Student Outcome Goals



Data-driven goal setting process can set rigorous and appropriate

benchmarks to inspire school systems to continuously improve
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‘ - Note: Statewide data for 2014-19 was used to avoid COVID disruptions. Only the districts that improved from 2014 to 2019 were considered and then
split into quintiles. Student enrollment in 2024 was used to calculate number of students.
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Data-driven goal setting process can set rigorous and appropriate

benchmarks to inspire school systems to continuously improve
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Note: Statewide data for 2014-19 was used to avoid COVID disruptions. Only the districts that improved from 2014 to 2019 were

considered and then split into quintiles. Student enrollment in 2024 was used to calculate number of students. iiilcommit
Source: TEA, STAAR Aggregate 2014-2019




Changes in CCMR definitions over time make year-over-year growth goals
difficult to set.

We recommend a proficiency goal for CCMR instead.
CCMR - Percentiles of Districts’ CCMR Rates in 2024 - State of Texas

50™ (Median) CH ISD: 50th

percentile
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60t 83% 81%
70t 88% 85%
80t 92% 89%
oot 96% 92%
100t 100% 97%

*Similar Districts were defined as districts having total student enroliment above 6,000 and EcoDis student enrollment percentage above 68%
Note: Statewide data for 2014-19 was used to avoid COVID disruptions. Only the districts that improved from 2014 to 2019 were considered and then split into quintiles. i commit | 4
Source: TEA, STAAR Aggregate 2014-2019



Data-driven goal setting process can set rigorous and appropriate benchmarks to
inspire school systems to continuously improve
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