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Greetings 
 

Dear Community Members and Friends, 

As we approach our sixth year of orchestrating collective 

impact  in a cradle-to-career format across Greater Houston, 

we continue to uphold two working principles:  to stay 

accountable and promote transparency. 

 

This, our fourth update report, offers a snapshot of the 

indicators adopted by our Council of Executives to guide our 

data collection and reporting.  While the student performance 

data show us the status quo, the most important story we have 

to tell is how four communities have committed to change 

these outcomes via collective impact strategies, cradle to 

career (see pages 13-16).  

     Superintendents, college presidents, business executives, 

     and non-profit leaders have joined hands and hearts to 

     improve the lives of young people.  In the process, they are 

     building a bright future for all community members. 

 

We invite you to explore our work and support us in it.  You can 

follow us regularly on our website, www.allkidsalliance.org. 
 

Regards, 

 

 

 

A.Y “Gus” Noojin, III 
 

Chair, Council of Executives 

All Kids Alliance 



 

 

 Greater Houston  

America’s most diverse metropolis 

geography:  8 counties 
 

  area:  9,406 square miles 

      population: 6,284,311 

       38.3% White 

         36.1% Hispanic 

           16.8% African American 

         6.9% Asian 

     1.9% Other 

K-12 students:  1,224,364 

          58.5% economically disadvantaged 
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“. . . the ‘resource economy’ . . . 

has been replaced by a new high-

technology, knowledge-based, fully 

worldwide marketplace.”  

Stephen Klineberg 

Kinder Institute  

for Urban Research  

Rice University 

       “ . . . we’ll need  
 

90%  of our K-12 students to graduate  

          post-secondary ready, 
 

 90% to enter some post-secondary institution, and  
 

75%  to graduate and receive their credential.”  

George Tang 

Educate Texas 

Communities Foundation of Texas 
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urgency:  the leaky pipeline 
 

In 2003, 73,351 students were 8th graders in Greater Houston public schools. Following them to 9th 

grade, through high school, then onto college, we found that only 15,257 (or 21%) of these students 

completed a post-secondary credential (that is, a training certificate, 2-year or 4-year degree). And of the 

students who were economically disadvantaged, fewer than 10% earned a post-secondary credential.  

Note that these results account for students in Texas schools, colleges and universities. See note on page 45 for the 

estimated effect of taking into account students who moved out of state. 



 

 

13% 

< 50% 

3rd graders  entering 4th grade 

                               ready in reading 

                  who is on the path to high school graduation 

           & college enrollment ? 
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7th graders  entering 8th grade 

                                   ready in math 

18% 

4th graders  entering 5th grade 

                                ready in writing 7% 

preschoolers   entering   

         Kindergarten ready 



 

 

In response,  

  we have become 
  

    program rich, 
 

      but system poor ! 
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collective impact coaching 
teamed up with 

 

                              Theory of Action 

 now we have a system 
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here’s how the                                Theory of Action 
 

works to bring about collective impact 
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Our partnerships organize  around an 

“accountability structure” that includes  
 

Anchor Organization - a sponsoring entity 

that offers start-up support for the partnership and 

provides basic staffing. 
 

Leadership Table -  CEO-level leaders from 

business, non-profit, and education.  They create a  

vision, mission, and goals for the partnership; declare 

cradle-to-career outcomes (with associated 

indicators) to guide their work; make sure the design 

of improvement strategies is supported by 

collaboration and continuous improvement; and hold 

themselves accountable to each other and the 

community. 
 

Collaborative Action Networks -  

experts, providers, and advocates who work on 

change strategies using continuous improvement 

protocols. 
 

Support Teams - local specialists who assist 

the leadership table and collaborative action 

networks.  Partnerships begin with a data team and a 

communication team ; they work to assemble a 

funders’ team  early in their first two years.  
 

