‘ Research and Accountability

Goal 2, April 2022
39 Grade STAAR Math At or Above Grade Level

Goal Measure 2 Evaluation
The percentage of 3rd grade students performing at or above grade level in math as measured by the Meets
Grade Level Standard on STAAR will increase 8 percentage points from 46% in spring 2019 to 54% in spring Did Not Meet
2024.
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Goal Measure 2 (Early Mathematics) Support Data

Houston ISD School Year
2017-18 | 2018—19 | 2019—-20 | 2020-21 | 2021-22 | 2022—-23 | 202324
Actual 44% 46% n/a 24%
All Students 7. rget 46% 48% 51% 54%
Econ. Dis. ¢Ctua: = = = lg:f 43% 46% 50%
arge (" () 0 0
African Actual 29% 31% n/a 12%
American | Target 31% 35% 39% 44%
Hispanic Actual 43% 45% n/a 19%
Target 45% 47% 50% 53%
2 White Actual 71% 72% n/a 59%
L Target 72% 73% 74% 75%
§ American | Actual n/a
”?J’ Indian Target — — — —
e Asian Actual 83% 85% n/a 65%
o Target 85% 86% 87% 88%
Pacific Actual n/a
Islander Target
Two or Actual 67% 71% n/a 36%
More Target 71% 72% 73% 74%
: . Actual 30% 28% n/a 23%
g | Special Bd. oo et 28% 32% 37% 42%
% Special Ed. | Actual 43% 46% n/a 30%
- |__(Former) | Target 46% 48% 51% 54%
é . Actgal 45% 46% n/a 19%
) ELs
Target 46% 48% 51% 54%
> Cont. Actual 46% 48% n/a 25%
% Enrolled | Target 48% 50% 52% 54%
§ Non-Cont. | Actual 37% 38% n/a 20%
Enrolled Target 38% 41% 45% 49%

--- <25 students tested; *Includes Current and Monitored

HISD Research and Accountability




Res_earychvanc_}_l\Accquntability

Goal Progress Measure 2.1 —

April 2022 Evaluation

The percentage of first-grade students performing on grade level in math as measured by the end-of-

year math screener will increase eight percentage points from 64 percent in 2019 to 72 percent in On Track
2024.
Percentage of 1st Grade Math Students
At or Above Benchmark (40th Percentile)
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Data Source

EQY results are not evaluated due to data quality issues.
Performing on grade level in math is defined as students meeting At/Above Benchmark (= 40" Percentile) on the Universal Screener.

[}
e BOY 2020-2021 results reflect the last assessment during the testing window when all students were learning remotely.
[ ]

For students testing in both English and Spanish, the language with the higher result is used when presented as an aggregate.
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Goal Progress Measure 2.1 Support Data by Student Groups

Houston ISD School Year
2017-18 | 2018-19 | 2019-20 | 2020-21 | 2021-22 | 2022-23 | 2023-24
BOY 61% 53% 52% 86% 62%
All Students MOY 69% 64% 62% 70% 66%
EQY 65% 64% 66%
BOY 57% 47% 44% 84% 56%
Econ. Dis. MOY 66% 58% 56% 65% 60%
EOY 61% 58% 61%
BOY 57% 41% 37% 87% 58%
ELs** MOY 68% 59% 56% 72% 61%
EOQY 67% 64% 69%
BOY 61% 54% 51% 86% 64%
Males MOY 69% 63% 62% 71% 67%
EOY 65% 62% 68%
BOY 62% 53% 52% 86% 61%
Females MOY 70% 65% 62% 70% 66%
EOY 66% 65% 67%
BOY * * * * *
Migrant MOY * * * = *
EOY * * *
BOY 61% 53% 36% 86% 48%
Homeless MOY 68% 50% 48% 59%
EOY 63% 49% 56%

*<25 students tested **Includes current only

Grey cells indicate canceled progress monitoring; Purple shaded cells indicate data quality issues.

