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INSTRUCTIONS

Section 200.105(a)(d)(3) of the regulations for the Innovative Assessment Demonstration Authority provide that State(s) receiving the authority
must report the following annually to the Secretary, at such time and in such manner as the Secretary may reasonably require:

(i) An update on implementation of the innovative assessment demonstration authority, including--
(A) The SEA’s progress against its timeline under 34 CFR 200.106(c) and any outcomes or results from its evaluation and continuous
improvement process under 34 CFR 200.106(e); and
(B) If the innovative assessment system is not yet implemented statewide consistent with 34 CFR 200.104(2)(2), a description of the
SEA’s progress in scaling up the system to additional LEAs or schools consistent with its strategies under 34 CFR 200.106(a)(3)(i),
including updated assurances from participating LEAs consistent with paragraph (e)(2) of this section.
(ii) The performance of students in participating schools at the State, LEA, and school level, for all students and disaggregated for each subgroup
of students described in section 1111(c)(2) of the Act, on the innovative assessment, including academic achievement and participation data
required to be reported consistent with section 1111(h) of the Act, except that such data may not reveal any personally identifiable information.
(iii) If the innovative assessment system is not yet implemented statewide, school demographic information, including enrollment and student
achievement information, for the subgroups of students described in section 1111(c)(2) of the Act, among participating schools and LEAs and for
any schools or LEAs that will participate for the first time in the following year, and a description of how the participation of any additional
schools or LEASs in that year contributed to progress toward achieving high-quality and consistent implementation across demographically diverse
LEAs in the State consistent with the SEA’s benchmarks described in 34 CFR 200.106(a)(3)(iii).
(iv) Feedback from teachers, principals and other school leaders, and other stakeholders consulted under paragraph (a)(2) of this section, including
parents and students, from participating schools and LEASs about their satisfaction with the innovative assessment system;
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In addition, Title I, Part B, section 1204(c)(2) of the Act requires that progress shall be reported based on the annual information submitted by

participating States described in subsection (€)(2)(B)(ix) and examine the extent to which—

(A) with respect to each innovative assessment system—
(i) the State educational agency has solicited feedback from teachers, principals, other school leaders, and parents about their satisfaction with
the innovative assessment system;
(i) teachers, principals, and other school leaders have demonstrated a commitment and capacity to implement or continue to implement the
innovative assessment system; and
(iii) substantial evidence exists demonstrating that the innovative assessment system has been developed in accordance with the requirements
of subsection (e)

(B) each State with demonstration authority has demonstrated that—
(i) the same innovative assessment system was used to measure the achievement of all students that participated in the innovative assessment
system; and
(i) of the total number of students, and the total number of each of the subgroups of students defined in section 1111(c)(2), eligible to
participate in the innovative assessment system in a given year, the State assessed in that year an equal or greater percentage of such eligible
students, as measured under section 1111(c)(4)(E), as were assessed in the State in such year using the assessment system under section
1111(b)(2).

Definitions:
e Participating LEA means an LEA in the State with at least one school participating in the innovative assessment demonstration authority.

e Participating school means a public school in the State in which the innovative assessment system is administered under the innovative
assessment demonstration authority instead of, or in addition to, the statewide assessment under section 1111(b)(2) of the Act and where
the results of the school’s students on the innovative assessment system are used by its State and LEA for purposes of accountability and
reporting under section 1111(c) and 1111(h) of the Act.

To meet the requirements for this annual performance report, please provide the requested information in each of the sections that follow. The
U.S. Department of Education understand that coronavirus may have affected the development and implementation of innovative assessment
systems during the reporting year (2021-22). To the extent your SEA would like to provide more context or details related to these impacts,
please incorporate them into your responses where relevant.
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I: Progress toward Plan and Timeline

Provide a description of the SEA’s (or Consortium’s) progress towards its plan and timeline in its approved application:

Dates Activities Status (completed, in progress, delayed or | Parties Responsible

deferred)

2021-2022 Contract with external technical assistance Completed Georgia Department of
provider to support the state’s innovative Education (GaDOE)
assessment pilot.

2021-2022 The GaDOE’s Program Manager will Delayed — The Georgia General Assembly GaDOE
oversee the project with support from the has not appropriated funds for these
Assessment Specialist while the positions.

Accountability Specialist, Database
Developer, and Web Application Developer
work to include pilot assessment data in the
state’s accountability system.
2021-2022 Georgia will request funding from the Delayed — The Georgia General Assembly GaDOE

General Assembly to support the technical
assistance contract in future years as well as
the state-level project management
positions.

has not appropriated funds for technical
assistance or positions. Due to COVID-19
budget constraints, the GaDOE Assessment
budget was reduced for 2020-2021 and was
not restored for 2021-2022 or 2022-2023.
Despite these reductions, GaDOE can
continue to provide technical assistance to
the IADA consortia in 2022-2023 consistent
with what was provided in 2021-2022.
Additional funding will also be provided in
2022-2023 to support the review of
comparability evidence. There is no funding,
however, for the state-level project
management positions.
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If the innovative assessment system is not yet implemented statewide, provide a description of the SEA’s progress in scaling up the system to
additional LEAs or schools.

Scaling the innovative assessment systems to additional LEAs or schools is the responsibility of the consortia throughout the IADA period. Each
consortia has a process for adding districts to their consortia and the State has issued guidance for the consortia to add new districts to the
IADA annually. Additional information about the consortia’s progress in scaling their innovative assessment systems to additional LEAs and
schools can be found in the GMAP and Putnam Consortium sections of this Annual Performance Report.

In addition, to better inform the progress of scaling up the system, please provide:
e The list of LEAs that participated in the 2021-22 school year.
For each participating LEA, the list of participating schools in 2021-21.
For each participating school, the grade(s) and subject(s) in which the innovative assessment system was administered in 2021-22.
The list of LEAs that will participate in the 2022-23 school year.
For each participating LEA, the list of participating schools in 2022-23.
For each participating school, the grade(s) and subject(s) in which the innovative assessment system will be administered in 2022-23 (a
sample of the data structure is provided below; if the list of participating LEAs and schools is long, it may be submitted as an attachment).

The table below provides the number of districts (LEAs) participating in each consortium for each year of the IADA.

Year 1 Year 2 Year 3 Year 4
2019-2022 2020-2021 2021-2022 2022-2023
GMAP districts 9 14 20 18
Putnam districts 12 18 12 10

Additional information about participating LEAs and schools can be found in the GMAP and Putnam Consortium sections of this Annual

Performance Report.
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Provide any outcomes or results from its evaluation and continuous improvement process regarding the SEA’s progress in scaling up the system.
This information may come from the State’s annual evaluation of its IADA assessment system. The information should include how data,
feedback, evaluation results, and other information are used to improve the quality of the IADA assessment system (e.g., summary report of
recommended changes from teachers/principals/school leaders, summary feedback from test administrator or scorer training, summary feedback
from parent meetings). Please attach a copy of the annual evaluation.

WestEd is the state’s IADA technical assistance provider. Their IADA Annual Technical Assistance Report for Year 2 (2020-2021), which includes
information on the state’s progress toward full implementation and lessons learned can be found in Appendix A. The Year 3 (2021-2022)
report will be available in Fall 2022. Georgia’s IADA Annual State Report for Year 2 (2020-2021), which includes information on progress made,
technical steps to be addressed, and practical and policy considerations, can be found in Appendix B. The Year 3 (2021-2022) report will be
available in December 2022. Reports can be found at https://www.gadoe.org/Curriculum-Instruction-and-
Assessment/Assessment/Pages/Assessment-Innovation-and-Flexibility.aspx.

Additional information about the consortia’s progress in scaling their innovative assessment systems to additional LEAs and schools can be
found in the GMAP and Putnam Consortium sections of this Annual Performance Report.
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Do you plan to administer the operational versions of the innovative assessments for some schools in the state, provide individual student reports,
and use the results in state and local report cards and in the State’s federal accountability system in place of the regular state assessment for at least
one grade and one subject area in 2022-2023?

No, Georgia will not administer the operational version of either innovative assessment in place of the regular state assessment for any school
in the state for 2022-2023. Both consortia are required to demonstrate comparability with the state’s assessment system prior to
implementing their innovative assessment systems in lieu of the state assessment system during the IADA period. Georgia’s IADA technical
assistance provider, WestEd, assisted the state in developing a comparability evidence document for this purpose. This document is provided
in Appendix C and was reviewed and approved by Georgia’s IADA TAC. As of the end of Year 3, neither consortium has presented any
comparability evidence to WestEd, the IADA TAC, or the Georgia Department of Education.

Do you plan to administer the operational versions of the innovative assessments for some schools in the state, provide individual student reports,
and use the results in state and local report cards and in the State’s federal accountability system in place of the regular state assessment for at least
one grade and one subject area in 2023-2024?

It is unknown if Georgia will administer the operational version of either innovative assessment in place of the regular state assessment for
any school in any grade or subject area in the state for 2023-2024. Both consortia are required to demonstrate comparability with the state’s
assessment system prior to implementing their innovative assessment systems in lieu of the state assessment system during the IADA period.
Both consortia are planning their first full through-year field test in 2022-2023 and plan to present comparability evidence to WestEd, the
IADA TAC, and the Georgia Department of Education. If either or both consortia are successful in demonstrating comparability to the state
assessment system and receiving approval from the State Board of Education prior to the start of the 2023-2024 school year, they will be able

to implement their innovative assessment system operationally in 2023-2024.

Information pertaining to Sections Il = IX can be found in the GMAP and Putnam Consortium sections of this Annual Performance Report.

10
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If the innovative assessment system will initially be administered in a subset of LEAS or schools in a State, please attach an assurance from the
SEA that affirms it has collected assurances from each participating LEA that the LEA will comply with all requirements of this section.

Below is a summary of the LEAs that were members of the two consortia in Years 1-3, as well as the LEAs that are members of the two consortia
in Year 4 (2022-2023). Additionally, the LEAs for which assurances have been provided to the SEA are indicated.

LEA

GMAP

Barrow County
Clayton County
Dalton City

Floyd County
Haralson County
Jackson County
Jasper County
Marietta City

Polk County
Chattooga County
Evans County
Oglethorpe County
Social Circle City
Trion City
Georgia Cyber Academy
Calhoun City
Colquitt County
Houston County
Seminole County

Member in Year 1

2019-2020

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes (affiliate)
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

Member in Year 2

2020-2021

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

Yes (affiliate)
Yes (affiliate)
Yes (affiliate)
Yes (affiliate)
Yes (affiliate)

Yes (participating)

Member in Year 3

2021-2022

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

Yes (affiliate)
Yes (affiliate)
Yes (affiliate)

Yes (affiliate)
Yes (participating)
Yes (affiliate)
Yes (affiliate)
Yes (affiliate)
Yes (affiliate)

Member in Year 4

2022-2023

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

Yes
Yes
Yes

Yes (affiliate)
Yes (affiliate)
Yes (affiliate)

Yes (affiliate)

Yes (affiliate)
Yes (affiliate)
Yes (affiliate)
Yes (affiliate)

LEA has provided
assurances to SEA

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes



Treutlen County
Chattahoochee County
Elbert County

Putnam

Calhoun City
Cook County
Dougherty County
Evans County
Fayette County
Floyd County
Liberty County
Mclntosh County
Oglethorpe County
Pike County
Putnam County
Vidalia City

Ben Hill County
Candler County
Chattooga County
Echols County
Emanuel County
Mitchell County
Peach County
Scintilla Charter Academy
Statesboro STEAM Academy
Troup County

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
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Yes
Yes
Yes

Yes
Yes
Yes

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
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Yes (affiliate)
Yes (participating)
Yes (participating)

Yes

Yes
Yes

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

Yes
Yes

Yes
Yes

Yes (affiliate)
Yes (participating)
Yes (participating)

Yes

Yes
Yes

Yes
Yes

Yes
Yes

Yes
Yes
Yes

Yes
Yes
Yes

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

Yes
Yes

Yes
Yes
Yes
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XI: Budget
Please describe any changes to the budget that vary from the approved application budget.

The two consortia are bearing the cost of developing its innovative assessment systems. The state of Georgia is seeking funds from the
General Assembly to perform the following activities:

e Contract annually with an external technical assistance provider to support the innovative assessment pilot.

e Fund five state-level positions to manage the innovative assessment pilot.

e Contract with an independent, external provider to evaluate the technical quality of the proposed innovative assessments (planned

for year 5).
Category Cost Included in Available for FY20 Available for FY21 Available for FY22 Available for FY23
IADA Application Year 1 (2019-2020) Year 2 (2020-2021) Year 3 (2021-2022) Year 4 (2022-2023)
Technical assistance  $250,000 $174,691 $105,908 $120,083 $174,013
The RFP process Due to COVID-19 The same level of Funding was
resulted in less budget cuts, all technical support increased to allow
funding needed to GaDOE Assessment provided in FY21 was WestEd and the
provide the level of programs were provided for FY22. IADA TAC to review
support described in  reduced. TAC the consortia’s
the RFP. meetings were comparability
transitioned to evidence.
virtual meetings and
the number of
technical assistance
hours provided to
the consortia was
reduced.
Personnel 781,888 SO SO S0 SO
Independent $1,164,000 N/A N/A N/A N/A

technical evaluation (estimated)

13
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The Georgia General Assembly also provided a one-time allocation to the consortia in the Fiscal Year 2021 Amended Budget. Each
consortium was provided with $250,000 to support their development activities. The funds were provided to both consortia in spring 2021.
No additional funding was provided in Fiscal Year 2022 (2021-2022).

14
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XI1: Certification

To the best of my knowledge and belief, all data in this annual performance report are true and correct and the report fully discloses all known
weaknesses concerning the accuracy, reliability, and completeness of the data.

Name of Authorized Representative: Title:

Allison Timberlake Deputy Superintendent for Assessment & Accountability

Signature: Date (month/day/year):

A{ | /Lw_ "y 9/30/2022

15
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State of Georgia Appendices
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GEORGIA INNOVATIVE ASSESSMENT
PILOT PROGRAM

TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE ANNUAL REPORT

INTRODUCTION

The purpose of this Technical Assistance Annual Report is to summarize how the technical assistance
needs of Georgia’'s Innovative Assessment Pilot Program (IAPP) consortia have been addressed
through meetings with a Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) and meetings with WestEd, Georgia's
IAPP technical assistance provider, during the second year of implementation. Lessons learned and
recommendations for future pilot program activities are also included.

During the first year of implementation, as described in the Year 1 IAPP Technical Assistance Annual
Report, a number of key themes emerged:

e delays due to COVID-19 and impacts to the IAPP timelines,

e challenges of comparability and assessment for accountability,

e resource challenges associated with building and scaling new assessments, and
e benefits and limitations of an assessment competition.

These themes have carried forward into Year 2. In fact, as disruptive as COVID-19 was during the 2019-
20 school year, 2020-21 was in many respects worse. Although most schools offered in-person
instruction in Fall 2020, COVID-19 cases and rolling quarantines resulted in continued disruptions to
education. Rather than impacting the last two or three months of school, the pandemic resulted in
profound changes to education for the entire school year. States, including Georgia, again sought
waivers from the federal government for statewide accountability testing in spring 2021. Although the
federal government did not permit testing to be cancelled for a second year, test results were not
used for federal accountability. Nevertheless, given concerns about health, safety, and instructional
time, testing may have been seen as a lower priority: student participation rates in spring 2021 for the
Georgia Milestones assessments were noticeably lower than usual, dropping from an average of 99%
in 2019 to a range of 59% to 78% in 2021, depending on grade and subject. Given the havoc the
pandemic has wreaked within and far beyond the education system, Georgia's IAPP has also faced
delays and slow progress. Neverthless, the two consortia—the Georgia MAP Partnership and the
Putnam Consortium—have continued to move forward with developing their assessment programs,
while pivoting to serve their partner school districts during this challenging time.

In this Year 2 report we describe the areas where the two consortia have made progress, the impact
of pandemic delays on each consortium'’s timelines, and the process of defining the evaluation criteria
to determine whether the consortia assessments may be used in lieu of the current statewide




assessment system. We also summarize the technical assistance provided by WestEd and the TAC.
The psychometric issues highlighted in the narrative are described in greater depth in Appendix 1,
which includes four TAC reports—one for each consortium summarizing the TAC meetings held in
December 2020 and July 2021.

PROGRAM REQUIREMENTS AND TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE PRIORITIES

Georgia's IAPP was authorized under Georgia Senate Bill 362 and the United States Department of
Education Innovative Assessment Demonstration Authority (IADA). Two groups of school districts—
the Putnam Consortium (Putnam) and the Georgia MAP Assessment Partnership (GMAP)—were
granted the authority to develop new accountability assessments. Districts participating in the GMAP
and the Putnum consortia can administer a new assessment program (either the Georgia MAP
assessment in the GMAP consortium or the Navvy system of assessments in Putnam) in place of the
state’s summative Georgia Milestones tests once the new assessments have demonstrated
comparability to Georgia Milestones and received approval from the state. The original timeline for
the consortia to demonstrate comparability was a five-year period, beginning in fall 2019 and
completing in summer 2024. It may be possible to receive a two-year extension from the federal
government, which would allow the pilot to continue through summer of 2026.

To support the Putnam and GMAP consortia, the Georgia Department of Education (GaDOE)
contracted with WestEd to provide technical assistance to both consortia. Technical assistance is
provided through two primary mechanisms: 1) WestEd meetings with the consortia to discuss the IAPP
goals, project roadblocks, and psychometric considerations, and 2) twice-yearly technical advisory
committee (TAC) meetings facilitated by WestEd where the consortia can get assessment advice from
industry experts. One important outcome of the Year 2 technical assistance was the formalization of
Comparability Guidelines. This section will summarize the WestEd-consortia meetings, the
development of the Comparability Guidelines, and the TAC meetings.

WestEd-Consortia Technical Assistance Meetings

Due to budget cuts within GaDOE, funds for WestEd staff time to provide direct technical assistance
were significantly reduced. During Year 1, 114 hours of WestEd staff time were available to Putnam
and GMAP, compared to only 12 in Year 2. Despite this reduction, the consortia did not use all of the
hours. GMAP used 8 while Putnam used only 1. One possible explanation for the lack of use of the
technical assistance is that planned data analysis was not possible after spring 2020 due to pandemic
testing cancellations. Thus, comparability analyses and related psychometric considerations were put
on hold. During the meetings with the two consortia during Year 2, WestEd worked with the consortia
on preparations and topic selection for upcoming TAC meetings, comparability and statewide
accountability readiness, and alignment studies. WestEd also served as a liaison between the




consortia and GaDOE when questions about Georgia Milestones policies and documentation or
comparability requirements arose.

Nevertheless, better use could be made of WestEd's technical assistance, which is available at no cost
to the consortia. For example, validity and comparability research plans could be discussed, analysis
specifications could be reviewed, and several aspects of comparability that are not reliant on data
could have been explored (e.g., test administration and security, stakeholder engagement). WestEd
will continue to encourage the consortia to make active use of the technical assistance hours,
identifying potential topics to discuss, and leveraging some of the hours for review of comparability
documentation.

During Year 2, WestEd used the remaining technical assistance hours that had not been used by the
consortia to develop a Comparability Guidelines document (see Appendix 3 for the full document;
more description can be found in the section that follows).

Comparability Guidelines

It is an IADA requirement that comparability be established for a new assessment before it can be
used in lieu of the state's existing accountability assessment. Thus, comparability has always been
top-of-mind for Georgia's two IAPP consortia. The IADA comparability requirement is that students
receive equivalent achievement level classifications regardless of the assessment they take. In other
words, a student classified as proficient on Georgia Milestones should also be classified as proficient
by Navvy or GMAP. However, the IADA statistical comparability requirement is a small part of the
comparability evidence that the consortia must provide to the Georgia Department of Education for
evaluation. As part of their IADA applications, the consortia also committed to other requirements,
such as making accommodations available for English learners and students with disabilities to
allow for their participation in the consortia assessments at the same rates that they would
participate in state assessments (see assurances in Appendix 2).

During Year 1 and the beginning of Year 2, the consortia and TAC discussed comparability and the
associated requirements for providing valid and reliable data to be used in Georgia's state
accountability system. Throughout Year 2, the following questions were revisited:

e What evidence would the TAC deem sufficient for performance level comparability?

e What were the specific criteria that the consortia would be held to when their assessment
programs were evaluated?

To help address these questions, Comparability Guidelines were documented to serve as a
comprehensive checklist, similar to the peer review templates that states must submit to the U.S.
Department of Education.! The Comparability Guidelines build on the original assurances, making the

! https://www2.ed.gov/admins/lead/account/saa/assessmentpeerreviewsubmissionindexacdemic.doc




requirements more concrete, and providing examples of the types of evidence that address each of
the requirements. WestEd drafted the Comparability Guidelines, they were reviewed by both GaDOE
and the IAPP TAC, feedback was incorporated, and the final set was approved and provided to the two
consortia in July 2021.

As noted in the Year 1 report, the comparability criteria related to achievement level classifications is
not an unattainable bar for the consortia to meet. However, other requirements that existing state
assessments have to meet for federal and state accountability purposes (e.g., test security,
accommodations for students with disabilities and English learners) significantly increase the
demands on the consortia assessments. The Comparability Guidelines document describes six
different categories with a total of over 30 separate criteria for which consortia assessments must
provide evidence to ensure that they can support the same high-stakes decisions that are currently
made on the basis of Georgia Milestones scores. Specifically, the state uses student scores on Georgia
Milestones for grade retention and promotion decisions, as part of course grades in high school, in
teacher and leader evaluations, and as a key component of its College and Career Ready Performance
Index (CCRPI) accountability metrics. Consortia assessments must therefore meet a high bar for
quality, accessibility, security, and other aspects of their assessments.

One concern raised in the Year 1 annual report was that the timeline might already be too short for
the consortia to assemble all of the necessary comparability evidence, have it reviewed by the TAC
and GaDOE, and be approved for use in lieu of Georgia Milestones within the five-year project
timeline. As shown in Figure 1, it is likely that the first operational administration could not take place
until 2024-25, beyond the current five-year pilot program timeline.

Figure 1. Current IAPP Timeline
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Given the disrupted 2020-21 school year, it is even more likely that Year 6 might be the first year of
implementation of GMAP or Navvy in lieu of Georgia Milestones, unless comparability can be fully
established using data from 2021-22. Furthermore, both consortia have planned to establish
comparability for English Language Arts (ELA) and mathematics assessments first, with science
following by one year. Thus, Year 7 might be the first year of implementation of GMAP or Navvy in
place of Georgia Milestones for science. Additionally, Grade 8 social studies and U.S.History were not
part of the original plans submitted by the consortia in their IADA applications, yet they are part of the
current statewide assessment system and will also need to be provided by the consortia in the future,
meaning implementation of the full suite of Georgia Milestones-comparable assessments is likely at
least two years beyond the original project timeline.
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Another impact to the timeline is that the evidence submitted to document comparability will need to
go through a series of review steps (see Figure 2). First, the

consortia will provide information to WestEd, who will review Figure 2. Comparability Review
for completeness and then route it to TAC members for review Process

once it is deemed ready. The TAC will then review the
documentation, provide feedback, and if necessary, review
revisions. Once the TAC approves the documentation as
complete and adequately supporting comparability, a GaDOE
state panel will review it. Once GaDOE signs off, the State
Board of Education will review for final approval. Should
assessments be approved, consortium districts will be notified
that the consortium assessment can be used in place of
Georgia Milestones and their accountability evaluations.
Because both Navvy and GMAP are through-year assessments,
schools, parents, and students will also need to be notified of
a change in assessment used for accountability prior to the
start of the school year because the first administrations of the
through-year assessments could start soon after the school
year begins.
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The multi-step nature of this review process will take some
time. To make the process more efficient, WestEd is working
with the consortia to stagger the flow of information.
Nonetheless, it is critical that the evidence be thoroughly
reviewed and strengthened as needed through the process, as Comrggﬂg:;gon to
some of the same types of evidence would ultimately be

required for federal peer review if one of the consortia

assessments becomes the statewide assessment system in

Georgia.
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Biannual TAC Meetings

WestEd planned and hosted two TAC meetings during Year 2 of the Georgia IAPP. Each consortium
met with the TAC for one day at each meeting. Participant districts, their test development partners,
WestEd, GaDOE, the Governor's Office of Student Achievement (GOSA), and the TAC's expert advisors
took part in the TAC meetings. The meetings, convened virtually, took place December 14-15, 2020
and July 7-8, 2021. The IAPP TAC includes the following assessment policy and measurement experts:

e Wayne Camara, Distinguished Scientist for Measurement Innovation, Law School Admissions
Council

e Gregory Cizek, Professor of Educational Measurement and Evalution, School of Education,
University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill




e Stuart Kahl, Senior Technical Consultant/Advisor in Assessment, Kahl Balanced Assessment
Practices

e Lillian Pace, Senior Director of National Policy, KnowledgeWorks
e Stanley Rabinowitz, Senior Technical Advisor, Pearson
e Steven Sireci, President, Sireci Psychometric Services

WestEd facilitated the TAC meetings and worked with the consortia to create an agenda of topics on
which TAC feedback and advice was desired. During the July meeting, WestEd presented the
Comparability Guidelines, and approximately half of the meeting was dedicated to updating the TAC
and the consortia about the document as well as providing time for questions and answers. Both
before and after the TAC meeting, members of the TAC provided feedback on the Comparability
Guidelines. Once the feedback was incorporated, the TAC approved the final version.

During the biannual meetings, the TAC provided advice about both technical and pragmatic aspects
of each consortium'’s assessments. They also helped to identify issues that the consortia may not
have considered, but which could become very important issues to address. For example, the TAC
noted that both consortia would need to determine how to handle a student who moves into a
district or state midway through the year. For Navvy, administering a separate assessment for every
standard in such cases may not be feasible, and an alternative will be needed. Likewise, GMAP must
consider how to assess students who were not in the district during fall and winter administrations if
those administrations would typically contribute to students’ summative scores.

The specific process for calculating summative scores has yet to be determined by either
consortium. During Year 2 meetings, TAC members pushed both consortia to finalize their approach,
given that it is fundamental to establishing comparability and must be decided in order to complete
field test analyses in spring 2022. The TAC also encouraged the consortia to think about the
definition of the summative score and what it reflects in terms of how learning is measured in its
calculation. For example, should the summative score be a summation of scores that reflect student
content mastery immediately after instruction or should it reflect content knowledge retained at the
end of the school year? The way learning is defined by the consortia and described through the
summative score may or may not be consistent with the way it is defined and described through
summative scores on Georgia Milestone. Thus, the definition of content mastery may not be strictly
comparable, and TAC members advised that differences be carefully considered and justified.

In fact, a consistent theme throughout the TAC meetings was that the consortia should critically
evaluate differences between their assessment solution and the current state content standards
and assessments. The differences should not only be justified based on a consortium'’s theory of
action (e.g., greater instructional or diagnostic value), but these theories should be empirically tested
to provide evidence that differences are leading to improvements.

The TAC also cautioned about using 2020-21 results for comparability analyses given concerns about
opportunity to learn and motivation during an administration that did not count for federal




accountability. The TAC also noted that one of the most important considerations for any analysis is
the representativeness of the consortium'’s participants in comparison to the state’'s demographic
and achievement profile. Without representativeness, results may not be generalizable. Thus, the
consortia should evaluate representativeness each year as participating districts join and leave.

Finally, the Comparability Guidelines presented in July clarified how the consortia assessments
would need to support calculation of the state's CCRPI accountability metrics, and TAC members
noted that the consortia will need to explore options and determine how they will provide similar
metrics for state accountability. Figure 3 provides a summary of the TAC feedback from the two
meetings held during Year 2.

Figure 3. Summary of 2020-21 (Year 2) TAC Feedback
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PROGRESS TOWARD FULL IMPLEMENTATION

GMAP is based on NWEA's MAP Growth assessment system, which was used in some Georgia school
districts prior to IAPP. Likewise, Navvy ELA and mathematics assessments have been administered in
the Putnam school district since 2017. Thus, both consortia began the IAPP by leveraging assessments
that were used in Georgia prior to the pilot. NWEA and Navvy have existing item pools, established
test designs, and psychometric modeling decisions that provided a basis upon which to build out their
assessment solutions. Nevertheless, the pandemic has impacted the original timelines proposed in
Georgia's IADA application, pushing back some benchmarks by at least a year.

Figure 4 shows the original GMAP timeline. GMAP had dedicated time in the first two years to
understanding the alignment of MAP Growth assessments to the Georgia Standards of Excellence and
developing new items for GMAP to better align to the Georgia standards. This work has moved
forward despite the pandemic, and thus, GMAP’s timeline has not been impacted as greatly as it might




have been. However, data collections planned for spring 2020 and the 2020-21 school year were

delayed. Thus, the first time GMAP items will be administered will be spring 2022, and the first time
GMAP will be administered as a through-year assessment will be delayed from Year 3 (2021-2022) of

the project to Year 4 (2022-2023).

Figure 4. Original GMAP Timeline
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By contrast, Putnam'’s original timeline front-loaded many activities, using the final two years to make
necessary adjustments to the assessment system and scaling to additional districts (see Figure 5).

Figure 5. Original Putnam Timeline
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The Putnam consortium’s priority was to establish comparability quickly and obtain approval to use
Navvy instead of Georgia Milestones as soon as possible so that consortium members would not need
to continue using both assessments. However, these plans were interrupted when the Georgia
Milestones was not administered in Spring 2020 and adminstration of Navvy was likewise interrupted
during the 2020 spring semester. Continued disruptions in 2020-21 pose a challenge for establishing
comparability in Year 2 of the pilot. Using Georgia Milestones Spring 2021 results and Navvy 2020-21
results for comparability may be difficult due to pandemic-related disruptions which impacted data
completeness and quality for both assessments. Thus, the 2021-22 school year is the first school year
where statistical comparability can be thoroughly evaluated, assuming all goes to plan. Item
development work for Science has also been delayed. Putnam'’s plan was always to stagger the rollout
of science but the rollout will likely be slower given the delays. Although it appears likely that the
benchmarks in Putnam'’s original timeline will all shift back two years, Putnam was able to collect data
during the first two years of the program, allowing them to conduct preliminary analyses on item
performance. The consortium showed rates of standard mastery and average item discrimination
values for Grade 4 math during July 2021 TAC meeting. Results indicated that there were differences
in the proportion of participating students mastering each standard; average item descrimination
values were all above 0.3, indicating that many Navvy Grade 4 math items appear to perform well
enough to be considered for an operational statewide assessment.

The timelines shown earlier illustrate the rollout of each consortium's assessment and the target dates
by which they could be used in lieu of Georgia Milestones. The figures do not show all the other
activities the consortia completed during the first two years of the pilot. Many activities were able to
continue virtually such that they did not depend on having teachers and students in school buildings.

For example, GMAP conducted a MAP-to-Georgia content standards alignment study to identify gaps
in alignment. NWEA identified item banks that could support the GMAP assessment, and created and
began implementing an item development process to create new items to assess Georgia standards
not covered by existing items. GMAP also involved educators in a review of achievement level
descriptors based on Georgia's existing achievement level descriptors. Achievement level descriptors
were also incorporated into the item development plan so that item writers would have guidance to
support development of items aligned to the Georgia standards that also span the range of student
proficiency. NWEA also conducted item reviews, including bias and sensitivity reviews, virtually. NWEA
was also able to continue refining their computerized adaptive testing (CAT) algorithm via simulation
studies to better understand how many items are needed to yield accurate and reliable student scores
that appropriately align to the breadth and depth of Georgia's content standards. GMAP continued to
work with stakeholder groups, providing professional development services around assessment
literacy, as well as getting score user feedback on new score reports in development for the GMAP
assessments. Finally, the GMAP consortium maintained its partner districts and added 11 additional
districts to its membership, including 5 that participated in Year 2 and 6 more that have signed on for
Year 3. Figure 6 provides an overview of implementation progress for the GMAP consortium during
Year 2.




Figure 6. Overview of GMAP Implementation Progress during Year 2
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The Putham consortium was also able to continue item development efforts during the first two years
of the pilot. In fact, they embarked on an ambitious project to develop a set of practice items that
could be administered to students remotely. These items were developed to provide educators with
an understanding of the content covered by Navvy and the level of difficulty of the items. For test
security reasons, the secure Navvy items are not available to teachers and are not available for remote
administration. Practice items helped teachers assess students and continue to use Navvy to support
instruction. Navvy also continued stakeholder engagement during Year 2, continued to provide
professional development to district partners, and built out and refined their student level and
aggregate score reports, based on feedback from score users. Although schooling disruptions
resulted in less-than-complete Navvy data for most Putnam consortium districts, some participating
districts were able to implement many of the Navvy assessments. Data analysis is ongoing to support
item reviews and begin to investigate comparability with Georgia Milestones. District membership in
the Putnam consortium increased for Year 2 of the pilot, but some districts have not agreed to
continue participation for Year 3. Nevertheless, Putnam has retained committed local supporters in
the consortium. Figure 7 provides an overview of implementation progress for the Putnam
consortium during Year 2.




Figure 7. Overview of Putnam Consortium Implementation Progress During Year 2
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Both consortia solicited feedback from WestEd and the TAC on the technical aspects of their
assessment systems. Many considerations were discussed beyond statistical comparability including
accommodations, reporting, and test security. For example, both consortia asked whether
accommodations could be phased in over time. The TAC understood that low-incidence
accommodations (e.g., Braille) might not be ready for the field test administrations, but all
accommodations needed to provide students with appropriate access to the test content should be
available as soon as possible, and definitely before the assessment would be used for accountability
purposes. Both consortia have also been working on score report refinements during the pandemic
and Putnam presented some dashboard displays during TAC meetings. The TAC has expressed
interest in discussing score reports in more detail and getting more specific information about how
stakeholders have been engaged to ensure the usefulness of score report information. Test security,
which is an element of the comparability evidence that the consortia must provide, has also been
discussed at a high level with the TAC. The TAC advised that rigorous test security procedures are
needed for any administration that contributes to a student's summative score. If the consortia wish
to include through-year assessment opportunities that do not contribute to a student’s score, less
rigorous security procedures might be reasonable so long as the item pool for assessments that
contribute to the summative score is kept separate.

With high hopes that spring of 2022 will provide complete assessment data, the consortia are working
toward submitting comparability evidence. Thus, timelines and procedures for submitting
comparability evidence for review have been the focus of discussion. Both consortia desire an efficient
process so that member districts can stop using both innovative assessments and Georgia Milestones
as soon as possible. As mentioned previously, the consortia (particularly Putnam) requested very little




technical assistance from WestEd during Year 2. This technical assistance can serve as evidence in
support of the first criterion in the Comparability Guidelines related to technical quality, which asks:

Have you worked with experts to ensure technical quality, validity, reliability, and psychometric
soundness of the innovative assessment?

WestEd will continue to work with the consortia in Year 3 and encourage increased use of technical
assistance support, and particularly to press for timely submission of high-quality materials to the
TAC.

Although the consortia have made strides given the constraints of the past two years, the IAPP period
is reaching the halfway point of the original 5-year timeline. The TAC has expressed concern about the
number of decisions, analyses, and results still needed to ready the consortia for administration in
lieu of Georgia Milestones within the pilot period. Critical decisions that need to be made include
determining how a summative score is calculated, determining how growth and literacy measures are
calculated for CCRPI, and developing an assessment plan for students who are only in the consortia
for part of the year. Analyses and results include statistical comparability, reliability and validity
calculations, and independent alignment studies.

More generally, the TAC also noted a desire for more detailed TAC materials (i.e., consortia
presentations and pre-read documents), including detailed project schedules. Without these detailed
plans, TAC members find it difficult to understand the nuts and bolts of how the consortia operate
and whether they are on track. Thus, the focus of the December 2021 TAC meeting will be on project
management, with a secondary focus on psychometrics. The consortia are being advised to show the
TAC the progress that has been made on comparability to date and describe plans to for the
remainder of the pilot period. Specifically, the consortia have been asked to:

e describe the elements of the Comparability Guidelines for which they may already have
sufficient evidence;

e describe the status of elements of the Comparability Guidelines for which they do not yet have
sufficient evidence; and

e describe the plan, including the process and timeline, to develop sufficient evidence for the
remaining elements of the Comparability Guidelines.

Technical questions will likely be raised as the consortia present documentation and describe future
analyses. Ideally, preparation for the TAC will help the consortia refine their timelines and better
understand the requirements that must be met in the next few years. Clear plans and timelines for
establishing comparability will help assuage TAC concerns around progress. The quality of such plans
will also signal to GaDOE whether additional technical assistance is likely to be needed during 2022
such that documentation can be appropriately evaluated by WestEd and the TAC.




SUMMARY

Throughout the first two years of the IAPP, both consortia were forced to pivot in response to the
COVID-19 pandemic. Given that the assessment systems are locally supported, district needs were
prioritized above meeting original project timelines. Thus, the consortia focused more on providing
professional development to participating districts and keeping stakeholders engaged in the pilot than
in field test completion. Although the work of building and scaling the assessment systems is now
behind schedule, the 2021-22 school year might provide the data needed for the consortia to make
more progress. It's possible that the consortia will be able to make up for lost time and get approval
for use in place of Georgia Milestones by Year 5 of the IADA pilot period. However, it's quite likely that
at least one of the consortia will need until Year 6. Additionally, only ELA and mathematics would be
ready by Year 5 or 6—the implementation schedule for the other subject areas has been staggered
such that it would likely be Year 7 or later before comparability evidence could be reviewed and the
assessments could be approved for use instead of Georgia Milestones. Though the current IADA
period ends after Year 5, the federal government has indicated that two-year extensions could be
provided upon state request.

Delayed IADA timelines are not unique to Georgia. Many of the other states have faced similar
setbacks due to the pandemic. Innovative assessment pilots in general have also taken longer than
expected given the sheer complexity of running multiple assessment programs concurrently in a state
and evaluating the outcomes of new assessment models. Even within the state of Georgia, updates
to the content standards for math and ELA have been delayed a year. Nevertheless, stakeholders are
interested in the continued viability of the IAPP in Georgia and are closely monitoring consortia
progress toward operational administration.

Year 2 of the IAPP reflected many of the same challenges described in the Year 1 report:

e Delays due to COVID-19's impact on the educational system. Data was not available for
Georgia Milestones in 2020, which delayed Year 1 of IAPP implementation. Although some
data were available for Georgia Milestones in 2021, participation rates were much lower than
normal and opportunity to learn was impacted by the ongoing pandemic. Thus, the consortia
were not able to gather the data and conduct many of the analyses they had envisioned during
the first two years of the pilot. The delays from Years 1 and 2 of the pilot will have a lasting
impact on future years. If Year 3 participation rates on Georgia Milestones and the innovative
assessments are reasonable, there is some hope that the consortia will be able to move
forward, make up for some lost time, and successfully launch their innovative assessments in
Georgia.

e Resource constraints in terms of federal and state funding. The consortia were not
provided with funds to build and scale their assessment systems in Year 1, nor was GaDOE
provided funding to oversee the project and review comparability documentation. In Year 2,
Georgia allocated $250,000 to each consortium. Nevertheless, half a million dollars is nowhere
near the amount of money spent on state summative assessment programs, so the consortia




must rely on funds from districts, philanthropies, and internal vendor resources. Furthermore,
the two consortia are not equally funded or staffed. These challenges are unlikely to be
resolved in future years of the pilot.

Inevitable challenges around the competitive design of the pilot. Passionate local
supporters of each assessment have invested significant time and energy into these projects.
It's unclear how a single approved assessment at the end of the pilot will be accepted
statewide. In the meantime, a firewall between the two consortia prevents sharing of ideas
and lessons learned. This challenge has not changed from Year 1 to Year 2 of the pilot and will
only become more pronounced as the two consortia scale and continue to invest in the
process over time.

Additional challenges in Year 2 included:

Low usage of technical assistance. Available technical assistance hours were cut back
dramatically in Year 2 of the pilot, but the consortia made limited use of the available hours.
With the prospect of data in Spring 2022, the consortia may have more detailed technical
questions around analysis plans and results and may need to request additional technical
assistance.

Challenges around TAC preparations and consortium project management. The technical
assistance provided by the TAC is most useful when the TAC has had time to review materials
ahead of time and think through advice. GMAP submitted materials ahead of time as
requested, but Putnam often struggled to get materials submitted prior to the TAC meetings.
Both consortia would benefit from including information in TAC materials around what
feedback they heard from the TAC previously, what they've done to address the feedback, and
rationales for when they decided not to implement feedback. The TAC also expressed concern
about whether Putnam had a workable project schedule and process for tracking all aspects
of what will become a complex enterprise as the consortium moves toward operational
administration in multiple grades and subjects.

Progress and decision-making. Progress has been slow and many decisions that needed to
be made at the outset of the pilot are still outstanding decisions at the end of Year 2. Delays
are understandable given the context of the last two years. However, additional progress on
analysis plans and development of potential solutions for the various outstanding decision
points (e.g., what to do for a CCRPI literacy measure) might have been possible.

Lack of experience with accountability assessments. GMAP's vendor, NWEA, is not a
newcomer to large-scale assessment. Their interim assessment products are used
nationwide. What is new for NWEA is creating a customized solution for a specific state that
will meet state and federal accountability requirements. Putnam'’s vendor, Navvy, has much
more limited assessment experience as a fairly new company which developed a Georgia-
specific formative assessment. Thus, the Putnam team has a learning curve involved with both
large-scale assessment and the accountability systems into which the assessment results
must fit. As newcomers to the statewide summative assessment space, the consortia often
have questions about the constraints of the existing accountability system. They have




benefitted from access to technical assistance provided by the TAC and WestEd, who have
helped them ask questions that were not immediately obvious and point out aspects of the
process have been underestimated.

o Justifying differences between the innovative assessments and Georgia Milestones. The
TAC has noted on many occasions that differences between the innovative assessments and
Georgia Milestones are potential sources of non-comparability. Thus, the TAC's advice is often
to use the same procedures that have been used with Georgia Milestones previously. For
example, the process used to establish alignment of Georgia Milestones to Georgia’s content
standards is quite likely a good process to use with the innovative assessments. Of course, if
all aspects of the innovative assessments matched Georgia Milestones, then there would be
no innovation. Nevertheless, differences between the two assessments must be justified
based on theories of action and theories of learning. For example, testing at the end of the
year makes implicit assumptions about measuring the retention of learning, while through-
course assessment measures learning as it happens, but may not reflect the total amount of
knowledge a student retains at the end of the year. These theories should be tested with
empirical data as it becomes available. The unintended consequences of end-of-year
assessments are in large part due to the high-stakes decisions made based on test scores.
Once through-year assessments are used for the same high-stakes decisions, the same
unintended consequences might result.

Innovation is not expected to be easy, and when high-stakes decisions and multiple stakeholder
groups are involved, innovation is also not likely to occur fast. Thus, it will be important to track
whether the required investment of time and resources results in an improvement in the education
of Georgia's students.

LESSONS LEARNED AND NEXT STEPS

Year 2 of implementation of the IAPP was not necessarily smooth, but progress is being made.
Innovation rarely happens overnight; rather, it takes many years to build new systems. Although
comparability is the ultimate criterion for IADA, the real test for the consortia will be the outcomes
for students, teachers, and schools once comparability is established.

The past year has highlighted areas where additional planning is needed and where important
decisions remain. In Year 3, more data will be available to inform some of these decisions. Moving
forward, the consortia should leverage the expertise of the TAC and WestEd's technical assistance to
make additional progress on the following technical components of their assessments:

e Finalizing the process for calculating the student scores that will feed into the accountability
system

e Finalizing plans for selecting an external alignment evaluator and carrying out alignment
studies




e Finalizing analysis plans for Spring 2022 data (and future data collections)

e Identifying potential CCRPI growth and literacy measures and developing plans for
choosing a method from among various options

e Creating business rules for defining participation (e.g., how many testing events or
questions must a student complete?) as well as establishing procedures to handle cases
where students move into the district or state mid-year

e Refining theories of action and plans for evaluating the claims the consortia want to make
about their assessments (e.g., does a through-year model change instructional practice?)

e Refining the plans and the schedule for submitting documentation required in the
Comparability Guidelines

e Continuing item development and item review for new grades and subjects (i.e., science
and social studies)

Building on the Comparability Guidelines which were developed in Year 2, WestEd and GaDOE will
develop a process for the collection and review of comparability evidence so that the multi-step
review process can be implemented efficiently beginning in Year 3 and continuing into Years 4 and 5
and the state can realize the goals of the IADA process.
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GEORGIA INNOVATIVE ASSESSMENT
PILOT PROGRAM

DECEMBER 2020 TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE COMMITTEE REPORT FOR
THE GEORGIA MAP ASSESSMENT PARTNERSHIP

INTRODUCTION

The Georgia Innovative Assessment Pilot Program (IAPP) Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) meeting
was convened on December 15, 2020. The meeting was held virtually via Zoom video conferencing.
Attendees included members of the TAC, the Georgia MAP Assessment Partnership (GMAP), NWEA,
the Georgia Department of Education (GaDOE), and WestEd. This report provides an overview of the
topics discussed and a description of the resulting key takeaways and action items from the meeting.

UPDATE ON CONSORTIUM ASSESSMENT SYSTEM

DESCRIPTION

The GMAP Partnership and NWEA provided an update on the consortium’s assessment system. The
COVID-19 pandemic shifted the timeline for planned activities. The consortium shared details on the
continued impact of the COVID-19 pandemic. Most notably, the decision was made not to field test in

Spring 2021, as previously planned. The overall timeline for producing an operational test and for
establishing comparability has been shifted out by at least a year. They also shared updates on the
consortium’s membership as well as status updates on content development activities, psychometric
activities, and the development of student score reports.

TAC DiIScussION AND RECOMMENDATIONS

During the presentation, the GMAP Partnership shared that two new districts were approved by the
consortium to join their membership — Chattahoochee and Calhoun. Both of these districts are in the
southeastern area of the state, which has not been represented in their membership until now.

An update was given on content development activities. ELA and math items are in development, with
the first field test planned for spring 2022. They are working on the range PLDs as far as they can at
this point in their process. They worked with their content advisory boards (composed of educators
from across the state) to review the new assessment items. ltem content and bias reviews took place
over the summer. Science development — the first draft of range ALDs and item specifications — are
in development. Content development activities will continue, with additional review committees
planned for next summer.

Within the field test plan, references to open-ended questions in the writing domain have been
removed. Items requiring hand-scoring have been deferred, and the consortium will revisit their




inclusion once the test becomes operational. Instead, technology-enhanced items will be included to
measure writing. Technology-enhanced items are multiple-part items that measure aspects of the
writing process, without requiring students to actually write. These item types have been used for a
few years now. One of these item types includes highlighting text within a passage. The TAC would
like to see what these items look like at a future meeting.

Psychometric activities have also progressed. NWEA has been working on how technology and
processes will need to be set up in order maximize valid and reliable results. They have been
conducting item calibration studies and optimizing code. A range achievement level descriptor (RALD)
utility study is underway, but it has been difficult to progress without being able to getinto classrooms.
NWEA has also been working through vetting the spring 2022 field test plan. Through-year Computer
Adaptive Test (CAT) simulation studies have been conducted and will continue over the next year.

NWEA provided an update on the development of a family score report. A prototype was reviewed by
GMAP districts over the summer. A usability study was conducted with parents/guardians and
teachers in the fall. Score report prototypes will continue to iterate, incorporating information and
feedback from stakeholders (teachers, students, families). Participation in the score report activities
over the summer was limited to three of the member districts due to the pandemic. As students return
to the classroom, engagement is slowly increasing. The TAC would like to see what the score reports
look like at a future meeting.

FIELD TEST PLAN FOR SPRING 2022

DESCRIPTION
NWEA shared an update on the field test plan for the ELA and math assessments, now projected to
take place in spring 2022. The basic field test design, content design, and timeline were presented.

Students will take MAP with field test items included. The test will be longer than a typical testing event
because MAP results still need to be produced, including a RIT score which many schools utilize for
student classification. Reliable summative scores will also need to be produced. This will happen after
the field test data have been calibrated. Further, a comparability study is planned for summer 2022.
Sufficient field test items must be administered in order to have an operational test in spring 2023.
The TAC suggested that NWEA develop and evaluate success criteria for the field test when finalizing
their plans.

TAC DiscusSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Learning loss due to COVID-19 was discussed. It is unknown how student performance on the
assessment will be impacted by learning loss from the 2020-2021 school year. NWEA plans to evaluate
the stability of the scale each year and if necessary, recalibrate and rescale.

MAP Growth will be administered in fall and winter of 2021-2022 within the typical timelines and the
usual technology platform. In spring 2022, students will take the regular MAP Growth and adaptive
MAP Growth tests on a new platform. The TAC recommended trying to get a measure of student




motivation (such as item latency and completion rates). Additionally, they suggested getting feedback
from teachers and students about their experience and how much effort they exerted on field test
items.

Sample items will be made available ahead of the field test, since field test items will look different
from the MAP Growth items students are used to seeing. The TAC supports this approach, and also
recommended including sample items in the beginning of the test. Including sample items in the
beginning of the test will ensure that all students have an opportunity to practice interacting with the
technology-enhanced items.

The TAC had some concerns over the number of items that are included for field testing. NWEA
explained their field-testing approach including limitations on the number of participating students
and the number of items needed to support an operational CAT item pool. The TAC recommended
reducing the number of items students are given in the field test as much as possible, be it through
increased recruitment or otherwise. The TAC also suggested finding alternate solutions to embedding
the field test items on the test. One suggestion included embedding or partially embedding field test
items within the MAP Growth test. In this way, it is less obvious to students that these are items that
do not count toward their score. Another recommendation was to provide different forms to students,
so that on some forms the field test questions would appear first and on other forms the field test
questions would appear after the MAP Growth test.

Suggestions from the TAC also included altering the design of the field test. For example, NWEA could
consider eliminating the GMAP individual-level summative score during the field test in order to
reduce the number of items administered to each student. Decision consistency across Georgia
Milestones and GMAP could be projected based on aggregate level data.

During NWEA's high-level overview of the field test design, NWEA and the TAC discussed the placement
of item blocks within a form. The TAC recommended constraining passages to a specific location in
the operational delivery. Another option is to constrain the number of passages and fix them within
two slots on the test form. There may be value in varying the location of the passage blocks because
the item positions will vary on the adaptive test.

NWEA asked for the TAC's advice on how to place ELA and reading items into an existing reading scale
if they use a fixed-person parameter calibration. The TAC recommended that NWEA verify the
approach and that the theta scores that are generated are either equivalent or close enough to be
considered comparable. The TAC suggested that it may be helpful to look at the stability of the theta
estimates for a 30-item MAP Growth test versus a 40-item MAP Growth test. The TAC said that there
might be a dimensionality issue; however, there are a number of other assessments that have used
this same approach (e.g., ELPA21, CPA exam).

NWEA asked for the TAC's recommendation on how to approach the reading scale if the correlation
doesn't support a claim that they are equivalent or around the same scale. While the TAC
acknowledged that both a reading RIT score and a GMAP ELA score could be provided. The TAC




encouraged NWEA to consider other models moving forward, especially if open-ended writing items
are eventually added to the mix. The TAC had some concerns about using TEls in place of writing
prompts, noting that there may be unintended consequences of using different measurement
approaches even when the scores are highly correlated.

When reviewing the field test timeline, the TAC recommended to prioritize tasks based on goals,
identifying activities that could be scaled back or eliminated so that the project can be maintained
despite the multitude of external factors in play this year. At future meetings the TAC would like an
update on the field test plan as well as an opportunity to view the MAP Growth reports and any
prototypes of the summative GMAP score reports, if available.

TECHNICAL CRITERIA FOR EVALUATING FIELD TEST ITEMS

DESCRIPTION
The GMAP Partnership and NWEA presented the criteria that they plan to use to analyze field test data
that has been collected. The presentation included information on calibration procedures, vertical

scaling, and the data review process. They requested the TAC's feedback on the criteria and process
that they have developed.

TAC DiscusSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS

NWEA asked if the TAC had any recommendations that they should consider for item flagging criteria,
including fatigue and motivation effects on item performance. The TAC noted that item difficulty can
be affected by item position and the context effects of having different surrounding items. If possible,
vary the position of items across forms and evaluate the impact on item difficulty estimates. If the
item difficulty looks extremely different, then the item should be considered for removal from the
item pool. The TAC also recommended to incorporate Steve Wise's research on measuring student
effort and engagement.

COMPARABILITY EVIDENCE AND TIMELINE

DESCRIPTION

GMAP and NWEA presented information on comparability. They are planning on doing the bulk of the
empirical data analysis for comparability in the summer of 2022. There are some activities, such as

establishing content comparability and alignment evidence, that they will be able to complete ahead
of time. Their goal is to establish score comparability between GMAP Summative and Milestones, as
well as between GMAP Summative and MAP Growth. Comparability between GMAP and MAP Growth
is desired by the GMAP Partnership school districts, as they can continue to have the ability to use all
of the RIT scores for the same purposes they have used them in the past.

TAC DiIScusSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS
GMAP reporting will provide a growth measure and a summative measure. The current plan is to use
the MAP RIT scale as the measure of growth. NWEA is also looking at comparability between




Milestones and GMAP at the classification level — where students will be classified into comparable
achievement levels. This is in alignment with what has been discussed at previous TAC meetings.

The TAC noted that the consortium should be able to get a good projection for comparability as long
as they have a representative sample. The GMAP Partnership should also be prepared to show that
they've done an alignment study that shows the content is comparable, and that they have looked at
it empirically.

NWEA noted that they have already conducted a linking study between MAP Growth and several state
assessments, including Georgia Milestones. However, MAP Growth is not well aligned with the Georgia
content standards and assesses off-grade level content. GMAP is specifically aligned to the Georgia
content standards, measuring on-grade level content only, so a comparability analysis between GMAP
and Georgia Milestones is needed.

The blueprints between GMAP and Milestones are very similar in terms of proportions of items and
reporting categories. There are differences because GMAP is an adaptive test. NWEA described a plan
to create a binary classifier to find the cut scores on GMAP that correspond to the cut scores on
Milestones so that the classification agreement is maximized. However, the use of logistic regression
would create an asymmetric relationship between the two cut scores. A symmetric function, for
example equipercentile linking, would be preferable.

NWEA discussed the design for data collection. There will be a naturally occurring counterbalanced
design for the order in which students will take Milestones and GMAP because districts are already
approaching this differently. Some students will take Milestones first and others will take GMAP first.
The TAC noted that if the sample is not equally representative of the population, NWEA may want to
utilize weights to better approximate the population in the counterbalanced design.

The TAC recommends replicating the comparability study as the number of participating districts
grows and becomes more and more similar to the statewide student population.

PLAN AND TIMELINE FOR RELEASING ITEMS

DESCRIPTION

NWEA presented plans and timeline for releasing items. An item sampler/GMAP tutorial is being
created for students to be able to get familiar with where tools are located, how to interact with
items, and how to advance through the assessment. Additionally, previously tested items will be
released to provide additional examples of the content that is on the test for students, teachers, etc.

TAC DiIScussION AND RECOMMENDATIONS

NWEA is estimating that they will release 10 items per year, per content area, per grade. In the future,
once the bank is larger, they may be able to increase the number of items in order to get a better
distribution of the content. Scoring information will also be provided so that students can check their
answers. Data will be shared for released items, such as standard alignment and justification for why




they were chosen. The TAC suggested that it would be helpful for practitioners to have more
information about the released items, such as their difficulty level and the difference in performance
across proficiency levels. The TAC also recommended that there be at least two items per technology-
enhanced item type in the sampler so that students have multiple opportunities to practice using
each item type.

NEXT STEPS

TAC REQUESTS

At the conclusion of the TAC meeting, the TAC requested that the following be addressed in future
meetings:

e Anupdate on the range ALDs

e Atheory of action, including discussion on the assessment's intended impact on teaching and
learning

e Anupdate on alignment studies and their results

e Additional information on score reporting and its links to professional learning for educators

During the TAC Debrief between the TAC, GaDOE, and WestEd, the TAC requested the following from
each of the consortium:

e Provide a summary of key takeaways and action items from the TAC meeting to the TAC.

e During the summer 2021 TAC meeting, discuss the outcomes of the recommendations
provided by the TAC in this meeting. Provide information or justification if recommendations
were not taken.
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GEORGIA INNOVATIVE ASSESSMENT
PILOT PROGRAM

DECEMBER 2020 TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE COMMITTEE REPORT FOR
PUTNAM COUNTY CONSORTIUM

INTRODUCTION

The Georgia Innovative Assessment Pilot Program (IAPP) Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) meeting
was convened on December 14, 2020. The meeting was held virtually via Zoom video conferencing.
Attendees included members of the TAC, the Putnam County Consortium (Putnam Consortium),
Navvy Education, LLC, the Georgia Department of Education (GaDOE), and WestEd. This report
provides an overview of the topics discussed and a description of the resulting key takeaways and
action items from the meeting.

UPDATE ON CONSORTIUM ASSESSMENT SYSTEM

DESCRIPTION

The Putnam Consortium and Navvy Education provided an update on the consortium’s activities and
development of the Navvy assessment system. The consortium shared details on the continued
impact of the COVID-19 pandemic. Two staff members from Scintilla Charter Academy, Amanda Dean,
Assistant Dean, and Brooke Night, an Instructional Guide, joined the meeting to share their
experiences using Navvy in their school. They shared what the system looks like and what feedback it
provides as they track their students’ progress throughout the year.

TAC DiIScussION AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The Putnam Consortium shared information on challenges schools faced returning for a new year
amidst the COVID-19 pandemic. Schools navigated providing options to families for in-person, online,
and hybrid learning, particularly for low-income and rural families for whom connectivity has been a
challenge. Schools are able to administer Navvy, but they have chosen to do so in varying degrees.
For example, some schools have only chosen to administer the assessment for a selection of
standards, while others are committed to administering the assessment for every standard.

The schedule for conducting comparability analyses was similarly delayed. Putnam now plans to use
student results from the 2020-2021 school year and conduct a comparability analysis with a
representative sample of students (assuming Georgia Milestones is administered). This activity was
originally planned to take place in the 2019-2020 school year but was postponed due the pandemic.
Had there been no delays, Putnam County would have run a check of the comparability during the
2020-2021 school year.




The TAC discussed the use of Navvy data from the 2020-2021 school year. Given the disruption to
instruction and new and differing opportunities for learning, the data may show that students
experienced some learning loss. The TAC suggested that the data can still be used as a valid measure
of achievement and can be used to see how students and teachers are performing under current
conditions. The data probably will not support cause-and-effect claims, though, because some
students are not receiving the same opportunities as others (e.g., some students are still in completely
online classroom environments). In other words, datasets will need to be contextualized within the
circumstances of the districts they are coming from.

During this discussion, educators from Scintilla Charter Academy provided insight into their
experiences using interim assessment systems and shared the value they perceive in using the Navvy
assessment system. Putnam shared that parents are able to log in to the system as their student to
see their scores and progress. The TAC recommended that the Putnam Consortium establish a
method to ensure students understand what each standard is asking of them. Suggestions included
conducting a small cognitive lab, including a released item with each standard, and rewriting the
standards to create an unofficial copy without educational jargon.

REVIEW OF COMMUNICATION MATERIALS

DESCRIPTION

During the June 2020 TAC meeting, the Putnam Consortium received feedback on strategies for
scaling up the assessment system and recommendations on communication materials. The Putnam
Consortium presented their progress on the communication materials during this session. The TAC
provided further feedback on the presentation of the materials and strategies for communicating with
stakeholders about the assessment system.

TAC DiscusSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS

In response to TAC feedback, Navvy produced a checklist to share with various stakeholders that
compares the Navvy assessment to other interim assessments that districts may be utilizing in
Georgia. This tool serves as a method to explain how Navvy differs from the other products. The TAC
recommended that Navvy share the checklist with the developers of the assessments on the checklist
to ensure their assessments are accurately represented. The TAC also suggested organizing the
descriptors by audience (some descriptors will be more relevant to parents, some to administrators,
and so on). Additionally, the TAC recommended emphasizing the reports that Navvy produces when
marketing the assessment to the field; stakeholders will likely perceive the information those reports
provide as valuable.