Community Partners - organizations and 

individuals who support the fundamental principles 

that create collective impact  and contribute to the 

success of their regional cradle-to-career 

partnership.  

a structure for results  
      and accountability 
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it’s about being ready,  

cradle to career 

birth high school 

graduation 

middle grade 

math 
early grade 

reading 

college enrollment 

and program 

completion 

Kindergarten 

readiness 
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our (not so) secret sauce 

CONTINUOUS 
IMPROVEMENT 

plan 

do 
check 

act 
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our goal 
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GREATER HOUSTON 

OUR 8 COUNTY REGION 
 

HARRIS 

FORT BEND 

GALVESTON 

BRAZORIA 

MONTGOMERY 

LIBERTY 

CHAMBERS 

WALLER 
 

Fort Bend P-16 

Regional Council 

Klein-University 

Park Partnership 

North Harris County 

Education Alliance 

Five Star Regional 

Education Alliance 

                     our pioneering communities  
         putting collective impact in motion 

Lee Baytown 

Partnership 
in formation 

anchored by 

Lee College 



 

 

FORT BEND P-16 REGIONAL COUNCIL 

 

Anchor Organization 

Wharton County Junior College 
 

School Districts   

Fort Bend Independent School District 

Lamar Consolidated Independent School District 

Needville Independent School District 

Stafford Municipal School District 
 

 

K-12 Student Demographics 

103,840 students 

40% economically disadvantaged 
 

 

 

NORTH HARRIS COUNTY EDUCATION ALLIANCE 
[ 

Anchor Organization 

Lone Star College—North Harris 
 

School Districts   

Aldine Independent School District 

Spring Independent School District 
 

K-12 Student Demographics 

100,562 students 

84% economically disadvantaged 
 

website:  www.lonestar.edu/NHCEA.htm 
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KLEIN-UNIVERSITY PARK PARTNERSHIP 

 

Anchor Organization 

Lone Star College—University Park 
 

School District   

Klein Independent School District 
 

 

K-12 Student Demographics 

48,003 students 

41% economically disadvantaged 
 

 

 

 

 

 

FIVE STAR REGIONAL EDUCATION ALLIANCE 
 

Anchor Organization 

Lone Star College—Kingwood 

 

School Districts   

Cleveland Independent School District 

Humble Independent School District 

New Caney Independent School District 

Splendora Independent School District 

Tarkington Independent School District 
 

 

K-12 Student Demographics 

59,599 students 

45% economically disadvantaged 
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Five Star Regional 

Education Alliance 

(college access) 

middle grade 

math 
early grade 

reading 

college enrollment 

and program 

completion 

R egional partnerships select 

goals, outcomes, and 

indicators cradle to career.  

Then, they target one or two key 

outcomes as a way to get started 

on improving the academic lives 

of their students. 

Why prioritize only one or two 

outcomes to begin with? 

“It’s an elephant, and the way 

you eat an elephant is one bite 

at a time.” 

In this graphic, you can see 

where our four most advanced 

regional partnerships have 

decided to begin their work. 

Regardless of their first priorities, 

all regional partnerships will 

track data across all of their 

outcomes and issue an annual 

status report to their 

communities, similar to this 

document. And over time, they 

will launch improvement efforts 

related to each of their cradle-to-

career outcomes. 

prioritizing outcomes, 

to begin the work 

Fort Bend P-16 

Regional Council 

(5th grade math) 

North Harris County 

Education Alliance 

(participation in 

quality preschool 

programs) 

16 

North Harris County 

Education Alliance 

Klein-University 

Park Partnership 

(graduation with 

proficiency in 

math) 

birth 
high school 

graduation 

Kindergarten 

readiness 



 

 

A s part of our accountability to Greater Houston, All Kids 

Alliance makes  

       a community report 

each year. Our 

baseline report in 

2010 laid out a 

foundational set of 

data as we launched 

our efforts. It covered seven counties at the time.  

I n 2011, we updated the original data set, 

noting changes in performance from 

year-to-year 

and over a 

three-year 

span of time. 

