges by Program Area for a 90%/10% Distribution

Stage

BE/ESL

0.2-1.2

13-1.7

1.8-2.0

21-3.2

CTE

0.2-0.8

09-1.3

14-15

16-24

2017 © Region One ESC

ESSA

0.2-0.9

10-15

16-22

23-3.0

SPED

0.1-1.3

14-15

16-138

19-22
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l EA 2017-2018 PBMAS Staging Framework

Tevwn Tl othon Ageacy

The 2017 Performance-Based Monitoring Analysis Sy (PBMAS) inter ion staging process is based on the two long-
standing principles that have been fundamental 1o the overall PBM system since its inception:

*  districts with one or more indicators with a performance level (PL) 3" or higher are staged for interventions; and

*  interventions for those districts are differentated across four sTages to ensure that TEA's engagement and support
are focused on the districts with the most significant student parformance and program effectiveness concerns

Within this process, there ¥ to be uniformity of staging across the four PEBMAS program areas, and the
intervention staging process includes more standardization across the districts to ensure that variation in the scope of
PBMAS indicators on which districts are evaluated is considered:

* Uniformity across PBMAS program areas: intervention staging for districts with one or more PL 35 or higher i
implemented based on » 90%/10% distribution, with 950% of the districts staged at either Stage 1 or 2 and 10% of
the districts staged at either Stage 3 or 5. This distribution applies to all four PBMAS program areas.

¢ More standardization across districts: Districts with one or more PEMAS indicators or federally ired el
(FREs) with a PL 3 or higher are not all the same. Somodstrmh:wmwmdxmmtha?l.! others have a
combination of PL 35 and 4s, somohtveemvl‘lu somcuo- I d on almost all the & s within a
program area, while others are evalk dona 3 of i s within a prog area. To address

these varations, the intervention staging process ders (a) the ber of PEMAS indi s on which a district
s evaluated within each program area; and (b) its performance level on each of those PBMAS indicators:

SUM(VALUE of PL O [R1,5A) ro 4 [SA))*
# RATED

PBMAS PROGRAM AREAMEAN =

To ensure the continuation of the 90% (Stages 1 and 2)/10% (Stages 3 and 4) distribution of intervention levels by program
area, an adjustment to the mean ranges by program area for the assignment of stages was implemented.

Mean Ranges by Program Area for a 90%/10% Distribution®

Stage | BE/ESL CTE ESSA SPED*
1 02-12]102-08]02-09}01~-13
2 13-17]109~-13|10-15|14~-15
3 18-20|14-15|16-22]16-18
4 21-32]|16-24|23-30]|19~-22

! In the special education program, thiz inchudes the federally required elements (FREs) The FRE: are: State Performance Plan compliance
ndcators 9. 10 11, 12 and 13 data imegrny: uncorrected noncomplance: and audi fingings.

¥ Each PUs valoe is equal to itz level. e P 33

¥ The 10% of districts at Stage 3 3nd Stage & will generally represent 8% 3t Stage 3 3nd &% 3t Stage & The 0% of dustricts 3t Stage 1 and Stage 2 will
generally represent 60% 3t Stage 1 3nd 30% 3t Stage 2 Mowever, there will be some varations of that damrdunion across the four PEMAS program
wreas This is because esch PEMAS program ares has & & samber of 2, B Efferent number of dumricts with 3t least one PEMAS
indicator o FRE with 3 PL 3 or higher. 3od different overall program performance.

Y Indicators that were amigned PLs of Significant Disproportionaity (S0 Year 1) were not included in the SPED program ares means and therefore
have no Impact on staging.

Revised 10/5/2017
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2017 PBMAS Timeline

*PBMAS manual posted on the TEA website on August 8, 2017
Districts’ PBMAS reports were posted to the TEASE
Accountability application August 15, 2017

*Updated Intervention Staging levels on TEASE week of October
16, 2017

*Resources and required intervention activities available on
ISAM the week of October 16th

*Targeted Improvement Plan for Stages 3 and 4 due November
17, 2017




O

CTOBER 2017

« — DCsland DLT engage in

v - LEA enters and submits What's coming up in November?
DCsl gualifications in
ISan (IR, Stage 3 and 4
(10/6/17)

® Targeted Improvement Plan submission
(IR, PBMAS Stoge 3 and 4)

TAIS training, data
analysis, root cause
analysis, and plan
development

(IR, all stages)

What neads to be completed now and in preparation for next month?

ooodoo oOodod

Enter DCSI information, including qualifications, in 1ISAM (IR, Stage 3 and 4)
Complete TAIS training (all stages)

Identify stakeholders needed to participate in each of the following activities: data
analysis, needs assessment, and plan development for TIP (IR, PEMAS Stage 3 and 4)
Schedule time and location to conduct data analysis

Schedule time and location to conduct neads assessment

Schedule time and location to begin TIP developmeant

Begin TAIS improvement planning procass to complete initial TIP by November 17
Communicate data analysis results to relevant stakeholders

Extension opportunities:

% Prepare for November's implementation planning:

o Implementation and Monitoring videos and Extended Learning Guides by Dr.
Mike Schmoker, Dr. Margaret Heritage, and Dr. Michael Fullan
m hitp://www.taisresources.net/implement-and-monitor/
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NOVEMBER-
JANUARY 2017/

What's coming up in February?

+ — DCSlsubmits ® Progress check-in led by DCSI (IR, PBMAS
initial Targeted Stage 3 and 4)
Improvement Plan e TIP Update in ISAM (IR, PBMAS Stage 3
(IR, Stage 3 and 4) and 4)
(11/17/17)

e Compliance review summary (PBMAS
Stage 3 or 4 SPED and didn’t submit

prior year)

What needs to be completed now and in preparation for February check-in?

Complete data analysis, root cause analysis, and plan development

Record observations and trends gathered as a result of the data and root cause analysis
Research strategies aligned to the identified root cause for implementation through the
TIP

Submit TIP in ISAM (IR, PBMAS Stage 3 and 4)

Determine process for monitoring TIP and conducting prograss check ins

Establish data sources to guide compliance review summary (PBMAS Stage 3 SPED and
didn't submit in prior year)

Schedule date to begin compliance review summary (PBMAS Stage 3 or 4 SPED and
didn't submit in prior year)

0 Ood oOoo

Extension opportunities:

% Prepare for February's progress check in:
©  Support System videos and Extended Learning Guides by Dr. Andy Hargreaves,

Dr. Heather Zavadsky, Dr. Paul Bambrick-Santoyo, and Dr. Ervin Knezek
m hitp://www.taisresources.net/support-systems-overview
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FEBRUARY-IMAY
2018

w— DSClleads progress

What's coming up in June?

check in and submits TIP ® Progress check-in led by DCS!
update (IR, Stage 3 and ® FOY progress update with data
4) (2/16/18) .

—~  DCSI submits reflection

compliance review
summary, if applicable
(Stage 3 and 4 SPED and
didn’t sSLUDMIT N prior year)
(2/16/18)

What needs to be completed now and in preparation for next month?

Monitor implementation of improvement strategies from TIP

Collect and analyze data points to monitor progress of implementation plan

Synthesize data into findings to share with agency consultant (IR, PEMAS Stage 3 and 4)
Communicate implementation progress and data analysis results to relevant
stakeholders

Record trends gathered during the progress check-in

Submit TIP update with supporting data in ISAM (IR, PEMAS Stage 3 and 4)

Submit compliance review summary (Only if Stage 3 or 4 SPED and did not submit in
prior year)

oo ooodd

Extension opportunities:
% Prepare for June's progress check in:
o Implementation and Monitoring videos and Extended Learning Guides by Dr.
Mike Schmoker, Dr. Margaret Heritage, and Dr. Michael Fullan
m  hitp:y/fwww.taisresources.net/implement-and-monitor/

2017 © Region One ESC Division of Instructional, School Improvement,
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JUNE 2018

v — D5SClleads progress check in
and submits EOY progress
update/data reflection (IR,
Stage 3 and 4) (06/29/2018)

What needs to be completed this month:

A Implement progress check-in process

A Record trends gathered during the progress check-in

A Collect and analyze data points to reflect on progress of TIP

A Synthesize data into findings to share with agency consultant (IR, PBMAS Stage 3 and 4)
[ Submit EQY progress update/data reflection in ISAM (IR, PEMAS Stage 3 and 4)

A Communicate progress check in results to relevant stakeholders

2017 © Region One ESC Division of Instructional, School Improvement,
& College Readiness Support



PBMAS
Special Education Changes
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OVERVIEW OF CHANGES FOR 2017 SPED PBMAS

2016 PBMAS SPED Indicators 2017 PBMAS SPED Indicators

Indicator #1{i-v): SPED STAAR 3-8 Passing Rate

Indicator #2(i-v): SPED Year-After-Exit (YAE) STAAR 3-8
Passing Rate

Mot affected by 34 CFR Part 300
Indicator #3(i-iv): SPED STAAR EOQC Passing Rate

Indicaror #4: SPED STAAR Alternate 2 Participation Rate

Indicator #5: SPED Regular Early Childhood Program Rate
(Ages 3-5)

Aligned with State Performance Plan
Indicator #6: SPED Regular Class >80% Rate (Ages 6-21)

Indicator #7: SPED Regular Class <40% Rate (Ages 6-21) Revised based on 34 CFR Part 300

Indicator #8: SPED Separate Settings Rave (Ages 6-21) added
based on 34 CFR Part 300

