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Executive Summary

Background

Charter schools were created to help improve the nation’s public school system and offer parents another
public school option to better meet their child’s specific needs. The first law allowing the establishment of
charter schools was enacted in Minnesota in 1991, and the first charter school began serving students in
1992 (National Center for Education Statistics, 2018). Over the 2005-06 to 2016—-17 period, the number
of charter schools operating across the country nearly doubled from approximately 3,700 to
approximately 7,000, with steady annual growth over that time period. Over that same time period, the
number of students enrolled at charter schools nearly tripled from approximately one million to just over
three million (National Alliance for Public Charter Schools, 2018). There is also some evidence
suggesting that the types of charter schools that open, and that persist, have produced improvements in
the aggregate quality of charter schools (Baude et al., 2014).

In 1995, the 74th Texas Legislature passed state laws to authorize the creation of charter schools in
Texas. The goal of this legislation was to increase innovation in teaching methods, improve student
learning, increase options for students and families within the public school system, and create
professional opportunities which attract new teachers to the public school system. In addition, this
legislation was intended to establish a new form of accountability for public schools (Texas Education
Code (TEC) § 12.001). Four types of charter schools, or subchapters, were established in TEC to outline
eligibility requirements and regulations for the award and operation of charter.

Charter schools authorized by the State Board of Education (SBOE) or the commissioner of education
(COE) are categorized as open-enrollment charter schools, which are operated by public or non-public
institutions of higher education, tax-exempt organizations classified as 501(c)(3)s under the Internal
Revenue Code, and governmental entities (TEC Chapter 12, Subchapters D and E, 2016). Open-
enroliment charter school campuses operated under the charter schools authorized by the SBOE or COE
may enroll students from any approved school district as listed in the application for their charter or
subsequent amendment(s), cannot charge tuition but may charge fees, and must provide transportation
to the same extent as school districts (TEC § 12.101, 2016). TEC Chapter 12, Subchapter C establishes
statutory authority among traditional school districts to authorize in-district charter campuses (referred to
as ISD-Authorized Charters in this report). Within this authority, the board of trustees of a school district
may grant a charter campus to: 1) parents and teachers upon lawful petition and public vote; 2)
educational service provider(s); or 3) a campus/program that is designated to operate as though the
campus was an open-enrollment charter school (TEC Chapter 12, Subchapter C 88 12.051-12.065,
2016). The authorization process is determined at the local school board level; however, all participating
school districts must adopt policies that outline authorization, evaluation, renewal, and revocation criteria
and procedures (TEC 8§ 12.052, 2016). Another type of charter, the home-rule district charter is allowable
under TEC Chapter 12, Subchapter B (2016); however, no home-rule district charter schools are currently
in operation.

In 2013, the 83rd Texas Legislature, through the passage of Senate Bill 2 (SB 2), added § 12.1013 to the
TEC. This legislation required a report on the performance of open-enroliment charter school campuses
by authorizer, with results compared to matched traditional public school campuses. SB 2 also modified
the process by which open-enrollment charter schools are authorized (i.e., from the State Board of
Education [SBOE] to the commissioner of education [COE]).
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For this report based on 2016-17 data, comparisons were made between the following types of
campuses: 1) charter school campuses authorized by the State Board of Education (SBOE-authorized
charter school campuses); 2) charter school campuses authorized by independent school districts (ISD-
authorized charter school campuses); 3) charter school campuses authorized by the commissioner of
education (COE-authorized charter school campuses); and 4) matched traditional public school
campuses for each of the three authorizer-specific charter school campus groups. When reviewing
comparative data contained in this report, it is important to note that the intent of the methodology was to
select traditional public school campuses that have similar student enroliment profiles in order to generate
comparative descriptive statistics for several measures of campus performance. The intent of matching
was not to produce differences in the relative effectiveness of charter school campuses compared to
matched traditional public school campuses.

Overview of Texas Charter School Campuses

In 2016-17, a total of 748 charter school campuses were in operation, serving almost 311,000 students.
This represents approximately nine percent of the public schools in Texas and six percent of the students
enrolled in Texas public schools. The vast majority of the charter school campuses operating in 2016-17
(659, or 88%) were SBOE-authorized charter school campuses—of which 49 charter school campuses
were residential treatment facilities (approximately 7%). A total of 73 charter school campuses
(approximately 10%) were ISD-authorized charter school campuses.

A total of 610 open-enrollment charter school campuses operating under charter schools authorized by
the SBOE, 73 charter school campuses authorized by ISDs, and 15 charter school campuses operating
under charter schools authorized by the commissioner of education are included in the aggregate
performance analyses presented in this report.!

Key Findings for SBOE- and ISD-Authorized Charter School Campuses

Aggregate campus-level performance results were explored for several different outcomes, including: 1)
attrition rates; 2) percentage of students achieving the Approaches Grade Level standard on the State of
Texas Assessments of Academic Readiness (STAAR) Reading and Mathematics exams (for Grades 3-8)
and the English I, English Il, and Algebra | end-of-course (EOC) exams (for Grades 9-12); 2 3) Texas
Education Agency (TEA) performance index scores (Student Achievement, Student Progress, Closing
Performance Gaps, and Postsecondary Readiness indices) under 2017 Accountability;® 4) annual
dropout rates (for Grades 7-8 and Grades 9-12); and 5) Grade 9 four-year longitudinal graduation rates
for the class of 2016.

1 Residential treatment facilities operated at charter school campuses (n=50) and traditional public school campuses
(n=68), Disciplinary Alternative Education Program campuses (n=159), and Juvenile Justice Alternative Education
Program campuses (n=142) operated at traditional public school campuses are not included in the analytic dataset
for the aggregate performance analyses.

2 Approaches Grade Level refers to the passing standard on the STAAR exam.

3 Scores range from 0 to 100 for each of the four TEA performance indices.
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Attrition Rates

The attrition rate for this project was defined as the percentage of students who did not return to the same
campus in 2017-18 in which they were enrolled in 2016-17. This calculation, however, required several
adjustments to account for the grade-level pathways available to students at each campus.*

Higher attrition rates were observed at SBOE- (24% vs. 21%) and ISD-authorized (27% vs. 20%) charter
school campuses when compared to their matched traditional public school campuses. Further, overall
attrition rate differences were driven by attrition rates at the high school level and middle school level,
which were higher for both SBOE- (31% vs. 17% and 19% vs. 16%, respectively) and ISD-authorized
(33% vs. 16% and 19% vs. 15%, respectively) charter school campuses compared to their matched
traditional public school campuses. Attrition rates for SBOE- and ISD-authorized charter school campuses
and their matched traditional public school campuses were comparable for elementary schools.

STAAR-Reading and Mathematics, English | and Il EOC, and Algebra | EOC Results

The percentage of students achieving the Approaches Grade Level standard on the 2016-17 STAAR-
Reading and STAAR-Mathematics exams was calculated for Grade 3-8 students. Thus, only elementary
and middle school campuses were included in these analyses. The Approaches Grade Level standard on
the 2016-17 English I, English Il, and Algebra | EOC exams were used for high school-level analyses.

SBOE-authorized charter school campuses had a higher percentage of students achieving the
Approaches Grade Level standard on the 2016-17 STAAR-Reading exams (75% vs. 72%) and a
comparable percentage of students achieving the Approaches Grade level standard on the STAAR-
Mathematics exams (76% for both) compared to their matched traditional public school campuses. ISD-
authorized charter school campuses had a comparable percentage of students achieving the Approaches
Grade Level standard on the 2016—-17 STAAR-Reading exam (70% vs. 71%) compared to their matched
traditional public school campuses. However, ISD-authorized charter school campuses had a lower
percentage of students achieving the Approaches Grade Level standard on the 2016-17 STAAR-
Mathematics exam (71% vs. 76%) compared to their matched traditional public school campuses.

Differences in the percentage of students achieving the Approaches Grade Level standard on the
STAAR-Reading and Mathematics exams were observed when data were disaggregated by school level.
Higher passing rates were found at the high school level on the English | and Il and Algebra | EOC exams
for ISD-authorized charter school campuses compared to matched traditional campuses (79% vs. 58% for
English I, 79% vs. 61% for English I, and 81% vs. 76% for Algebra ). A higher percentage of students at
SBOE-authorized charter school campuses achieved the Approaches Grade Level standard at the
elementary school level on the STAAR-Reading exam (74% vs. 70%), but a comparable percentage of
students at SBOE-authorized charter school campuses achieved the Approaches Grade Level standard
at the elementary school level on the STAAR-Mathematics exam (75% vs. 76%) compared to their
matched traditional public school campuses. A substantially lower percentage of students at ISD-
authorized charter school campuses achieved the Approaches Grade Level standard at the elementary
school level on the STAAR-Reading (61% vs. 70%) and the STAAR-Mathematics (66% vs. 77%) exam
when compared to students at matched traditional public school campuses.

4 Refer to Appendix A for additional detail on attrition rate calculations.
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A lower percentage achieved the Approaches Grade Level standard at the high school level on the
English I and Il and Algebra | EOC exams (58% vs. 62% for English I, 61% vs. 63% for English II, and
72% vs. 77% for Algebra I).

TEA Performance Index Scores

The 2017 Accountability Ratings system used a performance index framework to combine a broad range
of indicators into a comprehensive measure of campus and district performance. Index scores from the
2017 Accountability Ratings were used in the analyses described below. Results are presented for each
of the four performance indices:

1) Student Achievement (which measures campus and district performance based on satisfactory
student achievement combined over all subjects for all students);

2) Student Progress (which measures student progress by subject and reports results by student
demographics: race/ethnicity, English Language Learners (ELLS), and special education);

3) Closing Performance Gaps (which emphasizes the academic achievement of economically
disadvantaged students and the two lowest performing racial/ethnic student groups); and

4) Postsecondary Readiness (which emphasizes the role of elementary and middle schools in
preparing students for the rigors of high school and the importance of earning a high school
diploma that provides students with the foundation necessary for success in college, the
workforce, job training programs, or the military).®

Differences in TEA performance index scores for the Student Achievement, Closing Performance Gaps,
and Postsecondary Readiness were observed between SBOE- and ISD-authorized charter school
campuses (evaluated under standard accountability provisions) and their matched comparison
campuses. Compared to matched traditional public school campuses, both SBOE- and ISD-authorized
charter school campuses had higher performance index scores for Student Achievement (75 vs. 72 for
both SBOE- and ISD-authorized charter school campuses) and Closing Performance Gaps (44 vs. 41 for
both SBOE- and ISD-authorized charter school campuses). For Postsecondary Readiness, both SBOE-
(52 vs. 45) and ISD-authorized (51 vs. 46) charter school campuses had higher index scores than
matched traditional public school campuses. Compared to matched traditional public school campuses on
the Student Progress performance index, both SBOE- (39 vs. 40) and ISD-authorized (38 vs. 39) charter
school campuses had comparable scores.

Composite TEA index scores, which include all index scores available for a particular campus, for charter
school campuses, evaluated under standard accountability provisions, were higher for both SBOE-
authorized (52 vs. 50) and ISD-authorized (52 vs. 50) charter school campuses than those of their
matched comparison campuses.

SBOE-authorized charter school campuses evaluated under alternative education accountability (AEA)
provisions posted higher scores than their matched traditional public school campuses on the following
two indices: Student Achievement (56 vs. 49); and Closing Performance Gaps (31 vs. 27). SBOE-
authorized charter school campuses evaluated under AEA provisions posted lower scores than their
matched traditional public school campuses for the following two indices: Student Progress (23 vs. 25);
and Postsecondary Readiness (87 vs. 90).

5 Refer to the 2017 Accountability Manual for additional detail about the TEA performance indices:
https://tea.texas.qov/2017accountabilitymanual.aspx.
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In contrast, ISD-authorized charter school campuses evaluated under AEA provisions posted lower
scores than their matched traditional public school campuses on three of the four indices: Student
Achievement (47 vs. 50); Student Progress (24 vs. 28); and Closing Performance Gaps (24 vs. 26). ISD-
authorized charter school campuses evaluated under AEA provisions posted higher Postsecondary
Readiness index scores than their matched traditional public school campuses (86 vs. 82).

Composite TEA index scores for charter school campuses evaluated under AEA provisions were higher
for both SBOE-authorized (49 vs. 46) and ISD-authorized (45 vs. 44) charter school campuses than those
of their matched comparison campuses.

Annual Dropout Rates

Dropout rates for Grades 7—-8 were small and not materially different between SBOE- (0.2% vs. 0.4%)
and ISD-authorized (0.3% vs. 0.3%) charter middle school campuses and their matched traditional public
school campuses. While differences were not observed for Grades 7-8 (middle schools), annual high
school dropout rates (Grades 9-12) were consistently higher for both SBOE-authorized (5.5% vs. 2.0%)
and ISD-authorized (6.4% vs. 1.9%) charter school campuses than their matched traditional public school
campuses.

Graduation Rates

The Grade 9 four-year longitudinal graduation rate calculated for state accountability was used for this
project.® The Grade 9 four-year graduation rate for the class of 2016 is defined as the percentage of the
class of students who began Grade 9 in Texas public schools in 2012-13 that graduated by August 31,
2016.

The Grade 9 four-year longitudinal graduation rate was lower for both SBOE-authorized (87% vs. 92%)
and ISD-authorized (79% vs. 91%) charter school campuses compared to their matched traditional public
school campuses.

Key Findings for COE-Authorized Charter School Campuses

Aggregate campus-level performance results were explored for several different outcomes, including: 1)
attrition rates (i.e., the percentage of students enrolled at a campus in 2016—17 who did not return to that
same campus in 2017-18); 2) percentage of students achieving the Approaches Grade Level standard on
the STAAR-Reading and Mathematics exams (for Grades 3-8)); and 3) TEA performance index scores
(Student Achievement, Student Progress, Closing Performance Gaps, and Postsecondary Readiness
indices). Due to the relatively small number of COE-authorized charter school campuses included in the
analysis, findings related to COE-authorized charter school campuses and their matched traditional public
school campuses should be interpreted with caution.

Attrition Rates

Attrition rates at COE-authorized charter school campuses were approximately seven percentage points
higher than they were at matched traditional public school campuses (29% vs. 22%).

6 There is a one-year lag for the publication of graduation rates in TAPR.
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STAAR-Reading and Mathematics Results

COE-authorized charter school campuses had a substantially higher percentage of students achieving
the Approaches Grade Level standard on the 2016-17 STAAR-Reading (78% vs. 68%) exams and a
comparable percentage of students achieving the Approaches Grade level standard on the STAAR-
Mathematics (72% for both) exams compared to their matched traditional public school campuses.

TEA Performance Index Scores

COE-authorized charter school campuses and their matched traditional public school campuses have
comparable scores on the Student Achievement and Student Progress indices (72 vs. 73 and 37 vs. 37,
respectively). For the Closing Performance Gaps (40 vs. 43) and Postsecondary Success (36 vs. 51)
indices, COE-authorized charter school campuses had lower index scores than their matched traditional
public school campuses.

Study Limitations

The findings presented in this report do not suggest that one type of public school campus consistently
outperforms another type. When interpreting aggregate performance outcomes, it is important to
recognize that differences remain in the composition of the student populations at charter school
campuses and their matched traditional public school campuses. Because the analyses were conducted
at the campus level, and no statistical controls were used to account for the differences in the
characteristics of students enrolled at charter school campuses and their matched traditional public
school campuses, these differences in student characteristics may have had an impact on the aggregate
outcome results for the various charter school campus types and their matched traditional public school
campuses. In addition, differences in prior academic performance and other unobservable characteristics
not available through publicly available data may have also had an impact on performance results at
charter school campuses and students enrolled at traditional public school campuses. Furthermore, the
number of campuses available for some of the analyses reported in this report, particularly those
involving campuses evaluated under AEA provisions, may be fairly small. Analyses involving small
numbers of campuses warrant cautious interpretation. In addition, due to the small number of COE-
authorized charter school campuses available for analysis, and the relatively short time they have been
operation when compared to their traditional public school campus peers, analyses included in Chapter 5
of this report should also be interpreted with caution.
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Section 1: Introduction

National Charter School Overview

Charter schools are unigue public schools that are allowed the freedom to be more innovative than
traditional public schools, while being held accountable for advancing student achievement. The charter
school movement dates back to 1991, when the first law allowing the establishment of charter schools
was enacted in Minnesota. The first charter school was operational in 1992. Currently, charter school
legislation has been passed in 43 of the 50 states (National Center for Education Statistics, 2018). The
number of charter schools operating in the United States has nearly doubled from 3,693 in 2005-06 to
approximately 7,000 in 2016-17.

The growth in the number of students enrolled in charter schools over the 200506 to 2016—17 period
exceeds the growth in the number of charter schools in operation over that same time period. Charter
school student enrollment nearly tripled from approximately one million students in 2005-06 to just over
three million students in 2016-17 (Figure 1.1).

Figure 1.1. Number of Students Enrolled in Charter Schools in the United States, 1999-2000 to
2016-17
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Source: National Alliance for Public Charter Schools, 2018.

In conjunction with the growth in the number of charter schools and the number of students enrolled in
them, there is some evidence suggesting that the types of charter schools that open, and that persist,
have evolved, producing improvements in the aggregate quality of charter schools. For instance, in
Texas, there is evidence of selective closure of chronically low-performing charter schools, persistence of
high-performing charter management organizations, and improvements in the quality of charter schools
that survive. Findings suggest that these processes raised the aggregate effectiveness of charter schools
compared to traditional public schools (Baude et al., 2014).
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Texas Charter School Legislation

In 1995, as part of a major reform of the Texas Education System, the 74" Texas Legislature passed
Senate Bill (SB) 1 which granted the State Board of Education (SBOE) the authority to authorize up to 20
open-enroliment charter schools. The goal of this legislation was to increase innovation in teaching
methods, improve student learning, increase options for students and families within the Texas public
school system, and create professional opportunities which attract new teachers to the public school
system. Since 1995, additional legislation was passed that allowed for the expansion of open-enroliment
charter schools, eventually capping the number of open-enrollment charter schools that could be awarded
at 215 in 2001.7 However, this cap did not limit the number of charter school campuses that could be
operated by a charter holder. By the 2003-04 school year, there were 274 open-enrollment charter
school campuses in operation serving 60,748 students (Texas Center for Educational Research, 2005).
The cap of 215 remained in place until 2013 when it was increased to 225 through the passage of SB 2
by the 83 Texas Legislature. SB 2 also allowed for the gradual expansion of open-enroliment charter
schools by allowing for an additional 15 charter schools to be authorized each year through 2019 when
the cap will reach 305 charter schools (Texas Education Code (TEC) § 12.101 (b-1)-(b-2), 2016). Since
the 2003-04 school year, the number of charter school campuses had risen to 748 in 2016-17 serving
310,610 students in Texas within 180 charter schools.®

Purpose of the Report

The passage of SB 2 in 2013 also added § 12.1013 (a)-(d) to the TEC, which required a report on the
performance of open-enrollment charter school campuses by authorizer, with results compared to their
matched traditional public school campuses. SB 2 also modified the process by which open-enroliment
charter schools are authorized (TEC § 12.101 (a)). The responsibility for authorizing charter schools was
transferred from the State Board of Education (SBOE) to the commissioner of education (COE).®
Generation 20 charter schools, the most recent cohort of open-enroliment charter schools that could be
included in this report, were authorized by the COE to begin operation in 2016-17.1° Therefore during the
2016-17 school year, there were charter schools in operation that were authorized by three different
entities:

1. The State Board of Education (Generations 1-17),
2. The commissioner of education (Generations 18-20), and
3. Independent school districts.

TEA issued a request for proposals (RFP) from interested vendors to conduct this study of performance
comparisons between charter school campuses by authorizer and their matched traditional public school
campuses. Gibson Consulting Group (Gibson) was awarded the contract and officially began work on the
study in February 2018.

7 See HB 6 passed by the 77t Texas Legislature.

8 For additional information, please see Tables 2.1 and 2.3 of this report.

9 TEC § 12.101 (b-0) (2016) requires that the commissioner of education notify the SBOE for each charter school the
commissioner proposes to grant. The SBOE may, by majority, vote against the granting of that charter.

10 Historically, charter schools authorized by SBOE or the commissioner of education have been authorized in
sequential cohorts referred to as Generations. Generation 18 was the first group approved by the commissioner of
education, and analysis of results from Generations 18—20 are included in this report.
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Research Methods

Charter school campuses authorized by SBOE or the COE are categorized as open-enrollment charter
school campuses, which are operated by institutions of higher education, tax-exempt organizations
classified as 501(c)(3)s under the Internal Revenue Code, and governmental entities. Open-enrollment
charter school campuses authorized by the SBOE or COE may enroll students from any school district,
cannot charge tuition but may charge fees, and must provide transportation to the same extent as school
districts (TEC § 12.101, 2016). Texas school boards may authorize charter school campuses within their
district (TEC Subchapter C 88 12.051-12.065, 2016). For these independent school district-authorized
(ISD-authorized) charters, the charter specifies the campus’s educational program, its governing
structure, and the conditions under which the charter may be revoked (TEC § 12.052, 2016).

For this report based on 2016-17 data, comparisons were made between the following types of
campuses: 1) charter school campuses authorized by the State Board of Education (SBOE-authorized
open-enroliment charter school campuses); 2) charter school campuses authorized by independent
school districts (ISD-authorized charter school campuses); 3) charter school campuses authorized by the
commissioner of education (COE-authorized open-enrollment charter school campuses); and 4) matched
traditional public school campuses for each of the three authorizer-specific charter school campus
groups. The methodological approach employed in this report mirrors the approach used in the 2014-15
Texas Charter Authorizer Accountability Report (Shields et al., 2016).

There are a number of important differences between open-enrollment charter school campuses and
traditional public school campuses. For example, open-enroliment charter school campuses are allowed
to employ teachers who do not hold a state teaching certificate, they are allowed to set their own teacher
salary schedules, and they may establish their own class size/student-to-teacher ratios. Importantly,
open-enroliment charter school campuses can enroll students from any school district, which may result
in self-selection of students to charter school campuses across the state. Open-enrollment charter school
campuses are exempt from disciplinary provisions of Chapter 37 of TEC (2016) and develop their own
disciplinary policies and procedures. However, charter school campuses are evaluated under the same
academic accountability standards as traditional public schools. In addition, charter school campuses are
required to implement the same Texas Essential Knowledge and Skills (TEKS) as traditional public
schools, and students enrolled at charter school campuses are required to take the same State of Texas
Assessments of Academic Readiness (STAAR) exams as students enrolled at traditional public school
campuses. Because of these similarities between charter school campuses and traditional public school
campuses, the performance metrics selected for this study, and reported in this section, are appropriate
for comparative purposes.

Data Sources

This study relied upon several publicly available data sources, as well as student-level data provided by
TEA. The primary source of data used to calculate campus-level performance metrics was the 2016-17
Texas Academic Performance Report (TAPR) data downloaded from the TEA website. TAPR data were
also used to match charter school campuses to comparable traditional public school campuses and to
create campus weights used in the calculations. Accountability Rating System data for 2016-17 were
used to determine if charter school campuses and traditional public school campuses were evaluated
under standard or alternative education accountability (AEA) provisions, and to obtain campus-level
accountability data. The evaluation team also used student-level data from the Public Education
Information Management System (PEIMS) from 2016—17 and 2017-18 to determine student attrition.
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School Matching Procedures

TEC § 12.1013(b)(4) (2016) required a comparison of charter school campuses by authorizer type with
matched traditional campuses. TEA requested that the vendor use a statistical matching procedure to
identify traditional public school campuses that resemble charter school campuses based on publicly
available school characteristics, such as the racial/ethnic composition of the campus and the percentage
of students who participate in programs that serve the needs of certain student populations such as
students in need of special education services. Importantly, the intent of the matching procedure was to
select traditional public school campuses that have similar student enroliment profiles in order to generate
comparative descriptive statistics for several measures of campus performance. The intent of matching
was not to produce conclusions about the relative effectiveness of charter school campuses compared to
matched traditional public school campuses, and the results presented in this report should not be used
as indications of effectiveness.

The evaluation team utilized propensity score matching (PSM) techniques to identify “demographic peer”
traditional public school campuses for each charter school campus.*! Prior year assessment scores and
other performance measures were not used in the propensity score algorithm. The following campus-level
variables used for matching:*?

= Primary campus enroliment type (i.e., elementary, middle, or secondary)3

= Student enrollment count

= Percentage of historically underrepresented racial/ethnic minorities (Hispanic and African American
students)

» Percentage of economically disadvantaged students

» Percentage of students receiving special education services

= Average years of experience of teachers

=  Campus mobility rate

= Percentage of students who are classified as English language learners (ELLS)

= Percentage of students identified as at-risk of dropping out of school*

11 1n the most basic sense, a propensity score is simply the probability of some occurrence (here, whether a campus
was constituted as an open-enrollment charter school), conditioned on a vector of covariates (here, campus-level
demographic characteristics). A high propensity score means that a given campus’s (either an open-enroliment
charter or a traditional public school) characteristics were very similar to the typical charter school, while a low
propensity score means that a given campus’s characteristics were very dissimilar to the typical charter school. The
research team used a regression with a logit link function to estimate the propensity score.

12 The evaluation team imposed two constraints on the selection of campuses with this procedure. First, traditional
public school campus matches with a propensity score within 0.2 standard deviations of each charter school campus
were selected. Second, a constraint on the maximum number of traditional campuses (N=10) matched to each
charter school was imposed based on discussions with TEA staff to limit the number of matches to a sufficient
amount.

13 Because public school campuses, and more commonly charter school campuses, may serve grades that cross
traditional grade spans (K-5 for elementary, 6—8 for middle school, and 9—12 for high school), campuses were
categorized as “primarily” elementary, middle, or high schools based on the largest percentage of students in a
particular grade span. These categorizations represent the 2016—17 grade spans; however, it should be noted that
new charter school campuses regularly add additional grades as they mature.

14 As per TEC 29.081(d) (2016), a "student at risk of dropping out of school" includes each student who is under 26
years of age and who: (1) was not advanced from one grade level to the next for one or more school years; (2) if the
student is in grade 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, or 12, did not maintain an average equivalent to 70 on a scale of 100 in two or
more subjects in the foundation curriculum during a semester in the preceding or current school year or is not
maintaining such an average in two or more subjects in the foundation curriculum in the current semester; (3) did not
perform satisfactorily on an assessment instrument administered to the student under Subchapter B, Chapter 39, and
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Residential Treatment Facility campuses, Disciplinary Alternative Education Program (DAEP) campuses,
and Juvenile Justice Alternative Education Program (JJAEP) campuses (both charter school and
traditional school campuses) were excluded from the matching process and from the analytic dataset that
was used to report aggregate campus academic performance metrics for charter school and matched
traditional public school campuses found in Sections 3, 4, and 5 of this report. DAEP and JJAEP
exclusions were made because these campuses are very different from traditional campuses and their
outcomes are attributed back to the student’'s home campus. Residential Treatment Facility campuses
were excluded because of lack of comparability in student populations and instructional settings between
the various residential treatment facilities. Refer to Appendix A for further details regarding the matching
procedures used in this report.

Attrition Analysis

As mentioned earlier in this section, student-level PEIMS data for 2016-17 and 2017-18 were used to
calculate campus-level attrition rates for 2016—17. The attrition rate for this project was defined as the
percentage of students who did not return in 2017-18 to the same campus in which they were enrolled in
2016-17. This calculation, however, required several adjustments to account for the grade-level
pathways available to students at each campus.'® That is, in order for a student to have attrited from a
campus, that campus had to have offered a grade level for which that student could have advanced
between 2016-17 and 2017-18. For example, most middle school students enrolled in Grade 8 in 2016—
17 did not advance to Grade 9 at the same campus because Grade 9 was not offered at their 2016-17
campus in 2017-18. Similarly, Grade 12 students in 2016—17 who graduated left the public school system
and should not be classified as having attrited. In addition to accounting for grade-level pathways, several
other adjustments were made to account for limitations that would have erroneously reduced a campus’s

who has not in the previous or current school year subsequently performed on that instrument or another appropriate
instrument at a level equal to at least 110 percent of the level of satisfactory performance on that instrument; (4) if the
student is in prekindergarten, kindergarten, or grade 1, 2, or 3, did not perform satisfactorily on a readiness test or
assessment instrument administered during the current school year; (5) is pregnant or is a parent; (6) has been
placed in an alternative education program in accordance with Section 37.006 during the preceding or current school
year; (7) has been expelled in accordance with Section 37.007 during the preceding or current school year; (8) is
currently on parole, probation, deferred prosecution, or other conditional release; (9) was previously reported through
the Public Education Information Management System (PEIMS) to have dropped out of school; (10) is a student of
limited English proficiency, as defined by Section 29.052; (11) is in the custody or care of the Department of
Protective and Regulatory Services or has, during the current school year, been referred to the department by a
school official, officer of the juvenile court, or law enforcement official; (12) is homeless, as defined by 42 U.S.C.
Section 11302, and its subsequent amendments; or (13) resided in the preceding school year or resides in the
current school year in a residential placement facility in the district, including a detention facility, substance abuse
treatment facility, emergency shelter, psychiatric hospital, halfway house, or foster group home.

15 The state defines an attrition rate, for the purposes of estimating a dropout rate, as the percentage of change in fall
enrollment between two grades across multiple years (Grade 7 through Grade 12, and Grade 9 through Grade 12).
Because the analysis for this report requires the aggregation of data across schools with different grade
configurations, the methodology to calculate an attrition rate for this report is calculated differently to ensure the
validity of the aggregations and subsequent comparisons.
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attrition rate.® To adjust for these limitations, the following exclusion criteria for students enrolled in
Texas public schools in 2016-17 were imposed:’

1) Students enrolled at a campus and in a grade in 2016-17 that was the highest grade offered at
the campus according to 2017-18 enrollment records were removed from the attrition calculation;

2) Students in Grade 12 in 201617 were excluded from the attrition calculation;
3) Students who attended school for less than two hours in a day in 2016-17 or 2017-18 and
therefore were not considered to be in membership for purposes of calculating average daily

attendance for funding purposes were excluded from the attrition calculation;*® and

4) Students whose campus in 2016-17 was not active in 2017-18 were excluded from the attrition
calculation.

Outcome Measures

In addition to the attrition rate described above, results for additional aggregate performance metrics
presented in this report are detailed below.

STAAR-Reading and Mathematics Results and End-of-Course Exam Results
The percentages of students achieving the Approaches Grade Level standard on the 2016-17 STAAR-
Reading and STAAR-Mathematics exams were calculated for Grade 3-8 students.® Thus, only

elementary and middle school campuses were included in these analyses.

The percentages of students achieving the Approaches Grade Level standard on the 2016-17 English |
and English Il end-of-course (EOC) exams were calculated for students in Grades 9-12.

The percentages of students achieving the Approaches Grade Level standard on the 2016-17 Algebra |
end-of-course (EOC) exams were calculated for students in middle and high school campuses.

TEA Performance Index Scores

The 2017 Accountability Rating system used a performance index framework to combine a broad range
of indicators into a comprehensive measure of campus and district performance. Index scores from the

16 Despite the research team’s best efforts to minimize the impact of systematic sources of student attrition due to
structural factors at a given campus (e.g., students enrolled in the highest grade offered at a campus), students
flagged as having attrited may have left for a variety of reasons unrelated to conditions at a given campus. For
instance, students may have been homeschooled or may have moved out of state (for full definitions and
documentation guidelines for leaver reasons reported into PEIMS, see code table C162 found in Section 8.4 of the
2017-18 Texas Education Data Standards (TEDS)
https://www.texasstudentdatasystem.org/TSDS/TEDS/1718A/PEIMS Data Standards/ . Furthermore, some
campuses (such as open-enrollment prekindergarten centers without neighborhood-based attendance zones) enroll
students whose zoned home campus is different than the campus in which they are enrolled in a given year, while
other campuses physically relocate, producing an attrition rate that is abnormally high. These considerations should
be taken into account when evaluating a given school’s attrition rate.

17 Retained students at the same campus were classified as having not attrited.

18 please refer to the 2016-17 student attendance accounting handbook for details on membership:
https://tea.texas.gov/index2.aspx?id=25769817607

19 Approaches Grade Level refers to the passing standard on the STAAR exam.
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2017 Accountability Ratings were used in the analyses described below. Results are presented for each
of the four performance indices: 1) Student Achievement; 2) Student Progress; 3) Closing Performance
Gaps; and 4) Postsecondary Readiness. For additional detail related to TEA performance index scores,
please refer to the 2017 Accountability Manual.?®

1) Index 1 Student Achievement: measures campus and district performance based on satisfactory
student achievement combined over all subjects for all students.

2) Index 2 Student Progress: measures student progress and provides an opportunity for districts
and campuses to receive credit for improving student performance independent of the student’'s
pass/fail status on STAAR.

3) Index 3 Closing Performance Gaps: emphasizes advanced academic achievement of the
economically disadvantaged student group and the lowest performing racial/ethnic student
groups at each district and campus.

4) Index 4 Postsecondary Readiness: emphasizes the role of elementary and middle schools in
preparing students for the rigors of high school and the importance of earning a high school
diploma that prepares students for success in college, the workforce, job training programs, or the
military.?!

For campuses evaluated under standard accountability provisions, Index 4 is measured by a combination
of performance at the STAAR postsecondary readiness standard (achieved the Meets Grade Level
Standard), four- or five-year longitudinal high school graduation rates (or the Grade 9-12 annual dropout
rate, if no graduation rate is available), the four-year graduation plan rate (e.g. Recommended High
School Program/Distinguished Achievement Plan (RHSP/DAP), or percent RHSP/DAP and Foundation
High School Plan with Endorsement (FHSP-E) or Distinguished Level of Achievement (FHSP-DLA)
graduates) and the percentage of annual graduates who are considered college- and career-ready. For
campuses evaluated under AEA provisions, Index 4 is measured by STAAR performance at the Meets
Grade Level standard and four-, five-, or six-year longitudinal rates for graduates, continuing students,
and General Educational Development (GED) recipients. If a graduation rate is not available, the 9-12
annual dropout rate is used.

For this analysis, campuses that did not receive a performance index score due to ineligibility were
excluded only for the performance index for which they were ineligible.?? Performance index scores range
from 0 to 100, so the analyses in this report are presented on this scale as well. See Appendix A
regarding the 2016—17 performance index targets.

20 https://tea.texas.gov/2017accountabilitymanual.aspx

2% Index 4 for elementary and middle schools is based only on STAAR results since these campuses do not have
data on graduation rates, graduation diploma plans or postsecondary indicators.

22 For accountability rating determination, if a campus did not have data to calculate its score for a performance
index, the campus was not required to meet performance standards for that index in order to receive an
accountability rating. This campus would receive an accountability rating based on all required indices for which it has
performance data. For example, a campus may not receive an index score because it had too few assessment
results.
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Composite TEA Performance Index

In order to rate the aggregate performance of campuses as required by TEC § 12.1013(d)(2) (2016), a
composite index score for each campus included in the aggregate campus academic performance
analyses was calculated.?® For the purposes of this analysis, the composite score is the sum of all TEA
performance index scores calculated for a particular campus divided by the total number of index scores
assigned to the campus. For example, if a campus had index scores for Index 1, 2 and 3, the sum of
those scores would be divided by three to arrive at the composite index score for that campus.?

Annual Dropout Rate

The annual dropout rate is the percentage of students in a specified grade range who drop out of school
during one school year. An annual dropout rate is calculated by dividing the number of students who drop
out during a single school year by the cumulative number of students who enrolled during the same year.
TEA uses the National Center for Education Statistics (NCES) dropout definition (TEC § 39.051, 2004).
Under this definition, a dropout is defined as a student who was enrolled in public school in Grades 7-8
for middle schools and Grades 9-12 for high schools during 2015-16 but did not return to public school in
the fall of 2016-17, was not expelled, did not graduate, did not receive a high school equivalency
certificate, did not continue school outside the public school system, did not begin college, or did not die.
The dropout rate was defined as an annual rate, as opposed to a longitudinal rate.?®> Annual dropout data
from 2015-16 were used for 2017 state accountability.

Longitudinal Graduation Rate

The Grade 9 four-year longitudinal graduation rate for the class of 2016 calculated for state accountability
was used for this project.?® The class of 2016 Grade 9 four-year graduation rate was calculated by
dividing the number of students who began Grade 9 in 2012—-13 and graduated by August 31, 2016, by
the total number of graduates, continuers, GED certificate recipients, and dropouts in the class. For
schools evaluated under AEA standards, the graduation rate is modified to credit campuses for
graduates, continuers, and GED certificate recipients. Longitudinal graduation data from the class of 2016
were used for 2017 state accountability.?”

Weighting Procedures

When providing aggregate comparative campus-level results for the performance outcomes (described in
this section) by SBOE-authorized, ISD-authorized, and COE-authorized charter school campuses and
their matched traditional public school campuses, the average campus-level index score for a particular
category of campuses (e.g., SBOE-authorized charter school campuses) is weighted by the number of
students at each campus in that subgroup that contributed to the calculations of a particular outcome
measure. For TEA performance index scores, the fall 2016 campus enrollment data are used for
weighting purposes. Weighting for all other metrics is based on the number of students included in the

23 |t is important to note that this composite score was calculated to meet the legislative report requirement and was
not used by TEA for accountability purposes.

24 Campus weights were also assigned based on the number of enrolled students at that campus as a proxy for the
number of students included in the campus performance index ratings and the composite score.

25 For additional detail on annual dropout rates in Texas, see Secondary school completion and dropouts in Texas
public schools, 2015-16 (Texas Education Agency, 2017).

26 There is a one-year lag for the publication of graduation rates in TAPR.

27 Refer to Appendix A for details on exceptions and attribution of records used in the calculation of annual dropout
rates and longitudinal graduation rates.
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calculation for a specific metric (e.g., percent of students meeting state passing standard on the STAAR-
Mathematics assessment is based on the number of students who took the STAAR-Mathematics
assessment).

The weighting procedure accounts for the size of the charter school campuses and matched comparison
group campuses included in each analysis subgroup which prevents small schools with few students from
receiving the same weight in calculations as very large campuses. With campus-level weights, then, a
campus with 50 enrolled students who took the STAAR-Reading exam would contribute less to the
calculation of the percentage of students meeting state standards on the STAAR—Reading exam than
would a campus with 500 enrolled students.

Study Limitations

As previously noted, it is critical to understand that the intent of the matching procedure used for this
study was to select traditional public school campuses that had similar student enroliment profiles in order
to generate comparative descriptive statistics for several measures of campus performance, and not to
produce inferences about the relative effectiveness of charter school campuses compared to matched
traditional public school campuses.?8

While the evaluation team used all available public data and went through extensive efforts to find
traditional public school campuses with similar student populations to match to SBOE-, ISD-, and COE-
authorized charter school campuses, it is important to keep in mind when interpreting aggregate
performance outcomes that differences remain in the composition of the student populations. Because no
statistical controls were used to account for the differences in the composition of student populations
enrolled at charter school campuses and matched traditional public school campuses, these differences
in student characteristics, as well as prior academic performance, may have had an impact on the
aggregate outcome results for the various charter school campus types and their matched traditional
public school campuses. While these analyses are possible, they are beyond the scope of this study.
Furthermore, the number of campuses available for some of the analyses reported in this report,
particularly those involving campuses evaluated under AEA provisions, may be fairly small. Analyses
involving small numbers of campuses warrant cautious interpretation.

Another study limitation is related to the comparison of results for COE-authorized charter school
campuses and their matched traditional public school campuses. Because of the relatively small number
of COE-authorized charter school campuses and the relatively short period of time many of the campuses
have been operational, the COE-authorized charter school campus comparisons should be interpreted
with caution. More in-depth analyses of COE-authorized charter school campuses and matched
traditional public school campuses may be feasible when a larger group of these charter school
campuses are authorized and operational, and have had more years to mature.

Lastly, when comparing outcomes for charter school campuses and their matched traditional public
school campuses, another important factor to keep in mind is the charter revocation process that is

28 For this project, because matching is performed at the school-level, the counterfactual condition (i.e., a traditional
campus that resembles a charter school) is an unrealizable condition even after accounting for campus-level
differences: a traditional campus cannot be a charter school, nor can a charter school be a traditional public school. It
is possible, however, to assess the impact of charter schools on student outcomes using student-level records, but it
is beyond the scope of this project. For instance, with student-level records, in Rapaport et al. (2014), students who
attended a charter school were compared against matched students who did not attend a charter school, but who
attended a school that was a feeder to new charter schools.
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currently in place and that had been historically in place for charter school campuses in Texas. In 2013,
SB 2 (83" Texas Legislature) amended TEC § 12.115, requiring the commissioner of education revoke a
charter if a charter school has failed to meet academic or financial accountability performance ratings for
the three preceding school years. Prior to this change, the closure of charter schools relied on more
permissive statutory language, and as a result, very few charters were closed. Statutory language was
also added at that same time regarding the mandatory expiration of charter contracts for poor
performance (See TEC § 12.1141). Since these changes were enacted, 26 charter schools have been
closed under these new provisions (including those that were surrendered in lieu of revocation). This is a
salient point because the closing of poor-performing charter school campuses, and the subsequent
removal of these campuses from the comparative analyses presented in this report, impacts aggregate
results for charter school campuses particularly if results are compared over time.

Organization of the Report

Following this introduction, Section 2 provides a summary of Texas public schools and the demographic
and program participation characteristics of students enrolled at the three different types of charter school
campuses we analyze in this report as well as traditional public school campuses. Section 3 of this report
provides aggregate campus-level outcomes for SBOE- and ISD-authorized charter school campuses and
their matched traditional public school campuses. Section 4 further disaggregates aggregate campus-
level outcomes for SBOE- and ISD-authorized charter school campuses and matched traditional public
school campuses by school level (elementary, middle, and high school). In both Sections 3 and 4, TEA
performance index results are further disaggregated for charter school campuses and their matched
traditional public school campuses evaluated under standard accountability provisions and under AEA
provisions. Section 5 provides aggregate campus-level outcomes for COE-authorized charter school
campuses and their matched traditional public school campuses. Again, caution should be exercised
when reviewing the exploratory data in Section 5 because only 15 COE-authorized charter school
campuses were in operation in 2016-17 and the length of time they have been operational is not
comparable to their matched traditional public schools.

Appendix A includes additional methodological detail related to the procedures used to match SBOE-,
ISD-, and COE-authorized charter school campuses with traditional public school campuses as well as
details related to performance metrics, including attrition calculation exclusions, exceptions and
attributions of records for dropout and graduation rates, and TEA performance targets for 2016-17.
Appendix B includes additional graphs related to the comparison of STAAR-Writing (Grades 4 and 7),
STAAR Science (Grades 5 and 8), and STAAR-Social Studies (Grade 8) results for SBOE- and ISD-
authorized charter school campuses and their matched traditional public school campuses. Appendix C
includes aggregate campus-level performance results for each charter school campus included in the
analysis and its matched traditional public school campuses, for each of the metrics explored in this
report (i.e., attrition rate, STAAR-Mathematics and Reading passing rates, TEA performance index
scores, annual dropout rates, longitudinal graduation rates, EOC exam passing rates for English I,
English II, and Algebra I).

Appendix D, available on the TEA website, includes a list of charter school campuses and propensity
scores for each of their matched traditional public school campuses.?®

2%https://tea.texas.gov/Reports_and_Data/Program_Evaluations/Charter_Schools/Program_Evaluation Texas C
harter_Schools/
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Section 2: Description of Charter School
Campuses and Traditional Public Schools

This section of the report summarizes the distribution of Texas public schools by school type and level.
As Table 2.1 shows, out of the 8,757 Texas public school campuses operational in Texas during 2016—
17, a total of 748 (approximately 9%) were charter school campuses authorized by either the State Board
of Education (SBOE-authorized charter school campuses), independent school districts (ISD-authorized
charter school campuses), or the commissioner of education (COE-authorized charter school campuses).
Among charter school campuses, the largest number were campuses operating under charter schools
authorized by the SBOE (n=659), including 49 charter school campuses which provided residential
treatment services to students in 2016-17. There were a total of 73 ISD-authorized charter school
campuses and 16 COE-authorized charter school campuses, which includes one residential treatment
facility, operational in 2016-17.

Texas Public Schools

A total of 366 (49%) charter school campuses were categorized as elementary school campuses, while
146 (20%) were categorized as middle school campuses, and 236 (32%) were categorized as high
schools.2° A slightly larger proportion of traditional public school campuses were classified as elementary
schools (4,594, or 57%), while there were 1,639 (20%) traditional public middle school campuses, and
1,776 (22%) traditional public high school campuses operational in 2016-17 (Table 2.1).

It is important to note that a total of 159 DAEP campuses (14 elementary schools, 27 middle schools, and
118 high schools), 142 JJAEP campuses (117 high schools and 25 middle schools), and 68 residential
treatment facilities (serving primarily high school students) are included in the 8,009 traditional public
school campuses reported for 2016-17 (Table 2.1). There were 49 SBOE-authorized charter school
campuses operating as residential treatment facilities (eight elementary schools, four middle schools, and
37 high schools) and one COE-authorized residential treatment facility included in the 748 Texas charter
school campuses reported in Table 2.1.

30 Because all public school campuses, and more commonly charter school campuses, often serve grades that cross
traditional grade spans (K-5 for elementary, 6—8 for middle school, and 9-12 for high school), campuses were
categorized as “primarily” elementary, middle, or high schools based on the largest percentage of students in a
particular grade span. These categorizations represent the 2016—17 grade spans; however, it should be noted that
new charter school campuses regularly add additional grades as they mature.
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Table 2.1. Texas Public School Campuses by School Type, 2016-17

Campus Type School Type Total
Elementary Middle .
School School gl Sielners)
Type of Charter School Campus
SBOE-Authorized, not Residential
Treatment Facilities? 327 117 166 610
ISD-Authorized® 25 18 30 73
COE-Authorized, not Residential
Treatment Facilities® 6 7 2 15
SBOE-Authorized, Residential
Treatment Facilities 8 4 37 49
COE-Authorized, Residential 0 0 1 1
Treatment Facilities
Total Number of Charter School
Campuses 366 146 236 748
Type of Traditional Public School
Campus
Traditional Public School Campuses 4,576 1,584 1,480 7,640
DAEP Campuses* 14 27 118 159
JJAEP Campuses® 0 25 117 142
Residential Treatment Facilities 4 3 61 68
Total Number of Traditional Public 4,594 1,639 1,776 8,009
Schools
Total Number of Public School
Campuses in Texas 4,960 1,785 2,012 8,757

Source: Texas Academic Performance Reports, Texas Education Agency, 2016-17.
Note: 2SBOE = State Board of Education. PISD = Independent School District. “°COE = commissioner of education
dDAEP = Disciplinary Alternative Education Program. eJJAEP = Juvenile Justice Alternative Education Program.

While information related to charter school campuses and traditional public school DAEP, JJAEP, and
residential treatment facility campuses are presented in this section of the report, these campuses serve
unigue student populations and are not included in the process used to match traditional public school
campuses with charter school campuses. These exclusions were purposeful and related to the difficulty in
finding accurate matches between DAEP, JJAEP and residential treatment facility charter school
campuses and traditional public school campuses of this nature. Thus, DAEP, JJAEP, and residential
treatment facilities are not included in the analyses presented in Sections 3, 4, and 5 of this report.

Texas charter school campuses and traditional public school campuses with at least 75% enrollment of
students at risk of dropping out of school and 50% of students enrolled in Grades 6—-12 may apply to TEA
for designation as an AEA campus.3! AEA campuses are evaluated under alternative accountability
provisions due to the large number of students served in alternative education programs on these
alternative education campuses. As Table 2.2 shows, there were 297 non-residential treatment facility
campuses (of which 276 are high school campuses) which were evaluated under AEA provisions in
2016-17 (113 charter school campuses and 184 traditional public school campuses). A total of 104 non-
residential charter school campuses evaluated under AEA provisions were SBOE-authorized charter
school campuses and eight were ISD-authorized charter school campuses.

31 Refer to Texas Education Code (TEC), Chapter 29, Subchapter C, § 29.081(d) (2016) for the statutory definition of
“a student at risk of dropping out of school.”
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Table 2.2. Texas Public School Campuses Evaluated Under Alternative Education Accountability
Provisions, by School Type, 2016-17

AEAY Campuses,
Campus Type Non-Residential

AEA Residential

. Treatment Facilities
Treatment Facilities

Elementary Middle High Elementary | Middle High Total
School School School School School | School

Type of Charter
School Campus
SBOE-Authorized? 4 9 91 4 4 34 146
ISD-Authorized® 0 1 7 0 0 0 8
COE-Authorized® 0 0 1 0 0 1 2
Total Number of AEA
Charter School 4 10 99 4 4 35 156
Campuses
Traditional Public
School AEA
Campuses
Traditional Public 0 7 177 0 3 46 933
School Campuses
Total Number of AEA a 17 276 a 2 81 389
Schools in Texas

Source: Texas Academic Performance Reports, Texas Education Agency, 2016-17.
Note: 3SBOE = State Board of Education. PISD = Independent School District. “COE = commissioner of education.
dAEA = Alternative Education Accountability.
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Student Enrollment

A total of 310,610 students, or about 6% of Texas public school students, were enrolled at charter school

campuses during the 2016-17 school year. The vast majority of students enrolled at Texas charter school
campuses (86%, or 268,665) were at SBOE-authorized charter school campuses (including students

enrolled at residential treatment facilities), while 37,925 students were enrolled at ISD-authorized charter

school campuses. A total of 4,020 students were enrolled at the COE-authorized charter school

campuses in 2016-17, which includes 174 students enrolled at residential treatment facilities (Table 2.3).

