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In 2018, the state academic accountability system underwent an overhaul under House Bill (HB) 22 

(85th Texas Legislature, Regular Session, 2017). HB 22 established three domains of indicators to 
evaluate the academic performance of districts, open-enrollment charter schools, and campuses: 

Student Achievement, School Progress, and  

the
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campuses, 418 (76.3 %) were juvenile justice alternative education programs, disciplinary 
alternative education programs, or RTFs; 108 (19.7%) could not be rated because they did not have 
enough assessment results to meet minimum-size requirements; 7 (1.3%) were labeled Not Rated: 
Data Integrity Issues; and 15 (2.7%) were not rated for other reasons. 

 

Distinction Designations 
Only campuses and districts that receive an A, B, C, or D overall rating are eligible for distinction 
designations. AECs are not eligible for distinction designations. 

Of the 8,838 campuses in Texas, 7,670 (86.8%) were evaluated for at least one distinction 

designation. Of those campuses, 2,502 (32.6%) earned a distinction for postsecondary readiness, 

2,142 (27.9%) earned a distinction for comparative closing the gaps, 2,087 (27.2%) earned a 
distinction for comparative academic growth, 2,145 (28.0%) for achievement in English language 

arts/reading, 2,053 (26.8%) for achievement in science, 1,946 (25.4%) for achievement in 

mathematics, and 987 (12.9%) earned a distinction for achievement in social studies. 

Altogether, 4,614 (52.2%) campuses earned one or more distinctions, while 424 (4.8%) campuses 
earned every distinction for which they were eligibleTJ
ET
Q
q
0.00000912 0 612 792 re
W* n
BT
/F1 11.04 Tf
1 0 0 09101 311.81 488.35 Tm
0 g
0 G
[( )] TJ
ET
Q
q
0.00000912 0 612 792 re
W* n
BT
/F1 11.04 Tf
1 03 612 4.04EC946.35 Tm
0 g
0 G
[(el)9(i)6(g)5(i)6(b)4(l)10(eTJ
ET
Q
q
0.00000912 0 613o1 0 0 1 281.81 488.35 Tm
1e
W* n
BT
/F1 11.04 (d)12(i)6(s)-4(t)12(i)-4(n)15(c)6(t)12(i)-4(o)9(n)] TJ
ET
Q
q
0.00000912 0 612 792 re
W* n
BT
/F1 11.04 Tfq
0.02 79200912m
2 r9 912 )129(n)15(c)6(t)12(i)-4(o)9(n)] TJ
ET
Q
q
0.00000912 0 612 792 re
W*2g
0 G
[(()] TJ
ET
Q
q
0.00000912 0 612 792 re
W* n
BT
/F1 11.04 Tf
1 0 1 Tf
1 0 0 1 255.77 488.3
0 G
 0.0168 Tc[(,6)] TJ
ET
Q
q
0.00000912 0 612 792 re
W* n
BT
/F14 Tf2 612 792 re
W* n
BT
/F1 11.04 Tfq
0.02 79200912m
2 r9 912 nction


