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PART I: Summary of Reguired Elements for State Accountability Systems

Ingtructions

Thefollowing chart isan overview of States implementation of the critical d ementsrequired for
approval of their State accountability systems. States must provide detailed implementation
information for each of these dementsin Part |1 of this Consolidated State Application Accountability

Workbook.

For each of the dements listed in the following chart, States should indicate the current
implementation statusin their State usng the following legend:

State has a final policy, approved by all the required entities in the State (e.q., State Board of

Education, State L egidature), for implementing this eement in its accountability system.

State has a proposed policy for implementing this dement in its accountability system, but must

still recelve approval by required entities in the State (e.q., State Board of Education, State

L egidature).

State is «ill working on formulating a policy to implement this dement in its accountability

system.



Summary of Implementation Status for Required Elements of
State Accountability Sysems

Status State Accountability System Element

Principle 1: All Schools

F 1.1 Accountability system includes all schools and districts in the state.

F 1.2 Accountability system holds all schools to the same criteria.

F 1.3 Accountability system incorporates the academic achievement standards.

P | 1.4  Accountability system provides information in a timely manner.

F 1.5  Accountability system includes report cards.

F 1.6  Accountability system includes rewards and sanctions.

Principle 2: All Students

F | 2.1 The accountability system includes all students

F | 2.2 The accountability system has a consistent definition of full academic year.

P | 2.3 The accountability system properly includes mobile students.

Principle 3: Method of AY P Determinations

3.1  Accountability system expects all student subgroups, public schools, and LEAs to reach
proficiency by 2013-14.

P | 3.2 Accountability system has a method for determining whether student subgroups, public
schools, and LEAs made adequate yearly progress.

P | 3.2a Accountability system establishes a starting point.

P | 3.2b Accountability system establishes statewide annual measurable objectives.

P | 3.2c Accountability system establishes intermediate goals.

Principle4: Annud Decisons

P | 4.1 The accountability system determines annually the progress of schools and districts.

STATUS Legend:
F — Final state policy
P — Proposed policy, awaiting State approval
W — Working to formulate policy



Principle 5: Subgroup Accountability

5.1  The accountability system includes all the required student subgroups.

5.2  The accountability system holds schools and LEAs accountable for the progress of student
subgroups.

5.3  The accountability system includes students with disabilities.
5.4  The accountability system includes limited English proficient students.

5.5 The State has determined the minimum number of students sufficient to yield statistically
reliable information for each purpose for which disaggregated data are used.

5.6  The State has strategies to protect the privacy of individual students in reporting

achievement results and in determining whether schools and LEAs are making adequate
yearly progress on the basis of disaggregated subgroups.

Principle 6: Based on Academic Assessments

6.1  Accountability system is based primarily on academic assessments.

Principle 7: Additiond Indicators

7.1  Accountability system includes graduation rate for high schools.

7.2  Accountability system includes an additional academic indicator for elementary and middle
schools.

7.3  Additional indicators are valid and reliable.

Principle 8: Separate Decisons for Reading/Language Arts and Mathematics

8.1  Accountability system holds students, schools and districts separately accountable for
reading/language arts and mathematics.

Principle 9: System Vdlidity and Reliability

9.1  Accountability system produces reliable decisions.
9.2  Accountability system produces valid decisions.
9.3  State has a plan for addressing changes in assessment and student population.

Principle 10: Participation Reate

10.1 Accountability system has a means for calculating the rate of participation in the statewide
assessment.

10.2  Accountability system has a means for applying the 95% assessment criteria to student
subgroups and small schools.
STATUS Legend:
F — Final policy
P — Proposed Policy, awaiting State approval
W- Working to formulate policy



PART II: State Response and Activities for Meeting State Accountability System
Requirements

Ingtructions

In Part Il of this Workbook, States are to provide detailed information for each of the critical elements
required for State accountability systems. States should answer the questions asked about each of
the critical elements in the State's accountability system. States that do not have final approval for
any of these elements or that have not finalized a decision on these elements by January 31, 2003,
should, when completing this section of the Workbook, indicate the status of each element that is not
yet official State policy and provide the anticipated date by which the proposed policy will become
effective. In each of these cases, States must include a timeline of steps to complete to ensure that
such elements are in place by May 1, 2003, and implemented during the 2002-2003 school year. By
no later than May 1, 2003, States must submit to the Department final information for all sections of
the Consolidated State Application Accountability Workbook.