Table 2.3. Student Enrollment in Texas Public School Campuses by School Type, 2016-17

Campus Type School Type Total
Elementary Middle High
School School School
Type of Charter School Campus
SBOE-Authorized? 163,790 47,175 54,279 265,244
ISD-Authorized® 13,621 9,044 15,260 37,925
COE-Authorized® 2,879 741 226 3,846
SBQE Authorized, Residential Treatment 398 220 2.803 3.421
Facilities
COI'E_-Authorlzed, Residential Treatment 0 0 174 174
Facilities
Total Number of Students Enrolled 180,688 57.180 72742 310,610
in Charter School Campuses
Type of Traditional Public School Campus
Traditional Public School Campuses 2,488,869 1,102,209 1,433,633 | 5,024,711
DAEPY Campuses 120 671 4,255 5,046
JJAEP® Campuses 0 96 665 761
Residential Treatment Facilities 96 162 2,448 2,706
Total Number of Students Enrolled 2.489,085 1,103,138 | 1,441,001 | 5,033,224
in Traditional Public Schools
Total Number of Students Enrolled 2,669,773 1,160,318 | 1,513,743 | 5,343,834
in Texas Schools

Source: Texas Academic Performance Reports, Texas Education Agency, 2016-17.

Note: 2SBOE = State Board of Education. PISD = Independent School District. “°COE = commissioner of education.

dDAEP = Disciplinary Alternative Education Program. €JJAEP = Juvenile Justice Alternative Education Program.
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A total of 49,808 students in Texas were enrolled at campuses evaluated under AEA provisions during
2016-17, of which 30,730 (62%) were enrolled at charter school campuses and 19,078 (38%) attended a
traditional public school campus. Students attending SBOE-authorized charter school campuses (25,801)
accounted for the vast majority of students enrolled at AEA charter school campuses (as opposed to
other types of campuses) A total of 16,865 students were enrolled at traditional public school campuses
evaluated under AEA provisions and 2,213 students were enrolled at AEA residential treatment facilities
in 2016-17. In addition, high school students made up the largest proportion of students enrolled at AEA
charter school campuses (25,404, or 83%) and AEA traditional public school campuses (17,635, or 92%)
(Table 2.4).

Table 2.4. Student Enrollment in Texas Public School Campus Evaluated Under Alternative
Education Accountability Provisions, by School Type, 2016-17

Campus Type School Type Total
Elementary Middle .
School? School hlighiSchool
Type of Charter School Campus
SBOE-Authorized? 3,198 1,435 21,168 25,801
ISD-Authorized® 0 139 1,210 1,349
COE-Authorized® 0 0 213 213
SBQE-Authonzed, Residential Treatment 334 220 2639 3103
Facilities
COI'E_-Authorlzed, Residential Treatment 0 0 174 174
Facilities
Total Number of Students Enrolled
in AEA Charter School Campuses 3,532 1,794 25,404 30,730
Type of Traditional Public School Campus
Public School Campuses 0 1,281 15,584 16,865
Residential Treatment Facilities 0 162 2,051 2,213
Total Number of Students Enrolled
in AEA Traditional Public School Campus 0 1,443 17,635 19,078
Total Number of Students Enrolled
in AEA Texas Schools 3,532 3,237 43,039 49,808

Source: Texas Academic Performance Reports, Texas Education Agency, 2016-17.

Note: aSBOE = State Board of Education. "ISD = Independent School District. ©COE = commissioner of education. “Represents
enrollment in PK-12 campuses serving 50% or more students in middle or high school as required for evaluation under AEA
provisions, but who have a plurality of elementary school students.

Table 2.5 shows the student demographic makeup of charter school campuses by authorizer type and
traditional public schools as well as differences in program participation (e.g., career and technical
education, special education). For example, SBOE-authorized charter school campuses had a higher
percentage of Hispanic (60% vs. 52%), African-American (19% vs. 12%), and economically
disadvantaged (69% vs. 58%) students than traditional public school campuses. ISD-authorized charter
school campuses also had higher percentages of Hispanic (64% vs. 52%), African-American (17% vs.
12%), and economically disadvantaged (73% vs. 58%) students than traditional public school campuses.

COE-authorized charter school campuses had a higher percentage of enrolled White students (38%) and
a lower percentage of Hispanic students (44%) than either SBOE- or ISD-Authorized charter school
campuses, or traditional public school campuses in Texas.
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Table 2.5. Demographic Characteristics of Students Enrolled in Texas Public School Campuses, 2016-17

SBOE- COE-
Traditional Authorized Authorized
Traditional Traditional Traditional Public SBOE- Charter COE- Charter ISD-
; Public Public Authorized School Authorized School Authorized
Public School hool School h h h
School choo Schoo Residential Charter Campuses Charter Campuses Charter
DAEP JIJAEP School - School - School
Campuses a . Treatment : : : ;
Campuses Campuses L Campuses  Residential Campuses Residential Campuses
Facilities
Treatment Treatment
Facilities® Facilities®
Number of 5,024,711 5,046 761 2,706 265,244 3,421 3,846 174 37,925
Students
Race/Ethnicity
African American 12.2% 24.8% 21.9% 20.7% 18.8% 26.1% 12.7% 16.1% 16.5%
American Indian or 0.4% 0.2% 0.1% 0.6% 0.3% 0.6% 0.3% 3.4% 0.3%
Alaska Native
Asian 4.2% 0.4% 0.9% 0.4% 4.7% 0.6% 2.1% 0% 2.6%
Hispanic 51.9% 59.9% 59.4% 47.3% 60.4% 41.5% 44.1% 13.8% 64.4%
Native Hawaiian or 0.1% 0.1% 0% 0.1% 0.1% 0.1% 0.3% 0.0% 0.1%
Pacific Islander
Two or more races 2.2% 1.7% 1.8% 2.1% 1.7% 2.0% 2.5% 2.3% 1.4%
White 28.9% 12.9% 15.8% 28.8% 14% 29.0% 38.0% 64.4% 14.7%
Other Student
Characteristics
At-Risk 50.0% 96.7% 95.3% 91.6% 52.1% 97.8% 28.8% 100% 54.6%
Economically o o o o o o o o o
Disadvantaged 58.4% 74.3% 64.9% 57.7% 68.7% 89.9% 41.5% 100% 73.0%
English Language
Loy ouad 18.6% 16.5% 16.4% 7.9% 24.6% 11.7% 10.6% 0.6% 20.5%
Special Programs
Career and
Technical 25.7% 32.8% 11.7% 23.8% 12.7% 17.8% 3.0% 35.1% 17.4%
Education
Special Education 8.9% 15.9% 17.7% 24.1% 6.4% 27.6% 6.9% 56.9% 4.8%

Source: Texas Academic Performance Reports, Texas Education Agency, 2016-17.

Note: 2 There are no DAEP or JJAEP charter school campuses. ? There are no ISD-authorized charter school campus residential treatment facilities.

SBOE = State Board of Education. ISD = Independent School District. COE = commissioner of education.
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Section 3: Aggregate Performance of Charter
School Campuses by Authorizer Compared to
Matched Traditional Public School Campuses

This section of the report provides a comparison of aggregate academic outcomes for students enrolled
at SBOE-authorized charter school campuses, ISD-authorized charter school campuses, and their
matched traditional public school campuses.3?

Results for the following aggregate performance metrics are presented in this section: 1) attrition rate; 2)
percent of students achieving the Approaches Grade Level standard on the STAAR-Mathematics and
STAAR-Reading exams (Grades 3-8); 3) annual dropout rate (Grades 7—8 and 9-12); 4) longitudinal
graduation rate; and 5) TEA performance index scores (four indices and a composite index score). In
addition, TEA performance index results are further disaggregated for charter school campuses and their
matched traditional public school campuses evaluated under standard accountability provisions and
under AEA provisions. When reporting results by charter authorizer type/traditional public school campus
or school level, the average campus-level performance metric for a particular category of campuses (e.g.,
SBOE-authorized charter school campuses) is weighted by the number of students at each campus in
that subgroup that contributed to calculations of each metric.33

Before presenting aggregate performance results for SBOE- and ISD-authorized charter school
campuses and their matched traditional public school campuses, the following section presents
descriptive information about the number and demographic characteristics for the four categories of
public school campuses included in the analyses.3*

32 Analyses related to the 15 charter school campuses authorized by the commissioner of education and operational
in 2016-17 (COE-authorized charter school campuses) are reported in Section 5 of this report.

33 For example, a campus with 20 enrolled students who took the STAAR-Reading exam would receive a much
smaller weight when calculating the percentage of students meeting state standards on STAAR-Reading than a
campus with 500 enrolled students.

34 Please note that certain types of campuses were excluded from the matching and analysis. A detailed description
of the matching procedure is presented in Appendix A, and an abbreviated description is provided in Section 1 of this
report.
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Campuses Included in the Aggregate Performance Analyses

A total of 506 SBOE-authorized charter school campuses and 1,061 matched traditional public school
campuses evaluated under standard accountability provisions were included in the aggregate
performance analyses. As Table 3.1 shows, modest differences in race/ethnicity were observed between
these two campus groups. The SBOE-authorized charter school campuses had a higher percentage of
Hispanic (61% vs. 57% for the matched traditional public school campuses) and a comparable
percentage of Asian students (5% vs. 4% for the matched traditional public school campuses), more
African American students (19% vs. 17% for the matched traditional public school campuses), and a
lower percentage of White students (14% vs. 20% for the matched traditional public school campuses).

Table 3.1. Demographic Characteristics of Charter School Campuses and Matched Traditional
Public School Campuses Evaluated Under Standard Accountability Provisions Which Were
Included in Aggregate Performance Analyses, 2016-17

Traditional

. Traditional
ALl sehes] ISD- Public School
SBOE- Campuses .
. Authorized Campuses
Authorized Matched to
Charter Matched to
Charter School SBOE- .
. School ISD-Authorized
Campuses Authorized
Campuses Charter School
Charter School
Campuses
Campuses
Number of Schools 506 1,061 65 566
Race/Ethnicity
African American 18.6% 16.6% 16.3% 15.8%
American Indian or Alaska Native 0.3% 0.4% 0.3% 0.4%
Asian 5.2% 4.0% 2.6% 3.0%
Hispanic 60.5% 56.7% 64.2% 58.2%
Native Hawaiian or Pacific Islander 0.1% 0.2% 0.1% 0.1%
White 13.6% 20.2% 15.1% 20.6%
Two or more races 1.7% 2.0% 1.4% 1.8%
Other Student Characteristics
At-Risk 48.0% 54.3% 53.1% 55.0%
Economically Disadvantaged 67.9% 65.5% 72.6% 66.5%
English Language Learner 25.2% 23.9% 19.6% 23.2%
Program Participation
Career and Technical Education 10.1% 16.2% 17.4% 20.8%
Special Education 6.1% 8.2% 4.8% 8.3%
Total Students 239,443 602,440 36,576 336,109

Source: Texas Academic Performance Reports, Texas Education Agency, 2016-17.

Note: Number of schools includes the total number of traditional public school campuses matched to State Board of
Education (SBOE)-authorized charter school campuses and Independent School District (ISD)-authorized charter
school campuses, respectively. The total number of traditional public school campuses matched to each charter
school campus was limited to a maximum of 10.
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SBOE-authorized charter campuses had a higher percentage of students identified as economically
disadvantaged compared to their matched traditional campuses (68% vs. 66%) and a comparable
percentage of ELL students (25% vs. 24%). The percentage of students identified as at-risk, in special
education and the percentage of students in the career and technical education (CTE) program were
substantially lower at SBOE-authorized charter school campuses compared to their matched traditional
public school campuses. Forty-eight percent of students enrolled in SBOE-authorized charter school
campuses were identified as at-risk, 6% received special education services, and 10% were classified in
the CTE program, compared to 54%, 8% and 16%, respectively, at the matched traditional public school
campuses.

A total of 65 ISD-authorized charter school campuses and 566 matched traditional public school
campuses evaluated under standard accountability provisions were included in the aggregate
performance analyses. Several differences in race/ethnicity were observed between ISD-authorized
charter school campuses and their matched traditional public school campuses. For instance, a larger
percentage of Hispanic students (64% vs. 58% for the matched traditional public school campuses) and a
smaller percentage of White students (15% vs. 21% for the matched traditional public school campuses)
were enrolled at ISD-authorized charter school campuses. Similar to the comparisons of SBOE-
authorized charter school campuses and their matched traditional public school campuses presented
earlier in this section, the percentage of students classified as at-risk (53% vs. 55% for the matched
traditional public school campuses), the percentage of students participating in the CTE program (17%
vs. 21% for the matched traditional public school campuses), and the percentages of students who
participated in special education programs (5% vs. 8% for the matched traditional public school
campuses) were lower at ISD-authorized charter school campuses (Table 3.1).

While the evaluation team used all available data and went through extensive efforts to find traditional
public school campuses with similar student populations to match to SBOE- and ISD-authorized charter
school campuses, it is important to keep in mind when interpreting aggregate performance outcomes that
differences remain in the composition of the student populations. Because no statistical controls were
used to account for the differences in the composition of student populations enrolled at charter school
campuses and matched traditional public school campuses, these differences in student characteristics,
as well as prior academic performance, may have had an impact on the aggregate outcome results for
the various charter school campus types and their matched traditional public school campuses.

A total of 104 SBOE-authorized charter school campuses and 54 matched traditional public school
campuses evaluated under AEA provisions were included in the aggregate performance analyses. A
higher percentage of African American students and White students were enrolled at SBOE-authorized
charter school campuses compared to their matched traditional public school campuses (20% vs. 16%
and 17% vs. 12%, respectively). A lower percentage of Hispanic students were enrolled at SBOE-
authorized charter school campuses compared to their matched traditional public school campuses (60%
vs. 69%). Differences were observed in at-risk status (90% of students enrolled at SBOE-authorized
charter school campuses vs. 95% of students enrolled at matched traditional public school campuses),
ELL status (19% of students enrolled at SBOE-authorized charter school campuses vs. 29% of students
enrolled at matched traditional public school campuses), and special education status (9% of students
enrolled at SBOE-authorized charter school campuses vs. 6% of students enrolled at matched traditional
public school campuses). No differences in CTE participation status (37% of students enrolled at SBOE-
authorized charter school campuses vs. 37% of students enrolled at matched traditional public school
campuses) were observed.
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Eight ISD-authorized charter school campuses and 28 matched traditional public school campuses
evaluated under AEA provisions were included in the aggregate performance analyses. As Table 3.2
shows, differences in the race/ethnicity composition were observed between the ISD-authorized charter
school campuses and their matched traditional public school campuses, with smaller percentages of
Hispanic and White students (71% vs. 77% and 4% vs. 9%, respectively), and a larger percentage of
African American students (23% vs. 12%) enrolled at ISD-authorized charter school campuses.

Table 3.2. Demographic Characteristics of Charter School Campuses and Matched Traditional
Public School Campuses Included in Aggregate Performance Analyses Who Were Evaluated
Under Alternative Education Accountability Provisions, 2016-17

SBOE-
Authorized
Charter

School
Campuses

Traditional
Public School

Campuses ISD-

Matched to Authorized
SBOE- Charter

Authorized School
Charter Campuses
School

Campuses

Traditional
Public
School
Campuses
Matched to
ISD-
Authorized
Charter
School
Campuses

Number of Schools 104 54 8 28
Race/Ethnicity

African American 20.3% 16.0% 23.1% 11.5%
American Indian or Alaska Native 0.4% 0.2% 0.3% 0.2%
Asian 0.5% 1.2% 0.7% 1.2%
Hispanic 60.1% 68.7% 71.3% 77.3%
Native Hawaiian or Pacific Islander 0.1% 0.2% 0.1% 0.1%
White 17.3% 12.4% 4.4% 9.0%
Two or more races 1.3% 1.2% 0.2% 0.7%
Other Student Characteristics

At-Risk 89.8% 94.9% 94.8% 93.0%
Economically Disadvantaged 76.0% 76.3% 85.0% 78.2%
English Language Learner 19.4% 28.7% 42.6% 34.1%
Program Participation

Career and Technical Education 37.0% 36.8% 16.2% 38.0%
Special Education 9.4% 6.2% 5.9% 4.7%
Total Students 25,801 5,854 1,349 2,866

Source: Texas Academic Performance Reports, Texas Education Agency, 2016-17.
Note: Number of schools includes the total number of traditional public school campuses matched to State Board of
Education (SBOE)-authorized charter school campuses and Independent School District (ISD)-authorized charter
school campuses, respectively. The total number of traditional public school campuses matched to each charter
school campus was limited to a maximum of 10.

Other differences in the student populations at ISD-authorized charter school campuses and their
matched traditional public school campuses evaluated under AEA provisions were also observed (see
Table 3.2). The percentages of students classified as at-risk, ELL, and economically disadvantaged were
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higher at ISD-authorized charter school campuses compared to their matched traditional public school
campuses. At ISD-authorized charter school campuses, 95% of students were classified as at-risk (vs.
93% at matched traditional public school campuses), 43% were classified as ELL (vs. 34% at matched
comparison campuses), and 85% were classified as economically disadvantaged (vs. 78% at matched
comparison campuses).

It is important to reiterate that the differences in student characteristics between SBOE- and ISD-
authorized charter school campuses and their matched traditional public school campuses evaluated
under AEA provisions should be considered when interpreting aggregate performance metrics. In
addition, prior performance was not included in the matching procedures for this report. Furthermore, the
number of campuses available for some of the analyses reported in this section, particularly those
involving campuses evaluated under AEA provisions, may be fairly small. Analyses involving small
numbers of campuses warrant cautious interpretation.

Attrition Rates

The attrition rate for this project was defined as the percentage of students who did not return to the same
campus in 2017-18 in which they were enrolled in 2016—17. This calculation, however, required several
adjustments to handle certain exceptions where an accurate 2016-17 to 2017-18 calculation would not
be possible. Please refer to the methodology section in Section 1 and Appendix A of this report for further
detail on the attrition rate calculation. As Figure 3.1 illustrates, larger percentages of students enrolled in
SBOE- and ISD-authorized charter school campuses did not return to their 2016—17 campus of origin
compared to students enrolled in the matched traditional public school campuses (24% vs. 21% and 27%
vs. 20%, respectively).

Figure 3.1. Student Attrition Rates Between 2016-17 and 2017-18 for SBOE-Authorized Charter
School Campuses, ISD-Authorized Charter School Campuses, and Matched Traditional Public
School Campuses
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Source: Texas Academic Performance Reports, Texas Education Agency, 2016—-17. Public Education Information
Management System, Texas Education Agency, 2016-17 and 2017-18.

Note: A total of 588 State Board of Education (SBOE)-authorized charter school campuses, 1,072 traditional public
school campuses matched to SBOE-authorized charter school campuses, 66 Independent School District (ISD)-
authorized charter school campuses, and 572 traditional public school campuses matched to ISD-authorized charter
school campuses were included in this attrition analysis.
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STAAR-Reading and STAAR-Mathematics Results

The percentages of students achieving the Approaches Grade Level standard (i.e., meeting or exceeding
the state passing standard) on the 2016-17 STAAR-Reading and STAAR-Mathematics exams were
calculated for Grade 3-8 students (Figure 3.2). Thus, only elementary and middle school campuses were
included in these analyses. Students at SBOE-authorized charter school campuses outperformed
students at matched traditional public school campuses on the 2016-17 STAAR-Reading exam. At
SBOE-authorized charter school campuses, 75% of Grade 3-8 students achieved the Approaches Grade
Level standard on the STAAR-Reading exam, compared to 72% of students at matched traditional public
school campuses. The percentage of students at ISD-authorized charter school campuses achieving the
Approaches Grade Level standard on the STAAR-Reading exam was comparable to the percentage of
students at matched traditional public school campuses (70% vs. 71%). Seventy-two percent of students

statewide achieved the Approaches Grade Level standard on the 2017 STAAR-Reading exam.®
Figure 3.2. Percent of Students Achieving the Approaches Grade Level Standard on the STAAR-

Reading Exam by Charter Authorizer Type and Matched Traditional Public School Campuses,
2016-17
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Source: Texas Academic Performance Reports, Texas Education Agency, 2016-17.

Note: A total of 445 State Board of Education (SBOE)-authorized charter school campuses, 846 traditional public
school campuses matched to SBOE-authorized charter school campuses, 43 Independent School District (ISD)-
authorized charter school campuses, and 442 traditional public school campuses matched to ISD-authorized charter
school campuses were included in this State of Texas Assessments of Academic Readiness (STAAR®) analysis.

As Figure 3.3. shows, the percentage of students enrolled at SBOE-authorized charter school campuses
achieving the Approaches Grade Level standard on the 2016—-17 STAAR-Mathematics exam was
comparable to students at matched traditional public school campuses (76% for each). At ISD-authorized
charter school campuses, 71% of Grade 3-8 students achieved the Approaches Grade Level standard on

35 hitps:/Irptsvrl.tea.texas.qov/perfreport/tapr/2017/state.pdf
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the STAAR-Mathematics exam, compared to 76% of students at matched traditional public school
campuses. Seventy-nine percent of students achieved the Approaches Grade Level standard on the 2017
STAAR-Mathematics exam. 36

Figure 3.3. Percent of Students Achieving the Approaches Grade Level Standard on the STAAR-
Mathematics Exam by Charter Authorizer Type and Matched Traditional Public School Campuses,
2016-17
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Source: Texas Academic Performance Reports, Texas Education Agency, 2016-17.

Note: A total of 446 State Board of Education (SBOE)-authorized charter school campuses, 844 traditional public
school campuses matched to SBOE-authorized charter school campuses, 43 Independent School District (ISD)-
authorized charter school campuses, and 441 traditional public school campuses matched to ISD-authorized charter
school campuses were included in this State of Texas Assessments of Academic Readiness (STAAR®) analysis.

Dropout Rates

A dropout was defined for this project as a student who was enrolled in public school in Grades 7-8 for
middle schools and Grades 9-12 for high schools during 2015-16 but did not return to public school in
2016-17. This definition excluded students who were expelled, who graduated, who received a high
school equivalency certificate, who continued school outside the public school system, who began
college, or who died. Additional detail regarding annual dropout rates is provided in Section 1 of this
report.

As Figure 3.4 illustrates, the annual dropout rates for students in Grades 9—12 at both SBOE- and ISD-
authorized charter high school campuses exceeded the dropout rates at their matched traditional public
high school campuses (5.5% vs. 2.0% and 6.4% vs. 1.9%, respectively).

36 hitps://rptsvrl.tea.texas.qov/perfreport/tapr/2017/state.pdf
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Figure 3.4. Annual Dropout Rates by Charter Authorizer Type and Matched Traditional Public
School Campuses (Middle School and High School Campuses), 2015-16
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Source: Texas Academic Performance Reports, Texas Education Agency, 2016-17.

Note: A total of 152 State Board of Education (SBOE)-authorized charter high school campuses, 208 traditional public
high school campuses matched to SBOE-authorized charter school campuses, 91 SBOE-authorized charter middle
school campuses, and 184 traditional public middle school campuses matched to SBOE-authorized charter school
campuses were included in these analyses. A total of 28 Independent School District (ISD)-authorized charter high
school campuses, 121 traditional public high school campuses matched to ISD-authorized charter school campuses,
17 ISD-authorized charter middle school campus, and 88 traditional public middle school campuses matched to ISD-
authorized charter school campuses were also included in these analyses.

The annual dropout rates for Grade 7—8 students at both SBOE-authorized and ISD-authorized charter
middle school campuses and their matched traditional public middle school campuses were comparable
(0.2% vs. 0.4% for SBOE-authorized comparison and 0.3% vs. 0.3% for the ISD-authorized comparison).
The statewide annual dropout rate for 2015-16 was 2.0% for Grades 9-12 and 0.4% for Grades 7-8.3%"

Graduation Rates

The Grade 9 four-year longitudinal graduation rate for the class of 2016 calculated for state accountability
was used for this project. Figure 3.5 shows that the Grade 9 four-year longitudinal graduation rates for
students at both SBOE- and ISD-authorized charter school campuses were lower than at matched
traditional public school campuses (87% vs. 92% and 79% vs. 91%, respectively). The statewide Grade 9
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four-year longitudinal graduation rate for the class of 2016 was 89.1%.3® Additional detail regarding
longitudinal graduation rates is provided in Section 1.

Figure 3.5. Grade 9 Four-Year Longitudinal Graduation Rates by Charter Authorizer Type and
Matched Traditional Public School Campuses, Class of 2016
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Source: Texas Academic Performance Reports, Texas Education Agency, 2016-17.

Note: A total of 134 State Board of Education (SBOE)-authorized charter school campuses, 176 traditional public
school campuses matched to SBOE-authorized charter school campuses, 27 Independent School District (ISD)-
authorized charter school campuses, and 102 traditional public school campuses matched to ISD-authorized charter
school campuses were included in this analysis.

TEA Performance Index Scores

The Texas accountability system uses a performance index framework to combine a broad range of
indicators into a comprehensive measure of campus and district performance. Index scores from the
2017 Accountability Ratings were used in the analyses described below. Results are presented for each
of the four performance indices:

1) Student Achievement (which measures campus and district performance based on satisfactory
student achievement combined over all subjects for all students);

2) Student Progress (measures student progress and provides an opportunity for districts and
campuses to receive credit for improving student performance independent of the student’s
pass/fail status on STAAR);

3) Closing Performance Gaps (which emphasizes advanced academic achievement of the
economically disadvantaged student group and the lowest performing racial/ethnic student
groups at each district and campus); and

4) Postsecondary Readiness (which emphasizes the role of elementary and middle schools in
preparing students for the rigors of high school and the importance of earning a high school

38 hitps://rptsvrl.tea.texas.gov/perfreport/tapr/2017/state.pdf
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diploma that prepares students for success in college, the workforce, job training programs, or the
military. The index includes test performance for high schools and grades 3-8 at the Meets Grade
Level standard.)

TEA sets specific targets for campuses evaluated under standard accountability provisions and AEA
provisions, which must be met in order to demonstrate acceptable performance on each index (see
Appendix A). Because the targets are substantially different for campuses evaluated under standard
accountability procedures and AEA campuses, analyses related to TEA performance indices are
conducted separately for the two types of campuses. For further detail on the four TEA performance
indices, please refer to Section 1 of this report and the 2017 Accountability Manual.3°

As Figure 3.6 illustrates, both SBOE- and ISD-authorized charter school campuses rated under standard
accountability procedures outperformed their matched traditional public school campuses on three of the
four TEA performance indices: Student Achievement, Closing the Performance Gaps, and Postsecondary
Readiness. For the Student Achievement index, SBOE-authorized charter school campuses had an
average index score of 75 compared to 72 for matched traditional public school campuses, and ISD-
authorized charter school campuses had an average index score of 75 compared to 72 for matched
traditional public school campuses.

For the Student Progress index, both SBOE-authorized and ISD-authorized charter school campuses had
comparable scores to their matched traditional public schools (39 vs. 40 and 38 vs. 39, respectively).
Higher Closing Performance Gaps index scores were also observed between SBOE-Authorized and ISD-
authorized charter school campuses and their matched traditional public school campus counterparts (44
vs. 41 for both). Lastly, as Figure 3.6 shows, the largest differences between charter school campuses
and matched traditional public school campuses rated under standard accountability provisions were
seen for the Postsecondary Readiness index, where the average index scores were seven points higher
for SBOE-authorized charter school campuses and five points higher for ISD-authorized charter school
campuses compared to their matched traditional public school campuses (52 vs. 45 and 51 vs. 46,
respectively).

39 hitps://tea.texas.gov/2017accountabilitymanual.aspx
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Figure 3.6. TEA Performance Index Scores by Charter Authorizer Type and Matched Traditional
Public School Campuses, Evaluated Under Standard Accountability Provisions, 2016-17
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Source: Texas Academic Performance Reports and Texas Accountability Rating System, Texas Education Agency,
2016-17.

Note: A total of 472 State Board of Education (SBOE)-authorized charter school campuses, 982 traditional public
school campuses matched to SBOE-authorized charter school campuses, 62 Independent School District (ISD)-
authorized charter school campuses, and 531 traditional public school campuses matched to ISD-authorized charter
school campuses were included in this analysis.

For campuses evaluated under AEA provisions (Figure 3.7), Student Achievement performance index
scores were higher for SBOE-authorized charter school campuses compared to their matched traditional
public school campuses (56 vs. 49). Conversely, Student Achievement performance index scores were
lower for ISD-authorized charter school campuses compared to matched traditional public school
campuses (47 vs. 50).

As illustrated in Figure 3.7, SBOE-authorized charter school campuses evaluated under AEA provisions
had lower scores than their matched traditional public school campuses for the Student Progress and
Postsecondary Readiness performance indices (23 vs. 25 and 87 vs. 90, respectively) and higher scores
for the Closing the Performance Gaps index compared to their matched traditional public school
campuses (31 vs. 27). Average Student Progress and Closing Performance Gaps scores were lower for
ISD-authorized charter campuses than those for matched traditional public school campuses (24 vs. 28
and 24 vs. 26, respectively) while average Postsecondary Readiness index scores for ISD-authorized
charter campuses were higher compared to traditional public school campuses (86 vs. 82).
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Figure 3.7. TEA Performance Index Scores by Charter Authorizer Type and Matched Traditional
Public School Campuses, Evaluated Under Alternative Education Accountability Provisions,
2016-17
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Source: Texas Academic Performance Reports and Texas Accountability Rating System, Texas Education Agency,
2016-17.

Note: A total of 104 State Board of Education (SBOE)-authorized charter school campuses, 53 traditional public
school campuses matched to SBOE-authorized charter school campuses, eight Independent School District (ISD)-
authorized charter school campuses, and 27 traditional public school campuses matched to ISD-authorized charter
school campuses were included in this analysis.

To rate the aggregate performance of campuses as required by TEC § 12.1013(d)(2), 2016, a composite
index score was calculated for each campus included in the aggregate campus academic performance
analyses. The composite score is the sum of all index scores calculated for a particular campus divided
by the total number of index scores assigned to the campus. As Figure 3.8 illustrates, the composite TEA
performance index score for both SBOE-authorized and ISD-authorized charter school campuses
evaluated under standard accountability provisions is approximately two points higher than the composite
score for their matched traditional public school campuses (52 vs. 50).
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Figure 3.8. Composite TEA Performance Index Score by Charter Authorizer Type and Matched
Traditional Public School Campuses, Evaluated Under Standard Accountability Provisions, 2016—
17
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Source: Texas Academic Performance Reports and Texas Accountability Rating System, Texas Education Agency,
2016-17.

Note: A total of 472 State Board of Education (SBOE)-authorized charter school campuses, 982 traditional public
school campuses matched to SBOE-authorized charter school campuses, 62 Independent School District (ISD)-
authorized charter school campuses, and 531 traditional public school campuses matched to ISD-authorized charter
school campuses were included in this analysis. Composite index data included in this figure are for comparative
purposes only as no TEA performance threshold calculations for composite index scores have been established.
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As Figure 3.9 illustrates, the average composite TEA performance index score for SBOE-authorized
charter school campuses evaluated under AEA provisions is 49 (compared to 46 for the matched
traditional public school campuses). The composite TEA performance index score for ISD-authorized
charter school campuses evaluated under AEA provisions is comparable to the composite score for
matched traditional public school campuses (45 vs. 44).

Figure 3.9. Composite TEA Performance Index Score by Charter Authorizer Type and Matched
Traditional Public School Campuses, Evaluated Under Alternative Education Accountability
Provisions, 2016-17
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Source: Texas Academic Performance Reports and Texas Accountability Rating System, Texas Education Agency,
2016-17.

Note: A total of 104 State Board of Education (SBOE)-authorized charter school campuses, 53 traditional public
school campuses matched to SBOE-authorized charter school campuses, eight Independent School District (ISD)-
authorized charter school campuses, and 27 traditional public school campuses matched to ISD-authorized charter
school campuses were included in this analysis. Composite index data included in this figure are for comparative
purposes only as no TEA performance threshold calculations for composite index scores have been established.
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Section 4: Aggregate Performance of Charter
School Campuses by School Level and
Authorizer Type Compared to Matched
Traditional Public School Campuses

This section of the report provides a comparison of aggregate academic outcomes for students enrolled
at SBOE-authorized charter school campuses, ISD-authorized charter school campuses, and their
matched traditional public school campuses. The results in this section are disaggregated across school
levels (i.e., elementary, middle, and high) for the two charter school authorizer types and their matched
traditional public school campuses.

In addition to results being disaggregated by school level, TEA performance index results are further
disaggregated for charter school campuses and matched traditional public school campuses evaluated
under standard accountability provisions and under AEA provisions. Results disaggregated by school
level are presented for the following outcomes: 1) attrition rate; 2) percentage of students Approaching
Grade Level standard on the STAAR-Mathematics and STAAR-Reading exams (Grades 3-8); 3)
percentage of students meeting state standards on the English I, English II, and Algebra | EOC exams;
and 4) TEA performance index scores (four indices and a composite index score).*® When reporting
results by campus type (i.e., charter authorizer type or traditional public school campus) or school level,
each average campus-level performance metric for a particular category of campuses is weighted by the
number of students at each campus included in the calculation for that metric.4!

As previously noted, it is important to keep in mind when interpreting aggregate performance outcomes
that differences remain in the composition of the student populations. Because no statistical controls were
used to account for the differences in the composition of student populations enrolled at charter school
campuses and matched traditional public school campuses, these differences in student characteristics,
may have had an impact on the aggregate outcome results for the various charter school campus types
and their matched traditional public school campuses. In addition, prior performance was not included in
the matching procedures for this report.

Furthermore, the number of campuses available for some of the analyses reported in this section,
particularly those involving campuses evaluated under AEA provisions, may be fairly small. Analyses
involving small numbers of campuses warrant cautious interpretation.

40 Refer to Section 3 of this report for four-year longitudinal graduation rate results.

41 For example, a campus with 50 enrolled students who took the STAAR-Reading exam would receive a much
smaller weight when calculating the percentage of students meeting state standards on STAAR-Reading than a
campus with 500 enrolled students.
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Attrition Rates Disaggregated by School Level

The attrition rate for this project was defined as the percentage of students who did not return to the same
campus in 2017-18 in which they were enrolled in 2016-17.4? As Figure 4.1 illustrates, attrition rates for
SBOE-authorized charter elementary school campuses and their matched traditional public school
campuses are comparable (24% vs. 24%, respectively). The same is true for attrition rates for ISD-
authorized charter elementary school campuses and their matched traditional public school campuses
(24% vs. 23%, respectively).

As shown in Figure 4.1, attrition rates for SBOE- and ISD-authorized charter middle school campuses
were higher compared to their matched traditional public middle school campuses (19% vs. 16% and
19% vs. 15%, respectively). Attrition rates at the high school level are higher for both SBOE- and ISD-
authorized charter school campuses compared to their matched traditional public school campuses (31%
vs. 17% and 33% vs. 16%, respectively).

Figure 4.1. Student Attrition Rates Between 2016-17 and 2017-18 for Charter School Campuses
and Matched Traditional Public School Campuses, by Authorizer Type and School Level
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Source: Texas Academic Performance Reports, Texas Education Agency, 2016—-17. Public Education Information
Management System, Texas Education Agency, 2016-17 and 2017-18.

Note: The number of State Board of Education (SBOE)-authorized campuses included in these analyses: elementary
(n=314); middle (n=113); high (n=161). Number of matched traditional public school campuses for SBOE-authorized
charter school campuses included in these analyses: elementary (n=648); middle (n=210); high (n=214). The number
of Independent School District (ISD)-authorized campuses included in these analyses: elementary (n=23); middle
(n=17); high (n=26). Number of matched traditional public school campuses for ISD-authorized charter school
campuses included in these analyses: elementary (n=339); middle (n=105); high (n=128).

42 For further detail, please refer to the attrition rate section in Section 1 of this report.
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STAAR-Reading and STAAR-Mathematics Results Disaggregated by School Level

The percentages of students achieving the Approaches Grade Level standard on the 2016-17 STAAR-
Reading and STAAR-Mathematics exams were calculated for students in Grades 3-8 and disaggregated
by school level. Because STAAR-Reading and Mathematics exams are only administered to students in
Grades 3-8, only elementary and middle school campuses were included in these analyses.

As Figure 4.2 shows, a slightly higher percentage of students at SBOE-authorized charter elementary
school campuses achieved the Approaches Grade Level standard on the STAAR-Reading exam
compared to the matched traditional public elementary school campuses (74% vs. 70%, respectively). A
smaller percentage of students at ISD-authorized charter elementary school campuses achieved the
Approaches Grade Level standard on the STAAR-Reading exam compared to their matched traditional
public elementary school campuses (61% vs. 70%, respectively). A lower percentage of students at ISD-
authorized charter school campuses achieved the Approaches Grade Level standard on the STAAR-
Mathematics exam compared to their matched traditional public school elementary campuses (66% vs.
77%, respectively). However, there was little difference between SBOE-authorized charter elementary
school campuses and their matched traditional public elementary school matches (75% vs. 76%,
respectively).

Figure 4.2. Percent of Students Achieving the Approaches Grade Level Standard on the 2016-17
STAAR-Reading and STAAR-Mathematics Exams for SBOE-Authorized Charter School Campuses,
ISD-Authorized Charter School Campuses, and Matched Traditional Public School Campuses,
Elementary School Campuses
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Source: Texas Academic Performance Reports, Texas Education Agency, 2016-17.
Note: A total of 299 State Board of Education (SBOE)-authorized charter school campuses, 607 traditional public
school campuses matched to SBOE-authorized charter school campuses, 22 Independent School District (ISD)-

authorized charter school campuses, and 324 traditional public school campuses matched to ISD-authorized charter
school campuses were included in these State of Texas Assessments of Academic Readiness (STAAR®) analyses.

As Figure 4.3 illustrates, a higher percentage of students at SBOE-authorized charter middle school
campuses achieved the Approaches Grade Level standard on the STAAR-Reading exam than students
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at their matched traditional public middle school campuses (77% vs. 74%, respectively). Meanwhile,
comparable percentages of students at ISD-authorized charter middle school campuses and the matched
traditional public middle school campuses achieved the Approaches Grade Level standard on the
STAAR-Reading exam (72% vs. 73%, respectively).

Similarly, as seen in Figure 4.3, a higher percentage of students at SBOE-authorized charter middle
school campuses achieved the Approaches Grade Level standard on the STAAR-Mathematics exam
compared to matched traditional public middle school campuses (77% vs. 75%, respectively). Like the
STAAR-Reading exam, comparable percentages of students at ISD-authorized charter middle school
campuses and their matched traditional public middle school campuses achieved the Approaches Grade
Level standard on the STAAR-Mathematics exam (74% vs. 74%, respectively).

Figure 4.3. Percent of Students Achieving the Approaches Grade Level Standard on the 2016-17
STAAR-Reading and STAAR-Mathematics Exams for SBOE-Authorized Charter School Campuses,
ISD-Authorized Charter School Campuses, and Matched Traditional Public School Campuses,
Middle School Campuses
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Source: Texas Academic Performance Reports, Texas Education Agency, 2016-17.
Note: A total of 116 State Board of Education (SBOE)-authorized charter school campuses, 219 traditional public
school campuses matched to SBOE-authorized charter school campuses, 18 Independent School District (ISD)-

authorized charter school campuses, and 110 traditional public school campuses matched to ISD-authorized charter
school campuses were included in these State of Texas Assessments of Academic Readiness (STAAR®) analyses.
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End-of-Course Results for English I, English II, and Algebra I Disaggregated by School
Level

The percentages of students achieving the Approaches Grade Level standard on the 2016-17 STAAR
EOC exams for English | and English Il were used to assess English Language Arts academic
achievement for Grades 9-12 (i.e., high school campuses). Similarly, the percentages of students
achieving the Approaches Grade Level standard on the 2016-17 STAAR Algebra | EOC exam were used
to assess mathematics academic achievement for Grades 9-12. This Algebra | metric was also
calculated for middle school campuses, because a substantial number of advanced mathematics
students in Grade 8 take the STAAR Algebra | EOC exam.

As Figure 4.4 illustrates, a lower percentage of students at SBOE-authorized charter high school
campuses achieved the Approaches Grade Level standard on the STAAR English | EOC exam (typically
taken by Grade 9 students) compared to students at matched traditional public high school campuses
(58% vs. 62%, respectively). A larger percentage of students at ISD-authorized charter high school
campuses achieved the Approaches Grade Level standard on the STAAR English | EOC exam compared
to students at matched traditional public high school campuses (79% vs. 58%, respectively).

Figure 4.4. Percent of Students Achieving Approaches Grade Level Standard on the 2016-17
STAAR English | and STAAR English Il EOC Exams for SBOE-Authorized Charter School
Campuses, ISD-Authorized Charter School Campuses, and Matched Traditional Public School
Campuses, High School Campuses
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Source: Texas Academic Performance Reports, Texas Education Agency, 2016-17.

Note: A total of 154 State Board of Education (SBOE)-authorized charter school campuses, 183 traditional public
school campuses matched to SBOE-authorized charter school campuses, 28 Independent School District (ISD)-
authorized charter school campuses, and 111 traditional public school campuses matched to ISD-authorized charter
school campuses were included in these State of Texas Assessments of Academic Readiness (STAAR®) end-of-
course (EOC) exam analyses.

Similarly, as shown in Figure 4.4, a lower percentage of students at SBOE-authorized charter high school
campuses achieved the Approaches Grade Level standard on the STAAR English Il EOC exam (typically
taken by Grade 10 students) compared to matched traditional public high school campuses (61% vs.
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63%, respectively). Mirroring the STAAR English | EOC exam results, a larger percentage of students
enrolled at ISD-authorized charter high school campuses achieved the Approaches Grade Level standard
above on the STAAR English Il EOC exam compared to students at matched traditional public high
school campuses (79% vs. 61%, respectively).*3

Figure 4.5 shows that a smaller percentage of advanced mathematics students at SBOE-authorized
charter middle school achieved the Approaches Grade Level standard on the STAAR Algebra | EOC
exam (which is most commonly taken by Grade 9 students) compared to students at matched traditional
public middle school campuses (90% vs. 100%, respectively). Comparable percentages of students
enrolled at ISD-authorized charter middle school campuses achieved the Approaches Grade Level
standard on the STAAR Algebra | EOC exam compared to students at matched traditional public middle
school campuses (98% vs. 99%, respectively).44

Figure 4.5. Percent of Students Achieving the Approaches Grade Level Standard on the 2016-17
STAAR Algebra | EOC Exams for SBOE-Authorized Charter School Campuses, ISD-Authorized
Charter School Campuses, and Matched Traditional Public School Campuses, Middle School and
High School Campuses
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Source: Texas Academic Performance Reports, Texas Education Agency, 2016-17.

Note: The number of State Board of Education (SBOE)-authorized campuses included in these State of Texas
Assessments of Academic Readiness (STAAR®) end-of-course (EOC) exam analyses: middle (n=87); high (n=145).
Number of matched traditional public school campuses for SBOE-authorized charter school campuses included in
these analyses: middle (n=170); high (n=179). The number of Independent School District (ISD)-authorized
campuses included in these analyses: middle (n=14); high (h=27). Number of matched traditional public school
campuses for ISD-authorized charter school campuses included in these analyses: middle (n=81); high (n=111).

A lower percentage of students at SBOE-authorized charter high school campuses achieved the
Approaches Grade Level standard on the STAAR Algebra | EOC exam compared to matched traditional

43 The state passing rates for 2016—-17 EOC exams are as follows: English | = 64%, English Il = 66%, and Algebra | =
83%. Algebra | passing rates include all students who took the assessment, including Grade 8 students.

44 The high percentage of students achieving the Approaches Grade Level on the Algebra | EOC exam at the middle
school level is related to the high level of academic aptitude in mathematics for students enrolled in Algebra | in
Grade 7 or 8. These students are classified as advanced mathematics students with aptitude above their middle
school grade level.
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public high school campuses (72% vs. 77%, respectively). Conversely, as evident in Figure 4.5, a larger
percentage of students enrolled at ISD-authorized charter high school campuses achieved the
Approaches Grade Level standard on the STAAR Algebra | EOC exam compared to students at matched
traditional public high school campuses (81% vs. 76%, respectively).

TEA Performance Index Scores Disaggregated by School Level

Similar to Section 3, results are presented for each of the four performance indices: 1) Student
Achievement; 2) Student Progress; 3) Closing Performance Gaps; and 4) Postsecondary Readiness. For
further detail on the four TEA performance indices, please refer to Section 1 of this report and the 2017
Accountability Manual.*®

As Figure 4.6 illustrates, SBOE-authorized charter elementary school campuses evaluated under
standard accountability provisions posted higher Student Achievement index scores compared to their
matched traditional public school campuses (73 vs. 71). ISD-authorized charter elementary school
campuses evaluated under standard accountability provisions posted lower Student Achievement index
scores than their matched traditional public school campuses (62 vs. 72). For the Student Progress index,
as shown in Figure 4.6, both SBOE- and ISD-authorized charter school campuses evaluated under
standard accountability provisions posted lower index scores than their matched traditional public
elementary school campuses (41 vs. 44 and 40 vs. 44, respectively). For the Closing Performance Gaps
index, SBOE-authorized charter elementary school campuses and their matched traditional public school
campuses had comparable scores (42 vs. 41); however, ISD-authorized charter school campuses had
lower scores than their matched traditional public elementary school campuses (35 vs. 41). SBOE-
authorized charter elementary school campuses evaluated under standard accountability provisions
posted higher Postsecondary Readiness index scores compared with their matched traditional public
school campuses (45 vs. 38), while ISD-authorized charter elementary school campuses evaluated under
standard accountability provisions posted lower Postsecondary Readiness index scores than their
matched traditional public school campuses (29 vs. 38).

45 https://tea.texas.gov/2017accountabilitymanual.aspx
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Figure 4.6. TEA Performance Index Scores for SBOE-Authorized Charter School Campuses, ISD-
Authorized Charter School Campuses, and Matched Traditional Public School Campuses,
Elementary School Campuses Evaluated Under Standard Accountability Provisions, 2016-17
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Source: Texas Academic Performance Reports and Texas Accountability Rating System, Texas Education Agency,
2016-17.

Note: A total of 295 State Board of Education (SBOE)-authorized charter school campuses, 608 traditional public
school campuses matched to SBOE-authorized charter school campuses, 22 Independent School District (ISD)-
authorized charter school campuses, and 324 traditional public school campuses matched to ISD-authorized charter
school campuses were included in this analysis.

Only four SBOE-authorized charter elementary school campuses were evaluated under AEA provisions in
2016-17, and no traditional public elementary school campuses were matched to these charter school
campuses.*® Furthermore, no ISD-authorized charter elementary school campuses were evaluated under
AEA provisions. Figure 4.7 provides the TEA Performance Index scores for the four SBOE-authorized
charter elementary school campuses: 49 for Index 1: Student Achievement, 31 for Index 2: Student
Progress, 24 for Index 3: Closing Performance Gaps, and 99 for Index 4: Postsecondary Readiness.*’

46 The small number of campuses is explained by the nature of the grade span categorization for this report and the
criteria for applying for AEA status. Because part of the criteria for AEA status includes enrollment of 50% or more in
Grades 6-12, there are few cases where campuses categorized as “elementary” for this report were AEA.

47 Index 4 components for non-AEA districts and campuses include the following equally weighted elements: 1)
STAAR meets grade-level standard; 2) Graduation rate; 3) Graduation plan rate; and 4) Postsecondary component,
college and career readiness. For elementary school campuses, only the STAAR component can be consider, which
may contribute to the higher index score.
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Figure 4.7. TEA Performance Index Scores for SBOE-Authorized Charter School Campuses,
Elementary School Campuses Evaluated Under Alternative Education Accountability Provisions,
2016-17
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Source: Texas Academic Performance Reports and Texas Accountability Rating System, Texas Education Agency,
2016-17.

Note: Only four State Board of Education (SBOE)-authorized charter elementary school campuses were included in
this analysis and no traditional public elementary school campuses were matched to these charter school campuses.
In addition, there were no Independent School District (ISD)-authorized elementary charter school campuses in
2016-17. The small number of campuses is explained by the nature of the grade span categorization for this report
and the criteria for applying for AEA status.

As shown in Figure 4.8, SBOE-authorized charter middle school campuses evaluated under standard
accountability provisions posted higher Student Achievement index scores than their matched traditional
public middle school campuses (78 vs. 73). ISD-authorized charter middle school campuses evaluated
under standard accountability provisions posted comparable Student Achievement index scores to their
matched traditional public middle school campuses (73 vs. 72). For the Student Progress index, SBOE-
authorized charter middle school campuses and their matched traditional public middle school campuses
each had a comparable average index score (38 vs. 39). ISD-authorized charter middle school campuses
had an average Student Progress index score of 40 compared to an average index score of 37 for
matched traditional public school campuses.

For the Closing Performance Gaps index, also shown in Figure 4.8, both SBOE- and ISD-authorized
charter middle school campuses posted higher index scores than their matched traditional public middle
school campuses. The average Closing Performance Gaps index score for SBOE-authorized charter
middle school campuses was 45 versus 39 for their matched traditional public middle school campuses.
Similarly, the average Closing Performance Gaps index score for ISD-authorized charter middle school
campuses was 43 versus 38 for their matched traditional public middle school campuses.

Lastly, as Figure 4.8 also illustrates, Postsecondary Readiness index scores for SBOE-authorized charter
middle school campuses evaluated under standard accountability provisions were higher than those for
their matched traditional public middle school campuses (53 vs. 40). Postsecondary Readiness index
scores for ISD-authorized charter school campuses were also higher than those for their matched
traditional public middle school campuses (42 vs. 38).
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Figure 4.8. TEA Performance Index Scores for SBOE-Authorized Charter School Campuses, ISD-
Authorized Charter School Campuses, and Matched Traditional Public School Campuses, Middle
School Campuses Evaluated Under Standard Accountability Provisions, 2016-17
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Source: Texas Academic Performance Reports and Texas Accountability Rating System, Texas Education Agency,
2016-17.

Note: A total of 107 State Board of Education (SBOE)-authorized charter school campuses, 215 traditional public
school campuses matched to SBOE-authorized charter school campuses, 17 Independent School District (ISD)-
authorized charter school campuses, and 107 traditional public school campuses matched to ISD-authorized charter
school campuses were included in this analysis.

