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VARIAT]ONS IN TE:TAS SCBOOL QUALITY

Abstract

Successful schools, at a mLnLxnun, teach students to read, write, and

solve matheDatlcal problems. Tests of studenc achievement in the basics

indicate wheLher or not students have mastered these skills, but they cannot

indicate where the child acquired then. Students rnay have learned at hoBe of

at a school separate from the one adrnlnlstering the exam.

Factors that are crucial to student achiewenent but are not attributabl-e

to the school can be filtered out wlth a value-added rnodel. Applying this

nodel to demographlcally adjusted data fron the Texas Educational Assessment

of Minirnum Skills (TEAMS), we construct a quality index ranking Texas school

d i s t r i c t s .

The nain contribution of the study is the lisc of the walue-added

rankings of rnore than 700 Texas school districts, one that nore closely

approximates true school quality than ranklngs using single test scores or

expenditure measures. We show that the distribution of school quatity in

Texas ls essentially random. No systematic relationship exists betr,reen grade

school and high school quality. We also demonstrate that quality is

unaffected by schooL district size and that there are few systematic

differences in quality between school districts in urban countles and school

d is t r ic ts  in  nonurban count ies.



VARIATIONS IN TEKAS SCHOOL QUALITY

State and local governments in Texas spend more than $L2 blll ion a year

on education, and school finance reforrn has been one of the hottest topics ln

the state legislature. Society,s uushrooning lnterest in education has

created the urgent need to dewelop sound measures of school perfornance and

quality. Many such neasures, such as expenditures per student or Scholastic

Aptitude Test scores, hawe been attempted wi"th questionable accuracy. A

buslnessrnan measures success by prof i ts ,  a  researcher ,  by publ icat ions !n

scholarly journal-s, and a student, by grades, honors, and awards. But what

kind of neasure will accurately reflec! the success of a school or school

system?

Most  people consider  educat ion the school  system,s pr inary object ive.

By this measure, schools succeed when they teach students the skills thac are

needed to succeed in our socieLy. Arnong the most basic skllls needed to

operate effectively in nodern society are reading, writing, and mathematics.

Therefore, at a minimum, successful schools teach students to read, \{rite, and

solve rnathematical problems.

Tests of student achlevernent in reading, writing, or mathematics

indicate whether or not students hawe mastered those skills, but they canno t

indicate whecher or not the school has taught those skilts. The student may

have learned to read at horne or in a different school. Therefore. an accurate

measure of school quality must be able to separate those parts of achievement

produced in the current school from those parts of achievement produced in the

home or in other schools. Only the achievernent gains that can be considered

walue added by the current school should be used to measure its quality,



Further, soue students are uore difficult to teach than other studenEs.

Therefore, we r{'ant to level the playing fleld before we try to evaluate the

effectiveness of individual school districts. Othenrise, some schools might

appear more successful than others simply because they work rrith students who

are easier  to  teach,

In this paper, we estimate

the educatlonal baslcs, adj usted

student population. Then, we use

ef fect  on a s tat is t ica l ly  average

across Texas school  d is t r ic ts .

the value added by Texas school dlstricts in

for the denogtaphlc characterlstics of the

these es t imates  o f  each schoo l  d is t r ie t ' s

student body to exarnine quallty dlfferences

School Quallty Ueasures

Comparing a single school characteris tic--expenditures per student--

across school  d is t r ic ts  is  a widely  used measure of  school  qual i ty ,  and i t

underlles the Texas Supreme Court,s displeasure with the current system of

funds allocation. The obvious loglc behind this measure ts that greater state

expenditures imply higher levels of achieweuent. But uore uoney may not nean

better education. In his survey of the llterature, Eric Hanushek (1986) found

no systematic evidence for a correlation betr.reen expenditures and student

achievement. Therefore, attempts to judge school quallty solely by

expenditures per student will inevitably produce inaccurate results.

Alternative approaches measure student output direculy. American College

Test (ACT) and SAT scores are popular output-based measures of school

perforrnance, but they produce biased estimates of school quality because they

measure only the achievement of college-bound students. For many school



districts, this inplies disregarding the achievements (or lack thereof) of the

vast maj ority of the student body. Further, using ACT and SA? scores for

comparisons across schools penalizes schools that produce relatiwely large

numbers of college applicants because one compares the best students tn a

school that sends few students to college to the average student in a school

that sends all its students to college.

Another output measure of student achievenent, Texas Educatlonal

Assessment of Mlnimurn Sktlls (TEAMS), awolds the non random nature of ACT and

SAT scores because 4Lt students are tequlred to take the exams. If sanpling

were the only problem, then the TEAMS scores would provlde an adequate

measure. Unfortunately, several problems arise when measuring achievement by

a single exam score, regardless of the nature of the sanple.

F i rs t ,  because test  scores do not  ref lect  fami ly  contr ibut ions,  schools

may be given more credit (or blane) than is due them based on test scores

alone. Perhaps Lhe school wich the hlghest test scores !s also the school

wlth the highest farnily income. Test scores would cfedlt the higher

achievement to the school, when indeed lhe actual schooling contrlbuttons nay

have been very small. Studies of the educational production function

l l lust rate that  fa$ i ly  character isL lcs such as incone,  parent 's  occupat lon,

and parent's educational attairment explain a large portion of student

achlevement. Because learning occurs both at home and at the school, it is

necessary to separate these quality measures by rneasuring them against

varlables thac proxy for family envlronnent (see, for example, Callan &

Santerre 1"990). TEAMS scores that are not denographically adjusted are not

able to separate the effects of the school frorn the effects of the farnily on

educational quality.

Then why not deuographically adjust the TEAMS scores and measure school



quality with the adjusted scores? This procedure separates school faqtors

from fanily factors. Yet one could hardly assert that the scores of a student

who spends his firsc ten years in Wisconsln school,s and then transfers and

takes his TEAMS exam in Texas accurately reflect the quality of the eleventh

grade school. Further, changes ln school policy over tlne (such as the

irnposition of no pass/no play regulations) or changes ln ceachers are not

reflected ln the test score neasure. Accurately adjusting TEAMS scores nould

require data about each student's cornplete acadexnlc hlstory, lncludlng data on

farn i ly  background,  s tate pol ic ies,  and schools at tended.  Est inates of  school

contributions that rely on incomplete demographic histories are inaccurate and

can be very mis leading.

Therefore, we follow Hanushek and Taylor (1990) by modellng student

achievement as a function of the student,s complete history of school (S) and

family (F) character is tics . Formally,

( l )  Arr  :  orsr r  + BrFr I
T - 1  T

c r s i t  + >  B t F r t  +  E  € 1 t

where A1T is the achiewement of student i in period T, Srt represents

characteristlcs of school I in perlod t, and F* represents family

characterlstics in perlod t. The parameters o. and B. are welghts attached to

school characteristics and family characteristlcs in the various tine peliods.

Such factors as individual dlfferences in intelligence and motivation (or

ability) and other unmeasured inputs are captured in the error tern (Hanushek

and Taylor 1990) A1l the school quallty neasutes discussed above represent

misspeci f ied vers lons of  Equauion 1

The data requirements of equation 1 are formidable. Fortunately, we can

T-1
+ t



take advantage of the equation's recursive nature to niniulze our data costs.

Because

r -1  r -1  T_1
( l b )  A r r - 1  - t  a t S i t  +  )  F t F r t  +  )  € r t

r-1 r=1 r=1

equation l-b can be substituted lnto equation 1 to giwe the walue-added forn

(2) Ar1 : c1Sr1 + prFrr + .l,Arr_1 + €rr

where Arr represents achievemenc of the ith student ln the T.h time period, and

A!r-1 replesents achiewement of the ltb student in the previous tirne perlod.

Equation 2 virtually elimlnates the unrealistic requirenent of neasurlng

all past inputs (farnily contributlons, individual differences in abil ity,

d i f fe ren t  schoo ls ,  e tc . )  tha t  cou t r ibu te  to  a  ch i ld 's  ach ievement .  By

capturing all these historical factors in a pretest (A!r-t ), ne can separate

the roarginal effects of current school and family characteristics on the

pos t tesE (Ar r  ) .  E f fec t l ve ly ,  the  pos t tes t  score  becomes a  funcc ion  o f  a l l  the

past inputs, neatly captured on the pretest score, plus the cutrent fanily and

school characteristics. Therefore, lhe value-added approach measures not

achievement but gains in achievement over time.

Data and Empirlcal Speclflcation

Before we can examine the school characteristics that cause differences

in vaLue-added across Texas school districts. r{e must ask the more basic

question: What e!9 the differences in value-added across Texas school



districts? Privacy concerns x0ake indivldual student data unavailable and

force us to work with dgta at the school dlstrict level. Hanushek and Taylor

(1-990) found that aggregation ffou the individual to the state level had only

minimal effect on their school quality estlmates, By extenslon, aggregation

to the school district level should also hawe onlv limited effects on the

est lnat ion.  As a resul t ,  equat ion 2 reduces to

(3) Ar, - FrFr, + .rr_, + s,

rthere Art represents average TEAMS scores for school district i iu peflod

=Frr is a vector of demographlc characteristics describing the student body

school distrlct i, and s-r represents the awerage walue-added ln school

district l. Under ordinary least squares (OLS) estirnation, s-1 is the

es t imated res idua l  assoc ia ted  w i th  schoo l  d is t r i c t  i .

We use each school distrlct's avelage TEA.}IS scores frorn 1989 as our

posttest measures of achievement and average TEAMS scores for the same cohort

in 1987 for our pretest ueasures of achievement. We control for changes in

cohort size that nlght affect the analysis with data on the mrmber of students

taking each posttest and ptetest.r Because privacy concerns prevented the

Texas Education Agency fron reporting test data for schools in whlch the

number of students tested on a glven exau was fewer than twenty-flve, some

school dlstri.cts are excluded frorn the analvsis.

For each school district in the sanDle. r,ze look at value-added at both

i

1n

I Thls approach treats changes in cohort composition that
to s ize as lns igni f lcant .  I f  a  school  d is t r ic t 's  s tudent  body
sharply from its student body ln l-987, then the interpretation
residuals as school effects becornes problenatlc.

are unrelated
in L989 d i f fers
of OLS



che primary (ftfth grade) and secondary (eleventh grade) levels. l.le use two

achievement tests for the hlgh school cohort--language arts and nathematics--

and three achievement tests for the grade school cohort--reading, writing, and

uathematics. For completeness, we also corubine the test results and look for

total value-added to each cohort. For each case we use all the availabie

pretests as explanatory variables (see Boardman and Murnane 1989). For

example, third grade rnath, reading and writlng explain the fifth grade math

s c o r e .

We deuographically adjusc for the school dlstrict's racial compositlon

and average socioeconomic status (sEs), which are standard proxles for fanily

characteristics (Callan and Santerre 1990). For SES r,re use data on the number

of students receiving free or reduced price meals as a proxy. Missing

demographic data force us to exclude six school districts from the sanple.

I,Ie flnd little that confliccs r^rith our expectations. As Table 1

indicates, school districts with students that score ruell on the reading

precests produce students that score well on the reading posttests.

Simi lar ly ,  wr i t ing pretests  predic t  l r r i t ing post tests  and math pretests

predict math posttests. Our proxies for the charactelistics of the horne

educational environennt (racial composition and socioeconomlc status) afe

generally significant. School distrlcts in areas wlth relatively low SES

produce lower posttest scores, all other things being equal. High schools ln

districts with a large percentage of black or Hispanic students hawe lower

total posttest scores than high schools in other\rise equal school dlstrlcts

with a snall percentage of black or Hispanlc students.

Interestingly, the writing pretest significantly predicts mathematics

skills at the grade school level but not at the high school lewel, while the



uathematics pretest slgnificantly predicts language arts skills at the htgh

school level but not at the grade school level. This could be the result of

differing subJect ernphasis in grade school and high school or of changes in

testing nethods fron younger children to older chlldten. Alternatively,

'triting skllls uay lndicate general ability at the prinary level, whlle

nathernatlcs skills nay be better indicators of ability at the secondary level.

The racial cornpositlon of the student body has significant effects on

all the neasures of high-school achievement. High school distrlcts lrith a

large percentage of black students have lower posttest scores than otherr^rise

equal school districts wlth a low percentage of blacks. In othex rdords, if

two hlgh school districts have student populations with identical SES and

preparat ion (pretest  scores) ,  then the school  d is t r ic t  \ , r i th  the h igher

proportion of black students will hawe lo\rer posttest scores. Further, at the

high school 1evel, school dlstricts with a greater proportion of Aslan

students perforrn better on mach exams, while districts wlth a greater

proportion of Hispanlc students do worse on language arts exax0s.

All other things being equal, the racial composition of a school

district has llttle effect on the measures of grade school achievement.

Stat is t ica l  tests  ind icate that  the rac ia l  conposi t ion var lab les are Jo lnt ly

insignifi-cant at the s-percent level in each of the primary school equations.

However, the black and Hispanic warlables lndlwidually are slgnlflcant and

negative in the flfth-grade nathematics equation.

Value-Added

The estinated residuals from the equations in Table 1- represent the

8



value-added that we attribute to school quality. By constructlon, the average

value-added ln the scate ls normalized to zero. School districts that add

rnore value on a partlcular subj ect than the state average have positive

residuals. Although they probably add to student achlevement, school

distrlcts that have negative teslduals add less value than the state average

( T a b l e  2 ) .

The value-added residuals are slgntflcantly cofrelated rrith raw test

scores, but the relationshlp ls far fron perfect (Table 3). For exanple, the

correlation between the raw elewenth-grade language arts score and the value-

added in eleventh-grade language arts is 0.615. Therefore, an index of Texas

school quality uslng single exam scores w111 look slrnilar, but not identical,

to an index using value-added.

Fron the reslduals, lre construct a quallty index that indlcates how

school dlstricts differ from the state average in percencage terms. If a

school district has an index value of 5 on the hlgh school mathernatics index,

then a slatistically average set of students attendlng high school in that

district would score s-percent higher on the mathematic exa.m than the same set

of students would score in the average school dlstri.ct. If a school dlstrict

has an index value of -2 on the grade school reading index, then a

statistically average set of students attending grade school in that district

would score 2-percent Lolser on the reading exan than the same set of students

would score in the average school district. The appendix presents school

qualLty indexes for each school district studied,

The index value for one school subj ect is always signlficantly

correlated with the index value for another subject within the same gtade

level (Table 3). For exarnple, value added in high school rnathernatics



correlates with value-added 1n high school language arts. Therefore, a school

district with a good index value in one grade school subJ ect generally has a

good index value in another grade school subject. Further, a school dlstrlct

with a bad index value in one high school subject tends to have a bad index

walue in another hlgh school subject,

At the hlgh school level, che Lexlngton Independent School Dlscrlct

(ISD) in Lee County added the most value ln nath and total basic skllls, while

the Louise ISD ln Wharton County added the nost value in language arts. If

all characteristics of the student population were typical, eleventh-graders

in Lexington ISD would score 5.9-percent higher than the state average ln

nathenatics and language arts combined. Eleventh-graders in Oak\rood ISD in

Leon County, the school district vrlth ttre lowest index walue ln math and total

basic skills, would score 9.1-pefcent lower than the state awerage ln

mathematics. Avery ISD in Red River County had the lowest walue-added tn hlgh

sehool language arts.

At the grade school level, Burkeville ISD in Newton County contributed

the most on the writing and total basic skills indexes while Smyer ISD in

Hockley County added the nost on the math and reading skll1s lndexes.

Tornillo ISD ln El Paso County had the lowest value-added index on readlng and

total baslc skills, while Kaufrnan ISD in Kaufrnan County had the lowest index

in nath, and Snook ISD in Burleson County had the lowest lndex in writing.

The six largest school districLs ln Texas show no conslstent patlern of

value-added. The Austin and El Paso ISDS have above-awerage hlgh schools but

below-awerage grade schools. In contrast, Dallas ISD has beLow-awerage high

schools buE above-average grade schools. The Houston and Fort i{orth ISDs have

both below-averaga high schools and below-average grade schools, San Antonio

1-0



ISD has above-average high schools and average grade schools. With the

exception of Dallas ISD, which is 3.3-percent above the state mean in fifth

grade math, none of the largest school districts are more than 2-percent above

or 3-percenE below the state mean.

In general, there are few consistent patterns of value-added. Good

grade schools in a dlstfict do not inpl-y good high schools, or vice versa.

