
Texas Academic Performance Report (TAPR) 
2016-17



2016-17 Annual Report Requirements

• District Accreditation Status
•FIRST Rating – Passed
•Accountability Rating – Met Standard
•Accreditation - Accredited

• Texas Academic Performance Report (TAPR)
•Special Education Status – Meets Requirements

• Campus Performance Objectives
• Report on Violent or Criminal Incidents on Campus
• Student Performance in Postsecondary Institutions
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2016-17 TAPR District Profile
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Performance Levels

• Approaches Grade Level (formerly Level II: Satisfactory) 
• Students are sufficiently prepared for the next grade level or course

• Meets Grade Level (formerly Final Level II: Postsecondary Ready)
• Students are prepared for postsecondary success (college, the workforce, job training 

programs, or the military)
• Masters Grade Level (formerly Level III: Advanced)

• Students are well prepared for the next grade or course
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2016-17 STAAR 
Approaches Grade Level or Above
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2016-17 STAAR 
Approaches Grade Level or Above



2016-17 STAAR 
Meets Grade Level or Above
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Meets Grade Level



2016-17 STAAR 
Masters Grade Level Standard
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2016-17 STAAR 
Masters Grade Level
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2016-17 STAAR 
Met or Exceeded Progress (Growth Measure)
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2016-17 STAAR 
Met or Exceeded Progress



2016-17 Staff
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2018-19 PEG Campuses
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•2017 Campuses with passing rates on STAAR that are less than or equal to 
50% in any two of the preceding three years: 2015, 2016 or 2017

or

•The school was rated Improvement Required in 2015, 2016 or 2017.

PEG Campus Determination
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2017-18 FBISD PEG Campuses
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Campus 2015 2016 2017

Armstrong ES Writing Writing Writing

Blue Ridge ES - Writing Writing

Briargate ES Writing, Science, IR Reading, Writing, 
Science, IR Science

Burton ES - Science Writing

Hunters Glen ES Science - Science

Jones ES - Writing Writing

Lantern Lane ES Science Writing -

McAuliffe MS Writing, Social 
Studies, Science, IR Writing, Social Studies Writing, Social Studies

Ridgemont ES Writing, Reading, 
Science, IR

Reading, Writing, 
Science, IR Writing, Science, IR



Focus and Priority Schools
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Federal System Safeguards are the disaggregated reading and math performance of 
seven student groups (All Students, African American, Hispanic, White, Economically 
Disadvantaged, students served by Special Education, and English Language Learners).

Priority Schools defined as the lowest 5% of Title I campuses 
across the state based on performance in reading and math, as 
well as graduation rates below 60%.  Campuses that did not meet 
state accountability for 2016-2017 (Improvement Required schools) 
are also included. 

Focus Schools are defined as 10% of Title I campuses across 
the state that are the “next lowest achieving” and include any 
remaining campuses that qualify under the Priority School 
definition, as well as campuses that missed the greatest 
percentage of Federal System Safeguards when ranked against 
one another. 



Priority Schools

Briargate ES
Ridgemont ES

Focus Campuses

Jones ES
Mission Bend EL 
Missouri City MS
Willowridge HS
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2017 FBISD Focus/Priority Schools



District Instructional Supports
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Student Centered 
Curriculum 

Assessment 
Framework

Professional 
Learning 

Campus Support 

• Learning Intentions
• Success Criteria 
• Schoology 

• Diagnostic
• Classroom Formative 
• District Learning Assessments 

• PLC – Impact Teams 
• Job Embedded Supports
• Teacher Leaders  

• PBIS Support 
• Campus Support Teams 
• Service & Support Model

Presenter
Presentation Notes
At the District Level to support student achievement, Academic Affairs is focusing on four areas aligned to the District Priorities: 

Student Centered Curriculum – 
The student centered curriculum lays the foundation for student learning through the articulation of learning intentions and success criteria. Additionally, the learning management system, Schoology supports access to the district curriculum and the implementation of blended learning. 

Assessment Framework – 
The assessment framework outlines the types and purpose of assessment beginning with the Diagnostic universal screener, shifting to campus based formative assessments, and includes the district learning assessments tied to identified learning progressions. The purpose of the new assessment framework is to build student ownership through feedback. 

Professional Learning – 
District level professional learning supports focus on the development of the campus leader and teacher capacity to support student needs through the implementation of PLC’s, impact teams, and job embedded teacher cadres designed to establish lab classrooms. 