PRINCIPLE 1.
A single statewide Accountability System applied to all public schools and LEASs.

EXAMPLES FOR EXAMPLES OF
CRITICAL ELEMENT MEETING STATUTORY REQUIREMENTS NOT MEETING REQUIREMENTS
1.1 How does the State Every public school and LEA is required to A public school or LEA is not
Accountability make adequate yearly progress and is required to make adequate yearly
System include included in the State Accountability System. | progress and is not included in the
every public school State Accountability System.
and LEA in the State has a definition of “public school” and
State? “LEA” for AYP accountability purposes. State policy systematically excludes
The State Accountability System certain public schools and/or LEAs.

produces AYP decisions for all public
schools, including public schools with
variant grade configurations (e.g., K-
12), public schools that serve special
populations (e.g., alternative public
schools, juvenile institutions, state
public schools for the blind) and public
charter schools. It also holds
accountable public schools with no
grades assessed (e.g., K-2).

STATE RESPONSE AND STATE ACTIVITIES FOR MEETING REQUIREMENTS

INTRODUCTION
The New Mexico State Department of Education (SDE), under the guidance of the New Mexico State
Board of Education (SBE), has developed mulltiple, clear, concise, and consistent policies with regard to
its current accountability system. The response to this question will proceed within the following format:
how the current system is defined and operates, and;
proposa for future system based on No Child Left Behind requirements.

It istheintent of the document to describe the New Mexico State Accountability System asit currently
exigs, and how it will facilitate accountability decisons, and AY P decisons, for dl public schools and
schoal digricts, including public schools with variant grade configurations (eg., K-12), public schools
that serve specid populations (e.g., dternaive public schools, juvenile inditutions, state public schools for
the visudly impaired) and public charter schools.

The system will aso hold accountable public schools where grades are not currently assessed (e.g., K-2).
New Mexico is currently implementing the Trangtionad Reading test, and will implement DIBELS in the

fal of 2003. Once school and digtrict level DIBEL S data are gathered statewide, the NMSDE will engage
in building avaidity and reliability sudy to ensure alignment with state standards and school rating
predictability.

The current New Mexico State Accountability system is described in New Mexico Statutes, NMSA 1978
Chapters 22 and 22A which govern the operations of New Mexico schools and in State Board of
Education Regulation, NMAC Title 6, Chapter 19, parts 1 and 2, which set the guidelines and procedures
for the operation of the system.



All the 758 public schoolsin New Mexico receive public funds. Each public school in New Mexico is
assigned a separate identification code. Of these schools, 533 public schools from 88 of the 89 school
digrictsreceive Title | funds. Additiondly, 227 public schools do not receive Title | funds. Each of the
89 school digtricts has a separate digtrict identification code.  Alternative schools (State supported
resdential schools, including the School for the Visudly Impaired, New Mexico School for the Def,
Mimbres School—Children’ s Psychiatric Center and the Juvenile Detention Facilities) have separate
digtrict codes. Charter schools have the same digtrict code from the digtrict in which they are located and
aseparate school code.  Smal schools and K-2 schools are assigned school and district codes from the
digtrict in which they are located. All school and district codes are the same for accountability and student
data management purposes.

Currently, in New Mexico, there are 23 schools that contain some configuration of grades kindergarten
through 2"%. These schools do not earn data points based on assessments and therefore have not been
rated. However, there exist severd meansto rate these schools immediately. One solution isto establish
base-line data with a state-wide reading assessment in 2003-2004 and calculate AY P from thet point on.
However the adoption and implementation of an assessment will take sometime asis explained in this
document. The best solution, at thistime, isto assign the grade 3 data from the primary feeder schools
“backwards’ for the next two years based first on the NRT and then on the CRT and AYP. Once data
have been established for dl gradesin dl schools, then New Mexico will be able to move forward
completely with AYP. (Exhibit 30)

CURRENT SYSTEM

The following terms, concepts, and processes are from both regulation and statute as they gpply to the
current accountability system: (Exhibits 1, 2, 3,4, 5,6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 14, 15).