Grade school quality ls essentially uncorrelated with hlgh school quality

(Table 4). Further, the slze of the school dlstrlct (!n terns of enrollmenr)

ls uncorrelated with any neasure of value-added (Table 4). Tests lndicate no

significant quality differences at the grade school level across school

districts in urban and nonurban counties, Further, there are no significant

differences between urban and non-urban school districts in the awerage walue-

added !n high school mathematics. Howewer, in high school language afts, the

typical urban district is below the state average, lrhlle the typlcal nonurban

district is above the state average, all other things equal.

Conclus lon

Accuracy favors the walue-added school quality measure. It fi lters out

factors--farnily background, demographics, contrlbutlons of other schools, and

historical changes in school policy--that are crucial to achiewement but not

attributable to the current scbool. Because the goal is to measure

contributlons of the current school, regardless of the other factors included

in single exam scores, value-added nore closely depicts school quality

d i f ferences.

Using a value-added technique, r,re find that the distribution of school

l 1



quality ln Texas ls essentially random. School districts with good grade

schools are no more likely to have good hlgh schools than are school districts

with poor grade schools, and wice versa, Assumlng a systematic nethod exists

for creating and naintainlng quality school systens, the randonness of value-

added in Texas school districts suggests that Texas has yet to enploy such a

method.

The value-added approach does not tell us why sorae districts produce

grealer achievenent gains than others. It also yields no explanatlon for why

some family characteristics affect achievement gains more signiflcantly in

high school than in grade school. It does, however, take us on the first step

toward anslrering these questlons. lJith ttre knowledge that the phenomena

exlst, we can nove closer to the goal of understanding and attaining greater

school quality.

L2



TAELE 'I

ESTITATES OF POSTTEST ACIIIEVE'IETT PAR,METERS

Variabte

lntercept

3rd c.ade l.lath

3rd crade Reading

3rd 6rade gri t ihg

9th Grade l.lath

9th Gr€de Reading

9th crade l tr i t ing

B  tack

As ian

Hispani c

,6 Change Cohort Si ze

Socio-Econ. Status

R- Squ€ re
observations

5th Grade
Iath

5n.59
t16,68t '

t3.7Jr r

0 .05
t.76r

0 . 1 4
t2.691 *

.

t- 1 .691

0.4  |
t.481

-0 .05
t - .53 t

-61.42

-0 .41
a-3.27t

o .29
743

I lth crade
l€th

275,63
a9.T7r

:

0.16
!2 .41

o.22
14.341

0 , 0 2
t.59t

-  0 .26
t  -  3 . 5 1 1

0.88
fl.821

-  0 . 1
I -  1 .821

r-7,681

- 0 . 1 5
r - )  ) 7 r

0.6
702

llth crEde
Longuage Arta

190.62
t25.331

-

0.08
u.101

0.32
t9.481

0.05
t2,7,

- 0 . 1 9
t - 3.821

-  0 .28
t - .881

- 0 .  t 2
t-3.351

-33.61
t-7.82r

-0 .17
r-3.601

0.62
702

llth crade
TotEt

765.95
fl8.241 *

:

0 ,54
t9.981 *

0 .53
t7 .10 t  *

0 .06
fl.531

t -4 .10 t  *

I.761

-0.22
t-2.69t *

- .yr.5Z

t-8.681 *

-0 .34
t -3 .141 *

0 .55
699

'th crade
Re€ding

619.07
(26.051

0 . 0 1
t . 2 l  l

t4.661

0.09
12.58t

-

t-2.57)

t.391

-  0 . 1 3
t -  1 .951

r-3.841

-  0 .53
t -  6 .14)

0 . 5 1
741

5th crode
f|. it ins

58/.92
I17 .601

0.06
t1  .14 t

0 .m
t1 ,371

0 . 2
t 4 . 1 1 t

.

0 .  1 6
t1 .261

0 . 5
t .61 t

0 . 0 7
a.761

-56.32

t - 5.841

0.31
712

5th Grade
Tot€t

1778.82
t22.83r

0. e8
t2 .18 t

0 .33
t2.301

0.45
15.8?l

-

-0.27
t- ,921

1 . ' t ' 1
t.581

-  0 .09
t- .42)

-  112. t  1
t - 5.701

-1 .68
r -  5 .91 I

0 .44
740

Note: The t-stat ist ic for each coeff icient is in brackets.
* Indicates signif icant values €t the 5% tevel.
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TABLE 2

SCH(X)L OISTRTC] CIJALT IY STATISTICS

Va.iabte

lotat secordary on€l i ty
Language Atts Secord€ry Qual, i ty
ilath Secordary ouat i ty
Total Prinary ouat i ty
Reading Prinrary Qu6l i  ty
Llath Primary ouaI i ty
Y r i t i ng  P . ima ry  Qua t i t y

ilurber ot Stardard linim|||
Distr icts Deyiat ion

699
702
702

713

26.8'l
1 1 . 9 1
18,04
73.O7
22,29
32,63
3 1  . 1 9

-  101.47
-41.32
-70.18

-329.25
-99.62

-128.54
-  117.83

I Frqr Hean
Test score

l|€xi I| Z Frd[ llean
Test Score

5.9W
5.60X
8.60X

12.301
12.70x
12.80r
't7.4tt

-6.10t 93.14
-5.20X 44.25
9. f 01 6.23

-13.702 597.08
12,102 102.27

- t5 .60u 105.7
- t5 . tou  155.65

NOTET lhe standard deviat ion is the deviat ion of the residuat frorn the iE6n residual of zero.



TABLE f

PEARSOX CORRELA1Ifl C(EFFICIEIITS
SIIIGLE IEST SCORES COIPARED TO VALUE ADDED RESIDIJAT.S

ll th cr6de l l th Gr€de 1'1th Grade
Tot€t Lang. Arts l lath

VEltJe lffi

5th Grsde 5th Gr€de
Reading i l€th

5th crade sth crade
Yr i t ing  Tota t

0.081 0.072
672 6m

0,052 0,055
572 670

0,064 0.062
670 664

fest Scores

1lth Grade Lahguage Aats Score

I l th crade l lath Sco.e

I l th Grade Total Score

5th crade l,tath Score

5th Crade Reading Score

5th Gfade [r i  t  ing Score

5th 6nade Total score

EnroI t iEnt

0, 't 03
671

o.w7
671

0.  102
69

0.021
673

0.02

0 . 0 1 t
671

671
0.091

0.059
670

0.065
668

-0 .023
699

6E
0. | . |6

671
0.  106

672
0.099

670
-0 .026

0.06 |
671

-  0 .017 005
740702

)lote: Bottom nurber iadic6tes hurber of observ€tions
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TABLE 4

PEANSfi CORRELAIIOf, COEFFICTEIITS
GRADE SCH@I. AIID HIGH SCKX)L q,'ALITY ]|EASURES

Val,ue Added lrdices

E teventh Crade Tota I

E leventh Grsde Lang. Arts

E Leventh Grade l,lath

Fi{th Grade Reading

ti f th Grade l . l8th

t i f t h  c r6de  l r r i t i ng

fi f th crade lotal.

Eleventh Grade E leventh Grade
Totat Lang, Arts

1 .00  0 .841
699 699

-  1 . 0 0
- 702

740 741 740

Eteventh crade Fifth crade Fifth cf€de tifth Grsde Fifth crdde
ilsth Read i ng i l€th grit ing Total

0.e51,iiiiij,iixiil$i+iliiliiltlEl:Ffit1,i+lill*i$r*1"'sirii:i:ii;itsiii
oce:,iiljij,iiililiid6silir,i'liifiji:j.ii*illjiii"ri-T+Eiiiiil$t$ilj.i.lfjiii

o. ;cr ii'i i'ii;il'iib;tdtilflif +fi.i.iiii'H'i.r'11#fr&tliii$iillEiEi*i
6rr +1:l:1:l:i ii:l:iii$trii:l:ii:iii;iiri$trjllli j:lXll$iffi itilrit-,t#:irF.?sr1.00iiiir,li:iiii*iC,.4$iXi:jXiiii$'i$$ij+ltj,iltrifif4ii'jiiiiisrtillFi
zoz i;iiililii:i:iri*tjHjji:liliirili.il1ifiitr-j+ j:ffiiffi f i ji:xi:i"4-{ffi

- 1.00 0.688 0.593 0.864
- 711

-  1 . 0 0
- 710

1 . 0 0^1. 0.487
740

1 .00
742

0.865
740

0.824
710

NoIE: Botton n{.Ilber indicates nwber of obse.vations
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APPEXOIX 1: SCHq,L OIJALIIY AS A PERCEIITAGE FR(II THE STATE I'IEAX

COUNTY

ANDERSON
ANDERSON
ANDERSOII
ANDERSON
ANDERSON

ANDREUS

AIIGELIIIA
ANGELII ' IA
AIIGELIIIA
ANGELII, IA
AIIGEL I IIA

ARANSAS

ARC'IER
ARCHER
ARCHER

ARMSTRONG

ATASCOSA
ATASCOSA
AIASCOSA
AIASCOSA
AIASCOSA

AUSTIII
AUSI IN
AUSTI N

BAI LEY

BANDERA
BANDERA

BASTROP
BASTROP
BASTROP

BAYLOR

BEE
BEE

BELL
BETL
BELL
BELL
BELL
EELL
BELL
BELL

SCHML DI STRI CT

CAYUGA I SID
ELKHART ISD
FRAIIKSTON ISD
PALES]IIIE ISD
r.,EsT[ooD tsD

AiIDRE}'S ISD

CEiITRAL ISD
DIBOLL ISD
HUDSOiI ISD
HUIITINGTOII tSO
ZAVALLA ISD

ARANSAS C(}J TY ISD

ARCHER CITY ISD
HOLLIDAY ISD
T/INDTHORS] ISD

CLAUDE ISD

CHARLOTTE ISD
JOURDANTOiI ISD
LYTLE ISD
PLEASANTON ISD
POTEET ISD

BELLVI ILE ISD
SEALY ISD
VALL I S-ORCHARD

I.IULESIiOE ISD

BANDERA ISD
I, iEDINA ISD

BASTROP ISD
ELGI  N  ISD
SI,II  THVI LLE ISD

SEYI.IdJR I SD

BEEVI LLE ISD
PETTUS ISD
SKIDI'IORE-IYIIA}I TSD

ACADEI.IY ISD
BARTLEIT ISD
BELTCII ISO
}IOLLAND ISD
KI LLEEI/ ISD
ROGERS ISD
SALADO ISD
TEMPLE ISO

11IH GRADE l1TH GRADE II]H GRADE 5TH GRADE
TOTAL LAI/G. ARIS IIA1H TOTAL

0.08  *
-0 .3

-0.98

0,69

-  0 .04  *

- 1 . 9 8
-0 .97

0 . 3

-1 .62

0.71
- 0 . 1 1  *

0 .81

-2 .77
- 1 . 1

-4 .51

0.?8
L 5 1
1 . 5 2

-1 .77

1 . 2
-  0 .51

0.73

-0.78

-1 -17

-0.26

0.31

-0 .83

0.9?
-  0 .36
-1 .42

0.88

-  0 .87
- 5.34

0.82
1 . 5 4

- 1 . 3 1

1 .25
r . 0 5

-0 .98

0.64
0.  ' t1  *

0 .65

-0 .74

o -21

-0 ,37

0.04  *

o . l ;
1  .05
0 . 1 7
-  0 , 6

-3.57
-3.94
- ' t .31

0.43

1  . 5 2

-2 .2

1 . 2
-1 .69

- 2 . 4 1
0 . 8

0 .76

o.23

-  0 , 8

-2-62

- 0 . 1 2  *

0-51

-2.;

0 .79
-  0 .86
-2 .27

5III GMDE sTH GRADE 5TH GRADE
READI}IG I. 'RITI NG IIATH

0 .31
o .44
5 .61

-4 .O4

0 .72
-3 .14

-  0 .65

12.52

-  0 . 5 4

3 .75
2.33

-2 .75
-3.37

0 . 9
5 . 5

- 1 . 8 1

1 .38

-o.19

t .16
-o.26 ',

2 .08

0.69
- 1 . 3 9

1 .92
-3 .12

0 . 1 3  *
- 6.98

-7.92
-5.97
-  0 .08  *

-0.49
-1 .61

0 .  1 7
-0.29

-1  .72

-0 .53
-1 .33
-0 .45
-  0 .36
0 .  1 2

-  0 .78

1 .24
1 ,56

0.61
| .06
-3.7

- 1 . 6 9

0.95

-  3 . 0 1

-  1 . 4 8
0.96

- 2 . 5 1

0 .  t 5  *

2 .33

6.89
0.61
0.09  *

-0 .35

- 0 . 1 7  *

2.06

1

8.27
1.67

2.63

5 . 0 3
2.72
-  0 , 6

2 .06
- 1 . 0 9

1  . 1 9

1 .91
-  0 .78
0 . 8 1

0.28

| .74
-5 .09

10.64

2.8
-  0 . 5 1

- 2 . 1 5
- 0 . 1 4  *

4 .37
- 1 . 1 9

0 . 1 9  *

-0 .35

1 ,53

-  0 . 1 1  *
-2

2 .44

12.16

I  .03

0 . 5 5
5.83
1 .24
0.98

-  0 . 1 1

-  0 .99

n 1 !

-  0 . 4

0 .  t 4  *

3 .05

- 0 .  t 2  *

1 .77

8.47

-3.16

1 . 6

0 .32
-5.82

0.64

2.21
-3.11

8.17
0 . 4

1 . 0 5

-1 .21

1 .75
1 . 1 7

2 . 1 5

1 . 1 3

7 . 1 8

4 . 5 8
5 . 4 5
1 , 5 5

- 0 , 1 4  *

- 1  . 6
1 .96

-0.71

t . 8 l

- 1 . 3 1

1 .54

- 1 . 1 6

-5 .05

1.49

0.74
I .89

-  0 .06  *
-6

-6 .01

0.05  *
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COUIITY SCXML D ISTRIC I

TROY ISD

ALAI4O HEIG|TS ISO
EAST CENTNAL ISD
EDGEgMO ISO
HARLAIIDALE ISD
JIJDSofl tsD
NORTH EAST ISD
NORTHSIDE ISD
SAN AIITO}IIO ISD
SO.IERSET ISD
so saN AilToIlo lsD
SOI,THSIDE ISD
SOUTHI,'EST ISD

BLA}ICO ISO
JoHllsofl  ctTY lsD

CLTFT$I ISD
I.IERIDIA}I ISD
VALLEY IIILLS ISD

DEKAIB ISD
H@KS ISD
LIBERTY-EYLAU ISD
r,rAt D l sD
llE! BosTo[ IsD
PLEASAIIT GROVE ISO
RED L ICK  ISD
REDVAIER ISD
sltil,is rsD
IEXARKAI.IA ISD

ALVI}I ISD
ANGLETON ISD
BRAzOSPORI ISD
COLUMEIA.BRAZORIA
DANBIJRY ISD
PEARLANO ISD
SI/EE}IY ISD

BRYA}I ISD
COLLEGE STATIOf

ATPIXE ISO

st LvERTo|t tsD

ERooKS ISD

EAUGS tSD
BRo[{{J@ ISD
EARLY ISO
HAY ISD

I1TH GRADE 11TH 6RADE
TOTAL LANG. ARTS

I ITH GRADE 5TH GRADE
MATII TOTAL

2.05

l . l 9

- 0.33
- 2 - 1 7
-2 .63

0 .  1 9
1 .32
0.29

-o.74

0,78
'1 .86
0 , 1 4  t

1 .09
-2 .42

. - :

1 . 1 9
0,85
3.1

0 .24
- 2 . 1 3
' t .17

-6.67
- t  a t

-0 .03  *
-  0 .35

1 .71
-0.76
-1 .56

0.01  *

3 .38

5TI1 GRADE 5TII GRADE 5TII GRAOE
READIIIG I. IRITIIIG IIATII

2.37
-2 .02
-0 .04  *

| .93
1 . 1 2
-  0 . 3
o .47

-5 .17

0.67
r . 23

- t

-  0 .81
t a 7

o.12
1.16

-0 .7
6 .&
0 . 1 2  *

3-19
-o.56

0.97
-1 .25

- 0 - 1 4  *

2 .01
-  0 .09  *

0 .56
-1.66
-  0 .68
-0.27
-3 .59

-1 .61

2.56

1

4 . 2 1

0.  t4  *
t n t

- 1 . 1 5

-0 .04  *  -1 .79

BELL

BEXAR
BEXAR
BEXAR
BEXAR
BEXAR
BEXAR
BEXAR
BEXAR
BEXAR
SEXAR
EEXAR
BEXAR

BLAI{CO
BLAIICO

B0souE
BOSoUE
BOSAUE

BO9IE
BOI{I E
BOIII E
BO.II E
80trIE
BOTJI E
BOIII E
BO IE
EOIJI E
BOI.II E

ERAZORIA
BRAZORIA
BRAZORIA
BRAZORIA
BRAZORIA
BRAZOR IA
BRAZORIA

BRAZOS
BRAZOS

BREI.'STER

BRI SCOE

8R00KS

EROL'N
8RoHil
BROl.,H
BR0l.Il

0.99
-0 .54
-  0 .33

0.06  *
r . 3 3
o.76
0.37
0 .  t 7
|  .08

-0.43

- 1 . 4 5

, 1 4

3.2 ;

-  0 .01  *

-1.64

3.5 ;
-3 .12

-0.2
-0 .41

0.93
0 . 7 1

-0.92
- 1 . 5 7

0.54

2.43

0.06  *

2.88

0.79
-0.62
-0.24

-  0 .04  *

1 .34
1 . ? 3
1 . 4 4

0.32
- 0 .