Indicaror #8: SPED Annual Dropout Rate (Grades 7-12) Not affected by 34 CFR Part 300 but renumbered based on
new Indicator #8 above

Indicator #9: SPED Graduaton Rate

Indicator #10: SPED Representation Elmunated

Indicator #1 1: SPED Afrnican Amencan (Not
Hispanic/Latino) Representation

Replaced with Indicator #1 1 based on 34 CFR Parnt 300
Indicator #12: SPED Hispanic Representation

Indicator #13: SPED LEP Representation

Indicator #14: SPED Dhscretionary DAEP Placements Will be replaced with five discipline indicators required
under 34 CFR Part 300

Indicator #15: SPED Dhscretionary 1SS Placements Scheduled to be previewed with 2017 Discipline Data

Validation

Indicator #16: SPED Discretionary OS5 Placements

2017 © Region One ESC Division of Instructional, School Improvement,
& College Readiness Support




Special Education (Indicators 1-11)

* Are students with disabilities advancing
academically and performing . ————
satisfactorily on state assessments? TR R Y N N ]

201 16 2016 Ed 200
INDICATOR OR STATE RATE  REGION RATE  NUMERATOR  DENOMINATOR LEVEL RATE RATE RATE CHANGE

* Are students taking the appropriate oo oG 1 EoE
state assessment, based on the 7 - o
instruction they are receiving? sE o %% ¢ |E &
* Are students who have been exited i e CHINE - A
from the program advancing - oo o s
academically and performing o i e e am |
satisfactorily on state assessments? o s e e e

* Are students placed in the least
restrictive environment and receiving
the services they need?

jated to reflect the per ards for the redesigned ST 3
arable to the rates in or the 2016 STAAR® perfornance indicatol
th t f th t based oa different stoent perforssace standards.
ey age out of the program and no L L e e i o e s e s
d [ ?
ropping out:
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Special Education (cont’d)

* Are students with disabilities removed fo
discipline reasons more than other
students?

The discipline indicators

will no longer be reported
in PBMAS

encourage districts, regar
assignment, to address |
disproportionality, b
been the case.

They will now be reported

under Discipline Data
S Validation

asterisk (%) is used to
N - Wininus and denotes values
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Differences Between Discipline Data Validation Indicators and Other PBM
Indicators

e A PBMAS performance indicator yields a definitive result, e.g., 85% of a certain
cohort graduated with a high school diploma in four years.

e A discipline data validation indicator typically suggests an anomaly that may
require a local review to determine whether the anomalous data are accurate.

o For example, a district may report it expelled a student for three unexcused
absences. This unauthorized expulsion will appear as a data anomaly. The
district will need to determine, after a local review and verification process,
whether the reported expulsion was a coding error or a failure to comply
with discipline requirements. Depending on the indicator, the local review
may also conclude the district’s data are accurate and verifiable.

e Another difference between PBMAS performance indicators and PBM discipline
data validation indicators is the criteria used to evaluate districts.
o In PBMAS, performance indicators include a range of established cut points
used to evaluate districts,
o Discipline data validation indicators typically require an annual review of data
to identify what data may be anomalous or what trends can be observed over

time.




2017 PBMAS Indicator: SPED

Indicator Number

Program Area and

SPED #1(i-v)

Indicator Name

SPED STAAR 3-8

Passing Rate
(M,R, S, SS, W)

2016 PBMAS

2 PLs were
assigned based
satisfactory
student
performance and
above.

2 Rl butno SA

2 Two years of
data available for
analysis

2017 PBMAS

Add SA.

Three years of
data available for
analysis

2017 © Region One ESC
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2017 SPED #1(i-v)  SPED STAAR 3-8 Passing Rate  (M,R, S, SS, W)

Calculation
number of SPED STAAR 3-8 [subject (i-v)] passers
number of SPED STAAR 3-8 [subject (i-v)] takers
PL Assignment

Each disiriet’s special education STAAR 3-8 passing rate 1s compared to the PBMAS cut points for the indicator,
and PLs are assigned as follows:

SPED Indicator PLO PL1 PL2 PL3 PL4
1i):  Mathematics 70.0% - 100% 55.0% - 69.9% 40.0% - 54 9% 20.0% - 39.9% 0% - 19.9%
1(ii): Reading 70.0% - 100% 55.0% - 89.9% 40.0% - 54.9% 20.0% - 39.9% 0% - 19.9%
i)  Science 65.0% - 100% 50.0% - 64 9% 40108 - 49 9% 20.0% - 39.9% 0% - 19.9%
1(iv): Social Studies 65.0% - 100% 50.0% - 64.9% 40.0% - 49.9% 20.0% - 39.9% 0% - 19.9%
1wy Writing T0.0% - 100% 55.0% - 69 9% 40 0% - 54 9% 20.0% - 39.9% 0% - 19.9%
2017 © Region One ESC Division of Instructional, School Improvement,
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PL Assignment

Each disiriet’s special education STAAR 3-8 passing rate 1s compared to the PBMAS cut points for the indicator,
and PLs are assigned as follows:

SPED Indicator PLO PL1 PL2 PL3 PL4
i) Mathematics | 70.0% - 100% 55.0% - 69.9% 40.0% - 54 9% 20.0% - 39.9% 0% - 19.9%
1lii): Reading 70.0% - 100% 55.0% - 69.9% 40.0% - 54.9% 20.0% - 39.9% 0% - 19.9%
1iii): Science B5.0% - 100% 50.0% - 64.9% 40.0% - 49.9% 20.0% - 39.9% 0% - 19.9%
1iiv): Social Studies B5.0% - 100% 50.0% - B4.9% 40.0% - 49.9% 20.0% - 39.9% 0% - 19.9%
vl Writing 70.0% - 100% 55.0% - 69.9% 40.0% - 54 9% 20.0% - 39.9% 0% - 19.9%

Region One: Example of Indicator 1--SPED STAAR 3-8 Passing Rate (Math area only)

Math 6,900 passers =44.9% PL 2
15,364 takers

How many more students did Region One need to be a PL 1? PL 0?

To improve to a Performance Level 1 (PL 1):

Step 1: 15,364 (x) .55 = 8,450.2

Step 2: Round 8,450.2 to 8,451 as we cannot have .2 of a student

Step 3: 8,451 (projected # of passers needed for PL 1) - 6,900 (actual passers) = difference of 1,501 students

To improve to a Performance Level O (PL 0):
Step 1: 15,364 (x) .70 = 10,754.8
Step 2: Round 10,754.8 to 10,755 as we cannot have .8 of a student

Step 3: 10,755 (projected # of passers needed for PL 0) - 6,900 (actual passers) = difference of 3,855 students

2017 © Region One ESC Division of Instructional, School Improvement,
& College Readiness Support




2017 PBMAS Indicator: SPED

Program Area and
Indicator Number

Indicator Name

2016 PBMAS Y 2017 PBMAS |

SPED #2(i-v)

SPED YAE
STAAR 3-8
Passing Rate
(M,R, S, SS, W)

0 Add SA.

2 Three years of
data available for
analysis

1 PLs were
assigned based
on satisfactory
student
performance and
above.

1 No Rl or SA

0 Three years of
data available for
analysis (two

years for math)

2017 © Region One ESC Division of Instructional, School Improvement,
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2017 SPED #2(i-v) SPED YAE STAAR 3-8 Passing Rate (M,R, S, SS, W)

Calculation:

number of SPED YAE STAAR 3-8 [subject (i-v)] passers

number of SPED YAE STAAR 3-8 [subject (i-v)] takers

PL Assignment

Each district’s SPED YAE STAAR 3-8 passing rate 1s compared to the PBMAS cut points tor the indicator, and
PLs are assigned as follows:

SPED Indicator PLO PL 1 FL2 PL3
20 Mathematics 70.0% - 100% 60.0% - 60.9% 50.0% - 59.9% 0% - 49.9%
2(ii):  Reading T0.0% - 100% 60.0% - 60.9% 50.0% - 59.9% 0% - 49.9%
2(iii): Science 65.0% - 100% 55.0% - B4 9% 45.0% - 54.9% 0% - 44.9%
2(iv): Social Studies 65.0% - 100% 55.0% - B4 9% 45.0% - 54.9% 0% - 44.9%
2(v): Wiriting 70.0% - 100% 60.0% - 69.9% 50.0% - 59.9% 0% - 49.9%

Copyright © Texas EducatiomAgency 2009. All rights

reserved.
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2017 PBMAS Indicator: SPED

N

Program Area and Indicator Name 2016 PBMAS 2017 PBMAS
Indicator Number
SPED #3(i-iv) SPED STAAR 0 PLs were assigned ||| o Add RI for ELA.
EOC Passing Rate | (including ELA) 2 Add SA (except
(M, S, SS, ELA) based on ELA)
satisfactory student

performance and
above.

