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Action Required

December 22, 2003
TO THE SUPERINTENDENT ADDRESSED:

Enclosed is a list of schools identified under the Public Education Grant (PEG) Program, authorized
under Texas Education Code, Chapter 29, Subchapter G, §§29.201 - 29.205, and a description of
the methodology used to identify the schools on the list. This list, effective for the 2004-05 school
year, identifies campuses at which 50 percent or more of the students did not pass TAAS or TAKS
in any two of the preceding three years or were rated Low-performing in 2001 or 2002 under the
statewide accountability system.

Under the Public Education Grant interdistrict transfer provision, a parent of a student enrolled in
any of the campuses listed may make application to attend a campus in any other school district
for the 2004-05 school year. A school district chosen by a student’s parent under this statute is
entitled to accept or reject the application for the student to attend school in that district but may
not use criteria that discriminate on the basis of a student’s race, ethnicity, academic achievement,
athletic abilities, language proficiency, sex, or socioeconomic status. Alternatively, a district may
accept interdistrict transfers under Section 25.036 of the Texas Education Code. Civil Action 5281
may also limit the ability of districts to accept students to the extent the minority or majority of a
school’s population, based on ADA, changes by more than one percent.

Notification of eligibility must be provided by February 1, 2004 to each parent of a student in the
district assigned to attend a school on the enclosed 2004-05 PEG list. All parental notifications
must occur through letters to each student’s family. The notice must contain a clear, concise
explanation of the Public Education Grant Program and how the parent may obtain further
information about pursuing a transfer.

Requirements related to the PEG program concerning the identification criteria, student eligibility,
effective dates, notification dates, and funding allotments, are shown below:

Requirement Explanation

For interdistrict transfers, the district educating the child
receives an additional weight of 0.1; supplemental funding if
costs exceed state aid benefit; limited to net students
educated on PEG

Effective Date of PEG Transfers | 2004-05 school year
Parent Notification Requirement | February 1, 2004

Allotment

may be refused or accepted by district receiving the transfer
request

explicitly permitted, although no additional funding is allotted
for this type of transfer

Interdistrict Transfers

Intradistrict Transfers

Fulfilling the Promise for All Texas Children



Requirement Explanation

Student eligibility for PEG transfers is based on assignment
to attend a PEG campus in the district of residence. Student
eligibility expires upon any of the following three conditions:

» Completion of all grades on the campus upon which
eligibility was originally based

Continued Student Eligibility for * Removal of the campus from the PEG list

Interdistrict Transfer » Assignment of the student to a campus that is not
the PEG list as a result of redrawn attendance boundaries
or the student moves into a different attendance area

A student can continue to be treated as PEG eligible after
expiration of eligibility only if the student has not yet
completed all grades on the campus to which the student
transferred during the eligibility period.

TAAS/TAKS passing rate < 50% in two of the three

School Identification Criteria preceding years OR rated Low-performing in 2001 or 2002

student may only transfer from a PEG school to a non-PEG
school

Tuition may not be charged to the student’s parents/guardian
or to the school district of residence.

Transfer Restriction

Tuition Prohibition

Because of the manner in which funding takes place using a weight of 0.1, no separate worksheet
will be needed to calculate the PEG amount. The district providing educational services to the
student will report attendance as it would for any other student. The worksheet for calculation of
state aid, which can be found on the TEA web site (www.tea.state.tx.us) under the school finance
topic, has been modified to include the PEG funding weight. There are no special accounting
requirements or limitations on the use of PEG-related funds. Rules governing access to
supplemental funding for districts with property wealth per weighted student above the guaranteed
level in TEC §42.302 have been adopted and can be found in 19 TAC §61.1011. Bear in mind
that a district is eligible to receive PEG weighted funding only to the extent the number of students
accepted on the basis of a PEG exceeds the number of resident students who are educated in
other districts on a PEG.

