2024 Accountability Manual

Appendix A—Acknowledgements

2024 Texas Accountability Advisory Group (TAAG)

Representatives from school districts, legislative offices, and the business community met in January, March, and
April 2024 to collaborate with the Texas Education Agency (TEA) in matters related to the 2024 accountability
system.

Legislative Staff

Chris Duke, Education Policy Analyst, Office of Lieutenant Governor

Sydni Gaitan, Budget and Policy Advisor, Office of the Governor

Tamoria Jones, House Public Education Committee Director, House Public Education Committee
Joel Resendez, Senate Higher Education Committee Director, Senate Higher Education Committee
Daniel Warner, Education Policy Advisor, Office of the Speaker of the House

School District / Charter Schools

Sara Arispe, Associate Superintendent, Fort Worth Independent School District (ISD)
Jonathan Basha, Principal, Gonzales ISD

Eddie Conger, Superintendent, International Leadership of Texas Charter Schools
James Cureton, Director, Assessments and Accountability, Tyler ISD

LaTonya Goffney, Superintendent, Aldine ISD

Kevin Malandruccolo, Director, Accountability and Testing, Hays CISD

Allison Matney, Executive Officer, Houston ISD

Kathy Milton, Director, Accountability and Assessment, Royse City ISD

Donna Porter, Assistant Superintendent, Carthage ISD

R.L. Richards, Superintendent, Muleshoe ISD

Gonzalo Salazar, Superintendent, Los Fresnos CISD

Theresa Urrabazo, Sr. Executive Director, San Antonio ISD

Business / Education Organization Representatives
Benjamin Mackey, Executive Director, Texas Impact Network

William McKenzie, Sr. Editorial Director, George W. Bush Institute

Gilbert Zavala, Vice President, Greater Austin Chamber of Commerce

Robert Sanborn, President & CEO, Children at Risk

Appendix A—Acknowledgements 145



2024 Accountability Manual

TEA Staff

Many people contributed to the development of the 2024 Accountability Manual. The project staff wish to thank
these individuals for their expert advice and prompt review of our materials. Their comments greatly enhanced the
accuracy and format of the document.

Executive Management

Mike Morath, Commissioner of Education

Iris Tian, Deputy Commissioner, Analytics, Assessment and Reporting

Project Leadership

Katherine Beck, Division Director, Performance Reporting Division

Andrea Juarez, Director of Policy and Communication, Performance Reporting Division
Melanie Robinson, Manager of Policy and Communications, Performance Reporting Division

Christina Arroyo-Giner, Director, Performance Reporting Division

Contributors

Jordan Runge, Director, Performance Reporting Division

Keith Cranford, Director, Performance Reporting Division

Lindsay Denman, Director, Division of School Improvement

Ellie Hanlon, Communication and Policy Specialist, Division of Governance
Charles Hess, AskTED Administrator, Division of Research and Analysis

Linda Johnson, Extra/Cocurricular Coordinator, Performance Reporting Division
Richard Kallus, Manager, Division of Research and Analysis

Eric Marin, Attorney, Legal Services

Selina Perez, Communications Coordinator, Performance Reporting Division
Cindy Phelps, Research Coordinator, Performance Reporting Division

Daniel Brown, Training and Outreach Coordinator, Performance Reporting Division
Linda Roska, Executive Director, Division of Research and Analysis

Michele Stahl, Director, Division of Governance

Von Byer, General Counsel, Legal Services

146 Appendix A—Acknowledgements



	Chapter 5 – Calculating Ratings057
	Chapter 6 – Distinction Designations073
	Chapter 7 – Other Accountability System Processes085
	Chapter 8 – Appealing the Ratings091
	Chapter 9 –Responsibilities and Consequences0101
	Chapter 10 – Identification of Schools for Improvement0107
	Chapter 11 – Local Accountability Systems0113
	Chapter 1—Accountability Overview
	About this Manual
	Accountability Advisory Groups
	Overview of the Accountability System
	Who is Rated?
	Districts
	Campuses
	Rating Labels
	Distinction Designations
	Accountability System School Types
	STAAR-Based Indicators
	Accountability Subset Rule
	STAAR EOC Retest Performance
	2024 Accountability Subset Examples for EOC Retesters in STAAR Based Indicators