PEIMS snapshot data used for 2020-2021 student groups. BOY 2020-2021 results updated during the May
Board Monitoring Update. SIS data used for other year student groups.
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Goal Progress Measure 2.1 Support Data by Race/Ethn.

School Year
Houston ISD 2017-18 | 201819 | 2019—20 | 2020-21 | 2021-22 | 2022-23 | 2023-24
African BOY 56% 54% 56% 80% 55%
Amoron MOY 61% 57% 56% 58% 55%
EOY 52% 50% 54%
BOY 58% 46% 42% 85% 58%
Hispanic MOY 68% 60% 58% 69% 64%
EOY 65% 63% 65%
BOY 81% 81% 82% 94% 86%
White MOY 87% 88% 87% 90% 86%
EOY 86% 87% 89%
American I\Bllc())i > * * " :
Indian
EOY 54% * *
BOY 85% 87% 87% 96% 90%
Asian MOY 88% 91% 89% 93% 88%
EOY 89% 87% 92%
BOY * * * * *
Pacific Islander | MOY * * * * *
EOY * * *
BOY 79% 78% 75% 94% 84%
Two or More MOY 86% 87% 86% 87% 89%
EOY 82% 86% 87%

*<25 students tested

Grey cells indicate canceled progress monitoring; Purple shaded cells indicate data quality issues.

PEIMS snapshot data used for 2020-2021 student groups. BOY 2020-2021 results updated during the May

Board Monitoring Update. SIS data used for other year student groups.
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ANALYZING DATA, MEASURING PERFORMANCE.

Goal Monitoring Report: April 2022

Goal Progress Measure 2.1 Support Data

Percentage of 1st Grade Math Students
At or Above Benchmark (40th Percentile)
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Goal Progress Measure 2.2 — September 2021

Evaluation

The percentage of second-grade students performing on grade level in math as measured by the

end-of-year math screener will increase eight percentage points from 62 percent in 2019 to 70 On Track
percent in 2024.
Percentage of 2nd Grade Math Students
At or Above Benchmark (40th Percentile)
English and Spanish Results Combined
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Data Source

EQY results are not evaluated due to data quality issues.

e Performing on grade level in math is defined as students meeting At/Above Benchmark (= 40" Percentile) on the Universal Screener.
e BOY 2020-2021 results reflect the last assessment during the testing window when all students were learning remotely.
e For students testing in both English and Spanish, the language with the higher result is used when presented as an aggregate.
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Goal Progress Measure 2.2 Support Data by Student Groups

Houston ISD School Year
2017-18 | 2018-19 | 2019-20 | 2020-21 | 2021-22 | 2022-23 | 2023-24
BOY 48% 50% 49% 65% 47%
All Students MOY 61% 62% 63% 59% 62%
EOY 61% 62% 57%
BOY 43% 44% 43% 60% 39%
Econ. Dis. MOY 57% 56% 57% 53% 56%
EOY 56% 57% 51%
BOY 20% 17% 22% 50% 28%
Special Ed. MOY 27% 24% 29% 40% 34%
EOY 28% 26% 40%
BOY 47% 50% 47% 67% 48%
ELs** MOY 62% 62% 63% 59% 55%
EOY 63% 63% 57%
BOY 48% 50% 49% 66% 49%
Males MOY 61% 62% 63% 62% 61%
EOY 60% 62% 60%
BOY 48% 50% 50% 64% 45%
Females MOY 61% 62% 63% 58% 62%
EOY 61% 62% 56%
BOY * * * * *
Migrant MOY * * * * *
EOY * * *
BOY 48% 50% * 65% 30%
Homeless MOY 58% 47% * 45%
EOY 59% 49% 44%

*<25 students tested **Includes current and monitored

Grey cells indicate canceled progress monitoring; Purple shaded cells indicate data quality issues.

PEIMS snapshot data used for 2020-2021 student groups. BOY 2020-2021 results updated during the May
Board Monitoring Update. SIS data used for other year student groups.
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Goal Progress Measure 2.2 Support Data by Race/Ethn.