As seen in Figure 4.9, SBOE-authorized charter middle school campuses evaluated under AEA
provisions had higher Student Achievement and Closing Performance Gap index scores compared to
their matched traditional public middle school campuses (51 vs. 32 and 25 vs. 17, respectively). Lower
Student Progress index scores were observed for SBOE-authorized charter middle school campuses
evaluated under AEA provisions and their matched traditional public middle school campuses (33 vs. 37).
For the Postsecondary Success index, SBOE-authorized charter school campuses had a score of 86, but
no comparison data were available for traditional public school campuses that were matched to SBOE-
authorized charter school campuses. There was only one ISD-authorized charter middle school campus
evaluated under AEA provisions active in 2016-17, and four traditional public middle school campuses
were matched to this charter school campus; therefore, these campuses are not included in Figure 4.9.
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Figure 4.9. TEA Performance Index Scores for SBOE-Authorized Charter School Campuses and
Matched Traditional Public School Campuses, Middle School Campuses Evaluated Under
Alternative Education Accountability Provisions, 2016-17
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Source: Texas Academic Performance Reports and Texas Accountability Rating System, Texas Education Agency,
2016-17.

Note: A total of nine State Board of Education (SBOE)-authorized charter school campuses and five traditional public
school campuses matched to SBOE-authorized charter school campuses evaluated under alternative accountability
(AEA) provisions were included in this analysis. There was only one Independent School District (ISD)-authorized
charter middle school campus evaluated under AEA provisions active in 2016—17 and four traditional public middle
school campuses were matched to this charter school campus. There were no traditional public middle school
campuses evaluated under AEA provisions which reported data for TEA Index 4.

As Figure 4.10 shows, compared to traditional public high school campuses, higher TEA performance
index scores were observed for SBOE-authorized charter high school campuses evaluated under
standard accountability provisions for all four indices: Student Achievement, Student Progress, Closing
Performance Gaps, and Postsecondary Success (82 vs. 75, 35 vs. 28, 50 vs. 45, and 80 vs. 78,
respectively).

For three of the four TEA performance indices (Indices 1-3) reported in Figure 4.10, ISD-authorized
charter high school campuses evaluated under standard accountability provisions posted higher index
scores than matched traditional public high school campuses, while the index scores for the fourth index
(Postsecondary Readiness) were slightly lower for ISD-authorized charter school campuses than
matched traditional public school campuses (75 vs. 77). The largest differences between ISD-authorized
charter high school index scores and their matched public high school index scores were observed for the
Student Achievement index (86 vs. 73), the Student Progress index (35 vs. 26), and the Closing
Performance Gaps index (52 vs. 44).
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Figure 4.10. TEA Performance Index Scores for SBOE-Authorized Charter School Campuses, ISD-
Authorized Charter School Campuses, and Matched Traditional Public School Campuses, High
School Campuses Evaluated Under Standard Accountability Provisions, 2016-17
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Source: Texas Academic Performance Reports and Texas Accountability Rating System, Texas Education Agency,
2016-17.

Note: A total of 70 State Board of Education (SBOE)-authorized charter school campuses, 159 traditional public
school campuses matched to SBOE-authorized charter school campuses, 23 Independent School District (ISD)-
authorized charter school campuses, and 100 traditional public school campuses matched to ISD-authorized charter
school campuses were included in this analysis.

For campuses evaluated under AEA provisions, as shown in Figure 4.11, SBOE-authorized charter high
school campus scores for Student Achievement (57 vs. 51) and Closing Performance Gaps (32 vs. 28)
indices were higher than those for matched traditional public high school campuses, while Student
Progress (21 vs. 24) and Postsecondary Readiness (85 vs. 90) were lower compared to matched
traditional public high school campuses. For ISD-authorized charter high school campuses, Student
Achievement, Student Progress, and Closing Performance Gaps index scores were lower compared to
those for matched traditional public school high school campuses (43 vs. 50, 21 vs. 26, and 22 vs. 27,
respectively) and higher for the Postsecondary Success index compared to traditional public high school
campuses (86 vs. 82).
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Figure 4.11. TEA Performance Index Scores for SBOE-Authorized Charter School Campuses, ISD-
Authorized Charter School Campuses, and Matched Traditional Public School Campuses, High
School Campuses Evaluated Under Alternative Education Accountability Provision, 2016-17
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Source: Texas Academic Performance Reports and Texas Accountability Rating System, Texas Education Agency,
2016-17.

Note: A total of 91 State Board of Education (SBOE)-authorized charter school campuses, 48 traditional public school
campuses matched to SBOE-authorized charter school campuses, seven Independent School District (ISD)-
authorized charter school campuses, and 23 traditional public school campuses matched to ISD-authorized charter
school campuses were included in this analysis.

In order to rate the aggregate performance of campuses, as noted in Section 3 of this report and as
required by TEC 8§ 12.1013(d)(2) (2016), a composite index score for each campus included in the
aggregate campus academic performance analyses was calculated (including the analyses
disaggregated by school level, as presented in this section). The composite score is the sum of all index
scores calculated for a particular campus divided by the total number of index scores assigned to the
campus.

For SBOE-authorized charter school campuses evaluated under standard accountability provisions,
composite index scores were higher at all three school levels (i.e., elementary, middle, high) compared to
their matched traditional public school campuses (50 vs. 48, 54 vs. 48, and 62 vs. 57, respectively). As
shown in Figure 4.12, results for ISD-authorized charter school campuses evaluated under standard
accountability provisions were mixed. Lower composite index scores were observed for ISD-authorized
charter elementary school campuses compared to their matched traditional public elementary school
campuses (41 vs. 49). Higher composite index scores were observed at the middle and high school levels
for ISD-authorized charter school campuses compared to the scores for their matched traditional public
school campuses (50 vs. 46 and 62 vs. 55, respectively).
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Figure 4.12. TEA Composite Performance Index Scores for SBOE-Authorized Charter School
Campuses, ISD-Authorized Charter School Campuses, and Matched Traditional Public School
Campuses Evaluated Under Standard Accountability Provisions, by School Level, 2016-17
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Source: Texas Academic Performance Reports and Texas Accountability Rating System, Texas Education Agency,
2016-17.

Note: State Board of Education (SBOE)-authorized charter school campuses: elementary school campuses (n=295),
middle school campuses (n=107), high school campuses (n=70). Traditional public school high campuses matched to
SBOE-authorized charter school campuses: elementary school campuses (n=608), middle school campuses (n=215),
high school campuses (n=159). Independent School District (ISD)-authorized charter campuses: elementary school
campuses (n=22), middle school campuses (n=17), high school campuses (n=23). Traditional public school
campuses matched to ISD-authorized charter school campuses: elementary school campuses (n=324), middle
school campuses (n=107), high school campuses (n=100). Composite index data included in this figure are for
comparative purposes only as no TEA performance threshold calculations for composite index scores have been
established.
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As Figure 4.13 illustrates, both SBOE- and ISD-authorized charter middle school campuses evaluated
under AEA provisions posted higher composite performance index scores than their matched traditional
public middle school campuses (43 vs. 24 and 57 vs. 25, respectively). The composite index scores were
comparable for SBOE-authorized charter high school campuses evaluated under AEA provisions
compared to their matched traditional public high school campuses (49 vs. 49) and lower for ISD-
authorized charter high school campuses evaluated under AEA provisions compared to their matched
traditional public high school campuses (43 vs. 47). No SBOE- or ISD-authorized charter school
campuses evaluated under AEA provisions at the elementary school level were matched to traditional
public school campuses.

Figure 4.13. TEA Composite Performance Index Scores for SBOE-Authorized Charter School
Campuses, ISD-Authorized Charter School Campuses, and Matched Traditional Public School
Campuses Evaluated Under Alternative Education Accountability Provisions, by School Level,
2016-17
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Source: Texas Academic Performance Reports and Texas Accountability Rating System, Texas Education Agency,
2016-17.

Note: A total of nine State Board of Education (SBOE)-authorized charter middle school campuses, five traditional
public middle school campuses matched to SBOE-authorized charter middle school campuses, 91 SBOE-authorized
charter high school campuses, 48 traditional public high school campuses matched to SBOE-authorized charter high
school campuses, one Independent School District (ISD)-authorized charter middle school campus, four traditional
public middle school campuses matched to ISD-authorized charter high school campuses, seven ISD-authorized
charter high school campuses, and 23 traditional public high school campuses matched to ISD-authorized charter
high school campuses were included in this analysis. No SBOE- or ISD-authorized charter school campuses
evaluated under alternative education accountability provisions at the elementary school level, and one ISD-
authorized charter school campuses at the middle school level, were matched to traditional public school campuses.
Composite index data included in this figure are for comparative purposes only as no TEA performance threshold
calculations for composite index scores have been established.
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Section 5: Analysis of Charter School Campuses
Authorized by the Commissioner of Education
Compared to Matched Traditional Public School
Campuses

This section of the report provides aggregate academic outcomes for students enrolled at COE-
authorized charter school campuses and their matched traditional public school campuses, as required by
TEC § 12.1013 (2016). Results for the following aggregate performance metrics are presented in this
section: 1) attrition rate; 2) percentage of students achieving the Approaches Grade Level standard on
the STAAR-Reading and STAAR-Mathematics exams; and 3) TEA performance index scores (four
indices and a composite index score).*® As with prior analyses in Sections 3 and 4, performance metrics
for COE-authorized charter school campuses evaluated under standard accountability provisions and
their matched traditional public school campuses are weighted by the number of students that contributed
to calculations of a particular outcome measure.*®

Before presenting aggregate performance results for COE-authorized charter school campuses and their
matched traditional public school campuses, descriptive data related to the number of schools included in
the analyses and the demographic characteristics of the student populations for the COE-authorized
charter school campuses and their matched traditional public school campuses are presented.

Table 5.1 presents the demographic characteristics of all students enrolled at 15 COE-authorized charter
school campuses and the 75 matched traditional public school campuses included in Chapter 5
analyses.®® As Table 5.1 shows, there were substantive differences in race/ethnicity observed between
the COE-authorized charter school campus group and the group of matched traditional public school
campuses. The COE-authorized charter school campuses had a lower percentage of Hispanic students
(44% vs. 55%) and African American students (13% vs. 21%) compared to the matched traditional public
school campuses, and COE-authorized charter school campuses had a higher percentage of White
students (38% vs. 19%). The percentages of students identified as at-risk (29% vs. 50%), economically
disadvantaged (42% vs. 67%), English language learners (11% vs. 20%) and CTE program participants
(3% vs. 28%) were all lower at COE-authorized charter school campuses than matched traditional public
school campuses.

As Noted in Sections 3 and 4 of this report, when interpreting aggregate performance outcomes, please
note that differences remain in the composition of the student populations. Because no statistical controls
were used to account for the differences in the composition of student populations enrolled at charter

48 Because only two COE-authorized charter school campuses in 2016-17 were high schools, annual dropout rates
and longitudinal graduation rates are not reported at the high school level in this section. While seven middle schools
were authorized by the commissioner of education, Grade 7-8 annual dropout rates are reported in TAPR for only two
of these campuses. Thus, annual dropout rates and graduation rates are not reported for COE-authorized charter
school campuses.

49 For TEA performance index metrics, results were weighted by the number of students enrolled at each campus
included in the calculation.

50 One COE-authorized charter school campus categorized as a residential treatment facility is excluded from these
analyses.
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school campuses and matched traditional public school campuses, these differences in student
characteristics, may have had an impact on the aggregate outcome results for the various charter school
campus types and their matched traditional public school campuses. Prior academic performance metrics
were not included in the matching procedures for this report. Because of the small number of COE-
authorized charter school campuses available for analysis, and the relatively short duration these
campuses have been operational, the findings reported in this section warrant cautious interpretation.

Table 5.1. Demographic Characteristics of COE-Authorized Charter School Campuses and
Matched Traditional Public School Campuses which were included in Aggregate Performance
Analyses, 2016-17

Traditional Public
COE-Authorized School Campuses
Charter School

Matched to COE-
Authorized Charter

Campuses
School Campuses

Number of Schools 15 75
Race/Ethnicity
African American 12.7% 21.1%
American Indian or Alaska Native 0.3% 0.2%
Asian 2.1% 3.1%
Hispanic 44.1% 54.5%
Native Hawaiian or Pacific Islander 0.3% 0.2%
White 38.0% 18.5%
Two or more races 2.5% 2.3%
Other Student Characteristics
At-Risk 28.8% 49.9%
Economically Disadvantaged 41.5% 67.3%
English Language Learner 10.6% 20.4%
Program Participation
Career and Technical Education 3.0% 27.9%
Special Education 6.9% 5.4%
Total Students 3,846 21,640

Source: Texas Academic Performance Reports, Texas Education Agency, 2016-17.

Notes: Number of schools includes the total number of traditional public school campuses matched to commissioner
of education (COE)-authorized charter school campuses. The total number of traditional public school campuses
matched to each charter school campus was limited to a maximum of 10.
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Attrition Rates

The attrition rate for this project was defined as the percentage of students who did not return to the same
campus in 2017-18 in which they were enrolled in 2016-17.51 As Figure 5.1 illustrates, the attrition rates
observed among COE-authorized charter school campuses were higher compared to their matched
traditional public school campuses (29% vs. 22%).

Figure 5.1. Student Attrition Rates Between 2016-17 and 2017-18 for COE-Authorized Charter
School Campuses and Matched Traditional Public School Campuses
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Source: Texas Academic Performance Reports, Texas Education Agency, 2016—-17. Public Education Information
Management System, Texas Education Agency, 2016-17 and 2017-18.

Note: Fifteen commissioner of education (COE)-authorized charter school campuses and 63 traditional public school
campuses matched to COE-authorized charter school campuses were included in this analysis.

STAAR-Reading and STAAR-Mathematics Results

The percentages of students achieving the Approaches Grade Level standard on the 2016-17 STAAR-
Reading and STAAR-Mathematics exams were calculated for Grade 3-8 students. Only elementary and
middle school campuses were included in these analyses.

Figure 5.2 illustrates that students enrolled at COE-authorized charter school campuses achieved the
Approaches Grade Level standard on the STAAR-Reading exam at a higher rate compared to students at
traditional public school campuses matched with COE-authorized charter school campuses (78% vs.
68%, respectively). The percentages of students who achieved the Approaches Grade Level standard on
the 2016-17 STAAR-Mathematics exam across COE-authorized charter school campuses and their
matched traditional public school campuses were comparable (72% for both).

51 For further detail, please refer to the attrition rate section in Section 1 of this report.
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Figure 5.2. Percent of Students Who Achieved the Approaches Grade Level Standard on the
STAAR-Reading and STAAR-Mathematics Exams by COE-Authorized Charter School Campuses
and Matched Traditional Public School Campuses, 2016-17
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Source: Texas Academic Performance Reports, Texas Education Agency, 2016-17.
Note: A total of 13 commissioner of education (COE)-authorized charter school campuses and 26 traditional public
school campuses matched to COE-authorized charter school campuses were included in this analysis.

TEA Performance Index Scores

The Texas accountability system uses a performance index framework to combine a broad range of
indicators into a comprehensive measure of campus and district performance. Index scores from the
2017 Accountability Ratings were used in the analyses described below. Results are presented for each
of the four performance indices: 1) Student Achievement; 2) Student Progress; 3) Closing Performance
Gaps; and 4) Postsecondary Readiness. For additional detail, please refer to the Section 1 of this report,
and the 2017 Accountability Manual.5?

TEA sets specific targets for campuses evaluated under standard accountability provisions and AEA
provisions which must be met in order to demonstrate acceptable performance on each index. The
figures below focus on schools evaluated under standard accountability provisions because only one
COE-authorized charter school campus was evaluated under AEA provisions.

As Figure 5.3 shows, both COE-authorized charter school campuses and their matched traditional public
school campuses have comparable scores on the Student Achievement and Student Progress indices
(72 vs. 73 and 37 vs. 37, respectively). For the Closing Performance Gaps and Postsecondary Success
indices, COE-authorized charter school campuses had lower index scores than their matched traditional
public school campuses (40 vs. 43 and 36 vs. 51, respectively).

52 hitps://tea.texas.gov/2017accountabilitymanual.aspx

Page | 62


https://tea.texas.gov/2017accountabilitymanual.aspx

Figure 5.3. TEA Performance Index Scores by COE-Authorized Charter School Campuses and
Matched Traditional Public School Campuses, Evaluated Under Standard Accountability
Provisions, 2016-17
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Source: Texas Academic Performance Reports and Texas Accountability Rating System, Texas Education Agency,

2016-17.
Note: Fourteen commissioner of education (COE)-authorized charter school campuses and 64 traditional public
school campuses matched to COE-authorized charter school campuses were included in this analysis.

In order to rate the aggregate performance of campuses as required by TEC § 12.1013(d)(2) (2016), a
composite index score for each campus included in the aggregate campus academic performance
analyses was calculated. The composite score is the sum of all index scores calculated for a particular
campus, divided by the total number of index scores assigned to the campus.

Page | 63



As Figure 5.4 illustrates, the composite TEA performance index score was approximately five points lower
for the 14 COE-authorized charter school campuses compared to their matched traditional public school
campuses. The composite index score for COE-authorized charter school campuses was 46 compared to
51 for their matched campuses.

Figure 5.4. TEA Performance Composite Index Scores by COE-Authorized Charter School
Campuses and Matched Traditional Public School Campuses, Evaluated Under Standard
Accountability Provisions, 2016-17
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Source: Texas Academic Performance Reports and Texas Accountability Rating System, Texas Education Agency,
2016-17.

Note: Fourteen commissioner of education (COE)-authorized charter school campuses and 64 traditional public
school campuses matched to COE-authorized charter school campuses were included in this analysis. Composite
index data included in this figure are for comparative purposes only as no TEA performance threshold calculations for
composite index scores have been established.
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Section 6: Discussion of Findings

Overview

Over the 2005-06 to 2016-17 period, the number of charter schools operating in the United States grew
nearly doubled to approximately 7,000 in 2016-17. In 2016-17, a total of 748 charter school campuses
were in operation in Texas, serving 310,610 students. This represents approximately nine percent of the
public schools in Texas and six percent of the students enrolled in Texas public schools. The vast
majority of the charter school campuses operating in 2016-17 (659, or 88%) were authorized by the State
Board of Education. A total of 73 charter school campuses (approximately 10%) were authorized by
independent school districts. The authority to authorize charter schools was transferred from the SBOE to
the commissioner of education starting with those schools beginning operations in 2014-15. A total of 15
charter schools authorized by the commissioner of education served students during the 2016-17 school
year (six elementary school campuses, seven middle school campuses, and two high school campuses).

SBOE-authorized charter school campuses had a higher percentage of Hispanic (60% vs. 52%), African-
American (19% vs. 12%), and economically disadvantaged (69% vs. 58%) students than traditional public
school campuses. ISD-authorized charter school campuses had higher percentages of Hispanic (64% vs.
52%), African-American (17% vs. 12%), and economically disadvantaged (73% vs. 58%) students than
traditional public school campuses. In contrast to SBOE- and ISD-authorized charter school campuses,
COE-authorized charter school campuses had a lower percentage of Hispanic (44% vs. 52%) and
economically disadvantaged (42% vs. 58%) students than traditional public school campuses. COE-
authorized charter school campuses also had a substantially higher percentage of enrolled White
students (38%) and lower percentages of Hispanic students (44%) than either SBOE- (14%; 60%) or ISD-
Authorized (15%; 64%) charter school campuses, or traditional public school campuses (29%; 52%) in
Texas.

The analyses contained in this report compare aggregate campus-level performance metrics between
three categories of charter school campuses (SBOE-authorized, ISD-authorized, and COE-authorized)
and their respective sets of matched traditional public school campuses. It is important to understand that
the matching procedures in these analyses were employed to select traditional public school campuses
that have similar student enrollment profiles in order to generate comparative descriptive statistics for
several measures of campus performance. The intent of matching was not to produce inferences about
the relative effectiveness of charter school campuses compared to matched traditional public school
campuses.

Summary of Results

Aggregate campus-level performance results were explored for several different outcomes, including:

1) attrition rate; 2) percentage of students achieving the Approaches Grade level standard on the STAAR-
Reading and Mathematics exams (for Grades 3—-8) and the English I, English Il, and Algebra | EOC
exams (for Grades 9-12); 3) TEA performance index scores; 4) annual dropout rates (for Grades 7-8 and
Grades 9-12); and 5) Grade 9 four-year longitudinal graduation rates.

Attrition rates were somewhat higher for SBOE- (24% vs. 21%) and ISD-authorized (27% vs. 20%)
charter school campuses when compared to their matched traditional public school campuses. These
differences were mostly driven by attrition rates at the high school level which were substantially higher
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for both SBOE- and ISD-authorized charter school campuses compared to their matched traditional public
school campuses (13 and 17 percentage points, respectively).

Only modest differences in the percentage of students achieving the Approaches Grade level standard on
the 2016-17 STAAR-Reading and STAAR-Mathematics exams were observed between SBOE- and ISD-
authorized charter school campuses and their matched traditional public school campuses. However,
after disaggregating by school level, lower passing rates were observed for ISD-authorized charter school
campuses (compared to their matched comparison campuses) at the elementary school level (61% vs.
70% for STAAR-Reading, and 66% vs. 77% for STAAR-Mathematics), but higher passing rates were
found at the high school level on the English | (79% vs. 58%), English Il (79% vs. 61%), and Algebra |
(81% vs. 76%) EOC exams. School-level differences for SBOE-authorized charter school campuses and
their matched traditional public school campuses followed a different pattern with somewhat higher
percentages of elementary charter students achieving the Approaches Grade level standard on the
STAAR-Reading exam (74% vs. 70%) and a comparable proportion of charter students achieving the
Approaches Grade level standard on the STAAR-Mathematics exam (75% vs. 76%) at the elementary
school level), but lower passing rates at the high school level on the English | (58% vs. 62%), English Il
(61% vs. 63%), and Algebra | (72% vs. 77%) EOC exams.

Similarly, differences in TEA performance indices 1 (Student Achievement), 2 (Student Progress), and 3
(Closing Performance Gaps) were fairly small (one to three points on the 100-point scale) when results for
SBOE- and ISD-authorized charter school campuses evaluated under standard accountability provisions
were compared to their matched traditional public school campuses. For the Student Achievement and
Closing Performance Gaps indices, the charter school campus scores were higher. However, for the
Student Progress index, both SBOE- and ISD-authorized charter school campuses posted index scores
of one point lower than matched traditional public school campuses. Average scores for TEA
performance index 4 (Postsecondary Readiness) were seven points higher for SBOE-authorized charter
school campuses and five points higher for ISD-authorized charter school campuses than their matched
traditional public school campuses. Composite TEA index scores for charter school campuses evaluated
under standard accountability provisions, which include all index scores available for a particular campus,
were two points higher for both SBOE-authorized (52 vs. 50) and ISD-authorized (52 vs. 50) charter
school campuses than their matched comparison campuses.

For two of the four TEA performance indices, SBOE-authorized charter school campuses evaluated
under AEA provisions posted higher scores than their matched traditional public school campuses:
Student Achievement (56 vs. 49); Closing Performance Gaps (31 vs. 27); however, they were somewhat
lower for the Student Progress (23 vs. 25) and Postsecondary Readiness (87 vs. 90) indices. In contrast,
ISD-authorized charter school campuses evaluated under alternative accountability provisions posted
somewhat lower scores than their matched traditional public school campuses on three of the four
indices: Student Achievement (47 vs. 50); Student Progress (24 vs. 28), and Closing Performance Gaps
(24 vs. 26); while ISD-authorized charter school campuses posted higher Postsecondary Readiness
index scores than their matched traditional public school campuses (86 vs. 82). Composite TEA index
scores calculated for both the SBOE-authorized and ISD-authorized charter school campuses rated
under AEA provisions were slightly higher than those for their matched traditional public school campuses
(49 vs. 46 and 45 vs. 44, respectively).

Annual dropout rates for Grades 9-12 were consistently higher for both SBOE-authorized (5.5% vs.
2.0%) and ISD-authorized (6.4% vs. 1.9%) charter school campuses than their matched traditional public
school campuses. Small differences in annual dropout rates for Grades 7-8 were observed between
SBOE-authorized charter school campuses and their traditional public school peers (0.2% vs. 0.4%). No
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differences were observed in annual dropout rates for Grades 7-8 between ISD-authorized (0.3% vs.
0.3%) charter school campuses and their matched comparison campuses.

The Grade 9 four-year longitudinal graduation rate for the class of 2016 was substantially lower for
SBOE-authorized (87% vs. 92%) and ISD-authorized charter (79% vs. 91%) school campuses than their
matched traditional public school campuses.

Attrition rates at COE-authorized charter school campuses were approximately seven percentage points
higher than they were at matched traditional public school campuses (29% vs. 22%). COE-authorized
charter school campuses had a substantially higher percentage of students achieving the Approaches
Grade Level standard on the 2016—-17 STAAR-Reading (78% vs. 68%) exams and a comparable
percentage of students achieving the Approaches Grade level standard on the STAAR-Mathematics
(72% for both) exams compared to their matched traditional public school campuses. COE-authorized
charter school campuses and their matched traditional public school campuses have comparable scores
on the Student Achievement and Student Progress indices (72 vs. 73 and 37 vs. 37, respectively). For the
Closing Performance Gaps (40 vs. 43) and Postsecondary Success (36 vs. 51) indices, COE-authorized
charter school campuses had lower index scores than their matched traditional public school campuses.

Limitations

The intent of the matching procedure used for this study was to select traditional public school campuses
that had similar student enroliment profiles in order to generate comparative descriptive statistics for
several measures of campus performance, and not to produce inferences about the relative effectiveness
of charter school campuses compared to matched traditional public school campuses. Thus, the findings
presented in this report do not suggest that one type of public school campus consistently outperforms
another type. The evaluation team used all available public data and went through extensive efforts to
find traditional public school campuses with similar student populations to match to SBOE-, ISD-, and
COE-authorized charter school campuses; however, because statistical controls were not used to
account for the differences in the composition of student populations enrolled at charter school campuses
and matched traditional public school campuses, differences in student characteristics, as well as prior
academic performance, may have had an impact on the aggregate outcome results for the various
charter school campus types and their matched traditional public school campuses. Furthermore, the
number of campuses available for some of the analyses reported in this report, particularly those
involving campuses evaluated under AEA provisions and COE-authorized charter school campuses, may
be fairly small. Analyses involving small numbers of campuses warrant cautious interpretation.

Lastly, in 2013, SB 2 (83" Texas Legislature) amended TEC § 12.115 requiring the commissioner of
education to revoke a charter if a charter school has failed to meet academic or financial accountability
performance ratings for the three preceding school years. Prior to this change, the closure of charter
schools relied on more permissive statutory language, and as a result, very few charters were closed.
Statutory language was also added at that same time regarding the mandatory expiration of charter
contracts for poor performance (See TEC § 12.1141). This legislative change is important because the
closing of poor-performing charter school campuses, and the subsequent removal of these campuses
from the comparative analyses presented in this report, impacts aggregate results for charter school
campuses.>?

53 Prior to this change, charter schools were shut down through a voluntary closure procedure. Since this change, 26
charter schools have been closed under these new provisions.
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Appendix A: Methodological Detail

This appendix includes technical details associated with the propensity score matching (PSM) techniques
used to match comparable campuses from traditional school districts to charter school campuses
included in this study, and technical details related to the calculation of the various performance metrics
included in this report.

Detail Related to PSM Techniques

Below, we explain the PSM procedures employed in this study and provide a rationale for the approach.
This appendix also includes a list of variables used in PSM algorithm and a formal description of
procedure, including formulae. Texas Education Code (TEC) § 12.1013(b)(4), 2016, requires a
comparison of charter school campuses by authorizer type with matched traditional campuses. The
Request for Proposals (RFP) issued by the Texas Education Agency (TEA) requested the vendor to use
a statistical matching procedure to identify traditional public school campuses that resemble charter
school campuses based on publicly available school characteristics, such as the ethnic composition of
the campus, and the percentage of students who participate in supplemental programs that serve the
needs of certain subgroups. Importantly, the intent of the matching procedure specified in the RFP is not
to produce inferences about the relative effectiveness of charter school campuses compared to matched
traditional public school campuses but, rather, to select traditional public school campuses that have
similar student enrollment profiles in order to generate comparative descriptive statistics for several
measures of campus performance.

The matching procedure is not being used in this manner because matching procedures are designed to
estimate a treatment effect associated with some treatment condition (D=1, or the campus is a charter
school campus) by constructing a counterfactual condition among non-treated units (D=0, or the school is
a traditional public school campus) and comparing differences in some outcome between the treated
units and the matched non-treated units. Implicit to this is the requirement that a unit (i.e., a campus)
could have been placed into the counterfactual condition.>* However, for this project, because matching is
performed at the campus-level, the counterfactual (i.e., a traditional public school campus that resembles
a charter school campus) is an unrealizable condition even after balancing on all available covariates: a
traditional public school campus cannot be a charter school campus, nor can a charter school campus be
a traditional public school campus.>®

Keeping this in mind, we used propensity scores to identify “demographic peer” traditional public school
campuses for each charter school campus.®® We did not use lagged outcome measures in the propensity

54 Or, as Rosenbaum and Rubin (1983) stipulate, every unit should have a non-zero probability of being in either
condition.

55 |t is possible, however, to assess the impact of attending a charter school campus on student outcomes using
student-level records, but it is beyond the scope of this project. For instance, with student-level records, in Rapaport
et al. (2014), students who attended a charter school campus were compared against matched students who did not
attend a charter school campus, but who attended a school that was a feeder to new charter school campuses.

56 This is approach is not dissimilar to the use of propensity score matching to identify “fiscal peers” in the Financial
Allocation Study of Texas (FAST). The appendix describing the rationale and implementation of this approach can be
found at http://www.txsmartschools.org/pdf/2014/fast-2014-methodology.pdf.
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score algorithm.5” In the 2012—-13 Charter Authorizer Report published by TEA, 40 matched traditional
public school campuses were selected for each charter school campus with no documented constraints
imposed on the similarity between the matched and charter campuses based on each campus’s
propensity score.>® We imposed two constraints on the selection of campuses with this procedure. First,
we only selected traditional public school campus matches with a propensity score within 0.2 standard
deviations of each charter school campus. Second, a constraint on the maximum number of traditional
campuses (N=10) matched to each charter school campus was imposed based on discussions with TEA
staff to limit the number of matches to a sufficient amount.

Matching Procedure

To identify measurably similar traditional public school campuses, the research team used nearest
neighbor matching (NNM) in conjunction with a propensity score and a caliper of 0.2 standard deviations
to find the N most similar traditional public school campuses to charter school campuses. This method is
performed in two stages, following the procedures and notation of Becker and Ichino (2002):

Step 1: Fit a logistic regression:
Pr(D; = 1]X;) = P{h(X)} (1)
Where O is the propensity score, and h(X;) is a vector of 2016—17 campus-level (i) covariates.

The following campus-level covariates were included in the logistic regression to estimate the propensity
score:

=  Primary campus enrollment type (e.g., elementary, middle, or high school) 5°

= Student enrollment count

= Percentage of historically underrepresented racial minorities (i.e., Hispanic and African American
students)

= Percentage of economically disadvantaged students

= Percentage of students receiving Special Education services

= Average years of experience of teachers

= Student mobility rates

= Percentage of students who are English Language Learners (ELL)s

57 This is because we are attempting to find demographic peers for descriptive purposes, not matched comparison
schools to generate quasi-experimental estimates of the impact of attending a charter school campus on student
outcomes. Including lagged outcome measures in the propensity score model may unintentionally mislead the
report’s audience into the belief that the intention of the comparisons between charter school campuses and matched
traditional public school campuses is to make inferences about the contribution of a charter school to students’
academic performance, since the inclusion of lagged outcome measures is designed to account for pre-intervention
characteristics that may influence the placement into the treatment group. Additionally, in using the prior year's
performance data as a part of the matching process, we may drop out newer charter school campuses that do not
have data available for these performance measures.

58 The FAST study uses a similar criterion for selecting peer campuses and districts, though, in the first stage, they
use a caliper of two standard deviations of a propensity score to select up to 40 matched campuses within this band.
If fewer than 40 campuses are available within this band, all campuses within the respective stratum are selected.

59 Because public school campuses, and more commonly charter school campuses, may serve grades that cross
traditional grade spans (K-5 for elementary, 6—8 for middle school, and 9-12 for high school), campuses were
categorized as “primarily” elementary, middle, or high schools based on the largest percentage of students in a
particular grade span. These categorizations represent the 2016—17 grade spans; however, it should be noted that
new charter school campuses regularly add additional grades as they mature.

Page | A-2



= Percentage at-risk

In TAPR, both the campus-level average years of experience of teachers have missing values. The
reason for the missing values for teachers’ experience levels is currently unknown but appears to be a
function of whether the campus has dedicated staff who are assigned to the campus, as opposed to
sharing the staff with other schools within the district. To retain these variables in the matching procedure,
and to incorporate information about the pattern of missingness between charter campuses and
traditional public schools, dummy variable imputation will be used so that this variable can still be
included in the propensity score algorithm and that campuses that are missing this information are not
discarded. See Stuart (2011) for advocacy of this method for the estimation of propensity scores.

Step 2: Find the nearest neighbors for each charter school campus within a 0.2 standard deviation caliper
up to 10 matches:

C@) = |lpi —pj||l < c20 2

In (2), we selected the non-treated units (j) that satisfy the condition (i) = ||p; — pj|| < 2, In other words,
we selected the traditional public school campuses with the smallest propensity score within 0.2 standard
deviations of the charter school campus. Matched campuses and their propensity scores are presented
as supplemental information posted separately on the TEA website along with this report.

All descriptive analyses were performed between charter school campuses and matched traditional public
school campuses, with unmatched traditional public schools discarded from the analytic dataset. All
charter school campuses, however, were retained.®

Residential Treatment Facility campuses, DAEP campuses, and JJAEP campuses (both charter school
and traditional school campuses) were excluded from the matching process and the analytic dataset that
was used to report aggregate campus academic performance metrics for charter school campuses and
their matched traditional public school campuses.

Detail Related to Performance Qutcomes

Attrition Analysis

The attrition rate developed for this project is defined as the percentage of students who did not return to
the same campus in 2017-18 in which they were enrolled in 2016—17. This calculation, however, requires
several adjustments to account for the grade-level pathways available to students at each campus. For
instance, most middle school students enrolled in Grade 8 in 2016—17 will not advance to Grade 9 at the
same campus since Grade 9 is not offered at their 2016—17 campus in 2017-18. A similar restriction

60 These methodological choices will not, necessarily, produce complete balance with trivial, insignificant differences
between charter schools and their matched peers on the covariates included in the algorithm. For instance, small
numbers of eligible campuses from a given authorization type pool may be more imbalanced compared to a pool of
charter campuses with a large number of eligible campuses. This imbalance may be exacerbated since charter
school campuses (i.e., the treatment condition) with poor matches that did not resemble other charter campuses were
retained in the analysis sample: put more formally, the common support condition was only imposed on traditional
campuses, and not charter school campuses.
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applies to students enrolled in Grade 12 in 2016—17. To account for these limitations, we impose the
following inclusion criterion for students enrolled in Texas public schools in 2016-17:5*

1. Students enrolled at a campus and in a grade in 2016-17 that was the highest grade offered at
the campus according to 2017-18 enrollment records will be removed from the attrition
calculation;

2. Students in Grade 12 in 2016-17 will be excluded from the attrition calculation;

3. Students who attended school for less than two hours in a day in 2016-17 or 2017-18 and
therefore were not considered to be in membership for purposes of calculating average daily
attendance for funding purposes were excluded from the attrition calculation;®? and

4. Students whose campus in 2016-17 is not active in 2017-18 will excluded from the attrition
calculation.

Despite the research team’s best efforts to minimize the impact of systematic sources of student attrition
due to structural factors at a given campus (e.g., students enrolled in the highest grade offered at a
campus), students flagged as having attrited may have left for a variety of reasons unrelated to conditions
at a given campus. For instance, students may have been homeschooled, or may have moved out of
state (for full definitions and documentation guidelines for leaver reasons reported into PEIMS see code
table c162 of the Texas Education Agency (TEA) 2016—17 Public Education Information Management
System Post Addendum Version Data Standards (TEA, 2017)
https://www.texasstudentdatasystem.org/TSDS/TEDS/1718A/PEIMS_Data_Standards/. Furthermore,
some campuses (such as open-enrollment prekindergarten centers without neighborhood-based
attendance zones) enroll students whose zoned home campus is different than the campus in which they
are enrolled in a given year, while other campuses physically relocate, producing an attrition rate that is
abnormally high. These considerations should be taken into account when evaluating a given school's
attrition rate.

STAAR-Reading and Mathematics Results and End-of-Course Exam Results

The percentage of students achieving the Approaches Grade level standard on the 2016-17 STAAR-
Reading and STAAR-Mathematics exams were calculated for Grade 3-8 students.53 Thus, only
elementary and middle school campuses were included in these analyses. The percentage of students
achieving the Approaches Grade level standards on the 2014-15 English |, English Il, and Algebra | end-
of-course (EOC) exams were calculated for students in Grades 9-12.

TEA Performance Index Scores

The Texas accountability system uses a performance index framework to combine a broad range of
indicators into a comprehensive measure of campus and district performance. Index scores from the
2015 Accountability Ratings were used in the analyses described below. Results are presented for each
of the four performance indices: 1) Student Achievement; 2) Student Progress; 3) Closing Performance
Gaps; and 4) Postsecondary Readiness. For additional detail related to TEA performance index scores,
please refer to the 2017 Accountability Manual.®*

61 Retained students at the same campus were classified as having not attrited.

62 please refer to the 2016-17 student accounting handbook for details on membership:
https://tea.texas.gov/index2.aspx?id=25769817607

63 Approaches Grade Level refers to the passing standard on the STAAR-Reading and Mathematics exams and end-
of-course exams.

64 hitps://tea.texas.gov/2017accountabilitymanual.aspx
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1) Index 1 Student Achievement: measures campus and district performance based on satisfactory
student achievement combined over all subjects for all students.

2) Index 2 Student Progress: measures student progress and provides an opportunity for districts
and campuses to receive credit for improving student performance independent of the student’'s
pass/fail status on STAAR.

3) Index 3 Closing Performance Gaps: emphasizes advanced academic achievement of the
economically disadvantaged student group and the lowest performing racial/ethnic student
groups at each district and campus.

4) Index 4 Postsecondary Readiness: emphasizes the role of elementary and middle schools in
preparing students for the rigors of high school and the importance of earning a high school
diploma that prepares students for success in college, the workforce, job training programs, or the
military. %

For campuses evaluated under standard accountability provisions, Index 4 is measured by a combination
of performance at the STAAR postsecondary readiness standard (Achieved the Meets Grade Level
standard), four- or five-year longitudinal high school graduation rates (or the Grade 9-12 annual dropout
rate, if no graduation rate is available), four-year graduation plan rate (e.g. Distinguished Achievement
Plan (RHSP/DAP), or percent RHSP/DAP and Foundation High School Plan Rate with Endorsement
(FHSP-E) or Distinguished Level of Achievement (FHSP-DLA) graduates), and the percentage of annual
graduates who are considered college- and career-ready. For campuses evaluated under AEA
provisions, Index 4 is measured by STAAR performance at the Meets Grade Level standard and four-,
five-, or six-year longitudinal rates for graduates, continuing students, and General Educational
Development (GED) recipients. If a graduation rate is not available, the annual dropout rate is used.

For this analysis, campuses that did not receive a performance index score due to ineligibility were
excluded only for the performance index for which they were ineligible. For accountability rating
determination, if a campus did not have data to calculate its score for a performance index that campus
was not required to meet performance standards for that index in order to receive an accountability rating.
This campus would receive an accountability rating based on all required indices for which it has
performance data. For example, a campus may not receive an index score because it had too few
assessment results. Performance index scores range from 0 to 100, so results from the analyses in this
report are presented on this scale as well.

65 Index 4 for elementary and middle schools is based only on STAAR results since these campuses do not have
data on graduation rates, graduation diploma plans or postsecondary indicators.
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For each TEA performance index, TEA determined the following specific targets which campuses had to
meet in order to have demonstrated acceptable performance on each index in 2016-17:

Table A.1. 2017 Accountability Performance Index Targets for Standard Accountability Campuses

Target " Index 1 Index 2 Index3 | Index 4
All STAAR Component
Components Only
Elementary 60 32 28 Not applicable 12
Middle 60 30 26 Not applicable 13
High School 60 17 30 60 21

Source: 2017 Accountability Manual, Texas Education Agency, 2017.

Table A.2. 2017 Accountability Performance Index Targets for AEA Campuses

Target Index 1 Index 2 Index 3 | Index 4
Graduation,
Come%t:ents Dropout Rate
Component Only
AEA Charter
Districts and 35 8 13 33 45
Campuses

Source: 2017 Accountability Manual, Texas Education Agency, 2017.
For additional detail, refer to the 2016—17 Accountability Manual (Texas Education Agency, 2017).

Composite TEA Performance Index

In order to rate the aggregate performance of campuses as required by TEC § 12.1013(d)(2), 2016, a
composite index score for each campus included in the aggregate campus academic performance
analyses was calculated.®® For the purposes of this analysis, the composite score is the sum of all TEA
performance index scores calculated for a particular campus divided by the total number of index scores
assigned to the campus. For example, if a campus had index scores for Index 1, 2 and 3, the sum of
those scores would be divided by three to arrive at the composite index score for that campus. Composite
index data included in this report are presented for comparative purposes only as no TEA performance
threshold calculations for composite index scores have been established.

Annual Dropout Rate and Longitudinal Graduation Rate

The annual dropout rate is the percentage of students in a specified grade range who drop out of school
during one school year. An annual dropout rate is calculated by dividing the number of students who drop
out during a single school year by the cumulative number of students who enrolled during the same year.
TEA uses the National Center for Education Statistics (NCES) dropout definition (TEC § 39.051, 2004).
Under this definition, a dropout is defined as a student who was enrolled in public school in Grades 7—8
for middle schools and Grades 9-12 for high schools during 2015-16 but did not return to public school in
the fall of 2016-17, was not expelled, does not graduate, does not receive a high school equivalency
certificate, does not continue school outside the public school system, does not begin college, or has not

66 |t is important to note that this composite score was calculated to meet the legislative requirement and is not
intended to be used by TEA for accountability purposes.
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died. The dropout rate was defined as an annual rate, as opposed to a longitudinal rate.®” Annual dropout
data from 2015-16 were used for 2017 state accountability.

The Grade 9 four-year longitudinal graduation rate for the class of 2016 calculated for state accountability
was used for this project.®® The class of 2016 Grade 9 four-year graduation rate was calculated by
dividing the number of students who began Grade 9 in 2012—-13 and graduated by August 31, 2016, by
the total number of graduates, continuers, GED certificate recipients, and dropouts in the class. For
schools evaluated under AEA standards, the graduation rate is modified to credit campuses for
graduates, continuers, and GED certificate recipients. Longitudinal graduation data from the class of 2016
is used for 2017 state accountability.

Additionally, for both the annual dropout and longitudinal graduation rate, state statute specifies the
following exceptions for attribution of records to campuses and districts for 2017 state accountability
purposes:

e Under TEC § 39.053(g-1) (2016), a student who meets at least one of the following criteria is
excluded from campus and district annual dropout and longitudinal rate calculations: (a) a
student who is ordered by a court to attend a high school equivalency certificate program but has
not earned a high school equivalency certificate; (b) a student previously reported to the state as
a dropout; (c) a student in attendance but who is not in membership for purposes of average daily
attendance (i.e., students for whom school districts are not receiving state Foundation School
Program [FSP] funds); (d) a student whose initial enrollment in a school in the United States in
Grades 7 through 12 was as an unschooled refugee or asylee as defined by TEC § 39.027(a-1);
(e) a student who is in the district exclusively as a function of having been detained at a county
detention facility but is otherwise not a student of the district in which the facility is located; or (f) a
student who is incarcerated in a state jail or federal penitentiary as an adult or as a person
certified to stand trial as an adult.

e Under TEC § 39.054(f) (2016), the dropout record for a student who fails to enroll in school after
leaving a residential treatment facility or a pre- or post-adjudication facility is not attributed to the
district serving the facility.

e Under TEC § 39.055 (2016), a student in a Texas Juvenile Justice Department facility served by
a Texas public school district is not counted in campus or district rates if the student was in the
facility as a result of a court order.

e Under TEC §39.053(g-2) (2016), a student who (a) is at least 18 years of age as of September 1
and has satisfied the credit requirements for high school graduation; (b) has not completed his or
her individualized education program (IEP); and (c) is enrolled and receiving IEP services is
excluded from longitudinal rate calculations.

87 For additional detail on annual dropout rates in Texas, see Secondary school completion and dropouts in Texas
public schools, 201516 (Texas Education Agency, 2017).
68 There is a one-year lag for the publication of graduation rates in TAPR.
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Appendix B: Aggregate Performance on
Additional STAAR Exams for Charter School
Campuses by Authorizer Type Compared to
Matched Traditional Public School Campuses

Figure B.1. Percent of Students Who Achieved the Approaches Grade Level Standard on the
STAAR-Writing Exam (Grades 4 and 7) by Charter Authorizer Type and Matched Traditional Public
School Campuses, 2016-17
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SBOE-Authorized Charter School Comparison ISD-Authorized Charter School Comparison

B Charter School Campuses Matched Traditional Public School Campuses

Source: Texas Academic Performance Reports, Texas Education Agency, 2016-17.

Note: A total of 413 State Board of Education (SBOE)-authorized charter school campuses, 807 traditional public
school campuses matched to SBOE-authorized charter school campuses, 40 Independent School District (ISD)-
authorized charter school campuses, and 418 traditional public school campuses matched to ISD-authorized charter
school campuses were included in this State of Texas Assessments of Academic Readiness (STAAR®) analysis.

Page | B-1



Figure B.2. Percent of Students Who Achieved the Approaches Grade Level Standard on the
STAAR-Science Exam (Grades 4 and 7) by Charter Authorizer Type and Matched Traditional
Public School Campuses, 2016-17
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Source: Texas Academic Performance Reports, Texas Education Agency, 2016-17.

Note: A total of 380 State Board of Education (SBOE)-authorized charter school campuses, 760 traditional public
school campuses matched to SBOE-authorized charter school campuses, 39 Independent School District (ISD)-
authorized charter school campuses, and 381 traditional public school campuses matched to ISD-authorized charter
school campuses were included in this State of Texas Assessments of Academic Readiness (STAAR®) analysis.
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Figure B.3. Percent of Students Who Achieved the Approaches Grade Level Standard on the
STAAR-Social Studies Exam (Grade 8) by Charter Authorizer Type and Matched Traditional Public
School Campuses, 2016-17
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Source: Texas Academic Performance Reports, Texas Education Agency, 2016-17.

Note: A total of 229 State Board of Education (SBOE)-authorized charter school campuses, 224 traditional public
school campuses matched to SBOE-authorized charter school campuses, 24 Independent School District (ISD)-
authorized charter school campuses, and 109 traditional public school campuses matched to ISD-authorized charter
school campuses were included in this State of Texas Assessments of Academic Readiness (STAAR®) analysis.
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Figure B.4. Percent of Students Who Achieved the Approaches Grade Level Standard on the
2016-17 STAAR-Writing (Grade 4) and STAAR-Sciences (Grade 5) Exams for SBOE-Authorized
Charter School Campuses, ISD-Authorized Charter School Campuses, and Matched Traditional
Public School Campuses
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Matched Traditional Public School Campuses for SBOE-Authorized Charter School Campuses
B ISD-Authorized Charter School Campuses
Matched Traditional Public School Campuses for ISD-Authorized Charter School Campuses
Source: Texas Academic Performance Reports, Texas Education Agency, 2016-17.
Note: A total of 327 State Board of Education (SBOE)-authorized charter school campuses, 670 traditional public
school campuses matched to SBOE-authorized charter school campuses, 25 Independent School District (ISD)-

authorized charter school campuses, and 347 traditional public school campuses matched to ISD-authorized charter
school campuses were included in this State of Texas Assessments of Academic Readiness (STAAR®) analysis.
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Figure B.5. Percent of Students Who Achieved the Approaches Grade Level Standard on the
2016-17 STAAR-Writing (Grade 7) and STAAR-Sciences (Grade 8) Exams for SBOE-Authorized
Charter School Campuses, ISD-Authorized Charter School Campuses, and Matched Traditional
Public School Campuses
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Source: Texas Academic Performance Reports, Texas Education Agency, 2016-17.

Note: A total of 117 State Board of Education (SBOE)-authorized charter school campuses, 220 traditional public
school campuses matched to SBOE-authorized charter school campuses, 18 Independent School District (ISD)-
authorized charter school campuses, and 111 traditional public school campuses matched to ISD-authorized charter
school campuses were included in this State of Texas Assessments of Academic Readiness (STAAR®) analysis.
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Appendix C: Campus-Level Results, Descriptive Statistics

Appendix C includes aggregate performance results for all metrics presented in the body of this report
for each charter school campus and their matched traditional public school campuses. For all
campuses, the outcomes provided were weighted by the number of students at each campus and
included in each of the performance calculations. The STAAR Math and Reading passing rates were
calculated by dividing the summed number of students who met the Approaches Grade Level Standard
divided by the number of students who took that test for grades 3 through 8. For the TEA performance
index scores, the Fall 2016—17 accountability snapshot enroliment count was used as the weight. For
graduation and dropout rates, the data reported are from 2016—17 Texas Academic Performance
Reports and reflect data for 2015—-16. For each of the tables below, a dash (=) denotes missing data
and an asterisk (*) denotes masked data for denominators less than 10.