I .91
- 0 . 0 2  *

2.83
o.42
t . t 6

1 . 4 2
1 .66

-0.67
- 1 . t 7

0 .3

3 .  t 3
0 .55

-0.35

-  0 .33

0 . 6
-0,?6

|  .05

t . 5

1 . 1 1

-2 .96

1 . 1 3
-2 ,12

0.73

1 .85
0.84

-0 .34
-0 .01  *
-5.78

2.67
-0.47

1 .91

-4,&
1.22
0.45

-o.71
1 a

1 .92

- 0.66
-2,51

4.07
-  0 .68

2 . 1 9
u-  ) )
0 .59

-3 .55

0.56
-0 .21  *
-1 .26

-  0 .28

-  4 .09

-0.21 t

2 .33

2 .03

-3.57

- t . 0 6

0.93

-7 .41

3.82
- 2 . 1 8

-  8 .91

4 . 2 1

-  0 .51
1.55

-4 .54 -2.73

f .83  0 .22  *
-  t .  t4  -3 .95

1.95  0 .22*
-1.44 -3.63
1. f6  2 .29
u.oa  u .oa
0.25  *  -0 .89

-0 .22  *  -  0 .35
-7 .3  -5 .01

1.19  2 .3
-0 .09  *  -0 .?5  *

-3 .62  2 .11
-0.04 * -3.24

0 . 3 5  5 , 1 2

4-33 5 -64
-1 .01  -O.47
-1 .17  -1 .37

0 . 1  *  - 1 , 4 8

5.73  6 .94
-1 .59  -0 .39

1 . 1 7  3 . 3 3
-0 .2  *  1 .86
I  .35  -0 .14  r

-6 .59  -2 .59

? . 8  - 0 . 1 9  r
-0 .3 |  -0 .03  *
-1 .25  -1 .9

-? .32

0.58

-0.62

0.89

-2 .58

1 . 1 4
1 .05

- 1 .

0.84

1 . 1 8

-  0 .43
2.23

-2 .33

0.3

-0 .34
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COUNTY

BURLESOII
BURLESOII
BURLESON

BURIIET
BURNETT

CALDUELL
CALDT.JE L L

CAL HCII,|N

CALLAHAN
CALLAHA}I
CALLAHAT]
CALLAHAN

CAMERON
CAI.IERON
CAMERON
CAI.IERON
CAMEROI,I
CAIIERON
cA[ER0{
c^itER0N
CA EROII

CATIP

CARSON
cARSON

cAss
cAss

cAss

CASTRO
CASTRO

CHAMBERS
cliAt'tBERs
CIIAiIBERS

CHEROKEE
CHEROKEE

CHEROKEE

CHILDRESS

CLAY
CLAY

cocHRA
COCHRAN

sclt@L Dl sTRtcT

CALDI.'ELL ISD
sN@t( I s0
so}tERvt LLE ts0

BUR}IET ISD
}IARBLE TALLS ISD

LOCXHAR] tSD
LULI}IG ISD

CALHqJN C II]Y ISO

BAIRD ISD
CLYDE TSO
cRoss Pt-AlNs Iso
EULA ISD

BNOT SVILLE ISD
HARLIN6EN ISD
LA TERIA ISD
LOS FRESIiOS tSD
POI T ISABEL ISD
RIO HONDO ISD
SAN BETITO ISD
SANTA I.IAR IA ISO
SA TA ROSA tSD

PITTSBURG ISD

PA}IHA}IDLE ISD
UHITE DEER ISD

ATLAIITA ISO
HUGHES SPRINGS ISD
LINOEII-KILDARE ISD
OUEEN CI TY ISD

DII.II,II II ISD
HART ISO

ANAHUAC ISD
BARBERS HI LL ISD
EAST CIIAXBERS ISD

ALTO ISO
JACXSONVILLE ISD

RUSK ISD

CHILDRESS ISD

HEIIRI ETTA ISD
PETROLIA TSD

l4oRloil IsD
VHIIEFACE TSD

1.ITH GRADE 11TH GRADE 111II GRADE
TOTAL LANG. ARTS I.IAIH

5TH GRAOE 5TII GRADE 5TH GRADE
READI}IG IIRITII/G I. IATII

-1  .56
-O,ZJ
- 0 . 1 4

-  0 .04  r
-0 .98

1 .58

-o.22

0 . 0 1  *
t . ? 3

-2.0'l

0 .76
- 1 . 5 2

0.45
-  0 .46

t . l

-0 .45

0.43
1.62

-0.97
1.79
1 .59

0 . 5 1
0.49

-0.22

-0-21

1 . 1 9

-3 .55

1 . 0 1

- 0.6f,

4 .46
-0.67

-  0 .89
1 .07

0 .  1 4
0 . 5 1

-0 .25

- 1 . 3 5
- 1 . 0 6

-1.31

- 1 . 0 9
-? .28

-  0 . 5 1
-  t . 1 8

1.62
2.39

0 *

0.86

0.1 f ,  *

1 .75
0.01  *

0 .97
0.84

-0 .3 ;

0.85
-7 .O4

0 . 1 2  *
-  0 .63
0.32

-0.88

, 4 1

-1 .4 t

- 2 . 1 6

- 1 . 5 4

|  .07

I  .29

-1 .74

I  .95

5TH GRADE
TOTAL

1 . 1 2

0.85
0.48

-  0 .25
1 .51

-3.72

- 1 . 0 4
-2 .57

s .15
2 . 6 5

1.23
5.56
0 .  t 4  *

-2.99

1 . 9 2
- 2 . 7

o .7a
-2,29

2 , 1

-3.75
2.34

- 1 . 1 6

I
| .03
- 1 . 3

0 .6 ' |

-5.31

2.51
4. r9

3 .27
-0 .08  *

2.26

-  0 . 3

-0 .23

4.81
- 0.98

-o.43

0 . 1 4  *

-  0 .85
-0 .35

-  0 .43
- 1  . 7 1
1.ra
2.r2

' t .49

0 .52
-1 .32

1  . 5 2
1 . 5 1

- 1 . 0 8
-  0 . 1 8  a
- 1 . 3 9

1 , 4 9

-5 .08
3.25

- 0.65
1 . &

- 1 . 0 4

-  0 .95
- 1 . 8 5

- 0.84
1 . 1 7
1 .73

3 . 1 5
0.02  *

-  0 .94

- 0,98

2 . 8

4 .06

,| .06
1.85

-4 .31

-4 .81

4,58

1 . 4 9
4,35

- 4 . 1 7

0.32

- 1 . 8 5

3.05

J . 5

- 3
3 -78

- 1 . 3 1

2.09
6.23

-1  )A

- 2 . 1 2

3.28

-  |  0 . 0 1
0.62

-1 .49

2 . 1 4

1 . 3 2

- 2 . 1 6

1 . 7

-6.82

5.02
-7 .16
-  5 .41

-0.99

| .95

-0.82
1 , 1 2

-4.53

-  0 .89
- 1 . 3 4
7.08
0.83

o.67
3 . 1 1
2 . 1 2

-5.48

0.48
1 . 2 2

- t .  t J
-0.49
-5 .2

1 .33

0 . 1 4  *

- 1  . 5 3
-  0 .68
- 1 , 9 6

0.75

- 3 . 1 8

-5 .39

6.68

5.63
1  . 1 1

1 ' 9 9
8.63

0.57

0 . 0 8  *  4 . 1 3
-5 .79  -  15 .08
-1 .21  1 .89

-o,41

1 .68
0.36
0.73
0.69
0.26

-  0 .28

I .62
-5 .32

0.5s
-0^68
- 0 , l 6

0 .  t 8

0 .81

- 1 . 1 6

1 .67
- 1  . 6

-  0 .08  *
-  0 .49

0 . 4

| .01

- t . 5 5

0.41

-3 .  t5
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coU TY SCIi@L DI STRTCT I]TH GRADE I1TH GRADE 11IH 6RTOE 5TH GRADE
TOTAI- LANG. ARTS iIAIH TOTAL

'TII GRADE 5TH GRADE 5TH CRADE
READI}IG URITI}IG I. IATH

COLLINGSLIORTH I 'ELL INGTOII ISD

COKE
COKE

COLEI'IAN
COLEI{AN

cot U lt
coL L I r,J
COLL I I I
COLL I N
COLL I N
COLL I N
COLL I N
COLL I X
COLL I N
coLLll l
COLL I }I
coLL I ll
COLL I N

1,99
5.65

1.54-

-1 .72
-0.84

6.06

- 1  A )

- 't.54

1 .82
0.71

-1 , ' t5

2 .38
3 , 2 ?

-  5 . 5 1
1 . 4

0.94

0.79

1.82
0 . 1 8  *

I .68

6.87
1.85
0 . 1 2  *
8 .23
- 1 . 8

0 . 1 6  *
-  0 ,45

5.8'|

-6 .25

- 1 . 1 5

1 . 1
-2 .61

3.95

, . 2 1
4-6

1 . 1 5

3.97

2 . 0 1

5 .75
6.86

t  . 4 l2. 09
- 1  Z )

0 . 1  *

0.65
-2 .&t
-2 .62

2 Z'l

-0 .4 ;
r . 0 9

-0 .71

2 . 5
- t . 3 3
-0 .89

- 0.43
0.92

-n a l

1 .74

*,
-5.64

-0 .09  *
- 2 . 3

1 .17

-  0 .26

- 1 , 1

-  0 . 1 7

-o.77

'1 .48

2.04
- 1 , 0 9

-  0 .39

- t  .0 ;
- 1 . 8 1
-  3 .09

^  , :

0.65
-0 -57

- 0 - t 4

4 .73

1 .n
- 0 .79

-  0 .86
l ?

o.46

; .

| , 1 1

0.23

2.26

- ' t  . ' t l

- 0 . 1 3

1 .05

0.04  *

2 . 1 4
- 1 . 5 7

0.61
-2 .56

2.38
-t.47

3.33

-0 .53

1 .54
- 0.84

-0 .21

6.31

3.27
- 1 . 8 6
- n  ? ,

0.02  *

0 .65

0 . 6

- 1 - 4 7

1.2 ;
-6 .57

-  0 .43

0.63

0.63

-1.42

-1-63

1 . 1 6

BROIIIE ISD
ROBERT LEE ISD

colEt'ta]t lsD
SAIITA AIIIIA ISD

ALLEII ISD
AXIA ISD
BLUE RIDGE ISD
CELI}IA ISD
cof.+.tultITY IsD
FARilERSVILLE tSD
FRISCo ISD
TOVEJOY ISO
l.lcl(Ixr{EY tsD
PLAI.IO ISD
PRTNCETO}I ISD
PROSPER ISD
IIYL I E ISD

0 r -?.94 -2.22
-1 .51  -1 .74  0 .31
4.25  10 .96  3 .02
1.31  -5 .21  -4 .8

-2 .52  -  t .09  -  1 .84
0.07  *  -2 .91  -  1 .8
2 . 5 1  4 . 0 6  - t . t 8

3 .07  -5 .75  1 .65
-2,67 0.96 -1.66

2.54  1 .87  2 .7
o .92  4 .31  4 .34
o.?1  -11 .17  0 .16  *

1 .6  0 .06  *  2 .11

0.96

o.t :

0 .49
0.3r

2 . 6
-u . t )

5 .47
-  0 ,87
-0.6
7 .43
|  ,61

- 3 . 5 9

- 3 . 1 6
-  0 .05  *

4 .?3

- 4 . 9 1

-  0 .36

-1 .82

2.96
-3.7

3 .28

0.92

0.53

2 . 4
4 . 1 9

t .  t 9

-4.67

1 .54

3 . 1 8
1 .97

11.32

- 5 . 1 5

-3 ,32
- 1 . 0 6

-0 .07  *

1 . 3

1 1  . 1 4
-2 .05
-0 .3

8 .  t6
-  2 .53

0.48

2 . 0 1

-1 .43

r .58
1 . 1 7

-5 .16

COLORADO

COLORADO

COLORADO

cot'tAL
coitAL

co[|AllcBE
co'tANcBE

COOKE
C0oKE
COOKE
C@KE
c@r(E
C@KE

CORYELL
CORYELL

COTTLE

CRANE

CROCKETT

CROSBY
CROSBY
CROSBY

CULBERSO}I

coLutiBus rsD
RICE COI.ISOLTDATED
L'EIMAR ISD

c(}.tAL lsD
}IEI.I  ERAUNFELS ISD

COIANCHE ISD
DE LEON ISD

CALLISBURG ISD
ERA ISD
GAIXESVILLE ISD
LI}IDSAY ISD
ruEXSTER ISD
VALLEY VIEII ISD

COPPERAS COVE ISD
GAIESVILI.E ISD

PADUCAH TSD

CRANE ISD

cRocxErl c0. csD

cR0s8YT0[ rsD
LORE Zo tSD
RALLS ISD

CULBERSON CO. ISD
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SCHOOL DISTRICT

DALHART ISD

CARROLLIOX FARXERS
CEDAR III  LL tSD
COPPELL ISD
DALLAS ISD
DE S0TO tso
DUNCAIIVI LLE ISD
GARLAIID ISD
GRAND PRAIRIE ISD
IIIGHLAIID PARK ISD
IRVIIIG TSD
talcAstEn tsD
IESAUITE tSD
RICHARDSOII ISD
L/I LIIER.IIUTCHI NS

KLO}IDIKE ISD
LA}IESA ISD

HEREFORD ISD

COOPER ISD

ARGYLE ISD
AUEREY ISD
D€IJTON ISD
KRUI,I I SD
LAXE DALLAS ISD
LEIIISVI LLE ISD
L ITTLE  ELX  ISD
NoRItivEsr ls0
FILO] POINI ISD
PONDEN ISD
SANGER ISD

CUERO ISO
YOAKUI4 ISD
YORKTOI N ISD

SPUR ISD

ASHERTOII ISD
CARRI ZO SPRINGS

CLARENDOI{ TSD

BENAVIDES ISD
FREER (C ITY)

SAII DIEGO ISD

clsco tsD
EASILAI/D ISD
GORMAI{ ISO
RAiIGER ISD

l ITH GRADE IITH GRADE
TOTAL LAIIG. ARTS

IITH GRADE 5TI{ GRADE
I,IATH TOTAL

5TH GRADE 5T'I GRAOE 5TH GRADE
READI}/G I/RI T I}IG XAI}I

DALLAM

DALLAS
DALLAS
DALLAS
DALLAS
DALLAS
DALLAS
DALLAS
DALLAS
DALLAS
DALLAS
DALTAS
DAtI.AS
DALLAS
DALI.AS

DAI,ISON
DAI.'SON

DEAF SMI TH

DELTA

DENTOI.I
OENTOiI
DENTON
DEiITON
DENTO}.I
DEIiITON
DENTOI{
DENTOil
DEI,ITON
DE}ITON
DEilt0x

DElJI IT
DEHI  I I
DEIIITT

D I CKEI'JS

DII.IMIT
DII. I I . I IT

DOTJLEY

OUVAL
DUVAL
DUVAL

EASTLAND
EASTLAND
EASTLAND
EASTLAND

-2 .3

0 .35
I .98

-  0 .93
0.89

-0 .53
-0 .6

0 .56
2.74

- 1 . 1 8
-  0 ,96

-0 ,38
-2 .76

1 . 0 1

0.36

2 . 3 1

3-A3
0.41

-1 .69

0 . 5 5
- 1 . 3 6
-1  .58
-2 .27

L39

3 , 5 7
2.62

2.79

3.O2

3.76

1 .08

0.46
-  0 .66
) \ )
0 . 1 5

-3 .01

-1 . t2
0. t4
1  .22

-0.68

0.52

-  0 .8
-  0 .38

-1 ,46
-1  .54
-1 .25
-0 .43

0.7 ;

0 .95

3.63
0 . 8

-3.75
-1 .21
- 0.04 *
- 0.09 *
- 0.87
0 . 1 4

1 . 1 1

2 . 1 6

0.06  *
-0 .08  *

1 .86

-2 .04
- 0.66
1 . 0 7

0.7 .
-  0 .34

- 1 . 5 5

-0 .16  *

0,37
2.69
- ' t .2
1 . 4 5

-  0 .53

|  .54
e . @

-0.92
-  0 .36
-1 .34

-1 .09

1 . 2 4

1 . 2

3 .74

4 -06
0.02  r

-4,3'l
- 2 . 1 3
'1  .19

-2 .62
- 2 . 2 7
-  1 .67

| -69

5.05
2.74

2 . &

5 . 7 1

0.06  *

1 ,05

0.  '19
- 1

2 ,46
2.49

0.68

I .25
5.76
3.84
1 .76

-  2 .89
0.55
- 0 . 2  *

0 .6
3 .9
0 .8

-3 .24
-  0 .69
- 0 . 2 1  *
-1 .26

6 .  1 5
-1 .21

0.76

0.67
- ?  I  I

- 1 .44

4 . 6 1
- t . t l

1 . 4 7
-  t . 0 5
o .52

-1 .27

1 .95

3.r4
1 . 3 9
1.23

0.84

1 .82

0 . 1 7  *
- 1 . 5 9

-0 .08  *
-0 .05  *

-7  -16

I  .O2
4 ,56
3.42

-? .67

0.64

0.53
3.52
0.09  *

-4.82
-0.97
0.91

6.15

4 . 2 1
-  0 .99
0.51

-2 .35

- 1 . 8 9

1 . 7 6

1 . 1 1
- 0.56

1 . 4 2

0 . 2  .

