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Audited Schools 4/50
1. Achziger ES (8% of Schools)
2. Hodges ES
3. Kimbrough MS
4. West Mesquite HS

Audited Campus LRTs 94/860
1., Achziger - 16 (11% of LRTs)
2. HodgesES - 14
3. Kimbrough MS - 23
4.  ‘West Mesquite HS - 41

Overall the audit found that the vast majority of teachers
are documenting and delivering the expectations as an
LRT. Findings we addressed from the audit

1. . Student attendance

2. ' Inconsistency

Our ESSER Team met with each campus
to leverage opportunities from the audit
Each campus responded to each finding
and provided their campus context to
each item identified

Each campus met with teachers
identified in the audit

The audits are in our ESSER Google Drive
as examples for every campus to review
Email was sent to every ESSER lead to
help mitigate any potential audit findings
Gathering data by LRT on student
growth with DCPs, Checkpoints, Interim
STAAR Assessments

Gathering data on student attendance
87th Legislation and HB4545 changes
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Learning Recovery
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First - Third Grade Data
Change From BOY to MOY Combined

Previous Window

1+ Year Behind

Almost Year Behind

Slightly Behind

On Level

Slightly Ahead

1/2+ Years Ahead

Current Window Totals
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HMH Growth Measure English 4th 22-23
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HMH Growth Measure English 5th 22-23
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6th grade ISIP "x
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7th grade ISIP 7
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8th grade ISIP
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- Orange line shows the NWEA

MAP norms set pre-pandemic.
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“ Projected Proficiency Summary Report
map I Y Summary Rop
GROWTH Aggregate by District by Grade
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Increase in
growth across
all grade levels

*Does not include 8th GT/Adv Algebra 1 students
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