	SAT/ACT Inclusion in STAAR Based Indicators—Accountability Subset

	TSDS PEIMS-Based Indicators
	Other Indicators
	Ensuring Data Integrity
	Interpretation of the Manual for Ratings and Distinction Designations

	Chapter 2—Student Achievement Domain
	Overview
	STAAR Component
	STAAR Component—Assessments and Measures Evaluated
	STAAR Component—Equivalent Standards for Evaluated Assessments and Measures
	STAAR Component—Students Evaluated
	STAAR Component—Inclusion of EB Students/ELs
	Inclusion of SAT/ACT Results for Accelerated Testers
	SAT/ACT Inclusion—Assessments Evaluated
	SAT/ACT Inclusion—Assessment Score Range for Performance Level Standards
	SAT/ACT Inclusion—Students Evaluated
	SAT/ACT Inclusion—Methodology
	SAT/ACT Inclusion—Accountability Subset
	STAAR Component—Methodology
	STAAR Component—Minimum Size Criteria and Small Numbers Analysis

	College, Career, and Military Readiness Component
	Schedule for Reviewed and Approved College Prep Courses
	Schedule for Phase-in of College Prep 12th Grade requirement.
	Phase-In Schedule for Sunsetting IBCs and Alignment with Programs of Study
	Sunsetting IBCs
	College, Career, and Military Readiness Component—Sunsetting IBC Example Calculation
	Approved IBC List
	Phase-In for IBCs and Programs of Study
	CCMR Credit Requirements for Annual Graduates by Accountability Year

	College, Career, and Military Readiness Component—Students Evaluated
	College, Career, and Military Readiness Component—Minimum Size Criteria and Small Numbers Analysis
	College, Career, and Military Readiness Component—Methodology
	College, Career, and Military Readiness Component—Example Calculation


	Graduation Rate (or Annual Dropout Rate) Component
	Graduation Rate Component
	Graduation Rate—Students Evaluated
	Graduation Rate—Minimum Size Criteria and Small Numbers Analysis
	Graduation Rate—Methodology
	Graduation Rate—Example Calculation from 2024 Accountability


	Annual Dropout Rate Component
	Annual Dropout Rate—Students Evaluated
	Annual Dropout Rate—Minimum Size Criteria and Small Numbers Analysis
	Annual Dropout Rate—Methodology
	Annual Dropout Rate—Conversion

	Alternative Education Accountability Modifications
	AEA STAAR—Methodology
	AEA CCMR Rate—Methodology
	AEA Graduation/Annual Dropout Rate—Methodology
	AEA Annual Dropout Rate—Conversion

	Student Achievement Domain Rating Calculation

	Chapter 3—School Progress Domain
	Overview
	School Progress, Part A: Academic Growth
	Part A: Academic Growth—Assessments Evaluated
	Part A: Academic Growth—Students Evaluated
	Part A: Academic Growth—Inclusion of EB Students/ELs
	Part A: Academic Growth—Minimum Size Criteria and Small Numbers Analysis
	Part A: Academic Growth: Annual Growth—Methodology
	Part A: Academic Growth: Annual Growth Points (STAAR)
	Part A: Academic Growth: Annual Growth Points (STAAR Alternate 2)
	Part A: Academic Growth: Accelerated Learning—Methodology
	Part A: Academic Growth: Accelerated Learning Points (STAAR)
	Part A: Academic Growth: Accelerated Learning Points (STAAR Alternate 2)
	Part A: Academic Growth Score
	Example Calculation: Part A: Academic Growth
	Annual Growth Points (Example)
	Accelerated Learning Points (Example)
	Example Calculation: Part A: Academic Growth


	School Progress, Part B: Relative Performance
	Part B: Relative Performance—Assessments and Measures Evaluated
	Part B: Relative Performance—Students Evaluated
	Part B: Relative Performance—Inclusion of EB Students/ELs
	Part B: Relative Performance—Minimum Size Criteria and Small Numbers Analysis
	Part B: Relative Performance—Methodology
	Elementary and Middle Schools
	High Schools and K–12 Campuses with CCMR Component
	High Schools and K–12 Campuses without CCMR Component
	Alternative Education Accountability Campuses

	Part B: Relative Performance Score
	Examples: Part B: Relative Performance
	Alternative Education Accountability—Part B: Retest Growth
	AEA Part B: Retest Growth—Assessments Evaluated
	AEA Part B: Retest Growth—Students Evaluated
	AEA Part B: Retest Growth—Inclusion of EB Students/ELs
	AEA Part B: Retest Growth—Minimum Size Criteria and Small Numbers Analysis
	AEA Part B: Retest Growth—Methodology