W e delayed issuing our 2012 and 2013 updates 

due to Texas’ transition to a new testing 

system for 

elementary and 

secondary 

students.  In this two-

year report, we also 

expanded our 

coverage of student 

performance to eight counties and added information 

on students’ access to post-secondary education and 

their success once enrolled in college.  

tracking the outcomes, every year 

17 

T his report marks the first iteration of a 

continuous tracking effort around 

education 

progress in 

Greater 

Houston, 

cradle to 

career.  This 

year we use 

2012 as a baseline and present results for 

both 2013 and 2014. 



 

 

about our data 

D ata in this report cover all of the students in our eight-county region, to the extent that information can be 

aggregated at that level.  Our information mirrors the student goals and outcomes—cradle to career—that were 

adopted by our Council of Executives in 2012.  You will find a chart of these goals and outcomes on our website 

(www.allkidsalliance.org) using the pull-down menus Data & Reports > Key Outcomes. 

A t each goal level (ready for school, ready for high school, ready for college, etc.), we have a relevant set of success 

indicators. We chose indicators for which the data are easy to interpret and publicly available year after year. 

A fter the snapshots, we take a “deeper dive” into the numbers, presenting student test performance, persistence, 

and success at various levels of measurement. Most important: the “deeper dive” breaks the elementary and 

secondary level results down by sub-populations so we can take an honest look at our students’ achievement gaps. 

T he first data section presents “data snapshots” for 10 basic indicators. For outcomes related to elementary, 

middle, and high school students, we highlight the “Advanced” and “Satisfactory” rates of performance on the 

State of Texas Assessment of Academic Readiness (STAAR).  We break down general performance results to look at  

students from economically disadvantaged backgrounds, compared to their more middle-income peers. A report on 

college-level certificate and associate’s and bachelor’s degree programs concludes this section with  data on  

student enrollments, the persistence of students from first to second year, and their eventual graduation rates.  

Advanced Academic Performance  
“Performance in this category indicates that students are well prepared for the next grade or course and are highly likely to be successful in that grade or course.”  
 

Satisfactory Academic Performance  
“Performance in this category indicates that students are sufficiently prepared for the next grade or course and are likely to be successful in that grade or course. . . . 

However, students in this category may need some additional instruction focused on content and skills that were difficult for them.” 
 

Source: Texas Education Agency, Student Assessment Division, State of Texas Assessments of Academic Readiness (STAAR™) Performance Labels and Policy Definitions , January 2013. 
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13 

3rd grade 

reading 

page 21 

7th grade 

math 

page 23 

4th grade 

writing 

page 22 

pre-K 

assessments 

page 20 

Algebra I 

page 24 
 

English II 

page 25 
 

high school 

graduation 

page 26 

enrollment 

in college 

page 26 
 

1st year 

persistence 

page 27 
 

program 

completion 

page 27 

data snapshots for Greater Houston 
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The Importance of School Readiness 
 

In Texas, children are not required to attend school until they are six years old.  

Many, if not most, Houston-area youngsters who enroll in Kindergarten do so with 

limited knowledge of the alphabet and its sounds or a sense of numbers.  As a 

result, our most vulnerable children start school behind and never catch up. 

 
Measuring School Readiness 
 

While we need to track data for our youngest children to see how many are ready 

for school, there is  no single required assessment system in Texas or our region 

that serves this purpose, and the kinds of evaluations that school districts 

currently employ vary widely.  Furthermore, school districts do not report their 

assessments systems or results to any central authority. 

   
Our Best Estimate 
 

Based on a sampling of school districts in Greater Houston, we estimate that fewer 

than half of the preschoolers who enroll in Kindergarten across our eight counties 

have literacy and numeracy skills that supports the learning we expect of them in 

Kindergarten and the early elementary school grades. 

30% - 45% preschoolers ready for Kindergarten 
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2013 2012 

22% 21% 

3rd grade reading 
These tables present results on the 3rd grade  

STAAR* reading exam for 2012, 2013, and 

2014.  
 

Students tested were enrolled in the 59 

public school districts located in the eight 

counties of Greater Houston. 

 

 Reading scores of 3rd grade students in 

2014 indicate that fewer than 20 in 100 

were “well prepared for the next grade.” 
 