Questions concerning the list and the methodology used to identify schools should be directed to
the Division of Performance Reporting at (512) 463-9704. Questions regarding the implementation
of the program should be directed to the Division of State Funding at (512) 463-9238.
Sincerely,

Criss Cloudt, Associate Commissioner

for Accountability and Data Quality

Enclosures



METHODOLOGY FOR IDENTIFYING SCHOOLS ON THE 2004-05 PEG LIST *

Schools are included on the list if:

1) less than 50 percent of the students passed:

a) any reading, writing or mathematics test on the Texas Assessment of Academic
Skills (TAAS) or the Texas Assessment of Knowledge and Skills (TAKS), summed
across the grades tested at the school

b) in any two of the three years: 2001, 2002, or 2003

[This analysis was based on all students tested; performance of student groups was not
examined.]

OR

2) the school was rated Low-performing in either 2001 or 2002.

Notes:

« Alternative education schools, schools with fewer than five students tested on
TAAS/TAKS, charter schools, and schools with no TAAS/TAKS data were excluded from
the list.

« The TAAS results were those used in the accountability system in 2001 and 2002, which
are based on the non-special education students tested in grades 3 — 8 and 10, in
reading, mathematics, and writing; special education students tested in grades 3 — 8 and
10, in reading, mathematics, and writing; and, students tested on Spanish TAAS in
grades 3 through 6. Only students who were enrolled in the district in late October are
included for accountability ratings purposes.

« The TAKS results are based on the non-special education students tested in grades 3—
11, in reading, mathematics, and writing; special education students tested in grades 3-
11, in reading, mathematics, and writing; and, students tested on Spanish TAKS in
grades 3 through 6. Only students who were enrolled in the district in late October are
included.

« 2001 and 2002 accountability ratings are determined by evaluating performance on two
indicators: TAAS results and the annual dropout rate. Therefore, a campus could
receive the Low-performing rating even though TAAS performance may have been
above the minimally acceptable standard.

Criteria for the 2005-06 PEG list will be reevaluated in the future given the implementation of
the new TAKS testing program in 2003 and a new accountability system in 2004.

Texas Education Agency, Office of Accountability and Data Quality
Division of Performance Reporting



EXPLANATION OF COLUMNS

2003 campuses with less than 50% of the students passing any reading,
writing, or mathematics test on the year specific Texas assessment instrument summed
across the grades tested at the school in any two of the three years: 2001, 2002, and
2003 or the school was rated Low-Performing in either 2001 or 2002

DISTRICT NAME The district name.

CAMPUS NAME The most current name of the campus in TEA files.

The nine-digit number used by TEA to uniquely identify each campus in the

CAMPUS NUMBER
state.

Identification Years:

. The reason, if any, that the campus was identified for this list based on 2000-
YR_2001 2001 TAAS results or 2001 accountability ratings. The reason codes are
explained below.

. The reason, if any, that the campus was identified for this list based on 2001-
YR_2002 2002 TAAS results or 2002 accountability ratings. The reason codes are
explained below.

The reason, if any, that the campus was identified for this list based on 2002-

YR_2003 2003 TAKS results. The reason codes are explained below.

Reasons for Identification:

The TAAS/TAKS passing rate in Reading was below 50 percent for the tested

R grades at the campus.

W The TAAS/TAKS passing rate in Writing was below 50 percent for the tested
grades at the campus.

M The TAAS/TAKS passing rate in Mathematics was below 50 percent for the
tested grades at the campus.

LP The campus was rated Low-performing.

*  The 2001 and 2002 ratings were issued in August of those years and were in effect for the following
school year. For example, the 2002 ratings were based on TAAS results from the spring of the 2001-
2002 school year, and dropout rates from the 2000-2001 school year. The 2002 ratings remained in
effect throughout the 2002-03 school year.