0 Changes to the cut
points were
implemented.

0 Rl (except ELA) but
no SA

2 Two years of data
available for

analysis (one year
for ELA)

0 Three years of data
available for
analysis (two years
for ELA)

N

2017 © Region One ESC
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2017 SPED #3(i-iv) SPED STAAR EOC Passing Rate (M, S, SS, ELA)

Calculation

number of SPED STAAR EOC [subject (i-iv)] passers

number of SPED STAAR EOC [subject (i-iv)] takers

PL Assignment

Each district’s SPED STAAR EOC passing rate 1s compared to the PBMAS cut points for the indicator, and PLs
are assigned as tollows:

SPED Indicator PLO PL1 PLZ PL3 PL4
3i):  Mathematics 650%-100% 550%-649% 400%-549% 250%-399%  (0%-249%
3ii):  Science 750%-100% 650%-749% 55.0%-649% 350%-549%  0%-349%
Hiii): Social Studies 70.0%-100% 60.0%-609% 500%-509% 350%-499%  0%-349%

Jiv): English language arts | 60.0%-100%  500%-599% 300%-499% 19.0%-209% 0%-189%

Copyright © Texas EducatiomAgency 2009. All rights Division of Instructional, School Improvement,
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2017 PBMAS Indicator: SPED

Program Area and Indicator Name 2016 PBMAS 2017 PBMAS
Indicator Number
SPED #4 SPED STAAR 0 PLs were 2 No changes
Alternate 2 assigned with Rl
Participation Rate and SA.

0 Three years of
data available for
analysis

2017 © Region One ESC Division of Instructional, School Improvement,
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2017 SPED #4 SPED STAAR Alternate 2 Participation Rate

Calculation

number of students in Grades 3-9 served in special education tested on STAAR Alternate 2 for all subjects applicable to the student's grade level

number of students in Grades 3-9 served in special education for whom any STAAR assessment was submitted

PL Assignment

Each district’s SPED STAAR Alternate 2 participation rate is compared to the PBMAS cut points for the
indicator, and PLs are assigned as follows:

SPED Indicator PLO PL1 PL2 PL3
4 | 0%-100%  10.1%-129%  130%-169%  17.0%-100%
2017 © Region One ESC Division of Instructional, School Improvement,
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2017 PBMAS Indicator: SPED

(Ages 3-5) 0 Two years of
data available for

analysis

Program Area and Indicator Name
Indicator Number
SPED #5 SPED Regular 0 PLs were 2 Three years of
Early Childhood assigned with Rl data available for
Program Rate but no SA. analysis

2017 © Region One ESC
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2017 SPED #5 SPED Regular Early Childhood Program Rate (Ages 3-5)

Calculation
number of students ages 3-5 served in special education reported with PPCD service location code 1 or 4 and placed in
instructional settings 00, 40, 41, 81, 82, 91, and 92
number of students ages 3-5 served in special education
PL Assignment

Each district’s SPED regular early childhood program rate (ages 3-5) is compared to the PBMAS cut points for
the indicator, and PLs are assigned as follows:

SPED Indicator PLO PL1 PL2 PL3
5 | 30.0%-100%  20.0%-29.9% 10.1% - 19.9% 0% - 10.0%
2017 © Region One ESC Division of Instructional, School Improvement,
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2017 PBMAS Indicator: SPED

2016 PBMAS

" 2017 PBMAS |

Program Area and Indicator Name
Indicator Number
SPED #6 SPED Regular 0 PLs were 2 Add RI.
Class 280% Rate assigned based ||| o Discontinue SD
(Ages 6-21) on ages 6-21. RO by
2 No Rl or SA race/ethnicity.
2 One year of data ||| 2 TWo years of
available for data available for
analysis analysis
0 SD RO by
race/ethnicity

| was added.

2017 © Region One ESC
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2017 SPED #6 SPED Regular Class 280% Rate (Ages 6-21)

Calculation

number of students ages 6-21 served in special education and placed in instructional settings 00, 40, 41, 81, 82, 91, and 92

number of students ages 6-21 served in special education

PL Assignment

Each district’s SPED regular class >80% rate (ages 6-21) is compared to the PBMAS cut points for the indicator,
and PLs are assigned as follows:

SPED Indicator PLO PL1 PL2 PL3
6 | 700%-100%  57.0%-69.9% 45.1% - 56.9% 0% - 45.0%
2017 © Region One ESC Division of Instructional, School Improvement,
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2017 PBMAS Indicator: SPED

2016 PBMAS

Y 2017 PBMAS |

Program Area and Indicator Name
Indicator Number

SPED #7 SPED Regular

0 PLs were assigned | o Revise the

Class <40% Rate based on ages 6- indicator based on
(Ages 6-21) 21. final federal
0 No Rl or SA regulations under
2 One year of data 34 CFR Part 300,
available for issued by USDE on
analysis December 19,
2016.
2 SDRO bY : 0 Assign SD Year 1
race/ethnicity was

PLs based on
race/ethnicity.

0 Add Rl to overall
component, where
two years of data

are available.

added.

2017 © Region One ESC Division of Instructional, School Improvement,
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2017 SPED #7 SPED Regular Class <40% Rate (Ages 6-21)

Calculation

number of students ages 6-21 served in special education and placed in instructional settings 08, 44, 85, 88, and 95

number of students ages 6-21 served in special education

PL Assignment

Each district’s SPED regular class <40% rate (ages 6-21) 1s compared to the PBMAS cut points for the indicator,
and PLs are assigned as follows:

SPED Indicator PLO PL1 PL2 PL3
7 | 0%-10.0% 10.1% - 18.9% 19.0%-209%  21.0%-100%

As required by federal regulations under 34 CFR Part 300, each district’s SPED regular class <40% rate 1s also
disaggregated by the following racial and ethnic groups: (1) Hispanic/Latino; (2) American Indian or Alaska
Native; (3) Asian; (4) Black or African American; (5) Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander; (6) White; and
(7) Two or More Races. PLs of significant disproportionality will be assigned for any racial/ethnic group 1f the
racialfethnic group’s risk ratio exceeds 2.5.

PL SD Year 1
Significant Dispropartionality (SD) Risk Ratio | >2.5- MAX

Risk Ratios:

raciallethnic group's <40% rate
other students’ <40% rate

Copyright © Texas EducatiomAgency 2009. All rights Division of Instructional, School Improvement,
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2017 PBMAS Indicator: SPED

Program Area and
Indicator Number

Indicator Name

SPED #8

SPED Separate 2 New indicator

Settings Rate required by final

(Ages 6-21) federal
regulations under
34 CFR Part 300,

issued by USDE
on December 19,
2016.

2 Assign SD Year 1
PLs based on
race/ethnicity.

2 Overall
component is

Report Only.

2017 © Region One ESC Division of Instructional, School Improvement,
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SPED Indicator #8: SPED Separate Settings Rate (Ages 6-21)

(New!) This indicator measures the percent of students ages 6-21 served in special education (SPED) in separate
settings.

Calculation
number of students ages 6-21 served in special education and placed in instructional settings

PL Assignment
The gverall component of this indicator 1s Report Only for 2017.

However, as required by federal regulations under 34 CFR Part 300, each district’s SPED separate settings rate is
also disaggregated by the following racial and ethnic groups: (1) Hispanic/Latino; (2) American Indian or Alaska
Native; (3) Asian; (4) Black or African American; (5) Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander; (6) White; and
(7) Two or More Races. PLs of significant disproportionality will be assigned for any racial/ethnic group if the
racial/ethnic group’s risk ratio exceeds 2.5.

State Supported Living Centers)

Residential Nonpublic School Program)

Nonpublic Day School)

Texas School for the Blind and Visually Impaired)

Texas School for the Deaf)

Residential Care and Treatment Facility — Separate Campus)
Residential Care and Treatment Facility — Community Class)
Off Home Campus — Separate Campus)

Off Home Campus — Community Class)

PL SD Year 1
Significant Disproportionality (S0) Risk Ratio | >2.5- MAX

Risk Ratios:

raciallethnic group's separate settings rate
other students’ separate settings rate

2017 © Region One ESC Division of Instructional, School Improvement,
& College Readiness Support




2017 PBMAS Indicator: SPED

2016 PBMAS Y 2017 PBMAS |

Program Area and Indicator Name
Indicator Number
SPED #9 SPED Annual 2 PLs were 2 No changes
Dropout Rate assigned with Rl
(Grades 7-12) and SA.

2 Changes to the
cut points were
implemented.

SPED #10 SPED Graduation g0 PLs were
Rate assigned with Rl
but no SA.

2 Changes to the
cut points were

\ Implemented.

2017 © Region One ESC
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2017 SPED #9 SPED Annual Dropout Rate (Grades 7-12)

Calculation

number of Grades 7-12 students served in special education who dropped out

number of Grades 7-12 students served in special education in attendance

PL Assignment

Each district’s Grades 7-12 SPED annual dropout rate is compared to the PBMAS cut points for the indicator, and
PLs are assigned as follows:

SPED Indicator PLO PL1 PL2 PL3
9 | 0%-1.8% 1.9%-3.3% 34%-5.3% 54% - 100%
2017 © Region One ESC Division of Instructional, School Improvement,
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2017 SPED #10  SPED Graduation Rate

Calculation

number of students in the Grade 9 cohort served in special education who graduated with a high school diploma

number of students in the class of 2016 served in special education

PL Assignment

Each district’s SPED graduation rate is compared to the PBMAS cut points for the indicator, and PLs are assigned
as follows:

SPED Indicator PLO PL1 PL2 PL3
10 | B0.0% - 100% T0.0% - 79.9% 55.0% - 69.9% 0% - 54 9%
2017 © Region One ESC Division of Instructional, School Improvement,
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2017 PBMAS Indicator: SPED

Program Area and Indicator Name 2016 PBMAS )} 2017 PBMAS

Indicator Number m
SPED #11 SPED 0 PLs were 0 One integrated
Representation assigned with Rl indicator based

but no SA.

on final federal
regulations under
34 CFR Part 300,
issued by USDE
on December 19,
2016.

0 Assign SD Year 1
PLs based on
race/ethnicity and
disability

category.