 Among economically disadvantaged 

students, those scoring in the “advanced” 

category were fewer than 10 in 100. 

 

 

 

 

 

*  State of Texas Assessment of Academic Readiness 

 

    See notes on page 45 for more details related to  

    these tables. 

56% 59% 

advanced 

satisfactory 

21 

2014 

18% 

59% 

2013 2012 

35% 34% 

54% 58% 

2014 

30% 

59% 

2013 2012 

13% 12% 

58% 61% 

economically disadvantaged 

students 

2014 

9% 

59% 

satisfactory 

advanced 

non-disadvantaged 

students 

economically disadvantaged 

students 

non-disadvantaged 

students 



 

 

2013 2012 

8% 8% 

65% 65% 

advanced 

satisfactory 

2014 

7% 

68% 

2013 2012 

15% 15% 

71% 70% 

2014 

13% 

73% 

2013 2012 

4% 4% 

61% 61% 

2014 

3% 

63% 

4th grade writing 

22 

These tables present results on the 4th grade  

STAAR* writing exam for 2012, 2013, and 

2014.  
 

Students tested were enrolled in the 59 

public school districts located in the eight 

counties of Greater Houston. 

 

 Writing scores of 4th grade students in 

2014 indicate that approximately 7 in 100 

were “well prepared for the next grade.” 
 

 Among economically disadvantaged 

students, those scoring in the “advanced” 

category were approximately 3 in 100. 

 

 

 

 

*  State of Texas Assessment of Academic Readiness 

 

    See notes on page 45 for more details related to  

    these tables. 

economically disadvantaged 

students 

satisfactory 

advanced 

non-disadvantaged 

students 

economically disadvantaged 

students 

non-disadvantaged 

students 



 

 

2013 2012 

12% 10% 

61% 64% 

advanced 

satisfactory 
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2014 

13% 

58% 

2013 2012 

21% 17% 

63% 67% 

2014 

23% 

61% 

2013 2012 

6% 5% 

59% 61% 

2014 

7% 

56% 

7th grade math 
These tables present results on the 7th grade  

STAAR* math exam for 2012, 2013, and 

2014.  
 

Students tested were enrolled in the 59 

public school districts located in the eight 

counties of Greater Houston. 

 

2014 results for students scoring at the 

“advanced” level show gains compared with 

2012 and 2013 results. 

 

 Math scores of 7th grade students in 2014 

indicate that approximately 13 in 100 

were “well prepared for the next grade.” 
 

 Among economically disadvantaged 

students, those scoring in the “advanced” 

category were approximately 7 in 100. 

 

 

 

*  State of Texas Assessment of Academic Readiness 

 

    See notes on page 45 for more details related to  

    these tables. 

economically disadvantaged 

students 

satisfactory 

advanced 

non-disadvantaged 

students 

economically disadvantaged 

students 

non-disadvantaged 

students 



 

 

2013 2012 

19% 18% 

Algebra I 

65% 63% 

advanced 

satisfactory 

2014 

21% 

62% 

2013 2012 

29% 28% 

62% 60% 

2014 

32% 

58% 

2013 2012 

11% 10% 

68% 64% 

2014 

12% 

65% 
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These tables present on the Algebra I end-of-

course  STAAR* exam for 2012, 2013, and 

2014.  
 

Students tested were enrolled in the 59 

public school districts located in the eight 

counties of Greater Houston.  These students  

primarily comprise 9th graders. However, 

some 8th graders take Algebra I and sit for 

this exam.  In addition, obtaining a passing 

score on the Algebra I end-of-course exam is 

a graduation requirement.  Therefore, some 

high school students who did not obtain 

passing scores repeated the test until they 

satisfied the requirement.  Their scores are 

included here. 
 

Algebra I results for 2014 for students 

scoring at the “advanced” level demonstrate 

that: 
 

 approximately 21 in 100 were “well 

prepared for the next grade.” 
 

 among economically disadvantaged 

students, approximately 12 in 100 scored 

at the “advanced” level.. 