EVALUATION OF NAVVY ASSESSMENT SYSTEM EFFECTIVENESS PLAN

DESCRIPTION

The Putnam Consortium has designed a study to help understand the impact the Navvy assessment
has on teaching and learning based on feedback received from the TAC at the last convening. The
design matches schools that are administering Navvy with schools that are not administering it based




on a number of variables, such as demographics and past student performance. They plan to compare
results from the Milestones summative assessment between the matched schools. This is not a
requirement of the Innovative Assessment Demonstration Authority; however, Putnam argued that
this study will help ensure the assessment system is working and will provide valuable information to
stakeholders considering participation in Georgia’'s Innovative Assessment Pilot Program with the
Putnam Consortium. With the understanding that this year's data collection and use may look
different than in upcoming years, the Putnam Consortium requested feedback from the TAC on the
design of this study.

TAC DiscussION AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The TAC recommended considering the different learning models that are taking place in each of the
schools when matching schools and analyzing data. They also suggested amplifying the theory of
action for the study by considering three components that are needed to be successful in order to
support their claim: assessment results, teacher capacity to utilize results, and differential approaches
to instruction. They suggested that because data may not be generalizable for this year, the Putnam
Consortium may want to focus on a narrow case study with a small group of teachers who have been
using the results to personalize instruction.

The Putnam Consortium included a brief review of literature conducted to help inform the study,
noting that they were not able to find much research on how assessment systems help students learn.
They noted that there is a body of literature on data-based decision-making and how interim and
benchmark assessment can predict summative assessment results. The TAC recommended the
Putnam Consortium review research reports published by Smarter Balanced, Regional Education Lab
reports on formative assessment, and works by Joan Herman and Suzanne Lane.

COMPARABILITY DISCUSSION

DESCRIPTION

The topic of comparability surfaced throughout the meeting. The Putnam Consortium understands
that the requirement is to roll up the data from Navvy to provide an annual summative determination
for each student, which needs to be comparable to the achievement level the student receives on the
Milestones assessment (this is the current statistical comparability threshold, one of many pieces of
evidence required before an assessment can be administered in lieu of Milestones; the TAC will take
up this topic during the spring/summer 2021 meeting). There are two approaches they are
considering for establishing the summative determination: either to maintain the multivariate profile
of standards competency or to consolidate the multivariate profile into a single numerical result. The
TAC's feedback on which approach to utilize was requested.

TAC DiIScusSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The TAC recommended that the Putnam Consortium try both approaches for obtaining comparability
evidence. Consolidating the multivariate profile into a single numerical result may be fruitful because
the scores can more easily be mapped back to the Milestones test specifications. They reiterated that




the test needs to be comparable at the performance level, and not at a finer grain of detail, because
the tests are different. They also indicated that validity evidence is also needed when establishing
comparability.

In addition to score comparability, the system must also have comparable supports to the statewide
assessment system. For example, the system must have adequate test security, appropriate and
reasonable accommodations for students, and alternate methods for assessing students with
significant cognitive disabilities. These elements were described by each consortia in their initial
application for the innovative assessment program.

SCIENCE PARTNERS

DESCRIPTION

The Navvy assessment has been built out for ELA and mathematics subject areas. Development of the
science assessments has not yet begun, and Navvy is looking for partners to help in this effort. Navvy
asked the TAC if they had any recommendations for groups that are currently working in science

assessment that would be beneficial to speak to.

TAC DiIScusSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The TAC provided the names of test development companies that Navvy Education could consider
reaching out to. Navvy and the Putnam Consortium encouraged the TAC to reach out if they think of
any other groups after the meeting had concluded.

NEXT STEPS

TAC REQUESTS
At the conclusion of the TAC meeting, the TAC requested the following be addressed in future

meetings:

e Present Navvy's theory of change and how it relates to the challenges faced due to the
pandemic.

e Address where activities lie on the continuum of development and how the pandemic has
shifted these activities. Share what had to be postponed and what will need to be redone.

e Provide TAC the meeting slides and any supplementary materials at least one week before the
TAC meeting takes place.

During the TAC debrief between the TAC, GaDOE, and WestEd, the TAC requested the following from
each of the consortia:

e Provide a summary of key takeaways and action items from the TAC meeting to the TAC.

e During the summer 2021 TAC meeting, discuss the outcomes of the recommendations
provided by the TAC in this meeting. Provide information or justification if recommendations
were not taken.
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GEORGIA INNOVATIVE ASSESSMENT
PILOT PROGRAM

JULY 2021 TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE COMMITTEE REPORT FOR THE
GEORGIA MAP ASSESSMENT PARTNERSHIP

INTRODUCTION

The Georgia Innovative Assessment Pilot Program (IAPP) Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) met on
July 7, 2021, via Zoom video conferencing. Attendees included members of the TAC, the Georgia
MAP Assessment Partnership (GMAP), NWEA, the Georgia Department of Education (GaDOE), and
WestEd. EdMetric also attended for part of the meeting to describe their alignment work on behalf
of GMAP. The agenda included two main topics:

e areview of comparability requirements and associated discussion of their specific
application to the GMAP assessments; and
e an update on GMAP's implementation.

This report provides an overview of each topic and a description of the resulting key takeaways and
action items from the meeting.

COMPARABILITY REQUIREMENTS CHECKLIST

To begin the meeting, WestEd staff provided an overview of the comparability evidence that each
consortium will be required to provide to the state. Examples of relevant evidence are described in a
template that will be provided to GMAP. Evidence is required in several main categories, as
described in the following sections.

Alignment and Comparability

Consortium assessments must demonstrate that:

e assessments and items are aligned to the Georgia standards,

e assessments match the depth and breadth of the Georgia standards,

e students can be classified into at least four achievement levels representing the same
knowledge and skills that current Milestones assessment achievement level descriptors
(ALDs) provide,

e summative classifications of students are consistent across Milestones and innovative
assessments (for all students, subgroups of students, content areas, and assessments),

¢ those who participate in the innovative assessment are representative of the state in terms
of demographic composition and achievement, and

e thereis a plan for conducting annual comparability analyses between the innovative
assessment and Georgia Milestones throughout the remainder of the IADA period.




To meet these criteria, the consortium should present an independent alignment study including
information similar to that provided in previous Milestones reports. Four types of alignment should
be included: balance of complexity, depth and range of knowledge, and categorical concurrence.
Note that conducting an alignment study of all items is not necessary (though every grade level
should be included). A sampling approach that provides strong evidence that the items and tests
that students actually encountered on a consortium assessment are aligned (for example, by
selecting a sample of students across proficiency levels and checking alignment for those students’
tests) can suffice. Note also that the state is updating its standards. New math standards will
become operational in 2023-24 and ELA in 2024-25, so new evidence of alignment will be needed
after the new standards become operational.

The consortium must also demonstrate that it has achievement levels that correspond to the
current Milestones ALDs. Direct adoption of Georgia's ALDs can satisfy this criterion, though other
ALDs may be used with evidence of their alignment to the existing ALDs. The consortium must show
evidence that students at each of the Milestones ALD levels have the skills and knowledge described
in those ALDs. For example, if the Milestones ALD describes proficiency as being able to use place-
value relationships to round numbers, the consortium should demonstrate that students placed
into that performance level on the innovative assessment also demonstrate those skills.

The consortium must also provide a report on how classification into its achievement levels
compares to classifications on the Milestones assessment. Only on-grade-level items should be used
to classify students into performance levels. It is possible that new tests may provide different
results for good reasons, based on the design of the assessment or the approach to scoring; the
consortium should be prepared to fully explain and justify why differences may occur. The
consortium should be sure to describe not just how many students are at each level but the degree
to which students are consistently classified by the two assessments. Because end-of-course
assessments contribute 20% to course grades, the consortium should also provide evidence of its
approach to using its scores for grades and the comparability of those grades to the grade
conversion score (GCS) method used with the Milestones assessments.

Consortium documentation should also include descriptive analyses of its participating populations

of students, compared to the state, with description of weighting methods or other mechanisms for
generalizing sample results to the state, as relevant. All state-reported subgroups of students should
be included, as well as a description of groups based on achievement.

Beyond initial comparability analyses based on students taking both the consortium assessments
and the Milestones tests, the consortium must provide a plan to conduct annual comparability
analyses for the remainder of the IADA period. This plan need not include testing of all students, but,
rather, should include a sample of grade bands (or grade bands/students), so that each grade band
includes an innovative assessment and the state assessment (see IADA final regulations, pp. 28-29).

Technical Quality

The consortium must also provide evidence of the technical quality of its assessments,
demonstrating:

e work with experts to ensure quality,

e reliability and validity of the assessments,



https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/FR-2016-12-08/pdf/2016-29126.pdf

e how the assessment provides information across the full performance continuum for
students,

e availability of individual and aggregate reports and the timeliness and interpretability of
these reports for stakeholders,

e how principles of universal design for learning were incorporated into the assessment
design, and

e aplan to maintain the item bank and the integrity of the score scale over time.

To meet these criteria, the consortium should provide background information (e.g., names, CVs) of
TAC members and agendas of meetings aimed at discussing technical quality of the assessments.

The consortium should also present evidence of validity that matches the categories in the Standards
for Educational and Psychological Testing. Not all evidence (e.g., consequential validity) may be
available immediately, but the consortium should describe its plan to gather this information over
time. Consideration of what validity evidence can be provided without testing, what can be gathered
during piloting, and what must be gathered once an innovative assessment is fully operational may
be useful.

The consortium must provide reliability evidence for the summative scores, subscores, and
achievement levels generated from the innovative assessment, consistent with national standards
and the Georgia Milestones. For example, evidence might include test-subtest reliability (again,
including only on-grade-level items). Decision consistency and accuracy values should be similar to
those reported for Georgia Milestones.

Data showing the distribution of scores, to demonstrate how the assessment provides information
across the performance continuum, should also be presented. These data could include analyses of
test information functions or other analytics, or other types of information such as cognitive lab data
and test blueprints indicating depth-of-knowledge ranges.

The consortium should provide examples of its student and aggregate-level reports (such as
classroom, school, consortium, and even state-level reports). These reports should be accompanied
by evidence that stakeholders can use these reports to make valid interpretations about student
performance, such as data drawn from focus groups of a variety of stakeholders representing report
consumers, data from A/B tests, or other data.

Innovative assessment reporting timelines must describe when and how stakeholders receive
results of the assessment, demonstrating that these results are provided in a timely manner. Final
results for accountability must be provided at least in the same timeframe in which the current
Georgia Milestones assessment final results are available.

The consortium should also provide a description of how its assessments incorporated principles of
universal design for learning in test development, as well as how scales and item banks will be
maintained over time (e.g., how parameter drift will be managed).




Accessibility and Accommodations

All students who currently participate in Georgia Milestones must be able to participate in the

innovative assessment in order to use the innovative assessment in lieu of Georgia Milestones,
including students with disabilities and English learners (except students with the most severe
cognitive disabilities, who may participate in an alternate assessment).

A crosswalk of accessibility and accommodation features available on Georgia Milestones and
available on the innovative assessment should be provided such that it is possible to see, at a
glance, whether all of the accessibility and accommodation features will be available, and, if not, how
students will be validly assessed using an alternative accessibility mechanism. Any differences in the
ways that accessibility or accommodation features work in the innovative assessment, compared to
Georgia Milestones, should be indicated.

Accessibility features and accommodations must allow students to participate in alignment with
their IEPs or English learning plans and comply with relevant federal laws such as the Individuals
with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA). The consortium should provide a participation report that
shows that all students are participating as required.

The consortium need not have all accommodations available in order for the innovative assessment
to be approved for use in lieu of the Georgia Milestones, but must have a specific and feasible plan
to provide all needed accommodations when assessments are administered. For example, the
consortium need not have Braille forms ready at the time that evidence of comparability is being
reviewed, but must have a well-described plan to produce Braille forms prior to administration, that
demonstrates the vendor's capacity to produce them (historical evidence of how they have been
produced in the manner described).

Test Administration and Security

The consortium must demonstrate that it has plans in place to ensure standardized administrations,
such as training and manuals, and processes to prevent and/or document testing irregularities and
protect test security and student data. In addition, the Georgia Office of State Assessment will
monitor consortium test administrations, and monitoring reports should be included in evidence for
this criterion. Other evidence would be sample irregularity reports, results of analytical analyses
aimed at discovering cheating, auditing procedures, and procedures to handle irregularities or test
security violations.

The consortium should keep in mind that standardization processes are intended to promote the
validity and comparability of the scores, but the consortium need not compromise features of the
assessments that make them innovative. As an example, using many different types of
accommodations reduces the standardization of administration, but is necessary to ensure validity
of the scores.

Stakeholder Engagement

The consortium should provide evidence that assessments were developed in collaboration with
stakeholders representing the interests of students with disabilities, English learners, and other




vulnerable populations; teachers, principals, and other school leaders; parents; and civil rights
organizations. Evidence might include letters of support or agendas from meetings where
assessments were discussed, along with participant lists.

The consortium should also document how it has worked with schools and districts to interpret
results and communicate with stakeholders such as parents, students, and community members
(i.e., how the consortium has worked to develop assessment literacy). Evidence might include
training agendas and presentations, meeting agendas, assessment guides, score interpretation
guides, data on stakeholder participation in training for test administration or score interpretation,
or stakeholder survey or focus group data.

Accountability

Georgia's accountability requirements must be met with use of any innovative assessment. In
addition to the need to provide a summative score, these requirements also include providing
measures for the College and Career Ready Performance Index (CCRPI).

The consortium should demonstrate that it uniquely identifies students within and across years so
that students’ assessment data, schools, districts, demographic information, etc., can be used for
accountability purposes. Data layouts and timelines should be provided. Evidence must also be
provided that the percentage of students assessed is at least as high as the percentages observed
on Milestones prior to the start of the innovative pilots, overall, as well as for all federally required
student demographic subgroups.

The consortium must describe how it will produce a single summative score. If there is more than
one administration during the academic year (e.g., a through-year model), the consortium should
specify which administrations contribute to the summative score and how scores are combined.
This description should provide a clear rationale for the calculation of the summative score.

As noted, the consortium must also show how its assessment data can be used for a variety of
CCRPI purposes, including providing measures for the Content Mastery and Closing Gaps
components of the index, growth measures for the Progress component, and literacy measures for
the Readiness component. These measures do not need to be strictly comparable to, or use the
same methods as, the Georgia Milestones, but evidence must be provided that justifies the
proposed approach.

Conflict of Interest

The consortium must provide assurances that there are no conflicts of interest (financial or
otherwise) for parties participating in the pilot program, and that all local procurement rules are
being followed. No new evidence is needed unless there have been changes since initial assurances
were made at the award of the innovative assessment grants.




TAC DISCUSSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The TAC noted several aspects of the comparability requirements that the consortium will need to
carefully consider, including the following:

Content Alignment

The TAC would like to see a traditional content alignment study where the GMAP items are aligned
to Georgia content standards. NWEA described its range ALDs as an approach to keeping GMAP and
Milestones comparable, but the TAC was concerned that differences between GMAP and Milestones
ALDs might cause misalignments. The consortium would need to explain why the GMAP range ALDs
are different than those used for Milestones. The TAC also reiterated that comparability is at the
achievement level rather than at the scale-score level. The previous MAP alignment study is not
sufficient because MAP was not created to be aligned to the GA content standards, but GMAP was
developed to align to the GA content standards.

Reliability

GMAP asked about the reliability thresholds at the total test and subscore levels. The TAC would like
information about how reliability and measurement error is calculated, and how statements about
what students know and can do are justified, especially in terms of instructional recommendations.
Milestones’ overall reliability is around 0.9, so that should be the target for GMAP, but subscores will
not have an official threshold.

Test Security

GMAP asked whether the administration security would need to be equally rigorous across all
administrations if some of the administrations do not contribute to the summative score. The TAC
mentioned that item exposure is a concern unless the item pool for summative scores is kept
separate from item pools used for low-stakes administrations. All items that contribute to a
student's summative score must be kept secure. Otherwise, having lower security for the interim
assessments might be sensible.

Growth Measure and Score Comparability

GMAP asked whether its growth measure has to be the same as what is currently used by
Milestones. GMAP can innovate and does not need to use student growth percentiles, but it should
justify why a different method is used, and compare the results to Milestones to identify whether
the results are different. The TAC noted that, ideally, student results would be the same regardless
of which assessment they would take. If the metrics are not comparable, then which assessment
students take will not be a matter of indifference. However, the purpose of IADA is to do something
new, so changes that improves scores should not be eliminated. Any differences need to be
explained, and if the differences are a reflection of something better, they are justified.
Comparability is important because scores will be compared, and if there is a lack of comparability,
it should be consistent with the theory of action.




“Banking” Scores and Score Interpretations with Ongoing Assessment

GMAP asked about the claims that one can make with a through-course model where the
summative score is collected prior to the end of the school year. Is there a validity issue around what
students have retained by the end of the year, versus the highest score the student attained across
the school year? GMAP is still considering whether it might be possible to bank scores, but there is
concern about validity and even comparability issues, compared to the Milestones model. GMAP has
modified the through-year CAT design such that banking of scores would be possible. The blueprint
for each assessment will be consistent across fall, winter, and spring. It is not designed to follow the
scope and sequence in Georgia. The TAC indicated that this design would be more amenable to a
score banking approach. To ignore the information gathered throughout the year does not make
sense. Students who did poorly prior to the spring assessment should not begin at the same place
as students who did well prior to the spring assessment. GMAP should capitalize on its adaptive
technology. To meet accountability requirements, however, GMAP will need to represent the on-
grade-level content. GMAP must clearly describe what a score is intended to mean. The assessment
design does produce scores with different meanings and that will support different interpretations,
but ultimately the consortium must be able to make the same claims that Milestones makes about
students and scores.

Comparability Requirements Overall

The TAC recommends considering what is reported when providing validity evidence. Are the claims
about what students know and can do substantiated?

The TAC recognizes that innovation may be difficult with the constraint of also meeting stringent
comparability requirements. If it can be demonstrated that an assessment is of greater diagnostic
value and instructional value, the TAC would take that into consideration when evaluating
comparability evidence. However, the TAC also noted that the current comparability checklist is the
bar to meet under current IADA requirements.

UPDATE ON CONSORTIUM ASSESSMENT SYSTEM AND FIELD TEST PLANS

During this part of the meeting, NWEA provided an update on work that GMAP has recently
accomplished and work that is in progress, including information on recruiting and field test plans.
Changes to the team were described, and new districts that have joined the consortium were
named. Other updates related to the field test included GMAP's plans to:

e provide a reliable linked-RIT score;

e evaluate within-year and across-year growth;

e develop new reports rather than using MAP Growth reports (there is a new platform that will
be used, requiring the move to the new reports);

e use assessments for determining eligibility for gifted programs;

e provide reliable GMAP summative scores with delayed scoring (late summer 2022), to be
used in comparability;

o field test enough items in spring 2022 to create the operational through-year CAT with 50-60
items (more students able to participate);




e move forward with item-level CAT, rather than multi-stage adaptive;

e use theta estimates obtained in fall and/or winter to determine starting difficulty of spring
assessments;

e embed GMAP field test items randomly across field test positions;

e recalibrate all MAP items to build the GMAP scale;

e enable districts to allow students to pause tests and resume on the same day or the next
day;

e provide sample items months before the field test; and

e have the field test deliver linked RIT scores while collecting sufficient data for building the
GMAP summative scale.

NWEA has three sets of items: (1) items that have RIT parameters, which are used to produce linked
RIT scores; (2) NWEA items that come from a summative item pool and that are not on the RIT scale,
and (3) newly developed items, created to measure Georgia standards that are not covered by
existing items. All items have been aligned to the Georgia standards, and existing IRT parameters
are being used as if they are operational for adaptive simulation purposes. All items will be
calibrated based on field test data, at which point previous statistics (where available) will not be
used. Existing IRT statistics are just being used to drive the adaptivity. NWEA plans to vary the
positions of passages and items in the field test to analyze potential fatigue effects and item position
effects. NWEA examined the stability of theta estimates for a 30-item MAP Growth test. Simulation
results show good stability in total score after 30 items. NWEA will provide previews of the
technology-enhanced item types and sample reports. Independent alignment will be conducted in
summer 2022 or 2023.

The RIT scale is used to measure within-year growth (spring-to-spring, winter-to-spring, fall-to-
spring). Instructional feedback is available via the learning continuum. GMAP is most interested in
using the RIT score to see if growth targets are met. There is also the use of RIT scores (or other
nationally normed assessments) to classify students into gifted programs). Maintaining the RIT scale
adds value to the assessment system for score users. It also provides a continuum from K-2 through
3-8 and beyond. This will eliminate a test, so that more testing is not needed for gifted programs or
other purposes.

Teachers will use the end-of-grade assessment to understand student performance in terms of the
state’s content standards. The norm-referenced score provides an additional interpretation about
how a student is doing in relation to the nation. The two scores provide answers to different
questions. It's easier for parents to think about growth on a scale that increases from grade to
grade. Milestones doesn't have this feature, and Georgia has struggled to provide meaningful norm-
referenced scores that parents understand how to differentiate from the criterion-referenced score.
The MAP Growth items used in GMAP are aligned to the Georgia Standards of Excellence (GSEs).

The TAC noted that having sample items outside of the field test forms is acceptable. However, they
should be provided in the same platform. Otherwise, the items might function differently or look
different. The TAC also noted that a survey to detect student levels of effort or motivation effects
might be helpful. It will be interesting to see how different the original item statistics are from the
statistics that are obtained from the upcoming GMAP administration. The populations of students
who took the items are different demographically and in terms of achievement levels. NWEA is
cautiously optimistic, but invariance probably will not hold across the board. The MAP Growth items




have very stable statistics, and can be used to generate the RIT scores without concern. RIT items
will not be recalibrated.

Both RIT-linked and GMAP scores will be produced on a single score report. The TAC asked if the
information provided to teachers via the RIT scores and via GMAP provide confusing or conflicting
messages. GMAP noted that there may be differences, but the RIT scores will be very similar to the
RIT scores provided via the MAP Growth assessment, which teachers are familiar with. Teachers are
also familiar with the GSEs, so the GMAP scores, which measure the GSEs, will also be somewhat
familiar. By 2022-23, GMAP will have score reports that can be compared to see how interpretations
might differ. The TAC mentioned that consequential validity will be important to look at in terms of
the score interpretations of the two score reports and the decisions that are made. TAC suggested
getting people’s reactions to the two scores and determining whether both scores should be
included for all users or just district-level users.

RANGE ACHIEVEMENT LEVEL DESCRIPTORS

During this section of the meeting, NWEA described the work that has been conducted, to date, on
the process used to adapt the GSEs to Range Achievement Level Descriptors (RALDs) for a
computer-adaptive assessment. These RALDs are at the standard or substandard level for all
content areas, and all represent on-grade-level content. GMAP has expanded the substandards to a
finer-grained level than in the Milestones ALDs: some standards have been broken down into
smaller “chunks.”

GMAP will analyze data to determine whether these levels are supported empirically. These levels
incorporated Georgia educator and content advisory feedback. However, if data do not support the
fine-grained distinctions, the RALDs will be collapsed to a higher level. The intent is to provide more
instructionally useful information throughout the year. Grades 3-8 math, ELA, and science RALDs
have been completed. The current plan is to expand the process to high school.

The TAC noted that the level of detail in the GMAP RALDs may be more detail than necessary,
especially given that Milestones is not at this detailed level. However, this level of detail would be
helpful to item writers. NWEA is currently using this information for pool analysis and item writing;
careful consideration would be needed to determine whether it could be used for reporting
purposes. The TAC has an overall concern that going to a finer grain level for the RALDs may actually
make demonstrating comparability to Milestones harder. The test specifications for Milestones
provide the basis for alignment. The CAT algorithm will not need to select items at specific levels or
substandards. To have the RALDs at this level and the blueprint at another might lead to
misalignments. The TAC was also concerned that GMAP moved items to different domains because
of places where NWEA felt that the Milestones RALDs had inconsistencies. This could also contribute
to misalignments if it is a pervasive issue, especially given how items roll up to domain subscores.
NWEA noted that by keeping the inconsistencies in the Milestones RALDs, GMAP may actually be
penalized during the item-to-standards alignment process. The TAC asked for proof that finer-
grained descriptions are instructionally useful. The TAC did note that once the GMAP assessment is
aligned to a higher level of content, it will be challenging to evaluate the assessment at a finer grain
level; if the assessment is aligned at a lower level, it is easier to roll up alignments to a higher level, if
needed. It was noted that the GA standards will be updated and changes will need to be
incorporated into the GMAP plan.




ALIGNMENT STUDY

In the last meeting, the TAC requested additional information on GMAP's first alignment study.
During this presentation, NWEA provided an overview of a bank analysis that was conducted by
EdMetric. This was a preliminary alignment study; an independent alignment study is planned after
the first operational administration. RALDs were the focus of this exploratory alignment study. Anne
Davidson from EdMetric presented the results of the study. An item-descriptor matching method
was used, including ordered item booklets that were sorted by both content standards and item
difficulty within subject and grade. The process included a content alignment rating, a DOK rating,
and, finally, an RALD rating. The first two steps are very consistent with the traditional content
alignment study, whereas the RALD rating is a novel approach. Results indicate that there are items
in the bank that may measure a GSE, but there are not RALDs that match to those items. Changes to
the RALDs could remedy this. Rater agreement was very high. Most items fall into DOK 1 or DOK 2,
and RALD results indicated potential locations where additional items could be developed to
increase the coverage of the GSEs in the GMAP item pool.

The TAC noted that the item-descriptor method is a standard setting method, not an alignment
method. The TAC asked for clarification on the rating process. Anne explained that the on-grade
GSEs and OIBs were provided to subject-matter experts (SMEs) to facilitate the alignment process.
SMEs were also provided with adjacent below- and above-grade GSEs. Items were then compared to
these GSEs. SMEs identified which content standard the item aligned best to, even if it was an off-
grade-level standard. The TAC supported the ordering of items by content but was not sure that
ordering by difficulty was necessary. Overall, the TAC felt that the study was interesting but not
necessarily the most relevant evidence for comparability between GMAP and Milestones. The final
GMAP item pool will be an amalgamated item pool that includes previous MAP items, newly written
items, and other NWEA-owned summative items. Collectively, the complete GMAP item pool will
align to the full range of the GSEs. This alignment study covers a portion of the GMAP item pool;
future alignment studies will include a representative sample of the complete GMAP item pool.

DESIGN OF THE THROUGH-YEAR CAT

NWEA has performed many CAT simulations in the past year to evaluate different CAT designs.
During this presentation, NWEA described its proposed CAT design, how it can be configured, and
what kinds of information it can produce. NWEA sought the TAC's feedback on the following
questions:

1. What types of evidence would you look for when implementing a new innovative CAT design?
2. What are the strengths and possible weaknesses of this CAT design? What recommendations
might address the weaknesses?

NWEA described its goal with the CAT design as maximizing efficiency and actionable information.
The design includes a modified shadow CAT approach with a weighted penalty model to create a
student-specific form. Items selected for each student are based on the updated student ability
estimate as the student moves through the test, along with the blueprint requirements. Early on, if
the student is struggling, the engine can identify supporting off-grade skills to provide diagnostic
information. There are many constraints in the system, including DOK and standards. The




constraints ensure that every student receives coverage of the standards on their assessments.
NWEA described a flow chart illustrating each decision point in the CAT design.

A proof-of-concept test produced reliable scores with 27 items. In the second part of the
assessment, students can be routed off grade, if necessary, to pinpoint strengths and weaknesses.
Blueprints proportional to the Milestones blueprint may have some difficulties for very small
domains, because the domains will include even fewer items. The engine has a lot of flexibility, but
the constraints must be prioritized. The current method uses a fixed-length, rather than variable-
length, CAT.

The TAC had positive feedback on the CAT model. The TAC asked how blueprint coverages ensured.
NWEA explained that the first section of the adaptive assessment provides a proportional
representation of the blueprint. The TAC expressed concern that there were not enough high-DOK
items in the pool. Item development has focused on filling those gaps. The TAC noted that
Milestones does have DOK targets, and asked whether these targets could be added to the CAT.
NWEA indicated that this is definitely possible. The TAC wanted to know what NWEA is planning and
which constraints they recommend moving forward with. NWEA plans to run simulations soon to
understand how the constraints interact with the current item pool and will present this
information to the TAC at the next meeting. The TAC encouraged NWEA to think very flexibly about
all aspects of the CAT and to consider the proportion of students who received an assessment that
met the Milestones blueprint in terms of content and cognitive complexity. The TAC mentioned that
having enough items to provide the data required for reporting is important. The TAC requested to
have sample score reports to understand how many items will be needed. The TAC also
recommended exploring, through simulations and focus groups, how much flexibility in terms of
test length and other features is acceptable if there are real benefits in terms of score precision.
Having the ability to include so many different constraints and guidelines is great, but results still
need to be interpretable by users.

The TAC mentioned that it is important to verify that the score precision for subscores/diagnostic
categories is sufficiently high for reporting purposes, and to ensure that the CAT can satisfy the
requirements of the federal IADA and, at the same time, supports the theory of action. Iltems
should measure a full range of the content, rather than there just being enough items within a
domain to provide a subscore. The consortium can use the distribution of ability in the Georgia
student population to see how constraints in the CAT model play out. There are only so many
constraints that can be supported, but GMAP should attempt to push the boundaries. The TAC
really wants to see how the students are funneled through the item pool and what the content
representation and score precision look like for a representative sample of student assessments.
The TAC recommended looking at the balance of items between the on-grade and diagnostic
sections: How does that differ by grade, ability level, subject, etc.? Also, what percent of students
receive below-grade items? Above-grade items? Although it is not the most critical piece of
evidence, looking at the item response time will be critical. The test could be timed, or not,
depending on client requirements.

The TAC mentioned that the blueprint coverage could only be based on the items that contribute to
the summative score. If GMAP moves forward with including only the results from the final
assessment in the summative score, the content/blueprint coverage should focus on the final




assessment. The TAC supported NWEA's proposal to use previous assessments to inform the
starting difficulty of subsequent tests.

TIMELINE AND NEXT STEPS

In the last meeting, the TAC requested additional information on GMAP's theory of action, score
reporting, and professional learning plans. A presentation on these topics was planned for this
meeting but was postponed due to time constraints.

The primary objective during the next TAC meeting (December 2021) will be to show the TAC the
progress that has been made on comparability. Comparability evidence artifacts or descriptions,
aligned to the requirements of the comparability guidelines, should be provided as pre-meeting
materials to the TAC. The TAC will not provide a thorough review of a substantial amount of
documentation prior to the December meeting, but providing as much documentation to the TAC as
possible, along with an indication of whether the documentation is in draft format or finalized, will
help the TAC understand the consortium's progress and technical assistance needs for 2022.

For areas of the checklist where evidence/artifacts have not yet been created, the timeline and
process for assembling those pieces should be described. It will be good to show the TAC how far
the consortium has been able to come in the past two years, despite the pandemic; how delays have
impacted timelines; and a high-level schedule of the upcoming three years. For example, when does
it look possible to implement in lieu of Milestones for grades 3-8 ELA and math? What about science
and social Studies? What about high school? Implementing the full set of assessments in the same
year is not necessary, but there should be a long-term plan and timeline to fully replace Milestones.

The TAC is also interested in the consortium’s theory of learning and theory of action. If there are
areas of the checklist where the consortium differs from Milestones, is there evidence that those
differences are improvements?

Following is a list of topics in which the TAC has expressed interest:

e Theory of learning/theory of action

e Summative score determination (including score banking decision)
e Score reporting

e CAT simulation results

e Accessibility and accommodations

e Professional learning plans

These and other TAC topics should be prioritized based on how relevant they are to the
comparability guidelines and how soon answers are needed, based on the consortium’s timelines.
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INTRODUCTION

The Georgia Innovative Assessment Pilot Program (IAPP) Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) met on
July 8, 2021, via Zoom video conferencing. Attendees included members of the TAC; the Putnam
County Consortium (Putnam Consortium); Navvy Education, LLC; the Georgia Department of
Education (GaDOE); and WestEd. The agenda included two main topics:

e areview of comparability requirements and associated discussion of their specific
application to the Navvy assessments; and

e an update on Navvy's implementation.

This report provides an overview of each topic and a description of the resulting key takeaways and
action items from the meeting.

COMPARABILITY REQUIREMENTS CHECKLIST

To begin the meeting, WestEd staff provided an overview of the comparability evidence that the
consortium will be required to provide to the state. Examples of relevant evidence are described in a
template that will be provided to Putnam. Evidence is required in several main categories, as
described in the following sections.

Alignment and Comparability

Consortium assessments must demonstrate that:

e assessments and items are aligned to the Georgia standards,

e assessments match the depth and breadth of the Georgia standards,

¢ students can be classified into at least four achievement levels representing the same
knowledge and skills that current Milestones assessment achievement level descriptors
(ALDs) provide,

e summative classifications of students are consistent across Milestones and innovative
assessments (for all students, subgroups of students, content areas, and assessments),

¢ those who participate in the innovative assessment are representative of the state in terms
of demographic composition and achievement, and

e thereis a plan for conducting annual comparability analyses between the innovative
assessment and Georgia Milestones throughout the remainder of the IADA period.
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To meet these criteria, the consortium should present an independent alignment study including
information similar to that provided in previous Milestones reports. Four types of alignment should
be included: balance of complexity, depth and range of knowledge, and categorical concurrence.
Note that conducting an alignment study of all items is not necessary (though every grade level
should be included). A sampling approach that provides strong evidence that the items and tests
that students actually encountered on a consortium assessment are aligned (for example, by
selecting a sample of students across proficiency levels and checking alignment for those students’
tests) can suffice. Note also that the state is updating its standards. New math standards will
become operational in 2023-24 and ELA in 2024-25, so new evidence of alignment will be needed
after the new standards become operational.

The consortium must also demonstrate that it has achievement levels that correspond to the
current Milestones ALDs. Direct adoption of Georgia's ALDs can satisfy this criterion, though other
ALDs may be used with evidence of their alignment to the existing ALDs. The consortium must show
evidence that students at each of the Milestones ALD levels have the skills and knowledge described
in those ALDs. For example, if the Milestones ALD describes proficiency as being able to use place-
value relationships to round numbers, the consortium should demonstrate that students placed
into that performance level on the innovative assessment also demonstrate those skills.

The consortium must also provide a report on how classification into its achievement levels
compares to classifications on the Milestones assessment. Only on-grade-level items should be used
to classify students into performance levels. It is possible that new tests may provide different
results for good reasons, based on the design of the assessment or the approach to scoring; the
consortium should be prepared to fully explain and justify why differences may occur. The
consortium should be sure to describe not just how many students are at each level but the degree
to which students are consistently classified by the two assessments. Because end-of-course
assessments contribute 20% to course grades, the consortium should also provide evidence of its
approach to using its scores for grades and the comparability of those grades to the grade
conversion score (GCS) method used with the Milestones assessments.

Consortium documentation should also include descriptive analyses of its participating populations

of students, compared to the state, with description of weighting methods or other mechanisms for
generalizing sample results to the state, as relevant. All state-reported subgroups of students should
be included, as well as a description of groups based on achievement.

Beyond initial comparability analyses based on students taking both the consortium assessments
and the Milestones tests, the consortium must provide a plan to conduct annual comparability
analyses for the remainder of the IADA period. This plan need not include testing of all students, but,
rather, should include a sample of grade bands (or grade bands/students), so that each grade band
includes an innovative assessment and the state assessment (see IADA final regulations, pp. 28-29).

Technical Quality

The consortium must also provide evidence of the technical quality of its assessments,
demonstrating:

e work with experts to ensure quality,

e reliability and validity of the assessments,
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e how the assessment provides information across the full performance continuum for
students,

e availability of individual and aggregate reports and the timeliness and interpretability of
these reports for stakeholders,

e how principles of universal design for learning were incorporated into the assessment
design, and

e aplan to maintain the item bank and the integrity of the score scale over time.

To meet these criteria, the consortium should provide background information (e.g., names, CVs) of
TAC members and agendas of meetings aimed at discussing technical quality of the assessments.

The consortium should also present evidence of validity that matches the categories in the Standards
for Educational and Psychological Testing. Not all evidence (e.g., consequential validity) may be
available immediately, but the consortium should describe its plan to gather this information over
time. Consideration of what validity evidence can be provided without testing, what can be gathered
during piloting, and what must be gathered once an innovative assessment is fully operational may
be useful.

The consortium must provide reliability evidence for the summative scores, subscores, and
achievement levels generated from the innovative assessment, consistent with national standards
and the Georgia Milestones. For example, evidence might include test-subtest reliability (again,
including only on-grade-level items). Decision consistency and accuracy values should be similar to
those reported for Georgia Milestones.

Data showing the distribution of scores, to demonstrate how the assessment provides information
across the performance continuum, should also be presented. These data could include analyses of
test information functions or other analytics, or other types of information such as cognitive lab data
and test blueprints indicating depth-of-knowledge ranges.

The consortium should provide examples of its student and aggregate-level reports (such as
classroom, school, consortium, and even state-level reports). These reports should be accompanied
by evidence that stakeholders can use these reports to make valid interpretations about student
performance, such as data drawn from focus groups of a variety of stakeholders representing report
consumers, data from A/B tests, or other data.

Innovative assessment reporting timelines must describe when and how stakeholders receive
results of the assessment, demonstrating that these results are provided in a timely manner. Final
results for accountability must be provided at least in the same timeframe in which the current
Georgia Milestones assessment final results are available.

The consortium should also provide a description of how its assessments incorporated principles of
universal design for learning in test development, as well as how scales and item banks will be
maintained over time (e.g., how parameter drift will be managed).
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Accessibility and Accommodations

All students who currently participate in Georgia Milestones must be able to participate in the

innovative assessment in order to use the innovative assessment in lieu of Georgia Milestones,
including students with disabilities and English learners (except students with the most severe
cognitive disabilities, who may participate in an alternate assessment).

A crosswalk of accessibility and accommodation features available on Georgia Milestones and
available on the innovative assessment should be provided such that it is possible to see, at a
glance, whether all of the accessibility and accommodation features will be available, and, if not, how
students will be validly assessed using an alternative accessibility mechanism. Any differences in the
ways that accessibility or accommodation features work in the innovative assessment, compared to
Georgia Milestones, should be indicated.

Accessibility features and accommodations must allow students to participate in alignment with
their IEPs or English learning plans and comply with relevant federal laws such as the Individuals
with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA). The consortium should provide a participation report that
shows that all students are participating as required.

The consortium need not have all accommodations available in order for the innovative assessment
to be approved for use in lieu of the Georgia Milestones, but must have a specific and feasible plan
to provide all needed accommodations when assessments are administered. For example, the
consortium need not have Braille forms ready at the time that evidence of comparability is being
reviewed, but must have a well-described plan to produce Braille forms prior to administration, that
demonstrates the vendor's capacity to produce them (historical evidence of how they have been
produced in the manner described).

Test Administration and Security

The consortium must demonstrate that it has plans in place to ensure standardized administrations,
such as training and manuals, and processes to prevent and/or document testing irregularities and
protect test security and student data. In addition, the Georgia Office of State Assessment will
monitor consortium test administrations, and monitoring reports should be included in evidence for
this criterion. Other evidence would be sample irregularity reports, results of analytical analyses
aimed at discovering cheating, auditing procedures, and procedures to handle irregularities or test
security violations.

The consortium should keep in mind that standardization processes are intended to promote the
validity and comparability of the scores, but the consortium need not compromise features of the
assessments that make them innovative. As an example, using many different types of
accommodations reduces the standardization of administration, but is necessary to ensure validity
of the scores.

Stakeholder Engagement

The consortium should provide evidence that assessments were developed in collaboration with
stakeholders representing the interests of students with disabilities, English learners, and other
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vulnerable populations; teachers, principals, and other school leaders; parents; and civil rights
organizations. Evidence might include letters of support or agendas from meetings where
assessments were discussed, along with participant lists.

The consortium should also document how it has worked with schools and districts to interpret
results and communicate with stakeholders such as parents, students, and community members
(i.e., how the consortium has worked to develop assessment literacy). Evidence might include
training agendas and presentations, meeting agendas, assessment guides, score interpretation
guides, data on stakeholder participation in training for test administration or score interpretation,
or stakeholder survey or focus group data.

Accountability

Georgia's accountability requirements must be met with use of any innovative assessment. In
addition to the need to provide a summative score, these requirements also include providing
measures for the College and Career Ready Performance Index (CCRPI).

The consortium should demonstrate that it uniquely identifies students within and across years so
that students’ assessment data, schools, districts, demographic information, etc., can be used for
accountability purposes. Data layouts and timelines should be provided. Evidence must also be
provided that the percentage of students assessed is at least as high as the percentages observed
on Milestones prior to the start of the innovative pilots, overall, as well as for all federally required
student demographic subgroups.

The consortium must describe how it will produce a single summative score. If there is more than
one administration during the academic year (e.g., a through-year model), the consortium should
specify which administrations contribute to the summative score and how scores are combined.
This description should provide a clear rationale for the calculation of the summative score.

As noted, the consortium must also show how its assessment data can be used for a variety of
CCRPI purposes, including providing measures for the Content Mastery and Closing Gaps
components of the index, growth measures for the Progress component, and literacy measures for
the Readiness component. These measures do not need to be strictly comparable to, or use the
same methods as, the Georgia Milestones, but evidence must be provided that justifies the
proposed approach.

Conflict of Interest

The consortium must provide assurances that there are no conflicts of interest (financial or
otherwise) for parties participating in the pilot program, and that all local procurement rules are
being followed. No new evidence is needed unless there have been changes since initial assurances
were made at the award of the innovative assessment grants.
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TAC DISCUSSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The TAC noted several aspects of the comparability requirements that the consortium will need to
carefully consider, including the following:

Participation

Given the ongoing nature of the innovative assessments, how is participation defined? TAC
members also raised the issue of student mobility and requested that the consortium consider how
to handle situations where students transfer in late in the school year and may not have
participated in earlier assessments. How can a summative score be produced in these situations?
The consortium may need to consider business rules such as the “attemptedness” rules that the
Milestones uses to determine what counts as participation, and what is needed to be able to make a
judgment about student proficiency. One way to think about this might be to focus on “culminating”
standards that incorporate prior standards and skills from within the grade.

Retention of Learning

TAC members also noted that the current Milestones exams assume that students will retain
information they may have learned earlier in the year and be able to demonstrate it on an end-of-
year test. Innovative assessments may use a different model of learning, where scores represent an
accumulation of information about learning from different points, rather than from one moment in
time. Description of what the final scores reflect, and how that may be the same as or different from
the Milestones model, will be important.

Multiple Opportunities

Because the consortium’s approach allows students to attempt to demonstrate mastery of
standards up to three times, the vendor should be sure to analyze the use of multiple attempts and
thoroughly document how and when multiple attempts are incorporated into reporting—how they
are used, when, on which reports, and how their use impacts results. The vendor noted that its item
selection algorithm prioritizes depth and breadth of standards first, then new items, so it is also
possible that students could see the same items over time. These situations should also be
documented.

Use of Assessment for Accountability

TAC members noted that the system is trying to serve multiple purposes: to provide useful
information for feedback and instruction, and, ultimately, to provide measures that can be used for
accountability. While the focus now may be on feedback and instruction, behavior and use of the
data may change once the assessment is being used in lieu of the Milestones for accountability
purposes. The consortium should consider how to gather information on the use of data, both
before and after administration of Navvy in lieu of Milestones, to report on consequential validity.
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Ongoing Nature of Reporting

Because the assessment system aims to provide real-time information to inform instruction, users
have data about student performance at all times. TAC members noted that there is potential for
misuse of the data if users don't understand what is included and what it represents, and try to
make summary judgments before assessment is really complete. The TAC suggested that the
consortium consider how and when to report “final” data, particularly at aggregate levels such as the
district level or even the state level, so that appropriate interpretations of the data can be made.
Such an approach may be especially important if summative classifications are potentially available
on an ongoing basis.

Pacing and Coverage

Different classrooms may provide instruction at different speeds, even if all are following a common
pacing guide. With any type of high-stakes assessment, teachers may rush to cover as much of the
expected content of the assessment as possible prior to administration. This situation may be
exacerbated when assessments don't just take place at the end of the year, but are spread out
throughout the school year. The consortium should consider how to balance the need to allow for
variability in assessment administration windows with the need to maintain some standardization. It
is also important to help consortium members avoid situations where schools or teachers are
rushing not just to cover content but also to administer multiple assessments toward the end of the
year. Training and handbooks may be an important element to address these types of concerns.

Integration of Standards

TAC members asked about integration of standards. Navvy's current design assesses individual
standards in isolation, though it was pointed out that some standards include knowledge and skills
from prior standards (and that standards are not necessarily taught in isolation, even if they are
assessed in that manner). Though this is not necessarily included in the comparability criteria, the
TAC suggested being sure to describe this aspect of Navvy's learning and assessment model when
discussing interpretation of results.

UPDATE ON CONSORTIUM ASSESSMENT SYSTEM

Goals and Features of Assessments

A key goal of the Navvy assessment system is to provide validity and reliability around standards-
based reporting. The Navvy assessments are intended to inform teaching and to guide learning by
accurately identifying what learning has taken place and what learning needs more support. An aim
of the current work is to leverage Navvy's assessment data for everyday use in monitoring student
learning as well as for accountability purposes.

Hallmark features of the Navvy system are the real-time reports that provide an at-a-glance update
on student mastery of standards. The design is intended to be diagnostic at the standards level.
Teachers determine when to give assessments, based on their instructional pacing, and information
on mastery is updated as soon as it is available. Students may take assessments up to three times;
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this design is aimed at helping create a growth mindset in which students are not simply “not
proficient,” but, rather, are “not yet proficient,” and will have additional opportunities to
demonstrate their learning. Teachers cannot see the items that contribute to the accountability
assessments, but they can see the items for the practice assessments. The TAC asked whether
students have the same awareness of Navvy as an assessment, compared to Milestones. Students
do know that it is an assessment event, not just part of a learning management system. Teachers do
not typically use Navvy for grades, especially in elementary school, though this may shift at middle
school and high school.

Sample Reports

The consortium also showed sample student and teacher dashboard reports, which provide a quick
way for the user to see each standard and whether the student has demonstrated mastery of that
standard. Reports can be extended to look at performance over years or across classrooms as well.

Summative Score Calculations

The consortium offered several initial ideas on summative scoring; it is evaluating multiple
approaches using the data collected in 2019-20 and 2020-21. An initial idea is to calculate the
percentage of standards mastered as the summative score. Thresholds could be placed on the
percentage metric to delineate the achievement levels. By default, everyone would start in the
lowest category and move up toward the highest as they test and pass more standards. They could
then see where they are throughout the year in terms of achievement level/accountability metric.
Another approach could use a weighted percentage of standards mastered, using the Milestones
blueprint, to have the number of standards by domain for Milestones drive the Navvy weights.

Initial Data on Reliability and Comparisons to MAP

Navvy showed some preliminary data from 2020-21, including the base rates of competency
mastery in fourth grade math, using only the first attempt. Reliability at the standard level is almost
always 0.8 or above (all above 0.7). Each standard is measured by 6-9 items. Item discrimination
analyses also seemed to be within industry standard ranges.

The consortium also provided some more-detailed results from an analysis of MAP and Navvy
scores in math. The analysis showed that there are several standards profiles from Navvy that
correspond to the same MAP Growth scores—that is, students’ scores may be exactly the same on
MAP subscales, but the pattern of their standards mastery as demonstrated in Navvy can be quite
different. Scores between the Navvy and MAP scales are correlated at about 0.5. The TAC noted that
the MAP-to-Navvy comparison should be replicated with scores from Milestones, which could
provide comparability evidence. The more of the state’s variability that is included in the analysis,
the more informative it will be. The TAC suggested identifying real outliers and trying to explain why
the differences are happening.
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POTENTIAL TIMELINES AND NEXT STEPS

Putnam described some timeline options, along with some gaps between where the program is
now and what will be needed to satisfy the comparability checklist. One option is to try to get ready
to be operational by 2022-23, with the TAC approving use in lieu of Milestones in summer 2022.
Comparability evidence would be provided to the TAC beginning with the December 2021 TAC
meeting, using 2020-21 data. Use of the 2020-21 data may be challenging given participation and
administration constraints due to COVID-19. TAC members noted that confidence in the Milestones
scores and confidence in Navvy scores have to be high in order to make the comparability
argument. Alternative approaches (e.g., Andrew Ho's metrics) might enable comparisons of the
2020-21 data to previous, more trustworthy years.

The goal would be to then add 2021-22 data and submit data in an agreed-upon format in summer
2022 so that the consortium could begin assessing in lieu of Milestones in Fall 2022.

One outstanding question is if there might be additional federal flexibility, such as extensions to
states’ IADA periods or waivers, to support this project. A two-year extension from the federal
government might be acceptable; however, the Putnam Consortium districts are eager to move the
timeline up.

TAC review of comparability materials should be staggered, as reviewing all of the documentation
during a single one-day meeting won't be possible. Information could also be staggered to GaDOE.
A next step is to review the timeline more thoroughly and propose a method to deliver materials in
advance of the December meeting so that the meeting time can be used efficiently to gather TAC
feedback.

The primary objective during the next TAC meeting (December 2021) will be to show the TAC the
progress that has been made on comparability. Comparability evidence artifacts or descriptions,
aligned to the requirements of the comparability guidelines, should be provided as pre-meeting
materials to the TAC. The TAC will not provide a thorough review of a substantial amount of
documentation prior to the December meeting, but providing as much documentation to the TAC as
possible, along with an indication of whether the documentation is in draft format or finalized, will
help the TAC understand the consortium’s progress and technical assistance needs for 2022.

For areas of the checklist where evidence/artifacts have not yet been created, the timeline and
process for assembling those pieces should be described. It will be good to show the TAC how far
the consortium has been able to come in the past two years, despite the pandemic; how delays have
impacted timelines; and a high-level schedule of the upcoming three years. For example, when does
it look possible to implement in lieu of Milestones for grades 3-8 ELA and math? What about science
and social studies? What about high school? Implementing the full set of assessments in the same
year is not necessary, but there should be a long-term plan and timeline to fully replace Milestones.

The TAC is also interested in the consortium’s theory of learning and theory of action. If there are
areas of the checklist where the consortium differs from Milestones, is there evidence that those
differences are improvements?
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Following is a list of topics in which the TAC has expressed interest:

e Theory of learning/theory of action

e Additional results from 2019-20 or 2020-21

e Summative score determination

e Assessment plan for students who are not in the district for the full year
e Plan for the literacy CCRPI measure

e Accessibility and accommodations

These and other TAC topics should be prioritized based on how relevant they are to the
comparability guidelines and how soon answers are needed, based on the consortium’s timelines.
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Appendix 2

GEORGIA INNOVATIVE ASSESSMENT PILOT
PROGRAM ASSURANCES
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+ Aligns with Georgia's academic content standards (breadth and depth of those standards for all grade-levels and content areas or courses
assessed)

+ |dentifies which students are not making progress toward Georgia’s academic content standards

* Produces results that are comparable to the Georgia Milestones assessments (include methods in the narrative or as attached evidence)

Technical Quality

+ Works with expert(s) (external partner or in-house) to ensure technical quality, validity, reliability, and psychometric soundness of the
innovative assessment

+ Establishes validity and reliability evidence consistent with nationally recognized testing standards

+ Assesses student achievement based on state academic content standards in terms of content and cognitive processes, including higher-
order thinking skills, and adequately measures student performance across the full performance continuum

+ Produces individual and aggregate reports that allow parents, educators, and school leaders to understand and address the specific needs of
students

* Provides reports in an easily understandable and timely manner to students, parents, educators, and school leaders
+ Developed, to the extent practicable, consistent with the principles of universal design for learning

I ——

Accommodations

+ Appropriate accommodations will be provided for students with disabilities as defined via their IEP or IAP (provide list of available
accommodations as an attachment)

* Appropriate accommodations will be provided for English Learners as defined via their EL/TPC (provide list of available accommodations as
an attachment)

+ Develops and implements policies and procedures to ensure standardized test administration (i.e., test coordinator manuals, test
administration manuals, accommodations manuals, test preparation materials for students and parents, and/or other key documents provided
to schools and teachers that address standardized test administration and any accessibility tools and features available for the assessments)

+ Delivers training for educators and school leaders to ensure a standardized test administration
+ Develops and implements a monitoring process to ensure standardized test administration
+ Develops and implements policies and procedures to prevent test irregularities and ensure the integrity of test results

+ Develops and implements policies and procedures to protect the integrity and confidentiality of test materials, test-related data, and
personally identifiable information

Stakeholder Engagement

+ Develops assessment in collaboration with stakeholders representing the interests of students with disabilities, English learners, and other
vulnerable populations; teachers, principals, and other school leaders; parents; and civil rights organizations

+ Develops capacity for educators and school and district leaders to implement the assessment, interpret results and communicate with
stakeholders

Accountability

* Produces a single, summative score for every student

* Produces a comparable growth measurement that can be used for the Progress CCRPI component

+ Produces a comparable achievement measurement that can be used for the Content Mastery and Closing Gaps CCRPI components
(alignment to Beginning, Developing, Proficient, and Distinguished Learner achievement levels)

* Produces a comparable literacy (Lexile) measurement that can be used for the Readiness CCRPI component

* Produces subgroup results consistent with federal accountability and reporting requirements (e.g., race/ethnicity, gender, English Learners,
students with disabilities, migrant, homeless, foster, parent on active military duty)
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Appendix 3

GEORGIA INNOVATIVE ASSESSMENT
PILOT PROGRAM COMPARABILITY GUIDELINES
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GEORGIA INNOVATIVE ASSESSMENT PILOT PROGRAM

Please specify the end-of-grade and/or end-of-course assessments for which evidence is being provided for the innovative assessment.

ELA MATHEMATICS SCIENCE SOCIAL STUDIES
[] Grade 3 [] Grade 3
O Grade 4 [0 Grade 4
[ Grade 5 [ Grade 5 [ Grade 5
O Grade 6 [0 Grade 6
[ Grade 7 [] Grade 7
[0 Grade 8 [0 Grade 8 [0 Grade 8 [0 Grade 8
O HS Physical Science
(Grade 8)
[0 American Literature [l Algebra I/Coordinate ] Biology 1 U.S. History

and Composition

Algebra

For each of the assessments selected in the table above, evidence will need to be submitted for each of the criteria in the seven categories below (alignment
and comparability, technical quality, accessibility and accommodations, test administration and security, stakeholder engagement, accountability, and
conflict of interest). Note that all evidence submitted should be based on grade-level items only. Off-grade items can be included on assessments but cannot

be included in the evidence required below.
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1 ALIGNMENT & COMPARABILITY

Criteria

Do you have an independent alignment
study between the innovative assessment
and the Georgia academic content
standards (GSEs) for all grades, content
areas, and courses?

Note: The revised mathematics GSEs are
expected to be operational for the 2023-
2024 school year and the revised ELA
GSEs are expected to be operational for
the 2024-2025 school year.

Does the alignment study indicate that
the innovative assessment adequately
reflects Georgia academic content
standards for all grades, content areas,
and courses in terms of categorical
concurrence, balance of representation,
depth of knowledge, and range of
knowledge?

Note: If the innovative assessment is
computer adaptive, documentation
should demonstrate procedures that
ensure the item pool and content
constraints result in good alignment at
the student level across all ability levels.
Does the innovative assessment classify
students into four achievement levels that
are consistent (representing similar levels
of knowledge and skill) with those
reported for Georgia Milestones?

Note: Direct adoption of Georgia's ALDs is
recommended to satisfy this criterion. If

Yes No
O O
O O
O O

Evidence Documents*
(CEED)

<Consortium A Alignment
Report 2022.docx> (1-35)

Examples of Relevant Evidence

Alignment study report

Alignment study report <Consortium A Alignment

e Similar to alignment of Georgia Report 2022.docx> (32-
Milestones 33)

Test blueprints indicating depth of

knowledge ranges/cognitive

complexity levels

Item and passage specifications

Item selection procedures

<Consortium A Statewide
Performance SY21-
22.pdf> (2)

Achievement level descriptors
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other ALDs are used, they must be
justified and the alignment to the Georgia
ALDs evaluated.

Are summative classifications of students
into the four achievement levels
consistent between the innovative
assessment and Georgia Milestones for all
students and for all subgroups of
students across all grades, content areas,
and courses?

Note: A standard setting is not expected,
rather, empirical methods can be used to
set cut scores on the innovative
assessment that results in consistent
student classifications into achievement
levels. If the innovative assessment
contains any off-grade level items,
achievement level classification should be
determined using only items that
measure on-grade level standards (i.e.,
the grade in which the student is enrolled)
and uses that determination for reporting
and accountability. Consortia should also
be aware that end-of-course assessments
contribute 20% to course grades. The
grade conversion score (GCS) is tied to the
scale score cuts for Developing Learner
and Proficient Learner. Specifically, for
Georgia Milestones, the GCS ranges from
0 to 100. GCS=0 is set to the LOSS,
GCS=100 is set to the HOSS. GCS=68, 80,
and 92 are set to the scale cuts between
achievement levels (1/2; 2/3; 3/4). A linear
transformation is applied to obtain the
GCS values between the points above.
Are the students who participate in the
innovative assessment representative of

Classification consistency methods
report, including achievement level
classification consistency values and 4
x 4 contingency table for all grades,
content areas, and courses for all
students and all subgroups of
students:

e Exact Agreement (>0.7)

e Exact + Adjacent Agreement (>0.9)

e Quadratic Weighted Kappa (>0.85)

The report or associated evidence
should document, as applicable:
methodology, calibration model(s),
assumption check results, reliability,
mean/range item difficulty,
distribution of item types across the
scale, student sample exclusions and
impact of exclusions, consistency of
results by demographic subgroups,
comparability of administration

conditions (e.g., speededness, format).

The classification consistency report
should also include an analysis of how
comparable student grades are likely
to be for end-of-course assessments
given the GCS method.

Table of sample vs. state
demographics and achievement
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the state in terms of demographic (include all subgroups reported in
composition and achievement? Georgia for accountability)

Note: If the answer to this question is no, Description of weighting methods or
then provide evidence demonstrating other mechanisms for generalizing
how the sample has been weighted or sample results to the state.

adjusted to represent the state when

necessary.

Do you have a plan for conductingannual O O Comparability analysis plan
comparability analyses between the

innovative assessment and Georgia

Milestones throughout the remainder of

the IADA period?

Note: Comparability analyses will require
double testing of Georgia Milestones and
the innovative assessment for a sample of
grades and subjects.
*The Evidence Documents column can either contain the file name(s) of the relevant artifact(s), or a hyperlink to the document.

2 TECHNICAL QUALITY

Crlterla Yes No | Examples of Relevant Evidence Evidence Documents Commentary
(pages) (Optional)

Have you Worked with experts to ensure O O CVs/qualifications of technical team
technical quality, validity, reliability, and Meeting agendas or meeting
psychometric soundness of the innovative summaries (e.g., internal meetings,
assessment? WestEd technical assistance meetings,
TAC meeting transcripts, other
consultant meetings)
Have you established reliability evidence for 0O O Reliability section of the technical
the summative scores, subscores, and report (include overall reliability,
achievement levels generated from the subscore reliability, conditional
innovative assessment consistent with standard errors of measurement,
nationally-recognized testing standards? decision consistency, and decision
Notes: For preliminary or on-demand accuracy)
results/scores, demonstrate the technical
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evaluation procedures used to evaluate
consistent reliability, including evaluation of
model assumptions/parameters/scale
stability. As a point of comparison, the
majority of Georgia Milestones EOG and
EOC assessments have reliability values of
0.9 and above. Include subscore reliability,
but strict reliability criteria will not be
required. Decision consistency and accuracy
values should be similar to those reported
for Georgia Milestones.

Have you established validity evidence for
the innovative assessment consistent with
nationally-recognized testing standards?

Note: Much of the Comparability assurances
criteria also provide validity evidence.
Content evidence is most critical, relations to
other variables will be available through
comparison to Georgia Milestones, and
validity evidence should be organized
around the five sources of validity evidence
described in The Standards. Evidence of test
consequences, especially as it relates to the
theory of action should be provided as soon
as possible.