1. Public Schoal: A public school is defined as that part of a school didtrict thet is a single atendance
center where ingruction is offered by a certified school instructor or group of certified indructors and is
discernable as a building or group of buildings generdly recognized as either an eementary, secondary,
junior high or high school or any combination thereof [Section 22-1-2.M NMSA 1978]. (Exhibit 1)

2. Charter School: A conversion school or start-up school within a school digtrict authorized by the local
school board to operate as a charter schoal.

3. Didrict means a public school district or a charter school district.



EXAMPLES FOR EXAMPLES OF
CRITICAL ELEMENT MEETING STATUTORY NOT MEETING
REQUIREMENTS REQUIREMENTS
1.2 How are all public All public schools and LEAs are Some public schools and LEAs
schools and LEAs systematically judged on the basis of the are systematically judged on
held to the same same criteria when making an AYP the basis of alternate criteria
criteria when making determination. when making an AYP
an AYP determination.
determination? If applicable, the AYP definition is
integrated into the State Accountability
System.
STATE RESPONSE AND STATE ACTIVITIES FOR MEETING REQUIREMENTS

All public schools and school didtricts are being held to the same criteria. New Mexico is committed to
maintaining a sngle accountability system that includes dl requirements of NCLB. The current policies,
regulations and State laws are designed for an accountability system that is based on a norm-referenced
test model. The tests are administered in grades 3 through 9 and a high school competency exam isgiven
beginning & grade 10 in both the English and Spanish Languages, with accommodations for English
language learners and specia needs students. Alternative tests are included for certain specia needs
students. In addition, the DIBEL S reading assessment is being piloted in grades kindergarten through 3
with the intent to have thistest in place in dl New Mexico schools by school year 2003-2004. Thisisa
standards-based, criterion-referenced test designed to inform ingtruction and provide consistent and
reliable information about the progress of students toward the god that dl students become proficient
readers. Once school and digtrict level DIBEL S data are gathered statewide, the NMSDE will engagein
building avdidity and rdiability study to ensure dignment with state sandards and schoal rating
predictability. A CRT isbeing developed in grades 4, 8, and 11 and will be used in the accountability
system starting 2002-03. (Exhibits 4, 11, & 12)

Currently, in New Mexico, there are 23 schools that contain some configuration of grades kindergarten
through 2. These schools do not earn data points based on assessments and therefore have not been
rated. However, there exist severa meansto rate these schools immediately. One solution isto establish
base-line data with a state-wide reading assessment in 2003-2004 and caculate AY P from that point on.
However the adoption and implementation of an assessment will take sometime asis explained in this
document. The best solution, at thistime, isto assign the grade 3 data from the primary feeder schools
“backwards’ for the next two years based first on the NRT and then on the CRT and AYP. Once data
have been established for dl gradesin al schools, then New Mexico will be able to move forward
completdy with AY P. (Exhibit 30)



Elements

Assessment and Period

Accountability System
applied to all schools
and school districts in
New Mexico

Identification of School
and School District
Improvement

School Improvement
Sanctions and Rewards

National Assessment of
Educational Progress
(NAEP)

NEW MEXICO STATE DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

ACCOUNTABILITY SERVICES

developed

and High School

Competency Examination
(English and Spanish)

(English and Spanish)

Fall CRT at grade 11

AYP TIMELINE
2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 2004-05
NRT grades 3 through 9 | - Spring CRT grades 4 and 8 CRT at grades 4 and 8 - CRT grades 3
(English) (English) through 9 & 11
- Academic achievement (English and
standards to be NRT in grades 3 through 9 NRT at grades 3,5,6,7,9 Spanish)