	School Progress Domain Rating Calculation

	Chapter 4—Closing the Gaps Domain
	Overview
	Student Groups Evaluated
	Student Groups Evaluated for Closing the Gaps Domain Rating
	Two Lowest Performing Racial/Ethnic Groups from the Prior Year
	Existing Campus: Two Lowest Performing Racial/Ethnic Groups from the Prior Year
	New Campuses: Two Lowest Performing Racial/Ethnic Groups from the Prior Year

	High Focus
	Current and Monitored EB students/ELs
	Continuously Enrolled
	Example: Campus Continuously Enrolled Determination (Grade 4–8) for 2024 Accountability
	Inclusion of EB students/ELs
	Current and Former Special Education Students
	Highly Mobile


	Minimum Size
	0–4 Points
	Example: 0–4 Points Determination for 2024 Accountability
	Example 2: Points Calculation for 2024 Accountability

	Components
	Academic Achievement Component
	Academic Achievement—Assessments and Measures Evaluated
	Academic Achievement—Minimum Size Criteria and Small Numbers Analysis
	Academic Achievement—Methodology

	Growth or Graduation Component
	Academic Growth Status
	Academic Growth Status—Assessments Evaluated
	Academic Growth Status—Minimum Size Criteria and Small Numbers Analysis
	Academic Growth Status—Methodology

	Federal Graduation Status
	Federal Graduation Status—Minimum Size Criteria and Small Numbers Analysis
	All Students
	Student Groups

	Federal Graduation Status—Methodology
	Inclusion of EB Students/ELs
	Highly Mobile Graduate Identification
	Inclusions to the Four-Year Federal Dropout Definition

	Progress in Achieving English Language Proficiency Component
	Progress in Achieving English Language Proficiency—Assessments Evaluated
	Progress in Achieving English Language Proficiency—Minimum Size Criteria and Small Numbers Analysis
	Progress in Achieving English Language Proficiency—Methodology

	School Quality or Student Success Component
	Student Achievement Domain Score: STAAR Component Only—Assessments and Measures Evaluated
	Student Achievement Domain Score: STAAR Component Only—Minimum Size Criteria and Small Numbers Analysis
	Student Achievement Domain Score: STAAR Component Only—Methodology

	College, Career, and Military Readiness Performance Status
	College, Career, and Military Readiness Performance Status—Minimum Size Criteria and Small Numbers Analysis
	College, Career, and Military Readiness Performance Status—Methodology
	Participation Status
	Example: Adjusted Academic Achievement Performance Calculation
	Original RLA Academic Achievement Performance Calculation
	Adjusted RLA Academic Achievement Performance Calculation


	Minimum Number of Evaluated Indicators
	Calculating Component Scores
	Example: Component Score Chart

	Calculating a Closing the Gaps Domain Score
	Closing the Gaps Component Weights
	Example: Closing the Gaps Calculation: Elementary School
	Example Closing the Gaps Calculation: Middle School


	Closing the Gaps Domain Rating Calculation
	2023 Closing the Gaps Performance Targets: High Schools, K–12s, and AEAs
	Closing the Gaps Performance Targets: High Schools, K–12s, and AEAs (continued)

	2023 Closing the Gaps Performance Targets: Middle Schools
	2023 Closing the Gaps Performance Targets: Middle Schools (continued)
	2023 Closing the Gaps Performance Targets: Elementary Schools
	Closing the Gaps Performance Targets: Elementary Schools (continued)
	Chapter 5—Calculating Ratings
	Overview
	Ratings
	Scaling Processes
	Campus Domain Methodology
	Student Achievement Domain
	School Progress Domain
	Closing the Gaps Domain

	District Proportional Domain Methodology
	Example: District Proportional Student Achievement Domain Rating Calculation
	Example: Calculating Proportional Weighting of Campuses
	Example: Calculating Campus Points to Determine District Domain Score

	Overall Rating (Districts and Campuses)
	Overall Rating (Districts and Campuses) 3 Fs Rule
	Overall Rating (Districts and Campuses) 3 Ds Rule
	Overall Rating (Districts) Campus with F Rule
	Example: Campus Student Achievement Domain Calculation
	Example: Campus Overall Rating Calculation