Is the innovative assessment designed to
assess student achievement based on
grade-level state academic content
standards in terms of content and cognitive
processes, including higher-order thinking
skills, and to adequately measure
summative student performance across the
full performance continuum for all students,
except students with the most significant
cognitive disabilities?

O Validity section of the technical report
Blueprints, test specifications,
alignment studies

O Score distributions
Test blueprints, assessment guides, or
other documents indicating depth of
knowledge ranges
Summary of item types
Item and passage specifications
Cognitive labs or other studies
addressing student cognitive processes
Analyses of test information functions
demonstrating precision across the
performance continuum or other
demonstration of information function
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Do you produce individual student score
reports?
Do you produce aggregate score reports?

Have you collected evidence that students,
parents, educators, and school leaders are
able to use your score reports to make valid
score interpretations?

Note: Include information about the
representativeness of the sample for each
stakeholder group.

Are score reports provided in a timely
manner?

Have you incorporated principles of
Universal Design for Learning into your
innovative assessment?

Have you developed a maintenance and
evaluation plan to address longitudinal scale
stability, identification and mitigation of
parameter drift, and bank maintenance?

O

|

across the performance continuum
CSEM across the scale/at the cut points
Analyses (e.g., differential item
functioning (DIF), differential test
functioning (DTF) analyses) that identify
possible bias or inconsistent
interpretations of results across
student groups

Alignment studies

Example student report

Score interpretation guide

Example classroom, school, district,
consortium reports

Score interpretation guide

Reports from cognitive labs, focus
groups, etc.

Reporting timeline (e.g., number of
days between the administration and
when score users are provided with
preliminary and/or final results along
with activities occurring between the
two milestones)

Test development chapter of technical
report

Accessibility/UDL reports
Psychometrics, research, and
evaluation section of the technical
report

Details on item pool
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3 ACCESSIBILITY & ACCOMMODATIONS

All students who currently participate in Georgia Milestones must be able to participate in the innovative assessment in order to use the innovative
assessment in lieu of Georgia Milestones. A crosswalk of accessibility and accommodation features available on Georgia Milestones and available on the

innovative assessment should be provided such that it is possible to see at a glance whether all of the accessibility and accommodation features will be
available, and if not, how students will be validly assessed using an alternative accessibility mechanism. Any differences in the way accessibility or
accommodation features work in the innovative assessment as compared to Georgia Milestones should be indicated. Over time, the accessibility and
accommodation features available for use on the innovative assessment should improve to reach industry best-practice.

Yes No | Examples of Relevant Evidence Evidence Documents Commentary
(pages) (Optional)

Crlterla

In participating schools are all students, O O Participation rate report

except those with the most significant Table of sample vs. state demographics

cognitive disabilities, participating in the and achievement

innovative assessment?

Are students with disabilities provided with O O Relevant sections of the

appropriate accommodations as defined by accommodations manual

their IEP/IAP? List of available accommodations
Braille and VSL materials/resources
Results of analyses and/or expert
review indicating that accommodations
do not alter the construct (e.g.,
classification consistency studies, DIF
studies, person fit studies)

Are English learners provided with O O Relevant sections of the

appropriate accommodations as defined by
their EL/TPC?

Do all provided accessibility tools and
accommodations comply with all federal
laws, including, but not limited to, IDEA, ADA,
Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973,
Title |, ESEA, and FERPA?

accommodations manual

List of available accommodations
Results of analyses and/or expert
review indicating that accommodations
do not alter the construct (e.g.,
classification consistency studies, DIF
studies, person fit studies)

Relevant sections of the
accommodations manual
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4 TEST ADMINISTRATION & SECURITY

If some of the test administrations do not contribute to a summative score, then the test administration and security requirements could be reduced.
However, items from high-stakes administrations should not also be used during low-stakes administrations.

Crlterla Yes No | Examples of Relevant Evidence Evidence Documents Commentary
(pages) (Optional)

Has GOSA monltored your test O O Communications with GOSA
administrations? GOSA audit reports

Note: The consortia should work with GOSA
and GaDOE to develop and implement a test
monitoring plan.

Do you have policies and procedures to 0 O Testcoordinator manuals, test

ensure standardized test administration? administration manuals,
accommodations manuals, test
preparation materials for students and
parents, other documents provided to
schools and teachers that address
any accessibility tools and features

standardized test administration and
available for the assessments
Irregularity reports
Proctor/test site training certificates
Are all school staff that are involved in the OO O Training presentation slides,
test administration trained on standardized documents, agendas
procedures and test security protocols? Student assessment handbook
Administration protocols
Accessibility and accommodations
manual
Other comprehensive test
administration policy documents
Proctor/test site training certificates
Do you have a process for monitoring the O O Relevant sections of the test

innovative assessment administration? coordinator manual
Consortium monitoring analysis/report
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Do you have policies and procedures to Relevant sections of the student
prevent testing irregularities and ensure the assessment handbook or assessment
integrity of test results? administration protocol manual

Irregularity reports
Monitoring results
Data forensic methods and results

Do you have test security policies and Relevant sections of the student
procedures to protect the integrity and assessment handbook, test
confidentiality of test materials, test-related administration manual

data, and personally identifiable information
as established by the Family Education
Rights and Privacy Act (FERPA) and the
Georgia Student Data Privacy, Accessibility
and Transparency Act of 20167?

5 STAKEHOLDER ENGAGEMENT

Criteria Yes No | Examples of Relevant Evidence Evidence Documents Commentary
(pages) (Optional)

Did you develop the innovative assessment O O Meeting schedules, meeting agendas,
in collaboration with stakeholders letters of support, meeting participants
representing the interests of students with and associated demographics or
disabilities, English learners, and other background information

vulnerable populations; teachers, principals,
and other school leaders; parents; and civil
rights organizations?

Note: Consultation with these groups is
required at the beginning on the project;
ongoing consultation is not required.

Did you develop capacity for educators and O O Training agendas and presentations,
schools and districts leaders to implement meeting schedules, meeting agendas,
the innovative assessment, interpret results, other training materials, assessment
and communicate with stakeholders? guides, study/resource guides, item

and scoring samplers, professional
learning offerings, score interpretation
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guide, data on stakeholder
participation in training for test
administration, official logs for
materials distribution, stakeholder
survey results

6 ACCOUNTABILITY

CCRPI growth, gaps, and literacy measures do not need to be strictly comparable, nor are the innovative assessments required to use the same methods
that are currently used for Georgia Milestones. The methods do need to be justified and defensible.

Criteria Examples of Relevant Evidence Evidence Documents Commentary

(pages) (Optional)

Do you have a process for identifying O O Database with unique student
students uniquely within and across years identifiers (e.g., Georgia Testing
so that students’ assessment data, schools, Identifier [GTID])

districts, demographic information, etc. can

be used for accountability purposes?

Note: The consortia should work with

GaDOE to develop a data layout and

reporting timeline.

Is the percentage of students (overall and O O Participation rate report

by subgroup) that you assessed in the

current academic year at least as high as

the percentage assessed using Georgia

Milestones in the year previous to the start

of the pilot (i.e., 2018-2019)?
Do you produce a single, summative score O O Scoring section of the technical report
for every student?

Note: If there is more than one
administration during the academic year
(e.g., a through-year model), specify which
administrations contribute to the
summative score and how scores are
combined. This description should provide a
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clear rationale for the calculation of the

summative score.

Do you produce a growth measure that can O O Growth measures section of the

be used for the CCRPI Progress component? technical report

Do you produce an achievement measure Scoring section of the technical report
that can be used for the CCRPI Content

Mastery and Closing Gaps components

(alignment to Beginning, Developing,

Proficient, and Distinguished Learner

achievement levels)?

Do you produce a literacy (Lexile) measure O O Classification consistency methods
that can be used for the CCRPI Readiness report
component?

Note: Classification consistency should be
demonstrated for two designations:
Reading Status as reported for Georgia
Milestones and the literacy indicator as
reported for CCRPI.

Do you produce subgroup results consistent O O Consortium summary report
with federal accountability and reporting
requirements (e.g., race/ethnicity, gender,
English Learners, students with disabilities,
migrant, homeless, foster, parent on active
military duty, economically disadvantaged)?

7 CONFLICT OF INTEREST

Criteria Yes No Examples of Relevant Evidence Evidence Documents Commentary

(pages) (Optional)
Is there a conflict of interest (financial or O O N/A N/A
otherwise) for the interested parties
participating in the pilot program?
Do all activities that are related to this pilot O O N/A N/A
abide by local procurement requirements?
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Section 1: Background

State Innovative Assessment Pilot

Senate Bill 362 in 2018 established an Innovative Assessment Pilot Program that
allowed up to 10 school districts or groups of districts to develop alternate assessment
and accountability systems aligned with state academic content standards. To select
the innovative assessments that would be part of the program, the State Board of
Education (SBOE) held a competition in summer of 2018, with two application deadlines
of August 1, 2018 and September 1, 2018.

Innovative Assessment Pilot Program Application Announcement:
e hittps://www.gadoe.org/Curriculum-Instruction-and-
Assessment/Assessment/Documents/Flexibility/Innovative  Assessment_Pilot Pr
ogram_Application Announcement-2018-07-17.pdf

Innovative Assessment Pilot Application:
e hittps://www.gadoe.org/Curriculum-Instruction-and-
Assessment/Assessment/Documents/Flexibility/Innovative  Assessment Pilot A
pplication-2018-07-17.docx

The SBOE reviewed the applications and supporting evidence from all submitted
applications, ultimately approving three applications for participation in the pilot: Cobb
County School District (Cobb Teaching and Learning System Assess platform), Georgia
MAP Assessment Partnership (MAP Growth for Georgia), and the Putnam Consortium
(Navvy).

Federal Innovative Assessment Demonstration Authority (IADA)

In order to pursue maximum federal flexibility for the state innovative assessment pilot,
Georgia applied to participate in the federal Innovative Assessment Demonstration
Authority (IADA) under Section 1204 of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act
(ESEA), as amended by the Every Student Succeeds Act (ESSA), on December 17,
2018.

Georgia’s Application for the Innovative Assessment Demonstration Authority:
e https://lwww.gadoe.org/Curriculum-Instruction-and-
Assessment/Assessment/Documents/Flexibility/Georgia IADA Application.pdf

After receiving feedback from the U.S. Department of Education (ED), along with peer
review notes, GaDOE provided additional information to ED demonstrating how
Georgia’s IADA application would meet all associated requirements. On July 12, 2019,
Georgia received approval from ED to implement two of the innovative assessment
models — Georgia MAP Assessment Partnership and the Putnam Consortium. As part
of their approval, ED required that the Putnam Consortium’s assessment model
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produce a measure for the literacy (Lexile) indicator of CCRPI before being
implemented. The Putnam Consortium submitted their plan for producing a literacy
measure to ED in October 2019. Their plan was approved in February 2020.

U.S. Department of Education Interim Feedback Letter:
e https://lwww?2.ed.gov/admins/lead/account/iada/gaiadainterimfeedback03082019.

pdf

IADA Peer Review Notes:
e https://lwww?2.ed.gov/admins/lead/account/iada/gaiadapeernotes2019.pdf

Georgia’s Response to the Interim Feedback Letter:
e https://lwww.gadoe.org/Curriculum-Instruction-and-
Assessment/Assessment/Documents/Flexibility/Georgia IADA Addendum.pdf

IADA Approval Letter:
e https://www.gadoe.org/Curriculum-Instruction-and-
Assessment/Assessment/Documents/Flexibility/GA IADA approval final letter.p
df

Putnam Consortium Literacy Measure:
e https://www.gadoe.org/Curriculum-Instruction-and-
Assessment/Assessment/Documents/Flexibility/Putnam_Consortium_Navvy Lite
racy Measure 10 28.pdf

Participating Consortia
Georgia MAP Assessment Partnership

The Georgia MAP Assessment Partnership is developing MAP Growth for Georgia in
partnership with NWEA. MAP Growth for Georgia is a through-year assessment that
leverages adaptive interim assessments to provide timely insights on students’
command of grade-level standards, measure academic growth, provide norm-
referenced test results, and produce summative proficiency scores.

Features of the assessment system include:
e computer adaptive
e measures student learning relative to grade-level expectations and adapts within,
below, or above grade level based on student performance
e provides growth and norm-referenced scores
e provides interactive online reporting

MAP Growth for Georgia will be administered three times per year, in fall, winter, and
spring.
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Putnam Consortium

The Putnam Consortium is developing Navvy in partnership with Navvy Education LLC.
Navvy is an on-demand assessment system that leverages cutting-edge data science to
provide real-time diagnostic data.

Features of the assessment system include:
e assesses students on individual standards
e teachers provide assessments on demand throughout the school year
e includes multiple opportunities for students to demonstrate mastery of each
standard
e provides interactive online reporting

Navvy is administered on demand throughout the school year. Each standard includes
approximately 8 questions and students can be retested on each standard up to two
additional times after the initial administration.

Section 2: 2020-2021 Year 2 Update

Participation

Each year, the consortia may amend the list of districts participating in the innovative
assessment pilot program by 1) submitting a redlined version of their Consortium
Membership as provided in their approved State Board of Education application and
approved IADA application, 2) ensuring that the demographics of the updated
consortium continue to be representative of the state, and 3) submitting a signed
Memorandum of Understanding and IADA Application Assurances for each new
consortium member.

In 2020-2021, 14 districts participated in the GMAP Consortium (an increase from 9
districts the previous year) and 18 districts participated in the Putnam Consortium (an
increase from 12 districts the previous year). As Year 3 of the IADA begins (2021-2022),
the GMAP consortium will include 20 districts and the Puthnam Consortium will include
12 districts.

Year 1 Year 2 Year 3
2019-2020 2020-2021 2021-2022
GMAP 9 14 20
Putnam 12 18 12

GMAP patrticipating districts in 2020-2021 include: Barrow County, Clayton County,
Dalton City, Floyd County, Haralson County, Jackson County, Jasper County, Marietta
City, Chattooga County, Evans County, Oglethorpe County, Social Circle City, Trion
City, and Georgia Cyber Academy.
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Putnam participating districts in 2020-2021 include: Calhoun City, Cook County,
Dougherty County, Fayette County, Floyd County, Liberty County, Putham County,
Vidalia City, Ben Hill County, Candler County, Chattooga County, Echols County,
Emanuel County, Mitchell County, Peach County, Scintilla Charter Academy,
Statesboro STEAM Academy, and Troup County.

Timeline

Figure 1 presents a general timeline for the IADA, though detailed timelines vary by
grade/content area and consortia. For example, both consortia are currently focused on
developing English language arts and mathematics assessments, and will begin
developing science and social studies assessments at a later date.

The COVID-19 pandemic impacted both consortia and delayed some of their test
development and implementation plans. These delays are not unique to Georgia’s IADA
project and were experienced by many states. These delays will likely necessitate
extending the original five-year IADA timeline by two years.

Figure 1: IADA Implementation Timeline

Launch pilot
Year 1: 2019-2020 o Begin technical assistance

Test development and comparability plans

Continued test development and educator meetings
Field test items

Year 2: 2020-2021

Continued test development
Field test items

Year 3: 2021-2022

Administer operational assessments

Year 4: 2022-2023 Collect comparability data

Conduct comparability analyses
Presentation of comparability analyses to TAC and GaDOE
GaDOE review and approval of comparability

Year 5: 2023-2024

Administer innovative assessments in lieu of state assessment
State-contracted evaluation (as required in state law)

Year 6: 2024-2025

Select future single statewide assessment
Scale assessment solution statewide

Year 7: 2025-2026
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Technical Assistance

Upon approval of Georgia’s IADA application, the Georgia Department of Education
(GaDOE) began providing technical assistance to the two participating consortia
through a contract (procured through an RFP process) with WestEd. Through this
contract, WestEd provides technical assistance hours to both consortia. These hours
may include consultation time or other work (such as research or analyses) performed
by WestEd, not to exceed the number of hours allocated to each consortium. Each
consortium, in consultation with WestEd, shall determine how to utilize their hours. For
the 2020-2021 school year (October 1, 2020 — September 30, 2021), each consortium
had 12 technical assistance hours available. The Georgia MAP Assessment Partnership
utilized 8 of their available hours. The Putnam Consortium utilized 1 of their available
hours.

WestEd also convenes, coordinates, and facilitates two, two-day technical advisory
committee (TAC) meetings annually to provide impartial advice to both consortia. The
TAC will also make recommendations to GaDOE regarding comparability evidence and
other technical issues associated with Georgia’s demonstration authority. Two TAC
meetings were held in 2020-2021, in December 2020 and July 2021.

TAC members include:

e Dr. Wayne Camara, Horace Mann Research Chair at ACT, is an expert in
college and career readiness, psychometrics, assessment validation, and policy
research. He has served on state technical advisory panels, including in Texas.
In addition, Dr. Camara is past president of the National Council on
Measurement in Education.

e Dr. Gregory Cizek, Guy B. Phillips Distinguished Professor of Educational
Measurement and Evaluation at the University of North Carolina (UNC) at Chapel
Hill, is an expert on standard setting, testing policy, classroom assessment, and
detecting cheating on tests. He serves on multiple state assessment TACs, and
prior to joining the UNC faculty, he managed national licensure and certification
testing programs for American College Testing; served as a test development
specialist for a statewide assessment program; and taught elementary school in
Michigan.

e Dr. Stuart Kahl, founder and former CEO of Measured Progress, has more than
35 years of experience designing and implementing state programs that include
innovative performance components, such as Vermont’s portfolios, Kentucky’s
KIRIS program, Rhode Island’s Distinguished Merit Program, and California’s
Golden State Examinations.

e Ms. Lillian Pace, Senior Director of National Policy at KnowledgeWorks, has
extensive experience working with federal policymakers to create flexible policy
environments that support personalized learning at scale. She has helped state
and district leaders leverage federal policy to advance their vision for next-
generation education reform, and she has authored several national publications
on competency education, innovative assessments, and high school redesign.
Ms. Pace joined KnowledgeWorks after directing the U.S. House Subcommittee
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on Early Childhood, Elementary and Secondary Education. She spent nearly a
decade on Capitol Hill advising policymakers on K—12 and higher education
policy.

Dr. Stanley Rabinowitz, Senior Technical Advisor at Pearson, has over 30
years of experience in large-scale assessment, including work as a former
assessment director. He has consulted extensively on standards, assessment,
and school/educator accountability issues with researchers, policymakers and
assessment staff at national, state, and district levels in the United States and
elsewhere globally. Dr. Rabinowitz has served on more than a dozen state and
national technical advisory committees. He has directed the National Center for
Standards and Assessment Implementation and the PMO for the Smarter
Balanced Assessment Consortium. His expertise includes computer adaptive
testing, developing and scoring technology-enhanced items, and assessing
students across languages. Most recently, Dr. Rabinowitz served as General
Manager for the Australian Curriculum, Assessment and Reporting Authority
(ACARA). In this position, he was responsible for managing the national
assessment programs (NAPLAN and NAP sample), national data reporting,
including the My School website, and launching NAPLAN online in 2018.

Dr. Stephen Sireci, Distinguished University Professor in the Psychometrics
Program, Director of the Center for Educational Assessment at the University of
Massachusetts Amherst, and President of Sireci Psychometric Services, is a
national expert in educational test development and evaluation, particularly
issues of cross-lingual assessment, standard setting, and computer-based
testing. Dr. Sireci serves on several advisory committees, including committees
for Texas and Puerto Rico, and he is the president-elect of the National Council
on Measurement in Education.

Finally, WestEd provides GaDOE with an annual written report summarizing the
technical assistance needs addressed at the TAC meetings and through technical
assistance hours, lessons learned, and recommendations for future pilot program
activities.

A major accomplishment in 2020-2021 was WestEd’s development of comparability
guidelines, which were reviewed and approved by the TAC. These guidelines will assist
both consortia in developing assessments that will meet IADA comparability
requirements and well-position them to submit evidence for federal assessment peer
review, a process required by all state assessment systems.

WestEd Year 2 Annual Report (available soon):

https://www.gadoe.org/Curriculum-Instruction-and-
Assessment/Assessment/Pages/Assessment-Innovation-and-Flexibility.aspx
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Year 2 Annual Performance Report (APR)

Georgia is required to submit an annual performance report to the U.S. Department of
Education at the conclusion of each of the five years of the IADA period. Georgia’s
second annual performance report was submitted on August 31, 2021.

IADA Annual Performance Report, Year 2: 2020-2021.:
e https://www.gadoe.org/Curriculum-Instruction-and-
Assessment/Assessment/Documents/Flexibility/Georgia Year2APR Auqust2021

pdf

Progress Made

While the COVID-19 pandemic disrupted both consortia’s plans for development in
2020-2021, considerable work was still accomplished, including:
e Item development
e Stakeholder engagement (item reviews, district recruitment, designing score
reports, professional development, development of pandemic resources)
e Comparability planning
e Technical assistance

Technical Steps To Be Addressed

There are several technical steps that both consortia need to complete, including:

e Methodology to categorize students based on their overall level of mastery

e External alignment study to ensure the assessments align to Georgia’s academic
content standards

e Statistical comparability analyses to ensure the innovative assessments are
providing similar results to that of the state’s existing assessment system

e Development of science and social studies assessments

e Development of accommodations to ensure all students, including students with
disabilities and English learners, can access the assessment content

e Updating mathematics assessments to align with the state’s newly-adopted
mathematics content standards, which will be implemented in 2023-2024

In addition to the technical steps both consortia need to address, each consortium has
unique technical steps to complete.

Georgia MAP Assessment Partnership:
e Complete field testing of items and conduct a full through-year field test
¢ Finalize the through-year scoring model and determine if (and how) the through-
year results (fall, winter, and spring) will roll up into a final summative score or if
only the spring results will determine the summative score
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Putnam Consortium:

e Develop protocols for assessing students who are not present in one
school/district for the full school year on the full depth and breadth of Georgia’s
content standards

e Develop a literacy measure

e Develop a methodology for calculating the summative score

Policy and Practical Considerations

Both consortia are working to develop their assessment systems and address technical
challenges associated with through-year assessments used for accountability purposes.
In addition to the technical challenges both consortia are working to address, there are
several policy considerations that the consortia and state will need to address in the
final years of the pilot.

How do you preserve the formative nature of through-year assessments when they are
reappropriated for summative uses?

Both consortia are building assessments designed to provide timely feedback to
educators to guide instructional decisions and support student learning while instruction
is still taking place. However, attitudes toward the assessments and how they are used
may change once that previously-formative data becomes summative and is used for
accountability purposes.

Questions to consider include: How does administration change? How do attitudes
toward the assessment change? Does the value in receiving data throughout the school
year outweigh the substantial increase in time spent on high-stakes assessment? Are
score distributions impacted? Do through-year assessments with accountability
implications reduce or increase student and educator test anxiety? Do teachers use the
test differently? Is the information still used formatively when it becomes summative in
nature?

How do you reconcile the assessments’ different approaches to instruction?

A state’s assessment system is designed to measure the extent to which students have
mastered the state-adopted academic content standards. It is necessary that the
assessment system support instruction of those standards. Both consortia have theories
of learning associated with their assessment systems. The state will need to address
how the state’s academic content standards are intended to be implemented and how
these assessment systems support, alter, or prescribe that intent.

Questions to consider include: Is retention of learning throughout the year assumed? Do
through-year assessments allow for district-level control of curriculum scope and
sequence? Are Georgia’s content standards intended to be taught in isolation or
integrated, and how does each assessment system’s theory of learning align with that
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intent? How would statewide implementation of these assessment systems impact
instruction across the state?

How do you address unique administration challenges with through-year assessments?

Given the high-stakes nature of statewide summative assessments, there are many test
administration policies and protocols implemented to ensure equitable access to the
assessment, test integrity, and score validity and reliability. While such policies and
protocols are well-developed for single end-of-year summative assessments, there are
unique administration challenges associated with developing such policies and
protocols for multiple, through-year summative assessment administrations.

Questions to consider include: How do you assess students who miss a testing
occasion (or occasions) or move in or out of a school mid-year? How do you manage
multiple testing windows and testing calendars while allowing district-level control of
curriculum scope and sequence? How do you ensure test security without placing
students in high-security learning environments year-round? How do you provide
accommodations and ensure all students can access the assessment year-round? How
do you ensure score comparability, when students throughout the state may be
assessed on different standards at different times?

Next Steps

In 2021-2022, both the GMAP and Putnam consortiums will resume progress on test
development following pandemic-related disruptions. This will necessitate a
reevaluation of current schedules and adjustments to ensure appropriate time is allotted
to all technical work.

Both groups will present their project plans regarding comparability evidence to the
TAC. This will include reviewing existing comparability evidence as well as plans for
upcoming analyses to ensure all guidelines will be met. A review process will be
determined for WestEd, the TAC, and GaDOE to evaluate comparability evidence and
support ongoing efforts to meet guidelines.

Georgia is required to submit annual performance reports to the U.S. Department of

Education at the conclusion of each of the five years of the IADA period. Georgia’s third
annual performance report is expected to be due August 31, 2022.
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(GEORGIA INNOVATIVE ASSESSMENT PILOT PROGRAM

Please specify the end-of-grade and/or end-of-course assessments for which evidence is being provided for the innovative assessment.

ELA MATHEMATICS SCIENCE SOCIAL STUDIES
O Grade 3 O Grade 3
O Grade 4 O Grade 4
O Grade 5 O Grade 5 O Grade 5
O Grade 6 O Grade 6
O Grade 7 O Grade 7
O Grade 8 O Grade 8 O Grade 8 O Grade 8
O HS Physical Science
(Grade 8)
O American Literature and | O Algebra I/Coordinate O Biology O U.S. History
Composition Algebra

For each of the assessments selected in the table above, evidence will need to be submitted for each of the criteria in the seven categories below (alignment and
comparability, technical quality, accessibility and accommodations, test administration and security, stakeholder engagement, accountability, and conflict of
interest). Note that all evidence submitted should be based on grade-level items only. Off-grade items can be included on assessments but cannot be included in
the evidence required below.
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1 ALIGNMENT & COMPARABILITY

Criteria Yes No Examples of Relevant Evidence Evidence Documents* Commentary
(pages) (Optional)

Do you have an independent alignment O O Alignment study report <Consortium A Alignment

study between the innovative assessment Report 2022.docx> (1-35)

and the Georgia academic content
standards (GSEs) for all grades, content
areas, and courses?

Note: The revised mathematics GSEs are
expected to be operational for the 2022-
2023 school year and the revised ELA
GSEs are expected to be operational for
the 2023-2024 school year.

Does the alignment study indicate that O O Alignment study report <Consortium A Alignment
the innovative assessment adequately e Similar to alignment of Georgia Report 2022.docx> (32-
reflects Georgia academic content Milestones 33)

standards for all grades, content areas, Test blueprints indicating depth of

and courses in terms of categorical knowledge ranges/cognitive

concurrence, balance of representation, complexity levels

depth of knowledge, and range of Item and passage specifications

knowledge? Item selection procedures

Note: If the innovative assessment is
computer adaptive, documentation
should demonstrate procedures that
ensure the item pool and content
constraints result in good alignment at
the student level across all ability levels.

Does the innovative assessment classify O O Achievement level descriptors <Consortium A Statewide
students into four achievement levels that Performance SY21-
are consistent (representing similar levels 22.pdf> (2)

of knowledge and skill) with those
reported for Georgia Milestones?
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Note: Direct adoption of Georgia's ALDs is
recommended to satisfy this criterion. If
other ALDs are used, they must be
justified and the alignment to the Georgia
ALDs evaluated.

Are summative classifications of students
into the four achievement levels
consistent between the innovative
assessment and Georgia Milestones for all
students and for all subgroups of
students across all grades, content areas,
and courses?

Note: A standard setting is not expected,
rather, empirical methods can be used to
set cut scores on the innovative
assessment that results in consistent
student classifications into achievement
levels. If the innovative assessment
contains any off-grade level items,
achievement level classification should be
determined using only items that
measure on-grade level standards (i.e.,
the grade in which the student is enrolled)
and uses that determination for reporting
and accountability. Consortia should also
be aware that end-of-course assessments
contribute 20% to course grades. The
grade conversion score (GCS) is tied to the
scale score cuts for Developing Learner
and Proficient Learner. Specifically, for
Georgia Milestones, the GCS ranges from
0 to 100. GCS=0 is set to the LOSS,
GCS=100 is set to the HOSS. GCS=68, 80,
and 92 are set to the scale cuts between
achievement levels (1/2; 2/3; 3/4). A linear

Classification consistency methods
report, including achievement level
classification consistency values and 4
x 4 contingency table for all grades,
content areas, and courses for all
students and all subgroups of
students:

e Exact Agreement (>0.7)

e Exact + Adjacent Agreement (>0.9)

e Quadratic Weighted Kappa (>0.85)

The report or associated evidence
should document, as applicable:
methodology, calibration model(s),
assumption check results, reliability,
mean/range item difficulty,
distribution of item types across the
scale, student sample exclusions and
impact of exclusions, consistency of
results by demographic subgroups,
comparability of administration

conditions (e.g., speededness, format).

The classification consistency report
should also include an analysis of how
comparable student grades are likely
to be for end-of-course assessments
given the GCS method.

<Consortia A vs.
Milestones Performance
Level Classification
Consistency (SY21-
22).docx> (1-30; results
pages 28-31)
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transformation is applied to obtain the
GCS values between the points above.

Are the students who participate in the O [ Table of sample vs. state

innovative assessment representative of demographics and achievement

the state in terms of demographic (include all subgroups reported in
composition and achievement? Georgia for accountability)

Note: If the answer to this question is no, Description of weighting methods or
then provide evidence demonstrating other mechanisms for generalizing
how the sample has been weighted or sample results to the state.

adjusted to represent the state when

necessary.

Do you have a plan for conductingannual O O Comparability analysis plan
comparability analyses between the

innovative assessment and Georgia

Milestones throughout the remainder of

the IADA period?

Note: Comparability analyses will require
double testing of Georgia Milestones and
the innovative assessment for a sample of
grades and subjects.
*The Evidence Documents column can either contain the file name(s) of the relevant artifact(s), or a hyperlink to the document.

2 TECHNICAL QUALITY

Criteria Yes No | Examples of Relevant Evidence Evidence Documents Commentary
(pages) (Optional)

Have you worked with experts to ensure O O CVs/qualifications of technical team
technical quality, validity, reliability, and Meeting agendas or meeting
psychometric soundness of the innovative summaries (e.g., internal meetings,
assessment? WestEd technical assistance meetings,

TAC meeting transcripts, other
consultant meetings)
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Have you established reliability evidence for
the summative scores, subscores, and
achievement levels generated from the
innovative assessment consistent with
nationally-recognized testing standards?

Notes: For preliminary or on-demand
results/scores, demonstrate the technical
evaluation procedures used to evaluate
consistent reliability, including evaluation of
model assumptions/parameters/scale
stability. As a point of comparison, the
majority of Georgia Milestones EOG and
EOC assessments have reliability values of
0.9 and above. Include subscore reliability,
but strict reliability criteria will not be
required. Decision consistency and accuracy
values should be similar to those reported
for Georgia Milestones.

Have you established validity evidence for
the innovative assessment consistent with
nationally-recognized testing standards?

Note: Much of the Comparability assurances
criteria also provide validity evidence.
Content evidence is most critical, relations to
other variables will be available through
comparison to Georgia Milestones, and
validity evidence should be organized
around the five sources of validity evidence
described in The Standards. Evidence of test
consequences, especially as it relates to the
theory of action should be provided as soon
as possible.

Is the innovative assessment designed to
assess student achievement based on

O

O

O

O

Reliability section of the technical
report (include overall reliability,
subscore reliability, conditional
standard errors of measurement,
decision consistency, and decision
accuracy)

Validity section of the technical report
Blueprints, test specifications,
alignment studies

Score distributions
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grade-level state academic content
standards in terms of content and cognitive
processes, including higher-order thinking
skills, and to adequately measure
summative student performance across the
full performance continuum for all students,
except students with the most significant
cognitive disabilities?

Do you produce individual student score
reports?
Do you produce aggregate score reports?

Have you collected evidence that students,
parents, educators, and school leaders are
able to use your score reports to make valid
score interpretations?

Note: Include information about the
representativeness of the sample for each
stakeholder group.

Are score reports provided in a timely
manner?

Test blueprints, assessment guides, or
other documents indicating depth of
knowledge ranges

Summary of item types

Item and passage specifications
Cognitive labs or other studies
addressing student cognitive processes
Analyses of test information functions
demonstrating precision across the
performance continuum or other
demonstration of information function
across the performance continuum
CSEM across the scale/at the cut points
Analyses (e.g., differential item
functioning (DIF), differential test
functioning (DTF) analyses) that identify
possible bias or inconsistent
interpretations of results across
student groups

Alignment studies

Example student report

Score interpretation guide

Example classroom, school, district,
consortium reports

Score interpretation guide

Reports from cognitive labs, focus
groups, etc.

Reporting timeline (e.g., number of
days between the administration and
when score users are provided with
preliminary and/or final results along
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with activities occurring between the
two milestones)

Have you incorporated principles of O O Testdevelopment chapter of technical
Universal Design for Learning into your report

innovative assessment? Accessibility/UDL reports

Have you developed a maintenance and O O Psychometrics, research, and
evaluation plan to address longitudinal scale evaluation section of the technical
stability, identification and mitigation of report

parameter drift, and bank maintenance? Details on item pool

3 ACCESSIBILITY & ACCOMMODATIONS

All students who currently participate in Georgia Milestones must be able to participate in the innovative assessment in order to use the innovative assessment
in lieu of Georgia Milestones. A crosswalk of accessibility and accommodation features available on Georgia Milestones and available on the innovative
assessment should be provided such that it is possible to see at a glance whether all of the accessibility and accommodation features will be available, and if not,
how students will be validly assessed using an alternative accessibility mechanism. Any differences in the way accessibility or accommodation features work in
the innovative assessment as compared to Georgia Milestones should be indicated. Over time, the accessibility and accommodation features available for use on
the innovative assessment should improve to reach industry best-practice.

Criteria Yes No | Examples of Relevant Evidence Evidence Documents Commentary
(pages) (Optional)

In participating schools, are all students, O O Participation rate report

except those with the most significant Table of sample vs. state demographics
cognitive disabilities, participating in the and achievement

innovative assessment?

Are students with disabilities provided with O O Relevant sections of the

appropriate accommodations as defined by accommodations manual

their IEP/IAP? List of available accommodations

Braille and VSL materials/resources
Results of analyses and/or expert
review indicating that accommodations
do not alter the construct (e.g.,
classification consistency studies, DIF
studies, person fit studies)
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Are English learners provided with O O Relevant sections of the

appropriate accommodations as defined by accommodations manual

their EL/TPC? List of available accommodations
Results of analyses and/or expert
review indicating that accommodations
do not alter the construct (e.g.,
classification consistency studies, DIF
studies, person fit studies)

Do all provided accessibility tools and Relevant sections of the
accommodations comply with all federal accommodations manual
laws, including, but not limited to, IDEA, ADA,

Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973,

Title I, ESEA, and FERPA?

4 TEST ADMINISTRATION & SECURITY

If some of the test administrations do not contribute to a summative score, then the test administration and security requirements could be reduced. However,
items from high-stakes administrations should not also be used during low-stakes administrations.

Criteria Yes No | Examples of Relevant Evidence Evidence Documents Commentary
(pages) (Optional)

Has GOSA monitored your test O O Communications with GOSA
administrations? GOSA audit reports

Note: The consortia should work with GOSA

and GaDOE to develop and implement a test

monitoring plan.

Do you have policies and procedures to O O Testcoordinator manuals, test

ensure standardized test administration? administration manuals,
accommodations manuals, test
preparation materials for students and
parents, other documents provided to
schools and teachers that address
standardized test administration and
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any accessibility tools and features
available for the assessments
Irregularity reports
Proctor/test site training certificates

Are all school staff that are involved in the O O Training presentation slides,

test administration trained on standardized documents, agendas

procedures and test security protocols? Student assessment handbook
Administration protocols
Accessibility and accommodations
manual
Other comprehensive test
administration policy documents
Proctor/test site training certificates

Do you have a process for monitoring the O O Relevant sections of the test
innovative assessment administration? coordinator manual

Consortium monitoring analysis/report
Do you have policies and procedures to Relevant sections of the student
prevent testing irregularities and ensure the assessment handbook or assessment
integrity of test results? administration protocol manual

Irregularity reports

Monitoring results

Data forensic methods and results
Do you have test security policies and Relevant sections of the student
procedures to protect the integrity and assessment handbook, test
confidentiality of test materials, test-related administration manual
data, and personally identifiable information
as established by the Family Education
Rights and Privacy Act (FERPA) and the
Georgia Student Data Privacy, Accessibility
and Transparency Act of 20167

5 STAKEHOLDER ENGAGEMENT

Criteria Yes No | Examples of Relevant Evidence Evidence Documents Commentary
(pages) (Optional)
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Did you develop the innovative assessment O
in collaboration with stakeholders

representing the interests of students with
disabilities, English learners, and other

vulnerable populations; teachers, principals,

and other school leaders; parents; and civil

rights organizations?

Note: Consultation with these groups is

required at the beginning on the project;

ongoing consultation is not required.

Did you develop capacity for educators and O
schools and districts leaders to implement

the innovative assessment, interpret results,

and communicate with stakeholders?

6 ACCOUNTABILITY

Meeting schedules, meeting agendas,
letters of support, meeting participants
and associated demographics or
background information

Training agendas and presentations,
meeting schedules, meeting agendas,
other training materials, assessment
guides, study/resource guides, item
and scoring samplers, professional
learning offerings, score interpretation
guide, data on stakeholder
participation in training for test
administration, official logs for
materials distribution, stakeholder
survey results

CCRPI growth, gaps, and literacy measures do not need to be strictly comparable, nor are the innovative assessments required to use the same methods that are
currently used for Georgia Milestones. The methods do need to be justified and defensible.

Criteria Examples of Relevant Evidence Evidence Documents Commentary
(pages) (Optional)

Do you have a process for identifying O O Database with unique student

students uniquely within and across years identifiers (e.g., Georgia Testing

so that students’ assessment data, schools, Identifier [GTID])
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districts, demographic information, etc. can
be used for accountability purposes?

Note: The consortia should work with

GaDOE to develop a data layout and

reporting timeline.

Is the percentage of students (overall and O
by subgroup) that you assessed in the

current academic year at least as high as

the percentage assessed using Georgia
Milestones in the year previous to the start

of the pilot (i.e., 2018-2019)?

Do you produce a single, summative score O
for every student?

Note: If there is more than one

administration during the academic year

(e.g., a through-year model), specify which
administrations contribute to the

summative score and how scores are

combined. This description should provide a
clear rationale for the calculation of the
summative score.

Do you produce a growth measure that can O
be used for the CCRPI Progress component?

Do you produce an achievement measure
that can be used for the CCRPI Content
Mastery and Closing Gaps components
(alignment to Beginning, Developing,
Proficient, and Distinguished Learner
achievement levels)?

Do you produce a literacy (Lexile) measure O
that can be used for the CCRPI Readiness
component?

O

O

Participation rate report

Scoring section of the technical report

Growth measures section of the
technical report

Scoring section of the technical report

Classification consistency methods
report
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Note: Classification consistency should be
demonstrated for two designations:
Reading Status as reported for Georgia
Milestones and the literacy indicator as
reported for CCRPI.

74| Do you produce subgroup results consistent O O Consortium summary report
with federal accountability and reporting
requirements (e.g., race/ethnicity, gender,
English Learners, students with disabilities,
migrant, homeless, foster, parent on active
military duty, economically disadvantaged)?

7 CONFLICT OF INTEREST

Criteria Examples of Relevant Evidence Evidence Documents Commentary

(pages) (Optional)
Is there a conflict of interest (financial or O O N/A N/A
otherwise) for the interested parties
participating in the pilot program?
H Do all activities that are related to this pilot O O N/A N/A
abide by local procurement requirements?
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Grantee Georgia MAP Assessment Partnership
Contact Name N/A
Contact Email N/A
Year of Submission | 2022

INSTRUCTIONS

Section 200.105(a)(d)(3) of the regulations for the Innovative Assessment Demonstration Authority provide that State(s) receiving the authority
must report the following annually to the Secretary, at such time and in such manner as the Secretary may reasonably require:

(i) An update on implementation of the innovative assessment demonstration authority, including--
(A) The SEA’s progress against its timeline under 34 CFR 200.106(c) and any outcomes or results from its evaluation and continuous
improvement process under 34 CFR 200.106(e); and
(B) If the innovative assessment system is not yet implemented statewide consistent with 34 CFR 200.104(2)(2), a description of the
SEA’s progress in scaling up the system to additional LEAs or schools consistent with its strategies under 34 CFR 200.106(a)(3)(i),
including updated assurances from participating LEAs consistent with paragraph (e)(2) of this section.
(if) The performance of students in participating schools at the State, LEA, and school level, for all students and disaggregated for each subgroup
of students described in section 1111(c)(2) of the Act, on the innovative assessment, including academic achievement and participation data
required to be reported consistent with section 1111(h) of the Act, except that such data may not reveal any personally identifiable information.
(iii) If the innovative assessment system is not yet implemented statewide, school demographic information, including enrollment and student
achievement information, for the subgroups of students described in section 1111(c)(2) of the Act, among participating schools and LEAs and for
any schools or LEAs that will participate for the first time in the following year, and a description of how the participation of any additional
schools or LEAs in that year contributed to progress toward achieving high-quality and consistent implementation across demographically diverse
LEAs in the State consistent with the SEA’s benchmarks described in 34 CFR 200.106(a)(3)(iii).
(iv) Feedback from teachers, principals and other school leaders, and other stakeholders consulted under paragraph (a)(2) of this section, including
parents and students, from participating schools and LEAs about their satisfaction with the innovative assessment system;
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In addition, Title I, Part B, section 1204(c)(2) of the Act requires that progress shall be reported based on the annual information submitted by

participating States described in subsection (€)(2)(B)(ix) and examine the extent to which—

(A) with respect to each innovative assessment system—
(i) the State educational agency has solicited feedback from teachers, principals, other school leaders, and parents about their satisfaction with
the innovative assessment system;
(i) teachers, principals, and other school leaders have demonstrated a commitment and capacity to implement or continue to implement the
innovative assessment system; and
(iii) substantial evidence exists demonstrating that the innovative assessment system has been developed in accordance with the requirements
of subsection (e)

(B) each State with demonstration authority has demonstrated that—
(i) the same innovative assessment system was used to measure the achievement of all students that participated in the innovative assessment
system; and
(i) of the total number of students, and the total number of each of the subgroups of students defined in section 1111(c)(2), eligible to
participate in the innovative assessment system in a given year, the State assessed in that year an equal or greater percentage of such eligible
students, as measured under section 1111(c)(4)(E), as were assessed in the State in such year using the assessment system under section
1111(b)(2).

Definitions:
e Participating LEA means an LEA in the State with at least one school participating in the innovative assessment demonstration authority.

e Participating school means a public school in the State in which the innovative assessment system is administered under the innovative
assessment demonstration authority instead of, or in addition to, the statewide assessment under section 1111(b)(2) of the Act and where
the results of the school’s students on the innovative assessment system are used by its State and LEA for purposes of accountability and
reporting under section 1111(c) and 1111(h) of the Act.

To meet the requirements for this annual performance report, please provide the requested information in each of the sections that follow. The
U.S. Department of Education understand that coronavirus may have affected the development and implementation of innovative assessment
systems during the reporting year (2021-22). To the extent your SEA would like to provide more context or details related to these impacts,
please incorporate them into your responses where relevant.
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I: Progress toward Plan and Timeline
Provide a description of the SEA’s (or Consortium’s) progress towards its plan and timeline in its approved application:

In the Georgia Innovative Assessment Demonstration Authority (IADA) application, the Georgia MAP Assessment Partnership (GMAP)
consortium explained how, over the course of a five-year period, consortium members would partner to build a new assessment system that would
transition from the current system of standards-aligned interim assessments—that measure growth against a normative scale and a separate
summative assessment on a criterion-based scale—to a through-year assessment system in which three interim events maintain the value that
districts receive from their current interim growth measures while also producing summative proficiency information at the end of the year.
Creating a system that allows for within-year growth and standards-aligned, grade-level progress to be returned to teachers throughout the year
will bolster and strengthen school improvement efforts, empower educators to meet students where they are, and challenge all students to grow
and achieve rigorous goals.

The 2021-2022 school year was a valuable building and scaling-up time for the GMAP consortium. Key progress made during 2020-21 included
the below activities

Dates Activities Status (completed, in Parties Responsible
progress, delayed or
deferred)

See column to the | Assessment Development Completed NWEA

right for details
Achievement Level Descriptor (ALD) and Range ALD (RALD)
review and refinement with the Content Advisory Boards
(CABs) - October 18, 2021
Content and Bias Review with Georgia educators - June 14-17,
2022
Content development and alignment -

e Development: March 2021 — June 2022

e Alignment: February 2021 and September 2022.
Manual Creation - January — March 2022
Field Test - April 4 — May 13, 2022
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See column to the | Educator Support Completed NWEA
right for details
e District Specific Professional Learning around remote
testing, school restart, and data and assessment literacy

o GMAP Leadership Network (4 events/8 total PL
hours) Sept — March 2022

o Consortium-wide PL Assessment Literacy (2
events/4 total PL hours)

o District specific PL Assessment Literacy &
Formative Assessment (32 events/46 total PL
hours)

Support for existing interim assessments

o Consortium-wide PL MAP Growth (6 events/12
total PL hours)

o District specific PL MAP Growth (37 events/68
total PL hours)

Technical Support - March — May 2022
Training Webinars - Feb and March 20222
Operational Reports — July 8" (student data file only)

See column to the | Technical Work Completed NWEA
right for details
Three technical advisory committee (TAC) meetings - December
3, 2021, March 31, 2022, and June 21, 2022

Simulation studies: February 12 — March 10, 2022

Revamped field test planning: February 1 — 11, 2022

See column to the | Data and Reporting Completed NWEA
right for details
User research (platform feedback). Please see the table on page
17 for additional feedback. - March 2022

Also see Appendix B
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If the innovative assessment system is not yet implemented statewide, provide a description of the SEA’s progress in scaling up the system to
additional LEAs or schools.

115



2022 IADA Annual Performance Report

In addition, to better inform the progress of scaling up the system, please provide:
e The list of LEASs that participated in the 2021-22 school year.

e For each participating LEA, the list of participating schools in 2021-21.

o For each participating school, the grade(s) and subject(s) in which the innovative assessment system was administered in 2021-22.

e The list of LEAs that will participate in the 2022-23 school year.

e For each participating LEA, the list of participating schools in 2022-23.

e For each participating school, the grade(s) and subject(s) in which the innovative assessment system will be administered in 2022-23 (a

sample of the data structure is provided below; if the list of participating LEAs and schools is long, it may be submitted as an attachment).
Grade(s) and Subject(s) in
which the Innovative

School LEA Name School Name Assessment System
Year was/will be Administered
2021-22 Barrow County Schools Auburn Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Barrow County Schools Barrow Arts and Sciences Academy ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Barrow County Schools Bear Creek Middle School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Barrow County Schools County Line Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Barrow County Schools Haymon Morris Middle School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Barrow County Schools Holsenbeck Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Barrow County Schools Kennedy Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Barrow County Schools Russell Middle School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Barrow County Schools Statham Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Barrow County Schools Westside Middle School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Barrow County Schools Yargo Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Barrow County Schools Bethlehem Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Barrow County Schools Bramlett Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 | Calhoun City Calhoun Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 | Calhoun City Calhoun Middle School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Chattahoochee County Schools Chattahoochee County Middle School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Chattahoochee County Schools Chattahoochee Co Education Center ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Chattooga County School District Leroy Massey Elementary ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 | Chattooga County School District Lyerly Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
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2021-22 | Chattooga County School District Menlo Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 | Chattooga County School District Summerville Middle School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Clayton County Public Schools Adamson Middle School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Clayton County Public Schools Anderson Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 | Clayton County Public Schools Arnold Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 | Clayton County Public Schools Babb Middle School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 | Clayton County Public Schools Brown Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Clayton County Public Schools Callaway Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Clayton County Public Schools Church Street Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 | Clayton County Public Schools East Clayton Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 | Clayton County Public Schools Edmonds Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Clayton County Public Schools Elite Scholars Academy School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Clayton County Public Schools Forest Park Middle School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Clayton County Public Schools Fountain Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 | Clayton County Public Schools Harper Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 | Clayton County Public Schools Hawthorne Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Clayton County Public Schools Haynie Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 | Clayton County Public Schools Huie Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 | Clayton County Public Schools James Jackson Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 | Clayton County Public Schools Jonesboro Middle School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 | Clayton County Public Schools Kemp Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Clayton County Public Schools Kendrick Middle School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 | Clayton County Public Schools Kilpatrick Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 | Clayton County Public Schools Lake City Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 | Clayton County Public Schools Lake Ridge Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Clayton County Public Schools Lee Street Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Clayton County Public Schools M. D. Roberts Middle School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Clayton County Public Schools Martin Luther King- Jr. Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 | Clayton County Public Schools McGarrah Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 | Clayton County Public Schools Michelle Obama STEM Elementary Academy ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Clayton County Public Schools Morrow Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Clayton County Public Schools Morrow Middle School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 | Clayton County Public Schools Mount Zion Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
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2021-22 | Clayton County Public Schools Mundys Mill Middle School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 | Clayton County Public Schools North Clayton Middle School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Clayton County Public Schools Northcutt Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Clayton County Public Schools Oliver Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 | Clayton County Public Schools Kay R Pace Elementary School of the Arts ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 | Clayton County Public Schools Pointe South Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 | Clayton County Public Schools Pointe South Middle School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Clayton County Public Schools Rex Mill Middle School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Clayton County Public Schools Rivers Edge Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 | Clayton County Public Schools Riverdale Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 | Clayton County Public Schools Riverdale Middle School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Clayton County Public Schools Roberta T. Smith Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Clayton County Public Schools Sequoyah Middle School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Clayton County Public Schools Suder Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 | Clayton County Public Schools Swint Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 | Clayton County Public Schools Tara Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Clayton County Public Schools Thurgood Marshall Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 | Clayton County Public Schools Unidos Dual Language School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 | Clayton County Public Schools West Clayton Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 | Clayton County Public Schools Eddie White Academy Middle School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 | Clayton County Public Schools Alternative Middle ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Clayton County Public Schools Ash Street Elementary ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 | Colquitt County Cox Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 | Colquitt County Doerun Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 | Colquitt County Funston Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Colquitt County Gifted Program ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 | Colquitt County Gray Junior High School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Colquitt County Hamilton Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 | Colquitt County Norman Park Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 | Colquitt County Odom Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Colquitt County Okapilco Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Colquitt County Stringfellow Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 | Colquitt County Sunset Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
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2021-22 | Colquitt County Williams Middle School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 | Colquitt County Wright Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Dalton Public Schools HAMMOND CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Dalton Public Schools DALTON JR HIGH SCHOOL ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Dalton Public Schools Blue Ridge Elementary ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Dalton Public Schools Brookwood School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Dalton Public Schools City Park School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Dalton Public Schools Park Creek School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Dalton Public Schools Roan School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Dalton Public Schools Westwood School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Elbert County School District Elbert County Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Elbert County School District Elbert County Middle School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Evans County Schools Claxton Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Evans County Schools Claxton Middle School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Evans County Schools Second Chance Academy ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Floyd County Schools Pepperell High School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Floyd County Schools Model High School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Floyd County Schools Coosa High School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Floyd County Schools Armuchee Middle School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Floyd County Schools Armuchee High School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Floyd County Schools Alto Park Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Floyd County Schools Armuchee Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Floyd County Schools Coosa Middle School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Floyd County Schools Garden Lakes Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Floyd County Schools Johnson Elementary ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Floyd County Schools Model Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Floyd County Schools Model Middle School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Floyd County Schools Pepperell Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Floyd County Schools Pepperell Middle School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Houston County School District Bonaire Middle School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Houston County School District Centerville Elementary ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Houston County School District David A Perdue Elementary ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Houston County School District Eagle Springs Elementary ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
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2021-22 Houston County School District Feagin Mill Middle School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Houston County School District Hilltop Elementary ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Houston County School District Huntington Middle School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Houston County School District Kings Chapel Elementary ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Houston County School District Lake Joy Elementary ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Houston County School District Langston Road Elementary ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Houston County School District Lindsey Elementary ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Houston County School District Matthew Arthur Elementary ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Houston County School District Miller Elementary ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Houston County School District Morningside Elementary ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Houston County School District Mossy Creek Middle School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Houston County School District Northside Elementary ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Houston County School District Northside Middle School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Houston County School District Parkwood Elementary ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Houston County School District Pearl Stephens Elementary ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Houston County School District Perry Middle School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Houston County School District Quail Run Elementary ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Houston County School District Russell Elementary ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Houston County School District Shirley Hills Elementary ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Houston County School District Thomson Middle School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Houston County School District Tucker Elementary ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Houston County School District Warner Robins Middle School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Houston County School District Westside Elementary ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Jackson County School System E. JACKSON COMPREHENSIVE HIGH SCHOOL ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 | Jackson County School System EAST JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Jackson County School System EAST JACKSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Jackson County School System GUM SPRINGS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Jackson County School System MAYSVILLE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 | Jackson County School System NORTH JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 | Jackson County School System SOUTH JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Jackson County School System WEST JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Jackson County School System WEST JACKSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 | Jackson County School System Jackson Connect ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
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2021-22 | Jasper County (GA) Jasper County Middle School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 | Jasper County (GA) Washington Park Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Jasper County (GA) Jasper County Virtual MS ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Marietta City Schools A.L. Burruss Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Marietta City Schools Dunleith Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Marietta City Schools Hickory Hills Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Marietta City Schools Lockheed Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Marietta City Schools Marietta Center for Advanced Academics ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Marietta City Schools Marietta Middle School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Marietta City Schools Marietta Sixth Grade Academy ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Marietta City Schools Park Street Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Marietta City Schools Sawyer Road Elementary ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Marietta City Schools West Side Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Oglethorpe County Schools Oglethorpe County Middle School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Oglethorpe County Schools Oglethorpe County Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Seminole County Seminole County Elementary School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Seminole County Seminole County Middle/High School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 Treutlen County Schools Treutlen Middle/High School ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 | Treutlen County Schools Treutlen Elementary ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2021-22 | Trion City Schools TRION MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA, Math, Grades 3-8
2022-23 NA NA

2022-23 NA NA

2022-23 NA NA

2022-23 NA NA

2022-23 NA NA

2022-23 NA NA
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Provide any outcomes or results from its evaluation and continuous improvement process regarding the SEA’s progress in scaling up the system.
This information may come from the State’s annual evaluation of its IADA assessment system. The information should include how data,
feedback, evaluation results, and other information are used to improve the quality of the IADA assessment system (e.g., summary report of
recommended changes from teachers/principals/school leaders, summary feedback from test administrator or scorer training, summary feedback
from parent meetings). Please attach a copy of the annual evaluation.

Do you plan to administer the operational versions of the innovative assessments for some schools in the state, provide individual student reports,
and use the results in state and local report cards and in the State’s federal accountability system in place of the regular state assessment for at least
one grade and one subject area in 2022-2023?

As of June 2022, the GMAP program is on a pause. Due to this fact, NWEA does not anticipate administering operational versions of the
innovative assessments during the 2022-2023 school year unless additional funding can be secured for this work.

Do you plan to administer the operational versions of the innovative assessments for some schools in the state, provide individual student reports,
and use the results in state and local report cards and in the State’s federal accountability system in place of the regular state assessment for at least
one grade and one subject area in 2023-2024?

As of June 2022, the GMAP program is on a pause. Due to this fact, NWEA does not anticipate administering operational versions of the
innovative assessments during the 20232-2024 school year unless additional funding can be secured for this work.
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I1: Student Performance

A. Attach a report on the performance of students in participating schools at the State, LEA, and school level, for all students and
disaggregated for each subgroup of students described in section 1111(c)(2) of the Act, on the innovative assessment, including academic
achievement and participation data required to be reported consistent with section 1111(h) of the Act, except that such data may not reveal
any personally identifiable information. Please be sure to include the subject area, the grade level(s), the number of students participating,
the number of enrolled students, and % of students at each level of achievement for each school and LEA participating in the innovative
assessment pilot.

The spring 2021-22 administration is considered field testing and is not reporting the summative scale scores and achievement levels. In lieu of
performance data from 2021-22, participation data will be reported in the form of the subject area, the grade level, the number of students
participating, and the number of enrolled students at the state, LEA, and school level for all students and each subgroup of students. For the
purpose of this document, the term “state” will be referring to all of the collective GMAP consortium. Attachment A provides the student
participation tables.

B. Also provide the state-level participation rate of students, for all students and disaggregated for each subgroup of students described in
section 1111(c)(2) of the Act, on the assessments required under section 1111(b)(2) of the Act for the grades and subjects that correspond
to the operational innovative assessment administered in 2021-22

The state level participation rate of students for all students and each subgroup of students are provided in Attachment A.
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I11: School Demographic Information

I11.A. If the innovative assessment system is not yet implemented statewide, attach school demographic information, including enrollment and
student achievement information, for the subgroups of students described in section 1111(c)(2) of the Act, among participating schools and LEAs

in the reporting year (2021-22).

A sample data template is provided below. If the data list is long, this may be submitted as an attachment.

Data that completes this table is provided as Appendix A.

School
Year

School Name

Student Category

Number of
Enrolled
Students

Number of
Students Eligible
to Participate in
IADA Pilot
Assessment

Number of
Students
Participating in
IADA Assessment

% of Students
Scoring Proficient
or Above on IADA
Assessment

2021-22

School A

All students

This information
will not be available
until after Standard
Setting is conducted
which was originally
scheduled for the
Summer of 2023.

2021-22

School A

Economically
disadvantaged

This information
will not be available
until after Standard
Setting is conducted
which was originally
scheduled for the
Summer of 2023.

2021-22

School A

Major racial and
ethnic groups in

This information
will not be available
until after Standard

124




2022 IADA Annual Performance Report

School School Name Student Category Number of Number of Number of % of Students
Year Enrolled Students Eligible | Students Scoring Proficient
Students to Participate in Participating in or Above on IADA
IADA Pilot IADA Assessment | Assessment
Assessment
State (list by each Setting is conducted
group) which was originally
scheduled for the
Summer of 2023.
2021-22 | School A Children with This information
disabilities will not be available

until after Standard
Setting is conducted
which was originally
scheduled for the
Summer of 2023.

2021-22 | School A English learners This information
will not be available
until after Standard
Setting is conducted
which was originally
scheduled for the
Summer of 2023.

The spring 2021-22 administration is considered field testing and is not reporting the summative scale scores and achievement levels. The
innovative assessment system is not administered statewide and currently administered to a subset of Georgia’s school districts participating in the
GMAP consortium. The school participation rates for all students and each subgroup of students are provided in Attachment A for participating
schools. Please note that the field “Number of Enrolled Students” is completed with information provided by districts. If districts did not provide
the information, the column would be left blank.
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111.B. For any schools or LEAs that will participate for the first time in the following year (2022-23), attach school demographic information,
including enrollment information, for the subgroups of students described in section 1111(c)(2) of the Act, and describe how the participation of
any additional schools or LEAs in that year contributed to progress toward achieving high-quality and consistent implementation across
demographically diverse LEAs in the State consistent with the SEA’s benchmarks described in 34 CFR 200.106(a)(3)(iii). NA- GMAP Will not be
testing in the 2022/23 School Year.

A sample data template is provided below. If the data list is long, this may be submitted as an attachment. NA- GMAP will not be testing in the
2022/23 School Year.

School School Name Student Number of | Number of Students | Number of % of Students
Year Category Enrolled Eligible to Students Scoring
Students Participate in IADA | Participating in | Proficient or
Pilot Assessment IADA Above on IADA
Assessment Assessment

2022-23 | School A All students n/a n/a n/a n/a

2022-23 | School A Economically n/a n/a n/a n/a

disadvantaged
2022-23 | School A Major racial and n/a n/a n/a

ethnic groups in
State (list by each

group)

2022-23 | School A Children with n/a n/a n/a n/a
disabilities

2022-23 | School A English learners n/a n/a n/a n/a
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Describe feedback obtained during the reporting year (2021-22) from teachers, principals and other school leaders, and other stakeholders
consulted, including parents and students, from participating schools and LEAs about their satisfaction with the innovative assessment system.
Include a description of the method used to solicit the feedback (e.g., through surveys, focus groups, meetings) and the extent to which the
feedback was solicited from each participating school and LEA.