Develop academic
achievement
standards grades

Field test grade 11 CRT - Academic achievement 356,7and 9
standards implemented
- Academic achievement
standards set Fall, 2003, for
grades 4, 8, and Winter, 2003
for grade 11
Current accountability Calculate starting point for - AYPappliedtogrades4, | - AYP fully
system grades 4, 8, 11 in winter, 8,and 11 (CRT) implemented
2003; separately in math and according to NCLB

language arts (CRT/AYP)

Current accountability system

applied to disaggregated

categories grades 3-9
(Reported v. Used)

- 95% participation applied to

all groups and subgroups

Schools must meet

AYP. AYP supercedes

all NRT scores.

Old accountability
system applied to 3, 5, 6,
7,9 (NRT)

Disaggregated categories
applied to both systems
for assessments

95% participation
applied to both systems

using data from
grades 4,8 and 11

Calculate starting
point for the state
using data from
grades3-9
separately for all
subject areas
assessed.

- 95% participation

applied to both
systems for all

for all groups and groups and
subgroups subgroups
Ratings by October Ratings by August 1 for Ratings by August 1 Ratings by
schools and districts for for schools and August 1 for
SY 03-04 districts for SY 04-05 schools and
districts for SY
05-06

School choice and
supplemental services

High Improving
Schools rewards

School choice and
supplemental services by
1st day of school

High Improving Schools
rewards

School choice and
supplemental services
by 1st day of school

High Improving
Schools rewards

School choice
and

supplemental
services by 1st
day of school

Corrective Action High Improving
Corrective Action Corrective Action Schools rewards
Corrective
Action
Schools and school Schools and school Schools and school Schools and

districts must give the
NAEP if chosen to
do so.

districts must give the
NAEP if chosen to do so.

districts must give the
NAEP if chosen to
do so.

school districts
must give the
NAEP if chosen
to do so.
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The current accountability system is based on data points awarded for whole group performance in the
aress of reading, language arts, math, science, and socid studiesin English, and reading, language arts
and math in Spanish. The data points are awarded based on a status and growth model with attendance
rates for al schools and dropout rates for secondary schools included in the syssem.  School ratings
and subsequent intervention by the SDE are based on total percentages of data points earned, with
50% of data pointsin probation as the point a which schools are rated and placed in school
improvement and considered for corrective action. Schools may be rated as.

“Exemplary” means adigtrict/school rating on the five statewide indicators demongtrating thet the

school/didtrict has at least 50% of its data pointsin exemplary and 0% of its data pointsin

probationary.

“Exceeds Standar ds’ means adigtrict/school rating on the five statewide indicators

demondtrating that the school/digtrict has at least 50% of its data pointsin exceeds standards or

higher, dlowing the greater of up to 5% or one (1) probationary data point;

“Meets Standards’ means adigtrict/schoal rating on the five statewide indicators demonstrating

that the district/school has more than 50% of dl data pointsin meets standards or higher;

“Probationary” means a didrict/schoal rating on the five statewide indicators demondrating that

the district/school has 50% or more of al data pointsin probationary.

After aschool israted probationary, it recelves one of four designations

Year 1, performance-warned

Year 2, school improvement year 1,
Year 3, school improvement year 2, or
Y ear 4, corrective action. (Exhibits 4,11,12,13,14,15,16)
The school improvement process is specific and increasingly stringent. The following chart depicts the
number of schools, by school year, in the various accountability ratings. Additiondly this chart
illustrates New Mexico's commitment to making sure that al public schools participate in the
accountability system by continuing to add such schools as charter schools etc.

Number of | Number of Number of | Number of | Number of Number of
schools probationary | meets exceeds exemplary | schools
rated schools standards | standards | schools entering
schools schools corrective
action
2000 -
2001 652 163 399 53 37 --
2001-
2002 675 9 404 116 61 --
2002-
2003 682 129 436 82 35 14

New Mexico has seven (7) schools which have remained exemplary for the last three years. At present,
there are 31 schools that are new performance-warned schools, 27 school improvement year 1 schools,
57 school improvement year 2 schools, and 15 schools are in extended school improvement.

