Houston County

Balanced Scorecard

Houston Co

State of GA

Gual Arss #1 Performance Measures
mal Area I
AA % of students g aduati g om the Houston Cou ty Schoal SYStEm

(from system AYP report including summer graduates)

06/07 | O7/08 | 08/09

1.1.A % of schools meeting Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) status

1.1.A % of employees utilizing standards implementation resources on
SharePoint

1.1.A % of content areas with grade level curriculum documents

1.1.C: % of all students meeting or exceeding standards on CRCT
Reading (DOE State Summary)

All students grades 1-8 Reading

3rd Grade Reading

5th Grade Reading

w oo |~ o

8th Grade Reading

72.3% | 75.4% | 78.9%

82.2% | 79.9% | 856.96%

87.4% | 89.4% | 89.7%

85.0% | 87.0% | 88.0%

86.0% | 88.0% | 88.0%

1.1.C: % of all students meeting or exceeding standards on CRCT Math

88.0% | 90.0% | 93.0%

- B (DOE State Summary)
z 11 | All students grades 1-8 Math 80.2% | 74.3% | 79.4%
2 12 | 3rd Grade Math 91.0% | 70.0% | 78.0%
o 13 | 5th Grade Math 88.0% | 71.0% | 79.0%
- 14 | 8th Grade Math 81.0% | 62.0% | 70.0%
% 15 1.1.C: % of grade 11 firsttime test takers passing the GHSGT (DOE State
- g Summary)
g g 16 | English/Language Ars 96.0% | 90.0% | 90.0%
% u% 17 | Math 92.0% | 92.0% | 94.0%
= o 18 | Science 74.0% | 86.0% | 88.0%
= - 19 | Social Studies 87.0% | 86.0% | 87.0%
§ 20 | Writing 89.0% | 91.0%
B?i 21 1.1.C: % of students meeting or exceeding standards on EQCT
assessments (DOE State Summary)
22 |9th grade Literature 68.0% | 73.0% | 76.0%
23 |American Literature 81.0% | 84.0% | 86.0%
24 (Math 1 NIA NIA NA
25 |Algebra 1 65.0% | 55.0% | 40.0%
26 |Geometry 63.0% | 61.0% | 47.0%
27 |Physical Science 62.0% | 63.0% | 67.0%
28 |Biology 58.0% | 61.0% | 64.0%
29 |US History ] 7.0% | 58.0% | 60.0%
30 |Economics 70.0% | T1.0% 70.0% 67.0% | 69.0% | 68.0%
3 :;;E;ﬁ of kindergarten students meeting or exceeding standards on
32 |ELA N/A N/A 80.1% NIA NIA NIA
23 [Math NIA N/A 84.6% NIA NIA NIA
0 2 34 [1.2.A; % of Elementary School Retentions MNIA NiA N/A
28 35 |1.2.A % of Middle School Retentions NIA N/A N/A
g5 1.2.A; % of students earning a qualifying score of 3,.4,0r 5 on Advanced
5 % 36 |Placement exam NIA NIA NIA
= 37 |1.2.A: Total # of student enroliment in Advanced (AP) Placement courses MNIA NIA N/A
T 38 |1.2.8: % of 9th graders on track to graduate (DOE Scoreboard) 64.0% | 67.6% |Pending
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Performance | Row Houston Co State of GA
Gmal Area ¥ _ _ Performance Measures
Objective | # 06/07 07/08 08/09 06/07 07/08 08/09
1.3.A2 % of sub-populations meeting or exceeding standards on CRCT
39 |Reading (DOE State Summary/ ED Data from State of GA K-12 Report
Card)
40 3rd grade White students 92.0% 93.0% 97.0%
41 3rd grade African-American students 78.0% 81.0% 82.0%
42 3rd grade Economically Disadvantaged (ED) students 78.0% 89.0% 90.0%
43 3rd grade Students with Disabilities (SWD) students 68.0% 69.0% 68.0%
44 3rd grade English Language Learner (ELL) students 59.0% 73.0% 76.0%
45 5th grade White students 92.0% 93.0% 93.0%
o 46 | 5th grade African-American students 78.0% 81.0% 82.0%
-..E 47 5th grade Economically Disadvantaged (ED) students 79.0% 89.0% 90.0%
E 43 5th grade Students with Disabilities (SWD) students 64.0% 61.0% 63.0%
EL 49 5th grade English Language Learner (ELL} students 57.0% 63.0% 65.0%
& 50 Bth grade White students 94.0% 95.0% 96.0%
- o 51 8th grade African-American students 83.0% 86.0% 89.0%
g _% 52 8th grade Economically Disadvantaged (ED) students 83.0% 90.0% 93.0%
g -E 53 8th grade Students with Disabilities (SWD) students 61.0% 64.0% 69.0%