Requirement

Description of Consultation and Feedback
Methods (be sure to describe the extent of
consultation and method of obtaining feedback
for each of the listed entities in the left-hand
column).

Summary of Feedback of Stakeholders (note:
you may attach artifacts of the actual feedback
received in lieu of providing a summary).

Consultation. Evidence that the
SEA or consortium has developed
an innovative assessment system in
collaboration with--

(1) Experts in the planning,
development, implementation, and
evaluation of innovative assessment
systems, which may include external
partners; and

(2) Affected stakeholders in the
State, or in each State in the
consortium, including--

(i) Those representing the interests
of children with disabilities, English
learners, and other subgroups of
students described in section
1111(c)(2) of the Act;

(ii) Teachers, principals, and other
school leaders;

(iii) Local educational agencies
(LEAS);

Most feedback was collected via open-forum
discussions that accompanied presentations and
was reported back to the GMAP consortium
through regularly scheduled meetings.

Educator feedback was regularly captured during
CAB meetings and is used to drive the design
process and assessment specifications. The CAB is
part working group and part advisory group, and it
represents a wide swath of student interests as seen
in Table 5a. Educator feedback was also gathered
during a Content and Bias Review of item
development.

Feedback from participating GMAP districts was
captured from district leads in regularly scheduled
GMAP consortium meetings.

In addition, Georgia TAC experts and WestEd, as
technical consultants, have been engaged with the
consortium. At these meetings, recordings and
notes of the discussions have contributed to

GMAP continues to work with educators and
other Georgia stakeholders on assessment
development activities. During the Spring of 2022
we conducted a field test in ELA and
Mathematics. We collect feedback in the course of
this work, as summarized below.

Participating teachers at each participating

LEA:
. Each GMAP district had the
opportunity to provide educators from
their district to participate in the Content
Advisory Boards. Through these CABs,
educator feedback is regularly captured
during CAB meetings and is used to drive
the design process and assessment
specifications.
. Each GMAP district had the
opportunity to send educators from their
district to participate in the Content and
Bias Reviews. At the end of each
workshop, participating educators could
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Requirement

Description of Consultation and Feedback
Methods (be sure to describe the extent of
consultation and method of obtaining feedback
for each of the listed entities in the left-hand
column).

Summary of Feedback of Stakeholders (note:
you may attach artifacts of the actual feedback
received in lieu of providing a summary).

(iv) Representatives of Indian tribes
located in the State;

(v) Students and parents, including
parents of children described in
paragraph (a)(2)(i) of this section;
and

(vi) Civil rights organizations.

shaping assessment decision-making. See
Appendix C for the WestEd report of the July
2021 TAC.

Below is a list of additional consultation events
with the CAB during 2021-2022:

ELA CAB Meeting — March 29, 2021

Math CAB Meeting — October 18, 2021

ELA CAB Meeting — October 18, 2021

provide input regarding their satisfaction
with the workshop. In June 2022, 57
educators, from the following 11 GMAP
districts, participated in the Content and
Bias Review meeting:

Barrow County Schools
Marietta City Schools

Georgia Cyber Academy

Evans County Schools

Jasper County

Floyd County Schools

Trion City Schools

Houston County School District
Chattooga County School District
Jackson County School System
Clayton County Public Schools

Please see Appendix C for more Content and
Bias Participation Information.

Feedback on satisfaction with
system. Evidence that the SEA or
consortium has solicited feedback
on satisfaction with the system
from the following groups

(1) teachers;

(2) principals and other school
leaders; and

(3) parents.

NWEA solicited feedback via surveys from
teachers, school principals/administrators and
parents during the 21/22 school year.

Feedback from surveys is provided in Appendix
B.

In addition to survey questions, NWEA captured
the date they submitted feedback, their role,
organization they are a part of, as well as gender
and ethnicity.
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Requirement

Description of Consultation and Feedback
Methods (be sure to describe the extent of
consultation and method of obtaining feedback
for each of the listed entities in the left-hand
column).

Summary of Feedback of Stakeholders (note:
you may attach artifacts of the actual feedback
received in lieu of providing a summary).

Feedback on the platform and test
administration processes

Description of Feedback Method

GMAP Educators who had a role in the Field test
were invited to complete a System Usability Scale
(SUS) survey. The SUS is a well-established
means of evaluating digital platforms and
products. It contains 10 questions answerable in a
five-point strongly disagree to strongly agree
format.

Educators completed a SUS survey for each
component of the administration they participated
in or used: Pre-administration Activities,
Managing Online Testing (proctoring), and/or
Operational reports (reports that are used to
monitor and the progress of the test
administration).

18 responses were received.

Summary of Feedback

Pre-administration activities: The processes for
uploading information in preparation for the test
administration should be simplified.

Managing Online Testing (proctoring): The
tools for managing online testing were generally
well-received, and there were some suggestions
for improvements.

Operational reports: Operational reports (reports
used to monitor the progress of the test
administration) were adequate. Suggestions were
made for additional reports that would be useful.
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V-A: Requirements for the Innovative Assessment System--Developing a Valid, Reliable, and Comparable System

Describe the process, procedures, or steps followed to develop a valid, reliable, and comparable innovative assessment system.

Requirement

Evidence that the SEA or
consortium developed a valid,
reliable, and comparable
innovative assessment system.
Report on the following information,
summary, processes, procedures, or
steps:

1. Process to create test
specifications/blueprints to
support developing IADA
assessments that are
technically sound and align
to depth and breadth of
content standards;

2. IADA assessment
development is guided by
test specifications (e.g.,
purpose and intended uses;
test format and length; info
about content, psychometric
characteristics of items and
test; software and hardware
requirements);

3. Descriptive information
(e.g., feedback from item
development reviews) and
empirical evidence (e.g.,
item difficulty, item

Description of Information, Summary, Process, Procedures, or Steps (be sure to describe each
activity listed in the left-hand column. You may attach artifacts in lieu of providing a description.)
1.

e o o o N

The GMAP program began with the Georgia Milestones blueprints to maintain comparability for
math and ELA. The blueprints for ELA still mirror the Georgia Milestones blueprints for content
weights and reporting. The blueprints for math were reviewed, and changes were identified to help
with continuity of content across grades 3-8. The weight of the content (i.e., percentage covered on
the assessment) did not change, only where the information would report out for students and
teachers to maintain consistency across grade bands. These changes were presented and approved at
the May 2020 CAB meeting. Blueprints will be reviewed as Georgia Milestone blueprints are
updated, both for current and new standards. Using committee feedback from national (ALD)
workshops in Spring 2017 and the Georgia standards and CAB feedback from 2019, draft GMAP
RALDs were developed to help define progressions as students move from “Beginning” to
“Distinguished” at the standard level. Content limits for the ALDs were discussed in CAB meetings,
with additional feedback from the July committee meetings being reviewed before Fall 2020
development began. In January 2021, educators provided additional feedback on the Range ALDs
prior to the 2021 Content and Bias Review. Educators provided additional feedback on the math and
ELA Range ALDs in Fall 2021 prior to content development in preparation for the June 2022
content and bias review meeting.

. The purpose of the spring 2021-2022 field test assessments is to:

Build the GMAP vertical scale

Link to the operational item pool

Link to the diagnostic operational item pool

Extend the item pool by field testing newly written GMAP items

130



discrimination) that IADA
item selection supports item
specifications/blueprint;
Procedures to develop IADA
item pool to support test
specifications/blueprint (e.g.,
summary of crosswalk of
item pool and test blueprint,
algorithm used to select
IADA items and how
algorithm covers blueprint);
Summary of IADA item
specifications, by subject
and grade (e.g., standards or
targets to be assessed; item
types, response format, and
scoring; cognitive
complexity; level of
difficulty; accessibility tools
and features);

Qualifications of item
writers and reviewers (e.g.,
content expertise,
experience);

Instructions provided to
develop and review IADA
items, including instruction
to align items to content
standards, steps to ensure
accessibility to students, and
information about
accessibility tools and
features;

2022 IADA Annual Performance Report

In Spring 2020, the GMAP ELA and Mathematics FT assessments were administered as computer
adaptive tests (CATS). The constraint-based engine (CBE) uses the test blueprint and a student’s
momentary theta estimate to drive item selection, as shown in below figure (Figure 1). Momentary theta
is the ability estimate of the student that is recalculated and updated after answering each item. The
CBE has two stages of consideration as it selects the items necessary to conform to the test blueprint
while providing the maximum information about the student based on the student's momentary ability
estimate.

Figure 1. Example of item selection with the CBE
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Test Questions

In order to accomplish the purposes of Spring 2022 Field Test (FT) assessments, the following test
design is developed for ELA and Mathematics grades 3-8 (Figure 2-3). The total test length was 55
items for ELA and 50 items for Mathematics.

Figure 2. Spring 2022 ELA Test Design
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

Procedures to ensure IADA
items adhere to IADA item
specifications/blueprint;
Procedures to ensure content
accuracy of IADA items;
Procedures to ensure the
technical adequacy of IADA
items (e.g., field and
operational testing,
thresholds for eliminating
items, differential item
functioning (DIF) analysis,
statements that flagged items
are appropriate for student
subgroups);

Procedures to ensure IADA
items elicit intended
response processes (e.g.,
cognitive labs, think-aloud
sessions);

Steps taken to consider
potential bias in IADA
items;

Steps taken to review IADA
items for sensitivity and
potential offensiveness (e.g.,
criteria for sensitivity,
specifications and rules
followed, list of sensitivity
reviewers and expertise);
Procedures to ensure all
major content domains or
strands assessed by IADA
assessment are aligned to the
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Figure 3. Spring 2022 Mathematics Test Design
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4. In the fall of 2019, an independent alignment study was conducted to review our internal bank of
items, determine alignment to Georgia standards and GMAP RALDs, and confirm that the items meet
the summative expectations of the content. The results of this study were analyzed against the blueprints
to determine where we need to develop items within the blueprint and across the GMAP RALDs. The

NWEA Content Solutions team also conducted an alignment study between a newly acquired

summative item bank and the Georgia Standards of Excellence (GSE). Only items that aligned to the
GSE were retained for field testing in the Spring 2022 test event.

The GMAP item pool is composed of different sets of items that are combined to form the operational
item pool. The first item set consists of those items that aligned during the alignment study conducted in
the winter of 2019-20. Only items that met the alignment criteria were retained for inclusion in the
GMAP item pool. A gap analysis was conducted to compare this item set against the GMAP blueprint.
Based on this analysis, additional items were needed to fully represent the GMAP blueprint. To improve
the blueprint coverage and increase the size of the item pool, a second set of items was sourced and
aligned to the GSE. As with the first item set, only items that meet the alignment criteria were retained
for use in the GMAP item pool. The final set of items that was combined into the GMAP item pool are
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IADA test newly developed items. These items are specific to the GSE and were reviewed by Georgia educators
specifications/blueprint for both content and bias concerns. Once these three sets of items were combined, NWEA researchers
Process to reduce construct  conducted a second gap analysis comparing the item pool to the GMAP blueprint to identify content
irrelevance (e.g., reduce areas that need additional items. To evaluate how well the TY CAT item selection algorithms cover the
inappropriate reading load, test blueprint, CAT simulations were conducted with the GMAP items that have preliminary item
avoid use of idioms or parameters. To maintain the item pool over time, it is customary to conduct annual CAT simulations to
culturally specific words). verify that the CAT item selection algorithm is selecting items to cover the blueprint.

5. Item specifications were developed using assessment best practices and outline item types, scoring
options, and additional guidelines. The CAB reviewed and approved these specifications prior to their
development.

Summary of Specifications by Subject and Grade

English Language Arts

Item Types Passage Types
Machine-Scored Writing Prompts*
Choice|Technology-Enhanced - Informational**|Literary
. - Informational
Dichotomous | Polytomous | Opinion | Argument

Explanatory
X X X X X - X X X
X X X X X - X X X
X X X X X X X X
X X X X - X X X X
X X X X - X X X X
X X X X - X X X X
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*Performance tasks to be made available for use in the classroom at each grade for ELA include a variety
of item types with a passage, as well as a writing prompt as defined in the table. Off-grade performance
tasks for Grade 2 and Grades 9-10 also will be available.

**|ncludes argumentative/persuasive passages.

Mathematics

Grade Item Types Item-Specific Tools
- Technology- Machine-Scored Calculator
Choice Enhanced _ _ _ Ruler Protractor
Dichotomous Polytomous Basic Scientific
3 X X X X - - X -
4 X X X X R R ; X
5 X X X X - - - -
6 X X X X X - - -
7 X X X X - X - -
8 X X X X - X - -
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Science
Item Types
Grade Machine Scored
. Technology -
Choice Enhanced
Dichotomous Polytomous
5 X X X X
8 X X X X

Item specifications that apply across all subjects and grades:

Items should align to the GSE and Range ALDs.
All items need to adhere to the guidelines of Universal Design.
All items must align to an appropriate Depth of Knowledge (DOK 1-3).

o Because Range ALDs provide a range of difficulty and/or cognitive complexity, and the
GMAP program utilizes a computer-adaptive model, the bank will have items along
that range for a standard rather than targeting a specific DOK or difficulty.

Technology-enhanced items must be appropriate for the content being assessed.

Polytomous items aligned to a single standard should assess different aspects of the standard.
Polytomous items aligned to a level above an individual standard should include content from
multiple standards within that higher level.

6-10. The first round of item development began in January 2020 for ELA and mathematics. The second
round of item development began in October 2020, along with the first round of science development.
The third round of item development for ELA and mathematics, and the second round of science item
development, began in October 2021.

The purpose is to develop high-quality summative items and passages meeting the following criteria:

Align to the Georgia standards with accurate content
Meet the specifications approved by stakeholders
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Fill gaps identified in the bank analysis both for content and achievement level
Follow the guidelines of Universal Design, including avoiding bias and sensitivity issues
Meet technical requirements

Our process for development includes:

Training experienced content specialists on GMAP program specifics, including specifications
(NWEA content specialists or contracted content specialists with 5+ years of assessment
experience).
Selecting item and passage writers with experience in their content areas (content-specific
degree and assessment experience, teaching experience in the content area, or both).
Providing training on standard interpretation, item specifications, Universal Design,
functionality requirements, and additional best practices with continuous feedback as needed
from content specialists trained for the program.
Reviews by at least two content specialists for best practices, including but not limited to:

¢ Alignment and adherence to item specifications
Content accuracy
Bias and sensitivity
Appropriate use of functionality
Art requirements

e  Accessibility for text-to-speech
Additional reviews by:

e Research librarians and trained fact checkers

e Copy editors

e  Accessibility reviewers for alt-tagging of art and other features
Browser validation of items to confirm they meet technology requirements.
Content and Bias Review of items with stakeholders. Participants in these reviews receive
training delivered collaboratively by NWEA at the beginning of each review session.
Participants are provided checklists to refer to during the reviews. Participants learn to analyze
items for qualities including (but not limited to):

e Proper alignment and cognitive complexity

e Clear and concise wording

e Presence of a correct answer and scoring rules

o Diversity of background and cultural representation
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¢ Avoidance of stereotypes

e Avoidance of topics that may cause discomfort to test takers

e Stimuli and item accessibility, and adherence to universal design

e Adherence to specifications
e Designation of accepted items as ready for field testing.
e Editing of items accepted with modifications to match the edits requested by stakeholders.
¢ Removal of rejected items from the GMAP item pool.

¢ Discussion with the CAB of any overarching issues or concerns prior to the next round of
development.

See the section above (beginning with “Our process for development includes”) for a summary of the
process we use to qualify and train item writers and reviewers.

See the section above (beginning with “Our process for development includes™) for a summary of how
we develop and review items.

The procedures to ensure that IADA items adhere to IADA item specifications and blueprints will be
addressed via the CAT constraints that specify the minimum and maximum number of items that will be
selected per blueprint area. The constraint-based engine (CBE) has been designed to select items
according to these strict constraints. CAT simulation studies will be conducted to verify that the CBE is
functioning as intended prior to the first operational year. In order to provide this evidence, we will need
item parameter estimates, which will not be available until after the Spring 2022 field test. All items
also undergo review for adherence to specification as part of the Content and Bias Review (newly
developed items) or the alignment study (NWEA-acquired items).

See the section above (beginning with “Our process for development includes”) for a summary of how

we develop and review items.

The table below provides the technical criteria for evaluating field test items.
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no student got a score of 2)

MC Non-
Statistics Criterion Indication MC
Items
Items
DIF of gender or ethnicity | C+ or C- potential bias toward a certain X X
group of students
item fit (infioutfit) statistics | =/ " | poor fit X X
< > e .
p-value O.OZ;r very difficult or very easy item X
item-total correlation <0.2 poorly discriminating item X
item-total correl_atlon for >0.05 | poorly discriminating item X
distractors
omit rate >5% unclear or very difficult item X
step parameters Step 1> | not a good separation of students X
PP Step 2 into different stages of learning
item-total correlation <0.1 poorly discriminating item
item-total correlation for score 0(1; >0.00 | poorly discriminating item
item-total correlation for score of
1 < item-total correlation for score - poorly discriminating item X
of 0
item-total correlation for score o; <01 poorly discriminating item %
item-total correlation for score of
2 < item-total correlation for score - poorly discriminating item X
of 1
low student count for each score 0 o one got a certain score (.9, X

These item evaluation criteria will be used to identify items needing further data review.
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These item evaluation criteria were presented to the GMAP TAC meeting in December 2020. The
GMAP TAC recommended that we include additional criteria to evaluate the influence of student
motivation and possible fatigue effects. To do this, we have added rapid response index (Wise & Ma,
2012) to evaluate the motivation level of students. Given that the field test may be longer than typical
(up to 60 items), item position effects will also be examined to see if there is evidence of student fatigue
for items in positions 50-60. Both rapid guessing and fatigue may make items appear more difficult
during the field test than they would be during an operational test. Therefore, these criteria will be used
to control for construct-irrelevant variance (motivation and fatigue) from the field-tested items, which
are not expected to manifest to the same degree during operational tests since the operational test will
probably not exceed 50 items. Other item calibration and model-data fit criteria are described in the
GMAP TAC presentation in Appendix E.

(11.0) Current GMAP item types correlate to item types already in use on the Milestones assessment.
Should new item types become available, we will investigate the use of cognitive labs and other user-
experience data. While we are not doing cognitive labs related to item types, we are doing studies with
educators on the assessment and Range ALDs to ensure that the assessment as a whole is yielding the
kind of information needed to meet the overall goal of the GMAP assessment: providing growth
information as well as accountability information.

Following item development, the Content and Bias Committee—consisting of CAB members and
educators from the consortium for each subject and grade—reviews the items and passages. The GMAP
Content and Bias Review in July 2020 covered the first phase of math and ELA development.
Additional bias review sessions were conducted in June 2021 and June 2022. The review’s primary
purpose is to ensure that the items are appropriate for students. Items are reviewed both for content
accuracy and for potential bias and sensitivity issues. Training is provided at the beginning of the
meeting for all subject areas (math, ELA, and science), and resources such as checklists based on the
training are provided to participants to help them as they review the items.

Upcoming work will include implementing item edits from the committees in addition to reviewing
feedback for lessons learned. This includes reviewing RALDs for improvement to share at future CAB
meetings.

(12.0 — 13.0) See Appendixes J-L for the steps we take to review IADA items for sensitivity and
potential offensiveness. In addition to these steps, the first alignment study included questions that
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prompted item reviewers to flag any items that may have displayed insensitive or potentially offensive
content. Once field test data are available, DIF statistics will be created and any items with potential
bias will be reviewed.

(14.0) To ensure that all major domains within the GMAP blueprint are comparable to the Milestones
blueprints, the targeted proportions of the GMAP blueprints have been set to be highly similar to those
in Milestones. Furthermore, prior to the administration of any GMAP tests, simulations will be
produced to examine and verify the alignment of selected items to the GMAP blueprints.

(15.0) After administration, when data are collected on the items, items will be reviewed for possible
bias and sensitivity issues that may become apparent based on the statistical analysis of the items’ data.
Item data will also be used to identify items that need additional review to confirm they are performing
as intended and are not displaying construct-irrelevant variance.
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V-B: Requirements for the Innovative Assessment System—Update on Meeting Requirements of Section 1111(b)(2)(B)

Please provide a brief report on the required elements of the Innovative Assessment System. This brief report is intended to update the State’s
demonstration that the innovative assessment system does or will meet the requirements of section 1111(b)(2)(B).

Regulatory Requirement

Accomplishments in the Reporting Year
(2021-22).

Explanation of Delays or Concerns,
with a description of a plan to
resolve the concern (if applicable).

Innovative assessment system. A demonstration that
the innovative assessment system does or will--

(2)(i) Align with the challenging State academic content
standards under section 1111(b)(1) of the Act, including
the depth and breadth of such standards, for the grade in
which a student is enrolled; and

(if) May measure a student’s academic proficiency and
growth using items above or below the student’s grade
level so long as, for purposes of meeting the
requirements for reporting and school accountability
under sections 1111(c) and 1111(h) of the Act and
paragraphs (b)(3) and (b)(7)-(9) of this section, the State
measures each student’s academic proficiency based on
the challenging State academic standards for the grade
in which the student is enrolled,;

(i)

The content solutions team at NWEA
completed the following tasks this year to
further expand the GMAP item pool:

e Completed year 2 development for
ELA and mathematics,
implementing edits based on
feedback at the 2021 Content and
Bias Review.

e Completed year 1 development for
science, implementing edits based
on feedback at the 2021 Content
and Bias Review.

e Began year 3 development for
ELA and mathematics, with
Content and Bias Review
completed in June 2022.

e Began year 2 development for
science, with Content and Bias
Review completed in June 2022.

e Completed alignment review of
newly acquired items for
alignment and specifications.

At this time, GMAP program is
currently on a temporary pause which
may cause delay with the original plan
for implementation in the 2022-23
school year.
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Regulatory Requirement Accomplishments in the Reporting Year | Explanation of Delays or Concerns,
(2021-22). with a description of a plan to
resolve the concern (if applicable).

e Facilitated Content Advisory
Board meetings. This included
reviewing results from previous
development and the educator
feedback and edits to Range
ALDs.

(ii)

The psychometrics team at NWEA
completed the following work that
supports:

e Conducted CAT simulation
studies that used the operational
constraint-based engine, thereby
having the same properties and
functionality as the production
CAT to ensure that the results
represent a true depiction of the
engine. The technical purposes of
the simulation study are important
evidence, along with post-
administration analyses, for
supporting test score
interpretation and use arguments
regarding student proficiency
against the state standards. The
simulations are intended to
demonstrate that students receive
comparable representations of
content with sufficient technical
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Regulatory Requirement

Accomplishments in the Reporting Year
(2021-22).

Explanation of Delays or Concerns,
with a description of a plan to
resolve the concern (if applicable).

adequacy to support the necessary
inferences and that test scores
have the same meaning for all
students. Conducting a simulation
study prior to the operational
administration serves three main
purposes from a technical
perspective:

o The study results allow
the state to determine if
the item pool is sufficient
to find a feasible set of
items for students across
the full range of student
ability. One main reason
for using a CAT is to
provide a test that is
customized to each
student’s ability, which
reduces the error of the
student’s ability estimate.

o The study results allow
the state to evaluate the
functioning of the
engine’s item selection
algorithm to ensure that
the state’s construct for
test scores (e.g., ELA
proficiency) is being
represented as intended.
Test scores represent how
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Regulatory Requirement

Accomplishments in the Reporting Year
(2021-22).

Explanation of Delays or Concerns,
with a description of a plan to
resolve the concern (if applicable).

students perform
regarding the test
construct, and
administering the
appropriate items ensures
that the test scores have
appropriate
representativeness of each
reporting category (or
construct).

o The study results
demonstrate the level of
score accuracy through
the recovery of the theta
estimate used in the
simulations along with
reliability.

e Post window Psychometric
activities are scheduled to conduct
classical item analysis and
differential item functioning, to
review the item statistics and
conduct calibration and linking
process, to create the vertical
scale and build link between the
vertical scale and interim scale, as
well as extend the item pool by
adding field test items.

e We created the test design to
create the vertical scale in the
spring 2021-22. The on-grade
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Regulatory Requirement Accomplishments in the Reporting Year | Explanation of Delays or Concerns,
(2021-22). with a description of a plan to
resolve the concern (if applicable).

operational items will contribute
to the summative scale score and
academic proficiency
determination used for
accountability, while both on- and
off-grade items can additionally
be administered to support the
students’ learning. Since the
spring 2021-22 is a field test, the
accountability academic
proficiency and growth will be
reported starting in the 2022-2023
school year.

The standard setting is not scheduled until
summer 2023 and growth will not be
available until the 2022-23 school year due
to spring 2021-22 being a field-testing
administration.

(3) Express student results or competencies consistent | (3) 3)

with the challenging State academic achievement In order to express student results At this time, GMAP program is
standards under section 1111(b)(1) of the Act and consistent with challenging state currently on a temporary pause which
identify which students are not making sufficient achievement standards, many conditions may cause a delay with the original
progress toward, and attaining, grade-level proficiency | need to be met, including (but not limited | plan for implementation in the 2022-23
on such standards; to) well designed score reports and high- school year.

quality item pools. Utmost and foremost,
the item pool must measure the full depth
and breadth of the content standards and
ALDs. One of the goals for spring 2021-22
administration was to build the item pool
by administering newly written field test
items. Using provisional item statistics,
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Regulatory Requirement

Accomplishments in the Reporting Year
(2021-22).

Explanation of Delays or Concerns,
with a description of a plan to
resolve the concern (if applicable).

SEM indicates that more items are needed
at the tails of student abilities. Further
investigation is scheduled in the 2022-23
school year to explore the item pool and
validate the vertical scales.

(4)(i) Generate results, including annual summative
determinations as defined in paragraph (b)(7) of this
section, that are valid, reliable, and comparable for all
students and for each subgroup of students described in
34 CFR 200.2(b)(11)(i)(A)-(1) and sections
1111(b)(2)(B)(xi) and 1111(h)(1)(C)(ii) of the Act, to
the results generated by the State academic assessments
described in 34 CFR 200.2(a)(1) and section 1111(b)(2)
of the Act for such students.

Include:

1. Objective nature of IADA items machine scoring
(e.g., scoring rule limits for number of errors,
scoring rules for technology-enhanced score capture
and validity checking, how artificial intelligence
(Al) scoring engine is trained and its accuracy);

2. Procedures to transform raw IADA scores to scale
scores (overall and by subtest);

3. Description of IADA equating process (overall and,
if appropriate, by subtest), including equating study
design, statistical methods used and person
parameters, overall information functions, size and
relevant characteristics of examinee samples,
characteristics of anchor items/test, and accuracy of
equating functions;

(4) (i)
1

All items will be automatically scored.
Automatically scored items will include
multiple choice and technology-enhanced
item types that can be scored by the
constraint-based engine using a key.

2.
The assessments will utilize maximum

likelihood estimation (MLE) to produce
theta scores which will be transformed to a
scale using a linear transformation. MLE
requires item scores and Item Response
Theory (IRT) item parameters for each
item. The detail for the linear
transformation of GMAP scale scores will
be released after the GMAP leadership
makes decisions about the target numerical
range for the scale scores. GMAP districts
prefer to have the scale score ranges begin
at 2000 for both ELA and Mathematics to

At this time, GMAP program is
currently on a temporary pause which
may cause a delay with the original
plan on the 2022-23 school year.
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Regulatory Requirement

Accomplishments in the Reporting Year
(2021-22).

Explanation of Delays or Concerns,
with a description of a plan to
resolve the concern (if applicable).

4. Process to equate IADA scores across academic
years;

5. 1ADA assessment form equivalence, by grade and
subject (e.g., raw scores and p-values, standard error
of measurement (SEM), dimensionality, test
characteristic curve (TCC), test information
function (TIF), conditional standard error of
measurement (CSEM), score distributions);

6. Indication that the TCC or TIF for all IADA tested
grades and subjects is reasonable (overall and, if
appropriate, by subtest);

7. Indication that CSEM or SEM for all IADA tested
grades and subjects is reasonable (overall and, if
appropriate, by subtest) (e.g., CSEM for each IADA
interim assessment and final assessment for the
entire scale or at cut scores, overall estimate of test
error);

8. Reliability estimates, including, as appropriate:

a. Reliability estimate for entire IADA student
population (e.g., alpha coefficient)

b. Reliability estimate for each reported IADA
subgroup (e.g., alpha coefficient)

c. Reliability estimate for summative assessment
for all pilot students and each reported subgroup

d. Reliability estimate for interim assessments for
all pilot students and each reported subgroup

e. Interrater reliability estimate for each reported
dimension for all pilot students and each
reported subgroup

f. Cohen’s Kappa for all pilot students and each
reported subgroup

avoid overlap with other assessments in
the state of Georgia. Since GMAP is a
vertical scale including grades 3-8, Grade
5 will be used as an anchor to determine
the scaling constants. We will be using
provisional standard deviation of divided
by average SEM of estimated ability from
Grade 5 for ELA and Mathematics to
determine the slope and intercept.

3.

Equating most commonly refers to the
statistical and content equivalence

of various test forms for nonadaptive tests;
however, within the context

of adaptive tests, item pools are the focus
of equating. The equating criteria listed
under #3 seem to be focused primarily
around fixed-form test design, rather than
item-level CAT design. Under CAT, the
equating process is based on IRT
calibration procedures that ‘equate’ at the
item level rather than the test level.
Instead of equating, NWEA will be
planning to check the item parameter drift
as well as to evaluate item pool for CAT
during the 2022-23 school year to validate
the item parameters and scale scores across
school years.
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Regulatory Requirement

Accomplishments in the Reporting Year
(2021-22).

Explanation of Delays or Concerns,
with a description of a plan to
resolve the concern (if applicable).

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

g. Decision consistency and accuracy reliability
estimates of student classifications based on
IADA cut scores, classification accuracy
conditioned on achievement level, and
classification consistency conditioned on
achievement cut points,

h. Reliability estimates of correctly classified and
incorrectly classified students

Procedures to ensure use of simple language and

uniform format in IADA score reports;

Availability of and access to translations who

require accommodations to interpret IADA

scores/results;

State generates annual State, district, and school

IADA assessment reports;

Annual IADA assessment reports include student

performance related to content and knowledge of

assessed standards (e.g., scale scores); academic
content descriptions of what students can and cannot
do using achievement level descriptors (ALDs),
performance level descriptors (PLDs), content

knowledge learning maps or networks (e.g.,

subscores); and information to facilitate interpreting

results and addressing specific academic needs of
students (e.g., itemized score analyses);

State documents that IADA assessments in each

relevant grade and subject were used to inform the

annual determination of achievement for all
participating students;

Annual IADA student assessment reports include

indicator of annual IADA proficiency or summative

In order to build the vertical scale, NWEA
carefully selected anchor items that
represent the content blueprint across
various item difficulties to build the strong
connection across grades. Since GMAP
population is different from the state
population of Georgia, the sampling is
done to represent the state population of
Georgia. The reference information is
provided by:

e Georgia Department of Education
(GaDOE) Enrollment data from
the school year (SY) 2022, 2021,
and 2019.

e The Governor’s Office of Student
Achievement (GOSA) Georgia
Milestones End of Grade (EOG)
Assessment by Grade from SY
2022, 2021, and 2019.

e (Georgia Milestones Assessment
Operational Technical Report
2021, 2019, 2018.

e GMAP Spring 2021-2022 Field
Test Administration.

After the review, NWEA summarized the
findings:
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Regulatory Requirement

Accomplishments in the Reporting Year

(2021-22).

Explanation of Delays or Concerns,
with a description of a plan to
resolve the concern (if applicable).

achievement determination; indicators of annual
student progress (e.g., subscores, ALDs or PLDs,
learning maps); and indicators for identifying
students not making progress (e.g., subscores on
student report);

15. Annual IADA school report includes summative
achievement results disaggregated by important
subgroups;

16. Annual IADA district and State reports, with both
including summative achievement of annual
progress for all IADA pilot students and for
important IADA pilot student subgroups;

17. Expectations from State of timeline for releasing
individual student IADA reports to schools and
districts;

18. Expectations from State and district for delivering
student IADA score reports to parents;

19. Procedures to protect security of IADA assessment
personally identifiable information (e.g., staff
procedures, letter to parents, scoring manual).

Consistent with the SEA’s or consortium’s evaluation
plan under 34 CFR 200.106(e), the SEA must plan to
annually determine comparability during each year of
its demonstration authority period in one of the
following ways:

(A) Administering full assessments from both the
innovative and statewide assessment systems to all
students enrolled in participating schools, such that
at least once in any grade span (i.e., 3-5, 6-8, or 9-
12) and subject for which there is an innovative

e GaDOE enrollment from SY 2018-

2019 to SY 2021-2022 looks
consistent except few findings:

O

Slight increase in Asian
population across years.
Slight increase in Black
population at higher
grades across years.
Slight increase in Hispanic
population across years.
Slight decrease in White
population across years.
Slight increase in Two or
More population across
years.

e GOSA Georgia Milestones EOG
Assessment by Grade information
shows that SY 2020-2021 had
different testing population and
fewer students compared to SY
2017-2018 and SY 2018-20109.

Based on the above findings, NWEA will
use the following:

O

Distribution of
Achievement Level
information from SY
2018-2019 because it is
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assessment, a statewide assessment in the same the latest year with
subject would also be administered to all such trustable information of
students. As part of this determination, the GA student population.
innovative assessment and statewide assessment o NWEA will use the

need not be administered to an individual student enrollment from SY 2021-

in the same school year.

(B) Administering full assessments from both the
innovative and statewide assessment systems to a
demographically representative sample of all Fhe latest SC_hOOI year that
students and subgroups of students described in Is representing GA
section 1111(c)(2) of the Act, from among those population.
students enrolled in participating schools, such that 4
at least once in any grade span (i.e., 3-5,6-8, or9- | 1, goal in adaptive test design is to
12) and subject for which there is an innovative . . )
assessment, a statewide assessment in the same prod_uc? multlple_eq_uwglent item pools by
subject would also be administered in the same maximizing the similarity of content,
school year to all students included in the sample. | conformity to the Milestones

(C) Including, as a significant portion of the innovative | blueprint, and the shape of the item pool
assessment system in each required grade and - information functions across time. If this
subject in which bot_h an innovative and statewide goal is achieved, then scores from a CAT
assessment are admln_lstered, items or performance will maintain their meaning, equivalence,
tasks from the statewide assessment system that, at . . .

a minimum, have been previously pilot tested or and precision across time after controlling

2022 since it will represent
the student population for

field tested for use in the statewide assessment for student ability. Within the context of

system. CAT, the goal is to produce equivalent and
(D) Including, as a significant portion of the statewide | consistent test scores across time and test

assessment system in each required grade and events. This is made possible by the

subject in which both an innovative and statewide
assessment are administered, items or performance IRT methods allow us to place all items
tasks from the innovative assessment system that, P )

at a minimum, have been previously pilot tested or | ONtO the same theta scale using a data
field tested for use in the innovative assessment collection design. Once items are placed
system. onto the same theta scale, theta scores can

be generated from CATSs that are governed

concept of “pre-equated item pools.”
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Regulatory Requirement

Accomplishments in the Reporting Year
(2021-22).

Explanation of Delays or Concerns,
with a description of a plan to
resolve the concern (if applicable).

(E) An alternative method for demonstrating
comparability that an SEA can demonstrate will
provide for an equally rigorous and statistically
valid comparison between student performance on
the innovative assessment and the statewide
assessment, including for each subgroup of
students described in 34 CFR 200.2(b)(11)(i)(A)-
(1) and sections 1111(b)(2)(B)(xi) and
1112(h)(2)(C)(ii) of the Act;

(ii) Generate results, including annual summative
determinations as defined in paragraph (b)(7) of this
section, that are valid, reliable, and comparable, for all
students and for each subgroup of students described in
34 CFR 200.2(b)(11)(i)(A)-(1) and sections
1111(b)(2)(B)(xi) and 1111(h)(1)(C)(ii) of the Act,
among participating schools and LEAs in the innovative
assessment demonstration authority. Consistent with the
SEA’s or consortium’s evaluation plan under 34 CFR
200.106(e), the SEA must plan to annually determine
comparability during each year of its demonstration
authority period;

In addition to providing the information noted above, be

sure to include the following information:

1. Evidence that IADA test results are comparable to
those from the non-IADA system (e.g., provide
within-grade IADA and non-1ADA results for
participating districts are comparable, student
proficiency classification for IADA and non-IADA
districts are comparable in terms of complexity

by test blueprints and business rules. The
content of each test will be assembled
using an optimization procedure that
maximizes test information while meeting
the content constraints of the Milestones
blueprints. This process will ensure that
scores maintain their meaning and
equivalence across time. New field test
items will be continually introduced to the
calibrated item pool by embedding items
into operational tests. Fixed item
parameter calibration will be used to place
new items onto the scale. Items will be
screened for year-to-year item

parameter drift.

5.

Since GMAP is a computerized adaptive
test (CAT), there are no multiple fixed
forms by each grade and subject, and raw
scores/p-values should not be compared
between students. The GMAP item pool
will be calibrated after the spring 2022
field test administration and will be
investigated and validated during the 2022-
23 school year to produce the evidence of
score precision across the ability
continuum. The dimensionality indices,
score distributions, test characteristic
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included in each achievement level, comparability
results align with expectations outlined in State’s
theory of action);

Description of across-years scaling procedures to
transform IADA raw scores to scale scores; and
Description of across-years IADA equating process
that includes design of equating study; statistical
methods used and person parameter, and overall
information functions; size and relevant
characteristics of examinee samples; characteristics
of anchor items/test; and accuracy of equating
functions.

curves (TCC), test information functions
(TIF), and conditional standard error of
measurement (CSEM) will be provided
after the validation is conducted and
confirm the GMAP scales as well as item
difficulties during the 2022-23 school year.

6.

GMAP assessment did not report the
summative scales for Spring 2022 because
it was considered field testing. However,
NWEA provided provisional diagnostic
scores with RIT scales for the purpose of
providing support to stakeholders with the
request. The item difficulties for RIT scale
are currently provisional and will be
confirmed when the RIT scale is validated
for GMAP assessment. For the purpose of
this document, the provisional TCC and
TIF is provided with provisional item
difficulties of items administered for each
assessment as a sample for Reading,
Language Usage, and Mathematics based
on the diagnostic scales until further
investigation and validation is completed
during the 2022-23 school year.

Figure 4. TCC Reading
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Regulatory Requirement Accomplishments in the Reporting Year | Explanation of Delays or Concerns,
(2021-22). with a description of a plan to
resolve the concern (if applicable).
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Regulatory Requirement

Accomplishments in the Reporting Year
(2021-22).

Explanation of Delays or Concerns,
with a description of a plan to
resolve the concern (if applicable).

Figure 7. TIF Reading

Figure 9. TIF Mathematics
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Regulatory Requirement

Accomplishments in the Reporting Year
(2021-22).

Explanation of Delays or Concerns,
with a description of a plan to
resolve the concern (if applicable).

7.

The provisional CSEM is provided with
provisional item difficulties of items
administered for each assessment as a
sample for Reading, Language Usage, and
Mathematics until further investigation and
validation is completed during the 2022-23
school year.

Figure 10. CSEM Reading

Figure 11. CSEM Language Usage
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Regulatory Requirement

Accomplishments in the Reporting Year
(2021-22).

Explanation of Delays or Concerns,
with a description of a plan to
resolve the concern (if applicable).

Figure 12. CSEM Mathematics

8.

The provisional reliability is provided for
each assessment as a sample for Reading,
Language Usage, and Mathematics until
further investigation and validation is
completed during the 2022-23 school year.

Traditional reliability coefficients from
classical test theory consider individual item
and depend on all students to take common
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Regulatory Requirement Accomplishments in the Reporting Year | Explanation of Delays or Concerns,
(2021-22). with a description of a plan to
resolve the concern (if applicable).

items, whereas students receive different
items in a CAT. Therefore, NWEA
calculates the marginal reliability coefficient
for the CAT administration. Samejima
(1994) recommended the marginal reliability
coefficient because it uses test information
(e.g., variance of estimated theta and SEM)
to estimate the reliability of student scores:

var (6 ) — o2

Marginal Reliability = ~
& y var (9 )

where o is defined as:

o = E{[1(9)]7/?}

Samejima, F. (1994). Estimation of
reliability coefficients using the
test information function and its
modifications. Applied
Psychological Measurement,
18(3), 229-244.
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Regulatory Requirement

Explanation of Delays or Concerns,
with a description of a plan to
resolve the concern (if applicable).

Accomplishments in the Reporting Year
(2021-22).
Below table presents the score precision
and reliability estimates for Reading,
Language Usage, and Mathematics
including the mean SEM, the RMSE, and a
marginal reliability coefficient.
Content Grade | RMSE | Avg. Reliability
Area SEM
Reading | 3 0.46 0.46 | 0.90
4 0.44 0.44 | 0.88
5 0.45 0.45 | 0.88
6 0.46 0.46 | 0.87
7 0.44 0.44 | 0.89
8 0.44 0.43 | 0.89
Language | 3
Usage 0.45 0.45 0.88
4 0.44 0.44 | 0.86
5 0.44 0.44 | 083
6 0.44 043 | 084
7 0.45 0.44 | 0.86
8 0.45 044 | 084
Math- 3
ematics 0.35 0.35 0.94
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Regulatory Requirement Accomplishments in the Reporting Year | Explanation of Delays or Concerns,
(2021-22). with a description of a plan to
resolve the concern (if applicable).
4 0.34 0.34 | 0.95
5 0.34 0.34 | 0.96
6 0.34 0.34 | 0.95
7 0.34 0.34 | 0.95
8 0.35 0.35 | 0.95

(i)
1

The student classification will be reported
after the standard setting is conducted and
the cut scores are approved for the
achievement levels.

2.

GMAP is administered as a CAT, and it
will not have raw scores to scale scores
transformation. NWEA uses maximum
likelihood estimation (MLE) to produce
theta scores which will be transformed to a
scale using a linear transformation. MLE
requires item scores and Item Response
Theory (IRT) item parameters for each
item. The linear transformation will be
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Regulatory Requirement Accomplishments in the Reporting Year | Explanation of Delays or Concerns,
(2021-22). with a description of a plan to
resolve the concern (if applicable).

based on a mean and a standard deviation
yet to be selected.

Post window Psychometric activities are
scheduled to conduct classical item
analysis and differential item functioning
to review the item statistics and conduct
calibration and linking process to create
the vertical scale and build link between
the vertical scale and interim scale as well
as extend the item pool by adding field test
items.

New field test items will be continually
introduced to the calibrated item pool by
embedding items into operational tests.
Fixed item parameter calibration will be
used to place new items onto the scale.
Items will be screened for year-to-

year item parameter drift.

3.

Equating most commonly refers to the
statistical and content equivalence

of various test forms for nonadaptive tests;
however, within the context

of adaptive tests, item pools are the focus
of equating. Under CAT, the equating
process is based on IRT calibration
procedures that ‘equate’ at the item level
rather than the test level.
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Regulatory Requirement

Accomplishments in the Reporting Year
(2021-22).

Explanation of Delays or Concerns,
with a description of a plan to
resolve the concern (if applicable).

(5)(i) Provide for the participation of all students,
including children with disabilities and English learners;

(ii) Be accessible to all students by incorporating the
principles of universal design for learning, to the extent
practicable, consistent with 34 CFR 200.2(b)(2)(ii); and

(iii) Provide appropriate accommodations consistent
with 34 CFR 200.6(b) and (f)(1)(i) and section
1111(b)(2)(B)(vii) of the Act;

(5)
(i)

The state level participation rate of
students for all students are provided in
Appendix A.

At this time, GMAP program is
currently on a temporary pause which
may cause delay with the original plan
on the 2022-23 school year.

(6) For purposes of the State accountability system
consistent with section 1111(c)(4)(E) of the Act,
annually measure in each participating school progress
on the Academic Achievement indicator under section
1111(c)(4)(B) of the Act of at least 95 percent of all
students, and 95 percent of students in each subgroup of
students described in section 1111(c)(2) of the Act, who
are required to take such assessments consistent with
paragraph (b)(1)(ii) of this section;

(6)
The state level participation rate of
students for all students is provided in

Appendix A.

In general, grades 3-5 have an overall
participation rate of 95% or higher, except
for the subgroup “Disability”. This may be
due to some of these students taking the
alternate assessment instead of GMAP
assessment. Grades 6-8 have an overall
participation rate slightly below 95%. At
the district or school level, the
participation rate may vary. NWEA will
communicate with GMAP districts to
understand the potential reasons for
participation rates below 95% and
anticipate the rate will increase in future

At this time, GMAP program is
currently on a temporary pause which
may cause delay with the original plan
on the 2022-23 school year.
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Regulatory Requirement

Accomplishments in the Reporting Year
(2021-22).

Explanation of Delays or Concerns,
with a description of a plan to
resolve the concern (if applicable).

administrations. Attachment A will
provide full information about the
participation rate.

(7) Generate an annual summative determination of
achievement, using the annual data from the innovative
assessment, for each student in a participating school in
the demonstration authority that describes--

(1) The student’s mastery of the challenging State
academic standards under section 1111(b)(1) of the Act
for the grade in which the student is enrolled; or

(i) In the case of a student with the most significant
cognitive disabilities assessed with an alternate
assessment aligned with alternate academic
achievement standards under section 1111(b)(1)(E) of
the Act, the student’s mastery of those standards;

()
(i)

The spring 2021-22 school year is
considered the field testing and is not
reporting the summative scale score and
achievement level. However, GMAP will
be prepared to provide data in 2022-23
school year. The standard setting is not
scheduled until summer 2023 and growth
will not be available until the 2022-23
school year due to the spring 2021-22
being a field-testing administration.

(if)
Students with the most significant

cognitive disabilities are assessed via the
Georgia Alternate Assessment.

At this time, GMAP program is
currently on a temporary pause which
may cause delay with the original plan
on the 2022-23 school year.

(8) Provide disaggregated results by each subgroup of
students described in 34 CFR 200.2(b)(11)(i)(A)-(1) and
sections 1111(b)(2)(B)(xi) and 1111(h)(1)(C)(ii) of the
Act, including timely data for teachers, principals and
other school leaders, students, and parents consistent
with 34 CFR 200.8 and section 1111(b)(2)(B)(x) and
(xii) and section 1111(h) of the Act, and provide results

(8)

The disaggregated results by each
subgroup are not provided for the Spring
2022 administration. NWEA will consider
them in future administrations.
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Regulatory Requirement

Accomplishments in the Reporting Year
(2021-22).

Explanation of Delays or Concerns,
with a description of a plan to
resolve the concern (if applicable).

to parents in a manner consistent with paragraph
(b)(4)(i) of this section and part 200.2(e);

(9) Provide an unbiased, rational, and consistent
determination of progress toward the State’s long-term
goals for academic achievement under section
1111(c)(4)(A) of the Act for all students and each
subgroup of students described in section 1111(c)(2) of
the Act and a comparable measure of student
performance on the Academic Achievement indicator
under section 1111(c)(4)(B) of the Act for participating
schools relative to non-participating schools so that the
SEA may validly and reliably aggregate data from the
system for purposes of meeting requirements for--

(i) Accountability under sections 1003 and 1111(c) and
(d) of the Act, including how the SEA will identify
participating and non-participating schools in a
consistent manner for comprehensive and targeted
support and improvement under section 1111(c)(4)(D)
of the Act; and

(if) Reporting on State and LEA report cards under
NWEA section 1111(h) of the Act.

9)
Q)

At this point in time, our comparability
plan (in brief) is to provide evidence of
blueprint alignment, content comparability,
and statistical evidence using ‘benchmark
standard setting’ (Phillips) between
Milestones and GMAP. Furthermore,
WestEd developed a document of
comparability guidelines for the benefit of
GMAP which NWEA will follow to
complete the comparability plan.

At this time, GMAP program is
currently on a temporary pause which
may cause delay with the original plan
on the 2022-23 school year.

163




2022 IADA Annual Performance Report

VI: Training on and Familiarization with the Innovative Assessment System

Describe training provided to teachers, principals and other school leaders, and other stakeholders during the reporting year (2021-22) to
implement the innovative assessment system, including the standard administration of the innovative assessments.

Requirement

Description of Training (be sure to describe the training provided for each activity
listed in the left-hand column. You may attach artifacts of the training in lieu of
providing a description).

Training. Evidence that the SEA or

consortium provided training or instructions

for standard administration of the innovative
assessment system on each of the following
activities:

1. Standard procedures for administering the
IADA assessments (e.g., manual, slides);

2. Administering IADA assessment supports
and accommodations to students with
disabilities;

3. Administering IADA assessment supports
and accommodations to English learners;

4. Hand-scoring constructed responses or essays
(e.g., results of exact, adjacent, and
discrepant agreement; validity check results;
number of read-behind flags);

5. Handling test irregularities during IADA
assessment administrations (e.g., test security
handbook, test security plan, reports of
internal or independent monitoring
procedures);

6. Conducting external reviewing of IADA
items for potential bias (e.g., criteria for
review, steps where potential bias is
considered, review by external review
committee);

NWEA conducted 3 pre-administration training sessions and 3 administration training
sessions in February and March of 2022.

Pre-Administration Webinar

This training was beneficial for Technology Coordinators (the tech readiness and secure
browser pieces will be prioritized at the beginning so that the technology staff did not have
to complete the full training), System Test Coordinators (STC), Data Administrators, and
anyone else who was involved in setting up testing for the district. Train the trainer model
can also be implemented in future administrations. Topics will include:

Overview of the field test
Technology Readiness
Secure Browser installation
Rostering

Test registrations

Prep for students

Event Dates:

January 24, 2022
January 26, 2022
January 28, 2022

One of the three webinars was recorded so some participants may have only participated
through the recording.

About the workshop
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Requirement Description of Training (be sure to describe the training provided for each activity
listed in the left-hand column. You may attach artifacts of the training in lieu of
providing a description).

7. Reviewing IADA items for sensitivity and

potential offensiveness (e.g., criteria for This virtual workshop was offered to review the field test administration. This training was
review, specifications and rules followed, list | beneficial for System Test Coordinators (STC), proctors, teachers, and anyone else who
of reviewers and expertise); was involved in actively administering the assessment. Topics included:

8. Protecting IADA-related personally
identifiable information (PII). Proctor/Student experiences

Test tickets

Test management during the window

Mobility

Test Monitoring

Operational reports

Test irregularities and security

GMAP Administration Webinar 1 02/21/2022 — 51 participants
GMAP Administration Webinar 2 02/23/2022 - 120 participants
GMAP Administration Webinar 3 03/01/2022 - 150 participants

One of the three webinars was recorded so additional participants may have only
participated through the recording.

1. Manuals, Pre-Admin and Admin Training slide decks, file layouts
(organizational, rostering and data files), and pre-admin checklists and user
roles are provided with this report. Appendix D

2. The GMAP Admin Procedures and Universal Tools and Accommodation
document is provided with this report. Appendix D
3. The GMAP Admin Procedures and Universal Tools and Accommodation

document is provided with this report. Appendix D
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Requirement

Description of Training (be sure to describe the training provided for each activity
listed in the left-hand column. You may attach artifacts of the training in lieu of
providing a description).

4.

5.
6.

NA - There was no hand-scoring as part of the NWEA Through-Year
assessment.

Assessment Coordinator Guide, Appendix D

In June 2022, 57 education professionals participated in a Content and
Bias Review. Content reviews provided an opportunity to engage the
expertise of Georgia educators. After items were developed and underwent
NWEA review processes, educators gathered to review items for content
validity and any possible sources of bias and sensitivity issues. While
Georgia educators had already provided input on item and content
specifications via the CAB process, NWEA and the GMAP consortium
believe that educator involvement in item reviews provides another
opportunity to ensure that the material is appropriate, aligned to the
Georgia standards, and conducive to valuable professional development for
participants.

Stakeholders participating in these reviews received training at the
beginning of each session delivered collaboratively by NWEA and the
Georgia Center for Assessment. Participants received checklists to refer to
during the reviews, and they learned to analyze items for qualities
including (but not limited to):

Proper alignment and cognitive complexity

Clear and concise wording

Presence of a correct answer and scoring rules

Diversity of background and cultural representation

Avoidance of stereotypes

Avoidance of topics that may cause discomfort to test takers
Stimuli and item accessibility, and adherence to universal design
Adherence to specifications

NWEA utilizes a multi-faceted approach for capturing, maintaining,
storing, and deleting state-owned data such as student data and response
data, which includes, but is not limited to:
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Requirement

Description of Training (be sure to describe the training provided for each activity
listed in the left-hand column. You may attach artifacts of the training in lieu of
providing a description).

o Assessment data is encrypted in transit and at rest using industry-
standard cryptography.

o Secure file transfer protocol (SFTP) and secure data pathways used to
transmit restricted data.

e Security requirements, policies and procedures governing the handling
of restricted data with vendors are enforced.

e Administration of assessments via a secure lockdown browser that
limits the students’ ability to use any other
application/software/Internet on their computer until they formally exit
the test. No Internet access, programs, or files.

o Electronically capture certain student access and key activities during
testing.

Access to the system is controlled by a comprehensive identity management,
authentication, and authorization process, as well as by role-based access control.
Upon written permission from State, the system will be customized to limit access
to specific roles. Rights associated with roles can be further customized, so that
NWEA is able to setup and control with great specificity who is able to access the
items and tests, and what actions they are able to take upon accessing. The system
also maintains a detailed history and versioning of all assets, providing a complete
audit trail of any changes to assets or data.
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For each of the training topics below, briefly describe all training opportunities that your State provided for teachers, principals, and other school
leaders during the reporting year (2021-22). For each training opportunity, report the number of individuals eligible to participate and the number
of individuals who actually participated.

A sample data template is provided below. If the data list is long, this may be submitted as an attachment.

Training Topic Brief Description of Training Number of Eligible Number of Actual
Opportunity, Including How Eligibility Participants by Type Participants by Type
for the Training was Defined. (You may (teachers, principals, other (teachers, principals,
attach artifacts of the training in lieu of school leaders). other school leaders).

providing a description, such as training
slides, sections, or an entire manual).

(1) Training to familiarize teachers | (1-3, 5, 8) To date, as it relates to the

or school staff with the administration of the innovative assessment,
innovative assessment system several trainings were conducted to prepare
(e.g., training on goals of districts for the Spring Field Test. Those
innovative assessment system training sessions included:

design including alignment to

State standards for student NWEA conducted 3 pre-administration

learning, highlights of the key training sessions and 3 administration
differences between the new and | training sessions in February and March of

existing assessment systems, 2022.
format, timeline for
administration, and reporting) Pre-Administration Webinar

This training was beneficial for Technology
Coordinators (the tech readiness and secure
browser pieces will be prioritized at the
beginning so that the technology staff did
not have to complete the full training),
System Test Coordinators (STC), Data
Administrators, and anyone else who was
involved in setting up testing for the
district. A Train the trainer model can also
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Training Topic

Brief Description of Training
Opportunity, Including How Eligibility
for the Training was Defined. (You may
attach artifacts of the training in lieu of
providing a description, such as training
slides, sections, or an entire manual).

Number of Eligible
Participants by Type
(teachers, principals, other
school leaders).

Number of Actual

Participants by Type
(teachers, principals,
other school leaders).

be implemented for future
administrations. Topics included:

Overview of the field test
Technology Readiness
Secure Browser installation
Rostering

Test registrations

Prep for students

About the workshop

This virtual workshop was offered
to review the field test
administration. This training was
beneficial for System Test
Coordinators (STC), proctors,
teachers, and anyone else who will
be involved in actively
administering the

assessment. Topics included:

Proctor/Student experiences
Test tickets

Test management during the
window

Mobility
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Training Topic

Brief Description of Training
Opportunity, Including How Eligibility
for the Training was Defined. (You may
attach artifacts of the training in lieu of
providing a description, such as training
slides, sections, or an entire manual).

Number of Eligible
Participants by Type
(teachers, principals, other
school leaders).

Number of Actual

Participants by Type
(teachers, principals,
other school leaders).

e Test Monitoring
e Operational reports
o Test irregularities and security

1. Hand-scoring of operationally scored
items is not applicable for the GMAP
assessment system at present. However,
In ELA, we will be providing formative
performance writing tasks that initially
will require teachers to create their own
scores using a provided scoring rubric.

(6- 7) During development, all writers were
trained on bias and sensitivity and Universal
Design principles in addition to training on
GMAP specifications and their
teaching/assessment experience. Each item
was also reviewed for bias and sensitivity
during content reviews prior to bringing the
passages and items to committee. The
GMAP Bias and Sensitivity Checklist is
included in Appendices J, K, and L.

In June, Content/Bias Review of passages
and items was conducted by educators and
district leaders, including members of

the CAB. They reviewed items for both
content accuracy and bias and sensitivity
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Training Topic

Brief Description of Training
Opportunity, Including How Eligibility
for the Training was Defined. (You may
attach artifacts of the training in lieu of
providing a description, such as training
slides, sections, or an entire manual).

Number of Eligible
Participants by Type
(teachers, principals, other
school leaders).

Number of Actual

Participants by Type
(teachers, principals,
other school leaders).

issues. Checklists were provided to aid
committee members as they reviewed the
items. The CAB reviewed and provided
input into the item specifications during the
September 2021 CAB meeting as well as

in the 2021-2022 school year. These
included Universal Design guidelines to help
review bias and sensitivity issues. After
administration, when data is collected on the
items, items are reviewed for bias and
sensitivity issues that may become apparent
based on the statistical analysis of the items’
data.

(2) Training on test security for
the innovative assessment
system (e.g., training on
handling and distribution of

innovative assessment materials,

monitoring administration of
innovative assessments)

The Assessment Coordinator Guide was
addressed during the administration training
that took place on February 21, February 23,
and March 1. See Appendix D to view the
Assessment Coordinator Guide.

(3) Training on providing
accommaodations for students
with disabilities in the
innovative assessment system
(e.g., training on specific types
of accommodations that can be

The GMAP Admin Procedures and
Universal Tools and Accommaodation
document was addressed during the
administration training that took place on
February 21, February 23, and March 1. See
Appendix D to view GMAP Admin
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Training Topic

Brief Description of Training
Opportunity, Including How Eligibility
for the Training was Defined. (You may
attach artifacts of the training in lieu of
providing a description, such as training
slides, sections, or an entire manual).

Number of Eligible
Participants by Type
(teachers, principals, other
school leaders).

Number of Actual

Participants by Type
(teachers, principals,
other school leaders).

made in the presentation,
response, timing and/or setting
of the innovative assessment to
support participation of students
with disabilities)

Procedures and Universal Tools and
Accommodation document.

(4) Training on providing
accommodations for English
learner (EL) students in the
innovative system (e.g., training
on specific types of
accommodations that can be
made in the presentation,
response, timing and/or setting
of the innovative assessment to
support participation of EL
students)

The GMAP Admin Procedures and
Universal Tools and Accommaodation
document was addressed during the
administration training that took place on
February 21, February 23, and March 1. See
Appendix D to view GMAP Admin
Procedures and Universal Tools and
Accommodation document.

(5) Training on using innovative
assessment data to inform
instruction (e.g., training on
analysis and interpretation of
individual, subgroup, and/or
class-level data for the purposes
of identifying struggling
students; checking student
mastery; adapting instructional
resources and/or pacing;
differentiating instruction;

With the spring 2022 assessment being a
Field Test administration, NWEA has not
rolled out any training regarding assessment
data and how it can inform instruction.
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Training Topic

Brief Description of Training
Opportunity, Including How Eligibility
for the Training was Defined. (You may
attach artifacts of the training in lieu of
providing a description, such as training
slides, sections, or an entire manual).

Number of Eligible
Participants by Type
(teachers, principals, other
school leaders).