Table C1. Campus-Level Academic Performance Outcomes for Charter School Campuses and
Means for Each Charter School’s Matched Traditional Public School Campuses, Elementary

School Campuses

Campus Name

AWBROWN-FLA

EARLY CHILDHOOD
(057816102)

Attrition

57.5%

STAAR
Reading
Passing

STAAR
Math
Passing

Index 1:
Student
Achieve-

Index 2:
Student
Progress

Index 3:

Closing
Perfor
mance

Index 4: TEA
Postsec- Com-

ondary
Readi-

posite
Perfor
mance
Index

AWBROWN-FLA
EARLY CHILDHOOD
(057816102) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

18.4%

73.7%

74.5%

70.4

37.6

39.8

53.5

51.0

A+ ACADEMY
(057829001)

7.0%

58.4%

60.5%

60.0

31.0

33.0

72.0

49.0

A+ ACADEMY
(057829001) -

COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

17.3%

80.3%

82.0%

78.6

43.5

48.2

56.0

56.6

ACADEMY OF
ACCELERATED
LEARNING (101810002)

23.6%

62.7%

68.4%

65.0

43.0

42.0

40.0

47.5

ACADEMY OF
ACCELERATED

LEARNING (101810002) -

COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

22.4%

50.7%

56.4%

59.6

35.0

32.7

35.3

40.7

ACADEMY OF DALLAS
(057810101)

45.1%

69.3%

57.3%

63.0

45.0

32.0

16.0

39.0

ACADEMY OF DALLAS
(057810101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

20.0%

76.3%

79.9%

76.0

43.6

42.3

45.8

51.9

ACCELERATED
INTERDISCIPLINARY
ACADEMY (101849101)

25.8%

78.7%

87.0%

81.0

48.0

50.0

38.0

54.2

ACCELERATED
INTERDISCIPLINARY

ACADEMY (101849101) -

COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

15.7%

61.1%

72.0%

76.5

43.4

45.7

56.6

55.4
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Campus Name Attrition STAAR STAAR Index 1: | Index 2: Index 3: Index 4: TEA
Reading Math Student | Student Closing Postsec- Com-
Passing Passing Achieve- | Progress Perfor ondary posite

mance Readi- Perfor
mance
Index

ACCELERATED
LEARNING CENTER
(178801101)
ACCELERATED 17.5% | 65.2% 73.0% 80.2 436 46.9 61.3 58.0
LEARNING CENTER
(178801101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
ADVANTAGE ACADEMY | 32.9% | 62.5% 59.9% 59.0 39.0 30.0 65.0 482
(057806101)
ADVANTAGE ACADEMY | 21.7% | 61.1% 68.4% 61.2 38.4 33.3 33.9 417
(057806101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
AIA LANCASTER EL *
(101849105)
AIA LANCASTER EL 28.0% | 59.6% 69.8% 64.4 37.4 35.2 325 42.4
(101849105) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
ALAMO LEADERSHIP 545% | 56.2% 62.5% 59.0 34.0 34.0 20.0 36.8
ACADEMY (015822004)
ALAMO LEADERSHIP 21.4% | 96.5% 99.0% 86.6 36.3 55.0 73.4 61.5
ACADEMY (015822004) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

ALIEF MONTESSORI 293% | 93.8% 93.8% 89.0 70.0 58.0 56.0 68.2
COMMUNITY SCHOOL
(101815101)

ALIEF MONTESSORI 30.5% | 59.3% 67.4% 63.7 34.4 33.4 33.5 412
COMMUNITY SCHOOL
(101815101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
ALTAMIRA ACADEMY 31.8% | 41.7% 68.3% 55.0 39.0 32.0 12.0 345
(227803103)
ALTAMIRA ACADEMY 33.8% | 76.5% 80.3% 79.7 29.4 46.8 63.9 54.8
(227803103) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
AMBASSADORS 29.0% | 53.8% 65.2% 67.0 40.0 38.0 20.0 412
PREPARATORY
ACADEMY (084804101)
AMBASSADORS 20.7% | 71.0% 73.9% 64.5 38.6 37.8 40.0 452
PREPARATORY
ACADEMY (084804101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

AMIGOS POR 13.6% | 80.4% 96.4% 86.0 59.0 55.0 57.0 64.2
VIDA-FRIENDS FOR
LIFE (101819001)
AMIGOS POR 211% | 65.5% 71.6% 68.0 425 39.8 36.9 46.8
VIDA-FRIENDS FOR
LIFE (101819001) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
ARISTOI CLASSICAL 15.7% | 80.6% 72.3% 76.0 45.0 46.0 36.0 50.8
ACADEMY (101803041)
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Campus Name Attrition STAAR STAAR Index 1: | Index 2: Index 3: Index 4: TEA
Reading Math Student | Student Closing Postsec- Com-
Passing Passing Achieve- | Progress Perfor ondary posite

mance Readi- Perfor
mance
Index
ARISTOI CLASSICAL 26.2% 76.0% 82.3% 77.8 415 44.8 48.8 53.3
ACADEMY (101803041) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
ARLINGTON CLASSICS 6.8%
ACADEMY - PRI
(220802101)
ARLINGTON CLASSICS 24.1% 66.9% 73.7% 69.1 41.6 38.5 32.6 45.4
ACADEMY - PRI
(220802101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
ARLINGTON CLASSICS 9.9% 93.2% 89.5% 90.0 44.0 55.0 61.0 62.5
ACADEMY -INTERM
(220802102)
ARLINGTON CLASSICS 17.4% 73.3% 74.2% 73.4 41.3 41.7 42.2 49.6
ACADEMY -INTERM
(220802102) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
ARROW ACADEMY - 30.6% 84.9% 90.6% 89.0 55.0 52.0 51.0 61.8
CHAMPIONS ACADEMY
(021805105)
ARROW ACADEMY - 30.3% 72.3 23.2 41.2 74.2 52.9
CHAMPIONS ACADEMY
(021805105) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
ARROW ACADEMY - 33.8% 62.1% 54.4% 58.0 33.0 32.0 19.0 35.5
HARVEST
PREPARATORY
(021805102)
ARROW ACADEMY - 18.9% 86.4% 75.0% 83.9 35.0 51.6 64.3 58.7
HARVEST
PREPARATORY
(021805102) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
ARROW ACADEMY - 25.3% 82.6% 75.4% 78.0 37.0 47.0 35.0 49.2
LIBERATION ACADEMY
(021805101)
ARROW ACADEMY - 15.5% 79.1% 80.9% 79.6 415 46.5 48.0 53.9
LIBERATION ACADEMY
(021805101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
ARROW ACADEMY - 28.1% 53.8% 59.0% 50.0 35.0 24.0 14.0 30.8
SAVE OUR STREETS
(021805041)
ARROW ACADEMY - 16.6% 61.4% 68.8% 78.7 39.7 46.7 62.0 56.8
SAVE OUR STREETS
(021805041) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
ATHLOS LEADERSHIP 26.2% 54.5% 42.3% 48.0 24.0 24.0 57.0 38.2
ACADEMY (015822001)
ATHLOS LEADERSHIP 33.6% 76.5% 80.3% 79.7 29.4 46.8 63.9 54.8
ACADEMY (015822001) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
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Campus Name Attrition STAAR STAAR Index 1: | Index 2: Index 3: Index 4: TEA
Reading Math Student | Student Closing Postsec- Com-
Passing Passing Achieve- | Progress Perfor ondary posite

mance Readi- Perfor
mance
Index

ATHLOS LEADERSHIP 20.2% 59.8% 51.6% 55.0 32.0 28.0 20.0 33.8
ACADEMY - PREMIE
(015822002)
ATHLOS LEADERSHIP 15.5% 96.5% 99.0% 87.1 30.6 52.3 83.7 63.3
ACADEMY - PREMIE
(015822002) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
AUDRE AND BERNARD 16.3% 71.1% 78.9% 71.0 37.0 38.0 33.0 44.8
RAPOPORT ACADEMY
(161802101)
AUDRE AND BERNARD 29.0% 76.5% 80.4% 73.8 27.7 42.8 65.8 52.6
RAPOPORT ACADEMY
(161802101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
AUSTIN DISCOVERY 38.0% 80.3% 66.8% 72.0 31.0 32.0 31.0 415
SCHOOL (227821101)
AUSTIN DISCOVERY 28.0% 78.2% 79.9% 81.5 39.8 47.0 55.2 55.9
SCHOOL (227821101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
AW BROWN-F L A INT 52.5% 55.4% 57.7% 57.0 31.0 36.0 19.0 35.8
CAMPUS (057816101)
AW BROWN-F L A INT 16.3% 82.5% 86.0% 80.6 44 1 44.2 51.6 55.1
CAMPUS (057816101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
BAKER-RIPLEY 25.6% 52.5% 68.8% 59.0 31.0 35.0 25.0 37.5
CHARTER SCHOOL
(101853106)
BAKER-RIPLEY 35.2% 62.2% 64.7% 59.4 34.4 30.9 32.0 37.5
CHARTER SCHOOL
(101853106) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
BEATRICE MAYES 29.1% 81.5% 88.5% 85.0 36.0 52.0 43.0 54.0
INSTITUTE CHARTER
SCHOOL (101847101)
BEATRICE MAYES 22.4% 70.0% 76.5% 741 40.4 44.6 43.4 50.6
INSTITUTE CHARTER
SCHOOL (101847101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
BETA ACADEMY 36.9% 93.2% 92.4% 90.0 42.0 51.0 52.0 58.8
(101870001)
BETA ACADEMY 21.4% 96.5% 99.0% 86.6 36.3 55.0 73.4 61.5
(101870001) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
BEXAR COUNTY 37.4% 61.5% 68.9% 65.0 33.0 38.0 22.0 39.5
ACADEMY (015809101)
BEXAR COUNTY 23.8% 71.8% 79.3% 82.2 41.4 48.0 59.8 57.9
ACADEMY (015809101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
BOB HOPE SCHOOL - 23.1%
EL CAMPUS (123807101)
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Campus Name Attrition STAAR STAAR Index 1: | Index 2: Index 3: Index 4: TEA
Reading Math Student | Student Closing Postsec- Com-
Passing Passing Achieve- | Progress Perfor ondary posite

mance Readi- Perfor
mance
Index

BOB HOPE SCHOOL - 16.4% 96.5% 99.0% 86.3 30.6 51.9 83.8 63.1

EL CAMPUS (123807101)
- COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
BOKENKAMP
(046802008)
BONHAM ACADEMY 14.0% 65.1% 63.8% 65.0 29.0 31.0 28.0 38.2
(015907107)
BONHAM ACADEMY 17.8% 62.2% 68.7% 65.5 32.6 37.9 51.7 46.9
(015907107) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
BRAZOS SCHOOL FOR 38.6% 71.4% 68.6% 65.0 36.0 31.0 30.0 40.5
INQUIRY (021803001)
BRAZOS SCHOOL FOR 24.7% 66.9% 75.1% 65.8 45.0 37.6 34.5 45.7
INQUIRY (021803001) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
BRAZOS SCHOOL FOR 40.0% 28.3% 48.2% 31.0 30.0 14.0 10.0 21.2
INQUIRY (021803102)
BRAZOS SCHOOL FOR 20.6% 69.9% 74.3% 71.5 42.3 40.7 40.6 48.8
INQUIRY (021803102) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
BRAZOS SCHOOL FOR 52.9%
INQUIRY (021803104)
BRAZOS SCHOOL FOR 45.5% 76.9% 82.3 25.4 475 82.4 59.3
INQUIRY (021803104) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
BRISCOE EL 17.7% 50.9% 60.3% 54.0 36.0 28.0 19.0 34.2
(015907112)
BRISCOE EL 23.9% 77.5% 80.9% 76.5 46.0 45.0 49.0 54.1
(015907112) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
BROOKS ACADEMY 36.2% 83.3% 83.3% 83.0 58.0 70.5
OAKS (015830103)
BROOKS ACADEMY 30.1% 79.7 14.0 47.6 82.1 571
OAKS (015830103) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
BROOKS ACADEMY OF 23.7% 63.8% 55.5% 60.0 27.0 31.0 74.0 48.0
SCIENCE AND ENGI
(015830001)
BROOKS ACADEMY OF 36.4% 86.4% 75.0% 69.0 28.6 40.0 76.2 53.7
SCIENCE AND ENGI
(015830001) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
BROOKS ESTRELLA 97.2% 64.3% 67.3% 65.0 40.0 38.0 30.0 43.2
ACADEMY (015830101)
BROOKS ESTRELLA 21.4% 96.5% 99.0% 86.6 36.3 55.0 73.4 61.5
ACADEMY (015830101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
BROOKS 29.8% 66.1% 72.7% 65.0 39.0 35.0 22.0 40.2
INTERNATIONAL
STUDIES ACADEMY
(015830102)
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Campus Name Attrition STAAR STAAR Index 1: | Index 2: Index 3: Index 4: TEA
Reading Math Student | Student Closing Postsec- Com-
Passing Passing Achieve- | Progress Perfor ondary posite

mance Readi- Perfor
mance
Index

BROOKS 96.5% 99.0% 86.6 36.3 55.0 73.4 61.5

INTERNATIONAL
STUDIES ACADEMY
(015830102) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
BURNET/ECU 23.5% 57.4% 66.9% 61.0 53.0 35.0 31.0 45.0
(084902115)
BURNET/ECU 14.6% 73.7% 77.4% 81.5 40.1 48.7 56.5 56.7
(084902115) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
CAGE EL (101912287) 18.9% 78.8% 80.8% 78.0 32.0 47.0 43.0 50.0
CAGE EL (101912287) - 12.5% 84.9% 88.3% 79.9 37.2 49.9 66.9 58.5
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
CARROLLTON 18.6% 88.4% 78.3% 79.0 48.0 43.0 39.0 52.2
CLASSICAL ACADEMY
(221801023)
CARROLLTON 16.4% 69.8% 70.7% 73.3 42.4 41.2 47 1 51.0
CLASSICAL ACADEMY
(221801023) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
CEDAR PARK CHARTER | 47.1% 69.8% 73.4% 71.0 42.0 39.0 61.0 53.2
ACADEMY (014803004)
CEDAR PARK CHARTER | 42.8% 47.6% 54.0% 47.2 38.9 24.7 16.4 32.1
ACADEMY (014803004) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
CEDARS 19.5% 74.3% 72.9% 72.0 29.0 42.0 25.0 42.0
INTERNATIONAL
ACADEMY (227817101)
CEDARS 19.3% 77.8% 81.8% 76.7 44.3 45,5 47.9 53.6
INTERNATIONAL
ACADEMY (227817101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
CHAPARRAL STAR 26.6% 95.2% 94.9% 96.0 49.0 73.0 79.0 74.2
ACADEMY (227814001)
CHAPARRAL STAR 21.3% 74.7% 81.3% 74.6 39.7 431 53.0 52.6
ACADEMY (227814001) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
CHAPEL HILL ACADEMY | 16.5% 73.4% 82.1% 75.0 46.0 38.0 42.0 50.2
(220815101)
CHAPEL HILL ACADEMY | 24.9% 66.2% 75.5% 71.3 43.6 42.4 36.6 48.5
(220815101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
CLAY CLASSICAL 25.1% 73.9% 73.9% 76.0 41.0 50.0 35.0 50.5
ACADEMY (221801039)
CLAY CLASSICAL 32.0% 47.6% 54.0% 63.5 37.5 36.8 44 1 45.6
ACADEMY (221801039) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
COASTAL VILLAGE EL 32.2% 42.7% 44.6% 43.0 23.0 22.0 18.0 26.5
(084902114)
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Campus Name Attrition STAAR STAAR Index 1: | Index 2: Index 3: Index 4: TEA
Reading Math Student | Student Closing Postsec- Com-
Passing Passing Achieve- | Progress Perfor ondary posite

mance Readi- Perfor
mance
Index

COASTAL VILLAGE EL 25.2% | 69.2% 77.0% 66.9 39.5 39.0 433
(084902114) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
COMPASS ACADEMY 6.4% | 78.5% 77.2% 75.0 32.0 37.0 31.0 4338
CHARTER SCHOOL
(068802001)
COMPASS ACADEMY 25.6% | 60.8% 64.2% 61.0 40.0 32.9 27.6 404
CHARTER SCHOOL
(068802001) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
COPPELL CLASSICAL 243% | 87.6% 84.8% 86.0 46.0 51.0 57.0 60.0
ACADEMY (221801014)
COPPELL CLASSICAL 20.1% | 86.4% 75.0% 83.0 35.0 51.0 65.2 58.8
ACADEMY (221801014) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
CORPUS CHRISTI 29.1% | 71.8% 54.7% 67.0 46.0 32.0 36.0 452
MONTESSORI SCHOOL
(178807101)
CORPUS CHRISTI 16.9% | 74.3% 72.3% 76.6 39.0 126 55.2 533
MONTESSORI SCHOOL
(178807101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
COVE CHARTER 482% | 57.5% 58.8% 57.0 34.0 33.0 28.0 38.0
ACADEMY (014803003)
COVE CHARTER 428% | 47.6% 54.0% 472 38.9 24.7 16.4 321
ACADEMY (014803003) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
CROCKETT EL 16.7% | 82.9% 85.5% 83.0 50.0 53.0 51.0 59.2
(101912135)
CROCKETT EL 28.0% | 59.9% 68.2% 62.1 40.0 34.0 28.8 2
(101912135) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
CUMBERLAND 17.9% | 67.9% 70.0% 65.0 41.0 30.0 26.0 405
ACADEMY (212801101)
CUMBERLAND 22.0% | 67.7% 69.5% 68.3 39.3 373 35.0 45.0
ACADEMY (212801101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
DAVID 20.4% | 56.0% 67.5% 61.0 440 35.0 20.0 40.0
BARKLEY/FRANCISCO
RUIZ EL (015907162)
DAVID 20.3% | 77.1% 84.0% 75.8 406 4238 51.0 525
BARKLEY/FRANCISCO
RUIZ EL (015907162) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
DENTON CLASSICAL 36.5% | 84.4% 75.6% 76.0 34.0 30.0 50.0 475
ACADEMY (221801060)
DENTON CLASSICAL 281% | 71.5% 75.7% 76.8 402 437 485 523
ACADEMY (221801060) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
DEPELCHIN-RICHMOND
(227806029)
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Campus Name Attrition STAAR STAAR Index 1: | Index 2: Index 3: Index 4: TEA
Reading Math Student | Student Closing Postsec- Com-
Passing Passing Achieve- | Progress Perfor ondary posite

mance Readi- Perfor
mance
Index
DR DAVID C WALKER EL | 45.8% 69.1% 73.9% 69.0 45.0 37.0 27.0 445
(015806106)
DR DAVID C WALKER EL | 30.6% 57.5% 65.9% 62.7 34.1 32.3 32.1 40.3
(015806106) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
DR HARMON W KELLEY | 46.9% 49.7% 56.0% 49.0 26.0 22.0 10.0 26.8
EL (015806101)
DR HARMON W KELLEY | 28.7% 58.0% 60.5% 59.8 32.2 32.7 41.3 41.4
EL (015806101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
DRML 30.7% 62.7% 55.2% 59.0 45.0 33.0 64.0 50.2
GARZA-GONZALEZ
CHARTER SCHOOL
(178801001)
DRML 25.9% 69.2% 76.9% 82.9 41.8 48.8 65.0 59.7
GARZA-GONZALEZ
CHARTER SCHOOL
(178801001) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
DRAW ACADEMY 13.2% 59.7% 75.0% 67.0 47.0 42.0 20.0 44.0
(101856101)
DRAW ACADEMY 20.0% 62.8% 69.6% 75.4 39.8 44.4 58.4 54.6
(101856101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
DRAW ACADEMY EARLY
LEARNING CENTER
(101856102)
DRAW ACADEMY EARLY | 17.5% 69.6% 74.4% 80.1 30.0 46.6 77.9 58.9
LEARNING CENTER
(101856102) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
EAST FORT WORTH 31.9% 62.4% 54.2% 53.0 17.0 29.0 13.0 28.0
MONTESSORI
ACADEMY (220811101)
EAST FORT WORTH 30.5% 59.3% 67.4% 63.7 34.4 33.4 33.5 41.2
MONTESSORI
ACADEMY (220811101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
EAST GRAND 24.8% 65.5% 75.9% 70.0 47.0 45.0 34.0 49.0
PREPARATORY
ACADEMY (057841001)
EAST GRAND 15.8% 87.9% 92.0% 83.0 30.7 48.2 80.2 60.3
PREPARATORY
ACADEMY (057841001) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
EDEN PARK ACADEMY 18.5% 80.0% 78.6% 77.0 44.0 36.0 44.0 50.2
(227803101)
EDEN PARK ACADEMY 19.0% 75.5% 77.8% 75.2 31.3 42.8 48.9 49.5
(227803101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
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Campus Name Attrition STAAR STAAR Index 1: | Index 2: Index 3: Index 4: TEA
Reading Math Student | Student Closing Postsec- Com-
Passing Passing Achieve- | Progress Perfor ondary posite

mance Readi- Perfor
mance
Index

EDUCATION CENTER 30.0% 67.4% 67.0 32.0 39.0 29.0 41.8

INTERNATIONAL
ACADEMY (057833001)
EDUCATION CENTER 45.5% 76.9% 82.3 25.4 47.5 82.4 59.3
INTERNATIONAL
ACADEMY (057833001) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
EDUCATION CENTER 26.4% 83.1% 80.0% 79.0 40.0 33.0 36.0 47.0
INTERNATIONAL
ACADEMY (057833002)
EDUCATION CENTER 15.4% 61.4% 68.8% 80.0 41 1 47.4 64.4 58.2
INTERNATIONAL
ACADEMY (057833002) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
EDUCATION CENTER 32.5% 78.0% 80.0% 76.0 39.0 38.0 36.0 47.2
INTERNATIONAL
ACADEMY (057833003)
EDUCATION CENTER 30.3% 72.3 23.2 41.2 74.2 52.9
INTERNATIONAL
ACADEMY (057833003) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
EHRHART SCHOOL 15.1% 72.0% 72.6% 71.0 46.0 39.0 24.0 45.0
(123805001)
EHRHART SCHOOL 30.0% 62.2% 64.7% 67.1 34.7 36.8 44.7 44 A
(123805001) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
ELEANOR KOLITZ 19.6% 95.4% 95.3% 94.0 45.0 56.0 52.0 61.8
HEBREW LANGUAGE
ACADEMY (015836001)
ELEANOR KOLITZ 30.5% 59.3% 67.4% 63.7 34.4 33.4 33.5 41.2
HEBREW LANGUAGE
ACADEMY (015836001) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
ENERGIZED FOR
EXCELLENCE
ACADEMY (101912350)
ENERGIZED FOR 22.9% 66.9% 65.1% 66.2 41.8 35.8 29.9 43.4
EXCELLENCE
ACADEMY (101912350) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
ENERGIZED FOR 22.6% 54.6% 61.7% 57.0 40.0 34.0 34.0 41.2
EXCELLENCE
ACADEMY (101912364)
ENERGIZED FOR 20.6% 66.6% 76.1% 70.5 44.7 41.4 40.7 49.3
EXCELLENCE
ACADEMY (101912364) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
EXCELLENCE IN 31.0% 51.5% 54.5% 51.0 31.0 28.0 29.0 34.8
LEADERSHIP ACADEMY
(108809001)
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Campus Name Attrition STAAR STAAR Index 1: | Index 2: Index 3: Index 4: TEA
Reading Math Student | Student Closing Postsec- Com-
Passing Passing Achieve- | Progress Perfor ondary posite

mance Readi- Perfor
mance
Index

EXCELLENCE IN 36.7% 76.5% 80.3% 81.6 29.2 48.3 69.8 57.2

LEADERSHIP ACADEMY
(108809001) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
FALLBROOK ACADEMY 46.3% 62.2% 61.2% 58.0 34.0 29.0 20.0 35.2
(221801065)
FALLBROOK ACADEMY 30.0% 62.2% 64.7% 67.1 34.7 36.8 44.7 44 A
(221801065) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
FOCUS LEARNING 43.7% 31.4% 41.0 36.0 23.0 47.0 36.8
ACADEMY (057817101)
FOCUS LEARNING 31.1% 48.4% 55.6% 63.9 38.1 36.5 41.5 45.0
ACADEMY (057817101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
FORT WORTH 10.2% 95.9% 94.6% 95.0 41.0 58.0 61.0 63.8
ACADEMY OF FINE
ARTS EL (220809101)
FORT WORTH 29.6% 61.2% 63.0% 67.8 34.6 39.3 48.0 47.4
ACADEMY OF FINE
ARTS EL (220809101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
FOUNDERS CLASSICAL | 13.8% 89.3% 82.7% 89.0 39.0 47.0 88.0 65.8
ACADEMY (221801043)
FOUNDERS CLASSICAL | 34.6% 57.5% 61.8% 58.1 35.2 29.2 28.5 36.3
ACADEMY (221801043) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
FOUNDERS CLASSICAL | 37.0% 49.2% 56.9% 50.0 45.0 24.0 14.0 33.2
ACADEMY OF DALLAS
(221801049)
FOUNDERS CLASSICAL | 18.9% 86.4% 75.0% 83.9 35.0 51.6 64.3 58.7
ACADEMY OF DALLAS
(221801049) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
FOUNDERS CLASSICAL | 24.7% 89.7% 90.8% 88.0 41.0 35.0 61.0 56.2
ACADEMY OF FLOW
(221801063)
FOUNDERS CLASSICAL | 17.5% 69.6% 74.4% 80.1 30.0 46.6 77.9 58.9
ACADEMY OF FLOW
(221801063) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
FOUNDERS CLASSICAL | 16.8% 91.7% 85.3% 90.0 40.0 44.0 64.0 59.5
ACADEMY OF LEAN
(221801058)
FOUNDERS CLASSICAL | 20.0% 79.3% 74.6% 83.3 37.5 49.9 71.0 60.6
ACADEMY OF LEAN
(221801058) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
FOUNDERS CLASSICAL | 22.2% 59.9% 55.3% 54.0 36.0 24.0 11.0 31.2
ACADEMY OF MESQ
(221801061)
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Campus Name

ACADEMY OF MESQ
(221801061) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

FOUNDERS CLASSICAL

Attrition STAAR
Reading
Passing

15.9%

69.6%

STAAR
Math
Passing

Index 1:
Student
Achieve-

78.1

Index 2:
Student
Progress

27.9

Index 3:

Closing
Perfor
mance

43.9

Index

4: TEA

Postsec- Com-

ondary
Readi-

84.2

posite
Perfor
mance
Index

FOUNDERS CLASSICAL
ACADEMY OF SCHE
(221801066)

24.6%

81.0%

70.1%

72.0

25.0

35.0

30.0

40.5

FOUNDERS CLASSICAL
ACADEMY OF SCHE
(221801066) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

30.3%

72.3

23.2

41.2

74.2

52.9

GABE P ALLEN
CHARTER SCHOOL
(057905103)

22.3%

55.2%

56.7%

55.0

33.0

29.0

18.0

33.8

GABE P ALLEN
CHARTER SCHOOL
(057905103) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

18.4%

81.5%

86.7%

80.9

47.3

50.4

54.9

58.4

GATEWAY CHARTER
ACADEMY -EL
(057831001)

43.7%

59.4%

75.0%

60.0

53.0

33.0

23.0

42.2

GATEWAY CHARTER
ACADEMY -EL
(057831001) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

21.4%

96.5%

99.0%

86.6

36.3

55.0

73.4

61.5

GATEWAY COLLEGE
PREPARATORY
SCHOOL (014804006)

18.1%

89.1%

91.8%

90.0

43.0

52.0

89.0

68.5

GATEWAY COLLEGE
PREPARATORY
SCHOOL (014804006) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

36.1%

69.4%

72.9%

69.6

42.6

39.2

35.5

46.7

GEORGE GERVIN
ACADEMY (015802001)

53.9%

65.0%

75.3%

72.0

54.0

48.0

81.0

63.8

GEORGE GERVIN
ACADEMY (015802001) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

35.8%

86.4%

75.0%

69.0

28.6

40.0

76.2

53.7

GEORGE M
KOZMETSKY SCHOOL
(227806015)

75.0

32.0

13.0

40.0

GEORGETOWN
CHARTER ACADEMY
(014803002)

50.0%

88.5%

73.1%

80.0

37.0

52.0

36.0

51.2

GEORGETOWN
CHARTER ACADEMY
(014803002) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

28.0%

78.2%

79.9%

81.5

39.8

47.0

55.2

55.9

GLOBAL LEARNING
VILLAGE (101866001)

75.0%

56.7%

28.0

42.0

16.0

16.0

25.5

GLOBAL LEARNING
VILLAGE (101866001) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

17.5%

69.6%

74.4%

80.1

30.0

46.6

77.9

58.9
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Campus Name

GOLDEN RULE
(057835101)

Attrition STAAR
Reading
Passing

35.1%

94.1%

STAAR
Math
Passing

100.0%

Index 1:
Student
Achieve-

91.0

Index 2:
Student
Progress

62.0

Index 3:
Closing
Perfor
mance

Index 4:
Postsec-
ondary
Readi-

TEA
Com-
posite
Perfor
mance
Index

60.0 62.0

GOLDEN RULE
(057835101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

17.5%

69.6%

74.4%

80.1

30.0

46.6 77.9 58.9

GOLDEN RULE
CHARTER SCHOOL
(057835001)

16.7%

73.5%

80.1%

74.0

49.0

42.0 37.0 50.5

GOLDEN RULE
CHARTER SCHOOL
(057835001) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

45.5%

76.9%

82.3

254

47.5 82.4 59.3

GOLDEN RULE DESOTO
(057835102)

31.9%

67.3%

81.5%

69.0

49.0

34.0 17.0 42.2

GOLDEN RULE DESOTO
(057835102) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

14.5%

96.5%

99.0%

88.0

31.1

52.9 83.5 63.9

GOLDEN RULE GRAND
PRAIRIE (057835104)

61.8%

GOLDEN RULE GRAND
PRAIRIE (057835104) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

20.0%

79.3%

74.6%

83.3

37.5

49.9 71.0 60.6

GOLDEN RULE
SOUTHWEST
(057835103)

32.9%

71.9%

93.8%

80.0

54.0

52.0 44.0 57.5

GOLDEN RULE
SOUTHWEST
(057835103) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

15.8%

87.9%

92.0%

83.0

30.7

48.2 80.3 60.5

GREAT HEARTS IRVING
(015835004)

10.0%

91.6%

93.5%

90.0

47.0

53.0 59.0 62.2

GREAT HEARTS IRVING
(015835004) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

36.7%

76.5%

80.3%

81.6

29.2

48.3 69.8 57.2

GREAT HEARTS MONTE
VISTA (015835001)

11.0%

85.3%

89.6%

84.0

58.0

43.0 54.0 59.8

GREAT HEARTS MONTE
VISTA (015835001) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

16.1%

87.9%

92.0%

81.6

32.9

47.9 80.2 60.4

GREAT HEARTS
NORTHERN OAKS
(015835003)

9.5%

92.4%

88.0%

88.0

42.0

50.0 56.0 59.0

GREAT HEARTS
NORTHERN OAKS
(015835003) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

20.9%

86.4%

75.0%

88.3

39.7

556.3 72.0 64.0

HARLINGEN
LEADERSHIP ACADEMY
(015822008)

24.9%

78.9%

77.9%

76.0

44.0

50.0 45.0 53.8
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Campus Name Attrition STAAR STAAR Index 1: | Index 2: Index 3: Index 4: TEA
Reading Math Student | Student Closing Postsec- Com-
Passing Passing Achieve- | Progress Perfor ondary posite

mance Readi- Perfor
mance
Index

HARLINGEN 96.5% 99.0% 86.6 36.3 55.0 73.4 61.5
LEADERSHIP ACADEMY

(015822008) -

COMPARISON

CAMPUSES

HARMONY SCHOOL OF | 16.3% | 85.6% 88.6% 85.0 50.0 47.0 56.0 59.5
ACHIEVEMENT - HO

(101858007)

HARMONY SCHOOL OF | 31.1% | 48.4% 55.6% 63.9 381 36.5 415 45.0
ACHIEVEMENT - HO

(101858007) -

COMPARISON

CAMPUSES

HARMONY SCHOOL OF | 68.8% | 70.8% 72.0% 72.0 39.0 39.0 51.0 50.2
BUSINESS - DALLAS

(161807005)

HARMONY SCHOOL OF | 38.2% | 59.9% 65.3% 58.4 35.3 314 451 425
BUSINESS - DALLAS

(161807005) -

COMPARISON

CAMPUSES

HARMONY SCHOOL OF | 25.7% | 66.4% 74.8% 65.0 40.0 34.0 23.0 405
ENDEAVOR-HOUSTON

(101858002)

HARMONY SCHOOL OF | 33.8% | 76.5% 80.3% 79.7 29.4 46.8 63.9 54.8
ENDEAVOR-HOUSTON

(101858002) -

COMPARISON

CAMPUSES

HARMONY SCHOOL OF | 19.8% | 76.9% 80.8% 77.0 37.0 42.0 42.0 495
EXCELLENCE - EL

(071806006)

HARMONY SCHOOL OF | 31.1% | 48.4% 55.6% 63.9 38.1 36.5 415 45.0
EXCELLENCE - EL

(071806006) -

COMPARISON

CAMPUSES

HARMONY SCHOOL OF | 27.0% | 76.3% 77.9% 75.0 46.0 440 40.0 51.2
EXCELLENCE - SAN

(015828006)

HARMONY SCHOOL OF | 34.0% | 47.6% 54.6% 52.6 36.9 28.0 29.4 36.9
EXCELLENCE - SAN

(015828006) -

COMPARISON

CAMPUSES

HARMONY SCHOOL OF | 16.6% | 88.6% 88.2% 86.0 43.0 48.0 59.0 59.0
EXCELLENCE-HOUST

(101858001)

HARMONY SCHOOL OF | 34.6% | 57.5% 61.8% 58.1 35.2 29.2 285 36.3
EXCELLENCE-HOUST

(101858001) -

COMPARISON

CAMPUSES

HARMONY SCHOOL OF | 14.3% | 71.6% 73.1% 69.0 41.0 39.0 43.0 48.0
EXPLORATION-

(101846102)
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Campus Name

EXPLORATION-
(101846102) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

HARMONY SCHOOL OF

Attrition STAAR
Reading
Passing

19.7%

72.3%

STAAR
Math
Passing

76.4%

Index 1:
Student
Achieve-

74.8

Index 2:
Student
Progress

47.9

Index 3:

Closing
Perfor
mance

Index

4: TEA

Postsec- Com-

ondary
Readi-

43.3

posite
Perfor
mance
Index

HARMONY SCHOOL OF
FINE ARTS (101846006)

19.4%

69.4%

74.5%

70.0

43.0

36.0

32.0

45.2

HARMONY SCHOOL OF
FINE ARTS (101846006)
- COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

36.7%

76.5%

80.3%

81.6

29.2

48.3

69.8

57.2

HARMONY SCHOOL OF
INNOVATION - AUSTIN
(227816005)

19.3%

65.1%

77.5%

71.0

50.0

44.0

41.0

51.5

HARMONY SCHOOL OF
INNOVATION - AUSTIN
(227816005) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

20.0%

79.3%

74.6%

83.3

37.5

49.9

71.0

60.6

HARMONY SCHOOL OF
INNOVATION - CAR
(161807004)

23.8%

85.9%

83.3%

82.0

54.0

46.0

51.0

58.2

HARMONY SCHOOL OF
INNOVATION - CAR
(161807004) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

18.9%

86.4%

75.0%

83.9

35.0

51.6

64.3

58.7

HARMONY SCHOOL OF
INNOVATION - EL
(071806002)

22.4%

76.4%

81.1%

78.0

43.0

47.0

80.0

62.0

HARMONY SCHOOL OF
INNOVATION - EL
(071806002) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

11.5%

63.3%

72.1%

71.8

29.7

40.9

52.0

48.6

HARMONY SCHOOL OF
INNOVATION - LAR
(015828004)

8.6%

66.8%

73.7%

67.0

42.0

36.0

35.0

45.0

HARMONY SCHOOL OF
INNOVATION - LAR
(015828004) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

34.2%

42.3%

51.0%

50.6

36.6

26.3

29.3

36.0

HARMONY SCHOOL OF
INNOVATION - SAN
(015828002)

39.4%

71.6%

73.9%

70.0

44.0

37.0

32.0

45.8

HARMONY SCHOOL OF
INNOVATION - SAN
(015828002) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

36.6%

52.1%

58.4%

55.4

36.9

28.6

30.8

37.9

HARMONY SCHOOL OF
INNOVATION- EULESS
(161807012)

21.7%

83.6%

86.5%

83.0

40.0

46.0

50.0

54.8

HARMONY SCHOOL OF
INNOVATION- EULESS
(161807012) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

18.8%

67.2%

74.8%

85.0

39.0

52.0

73.2

62.3
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Campus Name

POLITICAL SCI AN
(227816004)

HARMONY SCHOOL OF

Attrition STAAR
Reading
Passing

65.6%

86.9%

STAAR
Math
Passing

85.8%

Index 1:
Student
Achieve-

84.0

Index 2:
Student
Progress

45.0

Index 3:

Closing
Perfor
mance

47.0

Index

4: TEA

Postsec- Com-

ondary
Readi-

84.0

posite
Perfor
mance
Index

HARMONY SCHOOL OF
POLITICAL SCI AN
(227816004) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

39.0%

51.6%

57.7%

541

35.4

27.5

39.1

39.0

HARMONY SCHOOL OF
SCIENCE - AUSTIN
(227816003)

26.4%

73.4%

76.4%

72.0

44.0

35.0

40.0

47.8

HARMONY SCHOOL OF
SCIENCE - AUSTIN
(227816003) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

32.0%

47.6%

54.0%

63.5

37.5

36.8

441

45.6

HARMONY SCHOOL OF
SCIENCE-HOUSTON
(101846005)

14.8%

68.3%

81.5%

70.0

42.0

36.0

36.0

46.0

HARMONY SCHOOL OF
SCIENCE-HOUSTON
(101846005) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

43.6%

47.6%

54.6%

46.8

39.2

24.5

16.4

32.1

HARMONY SCHOOL OF
TECHNOLOGY-HOUST
(101858006)

61.9%

82.7%

81.8%

81.0

44.0

46.0

51.0

55.5

HARMONY SCHOOL OF
TECHNOLOGY-HOUST
(101858006) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

32.6%

60.5%

62.4%

67.8

34.4

37.2

49.1

448

HARMONY SCIENCE
ACADEMY (WACO)
(161807001)

13.6%

70.7%

74.2%

73.0

37.0

39.0

84.0

58.2

HARMONY SCIENCE
ACADEMY (WACO)
(161807001) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

19.6%

64.1%

72.4%

64.4

38.1

36.0

30.1

42.2

HARMONY SCIENCE
ACADEMY - AUSTIN
(227816001)

19.1%

70.0%

75.2%

68.0

46.0

35.0

37.0

46.5

HARMONY SCIENCE
ACADEMY - AUSTIN
(227816001) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

30.0%

62.2%

64.7%

67.1

34.7

36.8

447

441

HARMONY SCIENCE
ACADEMY -
BROWNSVILLE
(015828005)

48.4%

78.1%

81.7%

78.0

40.0

47.0

79.0

61.0

HARMONY SCIENCE
ACADEMY -
BROWNSVILLE
(015828005) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

32.6%

60.5%

62.4%

67.8

34.4

37.2

49.1

448
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Campus Name Attrition STAAR STAAR Index 1: | Index 2: Index 3: Index 4: TEA
Reading Math Student | Student Closing Postsec- Com-
Passing Passing Achieve- | Progress Perfor ondary posite

mance Readi- Perfor
mance
Index
HARMONY SCIENCE 30.6% 64.4% 75.2% 65.0 38.0 36.0 32.0 42.8
ACADEMY - BRYAN
(101858003)
HARMONY SCIENCE 15.3% 69.8% 70.7% 75.6 42.0 43.6 51.8 53.3
ACADEMY - BRYAN
(101858003) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
HARMONY SCIENCE 29.2% 77.2% 76.3% 74.0 32.0 40.0 38.0 46.0
ACADEMY - GARLAND
(161807002)
HARMONY SCIENCE 17.5% 69.6% 74.4% 80.1 30.0 46.6 77.9 58.9
ACADEMY - GARLAND
(161807002) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
HARMONY SCIENCE 36.1% 72.9% 74.6% 71.0 44.0 40.0 40.0 48.8
ACADEMY - GRAND
PRAIRIE (161807008)
HARMONY SCIENCE 19.6% 64.1% 72.4% 64.4 38.1 36.0 30.1 42.2
ACADEMY - GRAND
PRAIRIE (161807008) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
HARMONY SCIENCE 29.6% 72.2% 74.3% 70.0 35.0 37.0 32.0 43.5
ACADEMY - LUBBOCK
(071806004)
HARMONY SCIENCE 31.2% 66.7% 68.4% 62.8 35.1 35.2 38.0 42.8
ACADEMY - LUBBOCK
(071806004) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
HARMONY SCIENCE 18.9% 68.0% 71.4% 67.0 40.0 38.0 31.0 44.0
ACADEMY - ODESSA
(071806005)
HARMONY SCIENCE 33.8% 76.5% 80.3% 79.7 29.4 46.8 63.9 54.8
ACADEMY - ODESSA
(071806005) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
HARMONY SCIENCE 15.1% 76.9% 76.5% 75.0 43.0 40.0 75.0 58.2
ACADEMY- BEAUMONT
(101862004)
HARMONY SCIENCE 22.8% 49.4% 54.6% 62.4 35.0 35.2 41.8 43.7
ACADEMY- BEAUMONT
(101862004) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
HARMONY SCIENCE 14.9% 71.7% 79.4% 71.0 48.0 37.0 44.0 50.0
ACADEMY- FORT
WORTH (161807007)
HARMONY SCIENCE 34.4% 57.5% 61.8% 56.9 34.2 29.6 31.4 38.0
ACADEMY- FORT
WORTH (161807007) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
HARMONY SCIENCE 20.6% 90.4% 90.4% 88.0 45.0 53.0 61.0 61.8
ACADEMY-KATY
(101862003)
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Campus Name Attrition STAAR STAAR Index 1: | Index 2: Index 3: Index 4: TEA
Reading Math Student | Student Closing Postsec- Com-
Passing Passing Achieve- | Progress Perfor ondary posite

mance Readi- Perfor
mance
Index
HARMONY SCIENCE 20.9% 86.4% 75.0% 88.3 39.7 55.3 72.0 64.0

ACADEMY-KATY
(101862003) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
HARMONY SCIENCE 11.1% 93.9% 97.1% 94.0 55.0 60.0 71.0 70.0
ACADEMY-SUGAR LAND
(101862001)
HARMONY SCIENCE 38.2% 59.9% 65.3% 58.4 35.3 31.4 451 425
ACADEMY-SUGAR LAND
(101862001) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
HAWTHORNE PK-8 15.3% 67.5% 67.5% 65.0 39.0 32.0 25.0 40.2
ACADEMY (015907179)
HAWTHORNE PK-8 18.1% 73.8% 77.8% 70.3 36.7 39.9 48.8 48.9
ACADEMY (015907179) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
HELPING HAND
(227806032)
HERITAGE ACADEMY 49.6% 66.7% 66.7% 69.0 31.0 41.0 41.0 45.5
OF WINDCREST
(015815001)
HERITAGE ACADEMY 22.5% 62.0% 67.4% 63.0 37.9 34.6 34.3 42.4
OF WINDCREST
(015815001) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
HIGH POINT ACADEMY 22.6% 79.2% 70.8% 73.0 33.0 38.0 31.0 43.8
(220819001)
HIGH POINT ACADEMY 29.6% 61.2% 63.0% 67.8 34.6 39.3 48.0 47.4
(220819001) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
HIGHLAND HTS EL 32.5% 39.2% 54.1% 45.0 34.0 23.0 14.0 29.0
(101912174)
HIGHLAND HTS EL 21.9% 68.0% 73.0% 69.6 38.5 38.5 43.9 47.6
(101912174) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
HIGHLAND PARK EL 27.9% 63.3% 64.7% 63.0 42.0 35.0 27.0 41.8
(015907135)
HIGHLAND PARK EL 15.0% 74.7% 80.5% 76.2 36.3 41.3 541 52.1
(015907135) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
HIGHLAND PARK 22.3% 71.6% 73.9% 70.0 36.0 37.0 27.0 42.5
GIFTED AND TALENTED
(015822005)
HIGHLAND PARK 15.8% 87.9% 92.0% 83.0 30.7 48.2 80.3 60.5
GIFTED AND TALENTED
(015822005) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
HILL COUNTRY YOUTH 56.0 45.0 19.0 40.0
RANCH (193801101)
HORIZON MONTESSORI | 37.0% 77.2% 86.6% 79.0 47.0 39.0 42.0 51.8
(108802101)
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Campus Name

(108802101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

HORIZON MONTESSORI

Attrition STAAR
Reading
Passing

31.4%

63.5%

STAAR
Math
Passing

65.2%

Index 1:
Student
Achieve-

63.6

Index 2:
Student
Progress

33.7

Index 3:

Closing
Perfor
mance

33.5

Index

4: TEA

Postsec- Com-

ondary
Readi-

39.5

posite
Perfor
mance
Index

HORIZON MONTESSORI
Il (108802102)

37.6%

68.2%

80.0%

74.0

45.0

41.0

37.0

49.2

HORIZON MONTESSORI
Il (108802102) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

15.8%

87.9%

92.0%

83.0

30.7

48.2

80.3

60.5

HORIZON MONTESSORI
11l (108802103)

29.7%

77.6%

81.6%

78.0

30.0

44.0

31.0

45.8

HORIZON MONTESSORI
11l (108802103) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

21.4%

96.5%

99.0%

86.6

36.3

55.0

73.4

61.5

HOUSTON GATEWAY
ACADEMY (101828101)

17.4%

88.9%

93.8%

93.0

52.0

66.0

69.0

70.0

HOUSTON GATEWAY
ACADEMY (101828101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

37.5%

52.1%

58.4%

55.0

36.7

27.2

32.7

37.9

HOUSTON GATEWAY
ACADEMY - CORAL
(101828001)

21.1%

92.5%

97.9%

94.0

48.0

66.0

74.0

70.5

HOUSTON GATEWAY
ACADEMY - CORAL
(101828001) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

15.3%

69.8%

70.7%

75.6

42.0

43.6

51.8

53.3

HOUSTON GATEWAY
ACADEMY INC ELITE
(101828002)

18.5%

91.6%

97.8%

94.0

56.0

60.0

67.0

69.2

HOUSTON GATEWAY
ACADEMY INC ELITE
(101828002) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

29.1%

76.5%

80.4%

84.1

28.1

49.9

64.8

56.7

HOUSTON HEIGHTS
LEARNING ACADEMY |
(101829101)

HOUSTON HEIGHTS
LEARNING ACADEMY |
(101829101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

30.1%

79.7

14.0

47.6

82.1

571

HOWARD BURNHAM EL
(071801001)

20.8%

89.1%

88.0%

86.0

48.0

55.0

56.0

61.2

HOWARD BURNHAM EL
(071801001) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

26.3%

741%

78.0%

78.0

40.8

451

48.9

53.2

IDEA ACADEMY
(108807101)

10.0%

76.7%

79.0%

76.0

43.0

46.0

41.0

51.5

IDEA ACADEMY
(108807101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

45.5%

76.9%

82.3

25.4

47.5

82.4

59.3

IDEA ACADEMY ALAMO
(108807107)

6.7%

75.2%

79.7%

76.0

47.0

47.0

52.0

55.5
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Campus Name

(108807107) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

IDEA ACADEMY ALAMO

Attrition STAAR
Reading
Passing

30.3%

STAAR
Math
Passing

Index 1:
Student
Achieve-

72.3

Index 2:
Student
Progress

23.2

Index 3:

Closing
Perfor
mance

Index

4: TEA

Postsec- Com-

ondary
Readi-

posite
Perfor
mance
Index

IDEA ACADEMY
MISSION (108807104)

10.5%

82.0

48.0

49.0

43.0

55.5

IDEA ACADEMY
MISSION (108807104) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

30.3%

72.3

23.2

41.2

74.2

52.9

IDEA ACADEMY PHARR
(108807108)

10.9%

73.3%

83.1%

77.0

46.0

47.0

45.0

53.8

IDEA ACADEMY PHARR
(108807108) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

20.0%

79.3%

74.6%

83.3

37.5

49.9

71.0

60.6

IDEA ACADEMY SAN
BENITO (108807105)

10.1%

80.7%

80.4%

82.0

48.0

50.0

48.0

57.0

IDEA ACADEMY SAN
BENITO (108807105) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

20.0%

79.3%

74.6%

83.3

37.5

49.9

71.0

60.6

IDEA ACADEMY SAN
JUAN (108807106)

21.0%

73.4%

77.5%

75.0

41.0

46.0

40.0

50.5

IDEA ACADEMY SAN
JUAN (1088071086) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

40.1%

51.6%

57.7%

54.2

34.6

28.1

40.1

39.2

IDEA ACADEMY
WESLACO (108807110)

14.3%

89.4%

91.1%

88.0

49.0

54.0

59.0

62.5

IDEA ACADEMY
WESLACO (108807110) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

36.7%

76.5%

80.3%

81.6

29.2

48.3

69.8

57.2

IDEA ALLAN ACADEMY
(108807135)

16.2%

75.0%

78.8%

76.0

52.0

47.0

42.0

54.2

IDEA ALLAN ACADEMY
(108807135) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

20.9%

86.4%

75.0%

88.3

39.7

55.3

72.0

64.0

IDEA BLUFF SPRINGS
ACADEMY (108807137)

21.3%

IDEA BLUFF SPRINGS
ACADEMY (108807137) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

20.2%

96.5%

99.0%

86.6

36.3

55.0

73.8

62.0

IDEA BROWNSVILLE
ACADEMY (108807112)

5.8%

89.5%

97.4%

93.0

47.0

61.0

60.0

65.2

IDEA BROWNSVILLE
ACADEMY (108807112) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

35.8%

86.4%

75.0%

69.0

28.6

40.0

76.2

53.7

IDEA CARVER
ACADEMY (108807120)

24.8%

79.0%

79.0%

79.0

50.0

50.0

43.0

55.5

IDEA CARVER
ACADEMY (108807120) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

15.5%

96.5%

99.0%

87.1

30.6

52.3

83.7

63.3

IDEA EASTSIDE
ACADEMY (108807124)

28.8%

58.9%

64.4%

62.0

42.0

38.0

26.0

42.0
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Campus Name Attrition STAAR STAAR Index 1: | Index 2: Index 3: Index 4: TEA
Reading Math Student | Student Closing Postsec- Com-
Passing Passing Achieve- | Progress Perfor ondary posite

mance Readi- Perfor
mance
Index
IDEA EASTSIDE 20.2% 96.5% 99.0% 86.6 36.3 55.0 73.8 62.0