-1 .49

- 0 . 1 *
-  0 .79

t . 6

4 . 1 5

5.05

2 . 5 7
5.81
6,81
1  . 1 7
-2 .4

-0.77
-2 .26

0 . 1 2  r

5 .68
1 .51

0.54
- t . 0 3
- 4 .

3 .05

-4.33

-3 .95

-2.U
- 1 . 6 1

3.09
o ,w
1.25
1 )''

1 . 1 7
- . ' . t  I

1 ) 1

2 .

5 . ?

1 ,68

5.25

^  , :

o .73

0.23  r

8 .91

? ? ?

- a  1 a

I  .81
|  .39

1.17

-2 .27
- 1 , 5 9

t F 2

-7 .72

-1 .59

-5 .05
- 1 , 6 8

6.49
-3 .12
-0 .28  *
- 1 . 9 8

1 .35
-2.65

0.15
1 . 2 5

3.99
3 .  1 2

-5 .96

2 -67

0 . 0 4  *  - 1 . 0 1

0.04  *  0 .57
-3 .14  -  0 .96
1 . U  O . 2 7  *

0 .4
0 .35 -4.67
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coultTY scllooL DIstRt cT I ITI|  GRADE IITH GRADE IITH GRADE 5IH 6RAOE
IOIAI LAiIG. ARTS I.IATH TOIAL

51II GRADE STII GRADE 5TH GRADE
READING I,JRITING I{Af I

ECIOR

EDIIARDS
ED9ARDS

EL PASO
EL PASO
EL PASO
EL PASO
EL PASO
EL PASO
EL PASO
EL PASO
EL PASO

ETL I  S
ELL IS

E L L I S
E T L I S
E L L I S
E L L I S

ERATH
ERATI{

FALLS
FALLS

FANNIN
FANNIII
FANNIII
FAil|t I tl
FAil i l I I I

FAYETTE
FAYETTE
FAYETTE

F I SIlER
F ISHER

FLOYD
FLOYD

FORT BEND
FORT BEND
FORT SEND
FORT EEND

FRANKLIII

FREESTONE

ECTOR COUIITY ISD

ltuEcEs calYo tsD
ROCKSPRIIIGS tSD

ANTHOIIY ISD
CAIIUTILLO ISO
c Nr tsD
EL PASO ISD
TABEIIS ISD
SA}I EIIZARIO ISD
socoRRo tso
To&lltLto lsD
YSLETA ISD

ENIIIS ISD
FERRIS ISD
ITALY ISD
iIAYPEARL ISD
}IIDLOTHIAII ISD
PALIIER ISD
RED OAK ISD
gAXAHACIIIE ISD

DUBLIII  TSD
SIEPHEIIVILLE ISD

ARL IN  tSD
ROSEBIJD.LOTT TSD

BOIHA tSD
HONEY GROVE
LEOIARD TSO
SAI{ RAYBURII
TRENTOII ISD

ISD

lsD

1 . 9

-4 .43
-3.O4
-1.32

0.  t6
- 1 . 1 3
-1 .75
- 0 . 1 3

0.88
- 1 . 8 8

- 0 . 1 4

1  . 5 1

2 . 1 4

1 . 5

2 . 3

1 . 4 4
0.95

1 .84

-1.11
- 2 . 1 5
-0.57
- 0 . 1 9

-2.35
-0 ,55

-  0 .81

-2 .36
-1 .47
-  0 .8 ' |
-1 .16

0.68
-0 .59

1 . 2

-1 .29

1 . 4 2

-1 .37
0 . 3

0 .58

1 . U
0 .  t 9
1  .54

1 . 0 5

1 .09
1 . 4 1

0.72

2.26

- l  a (

-  0 .23

t .o:

-1,44
-3.98
-2.09

u . t >
-1 ,38
- t  , ta

o.32

-2 .35

'| )7

- i  ? q

o,25
t .83
1.23
2.47

- 0.64
3.09

1 . 4 2
2.15

- 2 .

3 . 1 9

- 1 . 6 3

1  . 1 8

1 . 6 3

-6.71
-4 .61

5.81
0.08  *

1 . 1 2
- t . 1 9
-0 .39
-5 .12

r . 5 t
-13.67
-o,n

-0 .2  *
- 0 . 1 1  i

6 .37
-5 .07

- 1 . 4

1  . 91

0 .61

- 0 . 1 9  *

-2.O4
-0.23
-2 .61
-7 . r1

-0.7
-1 .19
-6.02

4.47
-2 .05

-0.71
-2 .75

-0 .59

-  0 .06  *

0.82

3.73

-4 .67

0.06  *

-6 .32
- 3 . 1

, .&

1 . 3 2
-0 .15
- 1 . 4 5
-6 .5  t

-  12 .38
0.41

0.28
- 1 . 1 7
4.22

-1 .?2

1 .23

0.69

0.06  *

5 . 1 8

-1.96

-2 .26
-7 .8

1 .68

-'1 .48

-4 .34

-2.33

0.32
-t.67

-  1 . 0 3
-3 .12

0.29

2.26

-L .82

4.34

-9 .14
-4 .31

1.39
-5,79

-  0 .68
-2 ,4 t

0 .28  *

1 .65

5 . 5

o .54

-6 ,4

8 .92  ? .97
-1 ,59  0 .88
1 . &  0 . 5 9

- 1 . 0 1  - 2 . 1
-0 .0 ' t  *  0 .26 t
-6 .11  -2 .44

1 . 8  1 . 5 5
-11.93 - 15.82
-0 .91  -1 .8

- 1 . 1 6
- 1 . 9
4 . m

-9.9,|

1 .01
5.78
-3 .8

3.99

-0 .58

-  0 .94
7.69

-2 .95
-1 .75
- 9 . 1 8

-3.4
-  1 . 5 6

0.27  +

2.65
10.05

- 0 . 1 3  *

5 ,04

| .68

-  0 .38

5.76

-1.36

3.11
3.3

- 6 . 1 1

1 . 6 2

2,62
-1 .89
- 2 . 5 9

0.  f5  *  10 ,2
r (  - a  r t

FLATONIA ISD
LA GRA}IGE ISD
SCHUI-ENBURG ISD

ROBY TSD
ROTAII ISD

FLOYDADA ISD
LOCKIiEY ISD

FORT BEND ISD
LAMAR CONSOLIDATED
NEEDVI LLE ISD
STAFFORD (CITY)

r4ou[T vERNo[ tsD

FAIRF IELD ISD

n t ,
1 ? 1

3.76

2.74

0.48
1 .87
2.61

-0 .26

0.89

-1 .69

3.28
6.04

-3 -A4

1 . 5 1
) ) 7

-0 .2
2 .36
3,77

- 1 . 3 2

-0 .49

-6.64

0.86

0.04  *
-  t .68
| .03
0.6

3 .58
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COUNTY

FREESTONE
FREESTOIIE

TRIO
FRIO

GA I NES
GA I IIES

GALVES'ON
CALVESTON
6ALVESION
CALVESTON
GALVESTON
GALVESTON
GALVESTON
GALVESlON

GARZA

GI  LLESPIE

GLASSCOCK

GOLIAD

GONZALES
60[zALES

GRAY

GRAYSON
GRAtS0
GRAYSOII
GRAYSON
GRAYSON
GRAYSON
GRAYSON
GRAYSOII
GRAYSON
GRAYSON
6RAYSON
GRAYSON

GREGG
GREGG
GRECG
GREGG

GRIIIES

GUADALUPE

SCII@L DISTRICT

TEAGUE ISD
rJoRTfiAil ISD

OILLEY ISD
PEARSALL ISD

SEAGRAVES ISD
SEI.ITNOLE ISD

CLEAR CREEK ISD
DICK[|SOX ISD
FRI E}IDSKXD ISD
GALVESTOiI ISD
HITCHCOCK ISD
LA }IAROUE ISD
SAIITA FE ISD
TEXAS CTTY ISD

POST ISD

FREDERICKSBURC ISD

GLASSCOCK ISD

GOLIAD ISD

GONZALES ISD
|lIxol l-s I  LEY

PAI.IPA ISD

BELLS ISD
COLLIIISVILLE ISO
DE}IISOII ISD
GUIITER ISD
HO!/E ISD
POTTSBORO ISD
s AxD s coNs. tsD
SHERI.IAII ISD
IO{ BEAII I SD
VAN ALSTYNE ISD
I,'H I IESBORO ISD
I'HITEIJRIGtIT ISD

GLADEYAIER ISD
KILGORE ISD
LOIIGVI E9 ISD
PTiIE TREE ISO
SABIIIE ISD
SPRING III  LL ISD
9HITE OAK ISD

IIAVASO]A ISD

iIARIOII ISD

-5.91 0.68
-0 .11  r  -9 .52

-7 .  -7 .54
-0 .17  *  -0 .95

11] H GRADE 11I}I GRADE
TOTAL LANG. ARIS

t . t

- 0.83
0.96

1 . 3
1 , 1 1

-0 .0 '1  *
-  0 .44
-  0 .07  *

- t ,

0.32

-1 .66

-1 .43

- 0.33

1 . 0 1
0 . 1  r

1  ,22

o .&

- 2 . 1 1

2.38

-0 ,39
- 1 . 1 7

0 . 1 9
4.6

- 0 . 1 8
-0.27

0.05  r
0. 75
1 . 1 7
1 .97

- ? . 1 1

-1 .94

11TH GRADE 5TI' I  GRAOE
I.IATH TOTAL

5TH GRADE 'IH GRADE 5TH GRADE
READIN6 IJRITIIIG I ' IATI{

1  . 1 7

-1 .72

I .63

1 ,67
0.43

0 . 2
' 1 . 4

-  0 .05  *

0 .18
-5 .52
-  0 .06  *

-3 .08

-  0 .49

0.49

0.99
0 . 4

:

-2 .36
- 1 . 6 3
-  0 . 4 1
3 . 1 7
t .  t 8

-1.75
-0 .52
0.06  *

5 .06

- t . 0 2

0 .  1 7
0 . 5 6
0.85
0.79

-  0 .29

-  0 .76

-0.92

0 . 1 1  r

0 .26

0.95
I .85

-0.21

u . l t
-  0 .09  *

0 . 1 8
-5.7t

2 .23
-5.96

o.72

- 0 . 1 3  *

-2.41

- t  1 q

| .01
- 0 . 1 9

0.84

1-4;

-3.96
-3.83

1 . 5 9

1 .02
- 1 . 8 1

0.34
6.24

0 .  1 9
- 0 . 1  *

0.99
1 .53

- l  t t

- 3 .58

-2 .99

-1 .31

-0 .45

1 . 0 1
1 . 1 4

3.06
-2.9

2 . 6
u->>

- 1

-0 .48

- 0.88

- r . 8 |

-  5 .89

3.33
1 . 0 1

- 1 . 1 2

-1 .31
- 1 . 0 5

0.41

0.78
1 ) A

-0.92
-0 .96

1 .76
-  3 .86

-  t . 0 9
- 1 .1',|
1 .85
1 .09
1 .  t 5
3 . 1

-0 .02  *

-2 .4

1  . 5 2

-3 .09

-6 .08
-0.2

1 . 6

2 .  1 8

0.3
0 .68
1 .08

-'1 .81

.  t  t a

-2.47

- t . 9 4

2.35
0.35

-  0 .61

-? .98
- 0.82
0.87

o . 2 ?

-  0 .06  *
-0 ,61

- 1 . 8 4
- t . 0 ' |
-  0 . 8 1

0.42
0.68
0.91
2.24
2.87

-0 .41

2.88

0 . 0 5  *

3.64
-1 .58

3.96
1 .59

- 4
- r . 8 3
-7 .06
- 3 . 1

-0.43

-2,26

o.79

0 . 5 1

-  5 . 4
-1 .21

- 1

t  -09
1.29

-6 .17
-3.21
-0.r4
1 .86
3 . 7

-4 .U

0.59

2 . 3 1
1 . 4 8

-  3 .09

- 0.89

0.06  *

1 .99

1. t8
| .79

3.37
-2 .71

3 .&
-0 .54
-0.29

-2.82

1 . 8 1

-0.66

5.04
2 . 1 t

- 1 . 5 9

-4 .U
- 1 . 1 8

1  . 1 5

0 -89
3.59

-2 .59

0.87
0.34

-4.96

2.53

-3 .35
-3.11

2.51
0.87
4.09
3.6

t . t 4

-5 .?

- 0 . 2 1  *
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COUIITY

GUADALUPE
GUADALUPE
GUADALUPE

HALE
HALE
HALE
HALE

HALL

HAMILTON
HAX I LTOI'I

HANSFORD
IIAIISFORD

IIARDE}IAN

IIARD IN
HARD I N
HARD I II
HARD I N
HARDIN

HARRIS
HARRI S
HARRIS
IIARRIS
IIARRIS
HARRIS
HARRI S
HARRI S
HARRIS
HARRI S
HARRIS
HARRI S
HARR I S
HARRI S
HARRI S
HARRIS
HARRIS
HARRI S
HARRIS
HARRIS

I'IARRISON
HARRISON
HARRISON
HARRI SON
}IARRI SOil

HASKELL

IIAYS

SCHo()L DISIRICT

}IAVARRO ISD
scfiERTZ-CIBOLO-UC.
SEGUIII ISD

ABER}IATHY ISO
HALE CEIITER ISD
PEIERSBURG ISD
PLAINVIE9 ISD

l.rEt{PH ts rsD

HAilt LtO[ rSD
flICO rSD

GRUVER ISD
SFEARI,IAN ISD

OUANAH ISD

HARDIN. JEIFERSOI,I
KOUIITZE TSD
LU}IBERTOII ISD
SILSBEE ISD
IIEST IIARDIN ISD

ALDIIIE ISO
AL IEF  ISD
CHANNELVI EI.I TSD
cnosBY tsD
CYPRESS-fAI RBA}IXS
DEER PARK ISO
GALE}IA PARK ISD
GOOSE CREEK ISD
flqJsTdl tsD
IIUFFI,IAII ISD
HUI.IBLE ISD
KATY ISD
KLEIiI  ISD
LA PORTE ISD
IIORTH FOREST ISD
PASADENA ISD
SHELDO}I ISD
SPRING BRAIICH ISD
SPRING ISD
TO4BALL ISD

ELYSIAI.I  f  IELDS ISD
I{ALLSVI LLE ISD
HANLETON ISD
I,IARSHALL ISO
HASKO4 ISD

HASKELL ISD

DRTPPING SPRINGS

11TH GRAOE 11III  GRADE
TOTAT LAIIG. ARTS

I ITII GRADE 5TH GRADE
IA]H TOTAL

5TH GRADE 5TII GRADE 5TH GRADE
READI}IG IIRITIIIG iIATII

-o.73
-  0 .49
2,92

0 . 4 1

3,?1
-3 .47

-1.79

3.61
1 . 0 2

3.49

?.46

-2 10
-  0 .48
. 1  l s
- 1 . 1 8
-1 .6?