Texas Education Agency, Office of Accountability and Data Quality
Division of Performance Reporting




Texas Education Agency
2003 canpuses with | ess than 50% of the students passing any readi ng,
writing or mathematics test on the year specific Texas assessnent instrument sunmed
across the grades tested at the school in any two of the three years: 2001, 2002 and
2003 or the school was rated Low performing in either 2001 or 2002

Campus
District Nane Canpus Nane Nunber Yr 2001 Yr 2002 Yr 2003
ALI EF |1 SD HEARNE EL 101903115 v . , ,LP y
ALPI NE | SD ALPI NE M DDLE 022901041 v ., ,LP y
ARLI NGTON | SD CARTER J H 220901041 v ., ,LP v
ARLI NGTON | SD CROW EL 220901103 ., , LP v v
ATHENS | SD ATHENS H S 107901001 ., ,LP v v
AUSTI N | SD BLACKSHEAR EL 227901105 ., ,LP y o v
AUSTI N | SD DOBlI E M DDLE 227901055 , ., ,LP v y
AUSTI N | SD JOHNSTON H S 227901003 ., ,LP v . M
AUSTI N | SD OAK SPRI NGS EL 227901125 . , ,LP ., ,LP v
AUSTI N | SD PEARCE M DDLE 227901048 A ., ,LP ., M
AUSTI N | SD REAGAN H S 227901006 ., ,LP v s R M
AUSTI N | SD SIMS EL 227901139 v , ., ,LP y
AVALON | SD AVALON SCHOCL 070901001 v ., ,LP v
BASTROP | SD CEDAR CREEK | NTERVED 011901106 v s ., ,LP v
BEAUMONT | SD CENTRAL SENNOR H'S 123910001 v ., ,LP , M
BRYAN | SD JANE LONG 021902045 v ., ,LP v
CALVERT | SD CALVERT H S 198902001 v ., ,LP , » M
CARROLLTON FARMVERS B MCWHORTER ELEMENTARY 057903129 v s ., ,LP v
CLEVELAND | SD CLEVELAND J H 146901041 v ., ,LP ., M
CLEVELAND | SD NORTHSI DE EL 146901102 v ., ,LP v
CLINT I SD CARROLL T WELCH M DD 071901043 v . . ,LP v
CROCKETT | SD CROCKETT EL 113901102 ., ,LP s C
DALLAS | SD ASCHER SI LBERSTEI N E 057905209 W ,LP v v
DALLAS | SD B H MACON EL 057905180 v ., ,LP v
DALLAS | SD BEN M LAM EL 057905184 v ., ,LP v
DALLAS | SD CI TY PARK EL 057905127 v ., ,LP v
DALLAS | SD D A HULCY M DDLE 057905063 vy ., ,LP , » M
DALLAS | SD DAVI D G BURNET EL 057905116 . » ,LP v y
DALLAS | SD EDNA ROAE EL 057905232 v ., , LP v
DALLAS | SD EDWARD TI TCHE EL 057905216 , »MLP v v
DALLAS | SD GEORGE W TRUETT EL 057905218 v ., ,LP v
DALLAS | SD HARRY C WTHERS EL 057905230 v ., ,LP v
DALLAS | SD JAMES S HOGG EL 057905157 v ., ,LP v
DALLAS | SD JOHN F PEELER EL 057905192 v s ., ,LP A
DALLAS | SD LAKEWDOD EL 057905171 ., ,LP A v
DALLAS | SD MARGARET B HENDERSON 057905152 W ,LP ., ,LP v
DALLAS | SD NANCY MOSELEY EL 057905187 . » ,LP v C
DALLAS | SD NATHANI EL HAWTHORNE 057905156 W ,LP v W,
DALLAS | SD NORTH DALLAS H S 057905024 v s ., ,LP A
DALLAS | SD ONESI MO HERNANDEZ EL 057905269 v s W | LP v
DALLAS | SD SAM HOUSTON EL 057905160 W ,LP ., ,LP v
DALLAS | SD WA BLAIR EL 057905109 v ., ,LP v
DI CKI NSON | SD DI CKINSON H S 084901001 ., ,LP y v
EAGLE MT- SAG NAW | SD HI GHLAND M DDLE 220918042 ., ,LP A v
EDGEWOCD | SD EDGEWOOD ACADEMY 015905007 v ., ,LP v
EL PASO | SD AUSTIN H S 071902002 v ., ,LP ., M
ELA N | SD BOOKER T WASHI NGTON 011902101 v ., ,LP v
FORT WORTH | SD EASTERN HI LLS H S 220905006 v ., ,LP , WM
FORT WORTH | SD NORTH SIDE H S 220905008 v s . , ,LP , » M
FORT WORTH | SD O D WATT H S 220905016 v s . . ,LP , M
FORT WORTH | SD PASCHAL H S 220905010 v ., ,LP v
FORT WORTH | SD SUCCESS H S 220905021 , WM v v M