School Year
Houston ISD 2017-18 | 201819 | 2019—20 | 2020-21 | 2021-22 | 2022-23 | 2023-24
_ BOY 33% 35% 35% 52% 31%
African
Amorioan MOY 44% 47% 46% 46% 51%
EOY 42% 48% 44%
BOY 48% 50% 47% 63% 44%
Hispanic MOY 62% 62% 63% 57% 59%
EOY 62% 62% 54%
BOY 73% 76% 78% 86% 77%
White MOY 82% 84% 87% 87% 88%
EOY 83% 84% 86%

American BOY : : : - .
Indian Moy - ’
EOY 60% * *

BOY 82% 81% 81% 90% 84%

Asian MOY 88% 87% 85% 89% 87%
EOY 875 86% 87%

BOY * * * * *

Pacific Islander | MOY * * * * *
EOY * * *

BOY 70% 71% 74% 84% 70%

Two or More MOY 7% 84% 84% 83% 83%
EOY 79% 82% 82%

*<25 students tested

Grey cells indicate canceled progress monitoring; Purple shaded cells indicate data quality issues.

PEIMS snapshot data used for 2020-2021 student groups. BOY 2020-2021 results updated during the May
Board Monitoring Update. SIS data used for other year student groups.
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ANALYZING DATA, MEASURING PERFORMANCE.

Goal Monitoring Report: April 2022

Goal Progress Measure 2.2 Support Data

Percentage of 2nd Grade Math Students
At or Above Benchmark (40th Percentile)
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ANALYZING DATA, MEASURING PERFORMANCE.

Goal Monitoring Report: April 2022

Goal Progress Measure 2.2 Support Data — Students with Disabilities

Percentage

Percentage of 2nd Grade Math SWDs
At or Above Benchmark (40th Percentile)
English and Spanish Results Combined
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Goal Progress Measure 2.3 — April 2022 Evaluation

The percentage of third-grade students performing on grade level in math as measured by the end-of-
year math screener will increase eight percentage points from 69 percent in 2019 to 77 percent in Not On Track
2024.

Percentage of 3rd Grade Math Students
At or Above Benchmark (40th Percentile)
English and Spanish Results Combined
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Data Source

EQY results are not evaluated due to data quality issues.

e Performing on grade level in math is defined as students meeting At/Above Benchmark (= 40" Percentile) on the Universal Screener.
e BOY 2020-2021 results reflect the last assessment during the testing window when all students were learning remotely.

e For students testing in both English and Spanish, the language with the higher result is used when presented as an aggregate.
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Goal Progress Measure 2.3 Support Data by Student Groups

School Year
Houston ISD 2017-18 | 2018—19 | 2019—20 | 2020-21 | 2021-22 | 2022-23 | 2023-24

BOY 58% 59% 59% 63% 50%

All Students | MOY 67% 68% 68% 59% 64%
EOY 70% 69% 56%

BOY 54% 53% 53% 57% 42%

Econ. Dis. MOY 63% 63% 63% 53% 58%
EOY 66% 65% 49%

BOY 23% 20% 22% 40% 24%

Special Ed. | MOY 28% 28% 31% 35% 38%
EOY 31% 28% 31%

BOY 56% 58% 56% 62% 47%

ELs* MOY 67% 69% 67% 58% 58%
EOY 73% 71% 55%

BOY 59% 59% 60% 65% 52%

Males MOY 66% 67% 68% 61% 63%
EOY 69% 69% 58%

BOY 57% 59% 58% 62% 47%

Females MOY 67% 68% 68% 58% 65%
EOY 71% 70% 55%

BOY * * * * *

Migrant MOY * * * < *
EOY * * *

BOY 56% 43% * 46% 37%
Homeless MOY 63% 48% * 38%
EOY 68% 51% 34%

*<25 students tested **Includes current and monitored
Grey cells indicate canceled progress monitoring; Purple shaded cells indicate data quality issues.