 
*  State of Texas Assessment of Academic Readiness 

 

    See notes on page 45 for more details related to  

    these tables. 

economically disadvantaged 

students 

satisfactory 

advanced 

non-disadvantaged 

students 

economically disadvantaged 

students 

non-disadvantaged 

students 



 

 

2013 2012 

* * 

English II 

* * 

advanced 

satisfactory 
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2014 

6% 

61% 

2013 2012 

* * 

* * 

2014 

11% 

69% 

2013 2012 

* * 

* * 

2014 

2% 

54% 

These tables present results on the English II 

end-of-course  STAAR* exam for 2014.  

The exam includes assessments of reading 

comprehension and writing. 
 

Students tested were enrolled in the 59 

public school districts located in the eight 

counties of Greater Houston. 
 

Obtaining a passing score on the Algebra I 

end-of-course exam is a graduation 

requirement.  Therefore, some high school 

students who did not obtain passing scores 

repeated the test until they satisfied the 

requirement.  Their scores are included here. 
 

Because the content of the 2014 English II 

exam differs from the 2013 and 2012 exams, 

data for the previous exams is not presented. 
 

 English II scores for students in 2014 

indicate that approximately 6 in 100 were 

“well prepared for the next grade.” 
 

 Among economically disadvantaged 

students, those scoring in the “advanced” 

category were approximately 2 in 100. 

 
*  State of Texas Assessment of Academic Readiness 

 

    See notes on page 45 for more details related to  

    these tables. 

economically disadvantaged 

students 

satisfactory 

advanced 

non-disadvantaged 

students 

economically disadvantaged 

students 

non-disadvantaged 

students 



 

 

2013 2012 

80% 81% 

high school graduation 

2013 2012 

50% 50% 

enrolling in a work certificate 

or degree program 
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Data for high school graduation rates and 

enrollment in work certificate or academic 

degree programs for 2014 will not be 

updated by the Texas Education Agency and 

Texas Higher Education Coordinating Board 

until later in the spring of 2015. 

 

All Kids Alliance will reissue this 2014 

report with that information when it is 

available. 
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2012 2011 

22% 21% 

56% 59% 

community college 

university 

1st year persistence 

college program 

completion 

2013 2012 

3% 3% 
community college 

work certificate 

43% 46% 
university 

bachelor’s degree 

68% 68% 
community college 

associate’s degree 

Data for 1st year persistence in college 

(2013) and college program completion 

(2014) will not be updated by the Texas 

Higher Education Coordinating Board until 

later in the spring of 2015. 

 

All Kids Alliance will reissue this 2014 

report with that information when it is 

available. 



 

 

a deeper data dive 
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The following tables offer much more detailed views of performance results than the 

                                                                high-level percentage indicators on the previous pages.   

                                                               In every instance when they were available to us, data 

                                                              are presented in disaggregated form, showing 

                                                             differences among subpopulations like gender, race 

                                                            and ethnicity, economic status, English proficiency, and 

                                                           “at-risk” status. 

         Data for elementary, middle, and high school students 

                                                        come from the State of Texas Assessment of Academic 

                                                       Readiness (STAAR) exams, administered by the Texas 

                                                      Education Agency.  Data for 2012, 2013, and 2014 (included 

                                                     in this report) are from the first three years during which 

                                                     STAAR testing was in force. 

                                                   Data about students in community colleges and universities 

came from the Texas Higher Education Coordinating Board.  Data for subpopulations in 

college are not as readily available at the regional or institutional level. 



 

 

preschoolers ready for Kindergarten 
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Measuring School Readiness 
 

While we need to track data for our youngest children to see how many are ready for school, there is  no single required assessment 

system in Texas or our region that serves this purpose, and the kinds of evaluations that school districts currently employ vary widely.  

Furthermore, school districts do not report their assessments systems or results to any central authority. 

 

Our Best Estimate 
 

The chart below provides more detail.  It reveals the variety of pre-Kindergarten reading assessment systems used in four of our largest 

school districts.  While these results show some variability across this set of districts, we see that a clear majority of our 4– and 5-year 

olds are arriving at school with limited language development.  This information is excerpted by permission from the Houston Literacy 

Crisis: A Blueprint for Community Action (Barbara Bush Houston Literacy Foundation, 2014). 