ACADEMY (108807124) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
IDEA EDINBURG 10.7% 87.6% 91.5% 89.0 48.0 58.0 60.0 63.8
ACADEMY (108807109)
IDEA EDINBURG 20.9% 86.4% 75.0% 88.3 39.7 55.3 72.0 64.0
ACADEMY (108807109) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
IDEA FRONTIER 8.4% 77.8% 82.2% 77.0 52.0 46.0 48.0 55.8
ACADEMY (108807103)
IDEA FRONTIER 17.9% 67.4% 74.6% 80.0 31.6 46.8 75.5 58.7
ACADEMY (108807103) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
IDEA JUDSON 22.8%
ACADEMY (108807125)
IDEA JUDSON 16.4% 96.5% 99.0% 86.3 30.6 51.9 83.8 63.1
ACADEMY (108807125) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
IDEA MAYS ACADEMY 19.5%
(108807126)
IDEA MAYS ACADEMY 20.2% 96.5% 99.0% 86.6 36.3 55.0 73.8 62.0
(108807126) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
IDEA MCALLEN 7.9% 91.2% 89.3% 89.0 50.0 59.0 59.0 64.2
ACADEMY (108807111)
IDEA MCALLEN 29.0% 76.5% 80.4% 73.8 27.7 42.8 65.8 52.6
ACADEMY (108807111) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
IDEA MONTERREY 14.3% 71.6% 72.4% 71.0 36.0 43.0 38.0 47.0
PARK ACADEMY
(108807122)
IDEA MONTERREY 20.2% 96.5% 99.0% 86.6 36.3 55.0 73.8 62.0
PARK ACADEMY
(108807122) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
IDEA NORTH MISSION 9.5%
ACADEMY (108807115)
IDEA NORTH MISSION 15.8% 87.9% 92.0% 83.0 30.7 48.2 80.3 60.5
ACADEMY (108807115) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
IDEA QUEST ACADEMY 12.4% 80.6% 84.7% 84.0 44.0 51.0 49.0 57.0
(108807102)
IDEA QUEST ACADEMY 29.6% 61.2% 63.0% 67.8 34.6 39.3 48.0 47.4
(108807102) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
IDEA RIVERVIEW 16.5%
ACADEMY (108807114)
IDEA RIVERVIEW 16.1% 87.9% 92.0% 81.6 32.9 47.9 80.2 60.4
ACADEMY (108807114) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
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Campus Name Attrition STAAR STAAR Index 1: | Index 2: Index 3: Index 4: TEA
Reading Math Student | Student Closing Postsec- Com-
Passing Passing Achieve- | Progress Perfor ondary posite

mance Readi- Perfor
mance
Index
IDEA RUNDBERG 14.9% 70.4% 71.3% 71.0 54.0 50.0 34.0 52.2

ACADEMY (108807136)
IDEA RUNDBERG 15.8% 87.9% 92.0% 83.0 30.7 48.2 80.2 60.3
ACADEMY (108807136) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
IDEA SOUTH FLORES 8.7% 81.7% 86.0% 82.0 45.0 48.0 47.0 55.5
ACADEMY (108807121)
IDEA SOUTH FLORES 18.6% 79.3% 74.6% 83.2 33.7 49.7 78.0 61.3
ACADEMY (108807121) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
IDEA WALZEM 27.0% 70.1% 70.7% 68.0 38.0 38.0 29.0 43.2
ACADEMY (108807123)
IDEA WALZEM 14.5% 96.5% 99.0% 88.0 31.1 52.9 83.5 63.9
ACADEMY (108807123) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
IDEA WESLACO PIKE 12.0% 75.2% 80.3% 77.0 40.0 47.0 42.0 515
ACADEMY (108807113)
IDEA WESLACO PIKE 20.0% 79.3% 74.6% 83.3 37.5 49.9 71.0 60.6
ACADEMY (108807113) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
IMAGINE 19.2% 94.6% 94.6% 94.0 48.0 59.0 92.0 73.2
INTERNATIONAL
ACADEMY (043801001)
IMAGINE 15.5% 96.5% 99.0% 87.1 30.6 52.3 83.7 63.3
INTERNATIONAL
ACADEMY (043801001) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
INSPIRED VISION 8.3% 71.4% 86.2% 78.0 31.0 46.0 32.0 46.8
ACADEMY EL
(057830001)
INSPIRED VISION 18.6% 73.2% 79.5% 74.9 40.7 42.0 42.8 50.1
ACADEMY EL
(057830001) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
INT'L LEADERSHIP OF 27.9% 74.5% 77.6% 73.0 37.0 38.0 39.0 46.8
TEXAS ES- N Rl
(057848012)
INT'L LEADERSHIP OF 16.4% 96.5% 99.0% 86.3 30.6 51.9 83.8 63.1
TEXAS ES- N Rl
(057848012) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
INTERNATIONAL 13.3% 72.1% 75.5% 71.0 49.0 38.0 40.0 49.5
LEADERSHIP OF TEXAS
(057848001)
INTERNATIONAL 20.2% 96.5% 99.0% 86.6 36.3 55.0 73.8 62.0
LEADERSHIP OF TEXAS
(057848001) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
INTERNATIONAL 34.1% 65.0% 66.1% 65.0 34.0 37.0 34.0 42.5
LEADERSHIP OF TEXAS
(057848004)
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INTERNATIONAL 16.4% 96.5% 99.0% 86.3 30.6 51.9 83.8 63.1

LEADERSHIP OF TEXAS
(057848004) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
INTERNATIONAL 20.9% 89.8% 91.0% 88.0 52.0 53.0 59.0 63.0
LEADERSHIP OF TEXAS
(057848007)
INTERNATIONAL 20.2% 96.5% 99.0% 86.6 36.3 55.0 73.8 62.0
LEADERSHIP OF TEXAS
(057848007) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
INTERNATIONAL 22.4% 63.6% 66.9% 60.0 41.0 31.0 29.0 40.2
LEADERSHIP OF TEXAS
(057848010)
INTERNATIONAL 20.2% 96.5% 99.0% 86.6 36.3 55.0 73.8 62.0
LEADERSHIP OF TEXAS
(057848010) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
INTERNATIONAL 29.4% 81.3% 74.4% 76.0 37.0 42.0 41.0 49.0
LEADERSHIP OF TEXAS
(057848014)
INTERNATIONAL 21.4% 96.5% 99.0% 86.6 36.3 55.0 73.4 61.5
LEADERSHIP OF TEXAS
(057848014) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
INTERNATIONAL 33.7% 67.3% 64.1% 62.0 28.0 34.0 27.0 37.8
LEADERSHIP OF TEXAS
(057848016)
INTERNATIONAL 20.2% 96.5% 99.0% 86.6 36.3 55.0 73.8 62.0
LEADERSHIP OF TEXAS
(057848016) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
JEAN MASSIEU 22.7% 55.4% 58.1% 57.0 36.0 35.0 26.0 38.5
ACADEMY (057819001)
JEAN MASSIEU 18.6% 79.3% 74.6% 83.2 33.7 49.7 78.0 61.3
ACADEMY (057819001) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
KANDY STRIPE 33.6% 58.1% 61.6% 57.0 43.0 28.0 17.0 36.2
ACADEMY (101912378)
KANDY STRIPE 21.4% 96.5% 99.0% 86.6 36.3 55.0 73.4 61.5
ACADEMY (101912378) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
KINGSLAND SCHOOL 24.7% 75.6% 76.3% 75.0 37.0 43.0 26.0 45.2
(014804008)
KINGSLAND SCHOOL 15.1% 73.5% 77.5% 78.3 37.0 46.3 62.6 56.0
(014804008) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
KINGSWAY 30.2% 69.3% 64.2% 64.0 37.0 31.0 25.0 39.2
LEADERSHIP ACADEMY
(015822006)
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KINGSWAY 15.8% 87.9% 92.0% 83.0 30.7 48.2 80.3 60.5

LEADERSHIP ACADEMY

(015822006) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
KIPP 3RD WARD 30.8% 66.0% 69.8% 65.0 43.0 35.0 26.0 42.2
SCHOOL (101813113)
KIPP 3RD WARD 37.5% 52.1% 58.4% 55.0 36.7 27.2 32.7 37.9
SCHOOL (101813113) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
KIPP AUSTIN 9.6% 62.3% 82.1% 69.0 41.0 41.0 35.0 46.5
COMUNIDAD
(227820101)
KIPP AUSTIN 20.2% 65.9% 72.6% 67.6 39.0 36.6 39.6 45.7
COMUNIDAD
(227820101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
KIPP AUSTIN 12.7% 57.5% 72.1% 63.0 34.0 38.0 30.0 41.2
CONNECTIONS EL
(227820102)
KIPP AUSTIN 26.5% 76.8% 79.8% 82.5 39.8 48.2 58.3 57.2
CONNECTIONS EL
(227820102) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
KIPP AUSTIN 27.5% 58.3% 68.6% 60.0 31.0 37.0 33.0 40.2
LEADERSHIP EL
(227820104)
KIPP AUSTIN 11.5% 63.3% 72.1% 71.8 29.7 40.9 52.0 48.6
LEADERSHIP EL
(227820104) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
KIPP AUSTIN OBRAS 11.0% 62.4% 70.2% 62.0 26.0 36.0 35.0 39.8
(227820103)
KIPP AUSTIN OBRAS 38.2% 59.9% 65.3% 58.4 35.3 31.4 451 425
(227820103) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
KIPP CONNECT PRI 7.8% 88.2% 94.6% 92.0 64.0 69.0 78.0 75.8
(101813112)
KIPP CONNECT PRI 36.7% 52.1% 58.4% 55.7 35.4 28.3 36.9 39.1
(101813112) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
KIPP DESTINY EL 28.0% 53.6% 50.9% 52.0 25.0 30.0 12.0 29.8
(057837101)
KIPP DESTINY EL 15.5% 96.5% 99.0% 87.1 30.6 52.3 83.7 63.3
(057837101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
KIPP DREAM PREP 5.2% 68.6% 74.8% 68.0 36.0 42.0 38.0 46.0
(101813106)
KIPP DREAM PREP 40.1% 51.6% 57.7% 54.2 34.6 28.1 40.1 39.2
(101813106) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
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LANGUAGE ACADEMY
(015826102)

KIPP ESPERANZA DUAL

Attrition STAAR
Reading
Passing

STAAR
Math
Passing

Index 1:
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Achieve-

Index 2:
Student
Progress

Index 3:

Closing
Perfor
mance

Index

Postsec-

ondary
Readi-

4: TEA
Com-
posite
Perfor
mance
Index

18.7%

KIPP ESPERANZA DUAL
LANGUAGE ACADEMY
(015826102) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

15.8%

87.9%

92.0%

83.0

30.7

48.2

80.2

60.3

KIPP EXPLORE
ACADEMY (101813109)

3.5%

83.6%

95.4%

86.0

49.0

58.0

60.0

63.2

KIPP EXPLORE
ACADEMY (101813109) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

23.8%

71.8%

79.3%

82.2

414

48.0

59.8

57.9

KIPP LEGACY
PREPARATORY
SCHOOL (101813111)

14.5%

66.7%

74.9%

70.0

37.0

41.0

35.0

45.8

KIPP LEGACY
PREPARATORY
SCHOOL (101813111) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

32.0%

47.6%

54.0%

63.5

37.5

36.8

441

45.6

KIPP PLEASANT GROVE
PRI (057837103)

36.8%

KIPP PLEASANT GROVE
PRI (057837103) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

15.8%

87.9%

92.0%

83.0

30.7

48.2

80.2

60.3

KIPP SHARP COLLEGE
PREP (101813107)

13.2%

93.4%

96.7%

94.0

59.0

68.0

79.0

75.0

KIPP SHARP COLLEGE
PREP (101813107) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

18.5%

80.2%

81.2%

744

271

444

65.8

52.8

KIPP SHINE PREP
(101813105)

8.8%

92.6%

93.9%

92.0

54.0

62.0

70.0

69.5

KIPP SHINE PREP
(101813105) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

27.3%

82.4%

85.8%

80.3

38.4

48.1

56.7

56.0

KIPP SOUTHEAST
HOUSTON MIDDLE
(101813050)

19.1%

71.0%

86.9%

75.0

33.0

42.0

24.0

43.5

KIPP SOUTHEAST
HOUSTON MIDDLE
(101813050) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

20.2%

96.5%

99.0%

86.6

36.3

55.0

73.8

62.0

KIPP SOUTHEAST
HOUSTON PRI
(101813116)

11.6%

KIPP SOUTHEAST
HOUSTON PRI
(101813116) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

16.6%

69.6%

74.4%

80.1

30.0

46.6

77.9

58.9

KIPP TRUTH EL
(057837102)

29.0%
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KIPP TRUTH EL 15.8% 87.9% 92.0% 83.0 30.7 48.2 80.2 60.3

(057837102) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
KIPP UN MUNDO DUAL 18.8% 55.9% 57.0% 53.0 37.0 30.0 26.0 36.5
LANGUAGE ACADEMY
(015826101)
KIPP UN MUNDO DUAL 15.8% 87.9% 92.0% 83.0 30.7 48.2 80.2 60.3
LANGUAGE ACADEMY
(015826101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
KIPP UNITY PRI 12.8%
(101813115)
KIPP UNITY PRI 20.7% 86.4% 75.0% 88.3 39.7 55.3 71.6 63.6
(101813115) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
KIPP ZENITH ACADEMY 15.8% 66.7% 78.4% 69.0 34.0 42.0 39.0 46.0
(101813114)
KIPP ZENITH ACADEMY | 31.4% 63.5% 65.2% 63.6 33.7 33.5 39.5 40.5
(101813114) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
LA ACADEMIA DE 17.8% 66.9% 75.4% 67.0 39.0 36.0 25.0 41.8
ESTRELLAS
(057839101)
LA ACADEMIA DE 21.0% 70.6% 74.4% 70.7 41.8 39.9 37.0 47.4
ESTRELLAS
(057839101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
LA FE PREPARATORY 20.5% 57.4% 68.2% 61.0 35.0 34.0 16.0 36.5
SCHOOL (071807101)
LA FE PREPARATORY 37.9% 59.0% 63.9% 56.7 34.8 30.2 41.9 40.9
SCHOOL (071807101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
LEADERSHIP PREP 6.5% 89.2% 88.7% 88.0 42.0 53.0 67.0 62.5
SCHOOL (061804001)
LEADERSHIP PREP 18.7% 61.5% 66.0% 64.6 33.2 37.4 51.2 46.6
SCHOOL (061804001) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
LEGACY PREPARATORY | 25.4% 45.1% 36.1% 38.0 23.0 19.0 11.0 22.8
CHARTER ACADEMY
(057846001)
LEGACY PREPARATORY | 16.6% 69.6% 74.4% 80.1 30.0 46.6 77.9 58.9
CHARTER ACADEMY
(057846001) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
LEGACY PREPARATORY | 45.8% 68.4% 62.7% 68.0 30.0 35.0 34.0 41.8
CHARTER ACADEMY
(057846003)
LEGACY PREPARATORY | 20.0% 79.3% 74.6% 83.3 37.5 49.9 71.0 60.6
CHARTER ACADEMY
(057846003) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
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LEGACY RANCH
(015808012)
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STAAR
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posite
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mance
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LIFE SCHOOL CEDAR
HILL (057807104)

36.0%

72.3%

68.0%

69.0

30.0

37.0

32.0

42.0

LIFE SCHOOL CEDAR
HILL (057807104) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

29.0%

76.5%

80.4%

73.8

27.7

42.8

65.8

52.6

LIFE SCHOOL
LANCASTER
(057807102)

28.7%

61.7%

53.4%

59.0

37.0

33.0

17.0

36.5

LIFE SCHOOL
LANCASTER
(057807102) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

29.0%

76.5%

80.4%

73.8

27.7

42.8

65.8

52.6

LIFE SCHOOL
MOUNTAIN CREEK
(057807105)

19.5%

66.7%

63.9%

64.0

31.0

35.0

25.0

38.8

LIFE SCHOOL
MOUNTAIN CREEK
(057807105) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

29.0%

76.5%

80.4%

73.8

27.7

42.8

65.8

52.6

LIFE SCHOOL OAK
CLIFF (057807001)

13.4%

62.5%

50.1%

61.0

30.0

32.0

76.0

49.8

LIFE SCHOOL OAK
CLIFF (057807001) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

21.0%

74.5%

77.5%

74.4

45.8

42.4

46.3

52.2

LIFE SCHOOL RED OAK
(057807101)

17.0%

78.7%

81.8%

79.0

36.0

44.0

38.0

49.2

LIFE SCHOOL RED OAK
(057807101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

21.7%

68.2%

71.1%

67.1

421

35.4

30.6

43.8

LIGHTHOUSE CHARTER
SCHOOL (015825101)

59.8%

LIGHTHOUSE CHARTER
SCHOOL (015825101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

21.4%

96.5%

99.0%

86.6

36.3

55.0

73.4

61.5

LIGHTHOUSE CHARTER
SCHOOL - B CAMP
(015825001)

26.8%

72.0%

77.7%

72.0

40.0

36.0

33.0

45.2

LIGHTHOUSE CHARTER
SCHOOL - B CAMP
(015825001) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

30.7%

72.0%

74.8%

711

4141

39.9

451

49.4

LIVING WAY
LEADERSHIP ACADEMY
(015822007)

14.4%

86.9%

86.9%

85.0

57.0

53.0

48.0

60.8

LIVING WAY
LEADERSHIP ACADEMY
(015822007) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

16.4%

96.5%

99.0%

86.3

30.6

51.9

83.8

63.1
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LUMIN LINDSLEY PARK 70.6% 52.9% 62.0 25.0 35.0 28.0 37.5
COMMUNITY SCHOOL
(057805101)
LUMIN LINDSLEY PARK 13.6% 76.1% 79.1% 74.6 41.0 41.0 47.9 51.1
COMMUNITY SCHOOL
(057805101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
M L KING ACADEMY 38.7% 52.8% 66.5% 59.0 41.0 30.0 17.0 36.8
(015907142)
M L KING ACADEMY 22.9% 67.6% 71.2% 66.7 415 37.2 32.8 445
(015907142) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
MAGNOLIA 16.4% 71.6% 66.7% 64.0 37.0 21.0 41.0 40.8
MONTESSORI FOR ALL
(227826101)
MAGNOLIA 32.6% 60.5% 62.4% 67.8 34.4 37.2 49.1 44.8
MONTESSORI FOR ALL
(227826101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
MAINLAND 26.9% 61.8% 60.3% 60.0 26.0 33.0 19.0 34.5
PREPARATORY
ACADEMY (221801062)
MAINLAND 35.2% 62.2% 64.7% 59.4 34.4 30.9 32.0 37.5
PREPARATORY
ACADEMY (221801062) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
MANARA ACADEMY 31.3% 72.2% 79.7% 72.0 37.0 42.0 40.0 47.8
(057844101)
MANARA ACADEMY 16.6% 61.4% 68.8% 78.7 39.7 46.7 62.0 56.8
(057844101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
MANARA STEM 38.6% 64.6% 54.0% 57.0 39.0 29.0 15.0 35.0
ACADEMY - ARLINGTON
(057844102)
MANARA STEM 22.6% 64.8% 71.1% 70.1 38.7 41.6 41.2 47.9
ACADEMY - ARLINGTON
(057844102) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
MERIDIAN WORLD 8.6% 91.8% 88.3% 91.0 39.0 52.0 92.0 68.5
SCHOOL LLC
(246801001)
MERIDIAN WORLD 24.1% 66.0% 74.0% 72.0 38.7 39.6 42.6 48.2
SCHOOL LLC
(246801001) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
MEYERPARK EL 23.1% 72.2% 64.6% 68.0 37.0 41.0 24.0 42.5
(101855101)
MEYERPARK EL 14.1% 67.2% 73.1% 72.8 30.3 415 50.6 48.7
(101855101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
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MIDLAND ACADEMY 18.3% 77.8% 77.8% 75.0 37.0 43.0 38.0 48.2
CHARTER SCHOOL
(165802101)
MIDLAND ACADEMY 22.4% 72.4% 76.7% 72.9 41.3 41.9 44.9 50.2
CHARTER SCHOOL
(165802101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
NCI CHARTER SCHOOL
WITHOUT WALLS
(101853104)
NCI CHARTER SCHOOL | 35.8% 70.7% 75.3% 69.4 40.7 37.4 34.8 45.6
WITHOUT WALLS
(101853104) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
NEW FRONTIERS 50.6% 54.3% 50.0 48.0 26.0 16.0 35.0
CHARTER SCHOOL
(015805101)
NEW FRONTIERS 42.8% 47.6% 54.0% 47.2 38.9 24.7 16.4 32.1
CHARTER SCHOOL
(015805101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
NEW HORIZONS
(014804002)
NEW NEIGHBOR 71.4%
CAMPUS (101853108)
NEW NEIGHBOR 40.1% 61.3% 66.3% 59.5 34.6 325 49.7 44 A
CAMPUS (101853108) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
NEWMAN 32.1% 78.7% 70.2% 76.0 38.0 40.0 68.0 55.5
INTERNATIONAL
ACADEMY (220817001)
NEWMAN 18.3% 79.5% 83.8% 76.1 38.0 43.2 43.5 50.2
INTERNATIONAL
ACADEMY (220817001) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
NEWMAN 40.5% 66.7% 58.3% 63.0 18.0 40.5
INTERNATIONAL
ACADEMY AT FO
(220817004)
NEWMAN 10.9% 79.7% 83.3% 76.9 26.9 45.7 63.5 53.1
INTERNATIONAL
ACADEMY AT FO
(220817004) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
NEWMAN 31.6% 78.0% 76.3% 74.0 37.0 40.0 22.0 43.2
INTERNATIONAL
ACADEMY AT GR
(220817003)
NEWMAN 17.5% 69.6% 74.4% 80.1 30.0 46.6 77.9 58.9
INTERNATIONAL
ACADEMY AT GR
(220817003) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
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NEWMAN
INTERNATIONAL
ACADEMY OF MA
(220817005)
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NEWMAN
INTERNATIONAL
ACADEMY OF MA
(220817005) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

17.9%

67.4%

74.6%

80.0

31.6

46.8

75.5

58.7

NEWMAN
INTERNATIONAL AT
CEDAR HILL
(220817002)

26.3%

79.8%

70.0%

74.0

35.0

42.0

38.0

47.2

NEWMAN
INTERNATIONAL AT
CEDAR HILL
(220817002) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

30.2%

59.7%

67.5%

63.0

34.7

32.9

32.6

40.8

NOLAN CREEK SCHOOL
(014804007)

NOLAN CREEK SCHOOL
(014804007) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

20.2%

96.5%

99.0%

86.6

36.3

55.0

73.8

62.0

NORTH TEXAS
COLLEGIATE
ACADEMY-EAS
(061802005)

33.3%

55.7%

63.2%

55.0

37.0

27.0

20.0

34.8

NORTH TEXAS
COLLEGIATE
ACADEMY-EAS
(061802005) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

27.3%

100.0%

76.5

26.5

446

76.5

56.2

NORTH TEXAS
COLLEGIATE
ACADEMY-NOR
(061802004)

29.9%

72.2%

68.5%

68.0

34.0

40.0

31.0

43.2

NORTH TEXAS
COLLEGIATE
ACADEMY-NOR
(061802004) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

32.0%

47.6%

54.0%

63.5

37.5

36.8

441

45.6

NORTH TEXAS
COLLEGIATE
ACADEMY-SOU
(061802003)

24.1%

63.3%

57.9%

54.0

37.0

29.0

12.0

33.0

NORTH TEXAS
COLLEGIATE
ACADEMY-SOU
(061802003) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

30.4%

56.8%

59.5%

63.3

35.2

36.4

42.0

44.2

NOVA ACADEMY
(057809101)

43.8%

73.7%

89.5%

82.0

53.0

54.0

20.0

52.2
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NOVA ACADEMY 17.3% 78.3% 81.0% 76.6 43.5 43.7 53.1 54.2
(057809101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
NOVA ACADEMY 100.0% | 66.3% 66.3% 66.0 45.0 35.0 21.0 41.8
(SOUTHEAST)
(057827101)
NOVA ACADEMY 35.8% 68.8% 74.4% 61.7 33.5 34.8 60.8 47.7
(SOUTHEAST)
(057827101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
NOVA ACADEMY 33.9% 69.7% 72.3% 71.0 35.0 37.0 32.0 43.8
PRICHARD (057827102)
NOVA ACADEMY 21.0% 64.4% 70.7% 70.0 38.8 42.2 41.0 48.0
PRICHARD (057827102)
- COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
NYOS - MAGNOLIA 10.7% 80.3% 85.9% 83.0 66.0 57.0 59.0 66.2
MCCULLOUGH CAMPUS
(227804102)
NYOS - MAGNOLIA 21.9% 62.4% 68.6% 62.2 39.9 33.6 34.6 42.6
MCCULLOUGH CAMPUS
(227804102) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
OAK CLIFF FAITH 27.0% 47.8% 51.5% 48.0 31.0 24.0 100.0 50.8
FAMILY ACADEMY
(070801002)
OAK CLIFF FAITH 22.3% 63.7% 66.9% 64.2 38.6 35.8 32.2 42.7
FAMILY ACADEMY
(070801002) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
ODYSSEY ACADEMY - 34.1% 75.7% 80.2% 74.0 36.0 34.0 36.0 45.0
BAY AREA (084802002)
ODYSSEY ACADEMY - 14.1% 76.6% 80.6% 75.7 33.4 43.6 60.9 53.4
BAY AREA (084802002) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
ODYSSEY ACADEMY - 19.1% 69.5% 74.8% 73.0 42.0 45.0 37.0 49.2
GALVESTON
(084802001)
ODYSSEY ACADEMY - 19.8% 72.1% 75.9% 71.7 42.4 41.3 38.3 48.4
GALVESTON
(084802001) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
OSBORNE EL 34.5% 76.2% 80.7% 80.0 57.0 54.0 51.0 60.5
(101912213)
OSBORNE EL 17.8% 75.7% 78.6% 75.2 40.0 41.6 42.3 49.8
(101912213) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
PEGASUS CHARTER H 31.1% 56.8% 50.6% 54.0 30.0 26.0 100.0 525
S (057802001)
PEGASUS CHARTER H 32.1% 72.2% 75.5% 69.7 43.8 415 43.4 49.6
S (057802001) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
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Campus Name Attrition STAAR STAAR Index 1: | Index 2: Index 3: Index 4: TEA
Reading Math Student | Student Closing Postsec- Com-
Passing Passing Achieve- | Progress Perfor ondary posite

mance Readi- Perfor
mance
Index
RAUL YZAGUIRRE 18.8% 80.0% 89.6% 86.0 48.0 53.0 52.0 59.8
SCHOOL FOR
SUCCESS (101806101)
RAUL YZAGUIRRE 16.1% 87.9% 92.0% 81.6 32.9 47.9 80.2 60.4
SCHOOL FOR
SUCCESS (101806101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
RAUL YZAGUIRRE 21.2% 65.4% 68.8% 68.0 41.0 43.0 41.0 48.2
SCHOOL FOR
SUCCESS (101806102)
RAUL YZAGUIRRE 20.0% 79.3% 74.6% 83.3 37.5 49.9 71.0 60.6
SCHOOL FOR
SUCCESS (101806102) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
REAL LEARNING 23.8% 63.7% 74.1% 64.0 40.0 29.0 30.0 40.8
ACADEMY (227803102)
REAL LEARNING 34.6% 57.5% 61.8% 58.1 35.2 29.2 28.5 36.3
ACADEMY (227803102) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
RESPONSIVE 53.0% 68.5% 51.0% 56.0 34.0 25.0 23.0 34.5
EDUCATION VIRTUAL
LEARN (221801022)
RESPONSIVE 16.9% 67.3% 68.0% 64.6 42 1 36.6 32.5 44.0
EDUCATION VIRTUAL
LEARN (221801022) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
RICHARDSON 37.2% 82.9% 64.6% 74.0 35.0 36.0 33.0 44.5
CLASSICAL ACADEMY
(221801059)
RICHARDSON 14.5% 96.5% 99.0% 88.0 31.1 52.9 83.5 63.9
CLASSICAL ACADEMY
(221801059) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
RIPLEY HOUSE 10.9% 50.8% 67.7% 56.0 34.0 31.0 28.0 37.2
CHARTER SCHOOL
(101853101)
RIPLEY HOUSE 42.8% 47 .6% 54.0% 47.2 38.9 24.7 16.4 32.1
CHARTER SCHOOL
(101853101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
RISE ACADEMY 9.3% 91.8% 96.5% 94.0 48.0 62.0 65.0 67.2
(152802101)
RISE ACADEMY 27.6% 75.7% 82.2% 77.7 40.5 44.7 49.8 53.2
(152802101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
SARAH STRINDEN EL 13.9% 76.0% 76.4% 76.0 37.0 41.0 35.0 47.2
(003801103)
SARAH STRINDEN EL 18.8% 66.5% 71.5% 71.3 38.2 425 47.8 49.9
(003801103) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
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Campus Name

HIGHLY GIFTED
(057910135)

SCHOOL FOR THE

Attrition STAAR
Reading
Passing

10.4%

100.0%

STAAR
Math
Passing

100.0%

Index 1:
Student
Achieve-

99.0

Index 2:
Student
Progress

57.0

Index 3:
Closing
Perfor
mance

Index 4:
Postsec-
ondary
Readi-

TEA
Com-
posite
Perfor
mance
Index

76.0 98.0

SCHOOL FOR THE
HIGHLY GIFTED
(057910135) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

22.9%

64.1%

68.5%

63.7

36.1

34.9 31.6 41.6

SCHOOL OF SCIENCE
AND TECHNOLOGY
(015831001)

30.9%

79.5%

87.2%

81.0

40.0

44.0 45.0 52.5

SCHOOL OF SCIENCE
AND TECHNOLOGY
(015831001) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

20.9%

86.4%

75.0%

88.3

39.7

55.3 72.0 64.0

SCHOOL OF SCIENCE
AND TECHNOLOGY
(015831002)

20.2%

81.4%

80.5%

77.0

39.0

44.0 79.0 59.8

SCHOOL OF SCIENCE
AND TECHNOLOGY
(015831002) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

20.9%

86.4%

75.0%

88.3

39.7

55.3 72.0 64.0

SCHOOL OF SCIENCE
AND TECHNOLOGY -
(015827002)

19.2%

80.6%

87.3%

83.0

49.0

54.0 51.0 59.2

SCHOOL OF SCIENCE
AND TECHNOLOGY -
(015827002) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

16.6%

69.6%

74.4%

80.1

30.0

46.6 77.9 58.9

SCHOOL OF SCIENCE
AND TECHNOLOGY A
(015831003)

35.7%

77.4%

87.8%

80.0

41.0

46.0 36.0 50.8

SCHOOL OF SCIENCE
AND TECHNOLOGY A
(015831003) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

21.4%

96.5%

99.0%

86.6

36.3

55.0 73.4 61.5

SCHOOL OF SCIENCE
AND TECHNOLOGY H
(015827003)

34.6%

69.7%

76.3%

71.0

32.0

42.0 32.0 44.2

SCHOOL OF SCIENCE
AND TECHNOLOGY H
(015827003) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

21.4%

96.5%

99.0%

86.6

36.3

55.0 73.4 61.5

SEASHORE LEARNING
CENTER (178808101)

21.3%

93.1%

84.2%

85.0

36.0

45.0 55.3

SEASHORE LEARNING
CENTER (178808101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

21.4%

67.5%

77.3%

69.5

39.6

40.3 471 491

SEGUIN EL (015807102)

24.7%

93.1%

86.4%

83.0

20.0

45.0 21.0 42.2

SEGUIN EL (015807102)
- COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

27.3%

100.0%

76.5

26.5

44.6 76.5 56.2

SER-NINOS CHARTER
EL (101802101)

12.6%

77.3%

79.8%

75.0

47.0

42.0 30.0 48.5
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Campus Name Attrition STAAR STAAR Index 1: | Index 2: Index 3: Index 4: TEA
Reading Math Student | Student Closing Postsec- Com-
Passing Passing Achieve- | Progress Perfor ondary posite

mance Readi- Perfor
mance
Index

SER-NINOS CHARTER 61.1% 68.4% 61.2 38.4 33.3 33.9
EL (101802101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
SER-NINOS CHARTER | 14.3% | 51.9% 58.5% 54.0 33.0 31.0 18.0 34.0
EL Il (101802102)
SER-NINOS CHARTER | 23.1% | 66.0% 73.2% 66.8 426 373 35.0 454
EL I (101802102) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
SHRINERS HOSPITALS
FOR CHILDREN
(227806037)
SOUTHWEST PREP 52.0% | 50.8% 52.5% 440 34.0 23.0 10.0 278
NORTHWEST EL
(015807101)
SOUTHWEST PREP 25.2% | 68.4% 72.3% 66.7 4238 36.8 36.6 457
NORTHWEST EL
(015807101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
SOUTHWEST 37.8%
PREPARATORY
SCHOOL (015807001)
SOUTHWEST 19.8% | 76.8% 77.8% 714 38.7 40.2 57.0 51.8
PREPARATORY
SCHOOL (015807001) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
SOUTHWEST 30.5% | 61.5% 50.0% 420 31.0 18.0 100.0 4738
PREPARATORY
SOUTHEAST
(015807002)
SOUTHWEST 18.8% | 67.9% 68.8% 67.7 427 373 356 458
PREPARATORY
SOUTHEAST
(015807002) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
SOUTHWEST SCHOOLS | 20.7% | 77.4% 88.0% 79.0 48.0 48.0 45.0 55.0
BISSONNET EL CAM
(101838102)
SOUTHWEST SCHOOLS | 20.9% | 65.4% 72.2% 67.2 421 37.7 314 446
BISSONNET EL CAM
(101838102) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
SOUTHWEST SCHOOLS | 18.9% | 66.7% 64.0% 64.0 28.0 36.0 29.0 39.2
MANGUM EL CAMPUS
(101838104)
SOUTHWEST SCHOOLS | 22.5% | 62.0% 67.4% 63.0 37.9 346 343 424
MANGUM EL CAMPUS
(101838104) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
ST ANTHONY ACADEMY | 12.5% | 82.3% 79.2% 81.0 39.0 51.0 39.0 525
(057836101)
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Campus Name

ST ANTHONY ACADEMY

(057836101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

Attrition STAAR
Reading
Passing

26.0%

72.5%

STAAR
Math
Passing

76.4%

Index 1:
Student
Achieve-

72.5

Index 2:
Student
Progress

41.3

Index 3:

Closing
Perfor
mance

38.8

Index

4: TEA

Postsec- Com-

ondary
Readi-

39.3

posite
Perfor
mance
Index

ST MARY'S ACADEMY
CHARTER SCHOOL
(013801101)

11.3%

86.9%

90.4%

86.0

42.0

49.0

54.0

57.8

STMARY'S ACADEMY
CHARTER SCHOOL
(013801101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

15.4%

78.7%

79.4%

78.0

42.3

42.7

45.0

52.0

STEP CHARTER EL
(101859101)

26.2%

81.2%

78.8%

81.0

42.0

47.0

41.0

52.8

STEP CHARTER EL
(101859101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

21.2%

65.1%

75.6%

68.7

42.3

39.4

35.2

46.4

STEP CHARTER I
(101859102)

30.4%

31.2%

56.2%

44.0

23.0

6.0

24.3

STEP CHARTER I
(101859102) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

21.4%

96.5%

99.0%

86.6

36.3

55.0

73.4

61.5

STEPHEN F AUSTIN
STATE UNIVERSITY
(174801101)

9.7%

97.5%

98.4%

97.0

61.0

65.0

78.0

75.2

STEPHEN F AUSTIN
STATE UNIVERSITY
(174801101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

15.2%

85.0%

84.8%

81.9

43.6

45.3

57.8

57.2

TEKOA ACADEMY OF
ACCELERATED
STUDIES (123803101)

60.1%

86.1%

76.4%

81.0

50.0

41.0

19.0

47.8

TEKOA ACADEMY OF
ACCELERATED
STUDIES (123803101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

30.3%

72.3

23.2

41.2

74.2

52.9

TEKOA ACADEMY OF
ACCELERATED
STUDIES (123803103)

48.9%

88.9%

90.0%

71.0

55.0

39.0

30.0

48.8

TEKOA ACADEMY OF
ACCELERATED
STUDIES (123803103) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

20.9%

86.4%

75.0%

88.3

39.7

556.3

72.0

64.0

TEMPLE CHARTER
ACADEMY (014803101)

42.9%

73.1%

72.2%

67.0

36.0

37.0

62.0

50.5

TEMPLE CHARTER
ACADEMY (014803101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

22.8%

73.7%

80.5%

72.6

404

434

48.2

TEXAS EMPOWERMENT
ACADEMY EL
(227805101)

19.2%

65.6%

71.3%

67.0

44.0

32.0

26.0

42.2
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Campus Name

TEXAS EMPOWERMENT

ACADEMY EL
(227805101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

Attrition STAAR
Reading
Passing

16.1%

87.9%

STAAR
Math
Passing

92.0%

Index 1:
Student
Achieve-

81.6

Index 2:
Student
Progress

32.9

Index 3:

Closing
Perfor
mance

47.9

Index

4: TEA

Postsec- Com-

ondary
Readi-

80.2

posite
Perfor
mance
Index

TEXAS LEADERSHIP OF
ABILENE (226801004)

34.2%

63.9%

60.5%

59.0

29.0

31.0

18.0

34.2

TEXAS LEADERSHIP OF
ABILENE (226801004) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

10.9%

79.7%

83.3%

76.9

26.9

45.7

63.5

53.1

TEXAS LEADERSHIP OF
ARLINGTON
(226801003)

35.9%

60.3%

56.9%

54.0

34.0

27.0

22.0

34.2

TEXAS LEADERSHIP OF
ARLINGTON
(226801003) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

18.5%

80.2%

81.2%

74.4

271

444

65.8

52.8

TEXAS LEADERSHIP OF
MIDLAND (226801002)

30.2%

56.6%

59.6%

56.0

43.0

26.0

21.0

36.5

TEXAS LEADERSHIP OF
MIDLAND (226801002) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

20.6%

67.0%

68.6%

68.7

39.7

37.8

34.7

45.2

TEXAS PREPARATORY
SCHOOL (105802041)

34.3%

100.0%

85.7%

78.0

88.0

45.0

30.0

60.2

TEXAS PREPARATORY
SCHOOL (105802041) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

20.2%

96.5%

99.0%

86.6

36.3

55.0

73.8

62.0

TEXAS PREPARATORY
SCHOOL - AUSTIN
(105802101)

48.8%

90.0%

100.0%

56.0

56.0

39.0

10.0

40.2

TEXAS PREPARATORY
SCHOOL - AUSTIN
(105802101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

21.4%

96.5%

99.0%

86.6

36.3

55.0

73.4

61.5

TEXAS SCHOOL OF THE
ARTS (220814101)

30.6%

83.8%

79.7%

78.0

42.0

40.0

46.0

51.5

TEXAS SCHOOL OF THE
ARTS (220814101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

31.4%

63.5%

65.2%

63.6

33.7

33.5

39.5

40.5

TEXAS SERENITY
ACADEMY (170801003)

32.2%

79.1%

85.6%

85.0

49.0

53.0

46.0

58.2

TEXAS SERENITY
ACADEMY (170801003) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

29.1%

76.5%

80.4%

84.1

28.1

49.9

64.8

56.7

TEXAS SERENITY
ACADEMY - GANO
(170801004)

53.3%

95.7%

95.7%

93.0

87.0

65.0

58.0

75.8

TEXAS SERENITY
ACADEMY - GANO
(170801004) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

21.4%

96.5%

99.0%

86.6

36.3

55.0

73.4

61.5
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Campus Name Attrition STAAR STAAR Index 1: | Index 2: Index 3: Index 4: TEA
Reading Math Student | Student Closing Postsec- Com-
Passing Passing Achieve- | Progress Perfor ondary posite

mance Readi- Perfor

mance

Index
THE EAST AUSTIN 29.8% 67.9% 76.9% 70.0 54.0 43.0 41.0 52.0
COLLEGE PREP AT SO
(227824001)
THE EAST AUSTIN 21.5% 68.1% 70.4% 68.9 38.3 38.2 38.8 46.1
COLLEGE PREP AT SO
(227824001) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
THE FOUNDATION *
SCHOOL FOR AUTISM
(221801040)
THE FOUNDATION 12.7% 81.0% 87.6% 81.1 46.0 455 46.4 54.7
SCHOOL FOR AUTISM
(221801040) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
THE OLIVE TREE 64.7% 84.1% 65.9% 68.0 38.0 34.0 30.0 42.5
MONTESSORI
ACADEMY (220811102)
THE OLIVE TREE 16.4% 96.5% 99.0% 86.3 30.6 51.9 83.8 63.1
MONTESSORI
ACADEMY (220811102) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
THE RHODES SCHOOL - | 45.7% 79.6% 73.2% 73.0 37.0 37.0 30.0 44.2
HUMBLE (101861105)
THE RHODES SCHOOL - | 20.9% 86.4% 75.0% 88.3 39.7 55.3 72.0 64.0
HUMBLE (101861105) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
THE RHODES SCHOOL - | 33.9% 57.4% 57.4% 54.0 29.0 27.0 16.0 31.5
NORTHSHORE
(101861102)
THE RHODES SCHOOL - | 31.9% 51.5% 57.3% 62.4 36.1 35.8 42.7 44.2
NORTHSHORE
(101861102) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
THE RHODES SCHOOL - | 41.9% 64.5% 58.1% 57.0 17.0 34.0 23.0 32.8
NW (101861104)
THE RHODES SCHOOL - | 39.0% 51.6% 57.7% 541 354 27.5 39.1 39.0
NW (101861104) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
THE RHODES SCHOOL - | 97.1% 38.5% 33.0 17.0 23.0 17.0 225
SOUTHEAST
(101861103)
THE RHODES SCHOOL - | 27.9% 62.6% 63.9% 62.1 33.1 31.7 32.9 37.6
SOUTHEAST
(101861103) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
THE VARNETT SCHOOL | 32.1% 71.3% 83.5% 75.0 45.0 42.0 42.0 51.0
- EAST (101814103)
THE VARNETT SCHOOL | 22.9% 61.1% 69.2% 64.5 36.9 35.9 38.3 43.9
- EAST (1018141083) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
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Campus Name

THE VARNETT SCHOOL

- NORTHEAST
(101814102)

Attrition STAAR
Reading
Passing

34.8%

66.3%

STAAR
Math
Passing

72.0%

Index 1:
Student
Achieve-

67.0

Index 2:
Student
Progress

41.0

Index 3:

Closing
Perfor
mance

37.0

Index

4: TEA

Postsec- Com-

ondary
Readi-

26.0

posite
Perfor
mance
Index

THE VARNETT SCHOOL
- NORTHEAST
(101814102) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

30.3%

72.3

23.2

41.2

74.2

52.9

TLC ACADEMY
(226801001)

23.3%

74.2%

69.1%

71.0

39.0

35.0

75.0

55.0

TLC ACADEMY
(226801001) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

20.2%

66.3%

721%

69.0

36.7

37.5

424

46.4

TRAVIS HTS EL
(227901140)

19.7%

73.6%

77.8%

74.0

52.0

41.0

49.0

54.0

TRAVIS HTS EL
(227901140 -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

16.7%

74.3%

77.8%

71.2

35.8

40.7

55.9

50.9

TREETOPS SCHOOL
INTERNATIONAL
(220801001)

24.3%

87.8%

85.4%

86.0

46.0

45.0

77.0

63.5

TREETOPS SCHOOL
INTERNATIONAL
(220801001) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

25.7%

71.0%

77.4%

74.8

41.6

449

434

51.2

TRINITY BASIN
PREPARATORY
(057813101)

14.0%

67.5%

74.1%

69.0

40.0

39.0

28.0

44.0

TRINITY BASIN
PREPARATORY
(057813101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

21.5%

73.7%

79.5%

76.2

41.0

42.2

45.8

51.3

TRINITY
ENVIRONMENTAL
ACADEMY (057849001)

43.3%

51.6%

47.4%

51.0

25.0

28.0

9.0

28.2

TRINITY
ENVIRONMENTAL
ACADEMY (057849001) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

21.6%

71.2%

78.9%

77.5

434

46.2

49.3

54.1

TRIVIUM ACADEMY
(061805001)

19.0%

87.6%

87.6%

83.0

41.0

68.0

52.0

61.0

TRIVIUM ACADEMY
(061805001) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

27.9%

62.6%

63.9%

62.1

33.1

31.7

32.9

37.6

TSU CHARTER LAB
SCHOOL (101912328)

53.2%

TSU CHARTER LAB
SCHOOL (101912328) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

25.8%

75.9%

78.5%

75.5

34.5

42.3

43.5

49.0

TWO DIMENSIONS /
VICKERY (101840103)