Campus Support – 

The campus support model was redesigned to align with the organizational structure using a gradual release model in which the district instructional team partners with the campus to engage in CST walks, design support including professional learning, or provide leadership support. 

PLL and TIC stipend awards were provided to each campus to support the development of professional learning aligned to the CIP And to support the transition to Blended Learning.
 



Differentiated Campus Support
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Title I 

Funding 

Standard 
Instructional 

Staffing

Student 
Programming

Targeted 
Professional 

Learning 

Focus

Additional Funding

Job Embedded 
Professional 

Learning 

Additional PBIS 
Support

Priority

Additional Funding

Additional Staffing 
Layers

Relay Coaching

PBIS Coach (1/2 
time) 

Improvement 
Required 

Customized 
Professional 

Learning 

Leadership 
Support

Student 
Mentorship 
Programs

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Overview professional learning supports – campuses in need based on data may receive targeted professional learning….. 

 Priority Schools: Ridgemont and Briargate

The following supports are being provided to both Ridgemont and Briargate:

Resources and Staffing
EDGE model with teacher stipends
Each campus has the following full-time positions: 
Lead Master Teacher per campus
Strategic Planner
Academic Interventionist
RTI Facilitator (?)

Professional Learning
Targeted professional learning for master, mentor, and EDGE teachers
Each campus has one teacher in the Balanced Literacy Cadre, which includes job embedded coaching.

Monitoring Protocols
Both campuses are participating in the RELAY process
Instructional Rounds Support through ASCD to help reinforce the FIT model

In addition, Ridgemont has 11 days of Region IV on-site writing support from October 18th – April 2nd.    They also received additional help from the FBISD science department to set up their lab.  Directors, Assistant Directors, and coordinators also go to both campuses to work with teachers based on information received from the CST walks, area superintendent, and principal.

Each campus is monitored through Campus Support Team Walks and RELAY artifact submissions.



Progress Monitoring
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System for Progress Monitoring – Priority & IR 

• Assistant Superintendent (assigned to priority/IR schools) 
• RELAY Coaching Protocols
• Monthly Campus Support Meetings
• Data Review Protocols 
• Review of the Special Education Campus Coordinated Support plans

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Monitoring Protocols
CST Walks, feedback, and support 
Participation in the RELAY process 
Student Support Team Implementation
Instructional Rounds Support through ASCD



FBISD 4-Year Longitudinal Graduation Rate

2014 2015 2016

Graduated 93.0% 94.3% 94.4%

Received GED 0.3% 0.3% 0.2%

Continued HS 2.4% 2.3% 1.9%

Dropped Out 4.3% 3.2% 3.5%

Graduates and 
GED 93.3% 94.6% 94.6%

Graduates, GED, 
and Continued 95.7% 96.8% 96.5%
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Class of 2015 4 Year 5 Year

Graduated 94.3% 95.7%

Received GED 0.3% 0.5%

Continued HS 2.3% 0.7%

Dropped Out 3.2% 3.1%

Graduates and GED 94.6% 96.2%

Graduates, GED, and Continued 96.8% 96.9%
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Grades 9-12 State Region 4 Fort Bend

2015-16 2.0% 2.2% 1.0%

2015-16 Annual Drop Out Rates

FBISD Class of 2015 Longitudinal Rate



FBISD 4-Year Longitudinal Graduation Rate

Graduated 2014 2015 2016

FBISD 93.0% 94.3% 94.4%

African American 90.5% 92.4% 92.7%

Hispanic 88.2% 91.0% 90.9%

White 95.8% 95.7% 96.4%

American Indian 88.2% 89.5% 84.6%

Asian 98.0% 98.2% 98.5%

Pacific Islander * 100.0% 100.0%

Two or More Races 96.7% 97.1% 95.7%

Special Education 74.5% 77.0% 77.8%

Economically 
Disadvantaged 89.1% 90.1% 91.4%

ELL 74.8% 84.5% 80.7%
24



Violent and Criminal Incidents

Level Student Population 2016-17 Violent and 
Criminal Incidents

Fort Bend ISD 73,750 1146 1.6%

Elementary 32,778 195 0.6%

Middle 17,348 425 2.4%

High 23,624 526 2.2%
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Violent and criminal incidents include but are not limited to: assaults, possession of weapons or 
controlled substances, terroristic threats and other serious violations of the Student Code of 
Conduct. In 2016-17, Fort Bend ISD had approximately 9000 reportable discipline incidents, the 
vast majority of which fell under general violations of the Student Code of Conduct.  FBISD had 
under 1200 violent or criminal offenses.



Public Comments
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