FT STOCKTON | SD FORT STOCKTON H S 186902001 , , ,LP v ,



Texas Education Agency
2003 canpuses with | ess than 50% of the students passing any readi ng,
writing or mathematics test on the year specific Texas assessnent instrument sunmed
across the grades tested at the school in any two of the three years: 2001, 2002 and
2003 or the school was rated Low performing in either 2001 or 2002

Campus
District Nane Canpus Nane Nunber Yr 2001 Yr 2002 Yr 2003
GALVESTON | SD ROSENBERG EL 084902108 v ., ,LP y
GRAND PRAIRIE | SD JOHNSON EL 057910116 v , , ,LP y
GRAND PRAIRIE | SD SAM HOUSTON EL 057910107 ., ,LP v v
HEARNE | SD BLACKSHEAR EL 198905103 v ., ,LP v
HEARNE | SD HEARNE H S 198905002 ., ,LP v , M
HEARNE | SD HEARNE J H 198905042 s s ., ,LP , » M
HENDERSON | SD CHAMBERLAI N EL 201902105 . » ,LP v y
HI LLSBORO | SD H LLSBORO J H 109904041 v ., ,LP v
HOUSTON | SD BANNEKER- MCNAI R MVATH 101912388 v , »MLP WM
HOUSTON | SD GRI SSOM EL 101912262 ., ,LP v v
HOUSTON | SD JONES H S 101912006 . s ., ,LP , M
HOUSTON | SD MC WLLIAVS MDDLE 101912082 v . » ,LP s
HOUSTON | SD RYAN M DDLE 101912066 A ., ,LP ., M
HOUSTON | SD SAM HOUSTON H S 101912005 v ., ,LP , M
HOUSTON | SD TI NSLEY EL 101912374 v ., ,LP v s
HOUSTON | SD WALTRIP H S 101912015 v ., , LP v
HOUSTON | SD YATES H S 101912020 , ., ,LP v , M
JACKSONVI LLE | SD JACKSONVI LLE M DDLE 037904042 ., ,LP v v
JACKSONVI LLE | SD JCE WRI GHT ELEMENTAR 037904105 , ,» ,LP A v
JUDSON | SD PARK VI LLAGE EL 015916105 v s ., ,LP v
KI LLEEN | SD LI BERTY H LL M DDLE 014906049 v ., ,LP v
KI LLEEN | SD SM TH M DDLE 014906045 s ., ,LP v
KNOX ClI TY-O BRIEN CI KNOX CI TY EL 138902101 v W ,LP y
LA GLORIA | SD LA GLORIA EL 125906101 v W | LP v
LEW SVI LLE | SD HEDRI CK M DDLE 061902042 v ., ,LP v
LI BERTY | SD LI BERTY M DDLE 146906041 . » ,LP v v s
LUBBOCK | SD ALDERSON ACADEMY 152901151 v ., ,LP y
LYTLE | SD LYTLE JUNI OR HI GH SC 007904041 v ., ,LP v
MAGNOLI A | SD CEDRIC C SM TH 170906106 v s ., ,LP A
MANOR | SD DECKER ELEMENTARY SC 227907104 v s ., ,LP A
MANOR | SD MANOR M DDLE SCHOOL 227907041 v ., ,LP v
MARLI N | SD MARLI N EL 073903102 ., ,LP . , ,LP R M
M RANDO CI TY | SD M RANDO EL 240902101 v , ., ,LP y
MORGAN | SD MORGAN SCHOCL 018903001 A ., ,LP v
NACOGDCCHES | SD NETTI E MARSHALL EL 174904104 v s ., ,LP v
NACOGDCCHES | SD RAGUET EL 174904105 A ., ,LP v
NORTH FOREST | SD SMLEY HS 101909002 v s ., ,LP , M
NORTH FOREST | SD TI DWELL EL 101909109 v , ., ,LP y
NOVI CE | SD NOVI CE SCHOCL 042906001 v ., ,LP v
PALESTI NE | SD STORY EL 001907110 v ., ,LP v
PREMONT | SD PREMONT J H 125905041 v ., ,LP v
QUI NLAN | SD C B THOWSON M DDLE 116908041 v , , ,LP v
Rl CHARDSON | SD FOREST MEADOW J H 057916047 vy . » ,LP v
RI O GRANDE CITY C1SD RIO GRANDE CITY HS 214901001 ., ,LP v s , » M
ROUND ROCK | SD BLUEBONNET EL 246909118 v ., ,LP v
RUNGE | SD RUNGE H S 128903001 v ., ,LP v
SAN ANTONI O | SD CAMERON EL 015907114 v ., ,LP v
SAN ANTONI O | SD CARVAJAL EL 015907115 v W ,LP C
SAN ANTONI O | SD COOPER M DDLE 015907042 v ., ,LP y
SAN ANTONI O | SD DOUGLASS EL 015907119 v ., ,LP v
SAN ANTONI O | SD HARRI S M DDLE 015907047 v s ., ,LP v
SAN ANTONI O | SD HENRY CARRCLL EL 015907109 , , ,LP v v
SAN ANTONI O | SD ML KING M DDLE 015907056 s W ,LP , w M