= & 54 8th grade Enalish Language Learner (ELL) students 49.0% 53.0% 66.0%
& I 1.3.A2 % of sub-populations meeting or exceeding standards on CRCT
= E 55 math (DOE State Summary/ ED Data from State of GA K-12 Report Card))
a )
E z 56 3rd grade White students 95.0% 94.0% 81.0% 87.0%
o E 57 3rd grade African-American students 89.0% 85.0% 58.0% 67.0%
= 58 3rd grade Economically Disadvantaged (ED) students 89.0% 86.0% 60.0% 70.0%
E 59 3rd grade Students with Disabilities (WD) students 80.0% 73.0% 46.0% 52.0%
8 50 3rd grade English Language Learner (ELL) students 91.0% 76.0% 52.0% 63.0%
i 61 5th grade White students 96.0% 94.0% 80.0% 86.0%
- 62 5th grade African-American students 90.0% 82.0% 61.0% 71.0%
53 5th grade Economically Disadvantaged (ED) students 89.0% 83.0% 77.0% 82.0%
64 5th grade Students with Disabilities (SWD) students 73.0% 63.0% 39.0% 47.0%
65 5th grade English Language Learner (ELL) students 83.0% 70.0% 48.0% 59.0%
66 8th grade White students 94.0% 89.0% 73.0% 79.0%
67 8th grade African-American students 87.0% 72.0% 49.0% 58.0%
58 8th grade Economically Disadvantaged (ED) students 87.0% 73.0% 69.0% 71.0%
59 8th grade Students with Disabilities (SWD) students 68.0% 45.0% 27.0% 34.0%
70 8th grade English Language Learner (ELL) students 63.0% y 52.0% 37.0% 45.0%
Performance | Row Houston Co State of GA
Gual Ares 31 o Performance Measures
Objective | # 06/07 07/08 08/09 06/07 07/08 08/09
1.3.A2 % of sub-populations meeting or exceeding standards on the
71 |GHSGT(State of GAK-12 Report Card 06-07)
72 English GHSGT White students 84.0% 95.0% 95.0% 98.0% 94.0% 93.0%
73 English GHSGT African-American students 93.0% 84.0% 81.0%
74 English GHSGT Economically Disadvantaged (ED) students 93.0% 84.0% 87.0%
75 English GHSGT Students with Disabilities (SWD) students NIA 56.0% 56.0%
76 English GHSGT English Language Learners (ELL) students MNIA 54.0% 59.0%
- 77 | Math GHSGT White students 95.0% 95.0% 96.0%
5 78 | Math GHSGT African-American students 81.0% | 82.0% | 84.0%
% 79 Math GHSGT Economically Disadvantaged (ED) students 86.0% 88.0% 91.0%
§ 80 Math GHSGT Students with Disabilities (SWD) students NIA 59.0% 63.0%
E 81 Math GHSGT English Language Learners (ELL) students NIA 80.0% 83.0%
S 82 Science GHSGT White students 80.0% 92.0% 92.0%
E = 83 Science GHEGT African-American students 51.0% 75.0% 76.0%
E = 84 Science GHSGT Economically Disadvantaged (ED) students 61.0% 78.0% 84.0%
% § 85 Science GHSGT Students with Disabilities (SWD) students N/A 53.0% 55.0%
£ z 86 Scicnce CHECT English Language Learners (ELL) students N/A 658.0% 60.0%
‘g E 87 Social Studies White students 91.0% 90.0% 90.0%
= 3 88 | Secial Studies African-American students 73.0% 72.0% 76.0%
& G 89 | Social Studies Economically Disadvantaged (ED) students 78.0% 78.0% 81.0%
E 90 Social Studies Students with Disabilities (SWD) students N/A 53.0% 56.0%
= 91 Social Studies English Language Learners (ELL) students NIA 51.0% 62.0%
g 92 | writing White students 94.0% 93.0% 93.0%
- 93 | Writing African-American students 84.0% 83.0% 85.0%
- 94 | Writing Economically Disadvantaged (ED) students 84.0% 83.0% 86.0%
95 Writing Students with Disabilities (SWD) students 53.0% 55.0% 60.0%
96 | Writing English Language Learners (ELL) students 50.0% 53.0% 65.0%
o7 1.3.A:# of co-taughtinclusion classes being pravided for Students with
Disahilities
9§ |1.3.A: % of ELL students making progress in attaining English proficiency 53.3% 84.1% 69.6%
99 |1.3.A: % of ELL students attaining English proficiency 6.9% 12.6% 13.8%
100 1.3.A4: System meeting Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) in the ELL sub-