 

 

3rd grade reading 
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4th grade writing 



 

 

5th grade reading 
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5th grade math 
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7th grade writing 
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7th grade math 
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8th grade reading 
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8th grade math 
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Algebra I 
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English II 

39 

Because the English II exam was revised for 2014, data for 2013 cannot be compared to 2014 results. 



 

 

high school graduation 

4-year high school graduation rates 

For definitions of these categories of high school graduation status, see notes on page 45. 
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Data for 4-year high school graduation rates for 2013 will not be updated by the Texas Education Agency until 

later in the spring of 2015. 
 

All Kids Alliance will reissue this 2014 report with that information when it is available. 



 

 

enrolling and persisting in a 

community college work certificate 

or degree program 

community college persistence, 1st to 2nd year 

community college 1st year enrollments 

41 

Data for 1st year enrollments in 

community colleges for Fall 2014 

and 1st-to-2nd-year persistence in 

community colleges for Fall 2012 

enrollees will not be updated by 

the Texas Higher Education 

Coordinating Board until later in 

the spring of 2015. 
 

All Kids Alliance will reissue this 

2014 report with that information 

when it is available. 



 

 

enrolling and persisting in a 

university degree program 

university persistence, 1st to 2nd year 

university 1st year enrollments 

42 

Data for 1st year enrollments in 

universities for Fall 2014 and 1st-

to-2nd-year persistence in 

universities for Fall 2013 enrollees 

will not be updated by the Texas 

Higher Education Coordinating 

Board until later in the spring of 

2015. 
 

All Kids Alliance will reissue this 

2014 report with that information 

when it is available. 



 

 

completing a 

community college work certificate 

or degree program 

community college graduations after 3 years of enrollment: 

degree and certificate programs 

43 

Data for community college graduation rates for 2010 enrollees will not be updated by the Texas Higher 

Education Coordinating Board until later in the spring of 2015. 
 

All Kids Alliance will reissue this 2014 report with that information when it is available. 



 

 

completing a 

university degree program 

university graduations after 6 years’ enrollment 

44 

Data for 2008 university enrollees 

will not be updated by the Texas 

Higher Education Coordinating 

Board until later in the spring of 

2015. 
 

All Kids Alliance will reissue this 

2014 report with that information 

when it is available. 
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Inside front cover 

              The roster of our Council of Executives shows membership in January, 2015. Note that two 

              founding members — John Sawyer of  the Harris County Department of  Education and Clark 

               Baker of the YMCA of Greater Houston — served on the Council of Executives from June, 2010 

                until the Fall of 2014. 

    p. 2  “The Houston region is now the most ethnically diverse large metropolitan area in the country,  

               Surpassing New York City,” Jeannie Kever, Houston Chronicle, March 5, 2012; 

               population data are from US Census Bureau, American Community Survey, 2013  

              1-year estimates ; student data are from the Academic  Excellence  Indicator System ,  

               Texas Education Agency, December, 2014. 

     p. 3  The 2012 Houston Education Survey: Public Perceptions in a Critical Time, p. 35, Kinder  

              Institute for Urban Research, Rice University. “George Tang on Connecting the Dots to 

              Educate Texas” Getting Smart, February 11, 2014,  http://gettingsmart.com/2014/02/ 

               george-tang-connecting-dots-educate-texas/ 

     p. 4  Data provided by the Office of Strategic Planning and Funding, Texas Higher Education 

              Coordinating Board, December, 2014.  Original sources: Texas Education Agency, Texas 

              Higher Education Coordinating Board, National Student Clearing House. Area includes eight 

              counties: Harris, Fort Bend, Montgomery, Galveston, Brazoria, Chambers, Liberty, and Waller.     

