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HB5
·In 2014, HB 5 made sweeping changes:

·Reduced the number of EOCs from 15 to 5

·Created the new foundation graduation plan 
with the 5 endorsement options 

·Created the Community and Student 
Engagement Accountability Rating –also known 
here in Goose Creek as the Accountability 
Scorecard.



What is the Purpose of the Scorecard?
·To evaluate community and student engagement

·To showcase areas districts and schools are excelling 
and where there is room for improvement

·An opportunity to highlight community values, 
which are varied across the state and sometimes 
within a district

·To tell the story of what is happening in districts 
and on campuses when it’s not a test day

·Not all schools should be exemplary…..



Accountability Scorecard 
Nine Categories

Fine Arts
Wellness & 

PE

Community 
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Involvement

21st Century 
Workforce 
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Acquisition

Digital 
Learning 

Environment

Dropout 
Prevention 
Strategies

Gifted & 
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Programs

District & 
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Compliance



Accountability Scorecard
District Committee 

Assistant Superintendent:  Dr. Melissa Duarte
Chair: Raul Moreno

·Fine Arts (Phillip Moragan)
·PE & Wellness (Bernard Mulvaney)
·Community & Parental Involvement (Ginger McKay)

·21st Century Workforce Development (Tameka Mills)
·Second Language Acquisition (Pilar Moreno-Recio)
·Digital Learning Environment ( Steve Koester)

·Dropout Prevention Strategies (Debbie Jackson)
·Gifted and Talented Programs (Christi Leath)
·District & Campus Compliance (David Yannotta)



Community & Student Engagement
·Each school district shall evaluate:
·District’s performance