Number of Actual

Participants by Type
(teachers, principals,
other school leaders).

changing instructional
strategies)

(6) Training on using innovative

assessments for accountability
(e.g., training on analysis and
interpretation of class and
grade- level data for the
purposes of informing
curricular decisions and
allocation of resources to
support instruction at the
school)

With the spring 2022 assessment being a
Field Test administration, NWEA has not
provided any training regarding innovative
assessments for accountability.

(7) Training on using innovative

assessments for accountability
across student subgroups (e.g.,
training on analysis and
interpretation of subgroup,
class, and grade-level data for
the purposes of identifying and
addressing any gaps between
student subgroups)

With the spring 2022 assessment being a
Field Test administration, NWEA has not
provided any training regarding innovative
assessments for accountability across
student groups.
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Describe how the SEA or consortium familiarized students, parents, and LEA staff with the innovative assessment system during the reporting
year (2021-22). Familiarization may include sharing a description of the new innovative assessment system, highlights of the key differences
between the innovative and existing assessment systems, initial challenges associated with implementing the new system, and benefits of the
innovative assessment system. Examples of familiarizing students and parents include materials that were sent to parents describing the innovative
assessment system, agendas of meetings with parents and students to describe the innovative assessment system, and postings about the innovative
assessment system on schools’/districts’ websites. Examples of familiarizing LEA staff include materials from meetings to describe the innovative
assessment system, agendas, and materials from trainings for staff on implementing the innovative assessment system.

The focus of this section is twofold: (a) information the State or consortium provided to students and parents to familiarize them with and
acclimate them to the innovative assessment system and (b) support and training the State or consortium provided to LEA staff to familiarize and
enable them to implement the innovative assessment system. Familiarizing students, parents, and LEA staff goes beyond the basic parental
notification requirement in Section IX.

SEA or Consortium Takes Action | Description of (a) the Process the State or Consortium used to Familiarize and Acclimate Students

to Familiarize the Following and Parents to the Innovative Assessment System and (b) the Support and Training the State or
Individuals with the Innovative Consortium Provided to LEA Staff to Implement the Innovative Assessment System (be sure to
Assessment System describe the process for each group listed in the left-hand column. You may attach artifacts [e.g.,

letter to parents, practice IADA items, meeting or training agenda, training session
manual/materials] of the actual process in lieu of providing a description).

(1) Familiarize and acclimate
students and parents to the
IADA assessment system

(2) Support and train LEA and
school staff to implement the
IADA assessment system and
administer the IADA
assessments
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VII: Use of Innovative Assessment Data

Please describe how teachers, principals, and other school leaders are using the innovative assessment data during the reporting year (2021-22).
You may attach artifacts in lieu of providing a description.

In particular:

To the extent the SEA has tracked teacher participation in activities that involve using innovative assessment data to inform instruction, report the
percentage of participating teachers who have engaged in these activities. Examples of activities include using the data to identify struggling
students, check student mastery, group students to deliver differentiated instruction, or change the pacing of lessons. Note that teachers may
participate in activities using assessment data to inform instruction either individually or in teams.

To the extent the SEA has tracked principal and other school leader participation in activities that involve using innovative assessment data to
improve accountability, report the percentage of participating principals and other school leaders who have engaged in these activities. Examples
of activities include monitoring students’ participation rates, evaluation of interim progress against long-term school improvement goals, root
cause analysis, action planning, or identifying and addressing gaps between student subgroups.
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VI11: Changes in Consortium Governance or Membership (if applicable).

Describe any changes in the Consortium governance structure, roles and responsibilities, or membership, during the reporting year (2021-22), or
any changes anticipated in the future.

There were 20 Ga districts that were part of the GMAP Consortium. Prior to the spring 2022 field test administration, two districts withdrew
from the Consortium: Haralson and Ga Cyber Academy
18 Ga districts were still part of the GMAP Consortium at the time of spring testing.

IX: Parental Notification

Describe how the SEA or Consortium is ensuring that each participating LEA informs parents of all students in participating schools about the
innovative assessment, including the grades and subjects in which the innovative assessment will be administered, and, consistent with section
1112(e)(2)(B) of the Act, at the beginning of each school year during which an innovative assessment will be implemented. Such information
must be--
(1) In an understandable and uniform format;
(i) To the extent practicable, written in a language that parents can understand or, if it is not practicable to provide written translations to
a parent with limited English proficiency, be orally translated for such parent; and
(iii)  Upon request by a parent who is an individual with a disability as defined by the Americans with Disabilities Act, provided in an
alternative format accessible to that parent.

X: Assurances

If the innovative assessment system will initially be administered in a subset of LEAS or schools in a State, please attach an assurance from the
SEA that affirms it has collected assurances from each participating LEA that the LEA will comply with all requirements of this section.
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XI: Budget
Please describe any changes to the budget that vary from the approved application budget.

FY2019-FY2023

Content Review, Item Development, Staffing & Workshops $ 3,525,000

Program Management, Support, & Research Services $ 2,525,000

Psychometrics and Data Analysis $ 1,967,500

Hand Scoring $ 1,860,000

Professional Learning $ 880,000

Alignment Studies $ 375,000
$

Standard Setting 125,000

Total $ 11,257,500

In the 2020-21 school year GMAP received amended legislative funds in the amount of $250,000. For the 2021/22 school year, GMAP did not
receive any funds for the assessment.
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XI1: Certification

To the best of my knowledge and belief, all data in this annual performance report are true and correct and the report fully discloses all known
weaknesses concerning the accuracy, reliability, and completeness of the data.

Name of Authorized Representative: Title:

Click here to enter text. Click here to enter text.

Signature: Date (month/day/year):

Click here to enter text.
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Georgia MAP Assessment Partnership Appendices
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GMAP Participation - State/ELA

SY State [Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22|GMAP|ELA 3|All Students 11313 10911 96%
2021-22|GMAP|ELA 3|Disability 1415 1195 84%
2021-22|GMAP|ELA 3|English Learners 1842 1218 66%
2021-22|GMAP(ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 4319 4043 94%
2021-22|GMAP|ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 2620 2584 99%
2021-22|GMAP|ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 3661 3611 99%
2021-22|GMAP]|ELA 3|Gender: Female 5418

2021-22|GMAP|ELA 3|Gender: Male 5493

2021-22|GMAP|ELA 4|All Students 11477 11050 96%
2021-22|GMAP|ELA 4|Disability 1468 1310 89%
2021-22|GMAP|ELA 4|English Learners 1670 1096 66%
2021-22|GMAP(ELA 4|Ethnicity: African American or Black 4326 4078 94%
2021-22|GMAP|ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 2574 2516 98%
2021-22|GMAP|ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 3783 3720 98%
2021-22|GMAP]|ELA 4|Gender: Female 5552

2021-22|GMAP|ELA 4|(Gender: Male 5498

2021-22|GMAP|ELA 5|All Students 11724 11208 96%
2021-22|GMAP|ELA 5|Disability 1570 1436 91%
2021-22|GMAP(ELA 5|English Learners 1428 904 63%
2021-22|GMAP(ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 4507 4132 92%
2021-22|GMAP|ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 2642 2609 99%
2021-22|GMAP|ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 3795 3652 96%
2021-22|GMAP]|ELA 5|Gender: Female 5566

2021-22|GMAP|ELA 5|Gender: Male 5642

2021-22|GMAP|ELA 6|All Students 11832 10839 92%
2021-22|GMAP|ELA 6|Disability 1596 1389 87%
2021-22|GMAP(ELA 6|English Learners 1204 702 58%
2021-22|GMAP(ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black 4560 3932 86%
2021-22|GMAP|ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic 2752 2633 96%
2021-22|GMAP|ELA 6|Ethnicity: White 3798 3619 95%
2021-22|GMAP]|ELA 6|Gender: Female 5301

2021-22|GMAP|ELA 6|Gender: Male 5538

2021-22|GMAP|ELA 7|All Students 12296 11082 90%
2021-22|GMAP|ELA 7|Disability 1578 1339 85%
2021-22|GMAP(ELA 7|English Learners 1101 622 56%
2021-22|GMAP(ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black 4735 4115 87%
2021-22|GMAP|ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic 2838 2682 95%
2021-22|GMAP|ELA 7|Ethnicity: White 3987 3653 92%
2021-22|GMAP]|ELA 7|Gender: Female 5588

2021-22|GMAP|ELA 7|Gender: Male 5494

2021-22|GMAP|ELA 8|All Students 13043 11553 89%
2021-22|GMAP|ELA 8|Disability 1630 1320 81%
2021-22|GMAP(ELA 8|English Learners 881 564 64%




GMAP Participation - State/ELA

SY State [Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22|GMAP(ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 4974 4208 85%
2021-22|GMAP|ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic 2912 2749 94%
2021-22|GMAP|ELA 8[Ethnicity: White 4375 3932 90%
2021-22|GMAP]|ELA 8|Gender: Female 5664
2021-22|GMAP|ELA 8|Gender: Male 5889




GMAP Participation - District/ELA

SY District Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22|BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 3|All Students 1036 1021 99%
2021-22|BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 3|Disability 172 150 87%
2021-22|BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 3|English Learners 170 135 79%
2021-22|BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 169 161 95%
2021-22|BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 246 247 100%
2021-22|BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 530 512 97%
2021-22|BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 3|Gender: Female 530

2021-22|BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 3|Gender: Male 491

2021-22|BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 4(All Students 1096 1088 99%
2021-22|BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 4[Disability 167 159 95%
2021-22|BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 4{English Learners 188 161 86%
2021-22|BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 4(Ethnicity: African American or Black 145 138 95%
2021-22|BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 257 270 105%
2021-22|BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 4[Ethnicity: White 567 552 97%
2021-22|BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 4|Gender: Female 536

2021-22|BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 4|Gender: Male 552

2021-22|BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 5|All Students 1048 1032 98%
2021-22|BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 5|Disability 156 163 104%
2021-22|BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 5[English Learners 145 122 84%
2021-22|BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 146 137 94%
2021-22|BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 240 248 103%
2021-22|BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 538 526 98%
2021-22|BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 5|Gender: Female 536

2021-22|BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 5|Gender: Male 496

2021-22|BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 6|All Students 1028 1004 98%
2021-22|BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 6|Disability 158 150 95%
2021-22|BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 6(English Learners 101 53 52%
2021-22|BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black 164 155 95%
2021-22|BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic 260 268 103%
2021-22|BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 6|Ethnicity: White 488 472 97%
2021-22|BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 6|Gender: Female 485




GMAP Participation - District/ELA

SY District Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22|BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 6(Gender: Male 519
2021-22|BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 7|All Students 1152 1120 97%
2021-22|BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 7|Disability 175 163 93%
2021-22|BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 7|English Learners 109 34 31%
2021-22|BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black 168 161 96%
2021-22|BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic 291 302 104%
2021-22|BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 7|Ethnicity: White 578 547 95%
2021-22|BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 7|Gender: Female 555
2021-22|BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 7|Gender: Male 565
2021-22|BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 8|All Students 1122 1103 98%
2021-22|BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 8|Disability 165 157 95%
2021-22|BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 8|English Learners 77 34 44%
2021-22|BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 177 171 97%
2021-22|BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic 238 244 103%
2021-22|BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 8|Ethnicity: White 588 574 98%
2021-22|BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 8|Gender: Female 532
2021-22|BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 8|Gender: Male 571
2021-22|CALHOUN CITY ELA 3|All Students 316 297 94%
2021-22|CALHOUN CITY ELA 3|Disability 53 39 74%
2021-22|CALHOUN CITY ELA 3|English Learners 74 74 100%
2021-22|CALHOUN CITY ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 23 21 91%
2021-22|CALHOUN CITY ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 116 108 93%
2021-22|CALHOUN CITY ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 148 141 95%
2021-22|CALHOUN CITY ELA 3|Gender: Female 152
2021-22|CALHOUN CITY ELA 3|(Gender: Male 145
2021-22|CALHOUN CITY ELA 4(All Students 288 263 91%
2021-22|CALHOUN CITY ELA 4[Disability 28 19 68%
2021-22|CALHOUN CITY ELA 4|English Learners 32 0%
2021-22|CALHOUN CITY ELA 4|Ethnicity: African American or Black|Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22|CALHOUN CITY ELA 4[Ethnicity: Hispanic 96 89 93%
2021-22|CALHOUN CITY ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 163 146 90%




GMAP Participation - District/ELA

SY District Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22|CALHOUN CITY ELA 4|Gender: Female 140
2021-22|CALHOUN CITY ELA 4|Gender: Male 123
2021-22|CALHOUN CITY ELA 5|All Students 282 262 93%
2021-22|CALHOUN CITY ELA 5|Disability 36 26 72%
2021-22|CALHOUN CITY ELA 5(English Learners 34 [Recacted <15

2021-22|CALHOUN CITY ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 20 18 90%
2021-22|CALHOUN CITY ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 106 101 95%
2021-22|CALHOUN CITY ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 131 120 92%
2021-22|CALHOUN CITY ELA 5|Gender: Female 130
2021-22|CALHOUN CITY ELA 5|Gender: Male 132
2021-22|CALHOUN CITY ELA 6|All Students 316 265 84%
2021-22|CALHOUN CITY ELA 6|Disability 32 24 75%
2021-22|CALHOUN CITY ELA 6|English Learners 48|Recacted <15

2021-22|CALHOUN CITY ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black 20 17 85%
2021-22|CALHOUN CITY ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic 115 99 86%
2021-22|CALHOUN CITY ELA 6|Ethnicity: White 157 130 83%
2021-22|CALHOUN CITY ELA 6|Gender: Female 128
2021-22|CALHOUN CITY ELA 6|Gender: Male 137
2021-22|CALHOUN CITY ELA 7|All Students 417 257 62%
2021-22|CALHOUN CITY ELA 7|Disability 42 35 83%
2021-22|CALHOUN CITY ELA 7|English Learners 35 0%
2021-22|CALHOUN CITY ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black 22 19 86%
2021-22|CALHOUN CITY ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic 98 90 92%
2021-22|CALHOUN CITY ELA 7|Ethnicity: White 267 133 50%
2021-22|CALHOUN CITY ELA 7|Gender: Female 138
2021-22|CALHOUN CITY ELA 7|Gender: Male 119
2021-22|CALHOUN CITY ELA 8|All Students 643 319 50%
2021-22|CALHOUN CITY ELA 8[Disability 32 29 91%
2021-22|CALHOUN CITY ELA 8|English Learners 47 0%
2021-22|CALHOUN CITY ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 23 23 100%
2021-22|CALHOUN CITY ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic 129 122 95%




GMAP Participation - District/ELA

SY District Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22|CALHOUN CITY ELA 8|Ethnicity: White 423 155 37%
2021-22|CALHOUN CITY ELA 8|Gender: Female 146
2021-22|CALHOUN CITY ELA 8|Gender: Male 173
2021-22|CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 3|All Students 35 30 86%
2021-22|CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15 |Recacted <15
2021-22|CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 3|English Learners 0

2021-22|CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black|Recacted <15 [Recacted <15
2021-22|CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 0[Recacted <15
2021-22|CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 19 17 89%
2021-22|CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 3|Gender: Female Recacted <15
2021-22|CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 3|(Gender: Male 17
2021-22|CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 4(All Students 41 38 93%
2021-22|CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15 |Recacted <15
2021-22|CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 4[English Learners 0

2021-22|CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 4[Ethnicity: African American or Black 21 19 90%
2021-22|CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 4[Ethnicity: Hispanic 0

2021-22|CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 4[Ethnicity: White 18 16 89%
2021-22|CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 4|(Gender: Female 17
2021-22|CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 4|Gender: Male 21
2021-22|CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 5|All Students 43 35 81%
2021-22|CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 5(Disability Recacted <15 |Recacted <15
2021-22|CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 5|English Learners 0

2021-22|CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 17 15 88%
2021-22|CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15 [Recacted <15
2021-22|CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 23 19 83%
2021-22|CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 5|Gender: Female 20
2021-22|CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 5(Gender: Male 15
2021-22|CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 6|All Students 60 57 95%
2021-22|CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 6|Disability Recacted <15 |Recacted <15
2021-22|CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 6|English Learners Recacted <15 [Recacted <15
2021-22|CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black 16|Recacted <15




GMAP Participation - District/ELA

SY District Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22|CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15 |Recacted <15
2021-22|CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 6|Ethnicity: White 48 34 71%
2021-22|CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 6|{Gender: Female 31
2021-22|CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 6|Gender: Male 26
2021-22|CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 7|All Students 67 54 81%
2021-22|CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 7|Disability Recacted <15 |Recacted <15
2021-22|CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 7|English Learners Recacted <15 |Recacted <15
2021-22|CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black 20 16 80%
2021-22|CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15 |Recacted <15
2021-22|CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 7|Ethnicity: White 33 27 82%
2021-22|CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 7|Gender: Female 27
2021-22|CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 7|Gender: Male 27
2021-22|CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 8|All Students 62 62 100%
2021-22|CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 8[Disability Recacted <15 |Recacted <15
2021-22|CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 8|English Learners 0

2021-22|CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 27 23 85%
2021-22|CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15 |Recacted <15
2021-22|CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 8[Ethnicity: White 29 26 90%
2021-22|CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 8|Gender: Female 34
2021-22|CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 8|Gender: Male 28
2021-22|CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [ELA 3|All Students 169 162 96%
2021-22|CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT |ELA 3|Disability 25 21 84%
2021-22|CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT |ELA 3|English Learners Recacted <15 |Recacted <15
2021-22|CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT |ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 16 15 94%
2021-22|CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15 |Recacted <15
2021-22|CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT |ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 122 116 95%
2021-22|CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [ELA 3|(Gender: Female 81
2021-22|CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT |ELA 3|Gender: Male 81
2021-22|CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [ELA 4]All Students 188 176 94%
2021-22|CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT |ELA 4[Disability 28 22 79%
2021-22|CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT |ELA 4|English Learners Recacted <15 |Recacted <15




GMAP Participation - District/ELA

SY District Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22|CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT |ELA 4|Ethnicity: African American or Black 19 18 95%
2021-22|CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [ELA 4[Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15 [Recacted <15
2021-22|CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 142 132 93%
2021-22|CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [ELA 4|(Gender: Female 94
2021-22|CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [ELA 4|Gender: Male 82
2021-22|CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [ELA 5|All Students 173 164 95%
2021-22|CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [ELA 5|Disability 29 21 72%
2021-22|CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [ELA 5|English Learners Recacted <15 [Recacted <15
2021-22|CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT |ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 16 15 94%
2021-22|CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15 [Recacted <15
2021-22|CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [ELA 5(Ethnicity: White 130 123 95%
2021-22|CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [ELA 5|Gender: Female 78
2021-22|CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [ELA 5(Gender: Male 86
2021-22|CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [ELA 6|All Students 191 167 87%
2021-22|CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [ELA 6|Disability 35 26 74%
2021-22|CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [ELA 6|English Learners Recacted <15 [Recacted <15
2021-22|CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT |ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black|Recacted <15 [Recacted <15
2021-22|CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15 [Recacted <15
2021-22|CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [ELA 6|Ethnicity: White 149 131 88%
2021-22|CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [ELA 6|Gender: Female 78
2021-22|CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [ELA 6(Gender: Male 89
2021-22|CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [ELA 7|All Students 205 177 86%
2021-22|CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [ELA 7 |Disability 35 27 77%
2021-22|CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [ELA 7|English Learners Recacted <15 [Recacted <15
2021-22|CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT |ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black|Recacted <15 [Recacted <15
2021-22|CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic 15|Recacted <15
2021-22|CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [ELA 7|Ethnicity: White 167 147 88%
2021-22|CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [ELA 7|Gender: Female 94
2021-22|CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [ELA 7|Gender: Male 83
2021-22|CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [ELA 8|All Students 226 191 85%
2021-22|CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [ELA 8[Disability 45 28 62%




GMAP Participation - District/ELA

SY District Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22|CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT |ELA 8|English Learners Recacted <15 |Recacted <15
2021-22|CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 18|Recacted <15
2021-22|CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15 |Recacted <15
2021-22|CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT |ELA 8|Ethnicity: White 183 155 85%
2021-22|CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [ELA 8|Gender: Female 92
2021-22|CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT |ELA 8|Gender: Male 99
2021-22|CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 3|All Students 3813 3498 92%
2021-22|CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 3|Disability 290 231 80%
2021-22|CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 3|English Learners 735 433 59%
2021-22|CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 2603 2354 90%
2021-22|CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 909 874 96%
2021-22|CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 52 52 100%
2021-22|CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 3|Gender: Female 1733
2021-22|CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 3|Gender: Male 1765
2021-22|CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 4|All Students 3799 3483 92%
2021-22|CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 4|Disability 322 292 91%
2021-22|CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 4{English Learners 665 383 58%
2021-22|CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 4|Ethnicity: African American or Black 2610 2379 91%
2021-22|CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 4[Ethnicity: Hispanic 876 819 93%
2021-22|CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 4[Ethnicity: White 50 48 96%
2021-22|CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 4|Gender: Female 1770
2021-22|CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 4|Gender: Male 1713
2021-22|CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 5|All Students 3929 3567 91%
2021-22|CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 5|Disability 395 337 85%
2021-22|CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 5(English Learners 627 311 50%
2021-22|CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 2679 2407 90%
2021-22|CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 929 885 95%
2021-22|CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 64 57 89%
2021-22|CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 5(Gender: Female 1782
2021-22|CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 5|Gender: Male 1785
2021-22|CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 6|All Students 3946 3214 81%




GMAP Participation - District/ELA

SY District Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22|CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 6|Disability 466 365 78%
2021-22|CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 6|English Learners 518 262 51%
2021-22|CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black 2697 2134 79%
2021-22|CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic 956 850 89%
2021-22|CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 6|Ethnicity: White 57 40 70%
2021-22|CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 6|Gender: Female 1586

2021-22|CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 6|(Gender: Male 1628

2021-22|CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 7|All Students 4043 3370 83%
2021-22|CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 7 |Disability 452 350 77%
2021-22|CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 7|English Learners 412 208 50%
2021-22|CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black 2760 2252 82%
2021-22|CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic 980 877 89%
2021-22|CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 7|Ethnicity: White 54 44 81%
2021-22|CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 7|Gender: Female 1708

2021-22|CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 7|Gender: Male 1662

2021-22|CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 8|All Students 4299 3444 80%
2021-22|CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 8|Disability 475 363 76%
2021-22|CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 8|English Learners 327 208 64%
2021-22|CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 2903 2270 78%
2021-22|CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 8[Ethnicity: Hispanic 1056 914 87%
2021-22|CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 8|Ethnicity: White 69 51 74%
2021-22|CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 8|Gender: Female 1691

2021-22|CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 8|Gender: Male 1753

2021-22|COLQUITT COUNTY ELA 3|All Students 597 612 103%
2021-22|COLQUITT COUNTY ELA 3|Disability 59 51 86%
2021-22|COLQUITT COUNTY ELA 3|English Learners 163 148 91%
2021-22|COLQUITT COUNTY ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 173 144 83%
2021-22|COLQUITT COUNTY ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 198 202 102%
2021-22|COLQUITT COUNTY ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 331 237 72%
2021-22|COLQUITT COUNTY ELA 3|Gender: Female 302

2021-22|COLQUITT COUNTY ELA 3|Gender: Male 310




GMAP Participation - District/ELA

SY District Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22|COLQUITT COUNTY ELA 4(All Students 621 630 101%
2021-22|COLQUITT COUNTY ELA 4[Disability 95 78 82%
2021-22|COLQUITT COUNTY ELA 4{English Learners 176 157 89%
2021-22|COLQUITT COUNTY ELA 4(Ethnicity: African American or Black 194 152 78%
2021-22|COLQUITT COUNTY ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 207 205 99%
2021-22|COLQUITT COUNTY ELA 4[Ethnicity: White 327 236 72%
2021-22|COLQUITT COUNTY ELA 4|Gender: Female 293

2021-22|COLQUITT COUNTY ELA 4|Gender: Male 337

2021-22|COLQUITT COUNTY ELA 5|All Students 661 682 103%
2021-22|COLQUITT COUNTY ELA 5|Disability 113 100 88%
2021-22|COLQUITT COUNTY ELA 5[English Learners 145 130 90%
2021-22|COLQUITT COUNTY ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 229 184 80%
2021-22|COLQUITT COUNTY ELA 5[Ethnicity: Hispanic 199 207 104%
2021-22|COLQUITT COUNTY ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 331 251 76%
2021-22|COLQUITT COUNTY ELA 5|Gender: Female 342

2021-22|COLQUITT COUNTY ELA 5|Gender: Male 340

2021-22|COLQUITT COUNTY ELA 6|All Students 691 671 97%
2021-22|COLQUITT COUNTY ELA 6|Disability 101 89 88%
2021-22|COLQUITT COUNTY ELA 6(English Learners 133 113 85%
2021-22|COLQUITT COUNTY ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black 210 177 84%
2021-22|COLQUITT COUNTY ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic 235 231 98%
2021-22|COLQUITT COUNTY ELA 6|Ethnicity: White 360 232 64%
2021-22|COLQUITT COUNTY ELA 6|Gender: Female 329

2021-22|COLQUITT COUNTY ELA 6|Gender: Male 342

2021-22|COLQUITT COUNTY ELA 7|All Students 722 675 93%
2021-22|COLQUITT COUNTY ELA 7|Disability 105 83 79%
2021-22|COLQUITT COUNTY ELA 7|English Learners 110 88 80%
2021-22|COLQUITT COUNTY ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black 223 187 84%
2021-22|COLQUITT COUNTY ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic 215 209 97%
2021-22|COLQUITT COUNTY ELA 7|Ethnicity: White 384 256 67%
2021-22|COLQUITT COUNTY ELA 7|Gender: Female 325




GMAP Participation - District/ELA

SY District Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22|COLQUITT COUNTY ELA 7|Gender: Male 350
2021-22|COLQUITT COUNTY ELA 8|All Students 699 650 93%
2021-22|COLQUITT COUNTY ELA 8[Disability 100 81 81%
2021-22|COLQUITT COUNTY ELA 8|English Learners 94 71 76%
2021-22|COLQUITT COUNTY ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 213 170 80%
2021-22|COLQUITT COUNTY ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic 203 199 98%
2021-22|COLQUITT COUNTY ELA 8|Ethnicity: White 366 256 70%
2021-22|COLQUITT COUNTY ELA 8|Gender: Female 302
2021-22|COLQUITT COUNTY ELA 8|Gender: Male 348

2021-22|Clayton ELA 6|All Students 36 0%
2021-22|Clayton ELA 6|Disability Recacted <15 |Recacted <15

2021-22|Clayton ELA 6|English Learners Recacted <15 [Recacted <15

2021-22|Clayton ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black 31 0%
2021-22|Clayton ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15 [Recacted <15

2021-22|Clayton ELA 6|Ethnicity: White 0

2021-22|Clayton ELA 7|All Students 42 0%
2021-22|Clayton ELA 7 |Disability Recacted <15 |Recacted <15

2021-22|Clayton ELA 7|English Learners Recacted <15 [Recacted <15

2021-22|Clayton ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black 31 0%
2021-22|Clayton ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15 [Recacted <15

2021-22|Clayton ELA 7|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15 |Recacted <15

2021-22|Clayton ELA 8|All Students 41 0%
2021-22|Clayton ELA 8|Disability Recacted <15 |Recacted <15

2021-22|Clayton ELA 8|English Learners Recacted <15 [Recacted <15

2021-22|Clayton ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 38 0%
2021-22|Clayton ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15 [Recacted <15

2021-22|Clayton ELA 8|Ethnicity: White 0

2021-22|Colquitt County ELA 3|All Students 32 0%
2021-22|Colquitt County ELA 3|Disability 0

2021-22|Colquitt County ELA 3|English Learners Recacted <15 [Recacted <15

2021-22|Colquitt County ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black|Recacted <15 [Recacted <15




GMAP Participation - District/ELA

SY District Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22|Colquitt County ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15 |Recacted <15

2021-22|Colquitt County ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 23 0%
2021-22|Colquitt County ELA 4(All Students 36 0%
2021-22|Colquitt County ELA 4[Disability 0

2021-22|Colquitt County ELA 4|English Learners Recacted <15 |Recacted <15

2021-22|Colquitt County ELA 4|Ethnicity: African American or Black|Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22]|Colquitt County ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15 |Recacted <15

2021-22|Colquitt County ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 24 0%
2021-22|Colquitt County ELA 5[All Students 45 0%
2021-22|Colquitt County ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15 [Recacted <15

2021-22|Colquitt County ELA 5(English Learners Recacted <15 |Recacted <15

2021-22|Colquitt County ELA 5[Ethnicity: African American or Black|Recacted <15 [Recacted <15

2021-22|Colquitt County ELA 5(Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15 |Recacted <15

2021-22|Colquitt County ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 34 0%
2021-22|DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 3|All Students 520 516 99%
2021-22|DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 3|Disability 88 72 82%
2021-22|DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 3|English Learners 223 128 57%
2021-22|DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 21 21 100%
2021-22|DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 362 359 99%
2021-22|DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 110 109 99%
2021-22|DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 3|Gender: Female 262

2021-22|DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 3|Gender: Male 254

2021-22|DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 4]All Students 545 534 98%
2021-22|DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 4[Disability 102 90 88%
2021-22|DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 4{English Learners 179 117 65%
2021-22|DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 4(Ethnicity: African American or Black 25 24 96%
2021-22|DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 4[Ethnicity: Hispanic 384 381 99%
2021-22|DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 4[Ethnicity: White 103 95 92%
2021-22|DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 4|Gender: Female 279

2021-22|DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 4|Gender: Male 255

2021-22|DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 5|All Students 512 510 100%




GMAP Participation - District/ELA

SY District Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22|DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 5|Disability 98 90 92%
2021-22|DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 5|English Learners 131 87 66%
2021-22|DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 26 26 100%
2021-22|DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 347 343 99%
2021-22|DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 5(Ethnicity: White 109 110 101%
2021-22|DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 5|Gender: Female 252

2021-22|DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 5(Gender: Male 258

2021-22|DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 6|All Students 578 565 98%
2021-22|DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 6|Disability 96 81 84%
2021-22|DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 6|English Learners 110 64 58%
2021-22|DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black 35 35 100%
2021-22|DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic 416 408 98%
2021-22|DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 6|Ethnicity: White 99 94 95%
2021-22|DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 6|Gender: Female 259

2021-22|DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 6|Gender: Male 306

2021-22|DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 7|All Students 559 546 98%
2021-22|DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 7|Disability 88 73 83%
2021-22|DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 7|English Learners 110 71 65%
2021-22|DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black 20 20 100%
2021-22|DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic 395 386 98%
2021-22|DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 7|Ethnicity: White 114 112 98%
2021-22|DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 7|Gender: Female 290

2021-22|DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 7|Gender: Male 256

2021-22|DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 8|All Students 630 623 99%
2021-22|DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 8[Disability 83 77 93%
2021-22|DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 8|English Learners 122 82 67%
2021-22|DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 23 23 100%
2021-22|DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic 445 440 99%
2021-22|DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 8|Ethnicity: White 128 126 98%
2021-22|DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 8|Gender: Female 294

2021-22|DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELA 8|Gender: Male 329




GMAP Participation - District/ELA

SY District Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22|ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELA 3|All Students 208 208 100%
2021-22|ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELA 3|Disability 35 35 100%
2021-22|ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELA 3|English Learners 15 15 100%
2021-22|ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 80 80 100%
2021-22|ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 18 19 106%
2021-22|ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 97 97 100%
2021-22|ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELA 3|Gender: Female 100

2021-22|ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELA 3|Gender: Male 108

2021-22|ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELA 4]All Students 217 216 100%
2021-22|ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELA 4|Disability 26 25 96%
2021-22|ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELA 4|English Learners Recacted <15 |Recacted <15

2021-22|ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELA 4(Ethnicity: African American or Black 74 73 99%
2021-22|ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 21 23 110%
2021-22|ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 105 105 100%
2021-22|ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELA 4|Gender: Female 109

2021-22|ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELA 4|Gender: Male 107

2021-22|ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELA 5|All Students 212 209 99%
2021-22|ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELA 5|Disability 27 27 100%
2021-22|ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELA 5(English Learners Recacted <15 |Recacted <15

2021-22|ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 76 75 99%
2021-22|ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELA 5(Ethnicity: Hispanic 25 25 100%
2021-22|ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 97 97 100%
2021-22|ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELA 5(Gender: Female 104

2021-22|ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELA 5|Gender: Male 105

2021-22|ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELA 6|All Students 204 202 99%
2021-22|ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELA 6|Disability 43 43 100%
2021-22|ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELA 6|English Learners Recacted <15 |Recacted <15

2021-22|ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black 69 68 99%
2021-22|ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15 |Recacted <15

2021-22|ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELA 6|Ethnicity: White 112 111 99%
2021-22|ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELA 6|{Gender: Female 100




GMAP Participation - District/ELA

SY District Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22|ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELA 6(Gender: Male 102

2021-22|ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELA 7|All Students 258 256 99%
2021-22|ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELA 7 |Disability 42 42 100%
2021-22|ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELA 7|English Learners Recacted <15 [Recacted <15

2021-22|ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black 92 92 100%
2021-22|ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic 25 28 112%
2021-22|ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELA 7|Ethnicity: White 124 123 99%
2021-22|ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELA 7|Gender: Female 124

2021-22|ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELA 7|Gender: Male 132

2021-22|ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELA 8|All Students 260 254 98%
2021-22|ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELA 8[Disability 36 32 89%
2021-22|ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELA 8|English Learners Recacted <15 [Recacted <15

2021-22|ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 111 109 98%
2021-22|ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic 31 30 97%
2021-22|ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELA 8|Ethnicity: White 109 106 97%
2021-22|ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELA 8|Gender: Female 133

2021-22|ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELA 8|Gender: Male 121

2021-22|EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 3|All Students 109

2021-22|EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15

2021-22|EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 3|English Learners 28

2021-22|EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 37

2021-22|EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 34

2021-22|EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 35

2021-22|EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 3|Gender: Female 47

2021-22|EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 3|Gender: Male 62

2021-22|EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 4(All Students 134

2021-22|EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 4[Disability Recacted <15

2021-22|EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 4[English Learners 24

2021-22|EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 4(Ethnicity: African American or Black 47

2021-22|EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 4[Ethnicity: Hispanic 29

2021-22|EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 48




GMAP Participation - District/ELA

SY District Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22|EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 4|Gender: Female 75
2021-22|EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 4|Gender: Male 59
2021-22|EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 5|All Students 107
2021-22|EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15
2021-22|EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 5(English Learners 22
2021-22|EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 35
2021-22|EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 5(Ethnicity: Hispanic 30
2021-22|EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 34
2021-22|EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 5|Gender: Female 48
2021-22|EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 5|Gender: Male 59
2021-22|EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 6|All Students 120
2021-22|EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 6|Disability Recacted <15
2021-22|EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 6|English Learners 25
2021-22|EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black 50
2021-22|EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic 39
2021-22|EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 6|Ethnicity: White 28
2021-22|EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 6|Gender: Female 68
2021-22|EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 6|Gender: Male 52
2021-22|EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 7|All Students 129
2021-22|EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 7|Disability Recacted <15
2021-22|EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 7|English Learners 21
2021-22|EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black 51
2021-22|EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic 34
2021-22|EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 7|Ethnicity: White 39
2021-22|EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 7|Gender: Female 66
2021-22|EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 7|Gender: Male 63
2021-22|EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 8]|All Students 140
2021-22|EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 8[Disability Recacted <15
2021-22|EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 8|English Learners Recacted <15
2021-22|EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 43
2021-22|EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic 38




GMAP Participation - District/ELA

SY District Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22|EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 8|Ethnicity: White 55

2021-22|EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 8|Gender: Female 68

2021-22|EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 8|Gender: Male 72

2021-22|FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 3|All Students 623 608 98%
2021-22|FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 3|Disability 139 97 70%
2021-22|FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 3|English Learners 40 25 63%
2021-22|FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 39 40 103%
2021-22|FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 77 74 96%
2021-22|FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 474 467 99%
2021-22|FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 3|Gender: Female 287

2021-22|FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 3|Gender: Male 321

2021-22|FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 4(All Students 638 624 98%
2021-22|FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 4[Disability 144 100 69%
2021-22|FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 4[English Learners 35 27 77%
2021-22|FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 4[Ethnicity: African American or Black 40 39 98%
2021-22|FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 4[Ethnicity: Hispanic 70 64 91%
2021-22|FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 4[Ethnicity: White 492 488 99%
2021-22|FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 4|(Gender: Female 311

2021-22|FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 4|Gender: Male 313

2021-22|FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 5|All Students 638 625 98%
2021-22|FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 5|Disability 108 92 85%
2021-22|FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 5|English Learners 31 40 129%
2021-22|FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 42 39 93%
2021-22|FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 90 95 106%
2021-22|FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 455 439 96%
2021-22|FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 5|Gender: Female 294

2021-22|FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 5(Gender: Male 331

2021-22|FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 6|All Students 672 648 96%
2021-22|FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 6|Disability 107 94 88%
2021-22|FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 6(English Learners Recacted <15 [Recacted <15

2021-22|FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black 57 52 91%




GMAP Participation - District/ELA

SY District Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22|FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic 55 62 113%
2021-22|FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 6|Ethnicity: White 526 503 96%
2021-22|FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 6|Gender: Female 311

2021-22|FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 6|Gender: Male 337

2021-22|FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 7|All Students 650 623 96%
2021-22|FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 7|Disability 106 101 95%
2021-22|FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 7|English Learners Recacted <15 |Recacted <15

2021-22|FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black 47 44 94%
2021-22|FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic 71 76 107%
2021-22|FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 7|Ethnicity: White 506 477 94%
2021-22|FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 7|Gender: Female 290

2021-22|FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 7|Gender: Male 333

2021-22|FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 8]All Students 717 694 97%
2021-22|FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 8[Disability 126 73 58%
2021-22|FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 8|English Learners Recacted <15 |Recacted <15

2021-22|FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 45 45 100%
2021-22|FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic 95 92 97%
2021-22|FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 8[Ethnicity: White 543 528 97%
2021-22|FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 8|Gender: Female 340

2021-22|FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 8|Gender: Male 354
2021-22|HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELA 3|All Students 2057 2116 103%
2021-22|HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT  [ELA 3|Disability 292 279 96%
2021-22|HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELA 3|English Learners 124 91 73%
2021-22|HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT  [ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 725 772 106%
2021-22|HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT  [ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 258 266 103%
2021-22|HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT  [ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 851 987 116%
2021-22|HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELA 3|(Gender: Female 1050
2021-22|HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT  [ELA 3|Gender: Male 1066
2021-22|HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELA 4]All Students 2109 2144 102%
2021-22|HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT  [ELA 4[Disability 308 293 95%
2021-22|HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT  |ELA 4{English Learners 109 93 85%




GMAP Participation - District/ELA

SY District Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22|HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT  |ELA 4|Ethnicity: African American or Black 754 804 107%
2021-22|HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT  [ELA 4[Ethnicity: Hispanic 226 231 102%
2021-22|HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT  [ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 877 1027 117%
2021-22|HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT  [ELA 4|(Gender: Female 1098

2021-22|HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT  [ELA 4|Gender: Male 1046

2021-22|HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT  [ELA 5|All Students 2149 2182 102%
2021-22|HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT  [ELA 5|Disability 309 307 99%
2021-22|HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT  [ELA 5|English Learners 66 68 103%
2021-22|HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT  |ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 796 827 104%
2021-22|HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT  [ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 230 241 105%
2021-22|HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT  [ELA 5(Ethnicity: White 913 1037 114%
2021-22|HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT  [ELA 5|Gender: Female 1075

2021-22|HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT  [ELA 5(Gender: Male 1107

2021-22|HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT  [ELA 6|All Students 2185 2104 96%
2021-22|HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT  [ELA 6|Disability 286 263 92%
2021-22|HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT  [ELA 6|English Learners 64 67 105%
2021-22|HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT  |ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black 859 830 97%
2021-22|HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT  [ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic 217 212 98%
2021-22|HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT  [ELA 6|Ethnicity: White 876 981 112%
2021-22|HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT  [ELA 6|Gender: Female 1056

2021-22|HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT  [ELA 6(Gender: Male 1048

2021-22|HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT  [ELA 7|All Students 2302 2168 94%
2021-22|HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT  [ELA 7|Disability 282 252 89%
2021-22|HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT  [ELA 7|English Learners 75 66 88%
2021-22|HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT  |ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black 931 885 95%
2021-22|HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT  [ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic 264 254 96%
2021-22|HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT  [ELA 7|Ethnicity: White 885 931 105%
2021-22|HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT  [ELA 7|Gender: Female 1101

2021-22|HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT  [ELA 7|Gender: Male 1067

2021-22|HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT  [ELA 8|All Students 2331 2186 94%
2021-22|HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT  [ELA 8[Disability 286 261 91%
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2021-22|HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT  [ELA 8|English Learners 56 43 77%
2021-22|HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT  [ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 972 915 94%
2021-22|HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT  [ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic 242 225 93%
2021-22|HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT  [ELA 8[Ethnicity: White 936 965 103%
2021-22|HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT  [ELA 8|Gender: Female 1092
2021-22|HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT  [ELA 8|Gender: Male 1094

2021-22|Houston County ELA 3|All Students 116 0%
2021-22|Houston County ELA 3|Disability 16 0%
2021-22|Houston County ELA 3|English Learners Recacted <15 |Recacted <15

2021-22|Houston County ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 62 0%
2021-22|Houston County ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 17 0%
2021-22|Houston County ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 29 0%
2021-22|Houston County ELA 4(All Students 103 0%
2021-22|Houston County ELA 4[Disability Recacted <15 [Recacted <15

2021-22|Houston County ELA 4|English Learners Recacted <15 |Recacted <15

2021-22|Houston County ELA 4(Ethnicity: African American or Black 45 0%
2021-22|Houston County ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15 |Recacted <15

2021-22|Houston County ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 32 0%
2021-22|Houston County ELA 5[All Students 116 0%
2021-22|Houston County ELA 5|Disability 24 0%
2021-22|Houston County ELA 5(English Learners Recacted <15 |Recacted <15

2021-22|Houston County ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 50 0%
2021-22|Houston County ELA 5[Ethnicity: Hispanic 19 0%
2021-22|Houston County ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 30 0%
2021-22|JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM ELA 3|All Students 672 671 100%
2021-22|JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM ELA 3|Disability 132 108 82%
2021-22|JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM ELA 3|English Learners 72 37 51%
2021-22|JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 49 49 100%
2021-22|JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 120 117 98%
2021-22|JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 462 456 99%
2021-22|JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM ELA 3|Gender: Female 333
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2021-22|JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM ELA 3|Gender: Male 338

2021-22|JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM ELA 4(All Students 643 637 99%
2021-22|JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM ELA 4[Disability 128 112 88%
2021-22|JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM ELA 4[English Learners 66 36 55%
2021-22|JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM ELA 4[Ethnicity: African American or Black 51 51 100%
2021-22|JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM ELA 4[Ethnicity: Hispanic 100 97 97%
2021-22|JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 445 433 97%
2021-22|JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM ELA 4|(Gender: Female 298

2021-22|JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM ELA 4|Gender: Male 339

2021-22|JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM ELA 5|All Students 709 708 100%
2021-22|JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM ELA 5|Disability 142 131 92%
2021-22|JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM ELA 5|English Learners 75 28 37%
2021-22|JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 48 46 96%
2021-22|JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 133 134 101%
2021-22|JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM ELA 5(Ethnicity: White 480 471 98%
2021-22|JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM ELA 5|Gender: Female 352

2021-22|JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM ELA 5(Gender: Male 356

2021-22|JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM ELA 6|All Students 702 669 95%
2021-22|JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM ELA 6|Disability 116 99 85%
2021-22|JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM ELA 6|English Learners 103 55 53%
2021-22|JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black 57 54 95%
2021-22|JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic 148 141 95%
2021-22|JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM ELA 6|Ethnicity: White 444 413 93%
2021-22|JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM ELA 6|Gender: Female 320

2021-22|JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM ELA 6|Gender: Male 349

2021-22|JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM ELA 7|All Students 726 692 95%
2021-22|JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM ELA 7 |Disability 111 91 82%
2021-22|JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM ELA 7|English Learners 97 63 65%
2021-22|JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black 40 36 90%
2021-22|JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic 149 142 95%
2021-22|JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM ELA 7|Ethnicity: White 493 462 94%




GMAP Participation - District/ELA

SY District Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22|JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM ELA 7|Gender: Female 351
2021-22|JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM ELA 7|Gender: Male 341
2021-22|JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM ELA 8]|All Students 777 736 95%
2021-22|JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM ELA 8[Disability 121 92 76%
2021-22|JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM ELA 8|English Learners 36 42 117%
2021-22|JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 67 61 91%
2021-22|JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic 134 128 96%
2021-22|JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM ELA 8|Ethnicity: White 524 485 93%
2021-22|JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM ELA 8|Gender: Female 364
2021-22|JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM ELA 8|Gender: Male 372

2021-22|JASPER COUNTY (GA) ELA 3|All Students 211 171 81%
2021-22|JASPER COUNTY (GA) ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15 [Recacted <15

2021-22|JASPER COUNTY (GA) ELA 3|English Learners Recacted <15 [Recacted <15

2021-22|JASPER COUNTY (GA) ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 41 27 66%
2021-22|JASPER COUNTY (GA) ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15 [Recacted <15

2021-22|JASPER COUNTY (GA) ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 137 118 86%
2021-22|JASPER COUNTY (GA) ELA 3|Gender: Female 75

2021-22|JASPER COUNTY (GA) ELA 3|Gender: Male 96

2021-22|JASPER COUNTY (GA) ELA 4]All Students 222 188 85%
2021-22|JASPER COUNTY (GA) ELA 4[Disability 17 17 100%
2021-22|JASPER COUNTY (GA) ELA 4|English Learners Recacted <15 [Recacted <15

2021-22|JASPER COUNTY (GA) ELA 4(Ethnicity: African American or Black 35 28 80%
2021-22|JASPER COUNTY (GA) ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 18 18 100%
2021-22|JASPER COUNTY (GA) ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 153 135 88%
2021-22|JASPER COUNTY (GA) ELA 4|Gender: Female 102

2021-22|JASPER COUNTY (GA) ELA 4|Gender: Male 86

2021-22|JASPER COUNTY (GA) ELA 5|All Students 245 211 86%
2021-22|JASPER COUNTY (GA) ELA 5|Disability 22 22 100%
2021-22|JASPER COUNTY (GA) ELA 5(English Learners Recacted <15 [Recacted <15

2021-22|JASPER COUNTY (GA) ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 49 39 80%
2021-22|JASPER COUNTY (GA) ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 15 15 100%




GMAP Participation - District/ELA

SY District Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22|JASPER COUNTY (GA) ELA 5(Ethnicity: White 164 147 90%
2021-22[JASPER COUNTY (GA) ELA 5|Gender: Female 110

2021-22|JASPER COUNTY (GA) ELA 5(Gender: Male 101

2021-22[JASPER COUNTY (GA) ELA 6|All Students 221 174 79%
2021-22|JASPER COUNTY (GA) ELA 6|Disability 24 24 100%
2021-22|JASPER COUNTY (GA) ELA 6(English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22|JASPER COUNTY (GA) ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black 40 34 85%
2021-22[JASPER COUNTY (GA) ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic 21 19 90%
2021-22|JASPER COUNTY (GA) ELA 6|Ethnicity: White 140 113 81%
2021-22[JASPER COUNTY (GA) ELA 6|Gender: Female 79

2021-22|JASPER COUNTY (GA) ELA 6(Gender: Male 95

2021-22[JASPER COUNTY (GA) ELA 7|All Students 214 184 86%
2021-22|JASPER COUNTY (GA) ELA 7 |Disability 18 19 106%
2021-22|JASPER COUNTY (GA) ELA 7|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22|JASPER COUNTY (GA) ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black 44 40 91%
2021-22[JASPER COUNTY (GA) ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic 15 15 100%
2021-22|JASPER COUNTY (GA) ELA 7|Ethnicity: White 126 118 94%
2021-22[JASPER COUNTY (GA) ELA 7|Gender: Female 83

2021-22|JASPER COUNTY (GA) ELA 7|Gender: Male 101

2021-22[JASPER COUNTY (GA) ELA 8|All Students 215 193 90%
2021-22|JASPER COUNTY (GA) ELA 8[Disability 26 26 100%
2021-22|JASPER COUNTY (GA) ELA 8|English Learners Recacted <15 |Recacted <15

2021-22|JASPER COUNTY (GA) ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 45 43 96%
2021-22[JASPER COUNTY (GA) ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic 16 17 106%
2021-22|JASPER COUNTY (GA) ELA 8|Ethnicity: White 128 122 95%
2021-22[JASPER COUNTY (GA) ELA 8|Gender: Female 86

2021-22|JASPER COUNTY (GA) ELA 8|Gender: Male 107
2021-22(MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS ELA 3|All Students 664 652 98%
2021-22|MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS ELA 3|Disability 65 61 94%
2021-22(MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS ELA 3|English Learners 194 98 51%
2021-22|MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 229 223 97%




GMAP Participation - District/ELA

SY District Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22|MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 255 250 98%
2021-22|MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 140 140 100%
2021-22|MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS ELA 3|Gender: Female 338

2021-22|MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS ELA 3|Gender: Male 314

2021-22|MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS ELA 4]All Students 679 673 99%
2021-22|MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS ELA 4[Disability 64 59 92%
2021-22|MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS ELA 4{English Learners 171 82 48%
2021-22|MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS ELA 4(Ethnicity: African American or Black 224 220 98%
2021-22|MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS ELA 4[Ethnicity: Hispanic 265 264 100%
2021-22|MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS ELA 4[Ethnicity: White 142 138 97%
2021-22|MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS ELA 4|Gender: Female 322

2021-22|MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS ELA 4|Gender: Male 351

2021-22|MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS ELA 5|All Students 670 653 97%
2021-22|MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS ELA 5|Disability 71 66 93%
2021-22|MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS ELA 5[English Learners 142 83 58%
2021-22|MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 232 230 99%
2021-22|MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 269 258 96%
2021-22|MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 127 125 98%
2021-22|MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS ELA 5|Gender: Female 311

2021-22|MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS ELA 5|Gender: Male 342

2021-22|MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS ELA 6|All Students 649 619 95%
2021-22|MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS ELA 6|Disability 80 72 90%
2021-22|MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS ELA 6(English Learners 89 31 35%
2021-22|MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black 229 214 93%
2021-22|MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic 249 241 97%
2021-22|MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS ELA 6|Ethnicity: White 124 122 98%
2021-22|MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS ELA 6|Gender: Female 299

2021-22|MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS ELA 6|Gender: Male 320

2021-22|MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS ELA 7|All Students 690 595 86%
2021-22|MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS ELA 7|Disability 74 59 80%
2021-22|MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS ELA 7|English Learners 118 50 42%




GMAP Participation - District/ELA

SY District Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22|MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black 254 218 86%
2021-22|MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic 284 236 83%
2021-22|MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS ELA 7|Ethnicity: White 113 109 96%
2021-22|MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS ELA 7|Gender: Female 311
2021-22|MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS ELA 7|Gender: Male 284
2021-22|MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS ELA 8|All Students 664 621 94%
2021-22|MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS ELA 8|Disability 75 61 81%
2021-22|MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS ELA 8|English Learners 82 58 71%
2021-22|MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 240 221 92%
2021-22|MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS ELA 8[Ethnicity: Hispanic 255 238 93%
2021-22|MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS ELA 8|Ethnicity: White 135 129 96%
2021-22|MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS ELA 8|Gender: Female 312
2021-22|MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS ELA 8|Gender: Male 309
2021-22|OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 3|All Students 144 75 52%
2021-22|OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 3|Disability 22|Recacted <15
2021-22|OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 3|English Learners Recacted <15 [Recacted <15
2021-22|OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 30 16 53%
2021-22|OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15 [Recacted <15
2021-22|OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 88 47 53%
2021-22|OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 3|Gender: Female 36
2021-22|OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 3|Gender: Male 39
2021-22|OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 4(All Students 164 64 39%
2021-22|OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15 |Recacted <15
2021-22|OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 4[English Learners Recacted <15 [Recacted <15
2021-22|OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 4(Ethnicity: African American or Black 35(Recacted <15
2021-22|OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 4[Ethnicity: Hispanic 17|Recacted <15
2021-22|OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 4[Ethnicity: White 97 38 39%
2021-22|OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 4|(Gender: Female 26
2021-22|OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 4|Gender: Male 38
2021-22|OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 5|All Students 189 88 47%
2021-22|OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 5(Disability 24 |Recacted <15




GMAP Participation - District/ELA

SY District Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22|OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 5(English Learners Recacted <15 |Recacted <15
2021-22|OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 37 18 49%
2021-22|OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 5(Ethnicity: Hispanic 17 |Recacted <15
2021-22|OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 115 50 43%
2021-22|OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 5(Gender: Female 44
2021-22|OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 5|Gender: Male 44
2021-22|OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 6|All Students 170 83 49%
2021-22|OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 6|Disability 24|Recacted <15
2021-22|OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 6|English Learners Recacted <15 |Recacted <15
2021-22|OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black 29|Recacted <15
2021-22|OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic 19|Recacted <15
2021-22|OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 6|Ethnicity: White 109 59 54%
2021-22|OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 6|Gender: Female 39
2021-22|OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 6|Gender: Male 44
2021-22|OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 7|All Students 162 68 42%
2021-22|OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 7|Disability 22|Recacted <15
2021-22|OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 7|English Learners Recacted <15 |Recacted <15
2021-22|OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black 32|Recacted <15
2021-22|OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15 |Recacted <15
2021-22|OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 7|Ethnicity: White 100 41 41%
2021-22|OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 7|Gender: Female 38
2021-22|OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 7|Gender: Male 30
2021-22|OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 8|All Students 193 81 42%
2021-22|OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 8[Disability 29]|Recacted <15
2021-22|OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 8|English Learners Recacted <15 |Recacted <15
2021-22|OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 31|Recacted <15
2021-22|OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic 23|Recacted <15
2021-22|OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 8[Ethnicity: White 125 54 43%
2021-22|OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 8|Gender: Female 38
2021-22|OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 8|Gender: Male 43
2021-22|SEMINOLE COUNTY ELA 3|All Students 100 99 99%




GMAP Participation - District/ELA

SY District Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22|SEMINOLE COUNTY ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15 |Recacted <15
2021-22|SEMINOLE COUNTY ELA 3|English Learners 0

2021-22|SEMINOLE COUNTY ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 44 45 102%
2021-22|SEMINOLE COUNTY ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 0

2021-22|SEMINOLE COUNTY ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 48 48 100%
2021-22|SEMINOLE COUNTY ELA 3|Gender: Female 49
2021-22|SEMINOLE COUNTY ELA 3|(Gender: Male 50
2021-22|SEMINOLE COUNTY ELA 4|All Students 88 88 100%
2021-22|SEMINOLE COUNTY ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15 |Recacted <15
2021-22|SEMINOLE COUNTY ELA 4|English Learners Recacted <15 [Recacted <15
2021-22|SEMINOLE COUNTY ELA 4[Ethnicity: African American or Black 35 35 100%
2021-22|SEMINOLE COUNTY ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15 |Recacted <15
2021-22|SEMINOLE COUNTY ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 46 46 100%
2021-22|SEMINOLE COUNTY ELA 4|(Gender: Female 47
2021-22|SEMINOLE COUNTY ELA 4|Gender: Male 41
2021-22|SEMINOLE COUNTY ELA 5|All Students 103 103 100%
2021-22|SEMINOLE COUNTY ELA 5(Disability Recacted <15 |Recacted <15
2021-22|SEMINOLE COUNTY ELA 5(English Learners 0

2021-22|SEMINOLE COUNTY ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 43|Recacted <15

2021-22|SEMINOLE COUNTY ELA 5[Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15 |Recacted <15
2021-22|SEMINOLE COUNTY ELA 5(Ethnicity: White 54|Recacted <15
2021-22|SEMINOLE COUNTY ELA 5|Gender: Female 52
2021-22|SEMINOLE COUNTY ELA 5(Gender: Male 51
2021-22|SEMINOLE COUNTY ELA 6|All Students 91 89 98%
2021-22|SEMINOLE COUNTY ELA 6|Disability Recacted <15 |Recacted <15
2021-22|SEMINOLE COUNTY ELA 6(English Learners Recacted <15 [Recacted <15
2021-22|SEMINOLE COUNTY ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black 35 33 94%
2021-22|SEMINOLE COUNTY ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15 |Recacted <15
2021-22|SEMINOLE COUNTY ELA 6|Ethnicity: White 46 47 102%
2021-22|SEMINOLE COUNTY ELA 6|Gender: Female 42
2021-22|SEMINOLE COUNTY ELA 6(Gender: Male 47




GMAP Participation - District/ELA

SY District Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22|SEMINOLE COUNTY ELA 7|All Students 87 83 95%
2021-22|SEMINOLE COUNTY ELA 7|Disability Recacted <15 [Recacted <15
2021-22|SEMINOLE COUNTY ELA 7|English Learners Recacted <15 |Recacted <15
2021-22|SEMINOLE COUNTY ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black 38 35 92%
2021-22|SEMINOLE COUNTY ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15 |Recacted <15
2021-22|SEMINOLE COUNTY ELA 7|Ethnicity: White 42 40 95%
2021-22|SEMINOLE COUNTY ELA 7|Gender: Female 43
2021-22|SEMINOLE COUNTY ELA 7|Gender: Male 40
2021-22|SEMINOLE COUNTY ELA 8|All Students 97 90 93%
2021-22|SEMINOLE COUNTY ELA 8|Disability Recacted <15 [Recacted <15
2021-22|SEMINOLE COUNTY ELA 8|English Learners Recacted <15 |Recacted <15
2021-22|SEMINOLE COUNTY ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 41 39 95%
2021-22|SEMINOLE COUNTY ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15 |Recacted <15
2021-22|SEMINOLE COUNTY ELA 8[Ethnicity: White 46 41 89%
2021-22|SEMINOLE COUNTY ELA 8|Gender: Female 46
2021-22|SEMINOLE COUNTY ELA 8|Gender: Male 44
2021-22|TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 3|All Students 66
2021-22|TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15

2021-22|TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 3|English Learners Recacted <15

2021-22|TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 29
2021-22|TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15

2021-22|TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 32
2021-22|TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 3|Gender: Female 30
2021-22|TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 3|Gender: Male 36
2021-22|TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 4]All Students 70
2021-22|TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 4[Disability Recacted <15

2021-22|TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 4(Ethnicity: African American or Black 26
2021-22|TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15

2021-22|TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 37
2021-22|TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 4|(Gender: Female 35
2021-22|TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 4|Gender: Male 35




GMAP Participation - District/ELA

SY District Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22|TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 5|All Students 70
2021-22|TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15
2021-22|TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 5(English Learners Recacted <15
2021-22|TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 20
2021-22|TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 5(Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15
2021-22|TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 43
2021-22|TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 5|Gender: Female 36
2021-22|TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 5|Gender: Male 34
2021-22|TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 6|All Students 101
2021-22|TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 6|Disability 19
2021-22|TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black 43
2021-22|TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15
2021-22|TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 6|Ethnicity: White 50
2021-22|TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 6|Gender: Female 50
2021-22|TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 6(Gender: Male 51
2021-22|TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 7|All Students 85
2021-22|TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 7 |Disability Recacted <15
2021-22|TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black 36
2021-22|TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15
2021-22|TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 7|Ethnicity: White 47
2021-22|TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 7|Gender: Female 44
2021-22|TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 7|Gender: Male 41
2021-22|TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 8]|All Students 73
2021-22|TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 8[Disability Recacted <15
2021-22|TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 8|English Learners Recacted <15
2021-22|TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 28
2021-22|TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15
2021-22|TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 8[Ethnicity: White 40
2021-22|TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 8|Gender: Female 43
2021-22|TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS ELA 8|Gender: Male 30
2021-22|TRION CITY SCHOOLS ELA 6|All Students 92 87 95%




GMAP Participation - District/ELA

SY District Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22|TRION CITY SCHOOLS ELA 6|Disability Recacted <15 |Recacted <15

2021-22(TRION CITY SCHOOLS ELA 6|English Learners Recacted <15 [Recacted <15

2021-22|TRION CITY SCHOOLS ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black 0