	Cut Scores for Scaling Conversion
	Scaling Tables
	Table 5.1: Campus Student Achievement Domain: STAAR and CCMR Components
	Table 5.2: Campus Student Achievement Domain: Graduation Rate Component
	Table 5.3: Campus School Progress, Part A Domain
	Table 5.4: Campus Closing the Gaps Domain

	How to Convert to a Scaled Score
	Example: Converting to a Scaled Score
	Table 5.5: School Progress, Part B: Relative Performance Lookup Tables
	Table 5.5: School Progress, Part B: Relative Performance Lookup Tables (continued)
	Table 5.5: School Progress, Part B: Relative Performance Lookup Tables (continued)
	Table 5.5: School Progress, Part B: Relative Performance Lookup Tables (continued)
	Table 5.6: School Progress, Part B: AEA Retest Growth Lookup Tables
	Table 5.6: School Progress, Part B: AEA Retest Growth Lookup Tables
	Table 5.6: School Progress, Part B: AEA Retest Growth Lookup Tables (continued)
	Table 5.6: School Progress, Part B: AEA Retest Growth Lookup Tables (continued)
	Table 5.6: School Progress, Part B: AEA Retest Growth Lookup Tables (continued)



	Chapter 6—Distinction Designations
	Distinction Designations
	Distinction Designation Labels
	Campus Comparison Groups
	Academic Achievement in RLA
	AADD RLA Indicators:
	Methodology:
	Other information:
	Example Campus Calculation:


	Academic Achievement in Mathematics
	AADD Mathematics Indicators:
	Methodology:
	Other information:

	Academic Achievement in Science
	AADD Science Indicators:
	Methodology:
	Other information:

	Academic Achievement in Social Studies
	AADD Social Studies Indicators:
	Methodology:
	Other information:

	Top 25 Percent: Comparative Academic Growth
	Top 25 Percent: Comparative Closing the Gaps
	Postsecondary Readiness
	Postsecondary Readiness Indicators for Campuses:
	Methodology:
	Example Postsecondary Readiness Campus Calculation:
	Other Information:
	Example District Postsecondary Readiness Calculation:


	Chapter 7—Other Accountability System Processes
	Pairing
	Pairing Process
	Guidelines

	Non-Traditional Education Settings
	Inclusion or Exclusion of Performance Data
	Student Attribution Codes
	JJAEPs and DAEPs
	Special Education Campuses
	Specialized Programs or Campuses

	AEA Provisions
	AEA Campus Identification
	AEA Campus Registration Process
	AEA Campus Registration Criteria
	At-Risk Enrollment Criterion
	Grades 6–12 Enrollment Criterion
	Final AEA Campus List
	AEA Modifications


	Chapter 8—Appealing the Ratings
	Appeals Process Overview
	General Considerations
	Data Relevant to the Prior-Year Results
	No Guaranteed Outcomes
	Special Circumstance Appeals
	Not Rated Appeals
	Distinction Designations
	How to Submit an Appeal
	How an Appeal is Processed by the Agency
	Relationship to the Federal Accountability Indicators, PBM, and Effective Schools Framework

	Chapter 9—Responsibilities and Consequences
	State Responsibilities
	District Accreditation Status
	Determination of Count of Consecutive School Years of Unacceptable Performance Ratings
	Impact of Overall D Ratings
	Public Education Grant (PEG) Program Campus List
	Local Responsibilities
	Statutory Compliance
	Public Discussion of Ratings (TEC §11.253(g))
	Notice in Student Grade Report and on District Website (TEC §§39.361–39.362)
	Public Education Grant Program Parent Notification (TEC §§29.201–29.205)
	Campus Intervention Requirements under TEC Chapter 39A
	Actions Required Due to Low Ratings or Low Accreditation Status

	Campus Identification Numbers

	Chapter 10—Identification of Schools for Improvement
	Overview
	Targeted Support and Improvement Identification
	Minimum Size
	Students Evaluated
	Example Campus Identified for Targeted Support and Improvement


	Additional Targeted Support Identification
	Minimum Size
	Students Evaluated
	Exit Criteria for Additional Targeted Support Schools
	Example Campus Identified for Additional Targeted Support and Improvement


	Comprehensive Support and Improvement Identification
	Timeline for Title I Campuses Identified for ATS for Three Consecutive Years
	Exit Criteria for Comprehensive Support and Improvement
	Federal Graduation Status—Minimum Size Criteria and Small Numbers Analysis