·Performance of each campus 

·Assign a performance rating of:
·Exemplary

·Recognized

·Acceptable

·Unacceptable

·For both:
·Each Category

·Campus overall performance 

·Ratings are publicly available no later than August 8

PIEMS Summer Submission in late June



Fine Arts
Performance                                                  

Measure
Data                                         

Source
Reporting Level(s) Unacceptable Acceptable Recognized Exemplary

Fine Arts 
Participation/Student 

Enrollment 
Percentage per 

Campus

District

Elem 84% or less 85-89% 90-95% 95% +

JH 59% or less 60-69% 70-79% 80% +

HS 29% or less 30-41% 42-53% 54% +

Number of Public 
Performances-Fine 
Arts Special Events

Campus

Elem 4 or less 5 6 7 +

JH 10 or less 10-11 12-14 15 +

HS 35 or less 35-39 40-44 45+

Number of individual 
or group Competitive 

Performances 
available to Students

Campus

Elem 0 1 2 3 +

JH 0-3 4-6 7-9 10 +

HS 0-4 5-9 10-14 15+

Successful group 
Participation (first 

divisions) in 
Secondary UIL 

Contests

District

Elem NA NA NA NA

JH Below 25% 25-49% 50-74% 75% +

HS Below 25% 25-49% 50-74% 75% +

Instructional Time 
(Minutes) Per Student 

Per Week 
Campus

Elem Below 70 70-84 85-99 100 +

JH Below 125 125-174 175-224 225 +

HS Below 125 125-174 175-224 225 +



Wellness and P.E.
Performance                                                  

Measure
Data                                         

Source
Reporting Level(s) Unacceptable Acceptable Recognized Exemplary

Connection of the 
Extra Curricular 

activities to 
Participation

Participation 
Numbers, 
Campus

Elem N/A N/A N/A N/A

JH
35% or less of the 
total Student Body

36%-45% of the total 
Student Body

46%-55% of the total 
Student Body

56% or more of the 
total Student Body

HS
29% or less of the 
total Student Body

30%-34% of the total 
Student Body

35%-39% of the total 
Student Body

40% or more of the 
total Student Body

Awards, 
Accolades, 

Student 
Accomplishments

Campus

Elem 5 or less 6-15 16-22 23+

JH 15 or less 16-30 31-50 51+

HS 50 or less 51-75 76-100 101+

Retention Year to 
Year

Campus

Elem N/A N/A N/A N/A

JH
40%-49% of Each 

Program
50%-59% of Each 

Program
60%-69% of Each 

Program
70% or more of Each 

Program

HS
40%-49% of Each 

Program
50%-59% of Each 

Program
60%-69% of Each 

Program
70% or more of Each 

Program



Community and Parental 
Involvement

Performance                                                  
Measure

Data                                         
Source

Reporting Level(s) Unacceptable Acceptable Recognized Exemplary

Community 
Engagement-

Volunteer 
Hours for the 
Current Year

Campus

Elem
< 500 hours 

volunteer hours
> 500 but < 1000 
volunteer hours

> 1000 but < 1500 
volunteer hours

> 1500 volunteer 
hours

JH
< 500 hours 

volunteer hours
> 500 but < 1000 
volunteer hours

> 1000 but < 1500 
volunteer hours

> 1500 volunteer 
hours

HS
< 500 hours 

volunteer hours
> 500 but < 1000 
volunteer hours

> 1000 but         < 
1500 volunteer hours

> 1500 volunteer 
hours

Family 
Engagement 

Opportunities 
for the current 

school year

Campus

Elem
< 5 family 

engagement 
opportunities

> 5 but < 15 family 
engagement 
opportunities

> 15 but < 30 family 
engagement 
opportunities

> 30 family 
engagement 
opportunities

JH
< 5 family 

engagement 
opportunities

> 5 but < 15 family 
engagement 
opportunities

> 15 but < 30 family 
engagement 
opportunities

> 30 family 
engagement 
opportunities

HS
< 10 family 

engagement 
opportunities

> 10 but < 40 family 
engagement 
opportunities

> 40 but < 50 family 
engagement 
opportunities

> 50 family 
engagement 
opportunities



21st Century Workforce Development
Performance                                                  

Measure
Data                                         

Source
Reporting Level(s) Unacceptable Acceptable Recognized Exemplary

% of students completing 
a CTE  Endorsement or 

Coherent Sequence

Graduation 
Data, PEIMS, 
Transcripts 

District

Elem N/A N/A N/A N/A

JH N/A N/A N/A N/A

HS
< 15%

of graduates
15% - 20%

of graduates
21% - 26% 

of graduates
> 26%

of graduates

% of students completing 
the ApplyTexasor 

Common Application 
(excluding Life Skills 

students)

Apply Texas, 
Common 

Application, 
Naviance 
District

Elem N/A N/A N/A N/A

JH N/A N/A N/A N/A

HS
Below 70% 12th 
grade enrollment 

70%-80% of 12th 
grade enrollment

81%-90% of 12th 
grade enrollment

>90% of 12th grade 
enrollment

% of Campus Enrollment 
participating in Career 
and Technical Student 
Organizations and/or 