0 . 1 3  *
- 1 . 0 5
-1 .45

0.45
0.69

-? .44

0,68

-4.94
0.6

0 .87
-o.'t7 *

0 .34
u.6>

-3 ,91

0.58

-0.78
3.77

0 . 1 6  *

L92

- 1 . 3 2

0.67
-0 .56

-0 .59

-1 .68

2.56

1 .??
0.64

3 . 6
O. ZJ

- 1 . 9 3

0.42
-  0 .36
0.9'|

-  0 .88
-5 .08

-  |  .47
0.08  *

-  2 .01
-  0 . 5 1

0 . 1 3
-0.71

0. (B  *
- 0 . 1 4

0.26
0 . 5 1
0.05  *

-  0 .05  *
- 1 . 4 1

0.02  *
-0 .28
- 0 . 1 5

- 2 . 1 1

-1 .97
-  0 . 2 1

0 . 7

-0 .21

- 1 . 9 3
I .06

-  0 ,2 ' |

0 .89

3.6
- 1 . 3 4

1 .93

1 .52
0.85

- 0 . 1 2

-0.47

- 1 . 2 1

-  0 . 8 1
-3 .53

-1 .63

0.04  *
-2 .24
- t . 0 9
-0 .9

-0.94

0 , 2 7
-0 .81

0.07  *

0 .26

-1 .97

0 . 1 7

0.39
1 .39

- 1 . 3 8

-1 .82
-0.83
- 0.39
0.91
0.61

0 . 5 1

0 . 3  |
- 0.88

- 0.53
-1.45
-3.89
-  t .98

3.?3

0.96
0.38

t .17
1 ,63

-3.43

0.06  *

0.48
I .08

-6 .&

-1 .29

0.02  *
-1.75
0 . 1 2  *

-0,61

-0 .55
- 1 . 9 9

o.62
-  0 . 1 7  *
-i a',

0.79
-0.73

3.03

0.44
-3 .31

4.08
0,75

-0 .81
-0.86

2,32

2.42
-o,97

5.05
-4 .34

I .06

-0 .05  *

3 .48

3.91

-4 .28

0.72
- 2 . 1 1
0.38

0.39
0.02  *

-2 .61
- 1 . 1 2

0.74
- 1 . 9

0 .67
-1 .15
-5.72

0 . 0 1  *

- 0.95
0.95

-1 .75

-5 .98
. |o )

- 0.93
0 .  t 8  *

2 .56
- 0 . 0 |  *
-3 .43

- 1 . 7

- 2 .44

3 . 2
-0 .76

0.59

0.67 -2.22
- t .33  -0 .78

0.25  *  3 .76

6 - t

-2 .23

2.59
-8.63

-6.36

- 0 . 1 1 *  - 0 . 4 8

2.49  2 .42

0 , 0 5  *

0 . 1 2  *

4 .92

- 1 . 6 1

1 , 1 1
-4 .3
0 .91

-1 .55

3 .83

1 . 4
-1 .03

-2 .09  3
-0 .13  *  1  .32
- 1 . 8 1  - 4 . 5 4
-0 .8 t  -2 .47

0.91  0 .99
- 0 . 1 7  *  1 . 7
-o .17  *  -2 .95

1 .23  0 .16  *
-0 .45  -2 .37
-4.44 -7.64
0 . 0 1  *  - 0 . 5 3

t .87  0 .4
-1 .54  -1 .06

0.03  *  2 .12
-3 .36  -2 .76
-0 .54  -1 .91
-5.7 -4.24

1 . 2 9  1  , 0 1
-0.57 -0.73
-  1 . 1 8  t .  t 3

0.61
-u .  t

5 .39

- 1 . 6 4

0.25  *

? .23
- 1 . 3 6
-7.78

1 . 5 9
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CdJIITY

HAYS
IIAYS

HEI.IPHI LL

IIENDERSON
HENDERSON
XENDERSOII
HENDERSON
llEl lDERS0ll
HEI'IOERSON

H IDALGO
H IDALGO
H IDALGO
H IDALGO
H IDALGO
HIDALGO
I{IDALGO
HIDALGO
HIDALGO
HIDALGO
II I DALGO
H IDALGO
fi IDATGO
lltoALGo
H IDALGO

H I L L
H I L L
I I I LL
H I  LL

HOCKLEY
lr0cKlEY
IIOCKLEY

HOOD
it000

HOPKIIIS
HOPXI llS
HOPKINS

fi0usr0N
HqJSTO[
Hot sTot'l
I(nJST0tl

HO!'ARD
HO',ARD
HOI,'ARD

HUDSPETH

scti@L DIsTRtcl

HAYS CO||S. tso
sAN I|ARCOS tSD

CAI]ADIAII ISD

ATIIENS ISO
BRoltNlsBoRo rso
cRoss RoaDs tsD
EUSTACE ISD
LA POYIIO8 ISD
IIALAXOFF ISD

DONNA ISD
EDCq,|CI ELSA ISD
E0ll l8uRc tsD
HIDALGO ISD
LA JOYA ISD
LA VI LLA ISD
MCALLEI.I ISO
MERCEDES ISO
t{IssIo}t tsD
I.IONTE ALTO ISO
PHARR.SA}.I JIJAII.ALA
PROGRESO ISD
SfiANYLAiID ISD
VALLEY VIE9 ISD
I.IESLACO ISD

HI LISEORO ISD
HUBBARD ISD
ITASCA ISD
TIHITNEY ISD

LEVELLAIJD ISD
SI.IYER ISD
su|tDolDl rsD

GRAITEURY ISD
TOLAR ISD

CO{O.PI CKTON ISD
NORIH I iOPKI}IS ISD
SULPHUR SPRI}IGS

cRocxElt rsD
GRAPELAI/D ISD
LATEXO ISD
LOVELADY ISD

BIG SPRIIIG ISD
c0 HofiA tsD
FORSA}I ISD

FT HANCOCK ISD

-0 .?2  *  o . f i  *

1 .24  -2 .15

I  ITH GRADE l lTTI GRADE
TOTAL LANG. ARTS

llTH GRADE 5TH GRADE
}IATH TOTAL

5TH GRADE 5TH GRADE 5IH GRADE
READII{G IJRITI}IG I, IATH

-  0 .89

2.76

-0.33
- 1 . 1 8

- 1 . 1 7
-0.29
-2 .55

0 . 4 1
2.94

-0 .  t3
I .48

-2 .75
-? .74
o.n
2 .

- 1 . 3 ;

0 .09  *
0 .33

0 - 6

-3.72

-1 .21
-o.61

-3.2

f . i

4.22
-  0 .53

- 3 . 9

0 .56
-1 .66

-  0 .09  r
-  0 .04  ,

2 . 9

1  .03
-1 .15

0.22
0 .  1 7
0.52

- 0.69
1.75

-3 .04
-2.8'l

0 . 1 9
0,38

- t . ) J

-1.7;
-2 .07
-0 .54

-  0 .0 t  *

-3,92

2.31
1.5 ' l
0 .62

0,73

-2 -47

-  0 .06  *

t . o ;

3 . 7 1
-  0 .49

0.97
-0.44

o.79

- 1 . 6 5
-o,42

-0 .9
- 2 .
-2.59
-  0 .82
- 5.68

1 . 5 5

0.05  *

2.89
-2.49
- 2 . 8

1 ,41
-0 .91

1.24

1-3 ' l

- 1  < t

- 4 .04
- 1 . 9 3

- 3 . 5 ;

0 .07  *

1  . 5 7

-5.6

0 .  t 4  i

- 2 .25

0.28
- 0 .  t 5  *

2 . 1 A

-1-47
-0.73
- 1 . 0 4
-2.46

1 . 1 3

-0 .3

5 .  t8
? .33

-2.61

3.97
1 . 1 1
3 . 8

-3.84

2.73
3.35
0,8

- 7 . &

0 . 6

4 .34

-  1 - 0 3
-1.76

11.7
2 . 1 5

5.76
-5.19

-3.52
-2 .29
-3.62
-4 .31

1 . 8
-3.32

1 .58

- 3 . 5 1

0.97

2.33

-1 .77
-0 .34
-2 .62
-3.88

0. tM *

t . t 5
I .29
0.81

-4 .69
-3.41
2.91

I .95

1 . 5 2
?.73

- 6.09
o .&

4 . 5 1

0.35
- 1 . 0 5

- 1  . 1
12.7
2 .6

5 .34

- 0 . 2  *
- 1 . 4 8
-2 .61
-2 .83

-  0 .02  *
-2 .38

0.72

-6 .O7

3.39

-7 .93

' ' :

-0 .91

2 . 9

-4.41
- 2 . 9 1

t . 2 1
1 .52
3.56
6.39

2.59
2.15
1 . 2 5

-  13 .  13
-o.74

1 .58

-6.25
- 0.66

- 0 . 1 6  *
9 .46

- 4 . 1 3

0 . 8 1

-1 .17

0.47
6.98

-5.52

- 1 . 1 2

- 1

2 . 1 4
1 .06

5.61

5.62
8.86

-4 .85

1.13
-0 .21  *

-4
| .95

6.67

. ' :

-3.16

- 1 . 5 3
12.81
1.28

L.79 9.99
-5 .& -5 .58

0 . 2 1  *  0 . 1 4  *

-3.3?

- 1 . 0 9

-6 .07

4.59

-8.47
-2 .36

-8 .92

'1.82
-1 .65
-  0 .28  *
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COUNTY

HUNT
HUNT
HUiIT
HUNT
HUNT
fiuitT
HUIIT
HUNT

HUTCHINSON
HUTCIIII ISON

IR ION

JACK

JACKS0t'l
JACKS0tI
JACKSON

JASPER
JASPER
JASPER
JASPER

JEFFERSOII
J EFFERSOI'I
JEFFERSON
JEf'ERSON
JEFFERSON

J II'I HOGG

J IH IIE L LS
J I l , l  9ELLs
J I}t  VELLS
J  IN  YELLS

JOHNSON
JOHNSON
JOHISOI
J08lJSClil
J0HNS0ll
J0Hlts0N
Jofi SON
JOHNSoit
JOHI,tSON

JONES
J0 ES
JONES
JONES

KARNES
KARNES

SCHOOL DISTRICT

CADDO }I ILLS ISD

CAHPBELL ISD

CELESTE ISD
coti[ERcE IsD
GREE|VILLE ISD
LOIE OAK ISD
OUII/LAIJ ISD
LX}LFE CITY ISD

EORGER ISO
sAltFoRD tso

!RIoN Cot I tY rsD

JACKSBORO ISO

EDiIA ISO
GANADO ISD
INDUSTNIAL ISO

EUNA ISD
EVADALE ISD
JASPER ISD
KIRBYVI LLE ISD

BEAU o{] tSD
HAIISIIIRE. FA}JNEIT
IIEOERLAIIO ISD
PORT ARTHUR ISD
PORT NECI{ES ISD

Jm HOGG C0, ISD

AL ICE ISD
BEN EOLT.PALITO B.
ORAIIGE GROVE ISD
PREiIONT ISD

ALVARADO ISD
BURLESO}I ISD
CLEEI,R}IE ISD
GOLEY ISD
GRANDVIEg ISD
JOSHUA ISO
KEENE ISO
RIO V ISTA ISD
VENUS tSD

ANSON ISD
HAI.IL I II ISD
HAVLEY ISD
STAI,iFORD ISD

FALLS CITY ISD
KARNES CITY ISD

-1 .65
-0 .35
-6.34

3.37

1 . 3 2
-4.77
-3.42

-0.22 *
-7 ,22

3.43
-7.42
- 2 . 1 5

a q t

-3 .04
1 .87

- 7 . 6
- 2 . 1 3

6.07

-  0 .38

-3.84
1 .08
1.26

0,19

0 . 1 4  *
-3.62

-0 .09  *
-o,97
- 2.88
-2 .06
-  0 . 6

0 .9 ' |

1 .5 ;
0 . 4

-'t .08

0 .22  *

-5 .11

5.44

-0.25 ',
-0 .71
-  2 .58
- 2 . 1 5

0.58

3.59

1 . 1

-o -61

1.16  -0 .14  *

5 .27  -2 .#
-0.58 -0.68

2.34  -2 .99
- 4 . v 1  - 4 . r >

2.37  3
0 . 1 1  *  - 2 . 9 ?

-0.36 -O,74
-1 .56  -9 .32

-0.99
- 1 . 1 3
-4 .8

- 1 . 4 8

1 0 . 5 1
-3 .39

3.86
t . t l
0.62
1 .04

6.87
- 5 . 1 4

11TII 6RADE l lTH GRADE l lTH GRADE 5TI{ CRADE
TOTAL IAIIG. ARTS IIATII TOTAL

5TII GRADE 5TH GRADE 5IH GRADE
READING I.IRITTiIG I{ATH

-1.94

1 . 5 1
3.22
2 . 1 5

-1.97
-  0 . 1 5

-  0 .3
-0. tf,

-1 .72

- 1 . 0 3

0.56
1 . 4 1
1 . 4

o , 2 7

I  .O7
-  0 .89

0.62
-  0 .98

0 , 6
? .07

0.99

- l . 9 6

1 . 4 4

-0 ,19

1 . 8
-  0 . 4 1

-3-27
- 2 . 3

- 0 .  |  *

1 .96
-1 .23

-2 .7 t

2-77
2 . 1 5

- l .t+2
-1 .26

0.07  *
- 0 . 1 6

0.23

-0 .45

-o .17
't.37

1 .83

0 . 1 3

0 . 7 1
- 1 . 0 6

- 1 . 0 7
-0 .33
- 0.99
I  . 1 6
1 .05

0.93

- 1 . 2 8

1 .04
1 .08
0.07  *

0 . 5 1

1 . 1 7
- 1 . t 8

-0-66
-1 .39

0.77
-0 .27

0.61
- 1 . 7

- 1 , 1 2

4-61
3.69
2 . 1 1

-2.15

0,98

-0.&
-0 .07  *

-3.74

-  | . r a t

l t t
'1 .1?

0.76

0.44

1-12
- 0.59

-2 .09

I  .59
-  0 .96
-  0 .08  *

i  t l

! . 0 6

-2.64
I t t

-0.76

- 1 . 6 1
0.29
0.95
2.33
2 . 4

0 .43

. . ^

-5.23

2 . 1 1
0 . 1  *

3 .37
-o,71

-3 -97

0.59
-4 ,33
- 2 . 3

2 .03
-3 .08

1 , 5
-5.U
-2.39

2.83

-2.56
0.84
1.65

-1 .22
-1 .56
- 1 . 1 2

0.9

- 0 . 1 9  *
- 0.95
- 2 . 5

- 1 . 8 1
-  0 .31

3.33

1 . 7 4

-2-99
-  0 . 1 8  *

1 . 4 5
0 . 7

0 .03  *

0 .04  *
-3.U

| .48
- 1 . 0 2
-0.37
- 4.79

2 . 5
-0 .58

0.03  *
- 1 . 5 5

5.66
-  3 .03

- 0 . 1 '
-4,54
I  a l

1 .28
- 1 . 4

0 .67
-  5 . 0 1

2 .41
0 .97

-  0 .93

1 . 1 2
t . E

1 .29
- 2 . 2 1
- 0.69
0.59

-  0 . 2 1
- 1 . t

-  2 .08
-1  .23
-0 .97

1 .54

-4 .01
- 2 . 6 1

0.06  *
-  0 , 3 1
1 .09
o.96

-1 ,92
- 0.94
- 0 .  t 6  *
-  0 .06  *
-3.36

1,35
0.91
3.99

-4 .38

-0 .38
-2 .69
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COU}ITY

KARIIES
KARIIES

KAUf I.IAN
KAUFI,IAII
KAUFI4AN
KAUFI.,IAN
KAUFI4AN
KAUF AI,t
KAUFI'IAN

KEIIDALL

XERR
XERR
KERR

K II.IBLE

K I XI{EY

KLEBERG
KLEBERG

Kllox
KNOX

LA SALLE

LAI,IAR
LAI.IAR
LATIAR

LAITB
LAME
LAMB
LAMB

LAI,IPASAS

IAVACA
LAVACA

LEE

LEOI.J
LEON
LEON
LEON
LEOI]

L IBERTY
LIBERTY
LIEERTY

11TH GRADE
IOTAL

o ''1

0 . 6

-2 .78
-  0 . 9
0 .36

-2 .37
- 2 . 2 1

1 .07

2 . 8

o.a:

-  1  .23

-  0 .78
- 0.75
4.87.