PEIMS snapshot data used for 2020-2021 student groups. BOY 2020-2021 results updated during the May

Board Monitoring Update. SIS data used for other year student groups.
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Goal Progress Measure 2.3 Support Data by Race/Ethn.

School Year
Houston ISD 2017-18 | 201819 | 2019—20 | 2020-21 | 2021-22 | 2022-23 | 2023-24

African BOY 45% 42% 45% 51% 34%

Amorioan MOY 50% 48% 53% 45% 51%
EOY 51% 51% 40%

BOY 58% 59% 58% 61% 47%

Hispanic MOY 68% 70% 68% 58% 62%
EOY 73% 71% 54%

BOY 83% 83% 83% 88% 82%

White MOY 88% 89% 87% 86% 86%
EOY 89% 89% 85%

American I\Bllc())i : : : : :
Indian EOY " " .

BOY 88% 88% 87% 88% 83%

Asian MOY 89% 91% 88% 87% 87%
EOY 90% 92% 88%

BOY * * * * *

Pacific Islander | MOY * * * * *
EOY * * *

BOY 80% 80% 82% 86% 80%

Two or More MOY 85% 84% 86% 85% 86%
EOY 85% 86% 83%

*<25 students tested

Grey cells indicate canceled progress monitoring; Purple shaded cells indicate data quality issues.

PEIMS snapshot data used for 2020-2021 student groups. BOY 2020-2021 results updated during the May
Board Monitoring Update. SIS data used for other year student groups.
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ANALYZING DATA, MEASURING PERFORMANCE.

Goal Monitoring Report: April 2022

Goal Progress Measure 2.3 Support Data

Percentage of 3rd Grade Math Students
At or Above Benchmark (40th Percentile)
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ANALYZING DATA, MEASURING PERFORMANCE.

HISD

Goal Monitoring Report: April 2022

Goal Progress Measure 2.3 Support Data — Students with Disabilities

Percentage of 3rd Grade Math SWDs
At or Above Benchmark (40th Percentile)
English and Spanish Results Combined
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Goal 2 Superintendent’s Response

As suggested through formative assessment data during the 2020-2021 school year, we are seeing significant declines in mathematics
performance compared to pre-pandemic. Continued, intense efforts are needed to address these declines to improve achievement at all grade
levels. There are multiple possible root causes that may have generated the lowered student outputs seen in the Renaissance assessment
including, but not limited to, social and emotional wellbeing during a pandemic, initial school closures in spring 2020, and remote vs in person
learning. These impacts will be studied and quantified over the coming years by scholars throughout universities and non-profits, however the path
forward in Houston ISD is to identify and support where are students are currently.

Therefore, to combat the learning gaps in mathematics, the Chief Academic Officer has developed a plan consisting of high leverage strategies for
improvement.

High Quality Instructional Materials

A strong foundation in mathematics begins with a focus on kindergarten through third grade effective instruction, fluency, and research-based best
practices embedded within a well-developed rigorous curriculum. To that end, we will begin implementing high quality instructional materials
(HQIM) in the 2022-23 school year. We have selected the highest need schools to begin implementation of Eureka math in elementary school and
Carnegie math in middle schools. These materials are deemed high quality as they are aligned with the TEKS and provide students with on-grade
level tasks. One of the pitfalls of not having a standardized curriculum is the inability to ensure that all teachers are providing students with on
grade level assignments, which further exacerbates students falling behind. With the implementation of HQIM, our teachers will receive training for
implementation of these materials and, specifically, training for ways to differentiate instruction for students who are falling behind.

Remediation

The Mathematics Unit Planning Guide (UPG) has been redesigned to include supports specifically for closing significant learning gaps caused from
disrupted schooling due to COVID. These supports include rigorous instructional materials, “Recovery Days” and “Mini Lessons”, that all address
prerequisite and foundational skills and the link to accelerate learning to ensure students’ mastery on grade level TEKS. Teachers use these
resources to scaffold first instruction, facilitate small groups, and provide timely intervention support to meet the needs of students and address
learning loss they may have experienced during the pandemic.
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