writing or mathematics test on the year specific Texas assessment
across the grades tested at the school
2003 or the school

District Name

SAN ANTONI O | SD
SAN ANTONI O | SD
SAN DI EGO | SD

SI ERRA BLANCA | SD
SLI DELL | SD
SOMERVI LLE | SD
SPRI NG BRANCH | SD
TAYLCR | SD
TEMPLE | SD
TEXARKANA | SD
TORNI LLO | SD
TORNI LLO I SD
TYLER | SD

UNI TED | SD

WACO | SD

WACO | SD

W CHI TA FALLS | SD

W LMER- HUTCHI NS | SD

W NONA | SD
YSLETA |1 SD

Texas

Canmpus Name

PERSHI NG EL
VWHEATLEY M DDLE
BERNARDA JAIME J H

SI ERRA BLANCA SCHOOL

SLI DELL SCHOOL
SOMERVI LLE EL
WOODVI EW EL

NACOM PASEMANN EL
BONHAM M DDLE

DUNBAR | NTERMEDI ATE
TORNI LLO ELEMENTARY

TORNI LLO M DDLE
JOHN TYLER H S
JUAREZ/ LI NCOLN EL

BRAZOS M DDLE SCHOOL

WACO H S
WCH TA FALLS H S

KENNEDY- CURRY M DDLE

W NONA EL
RI VERSI DE H S

Educat.i

on

in any two of the three years:
was rated Low performing in either 2001 or 2002

Campus
Nurber

015907158
015907046
066902041
115902001
249908001
026902101
101920117
246911103
014909044
019907115
071908101
071908041
212905003
240903118
161914049
161914002
243905004
057920042
212910101
071905005
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