2017 © Region One ESC Division
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2017 SPED #11 SPED Representation

Calculation

number of [racial/ethnic group] enrolled students ages 3-21 served in special education

number of [racial/ethnic group] students ages 3-21 enrolled

PL Assignment

As required by federal regulations under 34 CFR Part 300, each district’s SPED representation rate is
disaggregated by the following racial and ethnic groups: (1) Hispanic/Latino; (2) American Indian or Alaska
Mative; (3) Asian; (4) Black or African American; (5) Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander; (6) White; and
{7) Two or More Races. Furthermore, the data for each racial/ethnic group 15 also disaggregated by the following
disability categories: (1) Intellectual Disabilities; (2) Specific Learning Disabihities; (3) Emotional Disturbance;
(4) Speech/Language Impairments; (5) Other Health Impairments; and (6) Autism. PLs of significant
disproportionality will be assigned for any racial/ethme group or disability category 1f the racial/ethnic group’s or
disability category’s nisk ratio exceeds 2.5,

PL SD Year 1
Significant Disproportionality (SD) Risk Ratio | > 2.5+ MAX

Risk Ratios:

raciallethnic group's representation rate
other students’ representation rate

raciallethnic group's disability category
other students’ disability category

2017 © Region One ESC Division of Instructional, School Improvement,
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2017 PBMAS Indicator: SPED

Program Area and
Indicator Number

Indicator Name

7" 2016 PBMAS

2017 PBMAS

SPED #12

SPED African
American (Not
Hispanic/Latino)
Representation

2 PLs were
assigned with R
but no SA.

a Definition of
African American
(Not
Hispanic/Latino)
was revised.

2 Report Only

disproportionality
rates were
added.

b

2 Replaced with

Indicator #11.

2017 © Region One ESC
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2017 PBMAS Indicator: SPED

2016 PBMAS

2017 PBMAS

Program Area and | Indicator Name
Indicator Number

SPED #13 SPED Hispanic
Representation

2 Replaced with
Indicator #11.

2 PLs were
assigned with R
but no SA.

2 Report Only
disproportionality

rates were

added.

2 PLs were
assigned with R
but no SA.

2 Report Only
disproportionality

rates were

added.

2017 © Region One ESC Division of Instructional, School Improvement,
& College Readiness Support

0 Replaced with
Indicator #11.

SPED #14 SPED LEP
Representation




2017 PBMAS Indicator: SPED

Program Area and

Indicator Name

2016 PBMAS

Indicator Number
SPED #15 SPED 0 PLs were assigned
Discretionary with RI but no SA. indicator.
DAEP 0 Second year of New SPED discipline
Placements Report Only indicators based on

disproportionality
rates

0 MSR was changed to
NUM1 =30.

final federal
regulations under 34
CFR Part 300, issued
by USDE on
December 19, 2016,
will be previewed in
the 2017 PBM
Discipline Data
Validation System.

2017 © Region One ESC
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2017 PBMAS Indicator: SPED

( 2016 PBMAS w

Program Area and | Indicator Name
Indicator Number

7 2017 PBMAS

SPED #16 SPED 0 PLs were assigned |[|a Discontinue the
Discretionary ISS with Rl but no SA. indicator.
Placements 0 Second year of 0 New SPED

Report Only
disproportionality
rates
0 MSR was changed
to NUM1 =30.

discipline indicators
based on final
federal regulations
under 34 CFR Part
300, issued by
USDE on
December 19,
2016, will be
previewed in the
2017 PBM
Discipline Data
Validation System.

2017 © Region One ESC Division of Instructional, School Improvement,
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2017 PBMAS Indicator: SPED

Program Area and Indicator Name 2016 PBMAS 2017 PBMAS
Indicator Number
SPED #17 SPED 0 PLs were assigned 0 Discontinue the
Discretionary OSS with Rl but no SA. indicator.
Placements 0 Second year of a0 New SPED

Report Only
disproportionality
rates

0 MSR was changed to
NUM1 =30.

discipline indicators
based on final
federal regulations
under 34 CFR Part
300, issued by
USDE on December
19, 2016, will be
previewed in the
2017 PBM
Discipline Data
Validation System.

2017 © Region One ESC
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A Closer Look at PBMAS SPED Changes
Based on Final USDE Regulations 34 CFR
Part 300

» Although these regulations were not finalized until
December 2016, TEA began laying out a multi-year
transition plan for certain SPED PBMAS indicators.

2017 © Region One ESC Division of Instructional, School Improvement,
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PBMAS

New reporting structure based on disproportionality
rates was previewed as Report Only for the three
discipline indicators:

Discretionary Disciplinary Alternative Education Program Placements
Discretionary In-School Suspensions
Discretionary Out of School Suspensions




Transition to Disproportionality Rates

Each district’s disproportionality rate in the three discipline
indicators was reported based on the percentage ranges

Report Only (RO) PL 0 (RO) PL 1 (RO) PL 2 (RO)

Disproportionality Rate MIN-10.0% 10.1%-29.9%  30.0% - 49.9%

2017 © Region One ESC Division of Instructional, School Improvement,
& College Readiness Support




Transition to Disproportionality Rates

Disproportionality rates were not a significantly different
methodology for the PBMAS calculations.

Rather, the disproportionality rates took the PBMAS
calculations one step further and told us how much higher
the special education rate was compared to the all
students rate, e.g., 50% higher, 10% higher, 200% higher.




2016 PBMAS

New reporting structure based on disproportionality rates was
previewed as Report Only for the following representation
indicators:

African American (Not Hispanic/Latino) Representation
Hispanic Representation
LEP Representation




| 2016 PBMAS |

The 6-11 and 12-21 age groups that were used for the
Regular Class = 80% Rate and Regular Class <40%
placement indicators were combined into one 6-21 age
group.

Designations of Significant Disproportionality (i.e.,
disproportionality rate 100% or higher) were added for the

placement indicators based on race or ethnicity (Report
Only) for the following groups:

2017 © Region One ESC Division of Instructional, School Improvement,
& College Readiness Support




SD Report Only for 2016 PBMAS
Placement Indicators

Hispanic/Latino

American Indian or Alaska Native

Asian

Black or African American

Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander
White

Two or More Races

N o Ok -




2016 PBMAS: Disproportionality Rates and
SD Report Only

» Each district’s disproportionality rate was reported based on the
percentage ranges below for the discipline and representation

Report Only PL 0 (RO) PL 1(RO) PL 2 (RO) PL 3 (RO)

Disproportionality Rate MIN-10.0% 10.1%-29.9%  30.0% - 49.9%

A Subset of PL 3

And Significant Disproportionality based on race/ethnicity Range
was reported for the placement indicators.

Report Only PL Significant Disproportionality (SD) Report Only

Disproportionality Rate 100.0% - MAX

2017 © Region One ESC Division of Instructional, School Improvement,
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TIMELINE

By July 1, 2018,
states must identify districts that are

subject to federal sanctions (based
on any one of the 98 indicators).

2017 © Region One ESC Division of Instructional, School Improvement,
& College Readiness Support



TIMELINE
Two Options:

A district that has SD for any of the 98 indicators
in 2018 is subject to the federal sanctions.

or

A district that has SD for the same indicator in
both* 2017 and 2018 and does not meet
Reasonable Progress is subject to the federal
sanctions.

*After 2018, this option can include three years.




Stated Purpose of USDE’s Regulatory
Action

» Promote equity in IDEA.

» Help states meaningfully identify districts with significant
disproportionality.

» Ensure children with disabilities are properly identified for
Services.

» Address the well-documented and detrimental over-
Identification of certain students for special education

services.
o Source: Federal Register/\Vol. 81, No. 243/December 19, 2016, p. 92376.

2017 © Region One ESC Division of Instructional, School Improvement,
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Summary of Major Changes to
Representation Indicators

» To address the federal regulations, TEA made the following
changes to the Representation Indicator:
> Instead of assigning PLs based on the aggregated number of
students enrolled in special education, assign PLs based on the

disaggregated number of students enrolled in special education
based on race/ethnicity and disability category.

> Because this disaggregation will include disaggregating data on
African American and Hispanic students, we no longer need those
two separate indicators.

2017 © Region One ESC Division of Instructional, School Improvement,




Graphic Display — 98 Required Categories for Analysis under § 300.647 (b)(2) Determining significant

Federal Regulations require 98 disproportionality.
separate indicators to evaluate
districts’ data regarding: Categories Hispanic/Latino | American i Black or MNative
of any race; Indian or African Hawsaiian
i N . and, for Alaska American | or Other

(a) special education representation individuats who | Native Pacific

[49 indicators]; are non- Islander

Hispanic/Latino
- . Identification of children ages 3 through
indicators]; and 21 with a disability
F CENT duion OfF C -] Z

a) (C) educational placements [ 12 21w \) 8 9 10 11 12 13 14

indicators] . Imtellectual disabilities

: specific learning disabilities | 15 16 17 18 19 20 21
m— ; Emational disturbance | 22 23 24 25 26 27 | 28 # 1-63

(a) Th(?SE |nd|cator_s V\{ll_l be used to Speech or language impairments | 29 30 31 32 33 34 35 .

assign PLs of significant Other health impairments | 36 37 38 39 40 41 42 will be

disproportionality based on Y 43 M 45 ol 47 48 | 48 reported

seven raC|a|/ethn|C groups and : . ..: Z-'. :,Z.Z.' Z-_' s :,Z.'.' e ———— On

. . - . Into particular ucational settings:
Six d_|sab|I|ty categories, as 1. Inside a regular ciass less than 40 50 51 52 53 54 55 56 PBMAS
requ”ed- percent of the day

Z. Inside separate schools and
residential facilities, not including
homebound or hospital settings, 57 58 59 60 61 62 63
correctional facilities or private

Placements of children ages 3 through
21 into particular disciplinary settings.
Out-of-school suspensions and

expulsions of 10 days or fewer

Out-of-school suspensions and #64-98
expulsions of more than 10 days will be
;:;‘s;zr:uol suspensions of 10 days or 78 reported
In-school suspensions of more than on
10 days Discipline
Total disciplinary removals including Data
in-school and out-of-school . .
suspensions, expulsions, remaovals Validation
by school persennel to an interim
alternative education setting, and
removals by a hearing officer

OPVIQ \®) EXdS EUUCat HUDhAYL] Y, UUY. A U Division of Instructional, School Improvement,

reserved. & College Readiness Support



Summary of Major Changes to
Representation Indicators

» These different measures will identify districts that exceed the
threshold for a “disproportionate” level of students of a
particular race/ethnicity or disability category served in
special education.