28.0%

741%

67.2%

70.0

31.0

40.0

35.0

44.0

Page | C-37

42.8




Campus Name Attrition STAAR STAAR Index 1: | Index 2: Index 3: Index 4: TEA
Reading Math Student | Student Closing Postsec- Com-
Passing Passing Achieve- | Progress Perfor ondary posite

mance Readi- Perfor

mance

Index
TWO DIMENSIONS / 96.5% 99.0% 86.6 36.3 55.0 73.4 61.5
VICKERY (101840103) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
TWO DIMENSIONS AT 60.6%
CORSICANA
(101840102)
TWO DIMENSIONS AT 21.4% 96.5% 99.0% 86.6 36.3 55.0 73.4 61.5
CORSICANA
(101840102) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
TWO DIMENSIONS 30.9% 80.6% 86.1% 86.0 45.0 48.0 31.0 52.5
PREPARATORY
ACADEMY (101840101)
TWO DIMENSIONS 16.4% 96.5% 99.0% 86.3 30.6 51.9 83.8 63.1
PREPARATORY
ACADEMY (101840101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
TYLER CLASSICAL 22.3% 80.6% 77.6% 76.0 31.0 47.0 31.0 46.2
ACADEMY (221801046)
TYLER CLASSICAL 36.7% 76.5% 80.3% 81.6 29.2 48.3 69.8 57.2
ACADEMY (221801046) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
UME PREPARATORY 11.5% 86.9% 82.8% 84.0 42.0 43.0 52.0 55.2
ACADEMY (057845001)
UME PREPARATORY 28.0% 78.2% 79.9% 81.5 39.8 47.0 55.2 55.9
ACADEMY (057845001) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
UME PREPARATORY 49.6% 57.1% 55.4% 52.0 32.0 18.0 18.0 30.0
ACADEMY - DUNCANVI
(057845002)
UME PREPARATORY 20.0% 79.3% 74.6% 83.3 37.5 49.9 71.0 60.6
ACADEMY - DUNCANVI
(057845002) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
UNIV OF HOUSTON 17.7% 82.5% 70.2% 73.0 51.0 31.0 35.0 47.5
CHARTER SCH-TECH
(101807101)
UNIV OF HOUSTON 15.9% 75.5% 76.0% 73.1 36.7 40.6 56.3 51.7
CHARTER SCH-TECH
(101807101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
UNIVERSAL ACADEMY 24.1% 77.5% 75.1% 76.0 36.0 44.0 68.0 56.0
(057808101)
UNIVERSAL ACADEMY 17.5% 69.6% 74.4% 80.1 30.0 46.6 77.9 58.9
(057808101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
UNIVERSAL ACADEMY - | 32.7% 94.1% 94.7% 94.0 56.0 58.0 73.0 70.2
COPPELL (057808102)
UNIVERSAL ACADEMY - | 18.6% 79.3% 74.6% 83.2 33.7 49.7 78.0 61.3
COPPELL (057808102) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
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Campus Name Attrition STAAR STAAR Index 1: | Index 2: Index 3: Index 4: TEA
Reading Math Student | Student Closing Postsec- Com-
Passing Passing Achieve- | Progress Perfor ondary posite

mance Readi- Perfor
mance
Index

UNIVERSITY OF TEXAS | 19.2% | 71.3% 81.4% 73.0 47.0 38.0 31.0

EL CHARTER SCHOOL
(227819101)
UNIVERSITY OF TEXAS | 21.1% | 81.0% 84.4% 81.0 49.9 491 52.9 58.6
EL CHARTER SCHOOL
(227819101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
UPLIFT EDUCATION - 10.0% | 67.7% 71.8% 64.0 39.0 31.0 27.0 40.2
INFINITY PREPARATORY
(057803102)
UPLIFT EDUCATION - 158% | 87.9% 92.0% 83.0 30.7 482 80.2 60.3
INFINITY PREPARATORY
(057803102) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
UPLIFT EDUCATION - 15.7% | 61.3% 62.0% 60.0 26.0 37.0 32.0 388
UPLIFT GRAND PRAIRIE
(057803003)
UPLIFT EDUCATION - 16.4% | 96.5% 99.0% 86.3 30.6 51.9 83.8 63.1
UPLIFT GRAND PRAIRIE
(057803003) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
UPLIFT 4.7% 93.1% 941% 93.0 56.0 62.0 66.0 69.2
EDUCATION-NORTH
HILLS PREP (057803101)
UPLIFT 30.3% 72.3 23.2 A2 742 529
EDUCATION-NORTH
HILLS PREP (057803101)
- COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
UPLIFT GRADUS 275% | 52.1% 58.3% 55.0 30.0 36.0 17.0 345
PREPARATORY
(057803103)
UPLIFT GRADUS 16.4% | 96.5% 99.0% 86.3 306 51.9 838 63.1
PREPARATORY
(057803103) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
UPLIFT HAMPTON 20.0% | 56.7% 65.1% 61.0 41.0 33.0 22.0 39.2
PREPARATORY PRI
(057803111)
UPLIFT HAMPTON 16.1% | 87.9% 92.0% 81.6 32.9 479 80.2 60.4
PREPARATORY PRI
(057803111) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
UPLIFT HEIGHTS 125% | 64.9% 80.0% 69.0 420 40.0 32.0 458
PREPARATORY PRI
(057803104)
UPLIFT HEIGHTS 27.3% | 100.0% 76.5 26.5 446 76.5 56.2
PREPARATORY PRI
(057803104) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
UPLIFT LEE (057910136) | 25.5% | 89.2% 86.5% 88.0 36.0 62.0 50.0 59.0
UPLIFT LEE (057910136) | 22.2% | 65.1% 71.9% 67.1 38.0 38.1 40.9 46.0
- COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
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Reading Math Student | Student Closing Postsec- Com-
Passing Passing Achieve- | Progress Perfor ondary posite

mance Readi- Perfor
mance
Index

UPLIFT LUNA 13.4% 74.8% 84.7% 76.0 44.0 43.0 39.0 50.5

PREPARATORY PRI
(057803107)
UPLIFT LUNA 17.5% 69.6% 74.4% 80.1 30.0 46.6 77.9 58.9
PREPARATORY PRI
(057803107) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
UPLIFT MERIDIAN 19.8% 53.9% 65.3% 55.0 36.0 29.0 23.0 35.8
SCHOOL (057803108)
UPLIFT MERIDIAN 16.6% 87.9% 92.0% 81.6 32.9 47.9 80.2 60.4
SCHOOL (057803108) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
UPLIFT MIGHTY 11.5% 59.8% 63.8% 59.0 35.0 35.0 23.0 38.0
SCHOOL (057803008)
UPLIFT MIGHTY 20.9% 86.4% 75.0% 88.3 39.7 55.3 72.0 64.0
SCHOOL (057803008) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
UPLIFT PEAK PRE-K
(057803113)
UPLIFT PEAK PRE-K 28.1% 71.5% 75.7% 76.8 40.2 43.7 48.5 52.3
(057803113) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
UPLIFT PEAK 3.6% 73.1% 78.8% 71.0 36.0 39.0 36.0 45.5
PREPARATORY PRI
(057803110)
UPLIFT PEAK 42.8% 47.6% 54.0% 47.2 38.9 24.7 16.4 32.1
PREPARATORY PRI
(057803110) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
UPLIFT PINNACLE 12.5% 65.7% 75.6% 66.0 38.0 34.0 24.0 40.5
PREPARATORY PRI
(057803105)
UPLIFT PINNACLE 16.6% 69.6% 74.4% 80.1 30.0 46.6 77.9 58.9
PREPARATORY PRI
(057803105) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
UPLIFT SUMMIT 6.4% 75.3% 83.9% 76.0 46.0 46.0 47.0 53.8
INTERNATIONAL PRI
(057803109)
UPLIFT SUMMIT 20.0% 79.3% 74.6% 83.3 37.5 49.9 71.0 60.6
INTERNATIONAL PRI
(057803109) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
UPLIFT TRIUMPH 13.5% 68.7% 75.5% 69.0 39.0 41.0 48.0 49.2
PREPARATORY
SCHOOL (057803106)
UPLIFT TRIUMPH 16.6% 69.6% 74.4% 80.1 30.0 46.6 77.9 58.9
PREPARATORY
SCHOOL (057803106) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
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mance Readi- Perfor
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Index
UPLIFT WILLIAMS 6.8% 64.3% 61.0 38.0 35.0 32.0 41.5
PREPARATORY PRI
(057803112)
UPLIFT WILLIAMS 29.0% 76.5% 80.4% 73.8 27.7 42.8 65.8 52.6
PREPARATORY PRI
(057803112) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
UT TYLER INNOVATION 15.9% 92.4% 85.1% 89.0 45.0 56.0 60.0 62.5
ACADEMY - LONG
(212804102)
UT TYLER INNOVATION 30.2% 59.7% 67.5% 63.0 34.7 32.9 32.6 40.8
ACADEMY - LONG
(212804102) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
UTPB STEM ACADEMY 18.5% 82.6% 80.6% 79.0 43.0 42.0 42.0 51.5
(068803001)
UTPB STEM ACADEMY 19.3% 80.2% 81.2% 73.0 26.5 43.7 67.5 52.5
(068803001) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
VANGUARD 12.8% 82.0% 79.7% 79.0 34.0 45.0 45.0 50.8
BEETHOVEN
(108808105)
VANGUARD 36.7% 52.1% 58.4% 55.7 35.4 28.3 36.9 39.1
BEETHOVEN
(108808105) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
VANGUARD MOZART 14.4% 78.8% 82.5% 77.0 42.0 42.0 38.0 49.8
(108808104)
VANGUARD MOZART 24.4% 63.4% 69.8% 64.2 38.2 36.6 31.8 42.7
(108808104) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
VANGUARD PICASSO 7.2% 83.5% 90.0% 84.0 47.0 54.0 56.0 60.2
(108808103)
VANGUARD PICASSO 19.5% 71.0% 74.5% 70.8 42.5 39.7 40.3 48.3
(108808103) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
VANGUARD 11.8% 81.7% 78.8% 83.0 41.0 50.0 88.0 65.5
REMBRANDT
(108808101)
VANGUARD 22.5% 76.3% 81.2% 741 37.0 41.0 53.4 51.4
REMBRANDT
(108808101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
VARNETT CHARTER 45.5% 59.2% 58.7% 60.0 35.0 35.0 24.0 38.5
SCHOOL (101814101)
VARNETT CHARTER 22.4% 79.6% 83.8% 78.8 44.9 45.3 50.1 54.8
SCHOOL (101814101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
VICTORY 43.0% 54.9% 54.8% 53.0 34.0 26.0 15.0 32.0
PREPARATORY K-8
ACADEMY (101912489)
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Reading Math Student | Student Closing Postsec- Com-
Passing Passing Achieve- | Progress Perfor ondary posite

mance Readi- Perfor
mance
Index
VICTORY 23.5% 62.5% 67.5% 63.4 39.2 35.0 28.3 41.5
PREPARATORY K-8
ACADEMY (101912489) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
VILLAGE TECH 16.5% 75.3% 69.4% 73.0 34.0 37.0 43.0 46.8
SCHOOLS (057847001)
VILLAGE TECH 34.2% 42.3% 51.0% 50.6 36.6 26.3 29.3 36.0
SCHOOLS (057847001) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
VISTA ACADEMY OF 18.4% 94.0% 91.9% 89.0 38.0 52.0 80.0 64.8
AMARILLO (221801011)
VISTA ACADEMY OF 9.9% 83.8% 86.6% 78.1 28.9 46.2 59.2 53.0
AMARILLO (221801011) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
VISTA ACADEMY OF 37.2% 72.2% 70.4% 67.0 33.0 35.0 31.0 41.5
AUSTIN-MUELLER
(221801048)
VISTA ACADEMY OF 31.9% 51.5% 57.3% 62.4 36.1 35.8 42.7 44.2
AUSTIN-MUELLER
(221801048) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
VISTA ACADEMY OF 24.7% 79.2% 61.0% 67.0 22.0 30.0 23.0 35.5
BEAUMONT (221801052)
VISTA ACADEMY OF 20.9% 86.4% 75.0% 88.3 39.7 55.3 72.0 64.0
BEAUMONT (221801052)
- COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
VISTA ACADEMY OF 18.5% 75.3% 82.2% 79.0 43.0 41.0 36.0 49.8
CROCKETT (221801045)
VISTA ACADEMY OF 30.6% 57.5% 65.9% 62.7 34.1 32.3 32.1 40.3
CROCKETT (221801045)
- COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
VISTA ACADEMY OF 58.3% 67.4% 59.0 34.0 31.0 18.0 35.5
DALLAS (221801006)
VISTA ACADEMY OF 42.8% 47.6% 54.0% 47.2 38.9 24.7 16.4 32.1
DALLAS (221801006) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
VISTA ACADEMY OF 45.1% 85.3% 80.7% 73.0 39.0 33.0 31.0 44.0
EDINBURG (221801044)
VISTA ACADEMY OF 16.4% 96.5% 99.0% 86.3 30.6 51.9 83.8 63.1
EDINBURG (221801044)
- COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
VISTA ACADEMY OF 27.7% 69.1% 73.2% 68.0 35.0 36.0 30.0 42.2
GARLAND (221801026)
VISTA ACADEMY OF 14.1% 67.2% 73.1% 72.8 30.3 415 50.6 48.7
GARLAND (221801026) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
VISTA ACADEMY OF 100.0% | 83.9% 79.0% 81.0 39.0 48.0 50.0 545
HICKORY CREEK
(221801020)
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Index
VISTA ACADEMY OF 29.0% 76.5% 80.4% 73.8 . 42.8 65.8 52.6
HICKORY CREEK
(221801020) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
VISTA ACADEMY OF 31.6% 69.9% 59.7% 61.0 30.0 31.0 21.0 35.8
HUMBLE (221801057)
VISTA ACADEMY OF 20.0% 79.3% 74.6% 83.3 37.5 49.9 71.0 60.6
HUMBLE (221801057) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
VISTA ACADEMY OF 31.3% 64.9% 51.4% 58.0 32.0 30.0 23.0 35.8
HUNTSVILLE
(221801005)
VISTA ACADEMY OF 23.2% 74.5% 77.7% 71.7 42.7 39.6 39.5 48.4
HUNTSVILLE
(221801005) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
VISTA ACADEMY OF 46.7% 75.0% 84.2% 77.0 49.0 48.0 38.0 53.0
JASPER (221801033)
VISTA ACADEMY OF 25.7% 65.4% 75.0% 70.3 43.3 415 34.9 475
JASPER (221801033) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
VISTA ACADEMY OF 42.9% 79.1% 65.5% 73.0 35.0 44.0 26.0 44.5
PASADENA (221801055)
VISTA ACADEMY OF 32.0% 47.6% 54.0% 63.5 37.5 36.8 44 1 45.6
PASADENA (221801055)
- COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
VISTA ACADEMY OF 35.9% 78.9% 78.4% 77.0 33.0 44.0 36.0 47.5
THE WOODLANDS
(221801050)
VISTA ACADEMY OF 39.0% 51.6% 57.7% 541 35.4 275 39.1 39.0
THE WOODLANDS
(221801050) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
VISTA ACADEMY OF 29.5% 69.4% 60.7% 62.0 25.0 32.0 27.0 36.5
WILLIS (221801025)
VISTA ACADEMY OF 45.5% 76.9% 82.3 25.4 475 82.4 59.3
WILLIS (221801025) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
VISTA DEL FUTURO 30.9% 90.5% 94.6% 93.0 59.0 59.0 62.0 68.2
CHARTER SCHOOL
(071809001)
VISTA DEL FUTURO 21.4% 96.5% 99.0% 86.6 36.3 55.0 73.4 61.5
CHARTER SCHOOL
(071809001) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
WACO CHARTER 15.1% 62.5% 63.8% 60.0 41.0 32.0 15.0 37.0
SCHOOL (161801101)
WACO CHARTER 31.9% 51.5% 57.3% 62.4 36.1 35.8 42.7 44.2
SCHOOL (161801101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
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WAXAHACHIE FAMILY 55.4% 66.7% 49.0 45.0 24.0 19.0 34.2
FAITH ACADEMY
(070801101)
WAXAHACHIE FAMILY 39.0% 51.6% 57.7% 541 35.4 27.5 39.1 39.0
FAITH ACADEMY
(070801101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
WELLS BRANCH 35.4% 71.9% 66.0% 69.0 35.0 34.0 31.0 42.2
LEADERSHIP ACADEMY
(015822009)
WELLS BRANCH 15.8% 87.9% 92.0% 83.0 30.7 48.2 80.2 60.3
LEADERSHIP ACADEMY
(015822009) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
WESLEY EL (101912254) | 36.2% 42.9% 41.9% 39.0 38.0 19.0 12.0 27.0
WESLEY EL (101912254) | 17.9% 75.2% 77.6% 74.3 37.1 40.0 46.2 49.4
- COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
WESTLAKE ACADEMY 10.9% 96.9% 97.4% 96.0 45.0 72.0 96.0 77.2
(220810001)
WESTLAKE ACADEMY 21.1% 68.7% 74.4% 68.5 36.6 38.8 457 47.4
(220810001) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
WILLIAM B TRAVIS 17.8% 51.0% 61.0% 55.0 30.0 31.0 19.0 33.8
WORLD LANGUAGE
ACADEMY (057910137)
WILLIAM B TRAVIS 18.3% 68.8% 69.9% 70.0 34.4 41.2 55.7 50.3
WORLD LANGUAGE
ACADEMY (057910137) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
YOUNG LEARNERS
(101838101)
YOUNG LEARNERS 28.5% 65.6% 67.6% 62.9 40.3 34.8 31.4 42.3
(101838101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
YOUNG LEARNERS
(101912392)
YOUNG LEARNERS 21.2% 73.9% 80.4% 721 39.3 40.4 47.7 49.9
(101912392) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
YOUNG SCHOLARS 33.1% 72.9% 81.2% 74.0 42.0 36.0 23.0 43.8
ACADEMY FOR
EXCELLENCE
(101912371)
YOUNG SCHOLARS 21.2% 64.7% 71.2% 69.5 39.4 415 39.1 47.4
ACADEMY FOR
EXCELLENCE
(101912371) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
ZOE LEARNING ACAD - 73.9% 78.3% 64.0 32.0 38.0 25.0 39.8
AMBASSADOR CAM
(101850102)
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AMBASSADOR CAM
(101850102) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

ZOE LEARNING ACAD - 35.8% 86.4% 75.0% 69.0 28.6 40.0 76.2 53.7

ZOE LEARNING 56.1% 63.9% 56.0 29.0 26.0 11.0 30.5
ACADEMY (101850101)

ZOE LEARNING 20.9% | 86.4% 75.0% 88.3 39.7 55.3 72.0 64.0
ACADEMY (101850101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

Source: Texas Academic Performance Reports, Texas Education Agency, 2016—17. Public Education
Information Management System, Texas Education Agency, 2016—17 and 2017-18.
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Table C2. Campus-Level Academic Performance Outcomes for Charter School Campuses and
Means for Each Charter School’s Matched Traditional Public School Campuses, Middle School
Campuses

Campus Name Attrition  STAAR STAAR Index 1: | Index 2:  Index 3: Index 4: | TEA Annual
Read- Math Student Student @ Closing | Postsec- @ Com- Dropout
ing Pass- Achieve- | Progress| Perfor ondary posite Rate

Pass- ing mance Readi- Perfor
ing mance

A+ UNLIMITED 50.0% | 83.7% | 64.3% | 66.0 22.0 34.0 19.0 35.2
POTENTIAL
(101871041)
A+ UNLIMITED 158% | 87.9% | 92.0% | 83.0 30.7 482 80.3 60.5 13%
POTENTIAL
(101871041) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
A+UP UNIVERSITY 441% | 742% | 625% | 67.0 32.0 43.0 35.0 442
(101871102)
A+UP UNIVERSITY 153% | 69.8% | 70.7% | 756 420 436 51.8 533 0.1%
(101871102) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
ACCELERATED INT
CHARTER SCHOOL
(101849041)
ACCELERATED INT 255% | 73.1% | 79.0% | 754 38.6 447 51.8 526 0.5%
CHARTER SCHOOL
(101849041) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
ANNE FRANK INSPIRE | 39.3% | 83.8% | 64.6% | 73.0 36.0 37.0 39.0 46.2 1.8%
ACADEMY
(015808009)
ANNE FRANK INSPIRE | 34.4% | 57.5% | 61.8% | 56.9 342 29.6 314 38.0 15.9%
ACADEMY
(015808009) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
ARISTOI CLASSICAL | 33.0% | 85.0% | 77.7% | 79.0 32.0 38.0 420 4738 0.0%
UPPER SCHOOL
(101803001)
ARISTOI CLASSICAL | 24.0% | 61.1% | 71.4% | 71.0 37.7 419 415 48.0 0.2%
UPPER SCHOOL
(101803001) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
ARLINGTON 35.7% | 90.7% | 88.1% | 91.0 440 57.0 63.0 63.8 0.0%
CLASSICS ACADEMY -
MS (220802040)
ARLINGTON 184% | 78.7% | 85.2% | 76.6 416 445 51.3 53.5 2.6%
CLASSICS ACADEMY -
MS (220802040) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
ATHLOS LEADERSHIP | 24.6% | 785% | 78.6% | 78.0 33.0 44.0 430 495
ACADEMY -
BROWNSVILLE
(015822010)
ATHLOS LEADERSHIP | 17.6% | 69.6% | 74.4% | 76.3 27.9 42.8 842 57.4 0.5%
ACADEMY -
BROWNSVILLE
(015822010 -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
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Campus Name Attrition  STAAR STAAR Index 1: | Index 2:  Index 3: Index 4: | TEA Annual
Read- Math Student Student @ Closing | Postsec- @ Com- Dropout
ing Pass- Achieve- | Progress| Perfor ondary posite Rate

Pass- ing mance Readi- Perfor
ing mance

AUSTIN ACHIEVE 18.9% | 69.8% | 67.4% | 71.0 32.0 40.0 31.0 435
PUBLIC SCHOOLS
(227825001)
AUSTIN ACHIEVE 20.1% | 86.4% | 75.0% | 83.0 35.0 51.0 65.2 58.8 1.2%
PUBLIC SCHOOLS
(227825001) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
AZLEWAY - WILLOW 0.0 0.0
BEND (046802011)
BASIS SAN ANTONIO | 30.9% | 97.4% | 99.1% | 97.0 47.0 68.0 82.0 735 0.0%
MEDICAL CENTER
(015834001)
BASIS SAN ANTONIO | 28.4% | 705% | 77.1% | 722 7 40.0 40.0 48.6 2.2%
MEDICAL CENTER
(015834001) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
BASIS SAN ANTONIO 96.6% | 98.0% | 97.0 47.0 64.0 82.0 725 0.4%
NORTH CENTRAL
(015834002)
BASIS SAN ANTONIO | 17.5% | 65.2% | 73.0% | 80.2 436 46.9 61.3 58.0 0.1%
NORTH CENTRAL
(015834002) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
C O R E ACADEMY 365% | 39.4% | 39.0 32.0 19.0 77.0 418 0.0%
(101869001)
C O R E ACADEMY 158% | 87.9% | 92.0% | 83.0 30.7 482 80.3 60.5 1.3%
(101869001) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
CALVIN NELMS 248% | 88.8% | 87.8% | 89.0 430 55.0 55.0 60.5 0.0%
MIDDLE (101837041)
CALVIN NELMS 22.6% | 75.3% | 82.3% | 774 408 453 50.6 53.6 1.3%
MIDDLE (101837041) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
CARPE DIEM 46.9% | 60.6% | 29.6% | 43.0 29.0 21.0 16.0 27.2 1.3%
SCHOOLS
(015837001)
CARPE DIEM 428% | 47.6% | 54.0% | 47.2 38.9 247 16.4 321 4.2%
SCHOOLS
(015837001) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
COASTAL VILLAGE 69.5% | 68.9% | 60.0 46.0 33.0 18.0 39.2 0.6%
MIDDLE (084902047)
COASTAL VILLAGE 215% | 67.9% | 775% | 71.7 38.7 40.2 40.8 478 1.2%
MIDDLE (084902047) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
CORINTH CLASSICAL | 13.0% | 87.7% | 87.7% | 87.0 40.0 48.0 50.0 56.2 0.0%
ACADEMY
(221801064)
CORINTH CLASSICAL | 40.1% | 51.6% | 57.7% | 54.2 346 28.1 401 39.2 11.8%
ACADEMY
(221801064) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
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CORNERSTONE 13.4% | 98.4% | 99.6% | 98.0 54.0 65.0 83.0 75.0 0.0%
ACADEMY
(101920048)
CORNERSTONE 17.6% | 72.6% | 756% | 71.3 383 7 513 50.7 1.4%
ACADEMY
(101920048 -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
CUMBERLAND 18.8% | 77.2% | 75.9% | 76.0 36.0 39.0 37.0 47.0 0.0%
ACADEMY MIDDLE
(212801041)
CUMBERLAND 228% | 80.1% | 81.2% | 70.4 37.9 418 555 514 3.9%
ACADEMY MIDDLE
(212801041) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
DAVINCI SCHOOL 40.7% | 83.1% | 88.2% | 81.0 36.0 41.0 89.0 61.8 0.4%
FOR SCIENCE AND
THE (071801003)
DAVINCI SCHOOL 16.6% | 87.9% | 92.0% | 81.6 32.9 479 80.2 60.4 0.5%
FOR SCIENCE AND
THE (071801003) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
DAVIS MIDDLE 282% | 56.0% | 55.1% | 53.0 36.0 27.0 17.0 332 1.3%
(015907043)
DAVIS MIDDLE 22.9% | 62.8% | 67.9% | 63.9 375 33.7 27.8 40.7 0.3%
(015907043) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
DRPAULSSAENZJH | 36.2% | 69.7% | 62.9% | 62.0 410 34.0 21.0 395 1.3%
(015806041)
DRPAULS SAENZJH | 22.1% | 63.9% | 71.8% | 70.1 421 40.7 440 492 1.8%
(015806041) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
DR TERRY ROBBINS | 10.2% | 84.9% | 81.9% | 79.0 32.0 35.0 33.0 448
MIDDLE (003801042)
DR TERRY ROBBINS | 27.1% | 78.0% | 81.8% | 74.8 421 435 526 53.2 0.1%
MIDDLE (003801042) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
DRAW ACADEMY 6.3% | 51.8% | 53.4% | 47.0 33.0 19.0 14.0 282 2.0%
UPPER EL
(101856103)
DRAW ACADEMY 16.4% | 96.5% | 99.0% | 86.3 30.6 51.9 83.8 63.1 1.3%
UPPER EL
(101856103) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
EL PASO LEADERSHIP | 41.4% | 69.4% | 71.2% | 69.0 40.0 40.0 28.0 442 0.0%
ACADEMY
(071810001)
EL PASO LEADERSHIP | 21.4% | 96.5% | 99.0% | 86.6 363 55.0 73.4 615 4.3%
ACADEMY
(071810001) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
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ENERGIZED FOR 32.2% | 74.0% | 82.1% | 78.0 42.0 45.0 39.0 51.0 0.4%
EXCELLENCE
ACADEMY |
(101912342)
ENERGIZED FOR 19.7% | 60.4% | 68.7% | 67.3 40.7 385 33.6 451 3.4%
EXCELLENCE
ACADEMY |
(101912342) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
ENERGIZED FOR 247% | 49.8% | 67.9% | 60.0 39.0 31.0 19.0 37.2 0.0%
STEM ACADEMY
CENTRAL (101912459)
ENERGIZED FOR 28.0% | 782% | 79.9% | 815 39.8 47.0 55.2 55.9 2.4%
STEM ACADEMY
CENTRAL (101912459)
- COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
ENERGIZED FOR 26.8% | 90.4% | 97.0% | 94.0 51.0 62.0 71.0 69.5 0.0%
STEM ACADEMY
WEST MI (101912390)
ENERGIZED FOR 19.0% | 755% | 778% | 75.2 31.3 4238 48.9 495 15%
STEM ACADEMY
WEST MI (101912390)
- COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
GATEWAY CHARTER | 26.4% | 48.9% | 51.6% | 60.0 28.0 33.0 76.0 49.2 0.0%
ACADEMY - MIDDLE -
(057831002)
GATEWAY CHARTER | 21.4% | 96.5% | 99.0% | 86.6 36.3 55.0 73.4 615 4.3%
ACADEMY - MIDDLE -
(057831002) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
GEORGE ISANCHEZ | 19.7% | 435% | 3556% | 40.0 24.0 21.0 28.3
NORTH (101804004)
GEORGE I SANCHEZ | 26.3% | 62.5% | 65.6% | 645 39.6 36.9 35.4 441 1.7%
NORTH (101804004) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
GRAND PRAIRIE 28.7% | 97.8% | 98.7% | 96.0 39.0 60.0 73.0 67.0 0.0%
COLLEGIATE
INSTITUTE
(057910011)
GRAND PRAIRIE 19.0% | 755% | 77.8% | 752 31.3 42.8 48.9 495 1.5%
COLLEGIATE
INSTITUTE
(057910011) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
GREAT HEARTS 12.3% | 93.4% | 856% | 91.0 36.0 50.0 69.0 615 0.0%
MONTE VISTA NORTH
(015835002)
GREAT HEARTS 21.4% | 96.5% | 99.0% | 86.6 36.3 55.0 734 615 43%
MONTE VISTA NORTH
(015835002) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
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HARMONY SCHOOL | 23.3% | 88.1% | 89.6% | 86.0 40.0 49.0 85.0 65.0 0.0%
OF DISCOVERY -
(101858005)
HARMONY SCHOOL | 24.7% | 73.3% | 77.7% | 77.6 41.0 447 484 52.9 1.6%
OF DISCOVERY -
(101858005) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
HARMONY SCHOOL | 21.4% | 66.8% | 72.6% | 69.0 36.0 38.0 83.0 56.5 0.0%
OF EXCELLENCE
(227816101)
HARMONY SCHOOL | 11.5% | 63.3% | 72.1% | 71.8 29.7 40.9 52.0 486 1.3%
OF EXCELLENCE
(227816101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
HARMONY SCHOOL | 12.6% | 84.5% | 87.7% | 82.0 40.0 45.0 50.0 542 0.0%
OF INNOVATION -
(101846002)
HARMONY SCHOOL | 31.4% | 63.5% | 65.2% | 63.6 33.7 335 395 405 2.0%
OF INNOVATION -
(101846002) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
HARMONY SCHOOL 17.0% | 86.8% | 90.3% | 87.0 430 49.0 82.0 65.2 0.0%
OF INNOVATION - FOR
(161807011)
HARMONY SCHOOL | 27.0% | 70.8% | 77.7% | 72.6 417 405 405 49.0 2.2%
OF INNOVATION - FOR
(161807011) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
HARMONY SCHOOL 191% | 92.7% | 95.6% | 92.0 49.0 58.0 74.0 68.2
OF INNOVATION - KAT
(101862005)
HARMONY SCHOOL | 34.0% | 47.6% | 54.6% | 52.6 36.9 28.0 294 36.9 1.2%
OF INNOVATION - KAT
(101862005) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
HARMONY SCHOOL | 22.1% | 76.3% | 75.6% | 73.0 38.0 410 86.0 59.5 0.0%
OF NATURE AND
ATHLE (161807010)
HARMONY SCHOOL | 11.5% | 63.3% | 72.1% | 71.8 29.7 40.9 52.0 486 1.3%
OF NATURE AND
ATHLE (161807010) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
HARMONY SCIENCE | 23.3% | 85.5% | 93.0% | 88.0 45.0 52.0 88.0 68.2 0.0%
ACADEMY (EL PASO)
(071806001)
HARMONY SCIENCE | 31.4% | 63.5% | 65.2% | 63.6 33.7 335 395 405 2.0%
ACADEMY (EL PASO)
(071806001) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
HARMONY SCIENCE | 21.5% | 81.2% | 83.7% | 78.0 41.0 45.0 79.0 60.8 0.0%
ACADEMY (SAN
ANTONIO)
(015828001)
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HARMONY SCIENCE | 22.3% | 66.7% | 72.5% | 69.0 . . 35.7 47.6 0.7%
ACADEMY (SAN
ANTONIO)

(015828001) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
HARMONY SCIENCE | 25.7% | 83.0% | 89.1% | 85.0 44.0 49.0 89.0 66.8 0.0%
ACADEMY -
CARROLLT
(161807013)
HARMONY SCIENCE | 31.9% | 51.5% | 57.3% | 62.4 36.1 35.8 427 442 0.9%
ACADEMY -
CARROLLT
(161807013) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
HARMONY SCIENCE | 9.6% | 80.1% | 84.6% | 82.0 39.0 48.0 86.0 63.8 0.0%
ACADEMY - LAREDO
(015828003)

HARMONY SCIENCE | 31.1% | 48.4% | 55.6% | 63.9 381 36.5 415 45.0 0.2%
ACADEMY - LAREDO
(015828003) -

COMPARISON

CAMPUSES

HARRIS MIDDLE 11.7% | 62.0% | 65.8% | 61.0 31.0 30.0 22.0 36.0 0.2%
(015907047)
HARRIS MIDDLE 15.9% | 76.8% | 78.0% | 78.1 30.4 433 61.8 53.4 0.9%
(015907047) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
HERITAGE ACADEMY * 83.3% | 71.0 58.0 34.0 543 0.0%
(015815101)
HERITAGE ACADEMY | 19.4% | 78.8% | 82.1% | 77.6 445 46.3 49.3 54.4 0.3%
(015815101) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
HERITAGE ACADEMY | 24.6% | 66.4% | 70.0% | 64.0 37.0 33.0 100.0 58.5 0.0%
OF DEL RIO
(015815041)
HERITAGE ACADEMY | 15.2% | 75.0% | 79.1% | 74.1 40.7 40.3 45.8 50.2 0.3%
OF DEL RIO
(015815041) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
HERITAGE ACADEMY * 81.0% | 81.0% | 76.0 61.0 36.0 57.7
OF SAN ANTONIO
(015815104)

HERITAGE ACADEMY | 37.5% | 52.1% | 58.4% | 55.0 36.7 27.2 32.7 37.9 13.0%
OF SAN ANTONIO
(015815104) -

COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

IDEA ALLAN COLLEGE | 15.6% | 80.0% | 79.2% | 81.0 41.0 48.0 50.0 55.0 0.8%
PREPARATORY
(108807035)
IDEA ALLAN COLLEGE | 20.7% | 86.4% | 75.0% | 88.3 39.7 55.3 716 63.6 1.4%
PREPARATORY
(108807035) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
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IDEA BLUFF SPRINGS | 19.2% | 69.0% | 80.2% | 75.0 41.0 . 28.0
COLLEGE

PREPARATORY
(108807037)
IDEA BLUFF SPRINGS | 15.8% | 87.9% | 92.0% | 83.0 30.7 482 80.3 60.5 1.3%
COLLEGE

PREPARATORY
(108807037) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
IDEA BROWNSVILLE | 11.7% | 91.1% | 93.6% | 90.0 43.0 56.0 60.0 62.2 0.0%
COLLEGE

PREPARATORY
(108807012)
IDEA BROWNSVILLE | 20.8% | 86.4% | 75.0% | 87.7 39.7 55.0 71.9 63.5 1.3%
COLLEGE

PREPARATORY
(108807012) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
IDEA CARVER 233% | 83.7% | 82.4% | 86.0 36.0 55.0 49.0 56.5 0.0%
COLLEGE

PREPARATORY
(108807020)
IDEA CARVER 20.2% | 96.5% | 99.0% | 86.6 36.3 55.0 73.8 62.0 4.6%
COLLEGE

PREPARATORY
(108807020) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
IDEA COLLEGE PREP | 13.2% | 78.2% | 80.6% | 82.0 33.0 49.0 50.0 535 0.0%
WESLACO
(108807010)
IDEA COLLEGE PREP | 17.56% | 69.6% | 74.4% | 76.3 27.9 4238 84.2 57.4 0.5%
WESLACO
(108807010) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
IDEA COLLEGE 15.8% | 80.2% | 76.8% | 84.0 35.0 53.0 90.0 655 0.0%
PREPARATORY SAN
BENIT (108807005)
IDEA COLLEGE 18.9% | 86.4% | 75.0% | 83.9 35.0 51.6 64.3 58.7 11%
PREPARATORY SAN
BENIT (108807005) -
COMPARISON

CAMPUSES

IDEA COLLEGE 155% | 81.0% | 82.4% | 84.0 39.0 51.0 88.0 655 0.0%
PREPARATORY SAN
JUAN (108807006)
IDEA COLLEGE 36.7% | 765% | 80.3% | 81.6 29.2 483 69.8 57.2 3.7%
PREPARATORY SAN
JUAN (108807006) -
COMPARISON

CAMPUSES

IDEA EASTSIDE 265% | 66.5% | 72.3% | 71.0 43.0 42.0 28.0 46.0
COLLEGE

PREPARATORY
(108807024)
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IDEA EASTSIDE 16.4% | 96.5% | 99.0% | 86.3 30.6 51.9 83.8 63.1 1.3%
COLLEGE

PREPARATORY
(108807024) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
IDEA EDINBURG 13.8% | 91.8% | 92.3% | 90.0 43.0 58.0 64.0 63.8 0.0%
COLLEGE

PREPARATORY
(108807009)
IDEA EDINBURG 20.9% | 86.4% | 75.0% | 88.3 39.7 55.3 72.0 64.0 1.4%
COLLEGE

PREPARATORY
(108807009) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
IDEA JUDSON 10.1% | 82.3% | 82.3% | 82.0 45.0 48.0 31.0 515
COLLEGE

PREPARATORY
(108807025)
IDEA JUDSON 202% | 965% | 99.0% | 86.6 36.3 55.0 73.8 62.0 4.6%
COLLEGE

PREPARATORY
(108807025) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
IDEA MAYS COLLEGE | 125% | 87.0% | 92.2% | 90.0 47.0 58.0 39.0 58.5
PREPARATORY
(108807026)
IDEA MAYS COLLEGE | 21.4% | 96.5% | 99.0% | 86.6 36.3 55.0 73.4 615 4.3%
PREPARATORY
(108807026) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
IDEA MCALLEN 80% | 95.1% | 95.6% | 96.0 48.0 67.0 71.0 70.5 0.0%
COLLEGE

PREPARATORY
(108807011)
IDEA MCALLEN 19.0% | 67.4% | 74.6% | 788 316 46.1 75.4 58.1 1.2%
COLLEGE

PREPARATORY
(108807011) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
IDEA MONTERREY 15.9% | 82.3% | 78.9% | 83.0 37.0 53.0 44.0 542 0.0%
PARK COLLEGE
PREPARATORY
(108807022)

IDEA MONTERREY 175% | 69.6% | 74.4% | 76.3 27.9 4238 84.2 57.4 0.5%
PARK COLLEGE
PREPARATORY
(108807022) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

IDEA NORTH MISSION | 10.2% | 74.6% | 80.4% | 81.0 38.0 51.0 45.0 53.8
COLLEGE

PREPARATORY
(108807015)
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IDEA NORTH MISSION | 20.2% | 96.5% | 99.0% | 86.6 36.3 55.0 73.8 62.0 4.6%
COLLEGE

PREPARATORY
(108807015) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
IDEA QUEST 18.0% | 88.9% | 90.6% | 92.0 47.0 64.0 92.0 73.8 0.0%
COLLEGE

PREPARATORY
(108807002)
IDEA QUEST 28.0% | 782% | 79.9% | 815 39.8 47.0 55.2 55.9 2.4%
COLLEGE

PREPARATORY
(108807002) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
IDEA RIVERVIEW 8.4% 78.4% | 91.4% | 85.0 45.0 53.0 43.0 56.5
COLLEGE

PREPARATORY
(108807014)
IDEA RIVERVIEW 202% | 965% | 99.0% | 86.6 36.3 55.0 73.8 62.0 4.6%
COLLEGE

PREPARATORY
(108807014) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
IDEA RUNDBERG 12.3% | 71.4% | 776% | 77.0 37.0 47.0 30.0 478
COLLEGE

PREPARATORY
(108807036)
IDEA RUNDBERG 19.0% | 67.4% | 74.6% | 78.8 316 461 75.4 58.1 1.2%
COLLEGE

PREPARATORY
(108807036) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
IDEA SOUTH FLORES | 11.6% | 86.3% | 84.8% | 86.0 43.0 50.0 54.0 58.2 0.0%
COLLEGE

PREPARATORY
(108807021)
IDEA SOUTH FLORES | 16.1% | 87.9% | 92.0% | 81.6 32.9 479 80.2 60.4 0.5%
COLLEGE

PREPARATORY
(108807021) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
IDEA WALZEM 36.4% | 69.4% | 66.5% | 72.0 31.0 42.0 34.0 448 0.0%
COLLEGE

PREPARATORY
(108807023)
IDEA WALZEM 15.9% | 69.6% | 74.4% | 78.1 27.9 43.9 84.2 58.8 0.5%
COLLEGE

PREPARATORY
(108807023) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
IDEA WESLACO PIKE | 11.8% | 85.4% | 87.4% | 87.0 42.0 55.0 54.0 59.5 0.0%
COLLEGE

PREPARATORY
(108807013)
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IDEA WESLACO PIKE | 18.6% | 79.3% | 74.6% | 83.2 33.7 49.7 78.0 61.3 0.9%
COLLEGE
PREPARATORY
(108807013) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
INSPIRED FOR 452% | 81.7% | 75.7% | 80.0 46.0 44.0 56.7 0.0%
EXCELLENCE
ACADEMY WE
(101912300)
INSPIRED FOR 23.9% | 76.3% | 79.0% | 80.2 413 46.9 52.7 55.3 1.6%
EXCELLENCE
ACADEMY WE
(101912300) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
INT'L LEADERSHIP OF | 23.8% | 71.2% | 64.7% | 67.0 30.0 32.0 25.0 385
TEXAS MIDDLE -
(057848011)
INTL LEADERSHIP OF | 21.4% | 96.6% | 99.0% | 86.6 36.3 55.0 73.4 615 43%
TEXAS MIDDLE -
(057848011) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
INT'L LEADERSHIP OF | 35.1% | 77.7% | 79.9% | 76.0 33.0 42.0 40.0 478
TEXAS MS-N RIC
(057848013)
INT'L LEADERSHIP OF | 21.4% | 96.5% | 99.0% | 86.6 36.3 55.0 73.4 615 4.3%
TEXAS MS-N RIC
(057848013) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
INTERNATIONAL 16.8% | 80.9% | 84.2% | 81.0 39.0 44.0 48.0 53.0 0.0%
LEADERSHIP OF
TEXAS (057848002)
INTERNATIONAL 21.4% | 96.5% | 99.0% | 86.6 36.3 55.0 734 61.5 43%
LEADERSHIP OF
TEXAS (057848002) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
INTERNATIONAL 235% | 92.2% | 91.9% | 92.0 42.0 60.0 70.0 66.0 0.0%
LEADERSHIP OF
TEXAS (057848008)
INTERNATIONAL 214% | 96.5% | 99.0% | 86.6 36.3 55.0 73.4 615 43%
LEADERSHIP OF
TEXAS (057848008) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
INTERNATIONAL 345% | 84.6% | 77.7% | 81.0 28.0 45.0 40.0 485
LEADERSHIP OF
TEXAS (057848015)
INTERNATIONAL 21.4% | 96.5% | 99.0% | 86.6 36.3 55.0 734 615 4.3%
LEADERSHIP OF
TEXAS (057848015) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
INTERNATIONAL 332% | 70.3% | 72.5% | 70.0 29.0 38.0 30.0 418
LEADERSHIP OF
TEXAS (057848017)
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INTERNATIONAL 96.5% | 99.0% | 86.6 36.3 55.0 73.4 61.5 4.3%
LEADERSHIP OF
TEXAS (057848017) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
INTERNATIONAL 293% | 71.4% | 74.0% | 72.0 33.0 39.0 37.0 452 0.3%
LEADERSHIP OF
TEXAS- (057848005)
INTERNATIONAL 21.4% | 96.5% | 99.0% | 86.6 36.3 55.0 734 615 43%
LEADERSHIP OF
TEXAS- (057848005) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
IRVING MIDDLE 27.9% | 43.7% | 44.3% | 44.0 31.0 23.0 12.0 275 0.5%
(015907049)
IRVING MIDDLE 165% | 68.2% | 74.4% | 785 422 456 56.4 55.7 0.1%
(015907049) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
KAUFFMAN 46.0% | 52.0% | 35.3% | 45.0 19.0 19.0 27.7
LEADERSHIP
ACADEMY
(126801001)
KAUFFMAN 16.9% | 74.3% | 72.3% | 766 39.0 426 55.2 533 0.1%
LEADERSHIP
ACADEMY
(126801001) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
KIPP 3D ACADEMY 58% | 78.3% | 80.6% | 82.0 40.0 51.0 45.0 545 0.0%
(101813041)
KIPP 3D ACADEMY 215% | 64.9% | 71.8% | 645 39.8 34.8 30.3 423 0.7%
(101813041) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
KIPP ACADEMY 39% | 86.1% | 88.6% | 85.0 40.0 49.0 54.0 57.0 0.0%
MIDDLE (101813001)
KIPP ACADEMY 23.7% | 63.7% | 65.9% | 62.1 405 33.7 26.1 40.6 0.1%
MIDDLE (101813001) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

KIPP ACADEMY WEST | 12.6% | 87.4% | 86.4% | 86.0 42.0 52.0 45.0 56.2
MIDDLE (101813049)
KIPP ACADEMY WEST | 20.9% | 86.4% | 75.0% | 88.3 39.7 55.3 72.0 64.0 1.4%
MIDDLE (101813049) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

KIPP ASPIRE 126% | 65.7% | 55.7% | 61.0 39.0 32.0 21.0 38.2 0.0%
ACADEMY
(015826041)
KIPP ASPIRE 30.3% 72.3 23.2 2 742 52.9 8.6%
ACADEMY
(015826041) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
KIPP AUSTIN 11.0% | 74.7% | 76.1% | 80.0 42.0 51.0 47.0 55.0 0.0%
ACADEMY OF ARTS &
LETT (227820042)
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KIPP AUSTIN 19.5% | 61.7% | 67.5% | 66.4 39.6 36.7 32.4 438 2.0%
ACADEMY OF ARTS &
LETT (227820042) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
KIPP AUSTIN BEACON | 13.6% | 74.7% | 72.6% | 71.0 31.0 40.0 28.0 425 1.0%
PREP (227820043)
KIPP AUSTIN BEACON | 30.6% | 57.56% | 65.9% | 62.7 341 32.3 321 40.3 0.5%
PREP (227820043) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
KIPP AUSTIN 10.1% | 72.2% | 75.8% | 72.0 30.0 40.0 34.0 440 0.5%
COLLEGE PREP
(227820041)
KIPP AUSTIN 255% | 63.7% | 66.1% | 64.0 40.0 35.8 38.2 445 1.0%
COLLEGE PREP
(227820041) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
KIPP AUSTIN VISTA 221% | 65.2% | 56.8% | 65.0 32.0 38.0 30.0 412 1.4%
MIDDLE SCHOOLS
(227820044)
KIPP AUSTIN VISTA 275% | 64.4% | 67.0% | 66.0 439 371 311 445 0.4%
MIDDLE SCHOOLS
(227820044) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
KIPP CAMINO 17.7% | 735% | 68.5% | 68.0 39.0 36.0 28.0 428 0.0%
ACADEMY
(015826042)
KIPP CAMINO 338% | 765% | 80.3% | 79.7 29.4 468 63.9 548 3.4%
ACADEMY
(015826042) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
KIPP DESTINY 335% | 52.1% | 56.0% | 53.0 28.0 30.0 20.0 32.8
MIDDLE (057837042)
KIPP DESTINY 342% | 42.3% | 51.0% | 50.6 36.6 263 293 36.0 1.2%
MIDDLE (057837042) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
KIPP GULFTON 86% | 79.0% | 90.4% | 82.0 41.0 51.0 43.0 542
MIDDLE (101813046)
KIPP GULFTON 36.7% | 765% | 80.3% | 81.6 29.2 483 69.8 57.2 3.7%
MIDDLE (101813046) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
KIPP INTREPID 91% | 795% | 78.6% | 78.0 33.0 45.0 40.0 49.0 0.0%
PREPARATORY
SCHOOL (101813044)
KIPP INTREPID 29.1% | 76.5% | 80.4% | 84.1 28.1 49.9 64.8 56.7 3.0%
PREPARATORY
SCHOOL (101813044)
- COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
KIPP LIBERATION 19.0% | 69.3% | 665% | 72.0 37.0 41.0 32.0 455 0.0%
COLLEGE PREP
(101813047)
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KIPP LIBERATION 33.8% | 76.5% | 80.3% | 79.7 29.4 46.8 63.9 54.8 3.4%
COLLEGE PREP
(101813047) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
KIPP PODER 20.9% | 74.1% | 89.7% | 82.0 45.0 48.0 34.0 522
ACADEMY
(015826043)
KIPP PODER 175% | 69.6% | 74.4% | 80.1 30.0 46.6 77.9 58.9 0.4%
ACADEMY
(015826043) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
KIPP POLARIS 15.4% | 76.3% | 74.9% | 73.0 45.0 40.0 27.0 46.2 0.0%
ACADEMY FOR BOYS
(101813043)

KIPP POLARIS 31.4% | 635% | 65.2% | 63.6 33.7 335 39.5 405 2.0%
ACADEMY FOR BOYS
(101813043) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

KIPP SHARPSTOWN | 85% | 87.0% | 77.5% | 83.0 38.0 54.0 50.0 56.2 0.0%
COLLEGE
PREPARATORY
(101813042)
KIPP SHARPSTOWN | 45.5% 76.9% | 82.3 25.4 475 82.4 59.3 3.7%
COLLEGE
PREPARATORY
(101813042) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
KIPP SPIRIT COLLEGE | 15.6% | 70.2% | 70.2% | 71.0 35.0 39.0 29.0 435 0.5%
PREP (101813048)
KIPP SPIRIT COLLEGE | 24.7% | 73.3% | 77.7% | 77.6 41.0 447 484 52.9 1.6%
PREP (101813048) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
KIPP TRUTH 20.2% | 60.7% | 65.3% | 60.0 35.0 30.0 22.0 36.8 0.0%
ACADEMY
(057837041)
KIPP TRUTH 31.9% | 515% | 57.3% | 62.4 36.1 35.8 427 442 0.9%
ACADEMY
(057837041) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
KIPP VOYAGE 15.9% | 76.1% | 79.6% | 77.0 35.0 44.0 37.0 482 0.0%
ACADEMY FOR GIRLS
(101813045)

KIPP VOYAGE 31.1% | 48.4% | 55.6% | 63.9 38.1 365 415 45.0 0.2%
ACADEMY FOR GIRLS
(101813045) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
CANIER MIDDLE 9.7% | 958% | 95.1% | 95.0 53.0 65.0 83.0 74.0 0.0%
(101912057)
LANIER MIDDLE 18.2% | 78.7% | 82.8% | 754 451 443 51.7 541 3.1%
(101912057) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
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LEADERSHIP PREP 17.8% | 93.8% | 90.2% | 89.0 41.0 47.0 52.0 57.2
SCHOOL SECONDARY
(061804002)
LEADERSHIP PREP 25.4% | 68.1% | 69.1% | 65.9 37.8 36.2 36.0 440 0.1%
SCHOOL SECONDARY
(061804002) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
LEGACY 62.0% | 57.1% | 62.0 25.0 33.0 22.0 355 0.0%
PREPARATORY
CHARTER ACADEMY
(057846002)
LEGACY 17.9% | 67.4% | 74.6% | 80.0 316 468 755 58.7 0.4%
PREPARATORY
CHARTER ACADEMY
(057846002) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
LIFE MIDDLE 15.2% | 77.2% | 65.2% | 73.0 39.0 39.0 39.0 475 0.4%
WAXAHACHIE
(057807041)
LIFE MIDDLE 23.8% | 71.8% | 79.3% | 82.2 414 48.0 59.8 57.9 1.7%
WAXAHACHIE
(057807041) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
NEW FRONTIERS 24.0% | 62.9% | 61.1% | 60.0 31.0 32.0 25.0 37.0 0.0%
MIDDLE SCHOOL
(015805041)
NEW FRONTIERS 342% | 42.3% | 51.0% | 50.6 36.6 263 29.3 36.0 1.2%
MIDDLE SCHOOL
(015805041) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
NEW HOPE
(046802012)
OLYMPIA HILLS * 94.7% | 100.0% | 96.0 49.0 83.0 76.0 0.0%
(227806031)
OLYMPIA HILLS 186% | 63.9% | 71.3% | 67.7 40.7 38.1 425 472 3.9%
(227806031) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
PATHFINDER CAMP
(227806009)
PIONEER * 96.0% | 100.0% | 95.0 61.0 60.0 64.0 70.0
TECHNOLOGY (PTAA)
GREENVIL
(057850002)
PIONEER 16.6% | 69.6% | 74.4% | 80.1 30.0 466 779 58.9 0.4%
TECHNOLOGY (PTAA)
GREENVIL
(057850002) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
PIONEER 25.0% | 77.8% | 84.4% | 77.0 37.0 39.0 28.0 452
TECHNOLOGY (PTAA)
MESQUITE
(057850001)
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PIONEER 96.5% | 99.0% | 86.6 36.3 55.0 73.4 61.5 4.3%
TECHNOLOGY (PTAA)
MESQUITE
(057850001) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
PRO-VISION MIDDLE | 37.8% | 485% | 43.3% | 40.0 36.0 18.0 313 1.4%
(101868002)
PRO-VISIONMIDDLE | 21.5% | 79.3% | 74.6% | 82.0 36.8 491 71.7 60.0 1.5%
(101868002) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
PROJECT CHRYSALIS * 955% | 97.3% | 97.0 43.0 72.0 77.0 722 0.0%
MIDDLE (101912071)
PROJECT CHRYSALIS | 17.5% | 72.6% | 755% | 72.8 40.8 453 4438 50.9 1.0%
MIDDLE (101912071) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
QUEST MIDDLE OF 488% | 87.7% | 88.8% | 82.0 53.0 420 50.0 56.8 0.0%
COPPELL (221801053)
QUEST MIDDLE OF 191% | 73.3% | 755% | 74.0 451 39.9 432 51.8 0.4%
COPPELL (221801053)
- COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
QUEST MIDDLE OF 35.4% | 84.0% | 87.0% | 85.0 45.0 48.0 47.0 56.2 0.0%
LEWISVILLE
(221801034)
QUEST MIDDLE OF 42.9% | 476% | 54.0% | 47.2 38.9 247 16.4 32.1 3.7%
LEWISVILLE
(221801034) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
QUINN CAMPUS 244% | 750% | 78.4% | 71.0 37.0 34.0 29.0 4238 0.0%
PUBLIC MIDDLE
(161802102)
QUINN CAMPUS 296% | 61.2% | 63.0% | 67.8 346 39.3 48.0 474 0.9%
PUBLIC MIDDLE
(161802102) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
RAUL YZAGUIRRE 13.7% | 62.9% | 77.0% | 71.0 34.0 420 29.0 440 1.4%
SCHOOL FOR
SUCCESS
(101806042)
RAUL YZAGUIRRE 158% | 87.9% | 92.0% | 83.0 30.7 482 80.2 60.3 0.5%
SCHOOL FOR
SUCCESS
(101806042) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
RHODES MIDDLE 188% | 62.0% | 59.5% | 59.0 34.0 31.0 21.0 36.2 0.0%
(015907055)
RHODES MIDDLE 21.7% | 70.9% | 79.3% | 72.5 40.9 416 49.7 51.2 0.1%
(015907055) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
RIPLEY HOUSE 12.6% | 64.2% | 67.3% | 64.0 36.0 34.0 22.0 39.0 0.0%
MIDDLE CAMPUS
(101853042)
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RIPLEY HOUSE 16.6% | 69.6% 80.1 30.0 46.6 77.9 58.9 0.4%
MIDDLE CAMPUS
(101853042) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
SCI-TECH 30.4% | 60.9% | 66.4% | 61.0 31.0 30.0 76.0 495 0.0%
PREPARATORY
(227803001)
SCI-TECH 15.3% | 69.8% | 70.7% | 756 42.0 43.6 51.8 53.3 0.1%
PREPARATORY
(227803001) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
SCOTT COLLEGIATE | 11.0% | 62.8% | 76.1% | 68.0 39.0 34.0 20.0 40.2 1.4%
ACADEMY
(084902006)
SCOTT COLLEGIATE | 17.4% | 69.1% | 74.3% | 675 38.3 35.8 39.2 452 0.2%
ACADEMY
(0849020086) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
SEASHORE MIDDLE | 21.8% | 94.0% | 94.6% | 94.0 46.0 64.0 72.0 69.0 0.0%
ACADEMY
(178808041)
SEASHORE MIDDLE 18.9% | 86.4% | 75.0% | 83.9 35.0 51.6 64.3 58.7 1.1%
ACADEMY
(178808041) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
SER-NINOS CHARTER | 11.9% | 75.6% | 86.7% | 82.0 43.0 53.0 49.0 56.8 2.7%
MIDDLE (101802041)
SER-NINOS CHARTER | 19.3% | 80.2% | 81.2% | 73.0 26.5 437 67.5 52.5 3.7%
MIDDLE (101802041) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
SOUTHWEST MIDDLE | 21.8% | 55.7% | 60.0% | 54.0 27.0 26.0 35.7 0.0%
SCHOOL (101838041)
SOUTHWEST MIDDLE | 22.7% | 71.7% | 76.3% | 72.4 415 403 426 49.2 1.2%
SCHOOL (101838041)
- COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