Leadership Organizations

Campus 
Leadership 

Organization 
Data

Elem N/A N/A N/A N/A

JH
Less than 1% of 

campus enrollment
1% - 5% of campus 

enrollment
6% - 10% of 

campus enrollment
>10% of campus 

enrollment

HS
Less than 1% of 

campus enrollment
1% - 5% of campus 

enrollment
6% - 10% of 

campus enrollment
>10% of campus 

enrollment

# of College and Career 
Opportunities and/or 

Events offered

Program Data, 
District 

Calendar, 
Program 
Calendar, 
Campus 
Calendar

Elem
Less than 3 
annually per 

campus

3-7 annually per 
campus

8-11 annually per 
campus

12 or more 
annually per 

campus

JH
Less than 5 
annually per 

campus

5-10 annually per 
campus

11-15 annually per 
campus

16 or more 
annually per 

campus

HS
Less than 5 
annually per 

campus

5-10 annually per 
campus

11-15 annually per 
campus

16 or more 
annually per 

campus



Second Language Acquisition
Performance                                                  

Measure
Data                                         

Source
Reporting Level(s) Unacceptable Acceptable Recognized Exemplary

Teacher Preparation: 
BIL/ESL Certification 

and/or Sheltered 
Instruction Training

Campus Data

Elem

Less than 20% of 
teachers are BIL/ESL 
Certified and/or SI 

Trained

20-30% of teachers are 
BIL/ESL Certified and/or 

SI Trained

31-40% of teachers are 

BIL/ESL Certified 

and/or SI Trained

41-50% of teachers are 

BIL/ESL Certified 

and/or SI Trained

JH

Less than 45% of 
teachers are BIL/ESL 
Certified and/or SI 

Trained

45-54% of teachers are 
BIL/ESL Certified and/or 

SI Trained

55-64% of teachers are 

BIL/ESL Certified 

and/or SI Trained

65% of teachers are 

BIL/ESL Certified 

and/or SI Trained

HS

Less than 45% of 
teachers are BIL/ESL 
Certified and/or SI 

Trained

45-54% of teachers are 
BIL/ESL Certified and/or 

SI Trained

55-64% of teachers are 

BIL/ESL Certified 

and/or SI Trained

65% of teachers are 

BIL/ESL Certified 

and/or SI Trained

% of students showing at 
least one year of growth 

on TELPAS         
(Composite)

State TELPAS 
Report

Elem

Less than 55% of 
students showing at least 

one year growth on 
TELPAS

55%-60% of students 
showing at least one year 

growth on TELPAS

61-69% of students 
showing at least one year 

growth on TELPAS

70% of students showing 
at least one year growth 

on TELPAS

JH

Less than 19%of 
students showing at least 

one year growth on 
TELPAS

20%-39% of students 
showing at least one year 

growth on TELPAS

40-49%of students 
showing at least one year 

growth on TELPAS

50%of students showing 
at least one year growth 

on TELPAS

HS

Less than 29%of 
students showing at least 

one year growth on 
TELPAS

30%-39% of students 
showing at least one year 

growth on TELPAS

40%-49% of students 
showing at least one year 

growth on TELPAS

50%of students showing 
at least one year growth 

on TELPAS



Digital Learning Environment
Performance                                                  

Measure
Data                                         

Source
Reporting Level(s) Unacceptable Acceptable Recognized Exemplary

%  of secondary 
students using 

Naviance to create 4 
year plans

District

Elem N/A N/A N/A N/A

JH
Less Than 75% of 8th 

Grade Students
76% - 85% of 8th Grade 

Students
86% - 99% of 8th Grade 

Students
100% of 8th Grade 

Students

HS
Less Than 75% of 9th -
11th Grade Students

76% - 85% of 9th - 11th 
Grade Students

86% - 99% of 9th - 11th 
Grade Students

100% of 9th - 11th 
Grade Students

% of students utilizing 
online collaboration 

resources:  i.e. Edmodo 
and Google

Campus

Elem N/A N/A N/A N/A

JH
Less Than 60% of 6th -

8th Grade Students
61% - 75% of 6th - 8th 

Grade Students
76% - 85% of 6th - 8th 

Grade Students
86% - 100% of 6th - 8th 

Grade Students

HS
Less Than 10% of  9th -
12th Grade Students

11% - 30% of  9th -
12th Grade Students

31% - 49% of  9th -
12th Grade Students

> 50% of  9th - 12th 
Grade Students

% of students utilizing 
online core content 

resources i.e. iStation, 
Think Through Math, 
Reasoning Minds and 

Successmaker

Campus

Elem
Less Than 60% of K -
5th Grade Students

61% - 75% of K - 5th 
Grade Students

76% - 85% of K - 5th 
Grade Students

86% - 100% of K - 5th 
Grade Students

JS
Less Than 60% of 6th -

8th Grade Students
61% - 75% of 6th - 8th 

Grade Students
76% - 85% of 6th - 8th 

Grade Students
86% - 100% of 6th - 8th 

Grade Students

HS N/A N/A N/A N/A

Ratio of students to the 
number of electronic 

devices 
District

Elem 2.5:1 Student Devices 2:1 Student Devices 1.5:1 Student Devices 1:1 Student Devices