» States need to set thresholds for what is considered
significantly disproportionate and designate any district that
exceeds that threshold as having significant
disproportionality.

» The threshold has been set at 2.5.

2017 © Region One ESC Division of Instructional, School Improvement,
& College Readiness Support




Summary of Major Changes to
Representation Indicators

» Instead of:

-aPLO0,1, 2, or3,the 2017 PBMAS Representation
Indicator will assign a PL of Significant Disproportionality
(SD) Year 1;

> an “all students” comparison, the 2017 PBMAS
Representation Indicator will be based on an “all other
students™ comparison;

> assigning PL based on the disproportionality rate, SD
Year 1 PL will be assigned based on a risk ratio.

2017 © Region One ESC Division of Instructional, School Improvement,
& College Readiness Support




PBMAS SPED Representation Rate: Excerpt of Our
Pre-Final Requlations Proposal

SPED Students
Sample District’s Data 340
District Rate Asian SPED
Asian SPED @ 240
Asian Students
All Students 950
Disproportionality Rate 156.7

Step 1: 70.6 — 27.5 = 43.1
Step 2: 43.1/27.5*100 = 156.7

All Students
3,456

SPED Students

340
All Students
3,456

SD Year 1

The district’s Asian Representation Rate in SPED is 156.7% higher than the rate of

Asian students in the district.




PBMAS SPED Representation Rate:
Excerpt Based on Final Regulations

SPED Students
Sample District’s Data 340
District Rate Asian SPED
SPED 240
Asian @
Other SPED
Other Students 100
Risk Ratio 6.3

Step 1: 25.3/4.0 = 6.3

All Students
3,456

Asian Students
950

Other Students
2,506

SD Year 1

The district’s Asian students are 6.3 times as likely as other students to be enrolled

in SPED.




PBMAS SPED Reqular Class <40% Rate:

Excerpt of Our Pre-Final Requlations
Proposal

| NUMERATORS | DENOMINATORS |

District Setting <40% SPED Students
Rate
Al 321 2,154
Students
Asian 31 82
@ SD Year 1

Disproportionality
Rate 1 537

Step 1:37.8-14.9=22.9

Step 2: 22.9/14.9*100 = 153.7
The district’s Asian Regular Class <40% Rate is 153.7% higher than the rate of All
Students in the district.




PBMAS SPED Regular Class <40% Rate:
Excerpt Based on Final Regulations

| NUMERATORS | DENOMINATORS |

District Setting <40% SPED Students
Rate

Sampl
Distr;'::"?f gata 14.9 321 2,154

Asian ;7; 31 82

Other <40% Other SPED
Other Students @ 290 2,072 SD Year 1
Risk Ratio 27

Step 1:37.8/14.0 = 2.7
The district’s Asian students are 2.7 times as likely as other students to be in the
Regular Class <40%.

2017 © Region One ESC Division of Instructional, School Improvement,
& College Readiness Support



Discipline Indicators

PBMAS has historically included three discipline indicators
that evaluate the placement of students with disabilities
compared to the placement of all students in:

Disciplinary Alternative Education Programs (DAEP)

In-School Suspension (ISS)

Out of School Suspension (OSS)
They will be discontinued beginning with the 2017
PBMAS, but will be previewed in the 2017 Discipline Data
Validation.

2017 © Region One ESC Division of Instructional, School Improvement,
& College Readiness Support




Discipline Indicators

As part of that release, we will identify SD Year 1 districts
(based on 2015-2016 data), SD Year 2 districts (based on
2016-2017 data), and SD Year 1 districts (based on 2016-
2017 data).

All of those results will subsequently be incorporated into,
and reported a second time, in the 2018 PBMAS.

After that, all the SD indicators will continue to be

Incorporated into, and reported through, each year's
PBMAS.




Reasonable Progress

§300.647(d)(2): A State is not required to identify a district for
significant disproportionality until...the district has exceeded
the risk ratio threshold and has failed to demonstrate
reasonable progress.

Reasonable Progress is lowering the risk ratio in each of two
consecutive prior years.

2017 © Region One ESC Division of Instructional, School Improvement,

& College Readiness Support



Reasonable Progress

District A

District B No

[ State threshold is 2.5 }

* In this example, the risk ratio threshold is >3.0.
@ Both districts started at the same place two years ago (SD Year 1).

- Both districts@xceed3he threshold in the current year (SD Year 3).

 Both districts reduced their risk ratio between SD Year 1 and SD Year 3.

2017 © Region One ESC Division of Instructional, School Improvement,
& College Readiness Support



Reasonable Progress

e

District B t 4.9 3.6 t 4.3 @
\‘J\/

» However, per federal regulations, District B does not get RP because
its ratio increased from 3.6 to 4.3 between SD Years 2 and 3.

2017 © Region One ESC Division of Instructional, School Improvement,
& College Readiness Support




2017-2018 Staging Framework

Mean Ranges by Program Area for a 90%/10% Distribution

4 PBMAS PROGRAMS

AR Y A Y A Y )
Stage BE/ESL CTE ESSA SPED

l-oz-l-z | | e A

ﬁ\‘ 7 leoma Jlrons e

Sl o-20 115 [Jro-22 | ro-re.

I
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SPED Compliance Review

Stage 1 and 2

Compliance Review Not Required




Compliance Review Required

Due: February 16, 2018 Compliance Review Not Required
B .
"Newly dentified Stage 3 for 2017-2018, identified Stage 3 in 2017-2018 and
may have been identified as Not Staged or wWas required 1o submitl a Compkance
a Stage 1or 2in2016-2017 Review Summary in 2016-2017

identified Stage 3 for 2017-2018 and
was required o submit a Complance
Review Summary in 20152016

identified in Post Visit Inbe neenBons,
Year 1or Year 2

*Division of School Improvement will offer
flexibdity for any distriict Lo réceive an on-site
review prior 1o the required submission date.

Copyright © Texas EducatiomAgency 2009. All rights Division of Instructional, School Improvement,
reserved. & College Readiness SupportQ?2




Compliance Review Required

Due: February 16, 2018 Compliance Review Not Required

¥ Y
"Newly identified Stage 4 for 2017-2018, Identified Stage 4 in 2017-2018 and
may have been identified as Nol Staged was required to submit a Compliance
or aStage 1 or 2 in 2016-2017 Review Summary in 2016-2017

Identified Stage 4 for 2017-2018 and ldentified in Post Vist Interventions.
was required to submit a Complance Year 1 or Year 2

Review Summary in 2015-2016

*Division of School Improvement will offer
flexibility for any district to receive an on-sile
réview pror to the required submission date.

Copyright © Texas EducatiomAgency 2009. All rights Division of Instructional, School Improvement,
reserved. & College Readiness SupportQ3




Appendix B

Intervention Requirements for D

ricts Staged in PBMAS

| Conduct a Conduct
Engage in BE/ESL Speci_al
the TAIS . Program Education . . .
Frosess far Submit El’fec:.lweness Col.'nplla nce Intenren.ton .ﬁ.clj.vmas for FJtstnr:ts
SEMAS Targeted Review and F{ewew".anl:l Staged in Special Ed ucatl[.:n that
Indicatars Submit Also Serve Students with
. Flan to TEA Summary of Disabilities Who Reside in RFs:
with PL 2, 3, .
and 4* T Cc-mpl.lance
Analysis Review
Eindinzc
STAGE 1 Complete student level review and
For districts focused data analysis related to
that have no the areas of:
program * LRE
areas Mo * commensurate school day
assigned a ves (uniess alzo No * surregate parent
stage higher - + educational benefit
thana 1 an IR diztncf)
Conduct a system analysis related
to stage 1. Address any identified
issues in the targeted improvement
plan.
STAGE 2 Complete student level review and
For districts focused data analysis related to
that have no the areas of:
program * LRE
areas * commensurate school day
assigned a No * surrogate parent
stage higher (unless alzo + educational benefit
thana 2 Ves Yes an IR district, Mo g . IEP.impIemeFtaljc-n
or zelected + certified/qualified staff
for random * participation in state
submizsion) assessments
Conduct a system analysis related
to stage 2. Address any identified
issues in the targeted improvement
plan.
STAGE 3 Complete student level review and
For districts focused data analysis related to all
that hawve no "Yes 13 investigatory topics.
rogram it & mdix A
zregs fes Yes Yes Yes ‘ crifep:a are Conduct a system analysis related
assigned a met) to stage 3. Address any identified
stage higher issues in the targeted improvement
than a 3 plan.
STAGE 4 Complete student level review and
For districts focused data analysis related to all
that hawe "Yes 13 investigatory topics.
one or maore {if Appendixz A
program fes Yes Ves fes criteria are Conduct a system analysis related
Areas met) o stage 4. Address any identified
assigned a issues in the targeted improvement
stage 4 plan.