5 .26

1.92
0.84

-0 .27

5 .93

- 0 . 1 1 *

1 . 4 7

2.54
-6.46

o.n
0.88
0.54

11TH GRADE
LANG. ARTS

' t  .18

0.65

- 1 . 1 9

0.26
-  0 .08  *
- 0.84

0.51

- 1 . 5 6
-1 .99

0.73

3.57

-  0 .08  '

0 .42

-2.73

-  1 . 2 8

- 0.94

0.85
-0.79

2.37

4 . 0 1

- 0 . 0 7  *

-  0 .32
3.43

o.77

-t,72

-1.95

0.87
-  0 .03  *

I ITIi GRADE
}IATH

-o . t :

0 .59
-3 .55
-4.26
-1 .11

0.46
-2.35
-1.43

1 .n

- 3 .16
-? .42

1 . 4

1 .n

-2.71

o ''1

4 . 3

-3.93

- 1 . 1 8

- 2 . 1 1

-2.42
-0.67

6 . 5 5

6.25
I .42

8.55

-  t . 0 l

-2 .61

3 .  1 8
- 9 . 1 1

1 . 5 5
0.91
1 . 1 4

5TH GMDE
TOTAL

-0.76
-4 .51

-4 .56
-2 .02

-  10 .26

- 2,03

1 .99

-2 ,81

-5.6
-  3 . 8
n  t t

1 .52

-1-67

2 . 7

5 . 1 1
? . 1 4

-  > . i t>

-  0 . 8
1

0 . 5

1  . 1 9

2.49

-1 .37

2-41
3.04

-  0 .61
2 . 1 9

o.47
1 .68
1 .02

0.2 '1  *

-  0 .08  r

3 .61
-1 .74

5IH GRADE
READIXG

-1 .24
-5.2?

-2 .61
- )  1 )

-6.69
- 7 , 1 7
- 1 , 8 6

2.03
0.78

-  3 ,36

-  3 .38
-2 .52

1 . 5 3

1 .98
3.25

3.99
- 0 . 1 1  *

-  4 .62

0.36
I  .07

1.62
1 .24
6 . 4

t .  t 8

1 . 3 9

1

- 1  . 2
2 . 5 1

0.62
0 . 7 1

- 1 . 9 5

| .89
-3 .59

5TH GNADE
[RITITG

3.68

- t . 8 8
-0.77
-4.37

-2 .79

0.96
2.55

-2 .37

-6.93

-  0 .25  *

2 .97

-4 .69

0 . 1 7  *

4 .63

.83
6.61

-  4 .59

-3.91

2.71
-3 .03

1.11
- 1  . 1 5

5 . 8
1 . 1 6

- 1 , 1 3

1 .97
-  0 .87

-1 .23

2 . 4 1

- 1 . t 3

5 .67
-1 .22

3.05
1 .88
2.37

5TH 6RADE
f.tATtl

-2 .74

- 3 . 1
-1r .51
-9.37
-1 .17

4 . 1 8

-2 ,61

- 6.73
-3 .46

0.08  *

0 .  t 7  *

0 .38

0 . 5  |
-  0 .03  *

0.96

, n o

l 2 r

5,84

- t . 4 8

0.82
8.74

1 . 6 4

0.69
-0.91

1 1 7

5 . 0 2
1.69

-1 .34

6.85

SCH@L D ISTRIC I

KENEDY ISD
RUIIGE ISD

CRA}IDALL ISD
FORIIEY ISD
KAUF}IAII ISD
KE||P lS0
IIABA}IX TSD
Sq,RRY.ROSSER TSD
TERRELL ISD

conFoRT tsD

CEI/IER POIIIT ISD
IXGRAiI ISD
XERRVI LLE ISD

JUiICTION ISD

BRACKETT ISD

KINGSVT LLE ISD
RTCARDO ISD

KI{OX CITY-O'8RIEN
I,II'I{DAY ISD

COTULLA ISD

I{ORIH LAI.IAR ISO
PARIS ISD
PRAIRILANO ISD

L I I I LEF IE I ,D  ISD
OLTON ISD
SPR I NGLAKE.EARTH
SUDAN ISD

LAMPASAS ISD

HAILETTSVI LLE ISD
SIIINER ISD

GIDDlNGS ISD
LEXTNGTON ISD

BUFFAI.O ISD
CENTERVILLE TSD
LEOI tSD
NORXAXGEE TSD
OAKI/OOD ISD

CLEVELAIID ISD
DAYTOII ISD
HARDIN  ISD
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COJNTY

TIBERIY
L IEERTY
L IEERTY

r I r.rEsToNE
I  IESIONE

L IVE OAK
LIVE OAK

LLANO

LUBBOCK
LUBBOCX
LUBBOCK
LUEEOCK
LUBBOCK
LUEEOCK
LUEEOCK
LUBBOCK

LYN}I
LYIJN

tiAD I Soil

AR t otl

I.IART I N

AS0N

I'iATAGORDA
ATAGORDA

MATAGORDA
I'TATAGORDA

I.IAVERICK

MCC0Lt-UCH

MCLENNAN
MCIENNAN
MCLENNAII
MCLEII[AI
MCLE),titAI
t4cLEl,t[Al
MCLENNAN
MCLENNAN
MCLENIIAN
IlcL E l,l ilAfl
MCLEilI{4il
MCLEiINAX
MCIENNAI{
MCTENIIAII

I I TI'I GRADE
TOTAL

- 2 . 1 8
-1 .44

- 0 . 1 6

|  ,13

-  2 .85

0.08  *

0 .32
- 2 . 1 7

1 . 3
-  0 .23
0.01  *

1-19

1 . O 4

0.44

5.91

?.26

- 1 . 6 5

-0 .48

1 . t 6

1 .29
0.66
- 1 . 1

- 0.98
2

-1.46

2 ! O

0. (X  *
-0.97
0.28
0,97

-1 .49
- 0 . 1  *

I ITII GRADE
LANG. ARTS

0.37
2.47

-  0 . 9
1 .06

-2 .31

-  0 .29
1.48
0.02  *

0 .75
-  0 .78
0.93

0 . 2 1

2 -77

0.79

0.85

1 .93

?.94

1 . 6 9
1 .54

-0.86

- 1 . 0,6

2 .37

-  0 ,28
-  0 .69
-0.74

0 . 5 6
2 . 3 1

- 1  6 a

-  0 .83
1 .98
0.28

-1 ,02
-0.12

0.82

0.53

1lTH GRADE
ilATtl

-1 .27
- 1 . 9 5

-3

I .08

-  0 .49
t n

-3 .35

0.48
3.55

-  0 ,53
-0 . ' t2  *
-3.61

1 . 7
- 0.23
-  0 . 1 7  *

-2 .6

0 . 1 7

1 . 4

-0 .01  r

- 1 . 0 3

4.92

2.47

- 2 . 4

1 .95

0 . 1 4  *

-0 .07  *

2.92

-1 .45
-? ,57

1 .71

-  0 .03  *

2.79
- 0 .  t 6  *
-0 ,9 |

1 .02
1  . 1 5
- 1 . 7

- 0.86

5TI{ GRADE
TOTAL

- 1 . 0 7
-  0 .36
- 1 . 3 1

- 0 . 1 5  r

1 .47

2.35
-1 .04

0.44
3.73

-  0 .35
3 . t l

-  4 .47
2.O9

-6.34

1 .54

-0 .41
- J  A 1

2.53
- 5.78

2.32

- 1 .  t 9

3 . 1

-3 .08
1 .58

-3.78

0.72
1 . 2 2

- 0 . 1 t  *

0 .94
-4.45

0.02  *

0 . 1 7  *

1 . 0 2

5TH GRADE
READIITG

- 1 , &
-1.92

-o.n
1 . 1 7

1 . &
-o.45

1 .03

1 .79
1  . 1 8

1 . 1 4
-2 .53

3.44

- 5 . 1 9
-  3 . 9 1

o,n

6.97

-1 .68

2 . 2 1

-  0 . 9

'1.45

-2 .43

-0 .56

0.67
- 1 . 2 8
-1 .71
- 1 . 1 2
- 1 . 6 1
-  0 .03  *
-1 .22

0.99

5TH GRADE
!/RITIIIG

0. t  l

-3.49

0.59
6.ll

4 .87
-4.44

0.25  *

1 , 1 2
6.03
0.79
5.32
1.02

-4.83

2 . t 3

-7 .39
- 5.68

-  0 . 1 1  *

1 . 6

-2 .91

11,37

-2 .  m
-6

| .79

- 1  ) )

5,65
5 . 0 1

5 , 4
-4 .37
0.98
2 . 6
1 .O?
1 . 4 4
1 ) 7

-6 .81

3 .  1 8
1 .24

5TH GRADE
I.IAI H

- 0 . 1  *

3 .06

-  0 .39
-1 .7

-4 .34

5 . 1 1

-1 .39

3.46
-2 .91

1 . l l
-0 .59
-1 .23

0.33

-6 .39
-  10 .07

0 .  t 3  *

-o.67

-  11  .93

o.71

-  0 .95
0.04  *

-9.78

-1 .49

1.47
6.37

-3.24
- 1 . f i
-7.44

1.75
0.48

-0 . , t2  *

0 .79

- 1 . 3 1

0.78

SCH(X)L DISTRICI

HULL DAISETTA ISD
L IBERTY ISD
IARKI}IGTOII ISD

GROESBECK ISO
IIEXIA ISD

GEORGE IEST ISD
IHREE RIVERS ISD

LLANO ISO

FRENSHIP  ISD
IDALOU ISD
LUBSoCK rS0
LUBBOCK.C@PER ISD
IJE9 DEAL ISD
ROOSEVELT ISD
SHALLOT,JATER T S D
SLATON ISD

O'DONIIELI ISO
TAHOKA ISD

I.IADISONVILLE ISD

JEFFERSOI{ ISD

STANION ISD

l'lAsolt I sD

SAY CIIY ISD
PALACIOS ISD
IIDEHAVEII ISD
VAII VLECK TSD

EAGLE PASS ISD

ERADY ISD

AXTELL ISO
ERUCEVI LtE.EDDY
CI{II IA SPRING ISO
coll{ALLY tsD
CRAI'FORD ISD
LA VEGA ISD
LORE}IA ISD
I.IART I SD
IICGREGOR ISD
I.I I DLIAY ISD
llq)DY I sD
RIESEL  ISD
RoBrllsox ls0
l., co tsD
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SCHOOL DISTRICT

HESI tSD

DEVINE ISD
llolDo lsD
MEDINA VALLEY ISD
NATALIA ISD

GREETSM 160
IIIOLAND ISD

cAltERoit IsD
ROCXDALE ISD
THORIIDALE tSD

GOLDTIIIIAITE ISD

COLORADO ISO

BOIIIE ISD
NOCONA ISD

CONROE ISD
I.IAGNOLIA ISD
MOIITGCIERY ISO
NE}' CAXEY ISD
SPLEIIDORA ISD
I.I I  LLIS ISD

DIJI.IAS ISD
SUNRAY ISD

DAINGRFLD-LONE STR
PETIITT ISD

CEXIRAL I{EI6IITS
CI,,SH I }IG ISD
GARR I SO}I ISD
}IACOGDOCHES ISD
IJOOEN ISD

ELMII G GROVE ISD
coRslcAttA lsD
DAVSON ISD
FRoST lS0
XERENS ISD
iII  LDNED ISD

BURKEVI LLE ISD
DELIEYVI LLE ISD
NET'TOII ISO

ROSCOE ISD
SI.IEETIIATER ISD

AGUA DULCE ISD

llTH GRADE l ITH GRAOE
TOTAL LANG. ARTS

,IITH GRADE 51H GRADE
IIATH ]OTAL

5TH GRADE 5TH GRADE 5TH 6RADE
READTTIG I/RITI}IG I. IAIH

I,lCLENNAN

MEDINA
I.IED I iIA
EDI| lA

MED T IIA

I.I I DLAIID
MIDLAIID

II I LAX
r' LAtl
,,1I LAll

I.I I LLS

I.I  I  TCHELL

I.IONTAGUE
MONTAGUE

IlONTGOMERY
MONTGOMERY
ONTGOI.4ERY

I'l0llTGollERY
MO}ITGOiIERY
MO}ITGCIIERY

ll00RE
r.t00RE

ORRr S
t'toRR I s

NACOGDOCHES
NACOGDOCHES
NACOGDOCHES
NACOGDOCHES
NACOGDOCHES

NAVARRO
}IAVARRO
}IAVARRO
IIAVARRO
iIAVARRO
NAVARRO

NEgTOII
NEt,lTofl
ilEllT0|r

XOLAN
ft0LAtl

XUECES

0.32

-2 .54
- 1 . 3 5
-3 .07

2,03
-0 ,6

-1 .26
I .32
0.92

-  0 . 0 1  *

-0 .59

-1 .78
-2 .73

1 . U
-0 .58
-1 .2 '
-0.17

-2 .71
1 .?2

1 , 6

-2.2;

|  ,23
0.89
0.58

- 0 . 0 1  *
- 1 . 3 6

1 . 1 7

1 - 5 9
0 . 8

-2-05

0.02  *

0 .79

- 1 . 0 1

- 1 . 0 8
-0.65

3.63
-  0 .95

-  t .  t o

0 .  1 5
1 .61

0.95

0.09  *

- 1 . I
- 0.99

- 1 .

- 1 . 1 7
- 1 . 1 9

0.49

I .67

-0.71
- 0 . 1 9

0.65

0 . 1  i

-0.76

0.39

2-63
2.74

- 2 . A
-  0 .23

'1 .89
-  0 . 0 2  *

-1.46

-0 .  t2  *

- t , .13
-3 .14

- 2 , 1 L

0.44
-0.21

-0.94

2.54
o.2 ,

- 0.98

- 0 . 1 3  *

0 .67
- 0 . 1 7  *

-2 .35

2.08
-0.26
-1 .27

o,?9

-4 .02

1 .61
1 . 8

-3.92

2.71
1 . 1 1
1 . 1 6

- 0 . 1 6  '
- 1 . 9 8

2.01

o . 7
- 1 . 1 6

- t  -39
0.3'l

-4.94
- 1 . 0 9

-1 .97

- 5 . 1 8
-0.76
-1 .21

0.72

-3.32
- 0.98

4.05
-0.96
0.5?

-  0 .86

1 , 1 7
-4 ,n

-2 .31
-o,n

-3 .41
-  5 .85
0 . 2 1  *

4 .27

-  0 .89
0.95

-3,71

-0.44

0,71
t 1 a

-4 .22

0.45

5 -58

12.33

0 . 3

-  3 .98

- 1 . 9 1
-  0 . 0 1  *

0 .91

-3 .29
-1 .26

-1 .25
-1.97

-2 .39

-3 .95
-0 .21  r

3.68
- 0.95
5.44

-  1 . 0 9

2 . &

-3.29
-2 .05
-2,54

-5.99

1 1  . 8 1

3.55

0.88

5.23
-0.21."