JH 2.5:1 Student Devices 2:1 Student Devices 1.5:1 Student Devices 1:1 Student Devices

HS 2.5:1 Student Devices 2:1 Student Devices 1.5:1 Student Devices 1:1 Student Devices



Dropout Prevention Strategies

Performance                                                  
Measure

Data                                         
Source

Reporting 
Level(s)

Unacceptable Acceptable Recognized Exemplary

Attendance Rate    
(End of year rate) 

District

Elem < 94% 94-95% 96-97% >98%

JH < 93% 93-94% 95-96% >97

HS < 92% 92% 93-94% >95%

Participation in 
student 

organization 
and/or 

extracurricular 
activities

Campus

Elem < 30% 30-39% 40-49% >50%

JH < 70% 70-79% 80-89% >90%

HS < 70% 70-79% 80-89% >90%

Graduation Rate   
(2016 Results)

District

Elem N/A N/A N/A N/A

JH N/A N/A N/A N/A

HS < 78% 78-84% 85-92% >93%



Gifted and Talented
Performance                                                  

Measure
Data                                         

Source
Reporting Level(s) Unacceptable Acceptable Recognized Exemplary

Core Content Area 
Teachers of GT 

Students  Meet State 
30 Hour GT 
Professional 
Development 
Requirement 

District 

Elem 

<100% of Core Content Area Teachers 
Assigned to Teach GT Students Meet 
State 30 Hour GT Training Requirement

100% of Core Content Area Teachers 
Assigned to Teach GT Students Meet 
State 30  Hour GT Training Requirement

Acceptable Standard Met and each GT 
teacher has 6 Additional District Approved 
GT  Hours

Acceptable Standard Met and each GT 
teacher has 12 Additional District Approved 
GT Hours

JH

<100% of Core Content Area Teachers 
Assigned to Teach GT Students Meet 
State 30 Hour GT Training Requirement

100% of Core Content Area Teachers 
Assigned to Teach GT Students Meet 
State 30  Hour GT Training Requirement

Acceptable Standard Met and each GT 
teacher has 6 Additional District Approved 
GT  Hours

Acceptable Standard Met and each GT 
teacher has 12 Additional District Approved 
GT Hours

HS

<100% of Core Content Area Teachers 
Assigned to Teach GT Students Meet 
State 30 Hour GT Training Requirement

100% of Core Content Area Teachers 
Assigned to Teach GT Students Meet 
State 30  Hour GT Training Requirement

Acceptable Standard Met and each GT 
teacher has 6 Additional District Approved 
GT  Hours

Acceptable Standard Met and each GT 
teacher has 12 Additional District Approved 
GT Hours

All Students have 
Access to the 

Gifted/Talented 
Identification Process 

and Services, if 
needed

District 
and 

Campus

Elem 

<100% of students have access to the 
GT identification process and services

100% of students have access to the GT 
identification process and services

Acceptable Standard Met AND an awareness 
session regarding an overview of the 
characteristics of GT students is provided to 
all staff members 

Recognized Standard Met AND no more than 
a 5 percentage pt. gap exists b/w the % of 
GT students identified within each ethnic or 
economically disadvantaged group when 
compared to total campus data

JH

<100% of students have access to the 
GT identification process and services

100% of students have access to the GT 
identification process and services

Acceptable Standard Met AND an awareness 
session regarding an overview of the 
characteristics of GT students is provided to 
all staff members 

Recognized Standard Met AND no more than 
a 5 percentage pt. gap exists b/w the % of 
GT students identified within each ethnic or 
economically disadvantaged group when 
compared to total campus data

HS

<100% of students have access to the 
GT identification process and services

100% of students have access to the GT 
identification process and services

Acceptable Standard Met AND an awareness 
session regarding an overview of the 
characteristics of GT students is provided to 
all staff members 

Recognized Standard Met AND no more than 
a 5 percentage pt. gap exists b/w the % of 
GT students identified within each ethnic or 
economically disadvantaged group when 
compared to total campus data