2021-22(TRION CITY SCHOOLS ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic 24 23 96%
2021-22|TRION CITY SCHOOLS ELA 6|Ethnicity: White 63 59 94%
2021-22(TRION CITY SCHOOLS ELA 6|Gender: Female 41

2021-22|TRION CITY SCHOOLS ELA 6[Gender: Male 46

2021-22(TRION CITY SCHOOLS ELA 8|All Students 67 93 139%
2021-22|TRION CITY SCHOOLS ELA 8|Disability Recacted <15 |Recacted <15

2021-22(TRION CITY SCHOOLS ELA 8|English Learners Recacted <15 [Recacted <15

2021-22|TRION CITY SCHOOLS ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 0

2021-22(TRION CITY SCHOOLS ELA 8[Ethnicity: Hispanic 19 24 126%
2021-22|TRION CITY SCHOOLS ELA 8|Ethnicity: White 43 64 149%
2021-22(TRION CITY SCHOOLS ELA 8|Gender: Female 51

2021-22|TRION CITY SCHOOLS ELA 8|Gender: Male 42




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS COUNTY LINE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 91 88 97%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS COUNTY LINE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability 17|Recacted <15

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS COUNTY LINE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners 15]|Recacted <15

2021-22 (BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS COUNTY LINE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS COUNTY LINE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 18 19 106%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS COUNTY LINE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 57 49 86%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS COUNTY LINE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 40

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS COUNTY LINE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 48

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS COUNTY LINE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 106 106 100%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS COUNTY LINE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability 28 26 93%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS COUNTY LINE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|English Learners 21 21 100%
2021-22 (BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS COUNTY LINE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS COUNTY LINE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 23 25 109%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS COUNTY LINE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 63 62 98%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS COUNTY LINE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4(Gender: Female 53

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS COUNTY LINE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 53

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS COUNTY LINE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 95 93 98%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS COUNTY LINE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS COUNTY LINE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 (BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS COUNTY LINE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS COUNTY LINE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 17 16 94%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS COUNTY LINE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 58 57 98%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS COUNTY LINE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 47

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS COUNTY LINE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 46

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS HAYMON MORRIS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|All Students 272 244 90%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS HAYMON MORRIS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Disability 33 26 79%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS HAYMON MORRIS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|English Learners 25 20 80%
2021-22 (BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS HAYMON MORRIS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black 52 48 92%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS HAYMON MORRIS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic 71 63 89%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS HAYMON MORRIS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: White 127 113 89%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS HAYMON MORRIS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Female 121

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS HAYMON MORRIS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6/Gender: Male 123

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS HAYMON MORRIS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|All Students 279 239 86%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS HAYMON MORRIS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Disability 37 28 76%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS HAYMON MORRIS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|English Learners 27|Recacted <15

2021-22 (BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS HAYMON MORRIS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black 47 42 89%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS HAYMON MORRIS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic 78 73 94%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS HAYMON MORRIS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: White 133 104 78%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS HAYMON MORRIS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Female 119

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS HAYMON MORRIS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Male 120




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS HAYMON MORRIS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|All Students 249 237 95%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS HAYMON MORRIS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Disability 33 28 85%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS HAYMON MORRIS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|English Learners 22|Recacted <15

2021-22 (BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS HAYMON MORRIS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 60 58 97%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS HAYMON MORRIS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic 57 52 91%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS HAYMON MORRIS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: White 110 106 96%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS HAYMON MORRIS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Female 106

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS HAYMON MORRIS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Male 131

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BEAR CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|All Students 218 195 89%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BEAR CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Disability 36 32 89%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BEAR CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|English Learners 22 15 68%
2021-22 (BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BEAR CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black 29 28 97%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BEAR CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic 50 50 100%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BEAR CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: White 111 94 85%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BEAR CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Female 87

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BEAR CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6/Gender: Male 108

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BEAR CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|All Students 261 227 87%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BEAR CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Disability 47 40 85%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BEAR CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|English Learners 23|Recacted <15

2021-22 (BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BEAR CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black 39 36 92%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BEAR CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic 53 56 106%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BEAR CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: White 145 114 79%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BEAR CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Female 117

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BEAR CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Male 110

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BEAR CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|All Students 155 143 92%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BEAR CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Disability 46 41 89%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BEAR CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|English Learners 17|Recacted <15

2021-22 (BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BEAR CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 23 21 91%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BEAR CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic 38 33 87%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BEAR CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: White 76 73 96%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BEAR CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Female 58

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BEAR CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Male 85

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS KENNEDY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 149 142 95%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS KENNEDY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability 19 15 79%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS KENNEDY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners 33 18 55%
2021-22 (BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS KENNEDY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 28 28 100%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS KENNEDY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 51 48 94%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS KENNEDY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 53 49 92%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS KENNEDY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 74

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS KENNEDY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 68




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS KENNEDY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 128 126 98%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS KENNEDY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS KENNEDY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4(English Learners 24 18 75%
2021-22 (BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS KENNEDY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: African American or Black 28 27 96%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS KENNEDY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 38 40 105%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS KENNEDY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 50 46 92%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS KENNEDY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4(Gender: Female 56

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS KENNEDY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 70

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS KENNEDY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 132 129 98%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS KENNEDY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS KENNEDY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners 17 15 88%
2021-22 (BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS KENNEDY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 19 19 100%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS KENNEDY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 42 43 102%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS KENNEDY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 55 54 98%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS KENNEDY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 72

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS KENNEDY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 57

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BRAMLETT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 97 97 100%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BRAMLETT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability 18 15 83%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BRAMLETT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 (BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BRAMLETT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BRAMLETT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BRAMLETT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 69 67 97%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BRAMLETT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 52

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BRAMLETT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 45

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BRAMLETT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 96 96 100%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BRAMLETT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BRAMLETT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4(English Learners 20 20 100%
2021-22 (BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BRAMLETT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BRAMLETT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 24 24 100%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BRAMLETT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 53 53 100%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BRAMLETT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4(Gender: Female 41

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BRAMLETT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 55

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BRAMLETT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 121 121 100%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BRAMLETT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability 17 20 118%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BRAMLETT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners 18 15 83%
2021-22 (BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BRAMLETT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BRAMLETT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 24 28 117%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BRAMLETT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 67 66 99%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BRAMLETT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 57

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BRAMLETT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 64




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS WESTSIDE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|All Students 248 218 88%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS WESTSIDE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Disability 42 35 83%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS WESTSIDE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|English Learners 26|Recacted <15

2021-22 (BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS WESTSIDE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black 47 36 77%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS WESTSIDE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic 69 68 99%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS WESTSIDE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: White 101 84 83%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS WESTSIDE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Female 101

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS WESTSIDE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6/Gender: Male 117

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS WESTSIDE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|All Students 270 238 88%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS WESTSIDE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Disability 39 36 92%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS WESTSIDE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|English Learners 30|Recacted <15

2021-22 (BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS WESTSIDE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black 48 40 83%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS WESTSIDE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic 84 83 99%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS WESTSIDE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: White 109 90 83%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS WESTSIDE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Female 117

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS WESTSIDE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Male 121

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS WESTSIDE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|All Students 218 213 98%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS WESTSIDE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Disability 39 36 92%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS WESTSIDE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 (BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS WESTSIDE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 43 35 81%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS WESTSIDE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic 46 50 109%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS WESTSIDE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: White 106 105 99%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS WESTSIDE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Female 103

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS WESTSIDE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Male 110

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BETHLEHEM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 138 136 99%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BETHLEHEM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability 20 17 85%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BETHLEHEM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners 22 20 91%
2021-22 (BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BETHLEHEM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 16|Recacted <15

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BETHLEHEM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 29 30 103%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BETHLEHEM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 84 82 98%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BETHLEHEM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 73

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BETHLEHEM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 63

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BETHLEHEM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 138 137 99%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BETHLEHEM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability 20 18 90%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BETHLEHEM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|English Learners 16|Recacted <15

2021-22 (BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BETHLEHEM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BETHLEHEM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 29 29 100%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BETHLEHEM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 84 84 100%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BETHLEHEM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|(Gender: Female 68

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BETHLEHEM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 69




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BETHLEHEM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 115 112 97%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BETHLEHEM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability 25 23 92%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BETHLEHEM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners 17|Recacted <15

2021-22 (BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BETHLEHEM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BETHLEHEM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 28 29 104%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BETHLEHEM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 66 63 95%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BETHLEHEM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 53

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BETHLEHEM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 59

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS RUSSELL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|All Students 290 262 90%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS RUSSELL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Disability 47 46 98%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS RUSSELL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|English Learners 28|Recacted <15

2021-22 (BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS RUSSELL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black 36 34 94%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS RUSSELL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic 70 69 99%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS RUSSELL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: White 149 128 86%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS RUSSELL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Female 123

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS RUSSELL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6/Gender: Male 139

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS RUSSELL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|All Students 342 311 91%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS RUSSELL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Disability 52 50 96%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS RUSSELL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|English Learners 29|Recacted <15

2021-22 (BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS RUSSELL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black 34 32 94%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS RUSSELL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic 76 78 103%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS RUSSELL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: White 191 166 87%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS RUSSELL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Female 148

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS RUSSELL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Male 163

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS RUSSELL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|All Students 272 265 97%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS RUSSELL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Disability 38 39 103%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS RUSSELL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|English Learners 25|Recacted <15

2021-22 (BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS RUSSELL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 23 22 96%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS RUSSELL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic 57 59 104%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS RUSSELL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: White 158 151 96%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS RUSSELL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Female 130

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS RUSSELL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Male 135

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS YARGO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 138 138 100%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS YARGO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability 21 17 81%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS YARGO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners 23 18 78%
2021-22 (BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS YARGO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 33 32 97%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS YARGO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 37 39 105%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS YARGO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 62 61 98%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS YARGO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 69

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS YARGO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 69




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS YARGO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 148 149 101%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS YARGO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability 23 22 96%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS YARGO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4(English Learners 25 25 100%
2021-22 (BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS YARGO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: African American or Black 27 28 104%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS YARGO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 32 34 106%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS YARGO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 68 68 100%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS YARGO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4(Gender: Female 64

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS YARGO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 85

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS YARGO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 164 163 99%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS YARGO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability 20 21 105%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS YARGO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners 20 19 95%
2021-22 (BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS YARGO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 33 33 100%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS YARGO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 37 37 100%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS YARGO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 81 80 99%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS YARGO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 92

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS YARGO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 71

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS WINDER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 96 91 95%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS WINDER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability 19 17 89%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS WINDER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 (BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS WINDER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 28 25 89%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS WINDER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 19 17 89%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS WINDER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 35 35 100%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS WINDER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 46

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS WINDER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 45

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS WINDER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 113 109 96%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS WINDER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability 18|Recacted <15

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS WINDER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4(English Learners 20 17 85%
2021-22 (BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS WINDER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: African American or Black 22 21 95%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS WINDER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 24 25 104%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS WINDER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 53 49 92%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS WINDER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4(Gender: Female 61

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS WINDER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 48

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS WINDER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 87 83 95%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS WINDER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability 16|Recacted <15

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS WINDER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 (BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS WINDER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 23 21 91%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS WINDER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 20 19 95%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS WINDER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 28 27 96%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS WINDER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 45

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS WINDER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 38




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BARROW ARTS AND SCIENCES ACADEMY ELA 8|All Students 228 224 98%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BARROW ARTS AND SCIENCES ACADEMY ELA 8|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BARROW ARTS AND SCIENCES ACADEMY ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 28 27 96%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BARROW ARTS AND SCIENCES ACADEMY ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic 40 45 113%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BARROW ARTS AND SCIENCES ACADEMY ELA 8|Ethnicity: White 138 133 96%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BARROW ARTS AND SCIENCES ACADEMY ELA 8|Gender: Female 128

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BARROW ARTS AND SCIENCES ACADEMY ELA 8|Gender: Male 96

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS AUBURN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 101 102 101%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS AUBURN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability 18 19 106%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS AUBURN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners 20 19 95%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS AUBURN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black [Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS AUBURN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 23 24 104%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS AUBURN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 59 59 100%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS AUBURN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 53

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS AUBURN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 49

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS AUBURN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 111 111 100%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS AUBURN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS AUBURN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|English Learners 19 19 100%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS AUBURN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4(Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS AUBURN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 30 32 107%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS AUBURN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 55 55 100%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS AUBURN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Female 52

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS AUBURN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 59

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS AUBURN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 113 112 99%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS AUBURN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS AUBURN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners 19 18 95%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS AUBURN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black [Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS AUBURN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 26 27 104%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS AUBURN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 60 59 98%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS AUBURN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 61

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS AUBURN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 51

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS HOLSENBECK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 114 114 100%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS HOLSENBECK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability 17 15 88%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS HOLSENBECK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners 19]|Recacted <15

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS HOLSENBECK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black [Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS HOLSENBECK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 35 34 97%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS HOLSENBECK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 57 57 100%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS HOLSENBECK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 53

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS HOLSENBECK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 61

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS HOLSENBECK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 140 139 99%




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS HOLSENBECK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability 20 20 100%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS HOLSENBECK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|English Learners 24|Recacted <15

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS HOLSENBECK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4(Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS HOLSENBECK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 33 35 106%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS HOLSENBECK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 82 79 96%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS HOLSENBECK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Female 80

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS HOLSENBECK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 59

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS HOLSENBECK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 111 109 98%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS HOLSENBECK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS HOLSENBECK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners 17|Recacted <15

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS HOLSENBECK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black [Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS HOLSENBECK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 32 32 100%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS HOLSENBECK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 57 55 96%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS HOLSENBECK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 57

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS HOLSENBECK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 52

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS STATHAM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 112 113 101%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS STATHAM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3| Disability 23 21 91%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS STATHAM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners 15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS STATHAM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 26 25 96%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS STATHAM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 23 24 104%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS STATHAM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 54 53 98%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS STATHAM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 70

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS STATHAM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 43

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS STATHAM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 116 115 99%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS STATHAM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability 23 20 87%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS STATHAM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|English Learners 19 20 105%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS STATHAM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4Ethnicity: African American or Black 18 18 100%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS STATHAM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 24 26 108%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS STATHAM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 59 56 95%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS STATHAM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Female 61

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS STATHAM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 54

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS STATHAM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 110 110 100%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS STATHAM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability 23 23 100%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS STATHAM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS STATHAM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS STATHAM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS STATHAM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 66 65 98%
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS STATHAM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 52

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS STATHAM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 58

2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ALTERNATIVE EDUCATION PROGRAM ELA 6|All Students Recacted <15




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ALTERNATIVE EDUCATION PROGRAM ELA 6|Disability Recacted <15
2021-22 (BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ALTERNATIVE EDUCATION PROGRAM ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black Recacted <15
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ALTERNATIVE EDUCATION PROGRAM ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ALTERNATIVE EDUCATION PROGRAM ELA 6|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ALTERNATIVE EDUCATION PROGRAM ELA 6|Gender: Female Recacted <15
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ALTERNATIVE EDUCATION PROGRAM ELA 6/Gender: Male Recacted <15
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ALTERNATIVE EDUCATION PROGRAM ELA 7|All Students 22
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ALTERNATIVE EDUCATION PROGRAM ELA 7|Disability Recacted <15
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ALTERNATIVE EDUCATION PROGRAM ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black Recacted <15
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ALTERNATIVE EDUCATION PROGRAM ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ALTERNATIVE EDUCATION PROGRAM ELA 7|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ALTERNATIVE EDUCATION PROGRAM ELA 7|Gender: Female Recacted <15
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ALTERNATIVE EDUCATION PROGRAM ELA 7|Gender: Male Recacted <15
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ALTERNATIVE EDUCATION PROGRAM ELA 8|All Students 21
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ALTERNATIVE EDUCATION PROGRAM ELA 8|Disability Recacted <15
2021-22 (BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ALTERNATIVE EDUCATION PROGRAM ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black Recacted <15
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ALTERNATIVE EDUCATION PROGRAM ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ALTERNATIVE EDUCATION PROGRAM ELA 8|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ALTERNATIVE EDUCATION PROGRAM ELA 8|Gender: Female Recacted <15
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ALTERNATIVE EDUCATION PROGRAM ELA 8|Gender: Male Recacted <15
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ARTS AND INNOVATION MAGNET ELA 6|All Students 76
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ARTS AND INNOVATION MAGNET ELA 6|Disability Recacted <15
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ARTS AND INNOVATION MAGNET ELA 6|English Learners Recacted <15
2021-22 (BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ARTS AND INNOVATION MAGNET ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black Recacted <15
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ARTS AND INNOVATION MAGNET ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic 16
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ARTS AND INNOVATION MAGNET ELA 6|Ethnicity: White 49
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ARTS AND INNOVATION MAGNET ELA 6|Gender: Female 51
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ARTS AND INNOVATION MAGNET ELA 6/Gender: Male 25
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ARTS AND INNOVATION MAGNET ELA 7|All Students 83
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ARTS AND INNOVATION MAGNET ELA 7|Disability Recacted <15
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ARTS AND INNOVATION MAGNET ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black Recacted <15
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ARTS AND INNOVATION MAGNET ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ARTS AND INNOVATION MAGNET ELA 7|Ethnicity: White 60
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ARTS AND INNOVATION MAGNET ELA 7|Gender: Female 44
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS ARTS AND INNOVATION MAGNET ELA 7|Gender: Male 39
2021-22 [CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY ED. CTR. ELA 3|All Students 35 30 86%
2021-22 [CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY ED. CTR. ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15
2021-22 [CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY ED. CTR. ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15
2021-22 [CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY ED. CTR. ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic O|Recacted <15
2021-22 [CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY ED. CTR. ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 19 17 89%
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2021-22 [CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY ED. CTR. ELA 3|Gender: Female Recacted <15

2021-22 [CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY ED. CTR. ELA 3|Gender: Male 17

2021-22 [CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY ED. CTR. ELA 4|All Students 41 38 93%
2021-22 [CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY ED. CTR. ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY ED. CTR. ELA 4Ethnicity: African American or Black 21 19 90%
2021-22 [CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY ED. CTR. ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 18 16 89%
2021-22 [CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY ED. CTR. ELA 4(Gender: Female 17

2021-22 [CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY ED. CTR. ELA 4|Gender: Male 21

2021-22 [CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY ED. CTR. ELA 5|All Students 43 35 81%
2021-22 [CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY ED. CTR. ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY ED. CTR. ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 17 15 88%
2021-22 [CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY ED. CTR. ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 23 19 83%
2021-22 [CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY ED. CTR. ELA 5|Gender: Female 20

2021-22 [CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY ED. CTR. ELA 5|Gender: Male 15

2021-22 [CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|All Students 60 57 95%
2021-22 [CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black 16|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: White 48 34 71%
2021-22 [CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6(Gender: Female 31

2021-22 [CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Male 26

2021-22 [CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|All Students 67 54 81%
2021-22 [CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black 20 16 80%
2021-22 [CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: White 33 27 82%
2021-22 [CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Female 27

2021-22 [CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Male 27

2021-22 [CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|All Students 62 62 100%
2021-22 [CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 27 23 85%
2021-22 [CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: White 29 26 90%
2021-22 [CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Female 34

2021-22 [CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Male 28

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT (LEROY MASSEY ELEMENTARY ELA 3|All Students 104 97 93%
2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT (LEROY MASSEY ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [LEROY MASSEY ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT (LEROY MASSEY ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT (LEROY MASSEY ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 65 59 91%
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2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT (LEROY MASSEY ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Gender: Female 50

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT (LEROY MASSEY ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Gender: Male 47

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT (LEROY MASSEY ELEMENTARY ELA 4|All Students 113 102 90%
2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT (LEROY MASSEY ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Disability 16|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT (LEROY MASSEY ELEMENTARY ELA 4Ethnicity: African American or Black 18 17 94%
2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT (LEROY MASSEY ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT (LEROY MASSEY ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 74 65 88%
2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT (LEROY MASSEY ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Gender: Female 51

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT (LEROY MASSEY ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Gender: Male 51

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT (LEROY MASSEY ELEMENTARY ELA 5|All Students 105 97 92%
2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT (LEROY MASSEY ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Disability 21|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [LEROY MASSEY ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT (LEROY MASSEY ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT (LEROY MASSEY ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 71 65 92%
2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT (LEROY MASSEY ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Gender: Female 44

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT (LEROY MASSEY ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Gender: Male 53

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [LYERLY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 35 35 100%
2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [LYERLY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [LYERLY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black [Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [LYERLY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [LYERLY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 30 30 100%
2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [LYERLY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 19

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [LYERLY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 16

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [LYERLY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 31 31 100%
2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [LYERLY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [LYERLY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [LYERLY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [LYERLY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 26 26 100%
2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [LYERLY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4(Gender: Female 18

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [LYERLY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male Recacted <15

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [LYERLY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 36 35 97%
2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [LYERLY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [LYERLY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black [Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [LYERLY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [LYERLY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 29 28 97%
2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [LYERLY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female Recacted <15

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [LYERLY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 21

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [LYERLY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 6|All Students 36 35 97%
2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [LYERLY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 6|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [LYERLY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [LYERLY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: White 30 29 97%
2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [LYERLY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Female 15

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [LYERLY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Male 20

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [LYERLY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 7|All Students 36 33 92%
2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [LYERLY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 7|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [LYERLY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [LYERLY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: White 34 32 94%
2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [LYERLY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Female 18

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [LYERLY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Male 15

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [LYERLY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 8|All Students 41 39 95%
2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [LYERLY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 8|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [LYERLY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [LYERLY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: White 37 35 95%
2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [LYERLY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Female 17

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [LYERLY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Male 22

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [SUMMERVILLE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|All Students 125 102 82%
2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [SUMMERVILLE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Disability 22|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [SUMMERVILLE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [SUMMERVILLE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black [Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [SUMMERVILLE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [SUMMERVILLE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: White 92 75 82%
2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [SUMMERVILLE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Female 46

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [SUMMERVILLE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Male 56

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [SUMMERVILLE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|All Students 128 103 80%
2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [SUMMERVILLE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Disability 28 20 71%
2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [SUMMERVILLE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [SUMMERVILLE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black [Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [SUMMERVILLE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [SUMMERVILLE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: White 94 76 81%
2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [SUMMERVILLE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Female 55

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [SUMMERVILLE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Male 48

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [SUMMERVILLE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|All Students 138 109 79%
2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [SUMMERVILLE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Disability 33 21 64%
2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT |SUMMERVILLE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 17 [Recacted <15

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [SUMMERVILLE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [SUMMERVILLE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: White 101 79 78%
2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [SUMMERVILLE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Female 53

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [SUMMERVILLE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Male 56

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [MENLO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 30 30 100%
2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [MENLO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [MENLO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 27 27 100%
2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [MENLO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female Recacted <15

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [MENLO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 18

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [MENLO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 44 43 98%
2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [MENLO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [MENLO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 42 41 98%
2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [MENLO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4(Gender: Female 25

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [MENLO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 18

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [MENLO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 32 32 100%
2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [MENLO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [MENLO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black [Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [MENLO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 30 30 100%
2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [MENLO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 20

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [MENLO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male Recacted <15

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [MENLO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 6|All Students 30 30 100%
2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [MENLO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 6|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [MENLO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black [Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [MENLO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [MENLO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: White 27 27 100%
2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [MENLO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 6(Gender: Female 17

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [MENLO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Male Recacted <15

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [MENLO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 7|All Students 41 41 100%
2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [MENLO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 7|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [MENLO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [MENLO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: White 39 39 100%
2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [MENLO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Female 21

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [MENLO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Male 20

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [MENLO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 8|All Students 47 43 91%
2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [MENLO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 8|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [MENLO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: White 45 41 91%
2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [MENLO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Female 22

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [MENLO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Male 21

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS M. D. ROBERTS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|All Students 266 224 84%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS M. D. ROBERTS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Disability 21|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS M. D. ROBERTS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black 205 173 84%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS M. D. ROBERTS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic 41 37 90%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS M. D. ROBERTS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS M. D. ROBERTS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Female 134

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS M. D. ROBERTS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Male 90

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS M. D. ROBERTS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|All Students 283 263 93%
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2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS M. D. ROBERTS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Disability 21 16 76%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS M. D. ROBERTS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black 203 188 93%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS M. D. ROBERTS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic 46 45 98%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS M. D. ROBERTS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS M. D. ROBERTS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Female 161

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS M. D. ROBERTS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Male 102

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS M. D. ROBERTS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|All Students 322 289 90%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS M. D. ROBERTS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Disability 32 24 75%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS M. D. ROBERTS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 243 215 88%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS M. D. ROBERTS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic 54 53 98%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS M. D. ROBERTS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS M. D. ROBERTS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Female 177

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS M. D. ROBERTS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Male 112

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS CALLAWAY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 126 108 86%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS CALLAWAY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS CALLAWAY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 100 83 83%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS CALLAWAY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 19 19 100%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS CALLAWAY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS CALLAWAY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 51

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS CALLAWAY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 57

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS CALLAWAY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 110 89 81%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS CALLAWAY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS CALLAWAY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4Ethnicity: African American or Black 84 70 83%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS CALLAWAY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 23 17 74%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS CALLAWAY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4(Gender: Female 45

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS CALLAWAY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 44

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS CALLAWAY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 120 103 86%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS CALLAWAY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability 17 15 88%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS CALLAWAY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS CALLAWAY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 96 82 85%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS CALLAWAY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 21 20 95%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS CALLAWAY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 46

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS CALLAWAY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 57

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS THURGOOD MARSHALL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 132 113 86%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS THURGOOD MARSHALL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS THURGOOD MARSHALL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners 17|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS THURGOOD MARSHALL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 100 83 83%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS THURGOOD MARSHALL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 19 18 95%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS THURGOOD MARSHALL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS THURGOOD MARSHALL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 56
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2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS THURGOOD MARSHALL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 57

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS THURGOOD MARSHALL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 119 105 88%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS THURGOOD MARSHALL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS THURGOOD MARSHALL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|English Learners 24 16 67%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS THURGOOD MARSHALL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4Ethnicity: African American or Black 79 69 87%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS THURGOOD MARSHALL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 18|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS THURGOOD MARSHALL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS THURGOOD MARSHALL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Female 51

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS THURGOOD MARSHALL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 54

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS THURGOOD MARSHALL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 131 114 87%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS THURGOOD MARSHALL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS THURGOOD MARSHALL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners 19 15 79%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS THURGOOD MARSHALL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 85 73 86%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS THURGOOD MARSHALL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 28 28 100%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS THURGOOD MARSHALL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS THURGOOD MARSHALL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 53

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS THURGOOD MARSHALL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 61

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS JONESBORO MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|All Students 329 244 74%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS JONESBORO MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Disability 39 24 62%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS JONESBORO MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|English Learners 51 20 39%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS JONESBORO MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black 208 145 70%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS JONESBORO MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic 97 84 87%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS JONESBORO MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS JONESBORO MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Female 116

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS JONESBORO MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Male 128

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS JONESBORO MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|All Students 311 214 69%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS JONESBORO MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Disability 42 27 64%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS JONESBORO MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|English Learners 47 17 36%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS JONESBORO MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black 188 129 69%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS JONESBORO MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic 110 78 71%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS JONESBORO MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS JONESBORO MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Female 103

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS JONESBORO MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Male 111

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS JONESBORO MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|All Students 322 247 77%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS JONESBORO MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Disability 39 28 72%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS JONESBORO MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|English Learners 36 28 78%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS JONESBORO MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 214 163 76%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS JONESBORO MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic 87 69 79%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS JONESBORO MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS JONESBORO MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Female 134
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2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS JONESBORO MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Male 113

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SEQUOYAH MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|All Students 276 174 63%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SEQUOYAH MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Disability 35 23 66%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SEQUOYAH MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|English Learners 49 35 71%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SEQUOYAH MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black 193 111 58%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SEQUOYAH MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic 75 57 76%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SEQUOYAH MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SEQUOYAH MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Female 89

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SEQUOYAH MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Male 85

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SEQUOYAH MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|All Students 308 249 81%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SEQUOYAH MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Disability 32 27 84%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SEQUOYAH MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|English Learners 39 31 79%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SEQUOYAH MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black 198 150 76%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SEQUOYAH MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic 89 84 94%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SEQUOYAH MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SEQUOYAH MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Female 128

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SEQUOYAH MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Male 121

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SEQUOYAH MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|All Students 265 166 63%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SEQUOYAH MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Disability 23 17 74%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SEQUOYAH MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|English Learners 22 17 77%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SEQUOYAH MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 170 97 57%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SEQUOYAH MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic 81 61 75%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SEQUOYAH MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SEQUOYAH MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Female 92

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SEQUOYAH MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Male 74

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELITE SCHOLARS ACADEMY SCHOOL ELA 6|All Students 101 100 99%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELITE SCHOLARS ACADEMY SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black 72 71 99%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELITE SCHOLARS ACADEMY SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic 16 17 106%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELITE SCHOLARS ACADEMY SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Female 52

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELITE SCHOLARS ACADEMY SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Male 48

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELITE SCHOLARS ACADEMY SCHOOL ELA 7|All Students 109 91 83%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELITE SCHOLARS ACADEMY SCHOOL ELA 7|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELITE SCHOLARS ACADEMY SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black 66 52 79%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELITE SCHOLARS ACADEMY SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic 25 21 84%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELITE SCHOLARS ACADEMY SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Female 49

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELITE SCHOLARS ACADEMY SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Male 42

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELITE SCHOLARS ACADEMY SCHOOL ELA 8|All Students 98 92 94%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELITE SCHOLARS ACADEMY SCHOOL ELA 8|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELITE SCHOLARS ACADEMY SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 60 56 93%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELITE SCHOLARS ACADEMY SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELITE SCHOLARS ACADEMY SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELITE SCHOLARS ACADEMY SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Female 38

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELITE SCHOLARS ACADEMY SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Male 54

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EDDIE WHITE ACADEMY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|All Students 486 367 76%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EDDIE WHITE ACADEMY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Disability 59 45 76%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EDDIE WHITE ACADEMY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|English Learners 30 24 80%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EDDIE WHITE ACADEMY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black 387 281 73%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EDDIE WHITE ACADEMY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic 75 69 92%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EDDIE WHITE ACADEMY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EDDIE WHITE ACADEMY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Female 183

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EDDIE WHITE ACADEMY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Male 184

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EDDIE WHITE ACADEMY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|All Students 491 359 73%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EDDIE WHITE ACADEMY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Disability 57 40 70%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EDDIE WHITE ACADEMY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|English Learners 23 18 78%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EDDIE WHITE ACADEMY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black 398 283 71%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EDDIE WHITE ACADEMY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic 72 61 85%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EDDIE WHITE ACADEMY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EDDIE WHITE ACADEMY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Female 169

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EDDIE WHITE ACADEMY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Male 190

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EDDIE WHITE ACADEMY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|All Students 531 355 67%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EDDIE WHITE ACADEMY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Disability 69 45 65%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EDDIE WHITE ACADEMY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|English Learners 15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EDDIE WHITE ACADEMY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 424 281 66%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EDDIE WHITE ACADEMY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic 70 55 79%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EDDIE WHITE ACADEMY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EDDIE WHITE ACADEMY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Female 162

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EDDIE WHITE ACADEMY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Male 193

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MORROW MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|All Students 259 189 73%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MORROW MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Disability 41 27 66%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MORROW MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|English Learners 46 36 78%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MORROW MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black 147 96 65%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MORROW MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic 78 64 82%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MORROW MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MORROW MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Female 83

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MORROW MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Male 106

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MORROW MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|All Students 292 244 84%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MORROW MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Disability 29 26 90%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MORROW MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|English Learners 30 24 80%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MORROW MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black 174 140 80%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MORROW MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic 81 70 86%




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MORROW MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MORROW MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Female 128

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MORROW MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Male 116

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MORROW MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|All Students 276 233 84%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MORROW MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Disability 26 16 62%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MORROW MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|English Learners 26 24 92%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MORROW MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 172 136 79%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MORROW MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic 72 68 94%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MORROW MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MORROW MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Female 107

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MORROW MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Male 126

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KILPATRICK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 101 94 93%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KILPATRICK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability 15]|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KILPATRICK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners 33 22 67%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KILPATRICK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 47 43 91%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KILPATRICK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 45 43 96%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KILPATRICK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KILPATRICK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 49

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KILPATRICK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 45

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KILPATRICK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 105 97 92%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KILPATRICK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KILPATRICK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|English Learners 39 16 41%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KILPATRICK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4Ethnicity: African American or Black 45 41 91%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KILPATRICK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 52 49 94%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KILPATRICK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KILPATRICK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Female 61

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KILPATRICK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 36

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KILPATRICK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 95 89 94%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KILPATRICK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KILPATRICK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners 32|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KILPATRICK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 41 38 93%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KILPATRICK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 48 46 96%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KILPATRICK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KILPATRICK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 47

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KILPATRICK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 42

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MUNDYS MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|All Students 226 176 78%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MUNDYS MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Disability 34 30 88%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MUNDYS MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|English Learners 17|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MUNDYS MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black 175 137 78%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MUNDYS MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic 32 26 81%




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MUNDYS MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MUNDYS MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Female 82

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MUNDYS MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Male 94

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MUNDYS MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|All Students 263 201 76%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MUNDYS MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Disability 31 21 68%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MUNDYS MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|English Learners 15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MUNDYS MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black 197 147 75%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MUNDYS MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic 43 40 93%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MUNDYS MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MUNDYS MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Female 104

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MUNDYS MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Male 97

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MUNDYS MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|All Students 246 173 70%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MUNDYS MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Disability 38 24 63%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MUNDYS MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 187 128 68%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MUNDYS MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic 38 31 82%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MUNDYS MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MUNDYS MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Female 79

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MUNDYS MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Male 94

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS BROWN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 138 120 87%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS BROWN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS BROWN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS BROWN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 104 90 87%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS BROWN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 26 23 88%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS BROWN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS BROWN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 63

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS BROWN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 57

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS BROWN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 107 98 92%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS BROWN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS BROWN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4(English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS BROWN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: African American or Black 84 77 92%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS BROWN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS BROWN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS BROWN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4(Gender: Female 49

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS BROWN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 49

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS BROWN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 101 92 91%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS BROWN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS BROWN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS BROWN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 79 73 92%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS BROWN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS BROWN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15




GMAP Participation - School/ELA
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2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS BROWN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 44

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS BROWN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 48

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MOUNT ZION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 204 178 87%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MOUNT ZION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability 16|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MOUNT ZION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 147 124 84%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MOUNT ZION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 42 41 98%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MOUNT ZION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MOUNT ZION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 94

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MOUNT ZION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 84

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MOUNT ZION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 172 157 91%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MOUNT ZION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability 15]|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MOUNT ZION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: African American or Black 115 104 90%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MOUNT ZION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 45 42 93%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MOUNT ZION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MOUNT ZION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4(Gender: Female 80

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MOUNT ZION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 77

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MOUNT ZION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 184 150 82%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MOUNT ZION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability 23 16 70%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MOUNT ZION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 108 90 83%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MOUNT ZION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 49 43 88%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MOUNT ZION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MOUNT ZION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 67

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MOUNT ZION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 83

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ADAMSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|All Students 181 148 82%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ADAMSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Disability 16|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ADAMSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|English Learners 30 23 77%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ADAMSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black 128 102 80%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ADAMSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic 40 36 90%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ADAMSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ADAMSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Female 85

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ADAMSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Male 63

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ADAMSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|All Students 208 175 84%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ADAMSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Disability 26 19 73%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ADAMSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|English Learners 20 16 80%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ADAMSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black 145 116 80%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ADAMSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic 46 46 100%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ADAMSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ADAMSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Female 84

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ADAMSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Male 91

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ADAMSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|All Students 203 182 90%
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2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ADAMSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Disability 16 15 94%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ADAMSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|English Learners 15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ADAMSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 148 129 87%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ADAMSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic 45 44 98%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ADAMSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ADAMSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Female 86

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ADAMSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Male 96

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS POINTE SOUTH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 82 76 93%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS POINTE SOUTH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS POINTE SOUTH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS POINTE SOUTH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 58 52 90%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS POINTE SOUTH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 16 16 100%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS POINTE SOUTH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 41

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS POINTE SOUTH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 35

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS POINTE SOUTH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 79 71 90%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS POINTE SOUTH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS POINTE SOUTH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS POINTE SOUTH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: African American or Black 59 53 90%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS POINTE SOUTH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS POINTE SOUTH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Female 43

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS POINTE SOUTH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 28

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS POINTE SOUTH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 86 74 86%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS POINTE SOUTH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS POINTE SOUTH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS POINTE SOUTH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 66 55 83%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS POINTE SOUTH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS POINTE SOUTH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS POINTE SOUTH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 36

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS POINTE SOUTH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 38

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERS EDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 115 107 93%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERS EDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERS EDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERS EDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 98 92 94%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERS EDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERS EDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERS EDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 60

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERS EDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 47

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERS EDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 126 125 99%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERS EDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERS EDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERS EDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: African American or Black 113 112 99%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERS EDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERS EDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4(Gender: Female 63

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERS EDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 62

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERS EDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 128 118 92%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERS EDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERS EDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERS EDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 115 107 93%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERS EDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERS EDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 56

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERS EDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 62

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KENDRICK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|All Students 232 181 78%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KENDRICK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Disability 20 15 75%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KENDRICK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|English Learners 32 18 56%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KENDRICK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black 154 112 73%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KENDRICK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic 63 58 92%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KENDRICK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KENDRICK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Female 78

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KENDRICK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Male 103

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KENDRICK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|All Students 247 193 78%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KENDRICK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Disability 30 20 67%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KENDRICK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|English Learners 19]|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KENDRICK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black 194 151 78%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KENDRICK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic 41 33 80%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KENDRICK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KENDRICK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Female 97

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KENDRICK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Male 96

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KENDRICK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|All Students 255 159 62%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KENDRICK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Disability 28 23 82%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KENDRICK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KENDRICK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 163 94 58%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KENDRICK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic 77 57 74%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KENDRICK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KENDRICK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Female 64

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KENDRICK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Male 95

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAWTHORNE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 143 125 87%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAWTHORNE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAWTHORNE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners 23 19 83%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAWTHORNE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 106 92 87%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAWTHORNE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 30 28 93%




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAWTHORNE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAWTHORNE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 55

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAWTHORNE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 70

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAWTHORNE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 127 111 87%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAWTHORNE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAWTHORNE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|English Learners 20|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAWTHORNE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4Ethnicity: African American or Black 86 74 86%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAWTHORNE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 28 27 96%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAWTHORNE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAWTHORNE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Female 55

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAWTHORNE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 56

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAWTHORNE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 143 124 87%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAWTHORNE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAWTHORNE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners 17|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAWTHORNE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 101 85 84%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAWTHORNE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 30 29 97%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAWTHORNE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAWTHORNE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 62

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAWTHORNE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 62

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ROBERTA T. SMITH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 155 132 85%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ROBERTA T. SMITH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability 16|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ROBERTA T. SMITH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners 35|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ROBERTA T. SMITH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 104 90 87%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ROBERTA T. SMITH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 43 36 84%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ROBERTA T. SMITH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ROBERTA T. SMITH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 66

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ROBERTA T. SMITH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 66

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ROBERTA T. SMITH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 147 121 82%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ROBERTA T. SMITH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ROBERTA T. SMITH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: African American or Black 101 82 81%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ROBERTA T. SMITH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 30 25 83%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ROBERTA T. SMITH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ROBERTA T. SMITH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4(Gender: Female 64

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ROBERTA T. SMITH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 57

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ROBERTA T. SMITH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 158 137 87%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ROBERTA T. SMITH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability 18|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ROBERTA T. SMITH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners 24|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ROBERTA T. SMITH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 113 100 88%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ROBERTA T. SMITH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 35 29 83%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ROBERTA T. SMITH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ROBERTA T. SMITH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 72

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ROBERTA T. SMITH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 65

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HARPER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 119 109 92%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HARPER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HARPER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 79 72 91%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HARPER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 32 30 94%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HARPER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HARPER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 56

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HARPER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 53

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HARPER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 110 102 93%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HARPER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HARPER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: African American or Black 75 68 91%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HARPER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 31 30 97%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HARPER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Female 55

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HARPER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 47

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HARPER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 118 118 100%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HARPER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HARPER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 80 80 100%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HARPER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 33 33 100%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HARPER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 60

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HARPER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 58

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MARTIN LUTHER KING- JR. ELEMENTARY SCHOOL [ELA 3|All Students 77 70 91%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MARTIN LUTHER KING- JR. ELEMENTARY SCHOOL [ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MARTIN LUTHER KING- JR. ELEMENTARY SCHOOL [ELA 3|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MARTIN LUTHER KING- JR. ELEMENTARY SCHOOL [ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 69 63 91%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MARTIN LUTHER KING- JR. ELEMENTARY SCHOOL [ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MARTIN LUTHER KING- JR. ELEMENTARY SCHOOL [ELA 3|Gender: Female 31

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MARTIN LUTHER KING- JR. ELEMENTARY SCHOOL [ELA 3|Gender: Male 39

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MARTIN LUTHER KING- JR. ELEMENTARY SCHOOL [ELA 4|All Students 88 85 97%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MARTIN LUTHER KING- JR. ELEMENTARY SCHOOL [ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MARTIN LUTHER KING- JR. ELEMENTARY SCHOOL |ELA 4(English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MARTIN LUTHER KING- JR. ELEMENTARY SCHOOL [ELA 4|Ethnicity: African American or Black 75 73 97%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MARTIN LUTHER KING- JR. ELEMENTARY SCHOOL |ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MARTIN LUTHER KING- JR. ELEMENTARY SCHOOL [ELA 4|Gender: Female 39

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MARTIN LUTHER KING- JR. ELEMENTARY SCHOOL [ELA 4|Gender: Male 46

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MARTIN LUTHER KING- JR. ELEMENTARY SCHOOL [ELA 5|All Students 90 88 98%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MARTIN LUTHER KING- JR. ELEMENTARY SCHOOL [ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MARTIN LUTHER KING- JR. ELEMENTARY SCHOOL [ELA 5|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MARTIN LUTHER KING- JR. ELEMENTARY SCHOOL [ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 80 78 98%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MARTIN LUTHER KING- JR. ELEMENTARY SCHOOL [ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MARTIN LUTHER KING- JR. ELEMENTARY SCHOOL |ELA 5|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MARTIN LUTHER KING- JR. ELEMENTARY SCHOOL [ELA 5|Gender: Female 45

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MARTIN LUTHER KING- JR. ELEMENTARY SCHOOL (ELA 5|Gender: Male 43

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS REX MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|All Students 309 275 89%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS REX MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Disability 41 34 83%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS REX MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black 208 184 88%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS REX MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic 76 73 96%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS REX MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS REX MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Female 140

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS REX MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6/Gender: Male 135

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS REX MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|All Students 332 295 89%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS REX MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Disability 44 38 86%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS REX MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black 229 202 88%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS REX MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic 79 75 95%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS REX MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS REX MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Female 144

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS REX MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Male 151

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS REX MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|All Students 380 322 85%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS REX MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Disability 43 31 72%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS REX MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 254 216 85%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS REX MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic 100 88 88%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS REX MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS REX MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Female 144

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS REX MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Male 178

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS OLIVER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 99 100 101%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS OLIVER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS OLIVER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners 15]|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS OLIVER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 76 77 101%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS OLIVER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS OLIVER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 54

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS OLIVER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 46

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS OLIVER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 93 93 100%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS OLIVER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS OLIVER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS OLIVER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4Ethnicity: African American or Black 66 66 100%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS OLIVER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 21 21 100%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS OLIVER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS OLIVER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Female 46

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS OLIVER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 47

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS OLIVER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 106 104 98%




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS OLIVER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability 25 21 84%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS OLIVER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS OLIVER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 86 84 98%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS OLIVER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 15 15 100%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS OLIVER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS OLIVER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 57

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS OLIVER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 47

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS POINTE SOUTH MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|All Students 275 225 82%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS POINTE SOUTH MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Disability 43 35 81%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS POINTE SOUTH MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|English Learners 21 18 86%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS POINTE SOUTH MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black 212 177 83%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS POINTE SOUTH MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic 50 42 84%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS POINTE SOUTH MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS POINTE SOUTH MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Female 108

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS POINTE SOUTH MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Male 117

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS POINTE SOUTH MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|All Students 254 218 86%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS POINTE SOUTH MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Disability 28 22 79%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS POINTE SOUTH MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|English Learners 23 19 83%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS POINTE SOUTH MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black 186 166 89%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS POINTE SOUTH MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic 52 46 88%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS POINTE SOUTH MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS POINTE SOUTH MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Female 104

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS POINTE SOUTH MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Male 114

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS POINTE SOUTH MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|All Students 276 232 84%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS POINTE SOUTH MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Disability 31 26 84%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS POINTE SOUTH MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|English Learners 16|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS POINTE SOUTH MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 207 177 86%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS POINTE SOUTH MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic 52 44 85%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS POINTE SOUTH MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS POINTE SOUTH MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Female 118

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS POINTE SOUTH MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Male 114

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LAKE RIDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 80 75 94%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LAKE RIDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LAKE RIDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 50 49 98%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LAKE RIDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 27 23 85%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LAKE RIDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 41

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LAKE RIDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 34

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LAKE RIDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 86 88 102%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LAKE RIDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LAKE RIDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: African American or Black 50 50 100%




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LAKE RIDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 26 28 108%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LAKE RIDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LAKE RIDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4(Gender: Female 47

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LAKE RIDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 41

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LAKE RIDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 92 89 97%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LAKE RIDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LAKE RIDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 69 66 96%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LAKE RIDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 18 19 106%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LAKE RIDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 45

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LAKE RIDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 44

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS JAMES JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 85 68 80%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS JAMES JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS JAMES JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS JAMES JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 70 52 74%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS JAMES JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS JAMES JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS JAMES JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 29

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS JAMES JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 39

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS JAMES JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 75 60 80%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS JAMES JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS JAMES JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4(English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS JAMES JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: African American or Black 63 50 79%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS JAMES JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS JAMES JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Female 30

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS JAMES JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 30

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS JAMES JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 99 78 79%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS JAMES JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS JAMES JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS JAMES JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 74 55 74%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS JAMES JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 17 15 88%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS JAMES JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS JAMES JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 35

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS JAMES JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 43

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KEMP ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 206 183 89%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KEMP ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability 18|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KEMP ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners 23 20 87%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KEMP ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 161 143 89%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KEMP ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 29 25 86%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KEMP ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KEMP ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 89




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KEMP ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 94

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KEMP ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 209 181 87%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KEMP ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability 22 18 82%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KEMP ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|English Learners 24 19 79%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KEMP ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4Ethnicity: African American or Black 165 143 87%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KEMP ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 31 27 87%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KEMP ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KEMP ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Female 89

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KEMP ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 92

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KEMP ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 231 187 81%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KEMP ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability 23 17 74%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KEMP ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners 18|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KEMP ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 182 147 81%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KEMP ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 31 28 90%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KEMP ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KEMP ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 85

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KEMP ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 102

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS UNIDOS DUAL LANGUAGE SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 61 61 100%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS UNIDOS DUAL LANGUAGE SCHOOL ELA 3| Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS UNIDOS DUAL LANGUAGE SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners 32 21 66%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS UNIDOS DUAL LANGUAGE SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 16 16 100%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS UNIDOS DUAL LANGUAGE SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 42 42 100%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS UNIDOS DUAL LANGUAGE SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS UNIDOS DUAL LANGUAGE SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 32

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS UNIDOS DUAL LANGUAGE SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 29

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS UNIDOS DUAL LANGUAGE SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 40 39 98%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS UNIDOS DUAL LANGUAGE SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS UNIDOS DUAL LANGUAGE SCHOOL ELA 4|English Learners 17|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS UNIDOS DUAL LANGUAGE SCHOOL ELA 4Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS UNIDOS DUAL LANGUAGE SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 27 26 96%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS UNIDOS DUAL LANGUAGE SCHOOL ELA 4(Gender: Female 23

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS UNIDOS DUAL LANGUAGE SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 16

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS UNIDOS DUAL LANGUAGE SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 39 39 100%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS UNIDOS DUAL LANGUAGE SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS UNIDOS DUAL LANGUAGE SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners 20 18 90%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS UNIDOS DUAL LANGUAGE SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS UNIDOS DUAL LANGUAGE SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 29 29 100%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS UNIDOS DUAL LANGUAGE SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS UNIDOS DUAL LANGUAGE SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 21

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS UNIDOS DUAL LANGUAGE SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 18




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MICHELLE OBAMA STEM ELEMENTARY ACADEMY [ELA 3|All Students 125 114 91%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MICHELLE OBAMA STEM ELEMENTARY ACADEMY [ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MICHELLE OBAMA STEM ELEMENTARY ACADEMY |ELA 3|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MICHELLE OBAMA STEM ELEMENTARY ACADEMY [ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 104 94 90%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MICHELLE OBAMA STEM ELEMENTARY ACADEMY [ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 19 18 95%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MICHELLE OBAMA STEM ELEMENTARY ACADEMY [ELA 3|Gender: Female 56

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MICHELLE OBAMA STEM ELEMENTARY ACADEMY [ELA 3|Gender: Male 58

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MICHELLE OBAMA STEM ELEMENTARY ACADEMY [ELA 4|All Students 161 158 98%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MICHELLE OBAMA STEM ELEMENTARY ACADEMY |ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MICHELLE OBAMA STEM ELEMENTARY ACADEMY [ELA 4|English Learners 18 17 94%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MICHELLE OBAMA STEM ELEMENTARY ACADEMY [ELA 4Ethnicity: African American or Black 129 124 96%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MICHELLE OBAMA STEM ELEMENTARY ACADEMY [ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 24 26 108%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MICHELLE OBAMA STEM ELEMENTARY ACADEMY |ELA 4|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MICHELLE OBAMA STEM ELEMENTARY ACADEMY [ELA 4|Gender: Female 83

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MICHELLE OBAMA STEM ELEMENTARY ACADEMY [ELA 4|Gender: Male 75

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MICHELLE OBAMA STEM ELEMENTARY ACADEMY [ELA 5|All Students 129 121 94%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MICHELLE OBAMA STEM ELEMENTARY ACADEMY [ELA 5|Disability 21 18 86%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MICHELLE OBAMA STEM ELEMENTARY ACADEMY [ELA 5|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MICHELLE OBAMA STEM ELEMENTARY ACADEMY [ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 110 103 94%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MICHELLE OBAMA STEM ELEMENTARY ACADEMY [ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MICHELLE OBAMA STEM ELEMENTARY ACADEMY |ELA 5|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MICHELLE OBAMA STEM ELEMENTARY ACADEMY [ELA 5|Gender: Female 61

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MICHELLE OBAMA STEM ELEMENTARY ACADEMY [ELA 5|Gender: Male 60

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KAY R PACE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL OF THE ARTS  [ELA 3|All Students 80 80 100%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KAY R PACE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL OF THE ARTS  [ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KAY R PACE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL OF THE ARTS  [ELA 3|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KAY R PACE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL OF THE ARTS  [ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 69 69 100%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KAY R PACE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL OF THE ARTS  [ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KAY R PACE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL OF THE ARTS |ELA 3|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KAY R PACE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL OF THE ARTS  [ELA 3|Gender: Female 55

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KAY R PACE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL OF THE ARTS  [ELA 3|Gender: Male 25

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KAY R PACE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL OF THE ARTS  [ELA 4|All Students 97 90 93%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KAY R PACE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL OF THE ARTS  [ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KAY R PACE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL OF THE ARTS  [ELA 4|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KAY R PACE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL OF THE ARTS  [ELA 4Ethnicity: African American or Black 78 72 92%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KAY R PACE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL OF THE ARTS  [ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KAY R PACE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL OF THE ARTS  [ELA 4|(Gender: Female 56

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KAY R PACE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL OF THE ARTS  [ELA 4|Gender: Male 34

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KAY R PACE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL OF THE ARTS  [ELA 5|All Students 88 86 98%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KAY R PACE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL OF THE ARTS  [ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KAY R PACE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL OF THE ARTS  [ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 74 72 97%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KAY R PACE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL OF THE ARTS  [ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KAY R PACE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL OF THE ARTS  [ELA 5|Gender: Female 55

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KAY R PACE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL OF THE ARTS  [ELA 5|Gender: Male 31

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ANDERSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 90 88 98%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ANDERSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ANDERSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners 20 22 110%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ANDERSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 59 58 98%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ANDERSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 28 28 100%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ANDERSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 39

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ANDERSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 49

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ANDERSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 80 79 99%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ANDERSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ANDERSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|English Learners 23 21 91%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ANDERSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4Ethnicity: African American or Black 39 39 100%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ANDERSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 36 36 100%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ANDERSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ANDERSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Female 40

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ANDERSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 39

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ANDERSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 82 76 93%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ANDERSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ANDERSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners 24 23 96%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ANDERSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 42 38 90%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ANDERSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 38 37 97%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ANDERSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 41

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ANDERSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 35

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EAST CLAYTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 92 85 92%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EAST CLAYTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EAST CLAYTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners 15]|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EAST CLAYTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 70 63 90%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EAST CLAYTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 19 18 95%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EAST CLAYTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White O|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EAST CLAYTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 33

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EAST CLAYTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 52

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EAST CLAYTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 116 99 85%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EAST CLAYTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EAST CLAYTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EAST CLAYTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: African American or Black 98 83 85%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EAST CLAYTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EAST CLAYTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EAST CLAYTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|(Gender: Female 61

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EAST CLAYTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 38

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EAST CLAYTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 107 93 87%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EAST CLAYTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EAST CLAYTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EAST CLAYTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 86 74 86%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EAST CLAYTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EAST CLAYTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EAST CLAYTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 44

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EAST CLAYTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 49

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LEE STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 84 75 89%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LEE STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LEE STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LEE STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 63 55 87%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LEE STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 16 16 100%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LEE STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LEE STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 33

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LEE STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 42

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LEE STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 100 74 74%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LEE STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LEE STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4(English Learners 18|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LEE STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: African American or Black 76 56 74%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LEE STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 20|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LEE STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LEE STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4(Gender: Female 30

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LEE STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 44

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LEE STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 86 72 84%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LEE STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LEE STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners 16|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LEE STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 65 54 83%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LEE STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 16|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LEE STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LEE STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 39

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LEE STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 33

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS NORTHCUTT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 94 88 94%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS NORTHCUTT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS NORTHCUTT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS NORTHCUTT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 79 73 92%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS NORTHCUTT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS NORTHCUTT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 44




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS NORTHCUTT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 44

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS NORTHCUTT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 114 109 96%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS NORTHCUTT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS NORTHCUTT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS NORTHCUTT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4Ethnicity: African American or Black 92 90 98%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS NORTHCUTT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS NORTHCUTT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4(Gender: Female 55

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS NORTHCUTT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 54

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS NORTHCUTT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 101 98 97%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS NORTHCUTT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS NORTHCUTT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS NORTHCUTT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 81 78 96%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS NORTHCUTT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS NORTHCUTT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS NORTHCUTT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 43

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS NORTHCUTT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 55

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS TARA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 94 97 103%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS TARA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS TARA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners 16|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS TARA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 70 71 101%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS TARA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 23 25 109%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS TARA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 56

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS TARA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 41

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS TARA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 98 105 107%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS TARA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS TARA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|English Learners 16 15 94%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS TARA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4Ethnicity: African American or Black 68 73 107%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS TARA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 24 26 108%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS TARA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS TARA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Female 57

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS TARA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 48

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS TARA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 101 110 109%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS TARA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS TARA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners 26 24 92%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS TARA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 57 63 111%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS TARA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 39 40 103%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS TARA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS TARA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 50

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS TARA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 60

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ARNOLD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 70 68 97%




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ARNOLD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3| Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ARNOLD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 49 48 98%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ARNOLD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ARNOLD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ARNOLD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 31

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ARNOLD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 37

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ARNOLD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 83 82 99%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ARNOLD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ARNOLD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ARNOLD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: African American or Black 55 53 96%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ARNOLD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 17 17 100%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ARNOLD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ARNOLD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4(Gender: Female 37

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ARNOLD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 45

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ARNOLD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 95 90 95%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ARNOLD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ARNOLD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ARNOLD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 61 59 97%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ARNOLD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 16 15 94%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ARNOLD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ARNOLD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 39

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ARNOLD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 51

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS FOREST PARK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|All Students 238 220 92%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS FOREST PARK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Disability 21 20 95%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS FOREST PARK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|English Learners 60 54 90%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS FOREST PARK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black 122 114 93%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS FOREST PARK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic 96 88 92%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS FOREST PARK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS FOREST PARK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Female 103

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS FOREST PARK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Male 117

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS FOREST PARK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|All Students 214 209 98%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS FOREST PARK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Disability 25 23 92%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS FOREST PARK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|English Learners 57 47 82%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS FOREST PARK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black 101 101 100%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS FOREST PARK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic 99 94 95%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS FOREST PARK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS FOREST PARK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Female 113

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS FOREST PARK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Male 96

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS FOREST PARK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|All Students 238 221 93%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS FOREST PARK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Disability 31 29 94%




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS FOREST PARK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|English Learners 51 42 82%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS FOREST PARK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 101 93 92%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS FOREST PARK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic 125 117 94%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS FOREST PARK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS FOREST PARK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Female 110

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS FOREST PARK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Male 111

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MORROW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 89 76 85%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MORROW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MORROW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners 40 24 60%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MORROW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 36 30 83%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MORROW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 31 29 94%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MORROW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MORROW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 30

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MORROW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 46

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MORROW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 88 79 90%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MORROW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MORROW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|English Learners 31 18 58%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MORROW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: African American or Black 40 37 93%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MORROW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 28 26 93%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MORROW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Female 37

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MORROW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 42

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MORROW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 89 85 96%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MORROW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MORROW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners 32|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MORROW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 42 42 100%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MORROW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 29 27 93%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MORROW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 42

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MORROW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 43

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERDALE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 102 88 86%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERDALE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERDALE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners 22 20 91%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERDALE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 64 56 88%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERDALE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 25 23 92%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERDALE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERDALE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 44

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERDALE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 44

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERDALE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 101 90 89%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERDALE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERDALE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|English Learners 16|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERDALE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: African American or Black 68 60 88%




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERDALE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 26 24 92%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERDALE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERDALE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4(Gender: Female 43

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERDALE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 47

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERDALE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 125 106 85%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERDALE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERDALE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners 19 18 95%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERDALE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 82 67 82%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERDALE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 38 34 89%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERDALE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 50

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERDALE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 56

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS WEST CLAYTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 63 63 100%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS WEST CLAYTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS WEST CLAYTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS WEST CLAYTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 56 57 102%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS WEST CLAYTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS WEST CLAYTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS WEST CLAYTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 29

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS WEST CLAYTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 34

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS WEST CLAYTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 78 77 99%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS WEST CLAYTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS WEST CLAYTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS WEST CLAYTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4Ethnicity: African American or Black 77 76 99%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS WEST CLAYTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Female 26

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS WEST CLAYTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 51

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS WEST CLAYTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 79 76 96%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS WEST CLAYTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS WEST CLAYTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS WEST CLAYTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 72 68 94%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS WEST CLAYTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS WEST CLAYTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 51

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS WEST CLAYTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 25

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS FOUNTAIN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 88 87 99%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS FOUNTAIN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS FOUNTAIN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners 42 27 64%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS FOUNTAIN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 41 40 98%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS FOUNTAIN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 46 46 100%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS FOUNTAIN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 42

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS FOUNTAIN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 45

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS FOUNTAIN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 75 76 101%




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS FOUNTAIN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS FOUNTAIN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|English Learners 28 24 86%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS FOUNTAIN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4Ethnicity: African American or Black 37 39 105%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS FOUNTAIN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 32 32 100%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS FOUNTAIN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4(Gender: Female 32

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS FOUNTAIN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 44