17.36
0.37

-0 .83

3.83
-o.26 *

-3.23

- 2 . 6

5 .4
-0.7

0 . 4

-3.98 -3,65
-0 ,02  *  -? .15
-2.76 -0.86

0 . 0 3 *  t . t 5

0 . 2 1

0 , 1 7  *

0 . 3 1

-  5 . 8 1

1 . 1 7

- t  2 {

t - 5 t

0 . 1 9  *

0.49

- 1 . 0 3

3.78
-3 .43

o . 4
3.68

-  3 . 5 1

6.3 ;
5 .76

9.35
-5.65
-  0 .43

2.06
0.82

1 .39

-1 .n

0.41
- 1 . 1 4

- 2 . 0 1
-  0 . 6
3 .48

-2 .23

7.65

' t .  t9
- 1 . 1 7

-? .03
' I .  t 2

4 . 1 2

-6 .57
-0.21 t

1 .99
0.69

2.69

-0.27 t -9.65

r . 1 8  2 . 1 7
5.45  -3 .16
3.12  -1 .24

11.73  6 .18
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COUNTY

t'tuEcEs
NUECES
NUECES
NUECES
}IUECES
NUECES
}IUECES
NUECES

OCHI LLTREE

ORANGE
ORAHGE
ORAIIGE
ORAII6E
ORA}IGE

PALO PIIITO
PALO PIIITO
PALO PIII IO

PAI/OLA
PANOLA

PARKER
PAR(ER
PARKER
PARKER
PARKER
PARKER

PARMER
PARMER
PAR},IER

PECOS
PECOS

POLK
POLK
POLK
POLK

POTTER
POTTER
POITER
POTTER

PRESID IO
PRESID IO

RAINS

RAIIOALL

SCH(X)L DI SlRI CI

BAIOUETE ISD
8lsf ioP IsD
CALALLEII ISD
CORPUS CIiRISTI ISD
'LCTJR BLUFF ISD
ROBSTOgI ISD
TULoSO-llIDl.rAY ISD
vEsT oso Iso

PENRYION ISD

BRIDGE C ITY  ISD
IITTLE CYPRESS-I.I .
ORA}IGEFTELD TSO
VIDOR ISD
SEST MANGE.coVE

GRAFORO ISD
I.ITNERAL IJELLS ISD
SAI'TO ISD

BECKVILLE ISD
CARTHAGE ISD

ALEDO ISD
BROCK ISD
I,iI LLSAP ISD
PEASIER ISD
SPR I NGIOT/II ISD
L'EAIHERFORD ISO

BOVTNA ISD
FAR!'ELL I SD
FRIOIIA ISD

FT STOCXTON ISD
IRAAN-SHEFFI EtD

BIG SANDY ISD
CORRIGAN-CA}IDEN
L MIGSToI tSD
O}IALASKA ISD

AI{ARI LLO ISD
BUSHLAND ISD
HIGHLAI{D PARK TSD
RIVER ROAD ISD

I.IARFA ISD
PRESID IO  ISD

RAI}JS ISD

cAllYoI tsD

-4 . r5  -3 .21

7.2  4 ,69
-1 .24  -0 .34
1 . 8 9  0 . 5 2

-3 .71  1 .21
-0 .22  *  -1 .95
-4.98 0.85
0.85  1 .07

- 2 . 0 1

-0 .07  r

- 1 . 1 5

I .36

-3.17

0.52

5.18

1.54
- 0.96
-3 ,54

3.29
2-O1

0 -37
-8 .85

-7 .31
0.43

-0 .01  *  -0 .84
-? .23  -2 .76
-4 .14  -4 ,39

0.37  1  .71
0 . 1 9  *  O . 4 5
1.39 -3.36

I  ITI{ GRADE I1TII GRADE
lOlAL LAiIG. ARTS

' ITII GRADE 5TI1 GRADE
I.IATH TOTAL

5TII GRADE 5TIt GRADE 5TH GRADE
READING IJRITING IIATH

1.71

- 1 . 1 4
- 0 . t 8
-  t . 5 5

0.92

1 . 7 5

1 . 8

-  0 . 4

0 .42
-1 .31
-0.79

1 .05
- 1 . 8

- 0.84

- l

- 0.89
- 1 . 1 2

0.35

2 -65
l t E

l a

, ;
-0.67

- 1 . 1 5

-1 .42
-3

- 0.86

-  0 .58

4 .  1 8
-1 .63
-  0 .53
-0 .59

0.44
0 .  t 7

0.18

1,75
1 .02

- 0 . 0 1  *

0 .38
- 1 . 1 4
-2 .O2

0 . l l  *

0 .07  *

-0 .59

- ' t . 1 6

-0 .35

1 .64

1 . 1 4
-0 .6

-0  -54
-0.37

- 1

- 1 - 9 5
-3.24

-5 .53

-1 .67

- 1  ) 1

3 . 2
5 -36

-1.79
-1 .76

0.07  *
-3.r7
4.48
1 . 2 7

3 . 1 ?

3,08
2.62
2.94
0.55
| .07

0.45
-1 .52
0.53

2.02
-3.72

-1 .07

-0-87
-1 .03
-1.61

3.6 ;
2 . 1 9

1 .52
1.35

- . :

-o.o:

- 1 . 3 1

-?-53
-1 .81

-3.34

0 . 0 1  *

-3 .5
5 . 1 1

-0.49

0.95
- 1 . 0 2
-0 .81
-1 .4
1 . 6

0.55

0.69
-2.82
-0.7
0 .08  *

2 .11

0.33
- 1 . 9 3
-3 .59
0.34

-0.?4

3.47

3 . 1 6

-  0 .26
-2 .18
- 0.88
-5 .09

-2 .17

0.35

- 2 . U

- t . t l

1 . 2 6

3.58
0 . 1 7  r

0 .53
-0.7

-0.32

2.85

-1 .8

0 . 5
-2 .97

2 . 5 '
-0 .28

3.83

-2

- 4 . 1 5

1 .92

- 2 . 4 1
-  0 .95
-1 .4

-  t . 3 4

0 . 1 |  *

4 .09

-o.44

- 1 . 1 5

-'1 .08
-5 .89

-  0 .82
-  0 .94

-1.69

0.8

0 .96
0.02  *

3 .71

-2 .96

"2 .05
0.59

-3 .5

-3.52

-7 .31

0.92

1 . t
2 .36
1.01

-2 .44

6 .  1 8

2 . 1 7
-6,&

-6

0 .94  0 .75
0 . 0 1  *  - 4 . 6

-0 .?5  t  - 5 .41
- 2 . 5  4 . 4 1

- 1 . 1 3

? .05
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SCHOOL DTSTRICT

REAGAI| ISD

AVERY ISD
CLARKSVILLE ISD
DETROIT ISD
IALCO.BOGATA ISD

BALI.IORHEA ISD
PECOS.BARSIOII.TOYA

REFUGIO ISD
LI()@SBORO ISD

CALVERI ISD
FlAlKLm tsD
HEARNE TSO

ROCKVALL ISD
ROYSE CITY ISD

BALLINGER ISO
I.IILES ISD
HI TERS TSD

CARLI SLE ISD
IIENDERSON ISO
I4OUX] ENIERPRISE
OVER]ON ISD
TATUI'I ISD
I.IEST RUSK ISD

HEI4PHI LL ISD
9EST SAEINE ISO

SAII AUGUSTIIIE BROADDUS ISD
SAII ATJGUSTIIIE SAiI AUGUSTINE ISD

SAN JACI NTO COLD SPGS-OAKIIURST
SAII JACIIIIO SHEPHERD ISD

CotJN]Y

REAGAN

REO RIVER
RED RIVER
RED RIVER
RED RIVER

NEEVES
REEVES

REFUGIO
REFUGIO

ROBERTSON
ROBERTSON
ROBERTSON

ROCKI,IALL
ROCKUALL

RUiINEIS
RUNNELS
RUNNEIS

RUSK
RUSK
RUSK
RUSK
RUSK
RUSK

SAE I IIE
SABI NE

SAX PATRICIO
SAX PATRICIO
SAII PATRICIO
SAII PATRICIO
SA}I PAIRICIO
SAII PAIRICIO
SAX PAIRICIO

SAN SABA

SCHLEICI{ER

SCURRY

2.05

-  0 .04  *

0 .9J

2 .29

1 . 4 1

- 0 . 7

2 .94
0.59

-  0 .41
- 0.6'l

0 .92

0 - 4

0.61
- 0.38
-1.'t1

2.61
'1 .1

- 1 . 3 3

2.83

-0.29

1 .02

0 .  1 9
0.97

- 1 . 0 3
-  0 .23

-0.74

| .03

1 .91

-  0 ,65

I  .56

1 . 1 7

-5 .19

0.43

0.36

-0 .79

1 . 4

0.45
't .87

-1.97
2 . 1 1
0.59

- 0 . 1 1 *
-1 .73

-0.77

o -26

1 .07
0 . 1 1  *

-3 .65

1.69
1 .61

- 1 , 3 9

2,44
1 .42

-  0 .38

0.48
-0,91

0.08  *

0 .36
0.71

-0.57
-  0 .06  *

0 .55
0 .  t 2

1 .98

2.56

-o.57

1 . 9

2.95

-3.2

0 .12
o.43
't .57

3.25

0.45
o,97

0 . 5 6

-0,71

2,67

0-56

0 . 1 4  *
-0.89
- 4.65
3.63
0.59

-1 .26

3.24

^ ^ :

- 1 . 1 7

3,06

n ? 1

t . 6 l

. n  ? t

- l . 1 8

0.07  *

1 . 2 1

-o.71

't .2' l

^^ l

- 1 . 6 6

- 0 .  t 4  *

4 - 6 )

1.74

5.25
2.21

0.55

-0 .5 ;
-2 .85

3.35
2 . 7

-3 .28
-3 .&

1 .O7
- ? . 1 6

-  0 .91
0.65

-3.23
-0 .48

0.39
2.69

2 . 2

'1.63

0.28

-6 .11

1 .79

0.6 ;

-3 .09

r . 1 7

3 . 1 8
1.63

2.43
- 0 . 1 4  *

3 .91
1 . 6 2

-o-23

3 . ;
-2 .99

0.25

4.31
a ).1

-3.43
-1.99

- 0.95
- 1 . 6 1

- 2 . 5 7

1 .79
-2 .44
-1 .25

-  0 .02  *

1 . 1 ?

-  0 .56

-  0 . 5

-7 .31

1 . 7 5

6 -06

. - :

-6 ,0 ;

-2 ,35

0.96

0,25  *

3 , 1 ?
'1  .11

3 , 9 1

-3.29
6.24
1 .92

2 -57

-o.24 *

|  .19

5.96

4 . &
-0 .  t8  *

-  5 .85

0 , 6 1
-5 .36

5.47

4.09

3 .  t 7
1 . 4 7

-  0 .3
5 .51

-o.i

-1 .O2

2.75

6.09
?.09

- 5 . 1 4
-3 .91

4.05

0.26 *

- 7 . 1 1

l lTII  GRADE 11TI{ GRADE IITH GRADE 5TII GRADE
TOTAL LAI,IG. ARTS IIATH TOTAL

5TH GRADE 5TH GRADE 5TH GRADE
READTIIG URITI}IG AIH

ARANSAS PASS ISD
GREGORY.PORTLAND
TNGLESIDE ISD
I.IATIIIS ISD
ODEI.I-EDROY ISO
SIIITON ISD
TAFT ISD

SAII SABA ISD

SCIILEICHER ISD

SilYDER ISD

-3.24 0.87
- t  , t  -n tc

1 . 7 1  -  1 . 6 3
-5 .41  -1 .99

0,6  -  0 .85
n  n < *  I  7 <

5.22  2 .89

0.79

0.95

1 . 0 1

-3 .92SIIACKELTORO ALBANY ISD
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scHml DIsrRt cT 5TH 6RADE
TOTAL

3.93
-1.13

1,3L
-3 .36
-3 .4

-3,52

2 . 3
-0 .48
-0.74

2.75
2-2

- 1 . 1 4
-2 .89

-3 .31

4,1?

:

-2 .71

I1TH GRADE l lTH GRADE l lTH GRADE
IOTAL LANG. ARTS I.IATI{

5TH GRADE 5TII GRADE STII 6RAOE
READIIIG IJRITIIIG I.IATII

SHELBY
SHELBY
SHELEY
SIiELEY
SIIELBY

SIIERI.IAN

sl,t I Ttl
Si,I I TH
SI.I I TH
sll I Ttl
sI IH
S',II I H
SI{I T H
SI,I ITH

SOI'IERVELL

STARR
STARR
STARR

STEPHEIIS

STOIIE!/AIL

SUTTON

SVISHER

TARRANT
lARRAIIT
TARRANT
TARRAIIT
TARRANT
TARRAIIT
TARRAI,IT
TARRAI'IT
TARRANI
TARRANT
TARRAIII
TARRANT
TARRANT
TARRANT
TARRAI,IT
TARRANT

TAYLOR
TAYLOR
TAYLOR
TAYLOR

TERRELL

CEIITER ISD
JOAOI tfl IS0
SHELBYVTLI.E ISD
TENAHA ISD
T IIIPSOII ISD

STRATFORD ISO

ARP ISD
BUILAND ISD
CIIAPEL HI LL ISD
LTHOALE ISD
TRdJP ISD
TYLER ISD
I.]H I TEHOJSE ISD
9INOIIA ISD

GLEN ROSE ISD

RIO GRANDE CITY
ROI.IA ISD
sA  ISTDRO tSD

BRECKEIIRIDCE ISD

ASPERMOIIT ISD

SO}IORA ISD

IULIA ISD

ARLIIIGTOII ISD
AZLE ISO
BIRDVI LLE ISD
CARROLL ISO
CASTLEBERRY ISD
CROSLEY ISD
EAGLE I.IT - SAGI NAI.I
EVERMA}I ISD
FORT I'OftTH ISD
GRAPEVIIIE ISD
HURST-EULESS-B
KELLER ISD
KENIIEDAI-E ISD
LAKE IIORTII ISD
I.IANSFIELD ISD
UHITE SETTLEiIENT

ABt LENE TSD
J II'1 }IED ISD
IIERKEL ISO
I.IYLIE ISD

TERRELL COUNIY ISD

0.  18  *  7 .25
-2 .73  -5 .12
-0 .2 f  *  12 .13
0.65 -6,38

2.61  -7 .

0 .89
1 .64

- 1 . 5 ;

- 2 . 1

- 0.68
1 .08

-  0 .04  *

0. a3

- 1 . 0 6

0.88

2 . 1 4

) 1 7

-0 .  t8

2 .39

-0 .02  *
- ? . 1 5
-  0 .23

0.86
o.71

- 1 . 3 3
-  0 .68
0,91

-0.92
- t . 6 3
-  0 .65
0.01  *
0.8'|
0 .05  *

0 .37
0.95

0.06  r

|  .46
1.92
1 . 1 2

-1 .15

- 1 . 5 3

0.02  *

2 . 1
-0 .59

0.93

- 0. 't5

0 .93

1 . 6 9

1 .85

-o .21
- l

- 1 . 5 3
-0.71
-  2 .08
0.55
0 .  1 2

-0.29
-0 .11

0.69
-o.E
-  0 . 9

- 1 . 6 8

-0 .02  *

0 .  1 7
-  0 .42
- 1 . 2 5
0 . 2 5

0.3
1 .42
2.79

-'t -71

-2.53

-2.62
o.46
5 .  1 5

-1 .51

0.8'l

3 . 5 1
a t

2 ,67

0 . 2 1

2.47

2.99

1 .02
-2 .79

0.3
-1 .79
'1  .18
1 .29

- 1 . 1 3
-2 .34
-1-47
1 .42
1 .23
0. ' t2  *

0 .59
2.39

-0 . ' t3  *

-5.44

0.76

-  4 .47

-1 .61

- 0.55
0.52
2 .
0 .95
I .73

-2 .59
- 2 . 4

- 2 . 5 3

4.32
-6.79.

-  0 .06  *

-8 .09

3.17
-3,78
-u .>o
-0.75
2.43

-0 .07  *

-  4 .28

-3 .14

-  0 .98
- 1 1 . 1
-2 .62

-5 .55

3 . 7
2 .19

- 1 . 8 9

5.84
3 . 1 ?
3.26
1 . 5 6

-1 .68

-  4 .21

5 , 6
- 6,3.