              Results do not include data about students who moved out of state at any time after start of 

              8th grade and/or received a college certificate or degree from an out-of-state college or 

              university. Researchers suggest that Texas’ overall post-secondary completion rate would 

              increase by 10.4% if these student were included in the analysis. Report produced by the 

              National Center for Higher Education Management Systems,  Boulder, Colorado, underwritten  

              by the Houston Endowment. 

    p. 5  Percentages of students “ready” are based on “Advanced” level performance on STAAR  

              exams in 3rd grade reading, 4th grade writing, and 7th grade math, Spring 2014. See also 

              “about our data,” p. 18. 

     p.8  Theory of Action chart from  Jeff Edmondson and Ben Hecht, Defining Quality Collective  

              Impact, Stanford Social Innovation Review, Fall, 2014. 

  p. 16  After the leadership group in each regional partnership studies data associated with 

              outcomes  on its local cradle-to-career “roadmap” and considers supportive community 

              assets already in place that relate to its desired outcomes, the leadership group selects one 

              or two initial outcomes  on which to take action.  Each partnership will repeat these kinds of 

              analyses to add additional outcomes to its work agenda over time.  

  p.17  Our “baseline report” (2010)  and Update Reports (2011, 2012-2013 and 2014) can be 

              viewed and downloaded at www.allkidsalliance.org. 

 p. 18  See also page 28. 

 pp. 21 through  39.  All State of Texas Academic Assessments of Readiness (STAAR) data  

              were obtained from reports produced by the Texas Education Agency (TEA).  Data do not 

            include results on the “Modified” or Spanish language versions of the tests. 

            Elementary and secondary school data represent students in the eight-county  metropolitan  

            area served by All Kids Alliance (see map on page 13). 

            We report “advanced” and “satisfactory” results as two mutually exclusive categories, unlike 

            the approach take by the Texas Education Agency which includes students scoring at the 

            “advanced” level in its data on “satisfactory” performance results. 

              Year-by-year test results represent different cohorts of students; for example, the results for 

             3rd grade reading in 2014 represent students who were enrolled in the 3rd grade and who 

             were tested in the spring of 2014; results for 2013, by extension, represent 3rd graders tested  

             in the spring of 2013. 

            For some of these tables, summing  the number of students in the “Unsatisfactory,” 

            “Satisfactory,” and “Advanced” columns does not always equal the values in the columns  

            labeled “Total # of Students.” In order to protect  students’ privacy, the Texas Education 

            Agency did not disaggregate performance outcomes if  the number in a category  were ≤4. This 

            reporting practice leads to some small but not meaningful discrepancies in some data tables. 

            In addition, when information about students’  demographic characteristics were not provided 

            to TEA, test score data for these students were grouped into separate categories. We have 

            excluded these categories from our “deeper dive” data presentations which may also  

            contribute to minor discrepancies in these tables.   

 p. 25 When students fail a STAAR End of Course exam they are permitted to retake the exam.  All 

             scores for first–and second-time exam takers are reported together. Therefore, the results  

            reported for 2013 and 2014 include some students who retook an exam because they failed 

            it in 2012 or 2013. Most students completing the Algebra I exam are 9th graders. However, 

            some students take Algebra I as 8th graders, and their scores are included here. 

p.29  The chart is used by permission of  the Barbara Bush Houston Literacy Foundation. 

p. 40 Definitions. “High school graduates”: The number and percent of students from a class of 9th 

            graders who graduated four years later. (Year indicates the graduating year of the  cohort.) 

            “High school dropouts”:  The number and percent of students who dropped out between 9th 

            grade  and graduation. “High school—continuing”: The number and percent of students who 

            were continuing in high school beyond the standard graduation period. “High school— 

            received GED” The number and percent of students from a class of 9th graders who  

            successfully completed the General Educational Development  (GED) exam between 9th  

            grade and standard graduation date four years later.  The GED exam is America’s only  

            nationally recognized high school-equivalency test  

pp. 41 and 43   Data for “Other Community Colleges” combine results from Alvin Community  

            College, Brazosport College, College of the Mainland, Galveston College , Lee College, 

            and Wharton County Junior College. 
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