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	RECOMMENDATION


The California Department of Education (CDE) recommends that the State Board of Education (SBE) approve the revised target structure for annual measurable achievement objective (AMAO) 2.

	SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND ACTION


Adjustments have been made to the Title III accountability system by the SBE as federal requirements or other conditions have changed. In January 2010, the SBE approved four changes to the Title III accountability system to comply with the Notice of Final Interpretations (NOFI) issued by the U.S. Department of Education (ED) in October 2008. One of the approved changes, related to the calculation of AMAO 2, was the application of a weight of one-tenth (0.1) for initial testers classified as English learners (ELs) who have been in language instruction educational programs for less than one year. 
In September 2007, the SBE approved adjustments to the targets for AMAOs 1 and 2 that were necessary due to changes in the performance levels and the establishment of a common scale for the California English Language Development Test (CELDT). 

In 2003, the SBE defined the AMAOs and targets for the Title III accountability system as required by the No Child Left Behind (NCLB) Act of 2001 as follows: 
1. AMAO 1 measures the percent of ELs meeting their annual growth targets in learning English.

2. AMAO 2 measures the percent of ELs that attain the English proficient level on the annual CELDT.

	SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS (Cont.)


3. AMAO 3 measures whether the EL subgroup has met the Title I Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) targets in English–language arts and mathematics as measured by approved NCLB assessments.

	SUMMARY OF KEY ISSUES


The CDE submitted the changes adopted by the SBE at the January 2010 meeting to the ED as an amendment to the State Consolidated Application on January 15, 2010. On March 11, 2010, ED staff informed the CDE that all ELs who have received services, even if they were tested as an initial tester and have only been enrolled for one day, need to be included in the AMAO 2 calculation without any weighting. 

In subsequent phone conversations, the ED stated that California’s proposed weighting scheme was carefully considered in several policy meetings. Ultimately, on the recommendation of ED legal staff, the ED decided that this approach is not consistent with the NOFI and they cannot accept it.
Consequently, a revised target structure has been developed to remove the weighting of initial testers who have been in language instruction educational programs for less than one year. No other changes to the target structure are proposed. 
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Revised Target Structure for AMAO 2 Without Weighting 
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The targets for the cohort of ELs who have been in language education instructional programs for five years or more remain the same. The revised targets for the cohort of ELs who have been in language educational instructional programs for less than five 
	SUMMARY OF KEY ISSUES (Cont.)


years are slightly lower than those the SBE approved at their January 2010 meeting. This decrease is because the new targets must compensate for the inclusion of initial testers who have been in language instruction educational programs for less than one year without weighting. The decrease is no more than 3.3 percentage points for any year. 

This revised target structure accounts for initial testers who have been in language instruction educational programs for less than one year by slightly reducing the annual targets as opposed to the weighting scheme that assigned a lower value to the scores of initial testers who have been in language instruction educational programs for less than one year. 

The targets, as approved by the SBE in January 2010, with the initial ELs weighted 0.1 are shown in Figure 2.
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Target Structure for AMAO 2 With Initial ELs Weighted 
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	FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE)


Fiscal impact would be minimal. All expenses related to the Title III accountability system would be included in the CDE’s Academic Accountability and Awards Division’s budget.

	ATTACHMENT(S)


Attachment 1:
March 31, 2010, letter from the U.S. Department of Education Regarding California’s Amendment to the State Consolidated Application (1 Page)










































































































































� In California, AYP is based upon results from the California Standards Test (CST) in grades two through eight; the California Alternate Performance Assessment (CAPA) in grades two through eight, and ten; the California Modified Assessment (CMA) in grades three through eight (grades three through seven in mathematics); and the California High School Exit Examination (CAHSEE) in grade ten. 
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