ST ANTHONY * 82.9% | 771% | 78.0 37.0 45.0 32.0 48.0 0.0%
SCHOOL (057836041)
ST ANTHONY 20.8% | 64.0% | 69.4% | 65.4 376 36.1 29.2 421 0.1%
SCHOOL (057836041)
- COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
TEKOA ACADEMY OF | 62.0% | 80.8% | 76.3% | 78.0 35.0 38.0 12.0 40.8 0.0%
ACCELERATED
STUDIES (123803041)
TEKOA ACADEMY OF | 32.1% | 72.2% | 755% | 69.7 438 415 434 49.6 0.5%
ACCELERATED
STUDIES (123803041)
- COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
TEXAS 425% | 788% | 75.7% | 82.0 41.0 44.0 45.0 53.0 0.0%
EMPOWERMENT
ACADEMY
(227805041)
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TEXAS 36.7% | 52.1% | 58.4% | 55.7 35.4 28.3 36.9 39.1 9.9%
EMPOWERMENT
ACADEMY
(227805041) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
THE EDUCATION AND | 62.4% | 68.7% | 61.4% | 67.0 33.0 41.0 47.0 0.0%
TRAINING CENTER
(015802004)
THE EDUCATION AND | 15.9% | 69.6% | 74.4% | 781 27.9 439 842 58.8 0.5%
TRAINING CENTER
(015802004) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
THE LAWSON 51.7% | 54.6% | 47.7% | 57.0 28.0 34.0 7.0 315 0.0%
ACADEMY
(101864041)
THE LAWSON 175% | 69.6% | 74.4% | 80.1 30.0 466 779 58.9 0.4%
ACADEMY
(101864041) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
TNC CAMPUS (TEXAS 0.0 0.0 3.7%
NEUROREHABILITAT
(227806024)
UPLIFT EDUCATION - | 17.4% | 79.9% | 78.8% | 79.0 40.0 46.0 440 522 0.0%
INFINITY
PREPARATORY
(057803043)
UPLIFT EDUCATION - | 202% | 96.5% | 99.0% | 86.6 36.3 55.0 738 62.0 4.6%
INFINITY
PREPARATORY
(057803043) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
UPLIFT 7.3% 96.6% | 97.4% | 96.0 46.0 59.0 75.0 69.0 0.0%
EDUCATION-NORTH
HILLS PREP
(057803041)
UPLIFT 281% | 715% | 75.7% | 76.8 40.2 437 485 523 3.1%
EDUCATION-NORTH
HILLS PREP
(057803041) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
UPLIFT GRAND 175% | 70.1% | 74.2% | 74.0 35.0 39.0 37.0 46.2
SECONDARY
(057803011)
UPLIFT GRAND 155% | 96.56% | 99.0% | 87.1 30.6 523 83.7 633 1.4%
SECONDARY
(057803011) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
UPLIFT HAMPTON 251% | 70.4% | 57.5% | 64.0 31.0 32.0 20.0 36.8 0.0%
PREPARATORY
MIDDLE (057803044)
UPLIFT HAMPTON 16.1% | 87.9% | 92.0% | 816 32.9 479 80.2 60.4 0.5%
PREPARATORY
MIDDLE (057803044) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
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UPLIFT HEIGHTS 75% | 63.1% | 68.5% | 62.0 39.0 31.0 19.0 37.8 0.0%

PREPARATORY
MIDDLE (057803046)
UPLIFT HEIGHTS 20.9% | 86.4% | 75.0% | 88.3 39.7 55.3 72.0 64.0 1.4%
PREPARATORY
MIDDLE (057803046) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
UPLIFT LUNA 12.4% | 73.4% | 72.0% | 70.0 28.0 35.0 25.0 39.5
SECONDARY SCHOOL
(057803012)
UPLIFT LUNA 155% | 96.5% | 99.0% | 87.1 30.6 523 83.7 63.3 1.4%
SECONDARY SCHOOL
(057803012) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
UPLIFT MIGHTY 10.3% | 66.3% | 57.8% | 65.0 31.0 35.0 22.0 38.2
MIDDLE (057803049)
UPLIFT MIGHTY 16.4% | 96.5% | 99.0% | 86.3 30.6 51.9 83.8 63.1 1.3%
MIDDLE (057803049) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
UPLIFT PEAK 76% | 75.2% | 67.6% | 72.0 34.0 38.0 31.0 438 0.0%
PREPARATORY
MIDDLE (057803048)
UPLIFT PEAK 20.9% | 86.4% | 75.0% | 88.3 39.7 55.3 72.0 64.0 1.4%
PREPARATORY
MIDDLE (057803048) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
UPLIFT SUMMIT 15.3% | 82.6% | 77.7% | 79.0 31.0 43.0 49.0 50.5 0.6%
INTERNATIONAL
MIDDLE (057803047)
UPLIFT SUMMIT 155% | 96.5% | 99.0% | 87.1 30.6 52.3 83.7 63.3 1.4%
INTERNATIONAL
MIDDLE (057803047) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
UPLIFT WILLIAMS 53% | 86.5% | 86.3% | 86.0 48.0 53.0 51.0 59.5 0.0%
PREPARATORY
MIDDLE (057803045)
UPLIFT WILLIAMS 175% | 69.6% | 74.4% | 80.1 30.0 466 779 58.9 0.4%
PREPARATORY
MIDDLE (057803045) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
UT TYLER 238% | 83.4% | 82.4% | 87.0 440 55.0 52.0 59.5 0.0%
INNOVATION
ACADEMY - PALE
(212804103)
UT TYLER 235% | 62.2% | 71.0% | 63.2 411 34.4 312 425 15%
INNOVATION
ACADEMY - PALE
(212804103) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
UT TYLER 353% | 84.1% | 845% | 80.0 35.0 33.0 45.0 482 0.0%
INNOVATION
ACADEMY - TYLER
(212804001)
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UT TYLER 34.3% | 62.2% | 64.7% | 61.1 34.6 32.2 33.2 38.5 2.5%
INNOVATION
ACADEMY - TYLER
(212804001) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
WAXAHACHIE FAMILY | 38.2% | 64.1% | 59.4% | 60.0 45.0 27.0 440 0.0%
FAITH ACADEMY
(070801041)
WAXAHACHIE FAMILY | 34.1% | 76.5% | 80.4% | 78.1 26.1 456 68.1 545 8.1%
FAITH ACADEMY
(070801041) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
WHITTIER MIDDLE 14.4% | 65.6% | 66.0% | 68.0 33.0 37.0 240 405 0.0%
(015907059)
WHITTIER MIDDLE 186% | 77.9% | 80.8% | 748 375 432 491 511 1.2%
(015907059) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
WILLIAMS MIDDLE 305% | 57.5% | 54.8% | 56.0 36.0 29.0 17.0 345 0.5%
(101912082)
WILLIAMS MIDDLE 178% | 78.7% | 82.5% | 75.2 447 439 498 53.4 3.1%
(101912082) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
YES PREP - 5TH 7.4% 76.2% | 77.8% | 78.0 32.0 40.0 46.0 49.0 0.3%
WARD (101845008)
YES PREP - 5TH 455% 76.9% | 82.3 25.4 475 82.4 59.3 3.7%
WARD (101845008) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

YES PREP - BRAYS 102% | 685% | 71.8% | 72.0 35.0 410 84.0 58.0 1.0%
OAKS (101845006)
YES PREP - BRAYS 36.7% | 765% | 80.3% | 81.6 29.2 483 69.8 57.2 3.7%
OAKS (101845006 -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
YES PREP - 6.3% 71.9% | 76.4% | 76.0 34.0 420 40.0 48.0 0.0%
NORTHSIDE
(101845007)
YES PREP - 30.3% 72.3 232 42 742 52.9 8.6%
NORTHSIDE
(101845007) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
YES PREP - 18.7% | 46.0% | 51.9% | 49.0 23.0 25.0 14.0 2738
SOUTHSIDE
(101845011)
YES PREP - 30.3% 723 232 412 742 52.9 8.6%
SOUTHSIDE
(101845011) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
YES PREP - WHITE 17.8% | 64.9% | 71.9% | 69.0 32.0 38.0 30.0 422 0.0%
OAK (101845009)
YES PREP - WHITE 20.9% | 86.4% | 75.0% | 88.3 39.7 55.3 72.0 64.0 1.4%
OAK (101845009) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
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Campus Name Attrition  STAAR STAAR Index 1: | Index 2:  Index 3: Index 4: | TEA Annual
Read- Math Student Student @ Closing | Postsec- @ Com- Dropout
ing Pass- Achieve- | Progress| Perfor ondary posite Rate

Pass- ing mance Readi- Perfor
ing mance

YES PREP NORTH 62.6% | 75.1% | 68.0 33.0 34.0 80.0 53.8 0.0%
FOREST (101845010)
YES PREP NORTH 20.0% | 79.3% | 74.6% | 83.3 375 49.9 71.0 60.6 1.3%
FOREST (101845010) -
COMPARISON

CAMPUSES

YOUNG MEN'S 16.3% | 79.1% | 83.5% | 80.0 39.0 45.0 33.0 492
LEADERSHIP
ACADEMY
(015907177)
YOUNG MEN'S 33.9% | 58.7% | 61.6% | 61.3 35.2 336 29.6 39.9 0.3%
LEADERSHIP
ACADEMY
(015907177) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES
YOUNG WOMEN'S 11.7% | 98.3% | 99.5% | 99.0 52.0 69.0 98.0 795 0.0%
LEADERSHIP
ACADEMY
(015907023)
YOUNG WOMEN'S 16.5% | 68.2% | 74.4% | 785 422 456 56.4 55.7 0.1%
LEADERSHIP
ACADEMY
(015907023) -
COMPARISON
CAMPUSES

Source: Texas Academic Performance Reports, Texas Education Agency, 2016—17. Public Education
Information Management System, Texas Education Agency, 2016—17 and 2017-18.
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Table C3. Campus-Level Academic Performance Outcomes for Charter School Campuses and
Means for Each Charter School’s Matched Traditional Public School Campuses, High School
Campuses

Attritio STAAR| STAAR Index Index Index Index TEA Grade Annual
Rate En- Alge- 1: Stu- | 2: Stu- 3: 4: (o] 9 Four | Dropout
glish bra | dent dent Clos- Post- posite | Year Rate
Il EOC Achieve- Progress ing sec- Per Longi-

EOC ment Perfor ondary | for tudinal
mance | Readi- @ mance Grad-
Gaps ness Index uation
Rate

ADVANCED 18.0% | 29.0% 35.0 13.0 18.0 80.0 36.5 65.6% 36.7%
VIRTUAL
ACADEMY
(101912462)
ADVANCED | 34.2% | 66.0% | 72.0% | 81.0% | 50.6 36.6 26.3 29.3 36.0 96.7% 1.2%
VIRTUAL
ACADEMY
(101912462)
- COMPARI-
SON

CAMPUSES
AIM 40.3% | 32.0% | 37.0% | 50.0% | 54.0 42.0 29.0 100.0 56.2 83.3% 45%
COLLEGE &
CAREER
PREP

(084902007)
AIM 346% | 80.2% | 79.1% | 94.0% | 58.1 35.2 29.2 285 36.3 95.5% 1.6%
COLLEGE &
CAREER
PREP

(084902007)
- COMPARI-
SON

CAMPUSES
ALPHA * * 22.0 22.0 58.9% 11.4%
CHARTER
SCHOOL
(057832001)
ALPHA 15.8% | 76.5% | 62.4% | 82.2% | 83.0 30.7 482 80.2 60.3 100.0% | 0.5%
CHARTER
SCHOOL
(057832001)
- COMPARI-
SON

CAMPUSES
ANNUNCIA- * * * 43.0 43.0 * *
TION

MATERNITY
HOME

(227806017)
AUSTIN 751% | 28.0% | 37.0% | 57.0% | 51.0 13.0 29.0 100.0 482 2.2%
CAN

ACADEMY
(0578040086)
AUSTIN 20.0% | 79.3% | 77.8% | 94.9% | 83.3 375 49.9 71.0 60.6 100.0% | 1.3%
CAN

ACADEMY
(057804006)
- COMPARI-
SON

CAMPUSES
AUSTIN 100.0% 7.3%
OAKS

(227806040)
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Campus Attrition STAAR| STAAR| STAAR Index Index Index TEA Grade Annual
Name Rate En- En- Alge- 1: Stu- | 2: Stu- 3: : Com- 9 Four | Dropout
glish glish bra | dent dent Clos- posite | Year Rate
Il Achieve- Progress ing Per Longi-
Perfor for tudinal
mance mance Grad-
uation

AUSTIN
OAKS
(227806040)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES

AZLEWAY -
BIG SANDY
(046802010)
AZLEWAY - *
CHAPEL
HILL

(046802009)
BIG * 55.0% * 43.0 30.0 21.0 31.3 50.0% 6.7%
SPRINGS
CHARTER
SCHOOL
(193801001)
BOB HOPE | 9.0% 76.0% | 68.0% | 93.0% | 81.0 35.0 48.0 83.0 61.8 100.0% | 0.0%
SCHOOL
(123807001)
BOB HOPE | 20.9% | 85.1% | 83.6% | 97.4% | 88.3 39.7 55.3 72.0 64.0 1.4%
SCHOOL
(123807001)
- COMPARI-
SON

CAMPUSES
BRAZOS 744% | 38.0% | 56.0% | 62.0% | 65.0 20.0 40.0 100.0 56.2 75.0% 6.6%
RIVER

CHARTER
SCHOOL
(213801001)
BRAZOS 20.9% | 84.0% | 74.0% | 99.3% | 75.8 427 425 449 514 97.1% 0.0%
RIVER

CHARTER
SCHOOL
(213801001)
- COMPARI-
SON

CAMPUSES
BRYAN 20.1% | 89.0% | 90.0% | 99.0% | 94.0 31.0 56.0 95.0 69.0 96.2% 0.0%
COLLE-

GIATEH S
(021902003)
BRYAN 17.9% | 72.3% | 69.4% | 87.5% | 80.0 316 46.8 755 58.7 100.0% | 0.4%
COLLE-

GIATEH S
(021902003)
- COMPARI-
SON

CAMPUSES
BURNETT- 0.0%
BAYLAND
REHABILI-
TATION

CEN

(101811003)
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Campus Attrition STAAR| STAAR| STAAR Index Index Index Index TEA Grade Annual
Name Rate En- En- Alge- 1: Stu- | 2: Stu- 3: 4: Com- 9 Four | Dropout
glish glish bra | dent dent Clos- Post- posite | Year Rate
Il Achieve- Progress ing sec- Per Longi-

Perfor ondary | for tudinal
mance | Readi- mance Grad-
uation

CALALLEN 100.0 68.0 95.0 87.7 0.0%
CHARTER
HS
(178903005)
CALALLEN | 16.8% | 56.1% | 53.0% | 85.5% | 77.0 37.2 437 574 53.8 84.9% 1.3%
CHARTER
HS
(178903005)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
CALVIN 24.4% | 90.0% | 87.0% | 97.0% | 93.0 44.0 66.0 70.0 68.2 90.9% 0.6%
NELMSH S
(101837001)
CALVIN 19.9% | 76.7% | 68.0% | 97.3% | 72.8 40.6 40.7 412 488 100.0% | 0.5%
NELMS H S
(101837001)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
CATES * * *
ACADEMY
(227806047)
CATES 21.4% | 91.0% 90.0% | 86.6 36.3 55.0 73.4 61.5 98.4% 4.3%
ACADEMY
(227806047)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
CEDAR * 100.0 100.0
CREST
(227806045)
CEDAR 8.2% 94.0% | 100.0%| 100.0% | 99.0 42.0 68.0 98.0 76.8 97.8% 0.0%
HILL COL-
LEGIATE H
S
(057904003)
CEDAR 20.0% | 79.3% | 77.8% | 94.9% | 83.3 375 49.9 71.0 60.6 100.0% | 1.3%
HILL COL-
LEGIATE H
S
(057904003)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
CEDARS 25.0% | 81.0% | 80.0% | 100.0% | 83.0 49.0 450 50.0 56.8
ACADEMY
NEXT GEN-
ERATION H
S
(227817001)
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Attrition STAAR STAAR, STAAR Index Index Index Index TEA Grade Annual
Rate En- En- Alge- 1: Stu- | 2: Stu- 3: 4: Com- 9 Four | Dropout
glish glish bra | dent dent Clos- Post- posite | Year Rate
Il Achieve- Progress ing sec- Per Longi-

Perfor ondary | for tudinal
mance | Readi- mance Grad-
uation

CEDARS
ACADEMY
NEXT GEN-
ERATION H
S
(227817001)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
CESARE 56.7% | 42.0% | 31.0% | 43.0% | 50.0 5.0 26.0 71.0 38.0 543% | 21.3%
CHAVEZ
ACADEMY
(015801003)
CESARE 21.4% | 91.0% 90.0% | 86.6 36.3 55.0 734 615 98.4% | 4.3%
CHAVEZ
ACADEMY
(015801003)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
CHAL- 9.9% | 99.0% | 99.0% | 98.0% | 99.0 41.0 72.0 99.0 778 100.0% | 0.0%
LENGE
EARLY
COLLEGE
HS
(101912323)
CHAL- 18.9% | 54.7% | 50.1% | 75.3% | 70.2 39.3 39.6 40.4 474 85.4% | 1.6%
LENGE
EARLY
COLLEGE
HS
(101912323)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
CLEAR 14.7% | 94.0% | 97.0% | 99.0% | 97.0 45.0 70.0 99.0 778 100.0% | 0.0%
HORIZONS
EARLY
COLLEGE
HS
(084910010)
CLEAR 25.7% | 56.0% | 71.0% | 84.0% | 70.3 433 415 349 475 100.0% | 0.6%
HORIZONS
EARLY
COLLEGE
HS
(084910010)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
CLEAR 36.0% | 51.0% | 71.0% | 88.0% | 77.0 49.0 45.0 72.0 60.8 89.7% | 0.4%
VIEWH S
(084910004)
CLEAR 16.2% | 59.6% | 63.7% | 88.8% | 76.4 38.9 427 55.7 535 96.6% | 0.6%
VIEWH S
(084910004)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
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Attrition STAAR| STAAR STAAR Index Index Index Index TEA Grade Annual

Rate En- En- Alge- 1: Stu- | 2: Stu- 3: 4: Com- 9 Four | Dropout
glish glish bra | dent dent Clos- Post- posite | Year Rate
Il Achieve- Progress ing sec- Per Longi-
Perfor ondary | for tudinal
mance Readi- mance Grad-
uation
COLLE-
GIATEH S
(178904008)
COLLE- 258% | 56.7% | 66.5% | 87.2% | 76.9 41.0 441 46.5 52.1 98.9% 1.1%
GIATEH S
(178904008)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
32.4% | 53.0% | 62.0% | 80.0% | 48.0 25.0 29.0 100.0 50.5 100.0% | 0.0%
COMQUEST
ACADEMY
(101842001)
23.6% | 93.8% | 100.0%| 94.0% | 68.6 41.5 411 39.5 47.7 100.0% | 0.0%
COMQUEST
ACADEMY
(101842001)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES

CORPUS 25.9% | 54.0% | 58.0% | 53.0% | 67.0 25.0 36.0 65.0 482 90.9% | 1.0%
CHRISTI
COLLEGE
PREPH S
(015801002)
CORPUS 40.1% | 46.8% | 43.4% | 73.6% | 54.2 346 281 401 39.2 75.2% | 11.8%
CHRISTI
COLLEGE
PREPH S
(015801002)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
CROSSTIM- | 36.4% | 30.0% | 44.0% | 62.0% | 61.0 19.0 38.0 100.0 | 54.5 80.0% | 5.8%
BERS
ACADEMY
(184801001)
CROSSTIM- | 18.8% | 65.7% | 71.5% | 75.6% | 75.9 39.0 4438 56.7 541 95.3% | 0.5%
BERS
ACADEMY
(184801001)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
CUMBER- | 13.7% | 74.0% | 78.0% | 88.0% | 82.0 30.0 49.0 56.0 542 0.6%
LAND H S
(212801001)
CUMBER- | 18.4% | 91.7% | 92.4% | 96.2% | 68.6 383 39.6 405 46.7 946% | 0.4%
LANDH S
(212801001)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
DALLAS 59.3% | 37.0% | 37.0% | 56.0% | 47.0 240 27.0 93.0 4738 6.9%
CAN
ACADEMY -
GRANT
EAST
(057804005)
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Attrition STAAR STAAR, STAAR Index Index Index Index TEA Grade Annual
Rate En- En- Alge- 1: Stu- | 2: Stu- 3: 4: Com- 9 Four | Dropout
glish glish bra | dent dent Clos- Post- posite | Year Rate
Il Achieve- Progress ing sec- Per Longi-

Perfor ondary | for tudinal
mance | Readi- mance Grad-
uation

DALLAS
CAN
ACADEMY -
GRANT
EAST
(057804005)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
DALLAS 54.0% | 37.0% | 40.0% | 62.0% | 55.0 20.0 31.0 81.0 46.8 76.1% | 12.5%
CAN
ACADEMY
AT CAR-
ROLLTON
(057804003)
DALLAS 30.3% | 64.4% | 61.2% | 72.8% | 72.3 232 2 742 52.9 78.0% | 8.6%
CAN
ACADEMY
AT CAR-
ROLLTON
(057804003)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
DALLAS 515% | 47.0% | 54.0% | 71.0% | 65.0 34.0 37.0 90.0 56.5 748% | 9.9%
CAN
ACADEMY
AT
PLEASANT
GROVE
(057804004)
DALLAS 37.0% 100.0% | 68.4 40.0 36.9 32.0 443 0.2%
CAN
ACADEMY
AT
PLEASANT
GROVE
(057804004)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
DALLAS 71.6% | 43.0% | 41.0% | 81.0% | 62.0 20.0 33.0 89.0 51.0 711% | 3.9%
CAN
ACADEMY
CHARTER
(057804001)
DALLAS 36.7% | 57.2% | 51.8% | 76.9% | 55.7 35.4 283 36.9 39.1 72.4% | 9.9%
CAN
ACADEMY
CHARTER
(057804001)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
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DALLAS

CAN
ACADEMY
CHARTER-
OAK CLI
(057804002)

Attritio
Rate

STAAR
En-
glish

STAAR

En-
glish
|

STAAR
Alge-
bra |

Index Index
1: Stu- 2: Stu- 3:
dent dent Clos-
Achieve- Progress ing
Perfor
mance

Index

Index
4:
Post-
sec-
ondary
Readi-

TEA
Com-
posite
Per
for
mance

Grade

9 Four
Year
Longi-
tudinal
Grad-
uation

Annual
Dropout
Rate

DALLAS
CAN
ACADEMY
CHARTER-
OAK CLI
(057804002)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES

20.9%

85.1%

83.6%

97.4%

88.3 39.7 55.3

72.0

64.0

1.4%

DALLAS
COUNTY
JUVENILE
JUSTICE
(057814001)

7.0

1.0%

DAN
CHADWICK
CAMPUS
(092801001)

25.8%

60.0%

57.0%

68.0%

73.0 29.0 41.0

59.0

50.5

84.7%

1.1%

DAN
CHADWICK
CAMPUS
(092801001)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES

19.1%

71.4%

79.2%

85.1%

73.1 41.2 4141

444

49.9

96.4%

0.6%

DRC
CAMPUS
(057814002)

33.0 8.0

20.5

8.9%

40.4%

EARLY
COLLEGE
HS
(057903010)

5.1%

85.0%

87.0%

100.0%

91.0 45.0 63.0

95.0

73.5

100.0%

0.0%

EARLY
COLLEGE
HS
(057903010)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES

20.2%

53.3%

60.2%

78.9%

67.6 39.0 36.6

39.6

45.7

96.7%

1.0%

EAST
EARLY
COLLEGE
HS
(101912345)

6.0%

99.0%

98.0%

100.0%

99.0 40.0 71.0

98.0

77.0

100.0%

0.0%

EAST
EARLY
COLLEGE
HS
(101912345)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES

21.2%

75.9%

70.0%

97.3%

751 44.5 39.9

44.3

51.0

96.9%

0.1%
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Attrition STAAR| STAAR STAAR Index Index Index Index TEA Grade Annual

Rate En- En- Alge- 1: Stu- | 2: Stu- 3: 4: Com- 9 Four | Dropout
glish i bra | dent dent Clos- Post- posite | Year Rate
Achieve- Progress ing sec- Per Longi-
Perfor ondary | for tudinal
mance Readi- mance Grad-
uation
EAST-
WOQOD
ACADEMY
(101912301)
EAST- 24.2% | 50.9% | 48.0% | 80.4% | 62.1 36.0 34.2 30.5 40.7 94.4% 0.4%
WOOD
ACADEMY
(101912301)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
EL PASO 48.0% | 43.0% | 62.0% | 85.0% | 71.0 29.0 38.0 100.0 59.5 85.0% 12.8%
ACADEMY
(071804001)

EL PASO 36.4% | 63.3% | 54.3% | 78.6% | 69.0 286 40.0 76.2 53.7 795% | 10.2%
ACADEMY
(071804001)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
EL PASO 51.4% | 41.0% | 37.0% | 71.0% | 57.0 13.0 32.0 100.0 | 505 87.9% | 7.9%
ACADEMY
WEST
(071804002)
EL PASO 20.0% | 79.3% | 77.8% | 94.9% | 83.3 375 49.9 71.0 60.6 100.0% | 1.3%
ACADEMY
WEST
(071804002)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
ENER- 25.6% | 64.0% | 68.0% | 87.0% | 78.0 29.0 51.0 86.0 61.0 100.0% | 0.8%
GIZED FOR
STEM
ACADEMY
CENTRAL
(101912321)
ENER- 382% | 47.1% | 445% | 70.9% | 58.4 353 314 451 425 758% | 10.8%
GIZED FOR
STEM
ACADEMY
CENTRAL
(101912321)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
ENER- 15.9% | 63.0% | 86.0% | 97.0% | 87.0 29.0 53.0 90.0 64.8 92.7% | 0.3%
GIZED FOR
STEM
ACADEMY
WEST H
(101912455)
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Attrition STAAR STAAR, STAAR Index Index Index TEA Grade Annual
Rate En- En- Alge- 1: Stu- | 2: Stu- 3: : Com- 9 Four | Dropout
glish glish bra | dent dent Clos- posite | Year Rate
Il Achieve- Progress ing Per Longi-

Perfor for tudinal
mance mance Grad-
uation

ENER-
GIZED FOR
STEM
ACADEMY
WESTH
(101912455)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
EVOLU- 59.8% | 22.0% | 31.0% | 51.0% | 44.0 15.0 27.0 40.0 315 16.5%
TION
ACADEMY
BEAUMONT
(057834003)
EVOLU- 15.9% | 69.3% | 62.4% | 78.1% | 78.1 27.9 439 84.2 58.8 100.0% | 0.5%
TION
ACADEMY
BEAUMONT
(057834003)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
EVOLU- 74.3% | 25.0% | 30.0% | 27.0% | 37.0 7.0 22.0 78.0 36.0 491% 25.1%
TION
ACADEMY
CHARTER
SCHOOL
(057834001)
EVOLU- 18.4% | 91.7% | 92.4% | 96.2% | 68.6 38.3 39.6 405 46.7 94.6% 0.4%
TION
ACADEMY
CHARTER
SCHOOL
(057834001)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
EVOLU- 56.1% | 26.0% | 31.0% | 39.0% | 41.0 21.0 27.0 36.0 31.2 27.5%
TION
ACADEMY
HOUSTON
(057834004)
EVOLU- 17.9% | 72.3% | 69.4% | 87.5% | 80.0 316 46.8 75.3 58.4 100.0% | 0.4%
TION
ACADEMY
HOUSTON
(057834004)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
EXCEL * * * 4.0 0.0 2.0 32.3%
ACADEMY
(101811008)
EXCEL 84.6%
CENTER
LOCKHART
(227828002)
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Attrition STAAR| STAAR| STAAR Index Index Index TEA Grade Annual
Rate En- En- Alge- 1: Stu- | 2: Stu- 3: : Com- 9 Four | Dropout
glish glish bra | dent dent Clos- posite | Year Rate
Il Achieve- Progress ing Per Longi-
Perfor for tudinal
mance mance Grad-
uation

EXCEL
CENTER
LOCKHART
(227828002)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES

FORT 12.5% | 93.0% | 95.0% | 94.0% | 93.0 42.0 59.0 95.0 722 100.0% | 0.4%
WORTH
ACADEMY
OF FINE
ARTS
(220809001)
FORT 35.2% | 40.7% | 50.2% | 51.7% | 59.4 34.4 30.9 32.0 375 93.7% | 2.6%
WORTH
ACADEMY
OF FINE
ARTS
(220809001)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
FORT 68.2% | 31.0% | 41.0% | 58.0% | 52.0 28.0 32.0 77.0 472 9.7%
WORTH
CAN
ACADEMY
LAN-
CASTER
(057804008)
FORT 175% | 71.3% | 69.4% | 86.1% | 80.1 30.0 166 77.9 58.9 100.0% | 0.4%
WORTH
CAN
ACADEMY
LAN-
CASTER
(057804008)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
FORT 60.7% | 30.0% | 36.0% | 65.0% | 47.0 19.0 26.0 69.0 40.2 12.6%
WORTH
CAN
ACADEMY
WEST-
CREEK
(057804007)
FORT 33.6% | 67.1% | 71.2% | 84.9% | 79.7 29.4 46.8 63.9 54.8 97.3% | 3.4%
WORTH
CAN
ACADEMY
WEST-
CREEK
(057804007)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
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Attrition STAAR STAAR, STAAR Index Index Index Index TEA Grade Annual
Rate En- En- Alge- 1: Stu- | 2: Stu- 3: 4: Com- 9 Four | Dropout
glish glish bra | dent dent Clos- Post- posite | Year Rate
Il Achieve- Progress ing sec- Per Longi-

Perfor ondary | for tudinal
mance | Readi- mance Grad-
uation

FRANK L
MADLA
EARLY
COLLEGE
HS
(015805001)
FRANK L 20.2% | 91.0% 90.0% | 86.6 363 55.0 738 62.0 98.4% | 4.6%
MADLA
EARLY
COLLEGE
HS
(015805001)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
GARLAND | 64.9% | 25.0% | 44.0% | 64.0% | 53.0 3.0 31.0 29.0
CAN
ACADEMY
(057804013)
GARLAND | 17.5% | 71.3% | 69.4% | 86.1% | 80.1 30.0 466 779 58.9 100.0% | 0.4%
CAN
ACADEMY
(057804013)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
GATEWAY | 51.4% | 21.0% | 22.0% | 62.0% | 38.0 18.0 24.0 100.0 | 45.0 100.0% | 0.0%
ACADEMY-
SIERRA
VISTA
CHARTER
(240801002)
GATEWAY | 35.8% | 47.1% | 44.5% | 70.9% | 61.7 335 348 60.8 47.7 75.8% | 10.8%
ACADEMY-
SIERRA
VISTA
CHARTER
(240801002)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
GATEWAY | 47.3% | 16.0% | 16.0% | 49.0% | 37.0 20.0 24.0 100.0 | 452 100.0% | 0.0%
ACADEMY-
TOWNLAKE
CHARTER
H
(240801001)
GATEWAY | 25.9% 99.5% | 60.2 39.3 32.7 28.8 40.2 0.1%
ACADEMY-
TOWNLAKE
CHARTER
H
(240801001)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
GATEWAY | 37.2% | 82.0% | 78.0% | 75.0% | 84.0 43.0 36.0 100.0 | 65.8 95.7% | 3.1%
TECHHS
(014804005)
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Attritio STAAR| STAAR Index Index Index Index TEA Grade Annual
Rate En- Alge- 1: Stu- | 2: Stu- 3: 4: Com- 9 Four | Dropout
glish bra | dent dent Clos- Post- posite | Year Rate
Il Achieve- Progress ing sec- Per Longi-

Perfor ondary | for tudinal
mance | Readi- mance Grad-
uation

GATEWAY
TECHHS
(014804005)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
GEORGET | 34.8% | 27.0% | 30.0% | 56.0% | 48.0 22.0 28.0 100.0 495 89.9% 2.8%
SANCHEZ
HS
(101804001)
GEORGE | | 28.1% | 89.5% | 84.9% | 93.7% | 76.8 40.2 437 485 523 92.6% 31%
SANCHEZ
HS
(101804001)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
GEORGE- 100.0% * * 2.3%
TOWN
BEHAV-
IORAL
HEALTH
INSTI
(227806044)
GEORGE- 27.6% | 91.0% 90.0% | 79.7 14.0 476 821 57.1 98.4% 43%
TOWN
BEHAV-
IORAL
HEALTH
INSTI
(227806044)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
GRADUA- 82.5% | 35.0% | 38.0% | 67.0% | 48.0 11.0 28.0 89.0 44.0 71.4% 8.3%
TION PREP
ACADEMY
LANIER
(227901026)
GRADUA- 20.6% | 83.4% | 70.0% | 94.0% | 71.5 423 40.7 40.6 488 95.9% 0.3%
TION PREP
ACADEMY
LANIER
(227901026)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
GRADUA- 42.0% * 14.0% | 30.0% | 28.0 12.0 18.0 88.0 36.5 73.1% 7.1%
TION PREP
ACADEMY
TRAVIS
(227901025)
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Campus Attrition STAAR| STAAR| STAAR Index Index Index Index TEA Grade Annual

Name Rate En- En- Alge- 1: Stu- | 2: Stu- 3: 4: Com- 9 Four | Dropout
glish glish bra | dent dent Clos- Post- posite | Year Rate
Il Achieve- Progress ing sec- Per Longi-
Perfor ondary | for tudinal
mance Readi- mance Grad-
uation
GRADUA-
TION PREP
ACADEMY
TRAVIS
(227901025)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES

HARMONY | 13.4% | 76.0% | 83.0% | 90.0% | 86.0 38.0 56.0 92.0 68.0 99.2% | 0.2%
SCHOOL
OF
ADVANCEMENT-
HOUS
(101858004)
HARMONY | 36.7% | 74.1% | 78.1% | 84.9% | 81.6 292 | 483 69.8 57.2 96.7% | 3.7%
SCHOOL
OF
ADVANCEMENT-
HOUS
(101858004)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
HARMONY | 18.8% | 65.0% | 76.0% | 92.0% | 76.0 36.0 | 45.0 81.0 59.5 100.0% | 0.0%
SCHOOL
OF
INGENUITY-
HOUSTO
(101846003)
HARMONY | 20.9% | 85.1% | 83.6% | 97.4% | 88.3 39.7 55.3 72.0 64.0 1.4%
SCHOOL
OF
INGENUITY-
HOUSTO
(101846003)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
HARMONY | 30.8% | 83.0% | 79.0% | 95.0% | 83.0 410 | 47.0 80.0 62.8 0.0%
SCHOOL
OF INNOVA-
TION - GAR
(1618070086)
HARMONY | 42.8% 472 38.9 24.7 16.4 321 94.4% | 4.2%
SCHOOL
OF INNOVA-
TION - GAR
(161807006)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
HARMONY | 14.7% | 89.0% | 90.0% | 96.0% | 92.0 44.0 58.0 92.0 715 0.0%
SCHOOL
OF
INNOVATION-
SUGAR
(101862002)
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Attrition STAAR STAAR, STAAR Index Index Index Index TEA Grade Annual
Rate En- En- Alge- 1: Stu- | 2: Stu- 3: 4: Com- 9 Four | Dropout
glish glish bra | dent dent Clos- Post- posite | Year Rate
Il Achieve- Progress ing sec- Per Longi-

Perfor ondary | for tudinal
mance | Readi- mance Grad-
uation

HARMONY
SCHOOL

OF
INNOVATION-
SUGAR
(101862002)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
HARMONY | 15.2% | 66.0% | 72.0% | 89.0% | 76.0 43.0 43.0 80.0 60.5 100.0% | 0.2%
SCIENCE
ACADEMY -
DALLAS
(161807003)
HARMONY | 10.9% | 63.0% | 67.1% | 80.6% | 76.9 26.9 457 635 53.1 93.1% | 1.1%
SCIENCE
ACADEMY -
DALLAS
(161807003)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
HARMONY | 32.2% | 87.0% | 76.0% | 94.0% | 90.0 47.0 57.0 90.0 71.0 0.4%
SCIENCE
ACADEMY -
EULESS
(161807009)
HARMONY | 27.9% | 80.2% | 79.1% | 94.0% | 62.1 331 31.7 32.9 37.6 955% | 1.5%
SCIENCE
ACADEMY -
EULESS
(161807009)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
HARMONY | 10.8% | 72.0% | 73.0% | 93.0% | 84.0 45.0 61.0 87.0 69.2 98.4% | 0.2%
SCIENCE
ACADEMY-
HOUSTON
(101846001)
HARMONY | 35.2% | 40.7% | 50.2% | 51.7% | 59.4 344 30.9 32.0 375 93.7% | 2.6%
SCIENCE
ACADEMY-
HOUSTON
(101846001)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
HARMONY | 17.3% | 76.0% | 69.0% | 91.0% | 83.0 46.0 49.0 83.0 65.2 96.7% | 0.2%
SCIENCE
ACADEMY-
PFLUGERVIL
(227816002)
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Campus
Name

HARMONY

SCIENCE
ACADEMY-
PFLUGERVIL
(227816002)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES

Attritio

Rate

STAAR

En-
glish
|

STAAR
Alge-
bra |

Index
1: Stu-
dent

Index
2: Stu-
dent

Index

3:

Clos-

Achieve- Progress ing

Perfor
mance

TEA
Com-

posite

Per
for

mance

Grade

9 Four
Year
Longi-
tudinal
Grad-
uation

Annual
Dropout
Rate

HARRIS
COUNTY
JUVENILE
DETEN-
TION C
(101811001)

33.0

33.0

0.0%

HARRIS
COUNTY
YOUTH
VILLAGE
(101811004)

0.0%

HECTOR J
GARCIA
EARLY
COLLEGE
HS
(240901008)

5.0%

98.0%

95.0%

100.0%

98.0

48.0

70.0

98.0

78.5

100.0% | 0.0%

HECTOR J
GARCIA
EARLY
COLLEGE
HS
(240901008)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES

18.4%

100.0%

70.5

42.3

39.4

34.9

46.8

0.2%

HENRY
FORD
ACADEMY
ALAMEDA
SCHOOL
(015833001)

36.3%

77.0%

63.0%

73.0%

81.0

28.0

41.0

78.0

57.0

92.1% 2.7%

HENRY
FORD
ACADEMY
ALAMEDA
SCHOOL
(015833001)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES

21.4%

91.0%

90.0%

86.6

36.3

55.0

73.4

61.5

98.4% 4.3%

HOUSTON
ACADEMY
FOR
INTERNA-
TIONAL
(101912348)

11.1%

95.0%

95.0%

94.0%

97.0

31.0

61.0

97.0

71.5

100.0% | 0.0%
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Campus Attrition STAAR| STAAR| STAAR Index Index Index Index TEA Grade Annual
Name Rate En- En- Alge- 1: Stu- | 2: Stu- 3: 4: Com- 9 Four | Dropout
glish i bra | dent dent Clos- Post- posite | Year Rate
Achieve- Progress ing sec- Per Longi-

Perfor ondary | for tudinal
mance | Readi- mance Grad-
uation

HOUSTON
ACADEMY
FOR
INTERNA-
TIONAL
(101912348)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
HOUSTON
BEHAV-
IORAL
HEALTH-
CARE
(227806042)
HOUSTON | 48.4% | 49.0% | 43.0% | 73.0% | 61.0 25.0 33.0 75.0 485 9.9%
CAN
ACADEMY -
HOBBY
(057804010)
HOUSTON | 17.9% | 72.3% | 69.4% | 87.5% | 80.0 316 46.8 75.3 58.4 100.0% | 0.4%
CAN
ACADEMY -
HOBBY
(057804010)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
HOUSTON | 62.0% | 31.0% | 30.0% | 56.0% | 49.0 20.0 30.0 80.0 4438 9.4%
CAN
ACADEMY -
NORTH
(057804009)
HOUSTON | 20.0% | 79.3% | 77.8% | 94.9% | 83.3 375 49.9 71.0 60.6 100.0% | 1.3%
CAN
ACADEMY -
NORTH
(057804009)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
HOUSTON | 53.7% | 18.0% | 41.0% | 41.0% | 44.0 11.0 28.0 27.7
CAN
ACADEMY -
SOUTH-
WEST
(057804012)
HOUSTON | 36.7% | 74.1% | 78.1% | 84.9% | 81.6 29.2 483 69.8 57.2 96.7% | 3.7%
CAN
ACADEMY -
SOUTH-
WEST
(057804012)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
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Attrition STAAR STAAR, STAAR Index Index Index Index TEA Grade Annual
Rate En- En- Alge- 1: Stu- | 2: Stu- 3: 4: Com- 9 Four | Dropout
glish glish bra | dent dent Clos- Post- posite | Year Rate
Il Achieve- Progress ing sec- Per Longi-

Perfor ondary | for tudinal
mance | Readi- mance Grad-
uation

HOUSTON
HEIGHTS

CHARTER
SCHOOL

(101821001)
HOUSTON | 18.4% | 48.2% | 52.2% | 77.3% | 72.0 7 376 47.0 50.8 93.0% | 0.5%
HEIGHTS
CHARTER
SCHOOL
(101821001)
- COMPARI-
SON

CAMPUSES
HUSTON 42.0% | 50.0% | 50.0% * 430 31.0 25.0 53.0 38.0 774% | 0.0%
ACADEMY
(072802001)
HUSTON 18.9% | 35.1% | 40.4% | 69.9% | 73.3 386 39.7 472 497 765% | 2.7%
ACADEMY
(072802001)
- COMPARI-
SON

CAMPUSES
IDEA 15.2% | 76.0% | 85.0% | 88.0% | 86.0 38.0 55.0 90.0 67.2 100.0% | 0.5%
COLLEGE
PREP

(108807001)
IDEA 20.9% | 85.1% | 83.6% | 97.4% | 88.3 39.7 55.3 72.0 64.0 1.4%
COLLEGE
PREP

(108807001)
- COMPARI-
SON

CAMPUSES
IDEA 96% | 74.0% | 79.0% | 95.0% | 85.0 32.0 51.0 53.0 55.2 0.0%
COLLEGE
PREPARA-
TORY

ALAMO

(108807007)
IDEA 16.1% | 69.3% | 62.4% | 78.1% | 81.6 32.9 47.9 80.2 60.4 100.0% | 0.5%
COLLEGE
PREPARA-
TORY

ALAMO

(108807007)
- COMPARI-
SON

CAMPUSES
IDEA 12.2% | 77.0% | 80.0% | 94.0% | 85.0 41.0 53.0 88.0 66.8 100.0% | 0.0%
COLLEGE
PREPARA-
TORY

MISSION
(108807004)
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IDEA
COLLEGE
PREPARA-
TORY
MISSION
(108807004)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES

Attritio
Rate

STAAR
En-
glish

STAAR
En-
glish

|

STAAR
Alge-
bra |

Index

1: Stu-
dent
Achieve

Index Index
2: Stu- 3:
dent Clos-
Progress ing
Perfor
mance

Index
4:
Post-
sec-
ondary
Readi-

TEA
Com-
posite

Per
for

mance

Grade

9 Four
Year
Longi-
tudinal
Grad-
uation

Annual
Dropout
Rate

IDEA
COLLEGE
PREPARA-
TORY
PHARR
(108807008)

18.2%

81.0%

90.0%

95.0%

84.0

40.0 56.0

59.0

59.8

0.0%

IDEA
COLLEGE
PREPARA-
TORY
PHARR
(108807008)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES

15.8%

76.5%

62.4%

82.2%

83.0

30.7 48.2

80.3

60.5

100.0% | 1.3%

IDEA
FRONTIER
COLLEGE
PREPARA-
TORY
(108807003)

9.3%

84.0%

93.0%

96.0%

92.0

39.0 65.0

92.0

72.0

99.0% 0.0%

IDEA
FRONTIER
COLLEGE
PREPARA-
TORY
(108807003)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES

18.9%

79.8%

75.4%

93.6%

83.9

35.0 51.6

64.3

58.7

83.3% 1.1%

IDEA
TOROS
COLLEGE
PREPARA-
TORY
(108807018)

55.0%

80.0%

85.0

25.0 54.0

64.0

57.0

IDEA
TOROS
COLLEGE
PREPARA-
TORY
(108807018)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES

19.4%

91.0%

90.0%

90.3

36.3 57.8

73.4

64.1

98.4% 4.3%

INSPIRED
VISION
ACADEMY
MIDDLE
(057830002)

10.7%

63.0%

58.0%

84.0%

69.0

34.0 39.0

71.0

53.2

0.7%
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INSPIRED

VISION
ACADEMY
MIDDLE
(057830002)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES

Attritio
Rate

STAAR
En-
glish

STAAR
En-
glish

|

STAAR

Alge-
bra

Index

1: Stu-
dent
Achieve

Index Index
2: Stu- 3:
dent Clos-
Progress ing
Perfor
mance

Index
4:
Post-
sec-
ondary
Readi-

TEA
Com-
posite
Per
for
mance

Grade

9 Four
Year
Longi-
tudinal
Grad-
uation

Annual
Dropout
Rate

INTERNA-
TIONAL
LEADER-
SHIP OF
TEXAS
(057848003)

21.9%

69.0%

79.0%

82.0%

82.0

31.0 47.0

82.0

60.5 0.2%

INTERNA-
TIONAL
LEADER-
SHIP OF
TEXAS
(057848003)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES

21.4%

91.0%

90.0%

86.6

36.3 55.0

73.4

61.5 98.4% 4.3%

INTERNA-
TIONAL
LEADER-
SHIP OF
TEXAS
(057848006)

28.2%

62.0%

67.0%

80.0%

76.0

24.0 42.0

48.0

47.5 0.0%

INTERNA-
TIONAL
LEADER-
SHIP OF
TEXAS
(057848006)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES

30.1%

91.0%

90.0%

79.7

14.0 47.6

82.1

57.1 98.4% 4.3%

INTERNA-
TIONAL
LEADER-
SHIP OF
TEXAS
(057848009)

30.4%

84.0%

85.0%

87.0%

88.0

41.0 59.0

74.0

65.5 0.0%

INTERNA-
TIONAL
LEADER-
SHIP OF
TEXAS
(057848009)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES

19.4%

91.0%

90.0%

90.3

36.3 57.8

73.4

64.1 98.4% 4.3%

ISCHOOL H
S
(221801027)

87.1%

87.0%

88.0%

89.0%

92.0

36.0 49.0

89.0

66.5 98.2% 0.0%
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Attrition STAAR STAAR, STAAR Index Index Index Index TEA Grade Annual
Rate En- En- Alge- 1: Stu- | 2: Stu- 3: 4: Com- 9 Four | Dropout
glish glish bra | dent dent Clos- Post- posite | Year Rate
Il Achieve- Progress ing sec- Per Longi-