4 .07

4.86

-3.99

-0 ,48
-0.32
-0 .1

- 1 . 1 1

0.85
1.72

-8.1

0 , 2  *

6 .29

0.43
0.78
4 . 4 1

0.52

3.79

0.25

-1 ,31

- 1 . 6 4

3 . 0 1
-2 .6n

0.58

-1.76
-  0 .6 t
1 .88
2.34

- 1 . 9 8
-4.14
-2 , ' t2

1 .82

2.37
2.97
3.51
5 , 0  1

-1.77

1 .48

-1 .24

-1 ,14

- 1 . 5 5

I .73
-3.22

o.r7

- 0.84
| .76
0.81

-1 .21
-6 .61
- '1  .01
1 . 1 3
3 . 4

1 . 3 4
| .98
2 . 3

-2.72

5.92

-  5 .08

-  0 .41
-2 .35
-0 .91

3.73
-1.11

1 .63
2,91

0 . 2  *

5 .  1 6
4.59

-9.52
-0.76
3.99
2 . 1 8

5.43
6.25
3.73
5.6 ' l

- 3 . 1 7

Page 16



SCH(X}L DISTRICT 1'ITH GRADE IITII GRADE l lTH GRADE 5TH GRADE
TOTAL LANG. ARTS }IATH TOIAL

5TH GRADE 5TII GRADE 5IH GRADE
READIIIG I,JRITIIIG IIAT}I

TERRY
TERRY

TITUS
TITUS

TOI,4 GREEII
TO.4 GREEII
TOI,I GREEN
TOI.I GREEN
TOI.I GREEN

TRAVIS
TRAVIS
TRAVIS
TRAVIS
TRAV I S
TRAV I S

T R I N I T Y
TRml lY

TYLER
TY!ER
]YLER
IYLER

UPSHUR
UPSHUR
UPSHUR
UPSHUR
UPSHUR
UPSIIUR
UPSHUR

UPTOiI
UPTOII

UVALDE
UVATDE

VAL VERDE

VAil ZAIIDT
VA}I ZAIIDT
vAt{ zAltDT
VAII ZAIIDT
VAN ZANDT

VIC IORIA
vt cloRIA

I,JALKER
[/ALKER

BROI,J}IF TELD ISD
IIEADO9 ISD

HARTS BLUFF ISO
I.I(lJilT PLEASA}IT ISD

CHRISIOVAL ISD
GRAPE CREEK.PULL I
SAII AIIGELO ISD
UALL ISD
I'AIER VALLEY ISD

AUSI t tt lsD
DEL VALLE ISD
EAIIES ISD
LAKE TRAVIS ISD
r.railoR t sD
PFLUGERVI LLE ISD

GROVETOII ISD
TRIIIITY ISD

COLiIESNEIL ISD
SPURGER ISD
I.JARREII I SD
IJ@DVILLE ISD

BIG SAIIDY ISO
GTLIIER ISD
HARIIOIIY ISD
}iEY DIA}IA ISD
ORE CITY ISD
UNION GROVE ISD
UN I OII HILI. ISD

l.tccArEY tsD
RA}IKIN ISD

SABII/AL ISO
UVALDE ISO

SAN FEL I PE.DEL RIO

CANTO}I tSD
EDGEL'OOO ISD
GRAIID SAL I}IE ISD
vAlt Is0
I,I ILLS POI}II  ISD

BL@ltIltcTolt I sD
VICTORIA ISD

HUIITSVILLE ISD
NEI.I I.IAVERLY ISD

0.09 *

^ , :

- ;
-2-32

0 .47
-0.59
- 1 . 9 5

0 .46

-o,94

-  0.04 *

- 1  . 4 1
2.11
|  . 0 1
0 . 0 1  *

-  0 .91

-4-73
-  0 .09  *

-  0 .48

0.05  *

2 ,02
1 Z )

-  0 .08  *

1  .05

- 0.88
-o.47

-3.69

o . t :

1 . 5 2

-2 .85

o - 1 7
-2 .73
- 0 . 1 2

1.43

0.05  *

-1 .97
0.3 '1

0 .17

- 1 . 1 8

1 .07

3 .  1 2
- | .93
3 . 1 9
1 . 2 2

- 0.68-o''1

-3.11
- 1 . 1 4

0.22
1 . 2 5

- 0 . 1 6

2.47
0 . 6
0 .76

-1 .?1
-o.54

0 ,  1 5
-3.94

o 'o : .

3.71

-2 .05

-2 . ' t9
-1 ,87
1 .7'l

' 1 .8
- 2 , 1 6

0 . 9
-0 .71

0 . 6

- t . ;

1 . 4 1

1 .63
0.79
0.72

- 1

-5.99

1 .01

- 1 . 1 8
-  0 .08  |

o ,29

2.03
-  0 .89
-2 .95

-0 .53
-0 .36

- 1 . 1 7

- 1 . 1 5

0.56

2.35

o . t a *
0.88
t . t :

-  0 .92
-o.2 *

0 ,79
t -u )

-1 .52
o.47

1 .33
-1 .32

. . :
o .  ) )

0 . 1 5  *
- 1 . 3 3

1 . 2
1  ,02

. ?  l a

3.43
-o.11

1 .47

- 1 , 1 6
-  0 .41

-  3 . 0 1

0.92

3 .  t 5
- 7 - 1 5
0.69
2.11
0.89

-0.75

-1 .62

1 .84

-0 .54
- 1 . 3 5

3.03

o.ri
1 r 7

8.13

-o.67
-0 .09  *

0.75
1 . 2 1

- 0 . 1 9  *

0 . 1 6  *

6.68

6 - 1 5
0.35

-u .>z

o . 2 2
0 . 5 9

1 .24

-0 .56

2.29

| .25
-n  1)

1
-2 .35

0.69

2 . 1 4
-5 .?7

'I .98
- 1 . 9 1

-  0 .45
- 1

-1 .25

5.82

-1.23
2-19

5.  ' t9

1 .64

-1.42
-  0 .43

- 1 . 5 9
-u- t )

2 .54
-1.09

5 -73
0 .  t 5  *

- 1 . 0 3

1.45
7.35

-2 .77

-3.88
-0.71

-2 .77
- 1 . 6

0 . 2  *

1 .29
- 1 1 . 5
0 .32
3 . 2 1

0 . 8

-  t .83

-1.74
-2.7

2 .49

-1-4,

10 .17

-  0 .67

0.39

-2 .m
0.48

1 . 2 2

'r.r,
-  0 .09 *
- 0.39

-0.85

1 ' 7 3
1 ' 9 1

-5.16

0.32

- 0.98
- 0 .  t 7  *

-4 .47

l . E

1 . 3 2
2.08
0.71

-1 .29
-0 .53

- l - t >
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COUNTY SCflooL DISTRICT ,],1TH GRADE '1'1TI{ GRADE
TOIAL LA}JG. ARTS

I ITH GRADE 5TIi CRADE
IIATH TOTAL

5TH 6RADE sTH GRADE 5TH GRADE
READIIIG I 'RI]I I IG I. IATH

I.JALLER
gALLER

t,JALLER

[/ARD
[/ARD

I,JASH I N GTOII

UEBE

I/HARIOI'I
IJHARTOII
I,IHARTOII
r/HARt0N
!,HARION

IIHEE LER
TJHEE LER

! , ICHI IA
9 ICHITA
9 I  CHI  TA
I. ' ICHITA
t , l  cH I rA

I ' I  LBAR6ER

IIILLACY
I.IILLACY

9I LL I AMSOI]
II ILLIAMSO}I
I ' I  LLIAMSON
VI LLIAMSOII
LII LLIAI.ISON
!II LLIAMSON
!lI  LLIAMSON
L'lLLlAI '4SoN

IJILSON
L'I I.SON
!lI LS0ll
r.rI Ls0t'l

L ' I  KTER
!,INKLER

l.,ISE
L'I SE
I,II SE

!lt sE

IIEI,IPSIEAD ISD
ROYAL ISD
I.IALLER ISD

GRAIIDFALLS-ROYALTY
r.r0[AlAxs - r,|l cKETI - P

BRE}I}IAI,I ISD

LAREOO ISD
UTTTED ISD

BOLIIIG ISD
EAST BERiIARD TSD
EL CAI,IPO ISD
LOUISE ISD
I,HARTO}I ISD

silA RocK IsD
I.IHEELER ISD

BURKBUR}IETT ISD
clTY vlEl. l  tsD
ELECTRA ISO
IO['A PARK TSD
YTCflITA FALLS ISD

VERNOII ISD

LYFORD ISD
RAYIONDVI LLE ISD

FLORENCE ISD
GEORGETOTIII ISD
HUTTO ISO
LEANDER ISD
L I  BERIY  H ILL  ISD
ROUND ROCK ISD
TAYLOR ISD
THRALL ISD

FLORESVI LLE ISD
LA VERI/IA ISD
POTH ISD
STOCKDALE ISO

KERI,IIT ISD
LIINK.LOVTilG ISD

ALVmD tso
BOYD ISD
BRIDGEPORI ISD
CHICO IS0
DECATUR ISO

- )  a )
0 . 0 5  '

-0,71

-  2 .98
0.65

1 .99

1 . 4 7
-0 .01  r

0 .35
- 1 . 1 8

3.04
0 . 9

3 . 1 9

-1 .2 ;
0 . f i  *

5 .  r 4

0.34

-0.63

1.17

0.48

2.09
-0 .87
-0 .87

-  0 . 1 5
-0 .05  *

2.98
) ) t

- 't .07

.  . :
-  0 .75
-  0 .02  *

1 .23

- l  I

0 . 7 1

- 1 . 6 3
-  0 .33

o.77

-0 .09  *
-0 .8

I  . 1 9

0.52

3.33

-o.74

-1.76
- 0.86
0 . 1 6

? . 5 7

0.17
0.78

-1 .27

0.2 ;
- 1 . 5 1
2 . 1 9

-1.??
-  0 . 3

1 . O Z
0 . 0 7  *

2 . 4 1
0.85

-0.71
-  0 .64

-  0 .86
'1 .06

-  0 .39
-  0 .09  *

- 3 . 1 6
o.46

-4.43

3.22

1.O7
0.81

1 . 7 1
-2 .59
1-32

1 .27

3.06

-0.7i
1 . , |4

- 0.99

3.77

-4  7 )

- 0.09 *

0 .07  *

o. ;
-1 .6
1 .98

-1 .12

- 1 . 4
- 0 . 1 6  *

3 .58
3.76

1 .48

0.39
?.59

-? .09

1 . 0 1

2.72

0.35

2.4
-2.16

4,52
1.84
0.65

- 1 . 1 3

- 1 . 1 1

- 1 . 6

-1 .11

1 , &

-3 .25

- 1 . 2 6

2 . 1 5

- 1 . 6 9

-o.67

- t . 1 3
0.87
7.96

11.21

- 1 . 6 1

2.61

1.47

- 1 . 0 8

7.96

- 2 . 1 1
- 2 . 1 3

t . t 9
-? .77
-4 .8

3 . 7
-3.97
1 , 9 5

0 - 1 7 I

- 1 . 5 3

2 . 1 9
-1 .32

1 , @
0 . 0 1  *

-o.44

-  0 . 8
-1 .49

0.31
. t  ?

-4 .29
-2 .47

-o.94

|  .51

-  0 . 8
| .97
0.44
0.71

-1.67

0.85
6.81

t 1 . 6 4

-2 .78

-  0 .61
-3 .05

-  0 .75
-2.59

5.93

1 . 4 7

t  - 4 6

0.51

0.56

1 . 3 1
3.67

. ' :

-1 .4
-7.38

3.7'J
1 .56

-2 .65
-2 .71

1.22

- 2 . 5 1

-4.44

-  0 .39
-0.46

1 . 6
4 .45
9.59

z .6 l
1 .04
5 .48

- 0 . 1 3  *

|  5 .04

-  1 .11
-2 .69

0 .88

-6 .46

6.88
-2 .91
- 0.33

2.16

1 . 9 7

1.29
-'t .06

6 . 1 1
1.85
0.21  *

0 .39

0.65
- 5 . 0 4
-3 ,99

0.72
0.97

-5.25

-0 .?6  *

0 .05  *

3 .52
- t . 9 ' |
-0 .53
-3.47

0.23  *

12 .58
12.16

6.18
-o.94

2.81

-2 .07

4 . 1 6

-1.11
-0.72

- 1  ) 1
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cout'tTY

UI  SE

u00D
!J0m
uo00
!l0m
L/000

YOAKUI.I
YOAKUI.I

YouliG

YOUNG

ZAPATA

ZAVALA

ZAVALA

0.82
- 1 . 0 2
-2 .27

0.54
- 3 . 1

-o.a:

0.36

-2 .39
-  2 .09

-4 ,5

-0 .49
- 1 . 5 9

0.35

0 . 5 1

-o.67

1 .05
- 1 . 3 6
- 1 . 8 4

1 .82
-1 .57
-2 .99

0.76

- | .21.

-3.54

|  .35

-3.41
-2.35

o-22

-2 .78

2.94
-1 ,42

2 . 0 1

2.99
-0.56

- 0 . 1  *
- 1 , 3

1 . 1 4
-0 .25
3.33

0.29

-3.92

2.67
't .21
1 .06

-3 .04

1 .?3
-0.16

- 0.99
- 2 . 1 9

0.52
- 1 . 0 5
2.24

- 1 . &

-3 .59

I .88
- 1  ' '

6.06
-1.96

-  0 .55

0.56
3.02

-0.2 *
-0.29 *

5 .09

1.96

- 1 . 1 3
4.f,

-3.6
- 0.98

-1 .37

0.21  "
-  4 .61

2.78

scllool- Dr srRrcl

PARADISE ISD

ALBA-GOLDEII ISD
HA9KIIIS ISD
l.tIltEot_A IsD
OUTTI.IAN ISD
IJI II}ISBORO ISD

DEIIVER CITY ISD
PLAI}IS ISD

GRAIIAI.I I SD
OLIIEY ISD

ZAPATA ISD
CRYSTAL CITY ISD
LA PRYOR ISD

llTH GRADE 11TH GRADE
TOTAL LANG. ARTS

I ITH GRADE 5I'I GRADE
HATH TOTAI.

5IH GRADE 5TH GRADE 5TII 6RADE
READIIIG LIRITIIIG I. IATH

NOTE: * INDICATES VALUES TIIAT ARE INSIG}IIFICANTLY DIFFERENT FRoM ]IIE STATE I.IEAII.
IJUI,IERICAL VALUES ARE EXPRESSED AS PERCENTAGES FRO.4 TIIE STATE IIEAN.
I.IE VERE UIIABLE TO AIIALYZE 281 SCHOOL DISTRICTS DUE TO UNAVAILAgLE TEST DAIA,
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RESEARCH PAPERS OF THE RESEARCH DEPARTMENT
FEDEML RESERVE BANK OF DALI^AS

Avai-lable, at no charge, fron the Research Department
Federal Reserve Bank of Dallas. Station K

Dal las,  Texas 7 5222

9001 Another Look at the Credit-Output Link (Cara S. Lovn and Donald W.
Hayes )

9OOZ Dernographlcs and the Foreign Indebtedness of the United States (John
K .  H i l l )

9003 Inflation, ReaI Interest Rates, and the Flsher Equation Since 1983
(Kenneth M. Enery)

9004 Bankint  Reform (Gerald P.  O'Dr lscol l ,  Jr . )

9005 U.S.  Ot l  Demand and Conservat ion (S.P.A.  Brown and Kei th R.  Phi l l ips)

9006 Are Net Discount Ratios Stationary?: The Implicatlons for Present
Value Calculations (Joseph H. Haslag, Michael Nteswiadorny and D.J.
s lof t je)

9007 Ttle Aggregate Effects of Teroporary coverrunent Purchases (Mark A.
Wynne )

9008 Lender of Last Resort: A Contemporary Perspectlve (George G. Kaufman)

9009 Does It Matter How Monetary Pollcy is Implernented? (Joseph H. Haslag
and Scot t  E.  Hein)

901-0 The Impact of Dlfferential Human Capital Stocks on Club Allocations
(Lor i  L .  Taylor)

9011 Is  Increased Pr ice F lex lb l l l ty  Stabl l tz ing? The RoIe of  the Pernanent
Income Hypothesis ( Evan F. Koenig)

90fZ Flsher Effects and Central Bank Independence (Kenneth M. Eruery)

9013 Methanol as an Alternatlve Fuel (Mtne K. Yucel)

9l-01 Large Shocks, Snall Shocks, and Economic Fluctuations: Outliers in
Macroeconomic Tine Series (Nathan S. Balke and Thomas B. Fomby)

9LO2 Imlligrant Links to the Home Country: Ernpirical Inplicatlons for U.S.
and Canadian Bilateral Trade Flows (David M. Gould)

9103 Government Purchases and ReaI Wages (Mark Wynne )

9L04 Evaluatlng Monetary Base Targeting Rules (R.I,l. Hafer, Joseph H. Haslag
and Scot t  E.  Heln)

9105 Variations in Texas School Quality (Lori L. Taylor and Beverly J. Fox)