GT Student 
Placement Model

District 
and 

Campus

Elem 

<100% of GT students are clustered 
together per grade level

100% of GT students are clustered 
together in the same classroom per 
grade level, unless the number of grade 
level GT students exceeds 21 and 
requires the use of 2 classrooms

Acceptable Standard Met and as affirmed 
ŘǳǊƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŘƛǎǘǊƛŎǘΩǎ Ŧŀƭƭ hw ǎǇǊƛƴƎ D¢ 
classroom audit process the remaining seats 
in the GT class are filled with students 
identified through the matrices process

Acceptable Standard Met and as affirmed 
ŘǳǊƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŘƛǎǘǊƛŎǘΩǎ Ŧŀƭƭ !b5 ǎǇǊƛƴƎ D¢ 
classroom audit process the remaining seats 
in the GT class are filled with students 
identified through matrices process

JH

<100% of GT students are placed with a 
core content area teacher who has 
acquired the state required 30 hours of 
GT training and/or <100% of GT 
students are taking at least one core 
content area advanced course

100% of GT students are placed with a 
core content area teacher who has 
acquired the state required 30 hours of 
GT training and 100% of GT students are 
taking a minimum of one core content 
area advanced course

Meets Acceptable Standard and 80% - 94% 
of GT students are taking a minimum of one 
core content area advanced course plus one 
additional advanced course

Meets Acceptable Standard and at least 95% 
of GT students are taking a minimum of two 
core content area advanced courses plus 
one additional advanced course

HS

<100% of GT students are placed with a 
core content area teacher who has 
acquired the state required 30 hours of 
GT training and/or <100% of GT 
students are taking at least one core 
content area advanced course

100% of GT students are placed with a 
core content area teacher who has 
acquired the state required 30 hours of 
GT training and 100% of GT students are 
taking a minimum of one core content 
area advanced course

Meets Acceptable Standard and 80% - 94% 
of GT students are taking a minimum of one 
core content area advanced course plus one 
additional advanced course

Meets Acceptable Standard and at least 95% 
of GT students are taking a minimum of two 
core content area advanced courses plus 
one additional advanced course



Compliance
Compliance HB 5 Local Accountability

Performance                                                  
Measure

Data                                         
Source

No Yes
Data                                    

Cut Off Date
Additional                          
Comments

Assessment 
Compliance                                           

(Timely reporting 
of test Security 

Incidents)

Security Reports 
Submitted to TEA by 

Assessment Department

Campus: One or more test 
security incidents were 
reported outside of 
specified timelines.                         
District: One or more test 
security incidents were 
reported outside of 
specified timelines. 

Campus: All test security 
incidents were reported 
according to specified 
timelines.                                   
District: All test security 
incidents were reported 
according to specified 
timelines. 

Last day of School

Testing personnel are 
required to report 

immediately any suspected 
violations of test security and 

confidentiality.

Safety Compliance       
(Campus Security 

Preparedness 
Drills)

Share Point Site

Campus: Missed one or 
more required drills.                                                                
District: One or more 
campuses missed one or 
more required drills.

Campus: All required drills 
were completed.              
District: All campuses 
completed all required 
drills.

Last day of School

Required Drills:                       
Fire (Monthly)                     

Lock Down  (1 Sem)   Shelter 
in Place (1 Sem) Severe 

Weather (1 Sem)

SPED Compliance                        
(Intensive 

Programs of 
Instruction)

SPED Documention

Campus: Less than 100% 
compliance                         
District: Less than 100% 
compliance

Campus:100% compliance                        
District: 100% compliance

End of first six 
weeks

Intervention plans for SPED 
students not passing their 

prescribed state assessment

Bilingual/ESL 
Compliance (Initial 
20 day Placement 

LPAC)

Bilingual/ESL Department 
Documentation

Campus: Less than 100% 
compliance                         
District: Less than 100% 
compliance

Campus:100% compliance                        
District: 100% compliance

Last day of School

Within 20 school days of 
enrollment, students shall be 

identified as English 
Language Learners and 

enrolled into the required 
Bil/ESL program



How to rate each category:

·Step 1:  Determine a rating of for each performance 
measure applicable to your level

·Unacceptable

·Acceptable

·Recognized 

·Exemplary 

·Step 2: Talley the points 

·Unacceptable = 0 points

·Acceptable = 1 point 

·Recognized = 2 points

·Exemplary = 3 points



Fine Arts (Sample JS)
Performance                                                  

Measure
Data                                         

Source
Reporting Level(s) Unacceptable Acceptable Recognized Exemplary

Fine Arts 
Participation/Student 

Enrollment 
Percentage per 

Campus

District

Elem 84% or less 85-89% 90-95% 95% +

JH 59% or less 60-69% 70-79% 80% +

HS 29% or less 30-41% 42-53% 54% +

Number of Public 
Performances-Fine 
Arts Special Events

Campus

Elem 4 or less 5 6 7 +

JH 10 or less 10-11 12-14 15 +

HS 35 or less 35-39 40-44 45+

Number of individual 
or group Competitive 

Performances 
available to Students

Campus

Elem 0 1 2 3 +

JH 0-3 4-6 7-9 10 +

HS 0-4 5-9 10-14 15+

Successful group 
Participation (first 

divisions) in 
Secondary UIL 

Contests

District

Elem NA NA NA NA

JH Below 25% 25-49% 50-74% 75% +

HS Below 25% 25-49% 50-74% 75% +

Instructional Time 
(Minutes) Per Student 

Per Week 
Campus

Elem Below 70 70-84 85-99 100 +

JH Below 125 125-174 175-224 225 +

HS Below 125 125-174 175-224 225 +



How to rate each category:
·Step 1:  Determine a rating of Unacceptable, Acceptable, 

Recognized or Exemplary for each performance measure 
applicable to your level.

·Step 2: Talley the points (Unacceptable = 0 points, 
Acceptable = 1 point, Recognized = 2 points, Exemplary = 3 
points).

·Step 3:  Using the total number of points for each 
category, apply the rubric below to determine the 
overall rating for each category

# of Measures Unacceptable Acceptable Recognized Exemplary

5 0 to 3 4 to 7 8 to 12 13 to 15

4 0 to 2 3 to 5 6 to 9 10 to 12

3 0 to 1 2 to 4 5 to 7 8 to 9

2 0 1 to 2 3 to 4 5 to 6

1 0 1 2 3



Category Rating Score

Fine Arts Acceptable 1

Wellness and Physical Education Exemplary 3

Community & Parental Involvement Recognized 2

21st Century Workforce Development Acceptable 1

2nd Language Acquisition Exemplary 3

Digital Learning Environment Exemplary 3

Dropout Prevention Strategies Recognized 2

Educational Programs for Gifted and 

Talented Students

Recognized 2

Total Score 17

Entera rating for each category.  In the score column, enter a 3 for Exemplary, 2 for Recognized, 1 

for Acceptable and 0 for Unacceptable.  Add all of the points to obtain the total score. 

Campus Overall Rating 

# of Measures Unacceptable Acceptable Recognized Exemplary

8 0 to 7 8 to 13 14 to 19 20 to 24

Campus Overall Rating RECOGNIZED



A-F Ratings for 2017-18



To Do List
District
·Organize district committee to 

determine criteria
·Set meetings for district 

committee to develop/review 
criteria

·Set due dates for campuses to 
complete and return evaluation 
and notebook

·Gather campus notebooks and 
category ratings

·Calculate district rating
·Report district and campus 

ratings to the board
·Ratings publicly available by 

August 8

Campus
·Organize campus committee
·Train campus committee on 

HB5 requirements

·Set time period for evaluation
·Complete campus evaluation 

using rubric developed by 
district committee

·Gather evidence throughout the 
year to justify campus ratings 
for each category

·SCAN and SAVEyour campus 
scoresheet and 
documentation for each 
category (notebook) in your 
campus folder by Tuesday
May 23, 12:00 pm

·Shared folder located
·S:\Accountability Scorecard