population




Performance |Row Houston Co
Snal Mrra B2 N Performance Measures
Objective | # 06/07 07/08 08/09
o = 1 |2.1.A Student perception of safety MN/A MN/A MN/A
= § 2 |2.1.A: Parent perception of safety MN/A MN/A 85.0%
o £
@ é g 3 |2.1.A Staff perception of safety MN/A MN/A 859.0%
=
E E E E 4 |2.1.B: % of elementary school students absent 15 days or less 96.2% 86.2%
E == ) -
g E @ g 5 [2.1.B: % of middle school students absent 15 days or less m
= w 6 [2.1.B: % of high school students absent 15 days or less m
=
w
[
2 i 7 |2.2.A4 % of families registered for SmartWeb MNIA 76.0% T4.19%
5 % 8 [2.2.B: # of website visits NIA N/A 2,729,398
z 5 9 |2.2.B: # of survey respondents N/A N/A 1189
= o
S = 10 |2.2.B: % of satisfied student survey responses MN/A MN/A MN/A
E =i
[7] ]
= t E . : . N
E?'i s § 11 EEf.ri.ra.:ﬁlrigﬁar;irlltﬁég}uarmans who feel welcome in their child's school NIA NIA
= 2.2.B: % of parents/guardians who are satisfied with the level of
S 12 |communication frem the Houston County School System (from survey MN/A MN/A 79.0%
§ results)
L
i 2.2.B: % of staff who are satisfied with the level of communication fram the .
o = Haouston County School System (from survey results) N/A N/A 70.4%
Performance |Row Houston Co
P o Performance Measures
Objective | # 06/07 07/08 08/09
= 1 |3.1.4 % of on-time bus arrival to school MN/A MN/A 898.5%
E 2 |3.1.A HCBOE at fault bus accidents per 1 million miles
_E 3 |3.1.B: % of system average SMP health and sanitation inspection scores
o
z 4 |[3.1.B: % of breakfast participation
g " 5 [3.1.B: % of lunch participation T77.0%
'E E 3.1.B: # of nutrition education experiences provided to students and
E § 6 stakeholders an a yearly basis. 4289
= =2
- El 7 [31.C #of non-permanent classrooms in use 136
a
E m 8 [3.1.C: Average response time for emergency maintenance work orders 5 hours
% = g |3.1.C: % of warehouse inventory variance
Lo
E = 10 |3.1.0: Average days to close technology support work orders
o3
= 11 |3.1.D: Ratio of students-to-computers
s
%
o ° 12 |3 1. A % of Title | highly qualified teachers
& £ o 13 |3.2.A % of non-Title | highly qualified teachers
© E § § 14 |3.2 A % of highly qualified paraprofessionals
SNy .;.E_ 15 |3.2 A # of instructional vacancies on the first day of school
[on]
16 |3.2.B: % of cerified staff retention
17 |3.2.B: % of classified workforce turnover
=
Bc-w o - - -
£53 3 18 [3.3.A number of previous years auditfindings
ﬁ % lg g 19 [3.3.A: % of direct classroom expenditures
o = | 20 |3.3.A % of next day warehouse deliveries
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Performance [Row Houston Co
Goal Area #4 biecti Performance Measures
Objective [ # 06/07 07/08 08/09
4.1.A: % of satisfied professional learning responses on administrator
1 P grese N/A N/A N/A
o survey
c 4.1.B: % of system special education teachers trained in the co-teachin
5 2 ysTem sp g N/A | 58.0%
Q@ model
© - - - -
c 4.1.B: % of system general education teachers trained in the co-teachin
5 3 ystem g 1 NA | 320%
@ model
QL
% 4 (4.1.B: % of ESOL teachers trained in the WIDA standards N/A 100%
()
Ke)
S 5 |4.1.B: % of ESOL Collaborative teachers trained in the WIDA standards N/A N/A
©
> 4.1.B: % of satisfied certified responses on professional learnin
S 8 evaluations P P ’ N/A N/A 99.69%
S 0 0
e 4.1.C: % of satisfied classified responses on professional learning
= a
E 5 “evaluations N/A N/A 100.0%
o) < 8 4.1 C: % of participants satisfied with the Houston County Leadership
g Summit 95.2%
IS
(o))
£
g 9 [4.2.A District accredited
@ c
- [}
g 10 |4.2.A: % of SACS accredited schools
>
g_ 11 4.2 .A: Utilization of a district Balanced Scorecard
S
2 @ 12 4.2.A: % of schools with continuous improvement plans aligned with
S A system goals
S
= O
s g 13 [4.2.A: % of schools with a central office Better Seeking Team member
o
[
% 14 [4.2.A: % of schools implementing a balanced scorecard (2009-2010)
E 15 4.2 A # of schools participating in a system Georgia Assessment of
& Performance of School Standards (GAPSS) Analysis
<
16 |4.2.A:# of Board Members meeting state Board Certification requirements
Rating Scale: 0 - Baseline
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