* In the special education program. this includes the FREs, but it does not include the special education representation indicater. The
data analysis for the special education representation indicator is a local decision.

** Imespective of intervention stages, any district that identifies special education noncompliance during a review of data will submit a
corrective action plan to TEA

Division of Instructional, School Improvement,
& College Readiness Support
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PBMAS
Bilingual/ESL
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Bilingual Education/English as a Second Language

BE/ESL (Ind

ELLs are advancing academically and
performing satisfactorily on state
assessments

ELLs Not Served in BE or ESL are
advancing academically and
performing satisfactorily on state
assessments

ELLs are graduating and not dropping
out of school

ELLs grades 2-12 are not scoring
beginning proficiency level for two
consecutive years on TELPAS Reading

ELLs grades 5-12, 5 + years
demonstrate progress on TELPAS
Composite rating and are not
continuing to be rated B or |

icators 1-9)

Region 01 ESC
County-District humder: 108350

INDICATOR

Bedbibababaaaiibiia ek e Rakakiki i dads bbb i

. BE STAARE 3-8 FASEING AATE
(1) UATHEMATICS

i) AEADING

(i) scence

{iv) SOGTAL STUBIES

{v) WRITING

5L STAARS 3-8 PASSING RATE
(i) UATHEMATICS

(i) AEADING

(i) scleNce

{iv) SOCTAL STUDIES

v WRITIG

3, LEP (MOT SERVED IN BE/ESL
{i) UATHEMATICS
(i) READING
{id) sCENcE
{iv) S0GIAL STUDIES
v WRITING

(a)

2016 PEURS

Bilingual Education/Englisn as & Second Language

PL O CUT POINTS 2016

OR STATE RATE  REGION RATE  NUMERATOR

D T T T T T T

70.0 - 100
70.0 - 100
- 100
0
0

8.0

65.0 - 100
70.0 - 100

0.0 -
0.0 -
85.0 -
65.0 -
70.0 -

STAARS 3-8 PASSING RATE

70.0 - 100
70.0 - 100
5.0 - 100
65.0 - 100
70.0 - 100

4. LEP YEAR-AFTER-EXIT (YAE) STARRw 3-B PASSING RATE

(i) UATHEMATICS
i) READING

(i) SEIENCE

{iv) SOCIAL STUDIES
{v) WRITING

§. LEP STAAR® EOC PASSING RATE
(1) WATHEMATICE
{iL) SCIENCE
{iid) SOCTAL STUDIES
(1v) ENGLIZH LANGURGE 2375

6. LEP ANNUAL DROROUT RATE (GRADES 7-12)

7. LEP GRADUATION RATE

8. TELPAS READING BEGINNING PROFICIENCY LEVEL RATE 0 -7

9. TELFAS COMPOSITE RATING LEVELS FOR STUDENTS

IN UG, SCHOOLS MULTIPLE YEARS

70.0 - 100
70.0 - 100
85.0 - 100
5.0 - 100
70.0 - 100
5.0 - 100
75.0 - 100
70.0 - 100
§0.0 - 100
0-18
80.0 - 100
1.5
0-7.5

78
6.4
.7
6.9
.1

8.0
458
a2
0.6

6

2N
B3
8.2
7.2

5.7

LR
8.2
9.6
L1

B4

B
8.1
.0
2.1

Bl
2016

12,53
2,847
8,10

]
9,299

13,400
10,69
2,08
1,89
2,040

1,301
1,09
wm
El
31

£,38
§,604
2,087

L]

2,6%

4,570
401
3,268

451

§,497

(e) f) (L]
(9 2016 2018 218
2016 PERFORMANCE REGION  REGIDH
DERONIRATOR LEVEL RATE RATE
.

4,48 0 7.3
4,458 1 5.4
13,42 0 5.7

148 0 5.9
14,298 1 .1
2,048 2 5.0
24,586 3 0
8,220 2 72
8,36 3 .8
7,818 3 .8
2,08 | AR
2,08 2 5.5

1) 2 2.2

84 3 7.2

2] H 57
1,25 0 7.3
7,48 0 .2
2,807 0 5.8

1] 0 5.8
1,08 0 5.4
1,1 | 8.1
§,476 | 5.1
4 | 8.0
16,288 3 2.
36,897 1 24
4,587 | 7.8
51,854 1 K
9,190 2 1.2

6.2
6.6
£3.8
.2
87

4.8
4.1
.2
a

ua

.
8.7
0.8
#%.8

5.6

81.6
83.6
B
6.4

2.1

8.0
6.6
8.0

ud

2014
REGION
RATE

H

2017 © Region One ESC
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Region 01 ESC
County-District Mumber: 108950

=T FORTUWRESANMLE 08l il Temdia ARl Tals oo SW

REGIOHAL REPORT

Bilingual Education/English as a Second Language

ial (e} {T) (g9)
2016 PEMAS (D) e} {d} 2016 2016 2015
PL O CUT POINTS 2016 2016 2018 PERFORMANGCE REGION REGICN |
INDICATOR OR STATE RATE REGION RATE HUMERATOR DENOMINATOR LEVEL RATE RATE
e A e e i e A s e e L i
1. BE STAARE 3-8 PASSING RATE
{1}  MATHEMATICS 70.0 - 100 74.9 32,534 43,845 o 74.9 67.2
{ii) READING 7O.0 - 100 £6.4 28,847 43,565 1 85.4 B6.6
{iii) SCIENMCE 65.0 - 100 £7.7 9,102 13,442 o 87.7 =3.8
{iv) SOCIAL STUDIES 65.0 - 100 £6.0 o 148 o 85.9 T0.2
(v} WRITING 70.0 - 100 £5.1 9,200 14,295 1 5.1 B4.7
2. ESL STAAR® 3-B PASSING RATE
{1}  MATHEMATICS 7O.0 - 100 E6.0 13,400 23,946 - E6.0 48.6
{ii) READING 7O.0 - 100 43.8 10,698 24,586 3 43.5 41.1
{iii) SCIENMCE 65.0 - 100 ar.z 2,982 §,320 z 47.2 35.2
{iv) SOCIAL STUDIES £5.0 - 100 30.8 1,930 £,316 3 0.6 27.0
(v} WRITING 7O.0 - 100 37.E 2,940 7,818 3 376 34,3
3. LEP [MOT SERVED IN BE/ESL) STAARE 3-8 PASSING RATE
{1}  MATHEMATICS 70.0 - 100 £3.8 1,301 2,039 1 £3.8 E7.6
{ii) READING 7O.0 - 100 £3.85 1,009 2,088 - 53.5 E5.7
{iii) SCIENCE 65.0 - 100 s2.2 282 540 2 B2.2 40.8
{iv) SOCIAL STUDIES £5.0 - 100 27.2 50 184 3 27.2 26.8
(v} WRITING 7O.0 - 100 E1.7 361 £08 - B1.7 50.6
4. LEP YEAR-AFTER-EXIT (YAE) STAAR® 3-B PASSING RATE
{1}  MATHEMATICS 70.0 - 100 B7.0 £,383 7,259 o 87.9 B1.6
{ii) READING 7O.0 - 100 Bg8.2 6,604 7,489 o 88.2 83.5
{iii) SCIENMCE 65.0 - 100 B0.6 2,067 2,307 o 898 79.1
{iv) SOCIAL STUDIES £5.0 - 100 E7.6 544 805 o §7.6 61.4
(v} WRITING 7O.0 - 100 BE.4 2,626 3,039 o B5.4 821
E. LEP STAAR® EOC PASSING RATE
{1}  MATHEMATICS 65.0 - 100 64.1 4,570 7,128 1 £4.1 £0.0
{ii) SCIENCE 75.0 - 100 £5.1 4,216 §,476 1 85.1 &7.5
{iii) SOCIAL STUDIES 70.0 - 100 £9.0 3,265 4,731 1 89.0 0.0
{iv) ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS 60.0 - 100 28.1 4,577 16,286 3 28.1 34.4
6. LEP AMNUAL DROPOUT RATE (GRADES 7-12) o- 1.8 2.4 a7s 38,837 1 2.4 2.7
7. LEP GRADUATION RATE 80.0 - 100 T4.8 3,414 4,587 1 74.8
8. TELPAS READING BEGINMING PROFICIENCY LEVEL RATE 0- 7.5 9.2 7,466 B1,554 1 9.2 10.1
9. TELPAZ COMPOSITE RATING LEVELS FOR STUDENTS
IN U.Z. SCHOOLS MULTIPLE YEARS 0-7.5 13.2 6,407 49,100 z 13.2 14.3




Bilingual/ESL

BE/ESL Indicators #1 (BE) - #2 (ESL)

1. Students participating in Bilingual (#1) or ESL (#2) programs.

2. STAAR, STAAR Spanish and STAAR Alternate 2

3. Mathematics (3-8), Reading (3-8), Science (5, 8), Social
Studies (8), and Writing (4,7).

4. Students assessed with STAAR Alternate 2 are included in

the numerator if they achieve Level Il performance or
higher.

