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	SUBJECT

Title III Accountability: Summary Results for 2009–10.
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Action

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Information

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Public Hearing


	RECOMMENDATION


The California Department of Education (CDE) recommends that the State Board of Education (SBE) take action as deemed necessary and appropriate. No specific action is recommended at this time. 
	SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND ACTION


In July 2010, the SBE approved the calculation of the Overall score and the English proficient level on the California English Language Development Test (CELDT) for kindergarten and grade one (K–1) students. 

In January and May 2010, the SBE approved 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. At the January meeting, Member Aschwanden requested that CDE staff provide them with an update on the 2009–10 accountability results. 
In June 2010, SBE President Mitchell and State Superintendent O’Connell received a letter indicating that California’s amendment to the State Consolidated Application had been approved. 
In May 2010, the SBE approved the performance-level cut scores for the CELDT reading and writing assessments for K–1 students. 
In 2003, the SBE defined the annual measurable achievement objectives (AMAOs) and targets for the Title III accountability system as required by the Elementary and Secondary Education Act as follows:

1. AMAO 1 measures the percent of English learners (ELs) meeting their annual growth targets in learning English. 

	SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS (Cont.)


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



the CELDT.  

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 assessments.

	SUMMARY OF KEY ISSUES


The public release of the 2009–10 Title III Accountability reports is tentatively scheduled for September 9, 2010, on the CDE Title III Accountability Web page at http://www.cde.ca.gov/ta/ac/t3/. 
The 2009–10 Title III Accountability reports include the changes the SBE adopted to the Title III accountability system to comply with the NOFI and the reading and writing scores for K–1 ELs. 
Title III accountability reports are prepared for all local educational agencies (LEAs) or consortia of LEAs that receive Title III funding.  
The preliminary results for 2009–10 AMAOs 1 and 2 are included in Attachment 1. The AMAO 3 results will be available when the final Title III Accountability reports are released on September 9, 2010.
	FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE)


All costs associated with the preparation of the Title III accountability reports are included in the CDE’s Assessment, Accountability, and Awards Division’s budget. 
	ATTACHMENT(S)


Attachment 1: Summary of the Preliminary 2009–10 Title III Accountability Results


 (2 Pages).


Summary of the Preliminary 2009–10 Title III Accountability Results

Background
This attachment provides information on the Title III accountability results for the two annual measurable achievement objectives (AMAOs) based on the California English Language Development Test (CELDT). There were changes made to these AMAOs due to the Notice of Final Interpretations (NOFI) issued by the U.S. Department of Education (ED) in October 2008 and approved by the State Board of Education (SBE) in January and May 2010. In addition, the reading and writing domains are included in the K–1 AMAO calculations along with changes to the calculation of the overall score and the English proficient level on the CELDT as approved by the SBE in July 2010. 

Title III accountability also includes a third AMAO that measures whether the EL subgroup has met the the Title I Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) targets in English language arts and mathematics. The CELDT results are not used for AMAO 3, so no results are included herein.
AMAO 1 Results
AMAO 1 measures the percent of ELs meeting their annual growth targets on the CELDT. Table 1 presents the percentage of Title III subgrantees meeting AMAO 1 from 2003–04 to 2009–10. 

· In 2009–10, 76 percent of Title III subgrantees met AMAO 1, a decrease of 6 percentage points from 2008–09. This decline may be due to the increase in the target for AMAO 1 from 51.6 percent to 53.1 percent.

· In 2006–07, there was a decrease in the percentage of LEAs meeting AMAO 1 from the previous years. This decline was due to changes in the CELDT in 
2006–07 that included the establishment of new performance level cut scores and the development of a new common scale. 

Table 1

Percentage of Title III Subgrantees Meeting AMAO 1 by Year

	Year
	Percent Meeting AMAO 1

	2003–04
	82%

	2004–05
	85%

	2005–06
	86%

	2006–07
	73%

	2007–08
	82%

	2008–09
	82%

	2009–10
	76%


AMAO 2 Results
AMAO 2 measures the percent of ELs that attain the English proficient level on the CELDT. There were significant changes made to AMAO 2 in 2009–10 which were required by the NOFI released by the ED. The NOFI required that all students be included in the cohort for AMAO 2 including initial CELDT takers if they are classified as English learners (ELs).
Previously, the cohort for AMAO 2 contained only students who could reasonably be expected to have reached English proficiency at the time of the annual CELDT administration. Uner the NOFI, all ELs taking the CELDT are required to be included in AMAO 2 including initial testers. Prior year scores and grade levels can not be used to identify cohorts or to exclude students from being included in the cohort for AMAO 2. 
The NOFI allows states to define cohorts by the amount of time spent in language instruction educational programs. If multiple cohorts are established, Title III subgrantees must meet all AMAO targets applied to each cohort in order to meet 
AMAO 2. In order to be consistent with the NOFI, two cohorts were established for AMAO 2:  ELs who had been in language instruction educational programs for less than 5 years, and ELs who had been in language instruction educational programs for 5 years or more. In addition to this change, a change was made to the AMAO 2 target structure in 2009–10. The new target structure was adopted by the SBE in its May 2010 meeting.
Table 2 shows the percent of Title III subgrantees by cohort that met each AMAO 2 target in 2009–10 and the percent that met targets for both cohorts in 2009–10. Title III subgrantees were required to meet the targets for both cohorts in order to meet 
AMAO 2. Because of the significant changes made to AMAO 2, 2009–10 results should not be compared to previous years.
Table 2
Percentage of Title III Subgrantees by Cohort 

Meeting AMAO 2 Targets in 2009–10

	Cohort
	Percent Meeting Target

	Less than 5 years in a language instruction educational program
	74%

	5 years or more in a language instruction educational program
	75%

	Met targets for both cohorts
	63%


� 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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