In January 2003, the SDE, under the guidance of the New Mexico State Board of Education, will release
aRequest for Proposas for the development of new standards-based, criterion-referenced assessmentsin



grades 3 through 9, to be administered for the first time during school year 2004-2005. Using school
year 2004-2005 as the initiation date of the criterion-referenced assessment system will dlow for
complete trangtion from the norm-referenced assessment system to avalid, reliable, and accurate
criterionreferenced assessment system. 1t will aso provide eighteen months for the development of the
new criterion-referenced assessments, and will enable New Mexico to meet the timdine waiver for the
1994 assessment requirements. (Exhibit 14)

In school year 2002-2003, New Mexico will use existing norm-referenced assessments provided by the
currently-contracted testing company in grades 3 through 9; criterion-referenced assessmentsin grades 4
and 8, dso provided by with the currently- contracted testing company; and a piloted, CRT for grade 11,
provided by a separate testing company. In school year 2003-2004, New Mexico will rate schools based
on scores from NRTsfor grades 3, 5, 6, 7, and 9, and scoresfrom CRTsin grades 4, 8, and 11. . In
2003-2004 New Mexico will continue to use the exigting norm-referenced assessmentsin grade 3, 5, 6,

7, and 9 with the present accountability system implemented for these grades. However, if schools do

not make AYP in grades 4, 8, and 11, they will be placed in the school improvement cycle. In school

year 2003-2004, New Mexico will implement an entirely new CRT-based system to caculate AYP.
(Exhibits 14 & 15)

Because school year 2002-2003 is the first time schools in New Mexico will be adminigtering criterion
referenced, standards- based assessments, much work remains to devel op appropriate data from which to
make decisons. New Mexico does not anticipate having accurate, reliable, and purposeful information
about these assessments until November or December 2003. Thisisfar too long to wait to rate schools.
Trangtion to a criterion-referenced, standards-based system will include the starting points in grades 4,

8, and 11 in school year 2003-2004, a which point it will be possible to caculate the Sarting points of
AYP for New Mexico. (Exhibits 14 & 15)

Beginning with the 2003-2004 school year, New Mexico will implement the grade 4, 8, and 11 AYP
process as specified under law. That cannot be accomplished until clear, accurate, and definitive data are
obtained, reviewed, and andyzed, based on the first adminigtration for these assessmentsin school year
2002-2003. At this point, there will be two years of data, and calculated starting points, for grades 4, 8,
and 11. It will then be possble to cdculate AY P for dl sudentsin these grades. (Exhibit 14 & 15) In
2003-2004 New Mexico will continue to use the exigting norm-referenced assessmentsin grade 3
through 9 with the present accountability system implemented for these grades.

In school year 2004-2005, New Mexico will implement the entire criterion-referenced, standards-based
assessment system based on AY P caculations in grades 3 through 9; and the grade 11 criterion
referenced assessment. The NRT will no longer be a part of New Mexico's accountability system.
(Exhibits 4, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, & 17)

12



EXAMPLES FOR EXAMPLES OF

CRITICAL ELEMENT MEETING STATUTORY NOT MEETING
REQUIREMENTS REQUIREMENTS
1.3 Does the State have, at | State has defined three levels of Standards do not meet the
a minimum, a definition | student achievement: basic, legislated requirements.

of basic, proficient and | proficient and advanced.”
advanced student

achievement levels in Student achievement levels of
reading/language arts proficient and advanced determine
and mathematics? how well students are mastering the

materials in the State’s academic
content standards; and the basic level
of achievement provides complete
information about the progress of
lower-achieving students toward
mastering the proficient and
advanced levels.