2017 © Region One ESC Division of Instruct ional, School Improvement,
& College Readiness Support




Bilingual/ESL

BE/ESL Indicator #3 (Denials)

1. ELL students NOT participating in Bilingual or ESL programs.
2. STAAR, STAAR Spanish and STAAR Alternate 2

3. Mathematics (3-8), Reading (3-8), Science (5,8), Social
Studies (8), and Writing (4,7).

4. Students assessed with STAAR Alternate 2 are included in
the numerator if they achieve Level Il performance or

higher.

2017 © Region One ESC Division of Instruct ional, School Improvement,
& College Readiness Support




Bilingual/ESL

BE/ESL Indicator #4 (Year After Exit)

1. Monitored Year 1 students.

2. STAAR and STAAR Alternate 2

3. Mathematics (3-8), Reading (3-8), Science (5, 8), Social
Studies (8), and Writing (4,7).

4. Students assessed with STAAR Alternate 2 are included in
the numerator if they achieve Level Il performance or

higher.

2017 © Region One ESC Division of Instruct ional, School Improvement,
& College Readiness Support




Bilingual/ESL

BE/ESL Indicator #5: EOC

1. Current ELL students taking EOCs.

2. The LEP STAAR EOC passing rate is based on STAAR and
STAAR Alternate 2 results from the following EOC
assessments as applicable: Mathematics (Algebra 1), Science

(Biology), Social Studies (U.S. History), and English Language
Arts (English | and Il).

3. Students assessed with STAAR Alternate 2 EOC are included

in the numerator if they achieve Level Il performance or
higher.

2017 © Region One ESC Division of Instruct ional, School Improvement,
& College Readiness Support



Bilingual/ESL

BE/ESL Indicator #6: LEP Drop-Out

Dropout data are for the 2015-2016 school year and are the most current
data available for use in the 2017 PBMAS.

PLO=0% -1.8%
PL1=1.9%-3.3%
PL2=3.4%-5.3%
PL3 =5.4%-100%

2017 © Region One ESC Division of Instructional, School Improvement,
& College Readiness Support



Bilingual/ESL

BE/ESL Indicator #7: LEP Graduation

Graduation data are for the class of 2016 and are the most current data
available for use in the 2017 PBMAS.

This indicator is based on students reported in PEIMS as LEP at any time
while attending Grades 9-12 in a Texas Public School.

PLO =80% - 100%
PL1=70%-79.9%
PL2 =55%-69.9%
PL3 =0%-54.9%

2017 © Region One ESC Division of Instructional, School Improvement,
& College Readiness Support



Bilingual/ESL

BE/ESL Indicator #8: TELPAS Reading

Number of ELLs in Grades 2-12 who scored BEG on TELPAS Reading in 2017

Number of ELLs in Grades 2-12 who tested on TELPAS Reading in 2017 & 2016

PLO=0%-7.5%
PL1=7.6%-10.5%
PL2 =10.6% - 14.4%
PL3 =14.5% - 100%

2017 © Region One ESC Division of Instructional, School Improvement,
& College Readiness Support



Bilingual/ESL

BE/ESL Indicator #9: TELPAS Composite

Number of ELLs in Grades 5-12 (5+ Yrs) with TELPAS Composite BEG or INT
(who did not meet STAAR/EOC English satisfactory academic performance)

Number of ELLs in Grades 5-12 (5+ Yrs) with a TELPAS Composite rating

PLO=0%-7.5%
PL1=7.6%-10.5%
PL2=10.6% - 14.4%
PL3 =14.5% - 100%

2017 © Region One ESC Division of Instructional, School Improvement,
& College Readiness Support



REGION ONE EDUCATION SERVICE CENTER

CAREER & TECHNICAL EDUCATION
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CTE - PEIMS Coding
Definitions

* 0- Not enrolled in a CTE Course

* 1- CTE Participant. Enrolled in a CTE Course and the
student’s 4-year plan of study does not outline a coherent
sequence of courses in CTE.

e 2 - CTE coherent sequence taker. The student must have a
4-year plan of study (or a high school personal graduation

plan TEC 28.02121) to take 2 or more CTE courses for 3 or
more credits




Career & Technical Education
(PBMAS - Indicators 1-8)

Students being served by Career and Technical Education (CTE) are advancing
academically and performing satisfactorily on state assessments and other areas:

All CTE Students STAAR EOC Passing Rate

CTE LEP STAAR EOC Passing Rate

CTE Economically Disadvantage EOC Passing Rate

CTE SPED EOC Passing Rate

CTE Annual Dropout Rate (Grades 9-12)

CTE Graduation Rate

CTE Nontraditional Course Completion rate - Males
CTE Nontraditional Course Completion Rate - Females

O NOURWNE




Texas Education Agency
2017 PERFOAMANCE -BASED MONITOAING ANALYSIS SYSTEM
CAREER AND TECHNICAL EDUCATION Fegion Of

2017 INDICATOR

2017 2017 2017 2017 2016 2016 2015 2015 FERFORMANCE
INDICATCA FL O CUT POINTS DISTAICT RATE ~ WUMERATOR  DEWOMINATOR  WUMERATOR  DENOMINATOR  WUMERATOR  DENOMIMATOR LEVEL
LR e L P e
1. CTE STAAR® EOC PASSING RATE PASSED TESTED PASSED TESTED PASSED TESTED
{i) MATHEMATIGS 65.0 - 100 2.0 225 242 222 264 198 234 0
[ii}y SCIENCE 75.0 - 100 2.7 253 273 216 225 206 216 Q0
{iii} SOCIAL STUDIES 70.0 - 100 95.4 247 258 249 262 201 211 0
[iw} ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS 60.0 - 100 7.2 260 595 473 G55 Q0
2. CTE LEP STAARe EOC PASSING RATE PASSED TESTED PASSED TESTED PASSED TESTED
(i) MATHEMATICS 65.0 - 100 82.9 29 35 a5 46 19 28 0
(i1} SCIENCE 75.0 - 100 B1_6 42 458 22 | * = 0
(iii} SOCIAL STUDIES 70.0 - 100 B2.5 ) 20 e +4 10 15 Q0
{iw} ENGLISH LANGUASE ARTS 600 - 100 52.3 56 107 65 138 1
3. CTE ECONDNICALLY DISADVANTAGED STAARE EOC PASSING RATE PASSED TESTED PASSED TESTED PASSED TESTED
(i) MATHEMATICS 65.0 - 100 82.9 225 241 222 264 196 233 o
{11} SCIENCE 75.0 - 100 92 6 251 Fily | 216 225 205 2158 0
{iii} SOCIAL STUDIES 70.0 - 100 95.4 247 258 245 253 198 209 0
[iw} ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS 60.0 - 100 T7.5 259 592 472 654 Q0
4. (CTE SPED STAAR® EQOC PASSING AATE PASSED TESTED PASSED TESTED PASSED TESTED
(i) MATHEMATIGS 65.0 - 100 50.0 * * 3 15 * * MNA SA
[ii} SGIENCE 75.0 - 100 3.3 * * - * - - NA 54
{ii1} SOCIAL STUDIES 0.0 - 100 [ & 10 * * * * MNA SA
{iw} ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS 600 - 100 7.5 10 20 a 28 2
5. CTE ANWUAL DROPOUT RATE (GRADES 9-12) |=ememen 201516 ==even-| |====ne= 2014-15 =c=--u=| |==em=es 201314 =cneena]
DAOPQUTS ATTEND DROPOUTS ATTEND DROPQUTS ATTEND
0 -2.48 1.4 15 1.090 - * 12 877 0
£. CTE GRADUATION RATE [, I 7 T J— J------- 201415 --mnunn] [, 5. T R——
GAADUATES CLASS GRADUATES CLASS GAADUATES CLASS
80.0 - 100 7.7 253 258 21 236 2523 267 0
7. CTE HOWTRADITIONAL COURSE COMPLETION RATE - MALES |=====-- 2015-16 -------|
MALE AL
COMPLETE COMFPLETE
FEMELE FEMALE
STATE RATE COURSES COURSES
9.6 26_6 111 M7 Feport Only
8. CTE HOWTRADITIONAL COURSE COMPLETION RATE - FEMALES |=====-- 2015-16 -------|
FEMALE ALL
COMPLETE COMFPLETE
MALE WALE
STATE RATE COURSES COURSES
e 9.8 167 627 Feport Only
2017 © Region One ESC Division of Instructional, School Improvement,

& College Readiness Support



Career & Technical Education
(PBMAS - Indicators 1-8)

REGION ONE EDUCATION SERVICE CENTER
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2017 PBMAS Indicator Preview: CTE

Program Area and
Indicator Number

Indicator Name

2016 PBMAS

2017 PBMAS

CTE #1(i-iv)

Additional provisions
pertaining to this
indicator will be covered
in the 2017 PBMAS
Other System
Components preview.

CTE STAAR EOC
Passing Rate
(M, S, SS, ELA)

0 PLs were assigned
(including ELA)
based on
satisfactory student
performance and
above.

0 Changes to the cut
points were
implemented.

0 RI (except ELA) but
no SA

0 Two years of data
available for
analysis (one year
for ELA)

0 Add Rl for ELA.

0 Add SA (except
ELA).

0 Three years of data
available for
analysis (two years
for ELA)
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2017 PBMAS Indicator Preview: CTE

Program Area and
Indicator Number

Indicator Name

2016 PBMAS

2017 PBMAS

CTE #2(i-iv)

Additional provisions
pertaining to this
indicator will be covered
in the 2017 PBMAS
Other System
Components preview.