	Identification Methodologies for Previous Years

	Chapter 11—Local Accountability Systems
	Overview
	LAS Implementation
	Ratings Under LAS
	LAS Ratings
	LAS Appeals

	Chapter 12—Results Driven Accountability (RDA)
	RDA Framework and Guiding Principles
	RDA Framework
	RDA Guiding Principles
	Principle 1: Partnership and Transparency with Stakeholders
	Principle 2: Drives Improved Results and High Expectations
	Principle 3: Protects Students and Families
	Principle 4: Differentiated Incentives and Supports to LEAs
	Principle 5: Responsive to Needs

	2024 RDA Change
	Components of the RDA Report
	Data Sources
	Data Exclusions
	No Data Available for an Indicator
	Accountability Subset
	Rounding
	Masking
	Performance Levels (PLs)
	Changes to RDA Cut Points
	Report Only Indicators
	Minimum Size Requirement (MSR) and Special Analysis (SA)
	RDA PL Assignment and SA Determination Process
	RDA PL Assignment and SA Process for Group Size of 15-29
	Required Improvement (RI)
	RI Calculation (Positive Numbers)
	RI Equations
	RI Designation
	Example

	RI Calculation (Negative Numbers)
	RI Equations
	RI Designation
	Example

	Significant Disproportionality (SD) Indicators
	Placement of students in an educational setting
	Identification (representation) of students with a particular disability
	Disciplinary actions related to the incidence, duration, and type of suspensions/expulsions of students
	98 Required Significant Disproportionality Categories

	Risk Ratio Method: Identification (Representation)
	Identification Risk Ratio
	Example

	Risk Ratio Method: Identification (Representation) in Disability
	Example

	Risk Ratio Method: Placement
	Example

	Risk Ratio Method: Discipline
	Example


	Reasonable Progress (RP) in Certain Indicators
	RP Calculations
	Example


	System Safeguards
	Monitoring Interventions

	RDA Program Area Indicators
	Bilingual Education/English as a Second Language/Emergent Bilingual (BE/ESL/EB)
	BE/ESL/EB Domain 1: Academic Achievement (Indicators 1-9)
	BE/ESL/EB Domain II: Post-Secondary Readiness (Indicators 10-11)
	BE/ESL/EB Domain III: Disproportionate Analysis (Indicator 12)

	Other Special Populations (OSP)
	OSP Domain I: Academic Achievement (Indicators 1-3)
	OSP Domain II: Post-Secondary Readiness (Indicators 4-5)
	OSP Domain III: Disproportionate Analysis (Indicator 6)

	Special Education (SPED)
	SPED Domain I: Academic Achievement (Indicators 1-5)
	SPED Domain II: Post-Secondary Readiness (Indicators 6-7)
	SPED Domain III: Disproportionate Analysis (Indicators 8-18)

	RDA PL Assignments for Program Area Determinations
	BE/ESL/EB PL Assignments for RDA Determinations
	OSP PL Assignments for RDA Determinations
	SPED PL Assignments for RDA Determination

	Comments, Questions, and Review of Data

	Appendix A—Acknowledgements
	2024 Texas Accountability Advisory Group (TAAG)
	Legislative Staff
	School District / Charter Schools
	Business / Education Organization Representatives
	TEA Staff
	Executive Management
	Project Leadership
	Contributors

	Appendix B—ESC Contacts
	Appendix C—Statutory References
	Texas Administrative Code (TAC)
	Texas Education Code (TEC)

	Appendix D—Accountability Glossary
	Appendix E—School Types and Campus Comparison Groups
	Accountability System School Types
	Campus Comparison Groups: Demographic Characteristics
	Methodology
	Eligible Campuses
	Uniform Linear Values
	Other Information
	Comparison Group Methodology for Computing the Linear Distance Among Campuses
	Elementary School Example

	Appendix F—Public and Confidential Reports
	Public Reports
	TXschools.gov
	Accountability Reports
	Distinction Designation Summary Report
	Campus Comparison Group (available for campuses only)
	Confidential Reports
	Products Available through TEAL Accountability

	TXschools.gov Sample Profile Page
	TXschools.gov Sample Accountability Overview Page