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS FOUNTAIN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 86 86 100%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS FOUNTAIN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS FOUNTAIN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners 30 24 80%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS FOUNTAIN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 49 48 98%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS FOUNTAIN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 34 35 103%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS FOUNTAIN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 39

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS FOUNTAIN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 47

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS BABB MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|All Students 312 280 90%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS BABB MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Disability 34 29 85%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS BABB MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black 109 94 86%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS BABB MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic 161 148 92%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS BABB MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS BABB MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Female 133

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS BABB MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6/Gender: Male 147

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS BABB MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|All Students 275 239 87%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS BABB MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Disability 25 16 64%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS BABB MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black 102 86 84%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS BABB MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic 142 127 89%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS BABB MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS BABB MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Female 115

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS BABB MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Male 124

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS BABB MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|All Students 310 256 83%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS BABB MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Disability 31 22 71%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS BABB MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|English Learners 45 31 69%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS BABB MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 110 87 79%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS BABB MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic 159 133 84%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS BABB MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS BABB MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Female 134

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS BABB MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Male 122

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS NORTH CLAYTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|All Students 259 216 83%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS NORTH CLAYTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Disability 34 25 74%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS NORTH CLAYTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|English Learners 21 17 81%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS NORTH CLAYTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black 225 188 84%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS NORTH CLAYTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic 23 18 78%




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS NORTH CLAYTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Female 104

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS NORTH CLAYTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6/Gender: Male 112

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS NORTH CLAYTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|All Students 253 221 87%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS NORTH CLAYTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Disability 32 25 78%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS NORTH CLAYTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|English Learners 17|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS NORTH CLAYTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black 223 193 87%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS NORTH CLAYTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic 19 19 100%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS NORTH CLAYTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Female 110

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS NORTH CLAYTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Male 111

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS NORTH CLAYTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|All Students 311 269 86%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS NORTH CLAYTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Disability 34 30 88%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS NORTH CLAYTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|English Learners 18 16 89%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS NORTH CLAYTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 261 223 85%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS NORTH CLAYTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic 27 26 96%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS NORTH CLAYTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS NORTH CLAYTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Female 127

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS NORTH CLAYTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Male 142

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAYNIE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 143 141 99%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAYNIE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3| Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAYNIE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners 58 26 45%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAYNIE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 52 49 94%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAYNIE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 76 77 101%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAYNIE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAYNIE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 66

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAYNIE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 75

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAYNIE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 136 134 99%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAYNIE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAYNIE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|English Learners 62 32 52%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAYNIE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4Ethnicity: African American or Black 56 54 96%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAYNIE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 70 70 100%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAYNIE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4(Gender: Female 70

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAYNIE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 64

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAYNIE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 137 134 98%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAYNIE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAYNIE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners 58 15 26%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAYNIE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 44 42 95%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAYNIE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 77 76 99%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAYNIE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAYNIE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 61

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAYNIE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 73




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERDALE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|All Students 197 190 96%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERDALE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Disability 28 28 100%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERDALE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|English Learners 19]|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERDALE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black 152 146 96%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERDALE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic 33 33 100%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERDALE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Female 95

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERDALE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Male 95

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERDALE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|All Students 203 195 96%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERDALE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Disability 29 25 86%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERDALE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|English Learners 16|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERDALE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black 156 146 94%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERDALE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic 36 38 106%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERDALE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: White O|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERDALE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Female 97

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERDALE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Male 98

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERDALE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|All Students 266 246 92%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERDALE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Disability 33 30 91%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERDALE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|English Learners 16|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERDALE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 189 173 92%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERDALE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic 55 53 96%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERDALE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERDALE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Female 119

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERDALE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Male 127

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS CHURCH STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 120 115 96%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS CHURCH STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS CHURCH STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners 22 20 91%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS CHURCH STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 92 89 97%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS CHURCH STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS CHURCH STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS CHURCH STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 55

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS CHURCH STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 60

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS CHURCH STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 110 102 93%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS CHURCH STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS CHURCH STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS CHURCH STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4Ethnicity: African American or Black 87 82 94%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS CHURCH STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS CHURCH STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS CHURCH STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Female 51

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS CHURCH STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 51

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS CHURCH STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 121 113 93%




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS CHURCH STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability 15]|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS CHURCH STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners 16 15 94%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS CHURCH STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 99 92 93%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS CHURCH STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 16 15 94%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS CHURCH STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS CHURCH STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 60

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS CHURCH STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 53

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LAKE CITY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 85 80 94%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LAKE CITY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LAKE CITY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners 36 33 92%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LAKE CITY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 28 26 93%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LAKE CITY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 44 43 98%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LAKE CITY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 42

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LAKE CITY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 38

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LAKE CITY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 89 81 91%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LAKE CITY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LAKE CITY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|English Learners 30 22 73%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LAKE CITY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: African American or Black 28 23 82%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LAKE CITY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 41 39 95%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LAKE CITY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LAKE CITY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|(Gender: Female 42

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LAKE CITY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 39

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LAKE CITY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 76 72 95%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LAKE CITY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LAKE CITY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners 20 19 95%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LAKE CITY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 21 19 90%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LAKE CITY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 39 37 95%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LAKE CITY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LAKE CITY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 38

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LAKE CITY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 34

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SUDER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 95 91 96%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SUDER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SUDER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SUDER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 66 62 94%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SUDER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 18 18 100%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SUDER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SUDER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 43

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SUDER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 48

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SUDER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 96 86 90%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SUDER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability 15|Recacted <15




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SUDER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|English Learners 16|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SUDER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: African American or Black 59 54 92%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SUDER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 21 18 86%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SUDER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SUDER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4(Gender: Female 45

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SUDER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 41

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SUDER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 101 98 97%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SUDER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SUDER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SUDER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 81 79 98%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SUDER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SUDER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 43

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SUDER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 55

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EDMONDS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 87 86 99%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EDMONDS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EDMONDS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners 29 28 97%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EDMONDS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 40 39 98%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EDMONDS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 37 37 100%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EDMONDS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EDMONDS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 44

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EDMONDS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 42

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EDMONDS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 64 63 98%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EDMONDS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EDMONDS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|English Learners 21 20 95%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EDMONDS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4Ethnicity: African American or Black 32 31 97%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EDMONDS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 26 26 100%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EDMONDS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EDMONDS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Female 35

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EDMONDS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 28

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EDMONDS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 84 79 94%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EDMONDS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EDMONDS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners 19 16 84%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EDMONDS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 42 40 95%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EDMONDS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 35 33 94%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EDMONDS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EDMONDS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 51

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS EDMONDS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 28

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HUIE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 98 98 100%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HUIE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HUIE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners 25|Recacted <15




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HUIE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 53 54 102%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HUIE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 38 38 100%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HUIE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HUIE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 48

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HUIE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 50

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HUIE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 110 108 98%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HUIE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HUIE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|English Learners 25 16 64%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HUIE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4Ethnicity: African American or Black 67 64 96%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HUIE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 40 39 98%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HUIE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HUIE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Female 50

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HUIE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 58

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HUIE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 117 112 96%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HUIE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HUIE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners 43 15 35%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HUIE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 59 54 92%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HUIE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 52 52 100%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HUIE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HUIE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 54

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HUIE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 58

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MCGARRAH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 85 76 89%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MCGARRAH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MCGARRAH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 51 43 84%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MCGARRAH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 19 18 95%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MCGARRAH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MCGARRAH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 35

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MCGARRAH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 41

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MCGARRAH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 104 93 89%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MCGARRAH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MCGARRAH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4Ethnicity: African American or Black 72 66 92%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MCGARRAH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 17|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MCGARRAH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4(Gender: Female 37

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MCGARRAH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 56

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MCGARRAH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 93 74 80%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MCGARRAH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MCGARRAH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 57 45 79%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MCGARRAH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 20 18 90%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MCGARRAH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MCGARRAH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 35
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2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MCGARRAH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 39

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SWINT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 106 82 77%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SWINT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SWINT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners 23|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SWINT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 76 56 74%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SWINT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 25 22 88%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SWINT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SWINT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 41

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SWINT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 41

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SWINT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 106 76 72%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SWINT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SWINT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SWINT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4Ethnicity: African American or Black 80 59 74%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SWINT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 23|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SWINT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SWINT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Female 43

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SWINT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 33

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SWINT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 111 81 73%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SWINT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SWINT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners 16|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SWINT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 75 51 68%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SWINT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 29 23 79%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SWINT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SWINT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 54

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SWINT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 27

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ASH STREET ELA 3|All Students Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ASH STREET ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ASH STREET ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ASH STREET ELA 3|Gender: Male Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ASH STREET ELA 5|All Students Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ASH STREET ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ASH STREET ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ASH STREET ELA 5|Gender: Female Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ASH STREET ELA 6|All Students Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ASH STREET ELA 6|Disability Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ASH STREET ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ASH STREET ELA 6|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ASH STREET ELA 6|Gender: Female Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ASH STREET ELA 6|Gender: Male Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ASH STREET ELA 7|All Students Recacted <15
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2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ASH STREET ELA 7|Disability Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ASH STREET ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ASH STREET ELA 7|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ASH STREET ELA 7|Gender: Female Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ASH STREET ELA 7|Gender: Male Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ASH STREET ELA 8|All Students Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ASH STREET ELA 8|Disability Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ASH STREET ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ASH STREET ELA 8|Gender: Male Recacted <15

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY WILLIAMS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|All Students 691 671 97%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY WILLIAMS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Disability 101 89 88%
2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY WILLIAMS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|English Learners 133 113 85%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY WILLIAMS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black 210 177 84%
2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY WILLIAMS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic 235 231 98%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY WILLIAMS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: White 360 232 64%
2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY WILLIAMS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Female 329

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY WILLIAMS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Male 342

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY WILLIAMS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|All Students 722 675 93%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY WILLIAMS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Disability 105 83 79%
2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY WILLIAMS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|English Learners 110 88 80%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY WILLIAMS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black 223 187 84%
2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY WILLIAMS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic 215 209 97%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY WILLIAMS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: White 384 256 67%
2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY WILLIAMS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Female 325

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY WILLIAMS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Male 350

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY DOERUN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 41

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY DOERUN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY DOERUN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY DOERUN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY DOERUN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY DOERUN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 17

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY DOERUN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 26

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY DOERUN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 15

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY DOERUN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 38

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY DOERUN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY DOERUN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|English Learners Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY DOERUN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4Ethnicity: African American or Black Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY DOERUN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY DOERUN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 15

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY DOERUN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Female 20
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2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY DOERUN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 18

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY DOERUN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 46

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY DOERUN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY DOERUN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY DOERUN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 19

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY DOERUN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY DOERUN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY DOERUN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 26

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY DOERUN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 20

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY ODOM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 43 79 184%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY ODOM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 78 79 101%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY ODOM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY ODOM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY ODOM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY ODOM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners 32 31 97%
2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY ODOM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 15[Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY ODOM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 15]|Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY ODOM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY ODOM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 42 42 100%
2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY ODOM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 25 21 84%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY ODOM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 47 21 45%
2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY ODOM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 38

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY ODOM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 41

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY ODOM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 43 66 153%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY ODOM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 66 66 100%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY ODOM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY ODOM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY ODOM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY ODOM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4(English Learners 35 34 97%
2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY ODOM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: African American or Black 18[Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY ODOM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY ODOM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY ODOM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 37 37 100%
2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY ODOM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 25 18 72%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY ODOM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 40 18 45%
2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY ODOM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Female 28

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY ODOM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 38

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY ODOM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 47 87 185%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY ODOM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 89 87 98%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY ODOM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15
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2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY ODOM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY ODOM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY ODOM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners 35 32 91%
2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY ODOM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 21|Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY ODOM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black [Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY ODOM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY ODOM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 43 43 100%
2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY ODOM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 19 32 168%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY ODOM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 58 32 55%
2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY ODOM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 46

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY ODOM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 41

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY NORMAN PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 81 80 99%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY NORMAN PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY NORMAN PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners 23 20 87%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY NORMAN PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black [Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY NORMAN PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 23 23 100%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY NORMAN PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 58 47 81%
2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY NORMAN PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 30

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY NORMAN PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 50

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY NORMAN PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 97 97 100%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY NORMAN PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability 16 16 100%
2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY NORMAN PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|English Learners 30 28 93%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY NORMAN PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY NORMAN PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 36 36 100%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY NORMAN PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 64 51 80%
2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY NORMAN PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Female 46

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY NORMAN PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 51

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY NORMAN PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 57 57 100%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY NORMAN PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY NORMAN PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners 19 15 79%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY NORMAN PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black [Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY NORMAN PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 25 25 100%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY NORMAN PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 35 27 77%
2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY NORMAN PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 27

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY NORMAN PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 30

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY FUNSTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 58 56 97%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY FUNSTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY FUNSTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners 27 25 93%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY FUNSTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black [Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY FUNSTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 32 31 97%
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2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY FUNSTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 34 15 44%
2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY FUNSTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 36

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY FUNSTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 20

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY FUNSTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 47 47 100%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY FUNSTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY FUNSTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|English Learners 26 26 100%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY FUNSTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY FUNSTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 27 27 100%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY FUNSTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 19]|Recacted <15

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY FUNSTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Female 17

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY FUNSTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 30

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY FUNSTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 66 66 100%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY FUNSTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY FUNSTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners 21 19 90%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY FUNSTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black [Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY FUNSTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 33 33 100%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY FUNSTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 37 23 62%
2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY FUNSTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 36

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY FUNSTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 30

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY WRIGHT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 70 67 96%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY WRIGHT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY WRIGHT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY WRIGHT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 20 16 80%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY WRIGHT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY WRIGHT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 45 38 84%
2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY WRIGHT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 37

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY WRIGHT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 30

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY WRIGHT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 73 73 100%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY WRIGHT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY WRIGHT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY WRIGHT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4Ethnicity: African American or Black 19 18 95%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY WRIGHT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY WRIGHT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 50 47 94%
2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY WRIGHT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Female 33

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY WRIGHT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 40

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY WRIGHT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 74 73 99%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY WRIGHT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY WRIGHT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY WRIGHT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 30 28 93%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY WRIGHT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY WRIGHT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 40 32 80%
2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY WRIGHT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 34

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY WRIGHT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 39

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY STRINGFELLOW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 36 36 100%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY STRINGFELLOW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3| Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY STRINGFELLOW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY STRINGFELLOW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 23 20 87%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY STRINGFELLOW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY STRINGFELLOW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY STRINGFELLOW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 18

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY STRINGFELLOW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 18

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY STRINGFELLOW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 46 46 100%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY STRINGFELLOW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY STRINGFELLOW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY STRINGFELLOW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4Ethnicity: African American or Black 29 26 90%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY STRINGFELLOW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY STRINGFELLOW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY STRINGFELLOW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Female 20

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY STRINGFELLOW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 26

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY STRINGFELLOW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 51 50 98%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY STRINGFELLOW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY STRINGFELLOW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY STRINGFELLOW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 35 30 86%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY STRINGFELLOW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY STRINGFELLOW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 17|Recacted <15

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY STRINGFELLOW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 27

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY STRINGFELLOW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 23

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY GRAY JUNIOR HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|All Students 699 650 93%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY GRAY JUNIOR HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|Disability 100 81 81%
2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY GRAY JUNIOR HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|English Learners 94 71 76%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY GRAY JUNIOR HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 213 170 80%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY GRAY JUNIOR HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic 203 199 98%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY GRAY JUNIOR HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: White 366 256 70%
2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY GRAY JUNIOR HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Female 302

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY GRAY JUNIOR HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Male 348

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY OKAPILCO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 64 57 89%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY OKAPILCO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY OKAPILCO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners 21 18 86%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY OKAPILCO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 20 18 90%
2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY OKAPILCO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 25 22 88%




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY OKAPILCO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 26 17 65%
2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY OKAPILCO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 32

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY OKAPILCO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 25

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY OKAPILCO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 46 39 85%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY OKAPILCO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY OKAPILCO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY OKAPILCO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4Ethnicity: African American or Black 19]|Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY OKAPILCO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY OKAPILCO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 16|Recacted <15

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY OKAPILCO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Female 22

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY OKAPILCO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 17

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY OKAPILCO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 63 58 92%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY OKAPILCO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability 19]|Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY OKAPILCO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY OKAPILCO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 31 22 71%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY OKAPILCO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY OKAPILCO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 30 15 50%
2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY OKAPILCO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 28

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY OKAPILCO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 30

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY COX ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 82 80 98%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY COX ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY COX ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners 31 27 87%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY COX ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 44 40 91%
2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY COX ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 36 35 97%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY COX ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 17|Recacted <15

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY COX ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 32

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY COX ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 48

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY COX ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 89 86 97%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY COX ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY COX ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|English Learners 34 32 94%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY COX ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4Ethnicity: African American or Black 45 41 91%
2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY COX ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 43 40 93%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY COX ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 26|Recacted <15

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY COX ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Female 41

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY COX ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 45

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY COX ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 90 85 94%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY COX ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability 19 16 84%
2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY COX ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners 29 25 86%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY COX ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 49 43 88%
2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY COX ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 35 34 97%




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY COX ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 21|Recacted <15

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY COX ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 42

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY COX ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 43

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY HAMILTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 32 31 97%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY HAMILTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3| Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY HAMILTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY HAMILTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY HAMILTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 30 27 90%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY HAMILTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 15

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY HAMILTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 16

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY HAMILTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 28 28 100%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY HAMILTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY HAMILTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4(English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY HAMILTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY HAMILTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 25 23 92%
2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY HAMILTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Female 17

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY HAMILTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male Recacted <15

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY HAMILTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 41 41 100%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY HAMILTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY HAMILTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY HAMILTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black [Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY HAMILTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY HAMILTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 33 29 88%
2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY HAMILTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY HAMILTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 26

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY SUNSET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 53 53 100%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY SUNSET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY SUNSET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY SUNSET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black [Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY SUNSET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY SUNSET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 39 28 72%
2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY SUNSET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 20

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY SUNSET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 33

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY SUNSET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 86 75 87%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY SUNSET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability 17|Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY SUNSET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY SUNSET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4Ethnicity: African American or Black 33 24 73%
2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY SUNSET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 19 15 79%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY SUNSET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 48 31 65%
2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY SUNSET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Female 32




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY SUNSET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 43

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY SUNSET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 83 75 90%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY SUNSET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY SUNSET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY SUNSET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 29 19 66%
2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY SUNSET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 17 17 100%
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY SUNSET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 41 35 85%
2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY SUNSET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 42

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY SUNSET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 33

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY GIFTED PROGRAM ELA 3|All Students 32

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY GIFTED PROGRAM ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY GIFTED PROGRAM ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY GIFTED PROGRAM ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 18

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY GIFTED PROGRAM ELA 3|Gender: Female 18

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY GIFTED PROGRAM ELA 3|Gender: Male Recacted <15

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY GIFTED PROGRAM ELA 4|All Students 35

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY GIFTED PROGRAM ELA 4|Ethnicity: African American or Black Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY GIFTED PROGRAM ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY GIFTED PROGRAM ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 19

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY GIFTED PROGRAM ELA 4|Gender: Female 17

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY GIFTED PROGRAM ELA 4|Gender: Male 18

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY GIFTED PROGRAM ELA 5|All Students 44

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY GIFTED PROGRAM ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY GIFTED PROGRAM ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black Recacted <15

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY GIFTED PROGRAM ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY GIFTED PROGRAM ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 30

2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY GIFTED PROGRAM ELA 5|Gender: Female 19

2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY GIFTED PROGRAM ELA 5|Gender: Male 25

2021-22 (ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELBERT COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 212 209 99%
2021-22 [ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELBERT COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability 27 27 100%
2021-22 [ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELBERT COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELBERT COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 76 75 99%
2021-22 [ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELBERT COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 25 25 100%
2021-22 [ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELBERT COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 97 97 100%
2021-22 [ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELBERT COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 104

2021-22 [ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELBERT COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 105

2021-22 [ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELBERT COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|All Students 204 202 99%
2021-22 [ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELBERT COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Disability 43 43 100%
2021-22 [ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELBERT COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELBERT COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black 69 68 99%




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELBERT COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELBERT COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: White 112 111 99%
2021-22 [ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELBERT COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Female 100

2021-22 [ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELBERT COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6/Gender: Male 102

2021-22 [ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELBERT COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|All Students 258 256 99%
2021-22 [ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELBERT COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Disability 42 42 100%
2021-22 [ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELBERT COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELBERT COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black 92 92 100%
2021-22 [ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELBERT COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic 25 28 112%
2021-22 [ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELBERT COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: White 124 123 99%
2021-22 [ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELBERT COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Female 124

2021-22 [ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELBERT COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Male 132

2021-22 [ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELBERT COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|All Students 260 254 98%
2021-22 [ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELBERT COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Disability 36 32 89%
2021-22 [ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELBERT COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELBERT COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 111 109 98%
2021-22 [ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELBERT COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic 31 30 97%
2021-22 [ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELBERT COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: White 109 106 97%
2021-22 (ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELBERT COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Female 133

2021-22 [ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELBERT COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Male 121

2021-22 [ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELBERT COUNTY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 208 208 100%
2021-22 [ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELBERT COUNTY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability 35 35 100%
2021-22 [ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELBERT COUNTY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners 15 15 100%
2021-22 [ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELBERT COUNTY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 80 80 100%
2021-22 (ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELBERT COUNTY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 18 19 106%
2021-22 [ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELBERT COUNTY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 97 97 100%
2021-22 (ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELBERT COUNTY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 100

2021-22 [ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELBERT COUNTY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 108

2021-22 (ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELBERT COUNTY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 217 216 100%
2021-22 [ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELBERT COUNTY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability 26 25 96%
2021-22 [ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELBERT COUNTY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4(English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELBERT COUNTY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: African American or Black 74 73 99%
2021-22 [ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELBERT COUNTY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 21 23 110%
2021-22 [ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELBERT COUNTY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 105 105 100%
2021-22 [ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELBERT COUNTY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4(Gender: Female 109

2021-22 [ELBERT COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELBERT COUNTY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 107

2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS CLAXTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 109

2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS CLAXTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15

2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS CLAXTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners 28

2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS CLAXTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 37




GMAP Participation - School/ELA
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2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS CLAXTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 34
2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS CLAXTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 35
2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS CLAXTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 47
2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS CLAXTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 62
2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS CLAXTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 134
2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS CLAXTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15
2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS CLAXTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4(English Learners 24
2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS CLAXTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: African American or Black a7
2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS CLAXTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 29
2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS CLAXTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 48
2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS CLAXTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4(Gender: Female 75
2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS CLAXTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 59
2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS CLAXTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 107
2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS CLAXTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15
2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS CLAXTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners 22
2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS CLAXTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 35
2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS CLAXTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 30
2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS CLAXTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 34
2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS CLAXTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 48
2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS CLAXTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 59
2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS SECOND CHANCE ACADEMY ELA 6|All Students Recacted <15
2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS SECOND CHANCE ACADEMY ELA 6|English Learners Recacted <15
2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS SECOND CHANCE ACADEMY ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black Recacted <15
2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS SECOND CHANCE ACADEMY ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15
2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS SECOND CHANCE ACADEMY ELA 6|Gender: Female Recacted <15
2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS SECOND CHANCE ACADEMY ELA 6/Gender: Male Recacted <15
2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS SECOND CHANCE ACADEMY ELA 7|All Students Recacted <15
2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS SECOND CHANCE ACADEMY ELA 7|Disability Recacted <15
2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS SECOND CHANCE ACADEMY ELA 7|English Learners Recacted <15
2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS SECOND CHANCE ACADEMY ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black Recacted <15
2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS SECOND CHANCE ACADEMY ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15
2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS SECOND CHANCE ACADEMY ELA 7|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15
2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS SECOND CHANCE ACADEMY ELA 7|Gender: Female Recacted <15
2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS SECOND CHANCE ACADEMY ELA 7|Gender: Male Recacted <15
2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS SECOND CHANCE ACADEMY ELA 8|All Students Recacted <15
2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS SECOND CHANCE ACADEMY ELA 8|Disability Recacted <15
2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS SECOND CHANCE ACADEMY ELA 8|English Learners Recacted <15
2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS SECOND CHANCE ACADEMY ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black Recacted <15
2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS SECOND CHANCE ACADEMY ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15
2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS SECOND CHANCE ACADEMY ELA 8|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS SECOND CHANCE ACADEMY ELA 8|Gender: Female Recacted <15

2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS SECOND CHANCE ACADEMY ELA 8|Gender: Male Recacted <15

2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS CLAXTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|All Students 113

2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS CLAXTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Disability Recacted <15

2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS CLAXTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|English Learners 23

2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS CLAXTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black 45

2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS CLAXTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic 37

2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS CLAXTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: White 28

2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS CLAXTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Female 62

2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS CLAXTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6/Gender: Male 51

2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS CLAXTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|All Students 120

2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS CLAXTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Disability Recacted <15

2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS CLAXTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|English Learners 20

2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS CLAXTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black a4

2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS CLAXTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic 33

2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS CLAXTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: White 38

2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS CLAXTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Female 63

2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS CLAXTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Male 57

2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS CLAXTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|All Students 131

2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS CLAXTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Disability Recacted <15

2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS CLAXTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|English Learners Recacted <15

2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS CLAXTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 40

2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS CLAXTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic 36

2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS CLAXTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: White 52

2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS CLAXTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Female 64

2021-22 [EVANS COUNTY SCHOOLS CLAXTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Male 67

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS JOHNSON ELEMENTARY ELA 3|All Students 84 84 100%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS JOHNSON ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS JOHNSON ELEMENTARY ELA 3|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS JOHNSON ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS JOHNSON ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS JOHNSON ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 70 70 100%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS JOHNSON ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Gender: Female 42

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS JOHNSON ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Gender: Male 42

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS JOHNSON ELEMENTARY ELA 4|All Students 84 83 99%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS JOHNSON ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Disability 18|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS JOHNSON ELEMENTARY ELA 4Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS JOHNSON ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS JOHNSON ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 73 73 100%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS JOHNSON ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Gender: Female 37




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS JOHNSON ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Gender: Male 46

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS COOSA MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 192 192 100%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS COOSA MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability 33 33 100%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS COOSA MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners 18 22 122%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS COOSA MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black [Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS COOSA MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 58 57 98%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS COOSA MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 104 106 102%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS COOSA MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 98

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS COOSA MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 94

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS COOSA MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|All Students 194 195 101%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS COOSA MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Disability 28 34 121%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS COOSA MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|English Learners Recacted <15[Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS COOSA MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black 24 25 104%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS COOSA MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic 37 38 103%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS COOSA MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: White 117 117 100%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS COOSA MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Female 90

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS COOSA MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Male 105

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS COOSA MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|All Students 180 176 98%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS COOSA MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Disability 23 31 135%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS COOSA MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS COOSA MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black 20 18 90%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS COOSA MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic 42 42 100%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS COOSA MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: White 110 108 98%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS COOSA MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Female 75

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS COOSA MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Male 101

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS COOSA MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|All Students Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS COOSA MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Disability Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS COOSA MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8[Ethnicity: White Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS COOSA MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Male Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS PEPPERELL HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|All Students 196 195 99%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS PEPPERELL HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|Disability 32|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS PEPPERELL HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS PEPPERELL HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS PEPPERELL HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic 16 15 94%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS PEPPERELL HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: White 161 160 99%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS PEPPERELL HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Female 97

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS PEPPERELL HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Male 98

2021-22 [CALHOUN CITY MODEL HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|All Students 170|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS MODEL HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|All Students 170 167 98%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS MODEL HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|Disability 36 34 94%




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS MODEL HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|English Learners O|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS MODEL HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS MODEL HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic 17 17 100%
2021-22 [CALHOUN CITY MODEL HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: White 138|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS MODEL HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: White 138 134 97%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS MODEL HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Female 84

2021-22 [CALHOUN CITY MODEL HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Male Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS MODEL HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Male 83

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS MODEL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 95 90 95%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS MODEL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability 16|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS MODEL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS MODEL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS MODEL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS MODEL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 82 79 96%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS MODEL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 40

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS MODEL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 50

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS MODEL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 72 70 97%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS MODEL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability 21 15 71%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS MODEL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4(Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS MODEL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS MODEL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 60 59 98%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS MODEL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Female 27

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS MODEL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 43

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ARMUCHEE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 125 122 98%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ARMUCHEE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability 36 18 50%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ARMUCHEE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ARMUCHEE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black [Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ARMUCHEE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ARMUCHEE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 97 95 98%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ARMUCHEE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 57

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ARMUCHEE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 65

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ARMUCHEE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 147 144 98%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ARMUCHEE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability 23|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ARMUCHEE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ARMUCHEE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ARMUCHEE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ARMUCHEE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 129 127 98%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ARMUCHEE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Female 80

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ARMUCHEE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 64

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS PEPPERELL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 158 154 97%




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS PEPPERELL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3| Disability 34 32 94%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS PEPPERELL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS PEPPERELL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black [Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS PEPPERELL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS PEPPERELL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 134 130 97%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS PEPPERELL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 72

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS PEPPERELL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 82

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS PEPPERELL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 146 143 98%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS PEPPERELL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability 32 22 69%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS PEPPERELL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS PEPPERELL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4(Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS PEPPERELL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS PEPPERELL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 117 117 100%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS PEPPERELL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Female 77

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS PEPPERELL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 66

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS MODEL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 148 145 98%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS MODEL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability 24 25 104%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS MODEL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners O|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS MODEL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black [Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS MODEL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS MODEL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 124 122 98%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS MODEL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 64

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS MODEL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 81

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS MODEL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|All Students 170 165 97%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS MODEL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Disability 26 32 123%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS MODEL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|English Learners O|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS MODEL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black 15 15 100%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS MODEL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS MODEL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: White 143 141 99%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS MODEL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Female 78

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS MODEL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Male 87

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS MODEL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|All Students 175 173 99%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS MODEL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Disability 29 37 128%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS MODEL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|English Learners O|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS MODEL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black [Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS MODEL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS MODEL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: White 150 148 99%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS MODEL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Female 80

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS MODEL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Male 93

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS PEPPERELL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 177 170 96%




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS PEPPERELL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability 30 16 53%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS PEPPERELL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS PEPPERELL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black [Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS PEPPERELL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 23 23 100%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS PEPPERELL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 126 118 94%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS PEPPERELL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 81

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS PEPPERELL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 89

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS PEPPERELL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|All Students 176 167 95%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS PEPPERELL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Disability 34 17 50%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS PEPPERELL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS PEPPERELL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black [Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS PEPPERELL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS PEPPERELL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: White 148 141 95%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS PEPPERELL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Female 80

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS PEPPERELL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Male 87

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS PEPPERELL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|All Students 173 160 92%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS PEPPERELL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Disability 39 22 56%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS PEPPERELL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS PEPPERELL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black [Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS PEPPERELL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic 21 19 90%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS PEPPERELL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: White 138 127 92%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS PEPPERELL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Female 75

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS PEPPERELL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Male 85

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ARMUCHEE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 121 118 98%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ARMUCHEE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability 21 18 86%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ARMUCHEE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ARMUCHEE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black [Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ARMUCHEE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic O|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ARMUCHEE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 101 93 92%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ARMUCHEE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 51

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ARMUCHEE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 67

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ARMUCHEE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|All Students 132 121 92%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ARMUCHEE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Disability 19]|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ARMUCHEE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ARMUCHEE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black [Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ARMUCHEE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic O|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ARMUCHEE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: White 118 104 88%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ARMUCHEE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Female 63

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ARMUCHEE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Male 58

2021-22 [CALHOUN CITY ARMUCHEE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|All Students 122|Recacted <15




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ARMUCHEE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|All Students 122 114 93%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ARMUCHEE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Disability 15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ARMUCHEE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ARMUCHEE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ARMUCHEE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CALHOUN CITY ARMUCHEE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: White 108|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ARMUCHEE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: White 108 94 87%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ARMUCHEE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Female 60

2021-22 [CALHOUN CITY ARMUCHEE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Male Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ARMUCHEE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Male 54

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ARMUCHEE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|All Students Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ARMUCHEE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Disability Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ARMUCHEE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ARMUCHEE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Male Recacted <15

2021-22 [CALHOUN CITY ARMUCHEE HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|All Students 136|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ARMUCHEE HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|All Students 136 126 93%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ARMUCHEE HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|Disability 27 19 70%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ARMUCHEE HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ARMUCHEE HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CALHOUN CITY ARMUCHEE HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: White 121|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ARMUCHEE HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: White 121 115 95%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ARMUCHEE HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Female 59

2021-22 [CALHOUN CITY ARMUCHEE HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Male Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ARMUCHEE HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Male 67

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ALTO PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 49 50 102%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ALTO PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability 16 15 94%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ALTO PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ALTO PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ALTO PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 20 20 100%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ALTO PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 20 22 110%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ALTO PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 21

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ALTO PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 29

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ALTO PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 59 55 93%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ALTO PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ALTO PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ALTO PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ALTO PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 23 21 91%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ALTO PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 23 23 100%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ALTO PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|(Gender: Female 27

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ALTO PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 28




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS GARDEN LAKES ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 83 79 95%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS GARDEN LAKES ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability 23|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS GARDEN LAKES ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS GARDEN LAKES ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 15[Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS GARDEN LAKES ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 21 20 95%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS GARDEN LAKES ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 43 43 100%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS GARDEN LAKES ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 40

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS GARDEN LAKES ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 39

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS GARDEN LAKES ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 105 104 99%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS GARDEN LAKES ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability 32 21 66%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS GARDEN LAKES ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS GARDEN LAKES ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS GARDEN LAKES ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 17 17 100%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS GARDEN LAKES ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 68 67 99%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS GARDEN LAKES ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4(Gender: Female 52

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS GARDEN LAKES ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 52

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS CAVE SPRING ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 29 29 100%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS CAVE SPRING ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS CAVE SPRING ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS CAVE SPRING ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 28 28 100%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS CAVE SPRING ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS CAVE SPRING ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS CAVE SPRING ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 25 25 100%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS CAVE SPRING ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS CAVE SPRING ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 22 22 100%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS CAVE SPRING ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Female Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS CAVE SPRING ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS COOSA HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|All Students 215 204 95%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS COOSA HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|Disability 31 17 55%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS COOSA HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|English Learners Recacted <15[Recacted <15

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS COOSA HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 22 21 95%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS COOSA HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic 58 57 98%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS COOSA HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: White 123 117 95%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS COOSA HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Female 100

2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS COOSA HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Male 104

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT EAGLE SPRINGS ELEMENTARY ELA 3|All Students 104

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT EAGLE SPRINGS ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT EAGLE SPRINGS ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 57

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT EAGLE SPRINGS ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT EAGLE SPRINGS ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 28




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT EAGLE SPRINGS ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Gender: Female 53

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT EAGLE SPRINGS ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Gender: Male 51

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT EAGLE SPRINGS ELEMENTARY ELA 4|All Students 91

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT EAGLE SPRINGS ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT EAGLE SPRINGS ELEMENTARY ELA 4Ethnicity: African American or Black 39

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT EAGLE SPRINGS ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT EAGLE SPRINGS ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 34

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT EAGLE SPRINGS ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Gender: Female 54

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT EAGLE SPRINGS ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Gender: Male 37

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT EAGLE SPRINGS ELEMENTARY ELA 5|All Students 109

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT EAGLE SPRINGS ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Disability 17

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT EAGLE SPRINGS ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 47

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT EAGLE SPRINGS ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 17

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT EAGLE SPRINGS ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 38

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT EAGLE SPRINGS ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Gender: Female 59

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT EAGLE SPRINGS ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Gender: Male 50

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT HUNTINGTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|All Students 261 258 99%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT HUNTINGTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Disability 45 44 98%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT HUNTINGTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|English Learners 16 17 106%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT HUNTINGTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black 143 142 99%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT HUNTINGTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic 37 36 97%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT HUNTINGTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: White 54 72 133%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT HUNTINGTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Female 136

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT HUNTINGTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6/Gender: Male 122

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT HUNTINGTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|All Students 283 275 97%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT HUNTINGTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Disability 37 36 97%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT HUNTINGTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|English Learners 16 16 100%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT HUNTINGTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black 162 162 100%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT HUNTINGTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic 50 50 100%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT HUNTINGTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: White 56 58 104%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT HUNTINGTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Female 148

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT HUNTINGTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Male 127

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT HUNTINGTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|All Students 274 260 95%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT HUNTINGTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Disability 37 33 89%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT HUNTINGTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT HUNTINGTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 172 163 95%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT HUNTINGTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic 30 28 93%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT HUNTINGTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: White 61 65 107%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT HUNTINGTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Female 127

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT HUNTINGTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Male 133




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MOSSY CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|All Students 211 207 98%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MOSSY CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Disability 35 33 94%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MOSSY CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MOSSY CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black 52 53 102%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MOSSY CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MOSSY CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: White 125 136 109%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MOSSY CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Female 104

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MOSSY CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6/Gender: Male 103

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MOSSY CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|All Students 263 253 96%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MOSSY CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Disability 25 24 96%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MOSSY CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 (HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MOSSY CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black 58 57 98%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MOSSY CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic 25 25 100%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MOSSY CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: White 155 159 103%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MOSSY CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Female 135

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MOSSY CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Male 118

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MOSSY CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|All Students 254 246 97%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MOSSY CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Disability 34 32 94%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MOSSY CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 (HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MOSSY CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 59 58 98%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MOSSY CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic 29 27 93%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MOSSY CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: White 145 152 105%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MOSSY CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Female 123

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MOSSY CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Male 123

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LANGSTON ROAD ELEMENTARY ELA 3|All Students 123 122 99%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LANGSTON ROAD ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Disability 18 18 100%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LANGSTON ROAD ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 27 27 100%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LANGSTON ROAD ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LANGSTON ROAD ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 74 80 108%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LANGSTON ROAD ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Gender: Female 58

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LANGSTON ROAD ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Gender: Male 64

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LANGSTON ROAD ELEMENTARY ELA 4|All Students 157 155 99%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LANGSTON ROAD ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Disability 25 23 92%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LANGSTON ROAD ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Ethnicity: African American or Black 43 44 102%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LANGSTON ROAD ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LANGSTON ROAD ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 88 97 110%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LANGSTON ROAD ELEMENTARY ELA 4|(Gender: Female 79

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LANGSTON ROAD ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Gender: Male 76

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LANGSTON ROAD ELEMENTARY ELA 5|All Students 132 130 98%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LANGSTON ROAD ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Disability 17 17 100%




GMAP Participation - School/ELA
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2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LANGSTON ROAD ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 30 30 100%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LANGSTON ROAD ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LANGSTON ROAD ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 78 87 112%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LANGSTON ROAD ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Gender: Female 58

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LANGSTON ROAD ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Gender: Male 72

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PEARL STEPHENS ELEMENTARY ELA 3|All Students 136 132 97%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PEARL STEPHENS ELEMENTARY ELA 3| Disability 22 17 77%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PEARL STEPHENS ELEMENTARY ELA 3|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PEARL STEPHENS ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 87 85 98%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PEARL STEPHENS ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 15 15 100%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PEARL STEPHENS ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 21 28 133%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PEARL STEPHENS ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Gender: Female 68

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PEARL STEPHENS ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Gender: Male 64

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PEARL STEPHENS ELEMENTARY ELA 4|All Students 143 142 99%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PEARL STEPHENS ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PEARL STEPHENS ELEMENTARY ELA 4|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PEARL STEPHENS ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Ethnicity: African American or Black 88 89 101%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PEARL STEPHENS ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 21 21 100%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PEARL STEPHENS ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 20 27 135%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PEARL STEPHENS ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Gender: Female 70

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PEARL STEPHENS ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Gender: Male 72

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PEARL STEPHENS ELEMENTARY ELA 5|All Students 138 135 98%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PEARL STEPHENS ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Disability 16 15 94%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PEARL STEPHENS ELEMENTARY ELA 5|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PEARL STEPHENS ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 82 83 101%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PEARL STEPHENS ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 25 25 100%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PEARL STEPHENS ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 18 24 133%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PEARL STEPHENS ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Gender: Female 64

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PEARL STEPHENS ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Gender: Male 71

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT NORTHSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 3|All Students 63 63 100%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT NORTHSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT NORTHSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 3|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT NORTHSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 40 40 100%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT NORTHSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT NORTHSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT NORTHSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Gender: Female 26

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT NORTHSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Gender: Male 37

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT NORTHSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 4|All Students 54 54 100%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT NORTHSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT NORTHSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Ethnicity: African American or Black 32 35 109%




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT NORTHSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT NORTHSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT NORTHSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 4(Gender: Female 34

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT NORTHSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Gender: Male 20

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT NORTHSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 5|All Students 83 81 98%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT NORTHSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT NORTHSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 58 56 97%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT NORTHSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT NORTHSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 15 16 107%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT NORTHSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Gender: Female 32

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT NORTHSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Gender: Male 49

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT DAVID A PERDUE ELEMENTARY ELA 3|All Students 213 210 99%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT DAVID A PERDUE ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Disability 31 30 97%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT DAVID A PERDUE ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 70 70 100%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT DAVID A PERDUE ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 26 26 100%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT DAVID A PERDUE ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 88 103 117%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT DAVID A PERDUE ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Gender: Female 94

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT DAVID A PERDUE ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Gender: Male 116

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT DAVID A PERDUE ELEMENTARY ELA 4|All Students 208 202 97%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT DAVID A PERDUE ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Disability 38 29 76%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT DAVID A PERDUE ELEMENTARY ELA 4(English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT DAVID A PERDUE ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Ethnicity: African American or Black 63 64 102%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT DAVID A PERDUE ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 16 16 100%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT DAVID A PERDUE ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 92 108 117%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT DAVID A PERDUE ELEMENTARY ELA 4(Gender: Female 98

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT DAVID A PERDUE ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Gender: Male 104

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT DAVID A PERDUE ELEMENTARY ELA 5|All Students 218 214 98%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT DAVID A PERDUE ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Disability 41 38 93%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT DAVID A PERDUE ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 76 74 97%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT DAVID A PERDUE ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 20 19 95%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT DAVID A PERDUE ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 95 114 120%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT DAVID A PERDUE ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Gender: Female 106

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT DAVID A PERDUE ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Gender: Male 108

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT QUAIL RUN ELEMENTARY ELA 3|All Students 107 104 97%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT QUAIL RUN ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT QUAIL RUN ELEMENTARY ELA 3|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT QUAIL RUN ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 21 21 100%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT QUAIL RUN ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 16 15 94%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT QUAIL RUN ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 54 60 111%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT QUAIL RUN ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Gender: Female 58




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT QUAIL RUN ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Gender: Male 46

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT QUAIL RUN ELEMENTARY ELA 4|All Students 95 93 98%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT QUAIL RUN ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Disability 16|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT QUAIL RUN ELEMENTARY ELA 4|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT QUAIL RUN ELEMENTARY ELA 4Ethnicity: African American or Black 27 25 93%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT QUAIL RUN ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT QUAIL RUN ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 54 61 113%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT QUAIL RUN ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Gender: Female 44

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT QUAIL RUN ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Gender: Male 49

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT QUAIL RUN ELEMENTARY ELA 5|All Students 91 88 97%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT QUAIL RUN ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT QUAIL RUN ELEMENTARY ELA 5|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT QUAIL RUN ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 24 22 92%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT QUAIL RUN ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT QUAIL RUN ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 45 49 109%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT QUAIL RUN ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Gender: Female 40

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT QUAIL RUN ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Gender: Male 48

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT FEAGIN MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|All Students 291 278 96%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT FEAGIN MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Disability 42 34 81%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT FEAGIN MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT FEAGIN MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black 111 105 95%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT FEAGIN MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic 19 18 95%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT FEAGIN MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: White 105 123 117%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT FEAGIN MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Female 133

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT FEAGIN MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Male 145

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT FEAGIN MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|All Students 281 274 98%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT FEAGIN MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Disability 43 38 88%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT FEAGIN MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT FEAGIN MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black 95 91 96%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT FEAGIN MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic 15 15 100%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT FEAGIN MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: White 119 128 108%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT FEAGIN MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Female 130

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT FEAGIN MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Male 144

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT FEAGIN MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|All Students 309 299 97%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT FEAGIN MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Disability 39 35 90%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT FEAGIN MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 113 111 98%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT FEAGIN MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic 24 21 88%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT FEAGIN MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: White 119 131 110%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT FEAGIN MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Female 133

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT FEAGIN MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Male 166




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MATTHEW ARTHUR ELEMENTARY ELA 3|All Students 136 135 99%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MATTHEW ARTHUR ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Disability 16 16 100%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MATTHEW ARTHUR ELEMENTARY ELA 3|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MATTHEW ARTHUR ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 34 34 100%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MATTHEW ARTHUR ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MATTHEW ARTHUR ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 78 85 109%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MATTHEW ARTHUR ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Gender: Female 65

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MATTHEW ARTHUR ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Gender: Male 70

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MATTHEW ARTHUR ELEMENTARY ELA 4|All Students 138 136 99%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MATTHEW ARTHUR ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Disability 23 21 91%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MATTHEW ARTHUR ELEMENTARY ELA 4Ethnicity: African American or Black 32 32 100%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MATTHEW ARTHUR ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MATTHEW ARTHUR ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 75 86 115%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MATTHEW ARTHUR ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Gender: Female 64

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MATTHEW ARTHUR ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Gender: Male 72

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MATTHEW ARTHUR ELEMENTARY ELA 5|All Students 137 135 99%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MATTHEW ARTHUR ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Disability 21 18 86%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MATTHEW ARTHUR ELEMENTARY ELA 5|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MATTHEW ARTHUR ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 37 37 100%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MATTHEW ARTHUR ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MATTHEW ARTHUR ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 78 82 105%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MATTHEW ARTHUR ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Gender: Female 67

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MATTHEW ARTHUR ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Gender: Male 68

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PERRY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|All Students 336 329 98%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PERRY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Disability 39 38 97%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PERRY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PERRY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black 112 110 98%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PERRY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic 20 20 100%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PERRY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: White 186 192 103%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PERRY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Female 163

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PERRY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Male 166

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PERRY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|All Students 360 335 93%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PERRY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Disability 48 43 90%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PERRY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PERRY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black 128 123 96%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PERRY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic 23 22 96%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PERRY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: White 185 185 100%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PERRY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Female 159

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PERRY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Male 176

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PERRY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|All Students 369 332 90%




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PERRY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Disability 39 33 85%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PERRY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 131 118 90%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PERRY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic 17 16 94%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PERRY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: White 204 193 95%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PERRY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Female 167

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PERRY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Male 165

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT THOMSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|All Students 236 218 92%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT THOMSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Disability 25 23 92%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT THOMSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT THOMSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black 101 92 91%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT THOMSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic 35 34 97%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT THOMSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: White 75 80 107%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT THOMSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Female 113

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT THOMSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6/Gender: Male 105

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT THOMSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|All Students 250 232 93%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT THOMSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Disability 30 24 80%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT THOMSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|English Learners 26 27 104%
2021-22 (HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT THOMSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black 126 116 92%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT THOMSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic 47 44 94%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT THOMSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: White 51 60 118%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT THOMSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Female 126

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT THOMSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Male 106

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT THOMSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|All Students 234 217 93%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ~ |THOMSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Disability 32 28 88%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT THOMSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|English Learners 17 16 94%
2021-22 (HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT THOMSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 119 112 94%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT THOMSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic 45 43 96%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT THOMSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: White 58 57 98%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT THOMSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Female 107

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT THOMSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Male 110

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LAKE JOY ELEMENTARY ELA 3|All Students 213 210 99%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LAKE JOY ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Disability 23 19 83%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LAKE JOY ELEMENTARY ELA 3|English Learners 18|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LAKE JOY ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 51 50 98%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LAKE JOY ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 28 27 96%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LAKE JOY ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 96 103 107%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LAKE JOY ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Gender: Female 106

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LAKE JOY ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Gender: Male 104

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LAKE JOY ELEMENTARY ELA 4|All Students 244 241 99%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LAKE JOY ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Disability 21 20 95%




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LAKE JOY ELEMENTARY ELA 4|English Learners 27 27 100%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LAKE JOY ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Ethnicity: African American or Black 58 59 102%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LAKE JOY ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 34 33 97%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LAKE JOY ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 110 124 113%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LAKE JOY ELEMENTARY ELA 4(Gender: Female 124

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LAKE JOY ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Gender: Male 117

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LAKE JOY ELEMENTARY ELA 5|All Students 245 244 100%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LAKE JOY ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Disability 21 20 95%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LAKE JOY ELEMENTARY ELA 5|English Learners 20 21 105%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LAKE JOY ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 65 65 100%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LAKE JOY ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 39 39 100%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LAKE JOY ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 102 110 108%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LAKE JOY ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Gender: Female 113

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LAKE JOY ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Gender: Male 131

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT BONAIRE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|All Students 352 342 97%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT BONAIRE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Disability 32 29 91%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT BONAIRE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black 90 87 97%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT BONAIRE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic 30 30 100%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT BONAIRE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: White 202 220 109%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT BONAIRE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6(Gender: Female 159

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT BONAIRE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Male 183

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT BONAIRE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|All Students 342 330 96%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT BONAIRE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Disability 39 37 95%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT BONAIRE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT BONAIRE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black 76 74 97%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT BONAIRE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic 36 35 97%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT BONAIRE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: White 195 209 107%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT BONAIRE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Female 167

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT BONAIRE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Male 163

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT BONAIRE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|All Students 357 345 97%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT BONAIRE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Disability 38 35 92%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT BONAIRE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT BONAIRE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 91 91 100%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT BONAIRE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic 24 23 96%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT BONAIRE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: White 211 219 104%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT BONAIRE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Female 176

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT BONAIRE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Male 169

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT HILLTOP ELEMENTARY ELA 3|All Students 95 91 96%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT HILLTOP ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Disability 22 21 95%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT HILLTOP ELEMENTARY ELA 3|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT HILLTOP ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 25 24 96%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT HILLTOP ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT HILLTOP ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 48 55 115%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT HILLTOP ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Gender: Female 38

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT HILLTOP ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Gender: Male 53

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT HILLTOP ELEMENTARY ELA 4|All Students 98 96 98%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT HILLTOP ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Disability 19 18 95%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT HILLTOP ELEMENTARY ELA 4|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT HILLTOP ELEMENTARY ELA 4Ethnicity: African American or Black 29 30 103%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT HILLTOP ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT HILLTOP ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 53 58 109%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT HILLTOP ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Gender: Female 51

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT HILLTOP ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Gender: Male 45

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT HILLTOP ELEMENTARY ELA 5|All Students 89 88 99%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT HILLTOP ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT HILLTOP ELEMENTARY ELA 5|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT HILLTOP ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 22 22 100%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT HILLTOP ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT HILLTOP ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 52 59 113%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT HILLTOP ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Gender: Female 54

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT HILLTOP ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Gender: Male 34

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT BONAIRE ELEMENTARY ELA 3|All Students 191 184 96%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT BONAIRE ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT BONAIRE ELEMENTARY ELA 3|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT BONAIRE ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 21 20 95%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT BONAIRE ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 21 20 95%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT BONAIRE ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 127 142 112%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT BONAIRE ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Gender: Female 89

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT BONAIRE ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Gender: Male 95

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT BONAIRE ELEMENTARY ELA 4|All Students 150 139 93%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT BONAIRE ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Disability 20 17 85%
2021-22 (HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT BONAIRE ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Ethnicity: African American or Black 26 25 96%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT BONAIRE ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 15]|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT BONAIRE ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 92 94 102%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT BONAIRE ELEMENTARY ELA 4(Gender: Female 79

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT BONAIRE ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Gender: Male 60

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT BONAIRE ELEMENTARY ELA 5|All Students 216 203 94%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT BONAIRE ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Disability 29 24 83%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT BONAIRE ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 34 33 97%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT BONAIRE ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 15|Recacted <15




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT BONAIRE ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 147 153 104%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT BONAIRE ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Gender: Female 103

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT BONAIRE ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Gender: Male 100

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT NORTHSIDE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|All Students 264 254 96%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT NORTHSIDE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Disability 34 30 88%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT NORTHSIDE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT NORTHSIDE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black 150 146 97%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT NORTHSIDE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic 33 33 100%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT NORTHSIDE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: White 57 72 126%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT NORTHSIDE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Female 140

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT NORTHSIDE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Male 114

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT NORTHSIDE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|All Students 269 238 88%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT NORTHSIDE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Disability 37 29 78%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT NORTHSIDE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT NORTHSIDE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black 163 144 88%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT NORTHSIDE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic 37 36 97%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT NORTHSIDE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: White 49 51 104%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT NORTHSIDE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Female 116

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT NORTHSIDE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Male 122

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT NORTHSIDE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|All Students 276 260 94%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT NORTHSIDE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Disability 37 33 89%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT NORTHSIDE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT NORTHSIDE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 169 158 93%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT NORTHSIDE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic 35 34 97%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT NORTHSIDE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: White 66 65 98%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT NORTHSIDE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Female 134

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT NORTHSIDE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Male 126

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT CENTERVILLE ELEMENTARY ELA 3|All Students 79 78 99%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT CENTERVILLE ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT CENTERVILLE ELEMENTARY ELA 3|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT CENTERVILLE ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 34 34 100%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT CENTERVILLE ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT CENTERVILLE ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 27 31 115%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT CENTERVILLE ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Gender: Female 48

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT CENTERVILLE ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Gender: Male 30

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT CENTERVILLE ELEMENTARY ELA 4|All Students 86 90 105%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT CENTERVILLE ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT CENTERVILLE ELEMENTARY ELA 4|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT CENTERVILLE ELEMENTARY ELA 4Ethnicity: African American or Black 23 27 117%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT CENTERVILLE ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT CENTERVILLE ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 40 46 115%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT CENTERVILLE ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Gender: Female 42

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT CENTERVILLE ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Gender: Male 48

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT CENTERVILLE ELEMENTARY ELA 5|All Students 81 79 98%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT CENTERVILLE ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT CENTERVILLE ELEMENTARY ELA 5|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT CENTERVILLE ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 32 33 103%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT CENTERVILLE ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT CENTERVILLE ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 39 39 100%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT CENTERVILLE ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Gender: Female 43

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT CENTERVILLE ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Gender: Male 36

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MORNINGSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 3|All Students 74 71 96%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MORNINGSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MORNINGSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 46 44 96%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MORNINGSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MORNINGSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 19 21 111%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MORNINGSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Gender: Female 34

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MORNINGSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Gender: Male 37

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MORNINGSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 4|All Students 86 69 80%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MORNINGSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MORNINGSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 4Ethnicity: African American or Black 41 44 107%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MORNINGSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MORNINGSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 19 21 111%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MORNINGSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Gender: Female 37

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MORNINGSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Gender: Male 32

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MORNINGSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 5|All Students 93 71 76%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MORNINGSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MORNINGSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 46 45 98%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MORNINGSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MORNINGSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 20 24 120%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MORNINGSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Gender: Female 31

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MORNINGSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Gender: Male 40

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT WESTSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 3|All Students 102 99 97%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT WESTSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Disability 15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT WESTSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 3|English Learners 17 17 100%
2021-22 (HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT WESTSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 59 58 98%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT WESTSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 24 24 100%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT WESTSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT WESTSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Gender: Female 53

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT WESTSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Gender: Male 46




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT WESTSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 4|All Students 100 94 94%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT WESTSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT WESTSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 4(English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT WESTSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Ethnicity: African American or Black 62 58 94%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT WESTSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 18 17 94%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT WESTSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT WESTSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 4(Gender: Female 50

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT WESTSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Gender: Male 44

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT WESTSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 5|All Students 84 82 98%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT WESTSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Disability 18 18 100%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT WESTSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 5|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT WESTSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 54 53 98%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT WESTSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 18 18 100%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT WESTSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT WESTSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Gender: Female 37

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT WESTSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Gender: Male 45

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PARKWOOD ELEMENTARY ELA 3|All Students 103 105 102%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PARKWOOD ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Disability 16|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PARKWOOD ELEMENTARY ELA 3|English Learners 16|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PARKWOOD ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 49 52 106%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PARKWOOD ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 20 20 100%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PARKWOOD ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 23 31 135%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PARKWOOD ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Gender: Female 56

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PARKWOOD ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Gender: Male 49

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PARKWOOD ELEMENTARY ELA 4|All Students 92 88 96%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PARKWOOD ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Disability 16 15 94%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PARKWOOD ELEMENTARY ELA 4(English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PARKWOOD ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Ethnicity: African American or Black 58 57 98%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PARKWOOD ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 17 16 94%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PARKWOOD ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PARKWOOD ELEMENTARY ELA 4(Gender: Female 44

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PARKWOOD ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Gender: Male 44

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PARKWOOD ELEMENTARY ELA 5|All Students 80 81 101%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PARKWOOD ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Disability 18 18 100%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PARKWOOD ELEMENTARY ELA 5|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PARKWOOD ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 48 50 104%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PARKWOOD ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 19 19 100%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PARKWOOD ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PARKWOOD ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Gender: Female 50

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PARKWOOD ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Gender: Male 31




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT TUCKER ELEMENTARY ELA 3|All Students 87 87 100%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT TUCKER ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Disability 16|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT TUCKER ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 19 19 100%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT TUCKER ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT TUCKER ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 55 61 111%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT TUCKER ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Gender: Female 47

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT TUCKER ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Gender: Male 40

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT TUCKER ELEMENTARY ELA 4|All Students 73 67 92%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT TUCKER ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT TUCKER ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Ethnicity: African American or Black 25 21 84%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT TUCKER ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT TUCKER ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 42 41 98%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT TUCKER ELEMENTARY ELA 4(Gender: Female 27

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT TUCKER ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Gender: Male 40

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT TUCKER ELEMENTARY ELA 5|All Students 66 66 100%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT TUCKER ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT TUCKER ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 18 18 100%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT TUCKER ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT TUCKER ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 42 45 107%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT TUCKER ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Gender: Female 30

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT TUCKER ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Gender: Male 36

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT KINGS CHAPEL ELEMENTARY ELA 3|All Students 84 83 99%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT KINGS CHAPEL ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 (HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT KINGS CHAPEL ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT KINGS CHAPEL ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT KINGS CHAPEL ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 64 68 106%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT KINGS CHAPEL ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Gender: Female 45

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT KINGS CHAPEL ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Gender: Male 38

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT KINGS CHAPEL ELEMENTARY ELA 4|All Students 91 88 97%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT KINGS CHAPEL ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Disability 20 20 100%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT KINGS CHAPEL ELEMENTARY ELA 4Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT KINGS CHAPEL ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT KINGS CHAPEL ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 76 79 104%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT KINGS CHAPEL ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Gender: Female 49

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT KINGS CHAPEL ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Gender: Male 39

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT KINGS CHAPEL ELEMENTARY ELA 5|All Students 80 77 96%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT KINGS CHAPEL ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT KINGS CHAPEL ELEMENTARY ELA 5|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT KINGS CHAPEL ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black [Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT KINGS CHAPEL ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT KINGS CHAPEL ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 62 63 102%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT KINGS CHAPEL ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Gender: Female 42

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT KINGS CHAPEL ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Gender: Male 35

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LINDSEY ELEMENTARY ELA 3|All Students 28 27 96%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LINDSEY ELEMENTARY ELA 3| Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LINDSEY ELEMENTARY ELA 3|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LINDSEY ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 17 16 94%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LINDSEY ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LINDSEY ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LINDSEY ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Gender: Female Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LINDSEY ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Gender: Male 16