Perfor ondary | for tudinal
mance | Readi- mance Grad-
uation

ISCHOOL H
S
(221801027)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
ISCHOOL 29.4% | 97.0% | 100.0%| 100.0% | 99.0 32.0 56.0 92.0 69.8 0.3%
HIGH AT
THE
WOOD-
LANDS
(221801056)
ISCHOOL 16.4% | 81.6% | 66.3% | 81.2% | 86.3 30.6 51.9 83.8 63.1 99.3% 1.3%
HIGH AT
THE
WOOD-
LANDS
(221801056)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
ISCHOOL 25.3% | 96.0% | 99.0% | 100.0% | 99.0 37.0 63.0 92.0 72.8 100.0% | 0.0%
HIGH AT
UNIVER-
SITY PARK
(221801051)
ISCHOOL 20.2% | 91.0% 90.0% | 86.6 36.3 55.0 73.8 62.0 98.4% 4.6%
HIGH AT
UNIVER-
SITY PARK
(221801051)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
ISCHOOL 50.0% * 91.0% * 93.0 36.0 76.0 68.3 85.0% 0.7%
HIGH OF
HICKORY
CREEK
(221801041)
ISCHOOL 21.4% | 91.0% 90.0% | 86.6 36.3 55.0 73.4 61.5 98.4% 4.3%
HIGH OF
HICKORY
CREEK
(221801041)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
JOHN H * * * 0.0 0.0 0.0%
WOOD JR
CHARTER
SCHOOL AT
A
(015808001)
JOHNH *
WOOD JR
cS
GRANBURY
(015808006)
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Campus Attrition STAAR| STAAR| STAAR Index Index Index Index TEA Grade Annual
Name Rate En- En- Alge- 1: Stu- | 2: Stu- 3: 4: Com- 9 Four | Dropout
glish i bra | dent dent Clos- Post- posite | Year Rate
Achieve- Progress ing sec- Per Longi-

Perfor ondary | for tudinal
mance | Readi- mance Grad-
uation

JOHN H 0.0 0.0
WOOD JR
CS HAYS
co
JUVENILE
(015808003)
KATHERINE | 37.2% | 56.0% | 53.0% | 49.0% | 65.0 18.0 33.0 100.0 54.0 92.0% 4.2%
ANNE
PORTER
SCHOOL
(105801001)
KATHERINE | 18.9% | 79.8% | 75.4% | 93.6% | 83.9 35.0 51.6 64.3 58.7 83.3% 11%
ANNE
PORTER
SCHOOL
(105801001)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
Kl 22.0% * * 26.0 31.0 17.0 24.7 2.4%
CHARTER
ACADEMY
(105803001)
KIPP 18.3% | 68.0% 63.0% | 67.0 28.0 35.0 48.0 445
AUSTIN
BRAVE
(227820002)
KIPP 38.9% | 64.0% | 65.7% | 80.0% | 59.1 354 30.9 51.0 443 96.7% 2.9%
AUSTIN
BRAVE
(227820002)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
KIPP 11.7% | 72.0% | 71.0% | 58.0% | 77.0 21.0 48.0 85.0 57.8 92.5% 0.5%
AUSTIN
COLLE-
GIATE
(227820001)
KIPP 16.8% | 92.5% | 92.1% | 97.5% | 78.1 425 45 1 55.7 55.3 100.0% | 0.2%
AUSTIN
COLLE-
GIATE
(227820001)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
KIPP GEN- | 8.8% 70.0% | 74.0% | 55.0% | 77.0 34.0 45.0 82.0 59.5 0.5%
ERATIONS
COLLE-
GIATE
(101813004)
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Attrition STAAR STAAR, STAAR Index Index Index Index TEA Grade Annual
Rate En- En- Alge- 1: Stu- | 2: Stu- 3: 4: Com- 9 Four | Dropout
glish glish bra | dent dent Clos- Post- posite | Year Rate
Il Achieve- Progress ing sec- Per Longi-

Perfor ondary | for tudinal
mance | Readi- mance Grad-
uation

KIPP GEN-
ERATIONS
COLLE-
GIATE
(101813004)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
KIPP 5.6% 78.0% | 88.0% | 79.0% | 88.0 28.0 53.0 88.0 64.2 93.7% 0.6%
HOUSTON
HS
(101813003)
KIPP 401% | 46.8% | 43.4% | 73.6% | 54.2 346 28.1 401 39.2 75.2% 11.8%
HOUSTON
HS
(101813003)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
KIPP 141% | 58.0% | 72.0% | 83.0% | 77.0 34.0 48.0 61.0 55.0 1.2%
NORTH-
EAST
COLLEGE
PREPARA-
TORY
(101813005)
KIPP 175% | 71.3% | 69.4% | 86.1% | 80.1 30.0 46.6 77.9 58.9 100.0% | 0.4%
NORTH-
EAST
COLLEGE
PREPARA-
TORY
(101813005)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
KIPP SUN- | 16.5% | 63.0% | 62.0% | 72.0% | 74.0 26.0 47.0 80.0 56.8 0.0%
NYSIDE H S
(101813006)
KIPP SUN- | 15.9% | 69.3% | 62.4% | 78.1% | 78.1 27.9 439 84.2 58.8 100.0% | 0.5%
NYSIDE H S
(101813006)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
KIPP UNI- 13.8% | 60.0% | 67.0% | 70.0% | 72.0 24.0 42.0 82.0 55.0 99.1% 0.3%
VERSITY
PREPH S
(015826001)
KIPP UNI- 15.9% | 69.3% | 62.4% | 78.1% | 78.1 27.9 439 84.2 58.8 100.0% | 0.5%
VERSITY
PREPH S
(015826001)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
LAUREL * 0.0%
RIDGE
(227806030)
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LEADER- 33.0 33.0 0.0%
SHIP
ACADEMY
(1018110086)
LETOT *
CAMPUS
(057814005)
LIBERTY H 32.0% | 33.0% | 82.0% | 58.0 30.0 27.0 93.0 52.0 75.7% 22.4%
S
(101912324)
LIBERTYH | 13.6% | 61.7% | 60.4% | 79.9% | 73.8 32.0 418 53.9 50.4 92.3% 1.2%
S
(101912324)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
LIFEHS 15.1% | 72.0% | 68.0% | 81.0% | 80.0 29.0 45.0 82.0 59.0 0.7%
WAXA-
HACHIE
(057807002)
LIFEHS 20.0% | 35.3% | 42.8% | 88.1% | 68.8 411 36.6 452 491 88.6% 2.3%
WAXA-
HACHIE
(057807002)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
MANARA 53.8% | 57.0% | 79.0% | 79.0% | 71.0 37.0 38.0 41.0 46.8
LEADER-
SHIP
ACADEMY
(057844001)
MANARA 35.8% | 63.3% | 54.3% | 78.6% | 69.0 28.6 40.0 76.2 53.7 79.5% 10.2%
LEADER-
SHIP
ACADEMY
(057844001)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
MEADOW- * * 71.0% | 71.0 11.0 27.0 36.3 87.5% 3.7%
LAND
CHARTER
SCHOOL
(130801001)
MEDLOCK * * * 0.0 0.0 0.0%
YOUTH
VILLAGE
(057814003)
MERIDELL
(015808010)

* * * 30.0 15.0 14.0 19.7 80.0% 10.0%
METHODIST
CHIL-
DREN'S
HOME
(227806025)
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MIDVALLEY
ACADEMY-
MCALLEN
CHARTER
(108804002)
MIDVALLEY | 21.4% | 91.0% 90.0% | 86.6 | 36.3 | 55.0 73.4 615 | 98.4% | 4.3%
ACADEMY-
MCALLEN
CHARTER
(108804002)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
MIDVALLEY | 54.0% | 16.0% | 38.0% | 60.0% | 47.0 150 | 30.0 100.0 | 48.0 100.0% | 1.2%
ACADEMY-
MERCEDES
CHARTER
(108804001)
MIDVALLEY | 21.4% | 91.0% 90.0% | 86.6 | 363 | 55.0 734 615 | 98.4% | 4.3%
ACADEMY-
MERCEDES
CHARTER
(108804001)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
MIDVALLEY | 63.3% | 31.0% | 31.0% | 71.0% | 53.0 | 21.0 | 35.0 1000 | 52.2 100.0% | 0.0%
ACADEMY-
SAN
BENITO
CHARTER
(108804003)
MIDVALLEY | 21.4% | 91.0% 90.0% | 86.6 | 36.3 | 55.0 73.4 615 | 98.4% | 4.3%
ACADEMY-
SAN
BENITO
CHARTER
(108804003)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
MILCTONB | 30.6% | 61.0% | 73.0% | 81.0% | 76.0 | 33.0 | 43.0 81.0 58.2 100.0% | 0.0%
LEE
ACADEMY
OF
SCIENCE &
(015806003)
MICTONB | 24.7% | 90.7% | 98.0% | 98.0% | 77.6 | 41.0 | 44.7 484 52.9 100.0% | 1.6%
LEE
ACADEMY
OF
SCIENCE &
(015806003)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
MONTI- 40.0% | 35.0% | 54.0% | 59.0 | 34.0 | 36.0 23.0 38.0
CELLO
(015820002)
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MONTI-

CELLO

(015820002)
- COMPARI-
SON

CAMPUSES
MOUNT 125% | 77.0% | 85.0% | 93.0% | 90.0 25.0 52.0 80.0 61.8 100.0% | 0.0%
CARMEL
ACADEMY
(101912311)
MOUNT 27.9% | 80.2% | 79.1% | 94.0% | 62.1 331 31.7 32.9 376 955% | 1.5%
CARMEL
ACADEMY
(101912311)
- COMPARI-
SON

CAMPUSES
NEW DI- 57.3% | 53.0% | 59.0% | 47.0% | 57.0 410 32.0 100.0 | 57.5 100.0% | 0.0%
RECTIONS
(015807005)
NEW DI- 25.9% | 90.1% | 86.5% | 92.4% | 82.9 418 4838 65.0 59.7 96.2% | 1.7%
RECTIONS
(015807005)
- COMPARI-
SON

CAMPUSES
NORTH 4.0% | 97.0% | 94.0% | 98.0% | 98.0 38.0 68.0 96.0 75.0 98.9% | 0.0%
HOUSTON
EARLY

COLLEGE
HS

(101912308)
NORTH 17.2% | 58.1% | 60.0% | 82.0% | 78.3 401 449 60.2 55.9 822% | 3.8%
HOUSTON
EARLY

COLLEGE
HS

(101912308)
- COMPARI-
SON

CAMPUSES
NORTH- 11.4% | 96.0% | 97.0% | 98.0% | 98.0 42.0 64.0 95.0 7438 943% | 0.0%
WEST

EARLY

COLLEGE
HS

(NWECH)
(071907003)
NORTH- 32.1% | 27.0% | 37.0% | 79.2% | 69.7 438 415 434 496 100.0% | 0.5%
WEST

EARLY

COLLEGE
HS

(NWECH)
(071907003)
- COMPARI-
SON

CAMPUSES
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NYOS
CHARTER
SCHOOL
(227804101)
NYOS 26.2% | 56.7% | 60.9% | 87.3% | 77.8 415 44.8 4838 53.3 98.0% 1.3%
CHARTER
SCHOOL
(227804101)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
PANOLA CS * * * * 50.0 24.0 100.0 58.0 100.0% | 0.0%
(183801001)
PANOLACS | 25.7% | 63.5% | 50.0% | 91.9% | 79.3 444 455 495 54.7 100.0% | 0.3%
(183801001)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
PANOLA * 86.0% | 80.0% * 85.0 32.0 34.0 94.0 61.2 88.9% 0.0%
EARLY
COLLEGE
HS
(183801003)
PANOLA 16.3% | 50.0% 100.0% | 78.6 419 43.0 47 .4 52.9 88.5% 2.0%
EARLY
COLLEGE
HS
(183801003)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
PASEO DEL | 54.3% | 60.0% | 56.0% | 83.0% | 73.0 20.0 41.0 100.0 58.5 90.6% 0.9%
NORTE
ACADEMY-
VISTA DEL
(071803002)
PASEODEL | 36.7% | 74.1% | 78.1% | 84.9% | 81.6 29.2 483 69.8 57.2 96.7% 3.7%
NORTE
ACADEMY-
VISTA DEL
(071803002)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
PASODEL | 49.2% | 49.0% | 48.0% | 95.0% | 63.0 38.0 41.0 100.0 60.5 97.6% 0.0%
NORTE
ACADEMY-
MESA
CHARTER
(071803001)
PASO DEL 21.4% | 91.0% 90.0% | 86.6 36.3 55.0 734 615 98.4% 4.3%
NORTE
ACADEMY-
MESA
CHARTER
(071803001)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
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PATHWAYS
3H

CAMPUS
(227806023)
PAUL AND 19.7% | 73.0% | 88.0% | 75.0% | 84.0 18.0 48.0 84.0 58.5 100.0% | 0.6%
JANE
MEYER
PUBLICH S
(161802001)
PAUL AND 20.0% | 79.3% | 77.8% | 94.9% | 83.3 375 49.9 71.0 60.6 100.0% | 1.3%
JANE
MEYER
PUBLICHS
(161802001)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
PEGASUS * * * 100.0 34.0 67.0
SCHOOL
(046802007)
PHOENIX 50.0% | 70.0% * 58.0 23.0 36.0 39.0 86.5% 6.0%
SCHOOL AT
SOUTH-
WEST
SCHOOL
(101838004)
PINEY- 13.8% | 66.0% | 68.0% | 82.0% | 75.0 34.0 35.0 89.0 58.2 100.0% | 0.0%
WOODS
COMMU-
NITY
ACADEMY
HS
(003801001)
PINEY- 23.3% | 55.6% | 54.9% | 76.0% | 64.0 311 37.2 51.9 46.0 82.0% 3.5%
WOODS
COMMU-
NITY
ACADEMY
HS
(003801001)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
POR VIDA 64.1% | 30.0% | 23.0% | 41.0% | 36.0 29.0 21.0 66.0 38.0 45.8% 24.8%
ACADEMY
CHARTER
HS
(015801001)
POR VIDA 20.0% | 79.3% | 77.8% | 94.9% | 83.3 375 49.9 71.0 60.6 100.0% | 1.3%
ACADEMY
CHARTER
HS
(015801001)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
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POSITIVE
SOLU-
TIONS
CHARTER
(015814001)
POSITIVE | 15.7% | 68.0% | 65.6% | 79.6% | 79.6 36.3 489 714 59.0 95.1% | 0.8%
SOLU-
TIONS
CHARTER
(015814001)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
PREMIERH | 72.6% | 58.0% | 54.0% | 83.0% | 70.0 1.0 100.0 | 70.3 90.0% | 1.5%
s
AMERICAN
YOUTH-
WORKS
(072801102)
PREMIERH | 30.3% | 64.4% | 61.2% | 72.8% | 72.3 232 412 742 52.9 78.0% | 8.6%
s
AMERICAN
YOUTH-
WORKS
(072801102)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
PREMIERH | 52.7% | 77.0% | 72.0% | 86.0% | 82.0 23.0 47.0 100.0 | 63.0 100.0% | 0.0%
SOF
ABILENE
(072801101)
PREMIERH | 18.3% | 51.0% | 52.3% | 71.7% | 70.6 383 39.0 547 50.7 91.8% | 0.5%
SOF
ABILENE
(072801101)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
PREMIERH | 53.8% | 57.0% | 66.0% | 77.0% | 70.0 27.0 39.0 100.0 | 59.0 0.6%
S OF
AMARILLO
(072801142)
PREMIERH | 21.4% | 91.0% 90.0% | 86.6 36.3 55.0 734 615 98.4% | 4.3%
S OF
AMARILLO
(072801142)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
PREMIERH | 57.2% | 64.0% | 70.0% | 90.0% | 88.0 33.0 48.0 100.0 | 67.2 27% | 1.1%
SOF
AUSTIN
(072801113)

Page | C-93



Attrition STAAR STAAR, STAAR Index Index Index Index TEA Grade Annual
Rate En- En- Alge- 1: Stu- | 2: Stu- 3: 4: Com- 9 Four | Dropout
glish glish bra | dent dent Clos- Post- posite | Year Rate
Il Achieve- Progress ing sec- Per Longi-

Perfor ondary | for tudinal
mance | Readi- mance Grad-
uation

PREMIER H
S OF
AUSTIN
(072801113)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
PREMIERH | 50.9% | 64.0% | 78.0% | 100.0% | 79.0 21.0 41.0 100.0 60.2 98.5% 1.2%
S OF
BROWNSVILLE
(072801103)
PREMIERH | 20.2% | 91.0% 90.0% | 86.6 36.3 55.0 738 62.0 98.4% 46%
S OF
BROWNSVILLE
(072801103)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
PREMIERH | 71.6% * 52.0% * 45.0 42.0 22.0 100.0 52.2 100.0% | 0.6%
S OF CO-
MANCHE/EARLY
(072801001)
PREMIERH | 225% | 50.0% | 30.0% 69.3 456 40.1 36.6 47.9 75.0% 12.9%
S OF CO-
MANCHE/EARLY
(072801001)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
PREMIERH | 55.8% | 83.0% | 64.0% | 65.0% | 76.0 25.0 410 100.0 60.5 96.9% 0.0%
S OF
DAYTON
(072801138)
PREMIERH | 37.2% | 74.1% | 78.1% | 84.9% | 81.6 29.2 483 69.8 57.2 96.7% 3.7%
S OF
DAYTON
(072801138)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
PREMIERH | 50.8% | 47.0% | 48.0% | 89.0% | 66.0 25.0 41.0 100.0 58.0 100.0% | 0.0%
S OF DEL
RIO
(072801107)
PREMIERH | 26.5% | 23.7% | 23.4% | 82.7% | 64.2 36.4 35.9 38.4 437 80.1% 8.8%
S OF DEL
RIO
(072801107)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
PREMIERH | 67.4% * * 50.0% | 48.0 26.0 87.0 53.7 0.0%
S OF EAST
EL PASO
(072801143)
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PREMIER H
S OF EAST
EL PASO
(072801143)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
PREMIERH | 61.8% | 29.0% | 45.0% | 75.0% | 59.0 22.0 36.0 1000 | 54.2 95.8% | 0.0%
SOF EL
PASO
(072801129)
PREMIERH | 16.4% | 81.6% | 66.3% | 81.2% | 86.3 30.6 51.9 83.8 63.1 99.3% | 1.3%
S OF EL
PASO
(072801129)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
PREMIERH | 67.7% | 54.0% | 45.0% | * 59.0 14.0 31.0 100.0 | 51.0 95.3% | 1.3%
S OF FORT
WORTH
(072801108)
PREMIERH | 23.9% | 90.7% | 98.0% | 98.0% | 80.2 413 46.9 527 55.3 100.0% | 1.6%
S OF FORT
WORTH
(072801108)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
PREMIERH | 47.3% | 77.0% | 69.0% | 83.0% | 79.0 20.0 51.0 1000 | 625 100.0% | 0.0%
SOF
GRANBURY
(072801137)
PREMIERH | 22.4% 772 461 46.0 461 53.8
S OF
GRANBURY
(072801137)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
PREMIERH | 44.8% | 86.0% | 85.0% | 100.0% | 91.0 32.0 50.0 1000 | 68.2 83.3% | 3.0%
SOF
HUNTSVILLE
(072801135)
PREMIERH | 21.2% 100.0% | 70.9 40.0 38.8 355 46.3 0.1%
SOF
HUNTSVILLE
(072801135)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
PREMIERH | 65.0% | 52.0% | 59.0% | 68.0% | 65.0 33.0 37.0 1000 | 58.8 100.0% | 0.8%
S OF
LAREDO
(072801109)
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PREMIER H
SOF
LAREDO
(072801109)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
PREMIERH | 63.8% | 63.0% | 63.0% | X 76.0 100.0 | 88.0 2.2%
SOF
LEWISVILLE
(072801141)
PREMIERH | 17.9% | 72.3% | 69.4% | 87.5% | 80.0 316 | 4638 75.3 58.4 100.0% | 0.4%
SOF
LEWISVILLE
(072801141)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
PREMIERH | 60.9% | 64.0% | 71.0% | 47.0% | 71.0 31.0 | 41.0 1000 | 60.8 972% | 0.4%
SOF
LUBBOCK
(072801110)
PREMIERH | 19.0% | 72.3% | 66.5% | 87.4% | 78.8 316 | 46.1 754 58.1 100.0% | 1.2%
SOF
LUBBOCK
(072801110)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
PREMIERH | 49.0% | 64.0% | 79.0% | 50.0% | 73.0 340 | 43.0 100.0 | 62.5 926% | 1.6%
SOF
MIDLAND
(072801112)
PREMIERH | 13.0% | 51.0% | 63.0% | 91.2% | 79.9 423 | 449 521 548 87.4% | 0.2%
SOF
MIDLAND
(072801112)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
PREMIERH | 63.3% | 50.0% | 43.0% | 100.0% | 71.0 33.0 | 40.0 1000 | 61.0 100.0% | 0.0%
SOF
MISSION
(072801116)
PREMIERH | 11.5% | 61.8% | 61.3% | 80.0% | 71.8 29.7 | 40.9 52.0 486 911% | 1.3%
SOF
MISSION
(072801116)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
PREMIERH | 60.0% | 85.0% | 80.0% | 92.0% | 90.0 370 | 42.0 100.0 | 67.2 100.0% | 0.0%
S OF NEW
BRAUN-
FELS
(072801136)
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PREMIER H

S OF NEW
BRAUN-
FELS
(072801136)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES

Attritio
Rate

STAAR
En-
glish

STAAR
En-
glish

|

STAAR
Alge-
bra |

Index

1: Stu-
dent
Achieve

Index Index
2: Stu- 3:
dent Clos-
Progress ing
Perfor
mance

Index
4:
Post-
sec-
ondary
Readi-

TEA
Com-
posite
Per
for
mance

Grade

9 Four
Year
Longi-
tudinal
Grad-
uation

Annual
Dropout
Rate

PREMIER H
S OF
NORTH
AUSTIN
(072801128)

66.7%

80.0%

69.0%

67.0%

80.0

18.0 46.0

100.0

61.0 91.1%

0.8%

PREMIER H
S OF
NORTH
AUSTIN
(072801128)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES

36.4%

63.3%

54.3%

78.6%

69.0

28.6 40.0

76.2

53.7 79.5%

10.2%

PREMIER H
S OF
NORTH
HOUSTON
(072801147)

63.4%

74.0%

76.0%

38.0%

73.0

36.0 36.0

48.3

PREMIER H
S OF
NORTH
HOUSTON
(072801147)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES

15.5%

81.6%

66.3%

81.2%

87.1

30.6 52.3

83.7

63.3 100.0%

1.4%

PREMIER H
S OF
PALMVIEW
(072801104)

55.5%

48.0%

75.0%

82.0%

76.0

15.0 44.0

100.0

58.8 100.0%

0.0%

PREMIER H
SOF
PALMVIEW
(072801104)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES

21.1%

87.0%

89.0%

100.0%

81.0

49.9 49.1

52.9

58.6 100.0%

0.1%

PREMIER H
S OF
PFLUGERVIL
(072801144)

45.2%

| E

55.0%

73.0%

71.0

100.0

85.5

0.7%

PREMIER H
S OF
PFLUGERVIL
(072801144)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES

21.4%

| E

91.0%

90.0%

86.6

36.3 55.0

73.4

61.5 98.4%

4.3%
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PREMIER H
SOF
PHARR
(072801115)
PREMIERH | 455% | 74.1% | 78.1% | 81.8% | 82.3 25.4 475 82.4 59.3 96.7% 3.7%
SOF
PHARR
(072801115)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
PREMIERH | 100.0% * 57.0% * 49.0 21.0 32.0 100.0 50.5 100.0% | 0.9%
SOF
RICHARD-
SON
(072801131)
PREMIERH | 21.4% | 91.0% 90.0% | 86.6 36.3 55.0 734 61.5 98.4% 4.3%
SOF
RICHARD-
SON
(072801131)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
PREMIERH | 71.1% | 56.0% | 69.0% | 67.0% | 76.0 31.0 39.0 100.0 61.5 97.1% 0.0%
S OF SAN
ANTONIO
(072801117)
PREMIERH | 17.8% | 74.1% | 71.3% | 96.0% | 76.2 443 425 49.9 53.2 99.3% 0.1%
S OF SAN
ANTONIO
(072801117)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
PREMIERH | 53.2% | 86.0% | 83.0% | 80.0% | 89.0 50.0 50.0 100.0 72.2 100.0% | 0.0%
S OF SAN
JUAN
(072801130)
PREMIERH | 16.1% | 69.3% | 62.4% | 78.1% | 81.6 32.9 47.9 80.2 60.4 100.0% | 0.5%
S OF SAN
JUAN
(072801130)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
PREMIERH | 44.1% | 53.0% | 47.0% * 75.0 26.0 39.0 100.0 60.0 80.0% 1.6%
S OF
SOUTH
IRVING
(072801139)
PREMIERH | 35.8% | 63.3% | 54.3% | 78.6% | 69.0 28.6 40.0 76.2 53.7 79.5% 10.2%
SOF
SOUTH
IRVING
(072801139)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
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Rate En- En- Alge- 1: Stu- | 2: Stu- 3: 4: Com- 9 Four | Dropout
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Perfor ondary | for tudinal
mance | Readi- mance Grad-
uation

PREMIERH | 66.7% | 80.0% 68.0 68.0
SOF

TEXARKANA
(072801148)
PREMIERH | 15.4% | 42.8% | 44.0% | 78.8% | 70.8 369 | 41.0 61.1 524 | 78.6% | 2.6%
SOF

TEXARKANA
(072801148)
- COMPARI-
SON

CAMPUSES
PREMIERH | 70.6% * [ 50.0% | 42.0% | 47.0 34.0 27.0 100.0 | 52.0 100.0% | 0.0%
SOF

TYLER

(072801118)
PREMIERH | 17.3% | 65.2% | 71.0% | 80.0% | 73.6 374 | 404 56.8 52.1 97.8% | 0.8%
SOF

TYLER

(072801118)
- COMPARI-
SON

CAMPUSES
PREMIERH | 52.9% | 65.0% | 46.0% | 70.0% | 73.0 160 | 40.0 1000 | 57.2 98.8% | 1.1%
S OF WACO
(072801121)
PREMIERH | 25.6% | 52.7% | 54.1% | 77.3% | 61.4 | 34.1 33.8 7 24 | 929% | 4.4%
S OF WACO
(072801121)
- COMPARI-
SON

CAMPUSES
PREMIER | 68.1% | 33.0% | 41.0% | 75.0% | 57.0 34.0 1000 | 63.7 0.0%
HIGH

SCHOOLS
CAREER &
TECH

(072801146)
PREMIER | 21.4% | 91.0% 90.0% | 86.6 | 36.3 55.0 73.4 615 98.4% | 4.3%
HIGH

SCHOOLS
CAREER &
TECH

(072801146)
- COMPARI-
SON

CAMPUSES
PRO- 32.1% | 27.0% | 20.0% | 68.0% | 44.0 16.0 26.0 100.0 | 465 0.9%
VISIONH S
(101868001)
PRO- 155% | 81.6% | 66.3% | 81.2% | 87.1 30.6 52.3 83.7 63.3 100.0% | 1.4%
VISIONH S
(101868001)
- COMPARI-
SON

CAMPUSES
RANCH * [31.0% | 36.0% | 39.0 23.0 22.0 28.0 81.0% | 6.0%
ACADEMY
(234801001)
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RAUL YZA-
GUIRRE
SCHOOL
FOR
SUCCESS
(101806001)
RAULYZA- | 21.4% | 91.0% 90.0% | 86.6 363 55.0 73.4 615 98.4% | 4.3%
GUIRRE
SCHOOL
FOR
SUCCESS
(101806001)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
REACH 9.0% | 14.0% | 20.0% | 21.0 13.0 13.0 66.0 28.2 46.3% | 32.9%
CHARTER
(101912349)
REACH 16.0% | 55.4% | 66.5% | 87.1% | 78.4 440 447 495 541 95.6% | 0.3%
CHARTER
(101912349)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
RICHARD | 61.2% | 38.0% | 33.0% | 54.0% | 48.0 29.0 31.0 20.0 32.0 22.3%
MILBURN
ACADEMY
AMARILLO
(014801008)
RICHARD | 26.5% | 66.8% | 87.3% | 85.0% | 65.0 326 33.7 378 423 99.3% | 0.6%
MILBURN
ACADEMY
AMARILLO
(014801008)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
RICHARD | 52.3% | 13.0% | 31.0% | 29.0% | 37.0 8.0 22.0 9.0 19.0 19.6%
MILBURN
ACADEMY
CORPUS
CHRISTY
(014801007)
RICHARD | 28.1% | 89.5% | 84.9% | 93.7% | 76.8 40.2 437 485 523 926% | 3.1%
MILBURN
ACADEMY
CORPUS
CHRISTY
(014801007)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
RICHARD | 76.7% | 19.0% | 20.0% | 24.0% | 31.0 12.0 19.0 8.0 175 30.2%
MILBURN
ACADEMY
FORT
WORTH
(014801006)
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Perfor ondary | for tudinal
mance | Readi- mance Grad-
uation

RICHARD
MILBURN
ACADEMY
FORT
WORTH
(014801006)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
RICHARD | 73.8% | 13.0% | 5.0% | 17.0% | 20.0 5.0 14.0 16.0 13.8 22.9%
MILBURN
ACADEMY
HOUSTON
(S)
(014801005)
RICHARD | 20.9% | 85.1% | 83.6% | 97.4% | 88.3 39.7 55.3 72.0 64.0 1.4%
MILBURN
ACADEMY
HOUSTON
(S)
(014801005)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
RICHARD | 67.7% * [ 350% | % 38.0 20.0 29.0
MILBURN
ACADEMY
HOUSTON
EA
(014801009)
RICHARD | 16.9% | 85.0% | 83.1% | 92.2% | 76.6 39.0 | 426 55.2 53.3 98.9% | 0.1%
MILBURN
ACADEMY
HOUSTON
EA
(014801009)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
RICHARD | 62.9% | 18.0% | 24.0% | 23.0% | 30.0 10.0 18.0 31.0 22.2 24.3%
MILBURN
ACADEMY
LUBBOCK
(014801004)
RICHARD | 17.8% | 53.0% | 80.0% | 97.6% | 715 38.4 39.0 40.4 473 92.3% | 0.2%
MILBURN
ACADEMY
LUBBOCK
(014801004)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
RICHARD 22.0% | 15.0% | 22.0% | 27.0 13.0 13.0 29.0 20.5 16.9%
MILBURN
ACADEMY
MIDLAND
(014801003)
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RICHARD
MILBURN
ACADEMY
MIDLAND
(014801003)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
RICHARD | 86.4% * [ 18.0% | 18.0% | 17.0 9.0 13.0
MILBURN
ACADEMY
MIDLAND
SO
(014801010)
RICHARD | 20.7% | 85.1% | 83.6% | 97.4% | 88.3 | 39.7 | 55.3 716 63.6 1.4%
MILBURN
ACADEMY
MIDLAND
SO
(014801010)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
RICHARD | 53.2% | 14.0% | 18.0% | 28.0% | 28.0 13.0 17.0 34.0 23.0 22.3%
MILBURN
ACADEMY
ODESSA
(014801002)
RICHARD | 35.8% | 63.3% | 54.3% | 78.6% | 69.0 | 28.6 | 40.0 76.2 53.7 | 795% | 10.2%
MILBURN
ACADEMY
ODESSA
(014801002)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
RICHARD | 41.9% | 31.0% | 39.0% | 23.0% | 45.0 190 | 240 69.0 392 | 472% | 28.1%
MILBURN
ALTERH S
(KILLEEN
(014801001)
RICHARD | 15.5% | 95.5% | 945% | 92.6% | 79.7 | 40.7 | 47.2 60.5 57.0 100.0% | 0.1%
MILBURN
ALTERH S
(KILLEEN
(014801001)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
RICHLAND | 18.1% * * * 990 65.0 96.0 86.7 | 98.9% | 0.0%
COLLE-
GIATEH S
OF MATH
SCHOOL
(057840001)
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RICHLAND
COLLE-
GIATEH S
OF MATH
SCHOOL
(057840001)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
ROCKDALE
(015808007)
SAN 70.5% | 33.0% | 56.0% | 46.0% | 57.0 24.0 32.0 90.0 50.8 6.3%
ANTONIO
CAN
ACADEMY
(057804011)
SAN 30.1% | 52.7% | 54.1% | 77.3% | 61.2 322 33.7 46.9 430 92.9% 4.4%
ANTONIO
CAN
ACADEMY
(057804011)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
SAN 51.0% | 45.0% | 42.0% | 44.0 21.0 24.0 100.0 472 95.9% 4.4%
ANTONIO
SCHOOL
FOR
INQUIRY &
C
(015820001)
SAN 29.7% | 36.0% | 50.0% | 86.3% | 70.8 427 422 408 492 100.0% | 0.2%
ANTONIO
SCHOOL
FOR
INQUIRY &
C
(015820001)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
SAU * * * 50.0 25.0 375 5.6% 31.5%
CAMPUS
(057814004)
SCHOOL 15.3% | 82.0% | 89.0% | 94.0% | 90.0 42.0 54.0 84.0 67.5 93.8% 0.0%
OF
SCIENCE
AND TECH-
NOLOGY
(015827001)
SCHOOL 15.8% | 76.5% | 62.4% | 82.2% | 83.0 30.7 482 80.3 60.5 100.0% | 1.3%
OF
SCIENCE
AND TECH-
NOLOGY
(015827001)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
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SETON
HOME
(227806046)
SETTLE- * 0.0 0.0
MENT
HOME
(227806005)
SHORE- * 100.0 100.0 *
LINE
ACADEMY
(072802002)
SOUTH 56.8% | 26.0% | 26.0% | 50.0% | 43.0 22.0 27.0 100.0 48.0 91.7% 0.6%
PLAINS
ACADEMY
CHARTER
HS
(152803001)
SOUTH 16.4% | 81.6% | 66.3% | 81.2% | 86.3 30.6 51.9 83.8 63.1 99.3% 1.3%
PLAINS
ACADEMY
CHARTER
HS
(152803001)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
SOUTH- 9.8% 53.0% | 52.0% | 84.0% | 63.0 32.0 37.0 71.0 50.8 94.0% 0.3%
WESTHS
(101838001)
SOUTH- 175% | 93.2% | 92.8% | 97.5% | 80.2 436 46.9 61.3 58.0 100.0% | 0.1%
WESTHS
(101838001)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
SOUTH- 35.8% | 44.0% | 58.0% | 47.0% | 48.0 30.0 23.0 100.0 50.2 100.0% | 1.1%
WEST
PREPARA-
TORY
SCHOOL-
NORTH
(015807004)
SOUTH- 34.4% | 66.7% | 65.4% | 79.2% | 56.9 342 29.6 314 38.0 65.2% 15.9%
WEST
PREPARA-
TORY
SCHOOL-
NORTH
(015807004)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
ST PHILIP'S | 16.8% | 83.0% | 73.0% | 92.0% | 89.0 31.0 53.0 67.0 60.0 1.2%
COLLEGE
EARLY
COLLEGE
(015907025)
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ST PHILIP'S
COLLEGE
EARLY
COLLEGE
(015907025)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
TEKOA 48.6% | 55.0% | 63.0% | 100.0% | 68.0 25.0 | 43.0 57.0 482 778% | 1.1%
ACADEMY
OF ACCEL-
ERATED
STUDIES
(123803001)
TEKOA 175% | 71.3% | 69.4% | 86.1% | 80.1 300 | 466 77.9 58.9 100.0% | 0.4%
ACADEMY
OF ACCEL-
ERATED
STUDIES
(123803001)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
TEXAS 57.9% | 71.0% | 74.0% | 65.0% | 77.0 31.0 | 40.0 52.0 50.0 483% | 11.1%
CONNEC-
TIONS
ACADEMY
AT
HOUSTON
(101912100)
TEXAS 17.7% | 51.0% | 58.0% | 61.6% | 68.6 30.3 39.8 63.4 50.5 92.7% | 0.8%
CONNEC-
TIONS
ACADEMY
AT
HOUSTON
(101912100)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
TEXAS 16.9% | 64.0% | 94.0% | 87.0% | 82.0 450 | 47.0 90.0 66.0 92.9% | 0.0%
EARLY
COLLEGE
HS
(183801002)
TEXAS 16.0% | 72.3% | 70.7% | 88.5% | 83.1 411 483 713 61.0 96.3% | 0.1%
EARLY
COLLEGE
HS
(183801002)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
TEXAS 42.0% | 60.0% | 73.0% | 58.0% | 71.0 21.0 | 40.0 88.0 55.0 6.7%
VIRTUAL
ACADEMY
(072801145)
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TEXAS

VIRTUAL
ACADEMY
(072801145)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES

Attritio
Rate

STAAR
En-
glish

STAAR

En-
glish
|

STAAR
Alge-
bra |

Index
1: Stu-
dent

Index
2: Stu-
dent

Index
3:
Clos-

Achieve- Progress ing

Perfor
mance

Index
4:
Post-
sec-
ondary
Readi-

TEA
Com-
posite

Per
for

mance

Grade

9 Four
Year
Longi-
tudinal
Grad-
uation

Annual
Dropout
Rate

THE EAST
AUSTIN
COLLEGE
PREP AT
ML
(227824002)

21.3%

54.0%

56.0%

78.0%

64.0

30.0

34.0

62.0

47.5

1.7%

THE EAST
AUSTIN
COLLEGE
PREP AT
ML
(227824002)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES

25.8%

62.8%

81.4%

75.5

34.5

42.3

43.5

49.0

100.0% | 1.9%

THE EXCEL
CENTER
(227828001)

53.2%

73.0%

57.0

30.0

12.0

33.0

53.8%

THE EXCEL
CENTER
(227828001)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES

21.4%

91.0%

90.0%

86.6

36.3

55.0

73.4

61.5

98.4% 4.3%

THE EXCEL
CENTER
(FOR
ADULTS)
(227827001)

65.3%

42.0%

THE EXCEL
CENTER
(FOR
ADULTS)
(227827001)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES

28.8%

62.3%

60.3%

75.8%

71.8

241

40.7

68.5

51.5

78.0% 7.9%

THOMAS
BUZBEE
VOCA-
TIONAL
SCHOOL
(236801001)

26.0%

27.0%

15.0%

25.0

15.0

20.0

67.5% 9.4%

TRAVIS
EARLY
COLLEGE
HS
(015907022)

8.9%

95.0%

99.0%

98.0%

98.0

38.0

63.0

97.0

74.0

98.8% 0.0%

Page | C-106




Attrition STAAR STAAR, STAAR Index Index Index Index TEA Grade Annual
Rate En- En- Alge- 1: Stu- | 2: Stu- 3: 4: Com- 9 Four | Dropout
glish glish bra | dent dent Clos- Post- posite | Year Rate
Il Achieve- Progress ing sec- Per Longi-

Perfor ondary | for tudinal
mance | Readi- mance Grad-
uation

TRAVIS
EARLY
COLLEGE
HS
(015907022)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
TRINITY * * 0.0 0.0
CHARTER
SCHOOL
(046802001)
TRINITY
CHARTER
SCHOOL
(046802004)
UNIVER- * * 57.0 57.0 8.7%
SITYHS
(227806043)
UNIVER- 34.2% | 66.0% | 72.0% | 81.0% | 50.6 36.6 26.3 29.3 36.0 96.7% 1.2%
SITYHS
(227806043)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
UNLIMITED
VISIONS
AFTER-
CARE
(227806041)
UPLIFT 12.2% | 92.0% | 99.0% | 71.0% | 95.0 45.0 61.0 97.0 745 100.0% | 0.0%
EDUCATION-
NORTH
HILLS
PREP
(057803002)
UPLIFT 15.4% | 93.0% | 92.2% | 95.0% | 80.0 411 474 64.4 58.2 100.0% | 0.1%
EDUCATION-
NORTH
HILLS
PREP
(057803002)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
UPLIFT 15.7% | 72.0% | 76.0% | 68.0% | 81.0 24.0 45.0 84.0 58.5 0.3%
HAMPTON
PREPARA-
TORY H S
(057803007)
UPLIFT 21.4% | 91.0% 90.0% | 86.6 36.3 55.0 734 615 98.4% 4.3%
HAMPTON
PREPARA-
TORY H S
(057803007)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
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mance | Readi- mance Grad-
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UPLIFT
HEIGHTS
PREPARA-
TORYHS
(0578030086)
UPLIFT 21.4% | 91.0% 90.0% | 86.6 36.3 55.0 734 615 98.4% | 4.3%
HEIGHTS
PREPARA-
TORYHS
(057803006)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
UPLIFT 11.1% | 74.0% | 79.0% | 70.0% | 83.0 24.0 47.0 62.0 54.0
INFINITY H
S
(057803013)
UPLIFT 21.4% | 91.0% 90.0% | 86.6 36.3 55.0 734 615 98.4% | 4.3%
INFINITY H
s
(057803013)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
UPLIFT 16.6% | 58.0% | 65.0% | 72.0% | 71.0 28.0 39.0 82.0 55.0 0.6%
LUNA
PREPARA-
TORYHS
(057803005)
UPLIFT 21.4% | 91.0% 90.0% | 86.6 36.3 55.0 73.4 615 98.4% | 4.3%
LUNA
PREPARA-
TORYHS
(057803005)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
UPLIFT 9.8% | 53.0% | 48.0% | 47.0% | 62.0 21.0 38.0 40.0 40.2
MIGHTY H
s
(057803014)
UPLIFT 202% | 91.0% 90.0% | 86.6 36.3 55.0 73.8 62.0 98.4% | 4.6%
MIGHTY H
s
(057803014)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
UPLIFT 11.1% | 70.0% | 78.0% | 76.0% | 77.0 28.0 45.0 88.0 59.5 0.0%
PEAK
PREPARA-
TORYHS
(057803010)
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Perfor ondary | for tudinal
mance | Readi- mance Grad-
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UPLIFT
PEAK
PREPARA-
TORYHS
(057803010)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
UPLIFT 14.3% | 79.0% | 82.0% | 75.0% | 86.0 24.0 55.0 90.0 63.8 1.0%
SUMMIT
INTERNA-
TIONALH S
(057803009)
UPLIFT 21.4% | 91.0% 90.0% | 86.6 36.3 55.0 734 615 98.4% | 4.3%
SUMMIT
INTERNA-
TIONALH S
(057803009)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
UPLIFT 12.6% | 75.0% | 72.0% | 85.0% | 83.0 30.0 51.0 88.0 63.0 0.4%
WILLIAMS
PREPARA-
TORYHS
(057803004)
UPLIFT 16.4% | 81.6% | 66.3% | 81.2% | 86.3 30.6 51.9 83.8 63.1 99.3% | 1.3%
WILLIAMS
PREPARA-
TORYHS
(057803004)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
UT - UNI- 100.0% 3.8%
VERSITY
CHARTER
SCHOOL AT
(227806034)
UT - UNI- 21.2% | 76.2% | 79.9% | 81.9% | 81.8 322 | 481 72.5 58.7 | 92.3% | 1.8%
VERSITY
CHARTER
SCHOOL AT
(227806034)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
UT - UNI- 0.0%
VERSITY
CHARTER
SCHOOL AT
(227806035)
VICTORY 38.0% | 38.0% | 74.0% | 56.0 24.0 38.0 29.0 36.8
PREPARA-
TORY
ACADEMY
NORTH
(101912488)
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VICTORY
PREPARA-
TORY
ACADEMY
NORTH
(101912488)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
VICTORY 34.7% | 55.0% | 56.0% | 59.0% | 64.0 19.0 35.0 24.0 355
PREPARA-
TORY
ACADEMY
SOUTH
(101912487)
VICTORY 36.6% | 66.7% | 65.4% | 79.2% | 55.4 36.9 28.6 30.8 37.9 65.2% 15.9%
PREPARA-
TORY
ACADEMY
SOUTH
(101912487)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
WALLACE 77.8% * * * 50.0 20.0 97.0 55.7 100.0% | 4.3%
ACCELER-
ATEDH S
(168901003)
WALLACE 23.1% | 66.0% | 75.0% | 95.3% | 78.8 405 451 49.4 53.4 98.9% 0.0%
ACCELER-
ATEDH S
(168901003)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
WESTCH- 11.3% | 86.0% | 92.0% | 92.0% | 86.0 39.0 56.0 93.0 68.5 100.0% | 0.3%
ESTER
ACADEMY
FOR
INTERNA-
TIONAL
(101920014)
WESTCH- 13.6% | 61.7% | 60.4% | 79.9% | 73.8 32.0 418 53.9 50.4 92.3% 1.2%
ESTER
ACADEMY
FOR
INTERNA-
TIONAL
(101920014)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
WILLIAMS * 50.0 50.0 *
HOUSE
(015808011)
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Attrition STAAR STAAR, STAAR Index Index Index Index TEA Grade Annual
Rate En- En- Alge- 1: Stu- | 2: Stu- 3: 4: Com- 9 Four | Dropout
glish glish bra | dent dent Clos- Post- posite | Year Rate
Il Achieve- Progress ing sec- Per Longi-

Perfor ondary | for tudinal
mance | Readi- mance Grad-
uation

WINFREE
ACADEMY
CHARTER
SCHOOL
(IR)
(057828001)
WINFREE | 20.0% | 52.0% | 59.0% | 80.4% | 62.9 39.6 33.7 33.9 425 96.3% | 1.1%
ACADEMY
CHARTER
SCHOOL
(IR)
(057828001)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
WINFREE | 67.0% * [ 50.0% | 37.0% | 55.0 27.0 98.0 60.0 68.4% | 11.5%
ACADEMY
CHARTER
SCHOOL
(LE)
(057828002)
WINFREE | 20.6% | 73.0% 88.2% | 73.9 423 40.4 39.7 491 0.6%
ACADEMY
CHARTER
SCHOOL
(LE)
(057828002)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
WINFREE | 66.1% | 64.0% | 55.0% | 48.0% | 65.0 13.0 36.0 94.0 52.0 69.5% | 13.5%
ACADEMY
CHARTER
SCHOOL
(R1)
(057828003)
WINFREE | 15.4% | 93.0% | 92.2% | 95.0% | 80.0 41 474 64.4 58.2 100.0% | 0.1%
ACADEMY
CHARTER
SCHOOL
(R1)
(057828003)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
WINFREE | 69.6% | 40.0% | 50.0% | 35.0% | 52.0 10.0 29.0 1000 | 47.8 852% | 1.4%
ACADEMY
CHARTER
SCHOOL -
G
(057828004)
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Attrition STAAR STAAR, STAAR Index Index Index Index TEA Grade Annual
Rate En- En- Alge- 1: Stu- | 2: Stu- 3: 4: Com- 9 Four | Dropout
glish glish bra | dent dent Clos- Post- posite | Year Rate
Il Achieve- Progress ing sec- Per Longi-

Perfor ondary | for tudinal
mance | Readi- mance Grad-
uation

WINFREE
ACADEMY
CHARTER
SCHOOL -

G
(057828004)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
WINFREE | 74.8% | 25.0% | 43.0% | 34.0% | 46.0 25.0 77.0 493 | 526% | 21.8%
ACADEMY
CHARTER
SCHOOL
DALLAS
(057828006)
WINFREE | 35.2% | 40.7% | 50.2% | 51.7% | 59.4 | 34.4 | 30.9 32.0 375 | 93.7% | 2.6%
ACADEMY
CHARTER
SCHOOL
DALLAS
(057828006)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
WINFREE | 72.7% | 37.0% | 48.0% | 46.0% | 49.0 | 200 | 28.0 81.0 445 | 56.9% | 15.7%
ACADEMY
NORTH
RICHLAND
HILLS
(057828005)
WINFREE | 19.6% | 79.0% | 82.0% | 95.3% | 64.4 | 38.1 36.0 30.1 422 | 886% | 0.5%
ACADEMY
NORTH
RICHLAND
HILLS
(057828005)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
YESPREP - | 10.9% | 76.0% | 84.0% | 91.0% | 81.0 | 35.0 | 48.0 88.0 63.0 | 96.0% | 0.0%
EAST END
(101845003)
YESPREP - | 15.9% | 69.3% | 62.4% | 78.1% | 78.1 279 | 439 842 58.8 100.0% | 0.5%
EAST END
(101845003)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
YESPREP- | 9.9% | 58.0% | 84.0% | 89.0% | 74.0 | 33.0 | 44.0 78.0 572 | 80.0% | 2.5%
GULFTON
(101845004)
YESPREP- | 31.9% | 71.1% | 76.0% | 76.8% | 62.4 | 36.1 35.8 427 442 | 96.4% | 0.9%
GULFTON
(101845004)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
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Attrition STAAR| STAAR STAAR Index Index Index Index TEA Grade Annual

Rate En- En- Alge- 1: Stu- | 2: Stu- 3: 4: Com- 9 Four | Dropout
glish glish bra | dent dent Clos- Post- posite | Year Rate
Il Achieve- Progress ing sec- Per Longi-
Perfor ondary | for tudinal
mance Readi- mance Grad-
uation
YES PREP -
NORTH
CENTRAL
(101845101)
YESPREP- | 17.9% | 72.3% | 69.4% | 87.5% | 80.0 31.6 46.8 75.3 58.4 100.0% | 0.4%
NORTH
CENTRAL
(101845101)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
YES PREP - | 6.2% 89.0% | 87.0% | 96.0% | 85.0 41.0 53.0 90.0 67.2 94.2% 0.0%
SOUTH-
EAST
(101845001)

YES PREP - | 28.8% | 62.3% | 60.3% | 75.8% | 71.8 241 40.7 68.5 515 78.0% | 7.9%
SOUTH-
EAST
(101845001)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
YESPREP- | 5.1% | 79.0% | 81.0% | 97.0% | 85.0 42.0 54.0 90.0 67.8 95.3% | 0.2%
SOUTH-
WEST
(101845002)
YES PREP - | 20.0% | 79.3% | 77.8% | 94.9% | 83.3 375 | 49.9 71.0 60.6 100.0% | 1.3%
SOUTH-
WEST
(101845002)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES
YESPREP- | 9.9% | 83.0% | 86.0% | 93.0% | 85.0 38.0 53.0 90.0 66.5 0.2%
WEST
(101845005)
YESPREP - | 18.6% | 77.9% | 73.6% | 90.1% | 83.2 337 | 49.7 78.0 61.3 100.0% | 0.9%
WEST
(101845005)
- COMPARI-
SON
CAMPUSES

Source: Texas Academic Performance Reports, Texas Education Agency, 2016—17. Public Education
Information Management System, Texas Education Agency, 2016—17 and 2017-18.
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