	Appendix G—Inclusion or Exclusion of Data
	Appendix H—Data Sources
	1. Data Sources Used in Accountability
	2. TSDS PEIMS Sub-Categories Used in Accountability
	3. Student Groups Used in Accountability
	See Chapter 1: Accountability Overview for more information about the Accountability Subset Rule that is used to determine which students are included in accountability calculations.
	4. Opportunities for Data Correction
	4.1 TSDS PEIMS
	4.2 Assessment Data

	5. Exclusions Based on Student Attribution Codes
	6. Data Used in Accountability Calculations
	6.1. STAAR
	Table 6.1. STAAR Component Used in Accountability
	6.2 College, Career, and Military Readiness (CCMR)
	Table 6.2.1. CCMR Component Used in Student Achievement and School Progress, Part B Domains
	Table 6.2.2. CCMR Performance Status Component Used in Closing the Gaps Domain
	6.3. Texas Success Initiative (TSI) Criteria Graduates
	Table 6.3. TSI Criteria Graduates
	6.4. Graduation Rate
	Table 6.4.1.1 Graduation Rate (with exclusions1)
	Table 6.4.1.2 Graduation/Completion Rate (with exclusions1) for AEA Campuses
	Table 6.4.2. Federal Graduation Rate (without exclusions1)
	6.4.3. Annual Dropout Rate
	Table 6.4.3 Annual Dropout Rate
	6.5.A Academic Growth
	Table 6.5.A Academic Growth
	6.5.B.1 Relative Performance
	6.5.B.2 EOC Retest Growth (AEA campuses only)
	6.6. Economically Disadvantaged Percentage
	6.7. Academic Achievement
	Table 6.7. Academic Achievement
	6.8. Progress in Achieving English Language Proficiency Component
	Table 6.8. English Language Proficiency Component
	6.9. Participation Status
	Table 6.9. Participation Status
	Table 6.9.1 Small Numbers Analysis

	7. Data used in Distinction Designations
	7.1. STAAR Data Used in Distinction Designations
	Table 7.1. STAAR Indicators
	7.2. Graduation Plan Rate
	Table 7.2. Graduation Plan Rate


	•
	7.3. Texas Success Initiative (TSI) Criteria Graduates
	Table 7.3. Texas Success Initiative (TSI) Criteria Graduates
	7.4. College, Career, and Military Ready Graduates
	Table 7.4. College, Career, and Military Ready Graduates
	7.5. AP/IB Participation and Performance
	Table 7.5. AP/IB Participation and Performance
	7.6. SAT/ACT Results
	Table 7.6. SAT/ACT Participation and Performance
	7.7. Advanced/Dual-Credit Course Completion
	Table 7.7. Advanced/Dual-Credit Course Completion
	7.8. Attendance Rate


	A–F Cut Points Tables
	Table 1: Student Achievement Domain: STAAR and CCMR Components
	Table 2: Student Achievement Domain: Graduation Rate Component
	Table 3: School Progress, Part A Domain
	Table 4: Closing the Gaps Domain

	Raw to Scaled Score Conversion Tables
	Table 5: Student Achievement: STAAR Component Score
	Table 6: Student Achievement: CCMR Component Score
	Table 7: School Progress, Part A: Academic Growth Score
	Table 8: Closing the Gaps Domain Score
	Table 9: School Progress, Part B: Relative Performance Lookup Tables
	Table 10: School Progress, Part B: Relative Performance Score for AEA Campuses

	How to Convert to a Scaled Score
	Example: Converting to a Scaled Score

	Appendix J—Industry-Based Certifications
	Appendix K—Results Driven Accountability (RDA)
	Bilingual Education/English as a Second Language/Emergent Bilingual (BE/ESL/EB)
	BE/ESL/EB Domain I: Academic Achievement (Indicators 1-9)

	BE/ESL/EB Domain II: Post-Secondary Readiness (Indicators 10-11)
	BE/ESL/EB Domain III: Disproportionate Analysis (Indicators 12)
	Other Special Populations (OSP)
	OSP Domain I: Academic Achievement (Indicators 1-3)
	OSP Domain II: Post-Secondary Readiness (Indicators 4-5)
	OSP Domain III: Disproportionate Analysis (Indicators 6)

	Special Education (SPED)
	SPED Domain I: Academic Achievement (Indicators 1-5)
	SPED Domain II: Post-Secondary Readiness (Indicators 6-7)
	SPED Domain III: Disproportionate Analysis (Indicators 8-18)

	Data Notes