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LINDSEY ELEMENTARY ELA 4|All Students 38 38 100%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LINDSEY ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LINDSEY ELEMENTARY ELA 4|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LINDSEY ELEMENTARY ELA 4Ethnicity: African American or Black 25 25 100%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LINDSEY ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LINDSEY ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LINDSEY ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Gender: Female 19

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LINDSEY ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Gender: Male 19

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LINDSEY ELEMENTARY ELA 5|All Students 36 36 100%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LINDSEY ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LINDSEY ELEMENTARY ELA 5|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LINDSEY ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 26 26 100%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LINDSEY ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LINDSEY ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LINDSEY ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Gender: Female 16

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LINDSEY ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Gender: Male 20

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT RUSSELL ELEMENTARY ELA 3|All Students 79 76 96%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT RUSSELL ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT RUSSELL ELEMENTARY ELA 3|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT RUSSELL ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 24 24 100%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT RUSSELL ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 19 17 89%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT RUSSELL ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 22 27 123%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT RUSSELL ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Gender: Female 32

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT RUSSELL ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Gender: Male 44

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT RUSSELL ELEMENTARY ELA 4|All Students 93 107 115%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT RUSSELL ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Disability 18 18 100%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT RUSSELL ELEMENTARY ELA 4|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT RUSSELL ELEMENTARY ELA 4Ethnicity: African American or Black 33 45 136%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT RUSSELL ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 19 19 100%




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT RUSSELL ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 31 39 126%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT RUSSELL ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Gender: Female 48

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT RUSSELL ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Gender: Male 59

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT RUSSELL ELEMENTARY ELA 5|All Students 105 103 98%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT RUSSELL ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Disability 21 20 95%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT RUSSELL ELEMENTARY ELA 5|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT RUSSELL ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 45 46 102%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT RUSSELL ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT RUSSELL ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 38 44 116%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT RUSSELL ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Gender: Female 53

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT RUSSELL ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Gender: Male 50

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MILLER ELEMENTARY ELA 3|All Students 74 70 95%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MILLER ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Disability 19 17 89%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MILLER ELEMENTARY ELA 3|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MILLER ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 50 48 96%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MILLER ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MILLER ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MILLER ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Gender: Female 35

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MILLER ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Gender: Male 35

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MILLER ELEMENTARY ELA 4|All Students 86 82 95%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MILLER ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Disability 19 17 89%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MILLER ELEMENTARY ELA 4|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MILLER ELEMENTARY ELA 4Ethnicity: African American or Black 51 49 96%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MILLER ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MILLER ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 20 26 130%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MILLER ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Gender: Female 50

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MILLER ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Gender: Male 32

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MILLER ELEMENTARY ELA 5|All Students 93 82 88%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MILLER ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MILLER ELEMENTARY ELA 5|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MILLER ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 52 45 87%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MILLER ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MILLER ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 30 27 90%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MILLER ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Gender: Female 36

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MILLER ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Gender: Male 46

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT SHIRLEY HILLS ELEMENTARY ELA 3|All Students 70 65 93%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT SHIRLEY HILLS ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT SHIRLEY HILLS ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 41 39 95%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT SHIRLEY HILLS ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT SHIRLEY HILLS ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 18 20 111%




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT SHIRLEY HILLS ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Gender: Female 34

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT SHIRLEY HILLS ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Gender: Male 31

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT SHIRLEY HILLS ELEMENTARY ELA 4|All Students 77 72 94%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT SHIRLEY HILLS ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT SHIRLEY HILLS ELEMENTARY ELA 4Ethnicity: African American or Black 31 29 94%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT SHIRLEY HILLS ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT SHIRLEY HILLS ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 29 35 121%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT SHIRLEY HILLS ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Gender: Female 35

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT SHIRLEY HILLS ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Gender: Male 37

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT SHIRLEY HILLS ELEMENTARY ELA 5|All Students 82 78 95%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT SHIRLEY HILLS ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Disability 16 15 94%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT SHIRLEY HILLS ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 39 35 90%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT SHIRLEY HILLS ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT SHIRLEY HILLS ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 31 37 119%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT SHIRLEY HILLS ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Gender: Female 41

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT SHIRLEY HILLS ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Gender: Male 37

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT WARNER ROBINS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|All Students 234 218 93%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT WARNER ROBINS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Disability 34 32 94%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT WARNER ROBINS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|English Learners 18|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT WARNER ROBINS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black 100 95 95%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT WARNER ROBINS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic 31 29 94%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT WARNER ROBINS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: White 72 86 119%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT WARNER ROBINS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Female 108

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT WARNER ROBINS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6/Gender: Male 110

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT WARNER ROBINS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|All Students 254 231 91%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT WARNER ROBINS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Disability 23 21 91%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT WARNER ROBINS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT WARNER ROBINS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black 123 118 96%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT WARNER ROBINS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic 31 27 87%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT WARNER ROBINS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: White 75 81 108%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT WARNER ROBINS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Female 120

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT WARNER ROBINS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Male 111

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT WARNER ROBINS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|All Students 258 227 88%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT WARNER ROBINS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Disability 30 32 107%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT WARNER ROBINS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT WARNER ROBINS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 118 104 88%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT WARNER ROBINS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic 38 33 87%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT WARNER ROBINS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: White 72 83 115%
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT WARNER ROBINS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Female 125

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT WARNER ROBINS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Male 102




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM WEST JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 187 182 97%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM WEST JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability 39 31 79%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM WEST JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners 17|Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM WEST JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM WEST JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 39 37 95%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM WEST JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 123 119 97%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM WEST JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 94

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM WEST JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 88

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM WEST JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 168 167 99%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM WEST JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability 28 24 86%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM WEST JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|English Learners 16|Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM WEST JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: African American or Black 19 19 100%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM WEST JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 33 33 100%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM WEST JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 101 100 99%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM WEST JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4(Gender: Female 74

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM WEST JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 93

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM WEST JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 174 171 98%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM WEST JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability 36 33 92%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM WEST JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners 16|Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM WEST JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 16|Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM WEST JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 43 43 100%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM WEST JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 100 99 99%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM WEST JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 90

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM WEST JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 81

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM EAST JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 86 86 100%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM EAST JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability 24 22 92%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM EAST JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM EAST JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM EAST JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM EAST JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 62 62 100%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM EAST JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 45

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM EAST JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 41

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM EAST JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 90 89 99%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM EAST JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability 26 24 92%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM EAST JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM EAST JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM EAST JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM EAST JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 74 73 99%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM EAST JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|(Gender: Female 44

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM EAST JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 45




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM EAST JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 88 84 95%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM EAST JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability 27 20 74%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM EAST JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM EAST JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM EAST JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM EAST JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 67 64 96%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM EAST JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 44

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM EAST JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 40

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM EAST JACKSON COMPREHENSIVE HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|All Students 303 280 92%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM EAST JACKSON COMPREHENSIVE HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|Disability 54 42 78%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM EAST JACKSON COMPREHENSIVE HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|English Learners S 21

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM EAST JACKSON COMPREHENSIVE HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 24 20 83%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM EAST JACKSON COMPREHENSIVE HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic 62 60 97%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM EAST JACKSON COMPREHENSIVE HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: White 209 184 88%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM EAST JACKSON COMPREHENSIVE HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Female 133

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM EAST JACKSON COMPREHENSIVE HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Male 147

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM EAST JACKSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|All Students 250 231 92%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM EAST JACKSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Disability 48 39 81%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM EAST JACKSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|English Learners 44 29 66%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM EAST JACKSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black 18 17 94%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM EAST JACKSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic 60 55 92%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM EAST JACKSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: White 168 149 89%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM EAST JACKSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Female 108

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM EAST JACKSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6/Gender: Male 123

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM EAST JACKSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|All Students 259 240 93%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM EAST JACKSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Disability 48 34 71%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM EAST JACKSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|English Learners 42 31 74%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM EAST JACKSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM EAST JACKSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic 58 57 98%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM EAST JACKSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: White 180 160 89%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM EAST JACKSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Female 125

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM EAST JACKSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Male 115

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM GUM SPRINGS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 170 169 99%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM GUM SPRINGS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability 24 21 88%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM GUM SPRINGS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black [Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM GUM SPRINGS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM GUM SPRINGS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 144 141 98%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM GUM SPRINGS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 90

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM GUM SPRINGS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 79

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM GUM SPRINGS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 163 161 99%




GMAP Participation - School/ELA
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2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM GUM SPRINGS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability 30 27 90%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM GUM SPRINGS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM GUM SPRINGS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4(Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM GUM SPRINGS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 18 17 94%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM GUM SPRINGS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 124 119 96%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM GUM SPRINGS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Female 72

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM GUM SPRINGS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 89

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM GUM SPRINGS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 201 200 100%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM GUM SPRINGS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability 27 28 104%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM GUM SPRINGS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM GUM SPRINGS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black [Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM GUM SPRINGS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 19 18 95%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM GUM SPRINGS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 157 155 99%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM GUM SPRINGS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 99

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM GUM SPRINGS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 101

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM WEST JACKSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|All Students 452 429 95%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM WEST JACKSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Disability 68 59 87%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM WEST JACKSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|English Learners 59 25 42%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM WEST JACKSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black 39 36 92%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM WEST JACKSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic 88 84 95%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM WEST JACKSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: White 276 259 94%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM WEST JACKSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Female 207

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM WEST JACKSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Male 222

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM WEST JACKSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|All Students 467 444 95%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM WEST JACKSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Disability 63 57 90%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM WEST JACKSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|English Learners 55 32 58%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM WEST JACKSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black 30 27 90%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM WEST JACKSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic 91 83 91%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM WEST JACKSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: White 313 297 95%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM WEST JACKSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Female 222

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM WEST JACKSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Male 222

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM WEST JACKSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|All Students 474 456 96%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM WEST JACKSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Disability 67 50 75%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM WEST JACKSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|English Learners 36 21 58%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM WEST JACKSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 43 41 95%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM WEST JACKSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic 72 68 94%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM WEST JACKSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: White 315 301 96%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM WEST JACKSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Female 231

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM WEST JACKSON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Male 225

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM MAYSVILLE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 55 55 100%




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM MAYSVILLE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3| Disability 16|Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM MAYSVILLE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM MAYSVILLE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black [Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM MAYSVILLE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM MAYSVILLE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 39 39 100%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM MAYSVILLE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 28

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM MAYSVILLE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 27

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM MAYSVILLE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 53 52 98%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM MAYSVILLE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM MAYSVILLE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM MAYSVILLE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4(Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM MAYSVILLE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM MAYSVILLE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 36 33 92%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM MAYSVILLE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Female 19

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM MAYSVILLE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 33

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM MAYSVILLE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 52 50 96%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM MAYSVILLE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability 16 15 94%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM MAYSVILLE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM MAYSVILLE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black [Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM MAYSVILLE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM MAYSVILLE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 37 33 89%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM MAYSVILLE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 21

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM MAYSVILLE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 29

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM NORTH JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 79 76 96%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM NORTH JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM NORTH JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM NORTH JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 23 21 91%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM NORTH JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 38 37 97%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM NORTH JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 29

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM NORTH JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 47

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM NORTH JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 77 76 99%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM NORTH JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability 15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM NORTH JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM NORTH JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM NORTH JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 42 41 98%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM NORTH JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Female 38

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM NORTH JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 38

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM NORTH JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 92 89 97%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM NORTH JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM NORTH JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM NORTH JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 25 25 100%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM NORTH JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 49 48 98%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM NORTH JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 44

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM NORTH JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 45

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM SOUTH JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 95 95 100%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM SOUTH JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability 18|Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM SOUTH JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners 18 17 94%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM SOUTH JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM SOUTH JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 25 24 96%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM SOUTH JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 56 55 98%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM SOUTH JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 44

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM SOUTH JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 51

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM SOUTH JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 92 88 96%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM SOUTH JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability 20 17 85%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM SOUTH JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4(English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM SOUTH JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM SOUTH JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM SOUTH JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 68 66 97%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM SOUTH JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4(Gender: Female 49

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM SOUTH JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 39

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM SOUTH JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 102 105 103%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM SOUTH JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability 22 21 95%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM SOUTH JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners 20|Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM SOUTH JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM SOUTH JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 25 25 100%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM SOUTH JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 70 69 99%
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM SOUTH JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 49

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM SOUTH JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 56

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM JACKSON CONNECT ELA 3|All Students Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM JACKSON CONNECT ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM JACKSON CONNECT ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM JACKSON CONNECT ELA 3|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM JACKSON CONNECT ELA 3|Gender: Female Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM JACKSON CONNECT ELA 3|Gender: Male Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM JACKSON CONNECT ELA 4|All Students Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM JACKSON CONNECT ELA 4|Ethnicity: African American or Black Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM JACKSON CONNECT ELA 4|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM JACKSON CONNECT ELA 4|Gender: Female Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM JACKSON CONNECT ELA 4|Gender: Male Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM JACKSON CONNECT ELA 5|All Students Recacted <15




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM JACKSON CONNECT ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM JACKSON CONNECT ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM JACKSON CONNECT ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM JACKSON CONNECT ELA 5|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM JACKSON CONNECT ELA 5|Gender: Female Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM JACKSON CONNECT ELA 5|Gender: Male Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM JACKSON CONNECT ELA 6|All Students Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM JACKSON CONNECT ELA 6|Disability Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM JACKSON CONNECT ELA 6|English Learners Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM JACKSON CONNECT ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM JACKSON CONNECT ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM JACKSON CONNECT ELA 6|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM JACKSON CONNECT ELA 6|Gender: Female Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM JACKSON CONNECT ELA 6/Gender: Male Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM JACKSON CONNECT ELA 7|All Students Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM JACKSON CONNECT ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM JACKSON CONNECT ELA 7|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM JACKSON CONNECT ELA 7|Gender: Female Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM JACKSON CONNECT ELA 7|Gender: Male Recacted <15

2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) WASHINGTON PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 211 171 81%
2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) WASHINGTON PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) WASHINGTON PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) WASHINGTON PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 41 27 66%
2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) WASHINGTON PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) WASHINGTON PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 137 118 86%
2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) WASHINGTON PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 75

2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) WASHINGTON PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 96

2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) WASHINGTON PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 222 188 85%
2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) WASHINGTON PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability 17 17 100%
2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) WASHINGTON PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) WASHINGTON PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4Ethnicity: African American or Black 35 28 80%
2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) WASHINGTON PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 18 18 100%
2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) WASHINGTON PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 153 135 88%
2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) WASHINGTON PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Female 102

2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) WASHINGTON PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 86

2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) WASHINGTON PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 245 211 86%
2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) WASHINGTON PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability 22 22 100%
2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) WASHINGTON PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) WASHINGTON PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 49 39 80%
2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) WASHINGTON PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 15 15 100%




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) WASHINGTON PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 164 147 90%
2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) WASHINGTON PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 110

2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) WASHINGTON PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 101

2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) JASPER COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|All Students 221 167 76%
2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) JASPER COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Disability 24 23 96%
2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) JASPER COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) JASPER COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black 40 31 78%
2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) JASPER COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic 21 19 90%
2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) JASPER COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: White 140 109 78%
2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) JASPER COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Female 76

2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) JASPER COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Male 91

2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) JASPER COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|All Students 214 174 81%
2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) JASPER COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Disability 18 17 94%
2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) JASPER COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) JASPER COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black 44 37 84%
2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) JASPER COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic 15 15 100%
2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) JASPER COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: White 126 111 88%
2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) JASPER COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Female 79

2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) JASPER COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Male 95

2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) JASPER COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|All Students 215 180 84%
2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) JASPER COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Disability 26 26 100%
2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) JASPER COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 45 39 87%
2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) JASPER COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic 16 17 106%
2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) JASPER COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: White 128 114 89%
2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) JASPER COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Female 79

2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) JASPER COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Male 101

2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) JASPER COUNTY VIRTUAL MS ELA 6|All Students Recacted <15

2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) JASPER COUNTY VIRTUAL MS ELA 6|Disability Recacted <15

2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) JASPER COUNTY VIRTUAL MS ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black Recacted <15

2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) JASPER COUNTY VIRTUAL MS ELA 6|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15

2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) JASPER COUNTY VIRTUAL MS ELA 6|Gender: Female Recacted <15

2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) JASPER COUNTY VIRTUAL MS ELA 6/Gender: Male Recacted <15

2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) JASPER COUNTY VIRTUAL MS ELA 7|All Students Recacted <15

2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) JASPER COUNTY VIRTUAL MS ELA 7|Disability Recacted <15

2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) JASPER COUNTY VIRTUAL MS ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black Recacted <15

2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) JASPER COUNTY VIRTUAL MS ELA 7|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15

2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) JASPER COUNTY VIRTUAL MS ELA 7|Gender: Female Recacted <15

2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) JASPER COUNTY VIRTUAL MS ELA 7|Gender: Male Recacted <15

2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) JASPER COUNTY VIRTUAL MS ELA 8|All Students Recacted <15

2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) JASPER COUNTY VIRTUAL MS ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black Recacted <15




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) JASPER COUNTY VIRTUAL MS ELA 8|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15

2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) JASPER COUNTY VIRTUAL MS ELA 8|Gender: Female Recacted <15

2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) JASPER COUNTY VIRTUAL MS ELA 8|Gender: Male Recacted <15

2021-22 [OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS OGLETHORPE COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|All Students 170 83 49%
2021-22 [OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS OGLETHORPE COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Disability 24|Recacted <15

2021-22 |OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS OGLETHORPE COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black 29]|Recacted <15

2021-22 [OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS OGLETHORPE COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic 19]|Recacted <15

2021-22 [OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS OGLETHORPE COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: White 109 59 54%
2021-22 [OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS OGLETHORPE COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Female 39

2021-22 [OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS OGLETHORPE COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6/Gender: Male 44

2021-22 [OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS OGLETHORPE COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|All Students 162 68 42%
2021-22 [OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS OGLETHORPE COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Disability 22|Recacted <15

2021-22 [OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS OGLETHORPE COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black 32|Recacted <15

2021-22 [OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS OGLETHORPE COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS OGLETHORPE COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: White 100 41 41%
2021-22 [OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS OGLETHORPE COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Female 38

2021-22 [OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS OGLETHORPE COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Male 30

2021-22 [OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS OGLETHORPE COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|All Students 193 81 42%
2021-22 [OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS OGLETHORPE COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Disability 29|Recacted <15

2021-22 |OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS OGLETHORPE COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 31|Recacted <15

2021-22 [OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS OGLETHORPE COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic 23|Recacted <15

2021-22 [OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS OGLETHORPE COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: White 125 54 43%
2021-22 [OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS OGLETHORPE COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Female 38

2021-22 [OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS OGLETHORPE COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Male 43

2021-22 [OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS OGLETHORPE COUNTY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 144 75 52%
2021-22 [OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS OGLETHORPE COUNTY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability 22|Recacted <15

2021-22 [OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS OGLETHORPE COUNTY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 30 16 53%
2021-22 [OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS OGLETHORPE COUNTY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS OGLETHORPE COUNTY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 88 47 53%
2021-22 [OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS OGLETHORPE COUNTY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 36

2021-22 [OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS OGLETHORPE COUNTY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 39

2021-22 [OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS OGLETHORPE COUNTY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 164 64 39%
2021-22 [OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS OGLETHORPE COUNTY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS OGLETHORPE COUNTY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: African American or Black 35|Recacted <15

2021-22 [OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS OGLETHORPE COUNTY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 17|Recacted <15

2021-22 [OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS OGLETHORPE COUNTY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 97 38 39%
2021-22 [OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS OGLETHORPE COUNTY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|(Gender: Female 26

2021-22 [OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS OGLETHORPE COUNTY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 38

2021-22 [OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS OGLETHORPE COUNTY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 189 88 47%
2021-22 [OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS OGLETHORPE COUNTY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability 24 |Recacted <15




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS OGLETHORPE COUNTY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 37 18 49%
2021-22 [OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS OGLETHORPE COUNTY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 17|Recacted <15

2021-22 [OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS OGLETHORPE COUNTY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 115 50 43%
2021-22 [OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS OGLETHORPE COUNTY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 44

2021-22 [OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS OGLETHORPE COUNTY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 44

2021-22 [SEMINOLE COUNTY SEMINOLE COUNTY MIDDLE/HIGH SCHOOL ELA 6|All Students 91 89 98%
2021-22 [SEMINOLE COUNTY SEMINOLE COUNTY MIDDLE/HIGH SCHOOL ELA 6|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [SEMINOLE COUNTY SEMINOLE COUNTY MIDDLE/HIGH SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black 35 33 94%
2021-22 [SEMINOLE COUNTY SEMINOLE COUNTY MIDDLE/HIGH SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [SEMINOLE COUNTY SEMINOLE COUNTY MIDDLE/HIGH SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: White 46 47 102%
2021-22 [SEMINOLE COUNTY SEMINOLE COUNTY MIDDLE/HIGH SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Female 42

2021-22 [SEMINOLE COUNTY SEMINOLE COUNTY MIDDLE/HIGH SCHOOL ELA 6/Gender: Male 47

2021-22 [SEMINOLE COUNTY SEMINOLE COUNTY MIDDLE/HIGH SCHOOL ELA 7|All Students 87 83 95%
2021-22 [SEMINOLE COUNTY SEMINOLE COUNTY MIDDLE/HIGH SCHOOL ELA 7|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [SEMINOLE COUNTY SEMINOLE COUNTY MIDDLE/HIGH SCHOOL ELA 7|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [SEMINOLE COUNTY SEMINOLE COUNTY MIDDLE/HIGH SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black 38 35 92%
2021-22 [SEMINOLE COUNTY SEMINOLE COUNTY MIDDLE/HIGH SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [SEMINOLE COUNTY SEMINOLE COUNTY MIDDLE/HIGH SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: White 42 40 95%
2021-22 [SEMINOLE COUNTY SEMINOLE COUNTY MIDDLE/HIGH SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Female 43

2021-22 [SEMINOLE COUNTY SEMINOLE COUNTY MIDDLE/HIGH SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Male 40

2021-22 [SEMINOLE COUNTY SEMINOLE COUNTY MIDDLE/HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|All Students 97 90 93%
2021-22 [SEMINOLE COUNTY SEMINOLE COUNTY MIDDLE/HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [SEMINOLE COUNTY SEMINOLE COUNTY MIDDLE/HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 41 39 95%
2021-22 [SEMINOLE COUNTY SEMINOLE COUNTY MIDDLE/HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [SEMINOLE COUNTY SEMINOLE COUNTY MIDDLE/HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: White 46 41 89%
2021-22 [SEMINOLE COUNTY SEMINOLE COUNTY MIDDLE/HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Female 46

2021-22 [SEMINOLE COUNTY SEMINOLE COUNTY MIDDLE/HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Male 44

2021-22 [SEMINOLE COUNTY SEMINOLE COUNTY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 100 99 99%
2021-22 [SEMINOLE COUNTY SEMINOLE COUNTY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [SEMINOLE COUNTY SEMINOLE COUNTY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 44 45 102%
2021-22 [SEMINOLE COUNTY SEMINOLE COUNTY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 48 48 100%
2021-22 [SEMINOLE COUNTY SEMINOLE COUNTY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 49

2021-22 [SEMINOLE COUNTY SEMINOLE COUNTY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 50

2021-22 [SEMINOLE COUNTY SEMINOLE COUNTY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 88 88 100%
2021-22 [SEMINOLE COUNTY SEMINOLE COUNTY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [SEMINOLE COUNTY SEMINOLE COUNTY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: African American or Black 35 35 100%
2021-22 [SEMINOLE COUNTY SEMINOLE COUNTY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [SEMINOLE COUNTY SEMINOLE COUNTY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 46 46 100%
2021-22 [SEMINOLE COUNTY SEMINOLE COUNTY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|(Gender: Female 47

2021-22 [SEMINOLE COUNTY SEMINOLE COUNTY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 41




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [SEMINOLE COUNTY SEMINOLE COUNTY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 103 103 100%
2021-22 [SEMINOLE COUNTY SEMINOLE COUNTY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15
2021-22 [SEMINOLE COUNTY SEMINOLE COUNTY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 43(Recacted <15
2021-22 [SEMINOLE COUNTY SEMINOLE COUNTY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15
2021-22 [SEMINOLE COUNTY SEMINOLE COUNTY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 54|Recacted <15
2021-22 [SEMINOLE COUNTY SEMINOLE COUNTY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 52
2021-22 [SEMINOLE COUNTY SEMINOLE COUNTY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 51
2021-22 [TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS TREUTLEN ELEMENTARY ELA 3|All Students 66
2021-22 [TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS TREUTLEN ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15
2021-22 [TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS TREUTLEN ELEMENTARY ELA 3|English Learners Recacted <15
2021-22 [TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS TREUTLEN ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 29
2021-22 [TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS TREUTLEN ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15
2021-22 [TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS TREUTLEN ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 32
2021-22 [TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS TREUTLEN ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Gender: Female 30
2021-22 [TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS TREUTLEN ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Gender: Male 36
2021-22 [TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS TREUTLEN ELEMENTARY ELA 4|All Students 70
2021-22 [TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS TREUTLEN ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15
2021-22 [TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS TREUTLEN ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Ethnicity: African American or Black 26
2021-22 [TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS TREUTLEN ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15
2021-22 [TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS TREUTLEN ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 37
2021-22 [TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS TREUTLEN ELEMENTARY ELA 4|(Gender: Female 35
2021-22 [TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS TREUTLEN ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Gender: Male 35
2021-22 [TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS TREUTLEN ELEMENTARY ELA 5|All Students 70
2021-22 [TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS TREUTLEN ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15
2021-22 [TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS TREUTLEN ELEMENTARY ELA 5|English Learners Recacted <15
2021-22 [TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS TREUTLEN ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 20
2021-22 [TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS TREUTLEN ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15
2021-22 [TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS TREUTLEN ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 43
2021-22 [TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS TREUTLEN ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Gender: Female 36
2021-22 [TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS TREUTLEN ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Gender: Male 34
2021-22 [TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS TREUTLEN MIDDLE/HIGH SCHOOL ELA 6|All Students 101
2021-22 [TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS TREUTLEN MIDDLE/HIGH SCHOOL ELA 6|Disability 19
2021-22 [TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS TREUTLEN MIDDLE/HIGH SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black 43
2021-22 [TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS TREUTLEN MIDDLE/HIGH SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15
2021-22 [TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS TREUTLEN MIDDLE/HIGH SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: White 50
2021-22 [TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS TREUTLEN MIDDLE/HIGH SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Female 50
2021-22 [TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS TREUTLEN MIDDLE/HIGH SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Male 51
2021-22 [TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS TREUTLEN MIDDLE/HIGH SCHOOL ELA 7|All Students 85
2021-22 [TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS TREUTLEN MIDDLE/HIGH SCHOOL ELA 7|Disability Recacted <15
2021-22 [TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS TREUTLEN MIDDLE/HIGH SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black 36




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS TREUTLEN MIDDLE/HIGH SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15

2021-22 [TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS TREUTLEN MIDDLE/HIGH SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: White 47

2021-22 [TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS TREUTLEN MIDDLE/HIGH SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Female 44

2021-22 [TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS TREUTLEN MIDDLE/HIGH SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Male 41

2021-22 [TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS TREUTLEN MIDDLE/HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|All Students 73

2021-22 [TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS TREUTLEN MIDDLE/HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|Disability Recacted <15

2021-22 [TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS TREUTLEN MIDDLE/HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|English Learners Recacted <15

2021-22 [TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS TREUTLEN MIDDLE/HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 28

2021-22 [TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS TREUTLEN MIDDLE/HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15

2021-22 [TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS TREUTLEN MIDDLE/HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: White 40

2021-22 [TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS TREUTLEN MIDDLE/HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Female 43

2021-22 [TREUTLEN COUNTY SCHOOLS TREUTLEN MIDDLE/HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Male 30

2021-22 [CALHOUN CITY CALHOUN MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|All Students 316 265 84%
2021-22 [CALHOUN CITY CALHOUN MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Disability 32 24 75%
2021-22 [CALHOUN CITY CALHOUN MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|English Learners 48 [Recacted <15

2021-22 [CALHOUN CITY CALHOUN MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black 20 17 85%
2021-22 [CALHOUN CITY CALHOUN MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic 115 99 86%
2021-22 [CALHOUN CITY CALHOUN MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: White 157 130 83%
2021-22 [CALHOUN CITY CALHOUN MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Female 128

2021-22 [CALHOUN CITY CALHOUN MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6/Gender: Male 137

2021-22 [CALHOUN CITY CALHOUN MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|All Students 295 256 87%
2021-22 [CALHOUN CITY CALHOUN MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Disability 42 35 83%
2021-22 [CALHOUN CITY CALHOUN MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black 22 19 86%
2021-22 [CALHOUN CITY CALHOUN MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic 98 90 92%
2021-22 [CALHOUN CITY CALHOUN MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: White 159 132 83%
2021-22 [CALHOUN CITY CALHOUN MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Female 138

2021-22 [CALHOUN CITY CALHOUN MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Male 118

2021-22 [CALHOUN CITY CALHOUN MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|All Students 337 317 94%
2021-22 [CALHOUN CITY CALHOUN MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Disability 32 29 91%
2021-22 [CALHOUN CITY CALHOUN MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 23 23 100%
2021-22 [CALHOUN CITY CALHOUN MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic 129 122 95%
2021-22 [CALHOUN CITY CALHOUN MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: White 164 153 93%
2021-22 [CALHOUN CITY CALHOUN MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Female 146

2021-22 [CALHOUN CITY CALHOUN MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Male 171

2021-22 [CALHOUN CITY CALHOUN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 316 297 94%
2021-22 [CALHOUN CITY CALHOUN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability 53 39 74%
2021-22 [CALHOUN CITY CALHOUN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners 74 74 100%
2021-22 [CALHOUN CITY CALHOUN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 23 21 91%
2021-22 [CALHOUN CITY CALHOUN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 116 108 93%
2021-22 [CALHOUN CITY CALHOUN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 148 141 95%




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [CALHOUN CITY CALHOUN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 152

2021-22 [CALHOUN CITY CALHOUN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 145

2021-22 [CALHOUN CITY CALHOUN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 288 263 91%
2021-22 [CALHOUN CITY CALHOUN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability 28 19 68%
2021-22 [CALHOUN CITY CALHOUN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4(Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CALHOUN CITY CALHOUN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 96 89 93%
2021-22 [CALHOUN CITY CALHOUN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 163 146 90%
2021-22 [CALHOUN CITY CALHOUN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Female 140

2021-22 [CALHOUN CITY CALHOUN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 123

2021-22 [CALHOUN CITY CALHOUN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 282 262 93%
2021-22 [CALHOUN CITY CALHOUN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability 36 26 72%
2021-22 [CALHOUN CITY CALHOUN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners 34|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CALHOUN CITY CALHOUN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 20 18 90%
2021-22 [CALHOUN CITY CALHOUN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 106 101 95%
2021-22 [CALHOUN CITY CALHOUN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 131 120 92%
2021-22 [CALHOUN CITY CALHOUN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 130

2021-22 [CALHOUN CITY CALHOUN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 132

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS PARK CREEK SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 72 72 100%
2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS PARK CREEK SCHOOL ELA 3| Disability 16|Recacted <15

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS PARK CREEK SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners 41 33 80%
2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS PARK CREEK SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black [Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS PARK CREEK SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 61 61 100%
2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS PARK CREEK SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS PARK CREEK SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 41

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS PARK CREEK SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 31

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS PARK CREEK SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 88 82 93%
2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS PARK CREEK SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability 20|Recacted <15

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS PARK CREEK SCHOOL ELA 4|English Learners 36 29 81%
2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS PARK CREEK SCHOOL ELA 4Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS PARK CREEK SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 74 73 99%
2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS PARK CREEK SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS PARK CREEK SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Female 47

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS PARK CREEK SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 35

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS PARK CREEK SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 75 76 101%
2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS PARK CREEK SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS PARK CREEK SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners 19 16 84%
2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS PARK CREEK SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black [Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS PARK CREEK SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 63 63 100%
2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS PARK CREEK SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS PARK CREEK SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 45




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS PARK CREEK SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 31

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS BLUE RIDGE ELEMENTARY ELA 3|All Students 94 91 97%
2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS BLUE RIDGE ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Disability 22|Recacted <15

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS BLUE RIDGE ELEMENTARY ELA 3|English Learners 58 27 47%
2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS BLUE RIDGE ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 88 86 98%
2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS BLUE RIDGE ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS BLUE RIDGE ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Gender: Female 40

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS BLUE RIDGE ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Gender: Male 51

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS BLUE RIDGE ELEMENTARY ELA 4|All Students 91 88 97%
2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS BLUE RIDGE ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Disability 16|Recacted <15

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS BLUE RIDGE ELEMENTARY ELA 4|English Learners 42 35 83%
2021-22 |DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS BLUE RIDGE ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS BLUE RIDGE ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 87 84 97%
2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS BLUE RIDGE ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS BLUE RIDGE ELEMENTARY ELA 4(Gender: Female 47

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS BLUE RIDGE ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Gender: Male 41

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS BLUE RIDGE ELEMENTARY ELA 5|All Students 97 97 100%
2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS BLUE RIDGE ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Disability 21 18 86%
2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS BLUE RIDGE ELEMENTARY ELA 5|English Learners 36 26 72%
2021-22 |DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS BLUE RIDGE ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS BLUE RIDGE ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 86 85 99%
2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS BLUE RIDGE ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS BLUE RIDGE ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Gender: Female 46

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS BLUE RIDGE ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Gender: Male 51

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS WESTWOOD SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 83 84 101%
2021-22 |DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS WESTWOOD SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15[Recacted <15

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS WESTWOOD SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners 26 19 73%
2021-22 |DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS WESTWOOD SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS WESTWOOD SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 36 36 100%
2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS WESTWOOD SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 36 36 100%
2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS WESTWOOD SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 40

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS WESTWOOD SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 44

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS WESTWOOD SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 81 79 98%
2021-22 |DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS WESTWOOD SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15[Recacted <15

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS WESTWOOD SCHOOL ELA 4|English Learners 18|Recacted <15

2021-22 |DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS WESTWOOD SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS WESTWOOD SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 36 36 100%
2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS WESTWOOD SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 30 28 93%
2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS WESTWOOD SCHOOL ELA 4|(Gender: Female 35

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS WESTWOOD SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 44




GMAP Participation - School/ELA
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2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS WESTWOOD SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 80 80 100%
2021-22 |DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS WESTWOOD SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15[Recacted <15

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS WESTWOOD SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners 15]|Recacted <15

2021-22 |DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS WESTWOOD SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS WESTWOOD SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 28 28 100%
2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS WESTWOOD SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 34 34 100%
2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS WESTWOOD SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 40

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS WESTWOOD SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 40

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS CITY PARK SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 111 111 100%
2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS CITY PARK SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability 20 19 95%
2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS CITY PARK SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners 39 24 62%
2021-22 |DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS CITY PARK SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS CITY PARK SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 79 79 100%
2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS CITY PARK SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 17 17 100%
2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS CITY PARK SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 60

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS CITY PARK SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 51

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS CITY PARK SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 97 97 100%
2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS CITY PARK SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability 24 23 96%
2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS CITY PARK SCHOOL ELA 4(English Learners 31|Recacted <15

2021-22 |DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS CITY PARK SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS CITY PARK SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 65 65 100%
2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS CITY PARK SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS CITY PARK SCHOOL ELA 4(Gender: Female 57

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS CITY PARK SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 40

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS CITY PARK SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 84 84 100%
2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS CITY PARK SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability 18 18 100%
2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS CITY PARK SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners 26 16 62%
2021-22 |DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS CITY PARK SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS CITY PARK SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 62 62 100%
2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS CITY PARK SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS CITY PARK SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 43

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS CITY PARK SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 41

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAMMOND CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|All Students 578 565 98%
2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAMMOND CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Disability 96 81 84%
2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAMMOND CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|English Learners 110 64 58%
2021-22 |DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAMMOND CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black 35 35 100%
2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAMMOND CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic 416 408 98%
2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAMMOND CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: White 99 94 95%
2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAMMOND CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Female 259

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAMMOND CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6/Gender: Male 306




GMAP Participation - School/ELA
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2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAMMOND CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|All Students 559 546 98%
2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAMMOND CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Disability 88 73 83%
2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAMMOND CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|English Learners 110 71 65%
2021-22 |DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAMMOND CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black 20 20 100%
2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAMMOND CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic 395 386 98%
2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAMMOND CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: White 114 112 98%
2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAMMOND CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Female 290

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAMMOND CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Male 256

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS DALTON JR HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|All Students 630 623 99%
2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS DALTON JR HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|Disability 83 77 93%
2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS DALTON JR HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|English Learners 122 82 67%
2021-22 |DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS DALTON JR HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 23 23 100%
2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS DALTON JR HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic 445 440 99%
2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS DALTON JR HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: White 128 126 98%
2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS DALTON JR HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Female 294

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS DALTON JR HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Male 329

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS BROOKWOOD SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 101 100 99%
2021-22 |DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS BROOKWOOD SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15[Recacted <15

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS BROOKWOOD SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners 19]|Recacted <15

2021-22 |DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS BROOKWOOD SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS BROOKWOOD SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 44 44 100%
2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS BROOKWOOD SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 44 44 100%
2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS BROOKWOOD SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 51

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS BROOKWOOD SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 49

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS BROOKWOOD SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 115 116 101%
2021-22 |DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS BROOKWOOD SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15[Recacted <15

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS BROOKWOOD SCHOOL ELA 4(English Learners 16 15 94%
2021-22 |DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS BROOKWOOD SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS BROOKWOOD SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 57 57 100%
2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS BROOKWOOD SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 43 43 100%
2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS BROOKWOOD SCHOOL ELA 4(Gender: Female 59

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS BROOKWOOD SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 57

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS BROOKWOOD SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 107 107 100%
2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS BROOKWOOD SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability 16 16 100%
2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS BROOKWOOD SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 |DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS BROOKWOOD SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS BROOKWOOD SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 46 46 100%
2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS BROOKWOOD SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 47 47 100%
2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS BROOKWOOD SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 46

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS BROOKWOOD SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 61




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ROAN SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 59 58 98%
2021-22 |DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ROAN SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15[Recacted <15

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ROAN SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners 40 21 53%
2021-22 |DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ROAN SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ROAN SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 54 53 98%
2021-22 |DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ROAN SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15[Recacted <15

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ROAN SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 30

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ROAN SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 28

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ROAN SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 73 72 99%
2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ROAN SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability 17 17 100%
2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ROAN SCHOOL ELA 4|English Learners 36|Recacted <15

2021-22 |DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ROAN SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ROAN SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 65 66 102%
2021-22 |DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ROAN SCHOOL ELA 4(Ethnicity: White Recacted <15[Recacted <15

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ROAN SCHOOL ELA 4(Gender: Female 34

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ROAN SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 38

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ROAN SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 69 66 96%
2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ROAN SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability 17|Recacted <15

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ROAN SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners 23|Recacted <15

2021-22 |DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ROAN SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ROAN SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 62 59 95%
2021-22 |DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ROAN SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15[Recacted <15

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ROAN SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 32

2021-22 [DALTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS ROAN SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 34

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS SAWYER ROAD ELEMENTARY ELA 3|All Students 81 80 99%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS SAWYER ROAD ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS SAWYER ROAD ELEMENTARY ELA 3|English Learners 20 15 75%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS SAWYER ROAD ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 36 35 97%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS SAWYER ROAD ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 33 33 100%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS SAWYER ROAD ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS SAWYER ROAD ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Gender: Female 39

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS SAWYER ROAD ELEMENTARY ELA 3|Gender: Male 41

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS SAWYER ROAD ELEMENTARY ELA 4|All Students 90 91 101%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS SAWYER ROAD ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS SAWYER ROAD ELEMENTARY ELA 4|English Learners 38 24 63%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS SAWYER ROAD ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Ethnicity: African American or Black 25 26 104%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS SAWYER ROAD ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 54 54 100%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS SAWYER ROAD ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS SAWYER ROAD ELEMENTARY ELA 4|(Gender: Female 43

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS SAWYER ROAD ELEMENTARY ELA 4|Gender: Male 48




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS SAWYER ROAD ELEMENTARY ELA 5|All Students 100 94 94%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS SAWYER ROAD ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS SAWYER ROAD ELEMENTARY ELA 5|English Learners 37 25 68%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS SAWYER ROAD ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 23 22 96%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS SAWYER ROAD ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 58 53 91%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS SAWYER ROAD ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS SAWYER ROAD ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Gender: Female 50

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS SAWYER ROAD ELEMENTARY ELA 5|Gender: Male 44

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS MARIETTA CENTER FOR ADVANCED ACADEMICS [ELA 3|All Students 103 102 99%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS MARIETTA CENTER FOR ADVANCED ACADEMICS [ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS MARIETTA CENTER FOR ADVANCED ACADEMICS [ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 26 26 100%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS MARIETTA CENTER FOR ADVANCED ACADEMICS [ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 16 16 100%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS MARIETTA CENTER FOR ADVANCED ACADEMICS [ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 49 49 100%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS MARIETTA CENTER FOR ADVANCED ACADEMICS [ELA 3|Gender: Female 48

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS MARIETTA CENTER FOR ADVANCED ACADEMICS [ELA 3|Gender: Male 54

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS MARIETTA CENTER FOR ADVANCED ACADEMICS [ELA 4|All Students 99 101 102%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS MARIETTA CENTER FOR ADVANCED ACADEMICS |ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS MARIETTA CENTER FOR ADVANCED ACADEMICS [ELA 4|Ethnicity: African American or Black 28 28 100%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS MARIETTA CENTER FOR ADVANCED ACADEMICS [ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 19 19 100%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS MARIETTA CENTER FOR ADVANCED ACADEMICS [ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 38 38 100%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS MARIETTA CENTER FOR ADVANCED ACADEMICS [ELA 4|(Gender: Female 42

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS MARIETTA CENTER FOR ADVANCED ACADEMICS [ELA 4|Gender: Male 59

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS MARIETTA CENTER FOR ADVANCED ACADEMICS [ELA 5|All Students 102 101 99%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS MARIETTA CENTER FOR ADVANCED ACADEMICS [ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS MARIETTA CENTER FOR ADVANCED ACADEMICS [ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 32 32 100%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS MARIETTA CENTER FOR ADVANCED ACADEMICS [ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 15 15 100%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS MARIETTA CENTER FOR ADVANCED ACADEMICS [ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 39 39 100%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS MARIETTA CENTER FOR ADVANCED ACADEMICS [ELA 5|Gender: Female 46

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS MARIETTA CENTER FOR ADVANCED ACADEMICS [ELA 5|Gender: Male 55

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS A.L. BURRUSS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 59 58 98%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS A.L. BURRUSS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS A.L. BURRUSS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS A.L. BURRUSS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 25 24 96%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS A.L. BURRUSS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS A.L. BURRUSS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 19 19 100%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS A.L. BURRUSS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 38

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS A.L. BURRUSS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 20

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS A.L. BURRUSS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 48 47 98%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS A.L. BURRUSS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS A.L. BURRUSS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS A.L. BURRUSS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: African American or Black 22 21 95%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS A.L. BURRUSS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS A.L. BURRUSS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 15 15 100%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS A.L. BURRUSS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Female 28

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS A.L. BURRUSS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 19

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS A.L. BURRUSS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 65 66 102%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS A.L. BURRUSS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS A.L. BURRUSS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS A.L. BURRUSS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 34 34 100%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS A.L. BURRUSS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS A.L. BURRUSS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 15 15 100%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS A.L. BURRUSS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 29

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS A.L. BURRUSS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 37

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS DUNLEITH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 88 85 97%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS DUNLEITH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS DUNLEITH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners 17|Recacted <15

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS DUNLEITH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 61 59 97%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS DUNLEITH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 22 21 95%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS DUNLEITH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 50

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS DUNLEITH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 35

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS DUNLEITH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 81 81 100%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS DUNLEITH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS DUNLEITH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4(English Learners 21|Recacted <15

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS DUNLEITH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: African American or Black 42 42 100%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS DUNLEITH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 33 33 100%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS DUNLEITH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS DUNLEITH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4(Gender: Female 46

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS DUNLEITH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 35

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS DUNLEITH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 81 77 95%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS DUNLEITH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS DUNLEITH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS DUNLEITH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 47 45 96%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS DUNLEITH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 32 31 97%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS DUNLEITH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 35

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS DUNLEITH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 42

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS MARIETTA MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|All Students 690 595 86%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS MARIETTA MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Disability 74 59 80%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS MARIETTA MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|English Learners 118 50 42%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS MARIETTA MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black 254 218 86%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS MARIETTA MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic 284 236 83%




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS MARIETTA MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: White 113 109 96%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS MARIETTA MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Female 311

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS MARIETTA MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Gender: Male 284

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS MARIETTA MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|All Students 664 621 94%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS MARIETTA MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Disability 75 61 81%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS MARIETTA MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|English Learners 82 58 71%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS MARIETTA MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 240 221 92%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS MARIETTA MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic 255 238 93%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS MARIETTA MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: White 135 129 96%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS MARIETTA MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Female 312

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS MARIETTA MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Male 309

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS LOCKHEED ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 134 134 100%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS LOCKHEED ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability 16 16 100%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS LOCKHEED ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners 68 43 63%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS LOCKHEED ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 45 45 100%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS LOCKHEED ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 77 77 100%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS LOCKHEED ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS LOCKHEED ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 68

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS LOCKHEED ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 66

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS LOCKHEED ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 126 126 100%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS LOCKHEED ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS LOCKHEED ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|English Learners 44 34 77%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS LOCKHEED ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4Ethnicity: African American or Black 53 53 100%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS LOCKHEED ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 61 61 100%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS LOCKHEED ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS LOCKHEED ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Female 53

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS LOCKHEED ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 73

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS LOCKHEED ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 129 127 98%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS LOCKHEED ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability 19 19 100%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS LOCKHEED ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners 38 24 63%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS LOCKHEED ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 58 58 100%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS LOCKHEED ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 64 63 98%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS LOCKHEED ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS LOCKHEED ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 56

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS LOCKHEED ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 71

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS MARIETTA SIXTH GRADE ACADEMY ELA 6|All Students 649 619 95%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS MARIETTA SIXTH GRADE ACADEMY ELA 6|Disability 80 72 90%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS MARIETTA SIXTH GRADE ACADEMY ELA 6|English Learners 89 31 35%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS MARIETTA SIXTH GRADE ACADEMY ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black 229 214 93%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS MARIETTA SIXTH GRADE ACADEMY ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic 249 241 97%




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS MARIETTA SIXTH GRADE ACADEMY ELA 6|Ethnicity: White 124 122 98%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS MARIETTA SIXTH GRADE ACADEMY ELA 6|Gender: Female 299

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS MARIETTA SIXTH GRADE ACADEMY ELA 6|Gender: Male 320

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS PARK STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 93 90 97%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS PARK STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3| Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS PARK STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners 63 22 35%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS PARK STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black [Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS PARK STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 73 72 99%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS PARK STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS PARK STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 42

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS PARK STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 48

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS PARK STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 84 82 98%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS PARK STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS PARK STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|English Learners 44|Recacted <15

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS PARK STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4Ethnicity: African American or Black 23 21 91%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS PARK STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 57 57 100%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS PARK STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4(Gender: Female 37

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS PARK STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 45

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS PARK STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 74 73 99%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS PARK STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS PARK STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners 34 15 44%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS PARK STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS PARK STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 59 59 100%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS PARK STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS PARK STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 37

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS PARK STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 36

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS HICKORY HILLS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 34 31 91%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS HICKORY HILLS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS HICKORY HILLS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS HICKORY HILLS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS HICKORY HILLS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 16|Recacted <15

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS HICKORY HILLS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS HICKORY HILLS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 17

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS HICKORY HILLS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male Recacted <15

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS HICKORY HILLS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 57 57 100%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS HICKORY HILLS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS HICKORY HILLS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|English Learners 17|Recacted <15

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS HICKORY HILLS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: African American or Black 17 16 94%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS HICKORY HILLS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 29 29 100%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS HICKORY HILLS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15
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2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS HICKORY HILLS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|(Gender: Female 30

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS HICKORY HILLS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 27

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS HICKORY HILLS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 37 33 89%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS HICKORY HILLS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS HICKORY HILLS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black [Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS HICKORY HILLS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 18 15 83%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS HICKORY HILLS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS HICKORY HILLS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 17

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS HICKORY HILLS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 16

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS WEST SIDE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|All Students 72 72 100%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS WEST SIDE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS WEST SIDE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS WEST SIDE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS WEST SIDE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 49 49 100%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS WEST SIDE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Female 36

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS WEST SIDE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Gender: Male 36

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS WEST SIDE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|All Students 94 88 94%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS WEST SIDE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS WEST SIDE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4(Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS WEST SIDE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS WEST SIDE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 67 63 94%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS WEST SIDE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Female 43

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS WEST SIDE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Gender: Male 45

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS WEST SIDE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|All Students 82 82 100%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS WEST SIDE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Disability 15]|Recacted <15

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS WEST SIDE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 15 16 107%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS WEST SIDE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS WEST SIDE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 50 50 100%
2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS WEST SIDE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Female 41

2021-22 [MARIETTA CITY SCHOOLS WEST SIDE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Gender: Male 41

2021-22 [TRION CITY SCHOOLS TRION MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|All Students 92 87 95%
2021-22 [TRION CITY SCHOOLS TRION MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [TRION CITY SCHOOLS TRION MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 |TRION CITY SCHOOLS TRION MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic 24 23 96%
2021-22 [TRION CITY SCHOOLS TRION MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: White 63 59 94%
2021-22 [TRION CITY SCHOOLS TRION MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Female 41

2021-22 [TRION CITY SCHOOLS TRION MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Gender: Male 46

2021-22 [TRION CITY SCHOOLS TRION MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|All Students 67 93 139%
2021-22 [TRION CITY SCHOOLS TRION MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [TRION CITY SCHOOLS TRION MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15
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2021-22 [TRION CITY SCHOOLS TRION MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic 19 24 126%
2021-22 [TRION CITY SCHOOLS TRION MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: White 43 64 149%
2021-22 [TRION CITY SCHOOLS TRION MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Female 51
2021-22 [TRION CITY SCHOOLS TRION MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|Gender: Male 42
2021-22 [BARROW COUNTY SCHOOLS BARROW ARTS AND SCIENCES ACADEMY ELA 8|English Learners 0

2021-22 [CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY ED. CTR. ELA 3|English Learners 0

2021-22 [CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY ED. CTR. ELA 4(English Learners 0

2021-22 [CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY ED. CTR. ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 0

2021-22 [CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY ED. CTR. ELA 5|English Learners 0

2021-22 [CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY ED. CTR. ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15|Recacted <15
2021-22 [CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15
2021-22 [CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15
2021-22 [CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY SCHOOLS CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|English Learners 0

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT (LEROY MASSEY ELEMENTARY ELA 3|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15
2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT (LEROY MASSEY ELEMENTARY ELA 4(English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15
2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT (LEROY MASSEY ELEMENTARY ELA 5|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15
2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [LYERLY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners 0

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [LYERLY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|English Learners 0

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [LYERLY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners 0

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [LYERLY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 6|English Learners 0

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [LYERLY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black 0

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [LYERLY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 7|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15
2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [LYERLY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black 0

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [LYERLY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 8|English Learners 0

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [LYERLY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic 0

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [SUMMERVILLE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15
2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [MENLO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners 0

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [MENLO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 0

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [MENLO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 0

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [MENLO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|English Learners 0

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [MENLO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4Ethnicity: African American or Black 0

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [MENLO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 0

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [MENLO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners 0

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [MENLO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 0

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [MENLO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 6|English Learners 0

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [MENLO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 7|English Learners 0

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [MENLO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic 0

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [MENLO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 8|English Learners 0

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [MENLO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 0

2021-22 [CHATTOOGA COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT [MENLO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic 0
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2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS M. D. ROBERTS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|English Learners 16 0%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS M. D. ROBERTS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS M. D. ROBERTS MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS CALLAWAY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS CALLAWAY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS CALLAWAY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 0

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS CALLAWAY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELITE SCHOLARS ACADEMY SCHOOL ELA 6|Disability 0

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELITE SCHOLARS ACADEMY SCHOOL ELA 6|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELITE SCHOLARS ACADEMY SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: White 0

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELITE SCHOLARS ACADEMY SCHOOL ELA 7|English Learners 0

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELITE SCHOLARS ACADEMY SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: White 0

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ELITE SCHOLARS ACADEMY SCHOOL ELA 8|English Learners 0

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MUNDYS MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MOUNT ZION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners 36 0%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MOUNT ZION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|English Learners 35 0%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MOUNT ZION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners 30 0%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS POINTE SOUTH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 0

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS POINTE SOUTH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 0

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERS EDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 0

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERS EDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ROBERTA T. SMITH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|English Learners 18 0%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HARPER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners 28 0%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HARPER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|English Learners 28 0%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HARPER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 0

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HARPER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners 24 0%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HARPER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 0

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MARTIN LUTHER KING- JR. ELEMENTARY SCHOOL [ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 0

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MARTIN LUTHER KING- JR. ELEMENTARY SCHOOL [ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 0

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS REX MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|English Learners 36 0%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS REX MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|English Learners 34 0%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS REX MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|English Learners 32 0%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS OLIVER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 0

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LAKE RIDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners 27 0%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LAKE RIDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 0

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LAKE RIDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|English Learners 22 0%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LAKE RIDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners 17 0%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LAKE RIDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 0

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS JAMES JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 0

2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS UNIDOS DUAL LANGUAGE SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 0
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2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MICHELLE OBAMA STEM ELEMENTARY ACADEMY [ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 0
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KAY R PACE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL OF THE ARTS  [ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 0
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KAY R PACE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL OF THE ARTS  [ELA 5|English Learners 0
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS KAY R PACE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL OF THE ARTS  [ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 0
ELA 6|All Students 36 0%
ELA 6|Disability Recacted <15[Recacted <15
ELA 6|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15
ELA 6|Ethnicity: African American or Black 31 0%
ELA 6|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15[Recacted <15
ELA 6|Ethnicity: White 0
ELA 7|All Students 42 0%
ELA 7|Disability Recacted <15[Recacted <15
ELA 7|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15
ELA 7|Ethnicity: African American or Black 31 0%
ELA 7|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15[Recacted <15
ELA 7|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15[Recacted <15
ELA 8|All Students 41 0%
ELA 8|Disability Recacted <15[Recacted <15
ELA 8|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15
ELA 8|Ethnicity: African American or Black 38 0%
ELA 8|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15[Recacted <15
ELA 8|Ethnicity: White 0
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ANDERSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 0
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ANDERSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 0
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS NORTHCUTT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 0
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS NORTHCUTT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 0
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS TARA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 0
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS ARNOLD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MORROW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 0
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MORROW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 0
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERDALE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 0
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS WEST CLAYTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 0
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS WEST CLAYTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 0
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS WEST CLAYTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 0
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS FOUNTAIN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 0
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS FOUNTAIN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 0
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS FOUNTAIN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 0
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS BABB MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|English Learners 89 0%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS BABB MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|English Learners 59 0%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS NORTH CLAYTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: White 0
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2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS NORTH CLAYTON MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|Ethnicity: White 0
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS HAYNIE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 0
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS RIVERDALE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS LAKE CITY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 0
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS SUDER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|Ethnicity: White Recacted <15|Recacted <15
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MCGARRAH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners 17 0%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MCGARRAH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4(English Learners 16 0%
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MCGARRAH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: White 0
2021-22 [CLAYTON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS MCGARRAH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners 21 0%
2021-22 |COLQUITT COUNTY HAMILTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners 0
2021-22 [COLQUITT COUNTY HAMILTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4(Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15
ELA 3|All Students 32 0%
ELA 3|Disability 0
ELA 3|English Learners Recacted <15[Recacted <15
ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15
ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15[Recacted <15
ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 23 0%
ELA 4|All Students 36 0%
ELA 4|Disability 0
ELA 4|English Learners Recacted <15[Recacted <15
ELA 4|Ethnicity: African American or Black [Recacted <15|Recacted <15
ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15[Recacted <15
ELA 4(Ethnicity: White 24 0%
ELA 5|All Students 45 0%
ELA 5|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15
ELA 5|English Learners Recacted <15[Recacted <15
ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black |Recacted <15|Recacted <15
ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15[Recacted <15
ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 34 0%
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS JOHNSON ELEMENTARY ELA 4|English Learners 0
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS MODEL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4(English Learners 0
2021-22 [CALHOUN CITY ARMUCHEE HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|English Learners 0
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS ARMUCHEE HIGH SCHOOL ELA 8|English Learners 0
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS CAVE SPRING ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners 0
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS CAVE SPRING ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 0
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS CAVE SPRING ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|English Learners 0
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS CAVE SPRING ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4Ethnicity: African American or Black 0
2021-22 [FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS CAVE SPRING ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic 0
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LANGSTON ROAD ELEMENTARY ELA 3|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15
2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LANGSTON ROAD ELEMENTARY ELA 4|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15
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2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT LANGSTON ROAD ELEMENTARY ELA 5|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT NORTHSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 4|English Learners 0

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT NORTHSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 5|English Learners 0

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT DAVID A PERDUE ELEMENTARY ELA 3|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT DAVID A PERDUE ELEMENTARY ELA 5|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT FEAGIN MILL MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MATTHEW ARTHUR ELEMENTARY ELA 4(English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT PERRY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|English Learners 0

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT BONAIRE MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15
ELA 3|All Students 116 0%
ELA 3|Disability 16 0%
ELA 3|English Learners Recacted <15[Recacted <15
ELA 3|Ethnicity: African American or Black 62 0%
ELA 3|Ethnicity: Hispanic 17 0%
ELA 3|Ethnicity: White 29 0%
ELA 4(All Students 103 0%
ELA 4|Disability Recacted <15|Recacted <15
ELA 4|English Learners Recacted <15[Recacted <15
ELA 4|Ethnicity: African American or Black 45 0%
ELA 4|Ethnicity: Hispanic Recacted <15[Recacted <15
ELA 4(Ethnicity: White 32 0%
ELA 5|All Students 116 0%
ELA 5|Disability 24 0%
ELA 5|English Learners Recacted <15[Recacted <15
ELA 5|Ethnicity: African American or Black 50 0%
ELA 5|Ethnicity: Hispanic 19 0%
ELA 5|Ethnicity: White 30 0%

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT BONAIRE ELEMENTARY ELA 4|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT BONAIRE ELEMENTARY ELA 5|English Learners 0

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MORNINGSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 3|English Learners 0

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MORNINGSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 4(English Learners 0

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT MORNINGSIDE ELEMENTARY ELA 5|English Learners 0

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT TUCKER ELEMENTARY ELA 3|English Learners 0

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT TUCKER ELEMENTARY ELA 4|English Learners 0

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT TUCKER ELEMENTARY ELA 5|English Learners 0

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT KINGS CHAPEL ELEMENTARY ELA 3|English Learners 0

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT KINGS CHAPEL ELEMENTARY ELA 4|English Learners 0

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT SHIRLEY HILLS ELEMENTARY ELA 3|English Learners 0

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT SHIRLEY HILLS ELEMENTARY ELA 4|English Learners 0

2021-22 [HOUSTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT SHIRLEY HILLS ELEMENTARY ELA 5|English Learners 0




GMAP Participation - School/ELA

Sy District School Subject|Grade|Category Enrollment|Participation|Participation Rate
2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM GUM SPRINGS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM NORTH JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM NORTH JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 4(English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [JACKSON COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM NORTH JACKSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 5|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [JASPER COUNTY (GA) JASPER COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS OGLETHORPE COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 6|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS OGLETHORPE COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 7|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS OGLETHORPE COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL ELA 8|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS OGLETHORPE COUNTY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELA 3|English Learners Recacted <15|Recacted <15

2021-22 [OGLETHORPE COUNTY SCHOOLS