CTE LEP STAAR
EOC Passing Rate
(M, S, SS, ELA)

o PLs were assigned
(including ELA)
based on
satisfactory student
performance and
above.

0 Changes to the cut
points were
implemented.

0 Rl (except ELA) but
no SA

0 Two years of data
available for
analysis (one year
for ELA)

0 Add Rl for ELA.

0 Add PL 4 for ELA.

0 Add SA (except
ELA).

0 Three years of data
available for
analysis (two years
for ELA)
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2017 PBMAS Indicator Prewew CTE

0 Rl (except ELA) but
no SA

0 Two years of data
available for analysis
(one year for ELA)

Program Area and Indicator Name 2016 PBMAS 2017 PBMAS
Indicator Number
CTE #3(I-1v) CTE Economically | @ Plswereassigned | o Add Rl for ELA.
Disadvantaged g:i':ﬂ's'}gi‘:;) based | ) Add SA (except
Ad(ditional provisions STAAR EOC student performance ELA).
pertaining to this Passing Rate and above. 0 Three years of data
indicator will be covered | (1 5 S ELA) a Changes to the cut available for
| n the 2017 PBMAS points were analysis (two years
i Other System | implemented. for ELA) |
Components preview.
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2017 PBMAS Indicator Preview: CTE

a Rl (except ELA) but
no SA

0 Two years of data
available for
analysis (one year
for ELA)

Program Area and Indicator Name 2016 PBMAS 2017 PBMAS
Indicator Number
CTE #4(i-iv) CTE SPED STAAR | o PLs were assigned | 0 Add Rl for ELA.
EOC Passing Rate (including ELA) 0 Add PL 4 for ELA.
based on
it o M, S, SS, ELA . 0 Add SA (except
Additional provisions (M, S, SS, ELA) satistactory student | £ o (excep
pertaining to this performance and '
indicator will be above Q Three years of data
covered in the 2017 ch ' o the cut available for
PBMAS Other System - _a?ges othecu analysis (two years
Components preview. POINES Were for ELA)
implemented.
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2017 PBMAS Indicator Preview: CTE

Program Area and Indicator Name 2016 PBMAS 2017 PBMAS
Indicator Number
CTE#5 CTE Annual Dropout | a PLs were assigned | o No changes
Rate (Grades 9-12) | with Rl'and SA.
a Changes to the cut
points were
implemented.
CTE #6 CTE Graduation 0 PLs were assigned | o No changes
Rate with Rl but no SA.

0 Changes to the cut
points were
implemented.

2017 © Region One ESC
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2017 PBMAS Indicator Preview: CTE

Program Area and Indicator Name 2016 PBMAS 2017 PBMAS
Indicator Number
CTE #7 CTE Nontraditional | @ PLs were assigned | 0 Implement new
Course Completion with Rl and SA. course list.
Rate-Males Q Three years of 0 Report Only
data available for | o One year of data
analysis available for
analysis
0 NoRlor SA
CTE #8 CTE Nontraditional | o PLs were assigned | o Implement new
Course Completion with Rl and SA. course list.
Rate-Females Q Three years of 0 Report Only
data available for | o One year of data
analysis available for
analysis

0 No Rlor SA

2017 © Region One ESC
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Every Student Succeeds Act
Title I, Part A
Title I, Part C
(ESSA)




Every Student Succeeds Act
(Indicators 1-4)
Title |, Part A

#1. Title I, Part A STAAR 3-8 Passing Rate (i-iv)

This indicator measures the percent of Title |, Part A students who met the minimum level of
satisfactory performance or higher on the STAAR 3-8 assessments (mathematics, reading,
science, social studies, and writing)

#2. Title I, Part A STAAR EOC Passing Rate (i-iv)

This indicator measures the percent of Title |, Part A students who met the minimum level of
satisfactory performance or higher on the STAAR EOC assessments (mathematics, reading,
science, social studies, and writing)

#3. Title I, Part A Annual Dropout Rate (Grades 7-12)
This indicator measures the percent of Title |, Part A students in Grades 7-12 who dropped out

in a given school year (note: 2015-2016 school year and are most current data available for use
in the 2017)

#4. Title |, Part A Graduation Rate
This Indicator measures the percent of Title |, Part A students who graduated with a high
school diploma in four years




Every Student Succeeds Act
(Indicators 5-8)
Title |, Part C

#5. Migrant STAAR 3-8 Passing Rate (i-iv)

This indicator measures the percent of Migrant students who met the minimum level of
satisfactory performance or higher on the STAAR 3-8 assessments (mathematics, reading,
science, social studies, and writing)

#6 . Migrant STAAR EOC Passing Rate (i-iv)

This indicator measures the percent of Migrant students who met the minimum level of
satisfactory performance or higher on the STAAR EOC assessments (mathematics, reading,
science, social studies, and writing)

#7. Migrant Annual Dropout Rate (Grades 7-12)

This indicator measures the percent of Migrant students in Grades 7-12 who dropped out in
a gik\:enzgclf}()ml year (note: 2015-2016 school year and are most current data available for use
in the

#8. Migrant Graduation Rate

This Indicator measures the percent of Migrant students who graduated with a high school
diploma in four years




2017 PBMAS Indicator Preview: ESSA

analysis

Program Area and Indicator Name 2016 PBMAS 2017 PBMAS
Indicator Number
ESSA#1(I-v) Title |, Part A 0 PLs were 0 Add SA.
STAAR 3-8 Passing |  assigned based | g Three years of
Additional provisions Rate on satisfactory data available for
pertaining to this (M,R, S, SS, W) student analysis
;:ndfcafor will be covered perform ance and
in the 2017 PBMAS above
Other System '
Components preview. 2 Rl but no SA
Q Two years of data
available for
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2017 PBMAS Indicator Preview: ESSA

Program Area and
Indicator Number

Indicator Name

2016 PBMAS

2017 PBMAS

ESSA #2(i-iv)

Additional provisions
pertaining to this
indicator will be covered
in the 2017 PBMAS
Other System
Components preview.

Title |, Part A
STAAR EOC
Passing Rate
(M, S, SS, ELA)

0 PLs were assigned
(including ELA)
based on
satisfactory student
performance and
above.

0 Changes to the cut
points were
implemented.

0 RI (except ELA) but
no SA

0 Two years of data
available for
analysis (one year
for ELA)

o Add Rl for ELA.

0 Add SA (except
ELA).

Q Three years of data
available for
analysis (two years
for ELA)
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2017 PBMAS Indicator Ereview: ESSA

St

J Program Area and Indicator Name 2016 PBMAS 2017 PBMAS
Indicator Number
ESSA#3 Title |, Part A 0 PLs were a No changes
Annual Dropout assigned with Rl
Rate and SA.
(Grades 7-12) 0 Changes to the
cut points were
Implemented.
o]
ESSA #4 Title |, Part A Q F’!_S were assigned | o No changes
Graduation Rate with RI but no SA.
a Changes to the cut
points were
implemented.
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2017 PBMAS Indicator Preview: ESSA

analysis

Program Area and Indicator Name 2016 PBMAS 2017 PBMAS
Indicator Number
ESSA#5(i-v) Migrant STAAR 3-8 | o PLs were 0 Add SA.
Passing Rate assigned based | g Three years of
Additional provisions | (M. R, S, SS, W) on satisfactory data available for
pertaining to this student analysis
f:ndfcafor will be covered performa nce and
in the 2017 PBMAS above
Other System '
Components preview. 0 Rl butno SA
Q Two years of data
available for

2017 © Region One ESC
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2017 PBMAS Indicator Preview: ESSA

a Rl (except ELA) but
no SA

Q Two years of data
available for analysis
(one year for ELA)

Program Area and Indicator Name 2016 PBMAS 2017 PBMAS

Indicator Number
ESSA#6(I-1v) Migrant STAAR 2 Plswereassigned | 0 Add Rl for ELA.

EOC Passing Rate (including ELA) based | 1 44 SA (except
on satisfactory LA

Additional provisions (M, S, SS, ELA) student performance )
pertaining to this and above. Q Three years of data
indicator will be covered a Changes to the cut available for
in the 2017 PBMAS points were analysis (two years
Other System _ implemented. for ELA)
Components preview.
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2017 PBMAS Indicator Preview: ESSA

Implemented.

ProgramAreaand | Indicator Name 2016 PBMAS 2017 PBMAS
Indicator Number
ESSA#/ Migrant Annual a PLs were 0 No changes
Dropout Rate assigned with R
(Grades 7-12) and SA.
a Changes to the
cut points were
Implemented.
ESSA#8 Migrant 0 PLs were 0 No changes
Graduation Rate assigned with Rl
but no SA.
a Changes to the
cut points were
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Engaging in the
Texas Accountability Intervention System
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PBMAS Contacts

Division of Instructional, School Improvement and College Readiness Support

Dr. Belinda S. Gorena, Administrator Eduardo Garcia, Specialist
956 984-6173 956 984-6243
bgorena@escl.net edgarcia@escl.net
Ruben Degollado, Coordinator Todd Larson, Coordinator
956 984-6185 956 984-6203
rdegollado@escl.net tlarson@escl.net
Benjamin Macias, Specialist Carol Campos, Coordinator
956 984-6234 956-984-6205
bmacias@escl.net ccampos@escl.net
Dr. Omar Chavez, Coordinator Karina Chapa, Director
956 984-6240 956 984-6246

ochavez@escl.net kchapa@escl.net
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