STATE RESPONSE AND STATE ACTIVITIES FOR MEETING REQUIREMENTS

In preparing for the implementation of the CRTs at grades 4, 8, and 11, SDE conducted performance
level descriptor writing sessions facilitated by Appaachian Education Labs (AEL) in October 2002.
These sessonsincluded teachers and other interested parties from around the Sate as well as SDE Seff.
From these sessions, using the four-level descriptor method, “New Mexico Performance Descriptors for
Language Arts and Mathematics” were developed (following section). These results are to be used with
the new CRTS in grades4, 8, and 11, and with the entire new CRT system when first administered in
school year 2003-2004. Through thiswork New Mexico established four levels of student proficiency:
Beginning Proficiency, Nearing Proficient, Proficient and Advanced. It is anticipated and expected that
there will be further changes and modifications to the accountability system over time. 1t should be
noted that NM SDE does not permit out of level testing under any circumstances. (Exhibit 18)

The NMSDE fully expects that students with disabilities who recelve specid education services will
participate in the statewide assessment program in one of the three following ways.

- Statewide standardized assessment

- Statewide standardized assessment with accommodations

- New Mexico Alternate Assessment

The NMSDE has issued guidance to school didtricts regarding alowable accommodations. In addition,
the NM SDE has published and made available to digtricts a technical assistance manua on how to
develop qudity Individudized Education Programs (IEPs). This document asssts |EP teams, including
parents, in understanding the options for participation in the statewide assessment program.

Those students with disabilities that participate in the assessment, ether with or without
accommodetions, will be held to the same achievement and accountability standards as their non-
disabled peers. Asindicated in Section 1.3 of this document, the SDE developed the New Mexico
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Performance Descriptors for Language Arts and Mathematics. These performance descriptors have
been deve oped specificdly for the new criterion-referenced tests (CRTS) in grades 4, 8, and 11.

Should the percent of students participating in the New Mexico Alternate Assessment exceed 1.0% of
the tota student population in a school, digtrict, or the State, that excess percentage of students will be
held to the generd achievement standards. Thiswould likely place those sudents at the lowest level of
proficiency on the genera assessments (Beginning Proficiency) given the sgnificant nature of their
dissbilities

Currently, the NMSDE is working toward meeting dl requirements related to the assessment of students
with disabilities, aswdl as the public reporting of test results for dl sudents with disabilities. While
proficiency levels have been established for the New Mexico Alternate Assessment, the development of
technicaly sound student, school, and digtrict reportsisin the process of being completed. The NMSDE
must meet dl testing and reporting requirements by the deadline of May 30, 2003, which was
established by the Office of Specid Education Programs (OSEP). As the performance standards are
developed and refined in relation to the dternative assessment, SDE will demonstrate how those
performance standards are related to the performance standards of students without disabilities on the
regular assessments.
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EXAMPLES FOR EXAMPLES OF

CRITICAL ELEMENT MEETING STATUTORY NOT MEETING
REQUIREMENTS REQUIREMENTS
1.4 How does the State State provides decisions about Timeline does not provide
provide accountability adequate yearly progress in time sufficient time for LEAs to fulfill
and adequate yearly for LEAs to implement the their responsibilities before the
progress decisions and required provisions before the beginning of the next academic
information in a timely beginning of the next academic year.
manner? year.

State allows enough time to
notify parents about public school
choice or supplemental
educational service options, time
for parents to make an informed
decision, and time to implement
public school choice and
supplemental educational
services.

STATE RESPONSE AND STATE ACTIVITIES FOR MEETING REQUIREMENTS

The testing contractor will have al data back to schools to review and vaidate by the beginning of May of
each year. Datawill be returned to the SDE from the present contractor by July 1, following each testing
period. The SDE will provide schools with ratings and data by August 1. Thiswill dlow two weeks, at the
school leve, to further validate data and prepare any response deemed necessary prior to the start of school
(about the second week in August of each new school year). Assessment contracts have been reviewed with
each contractor and dates have been set that support these timelines. Theissue of timeliness has been
addressed in the trangition to the new testing system over the next few years. The new Request for
Proposds requires al data due to the state by July 1, following each testing period.

Both the trangition period and the new system provide time for districts and schools to notify parents about
public school choice or supplementa educationd service options and time for parents to make informed
decisons concerning public school choice and supplementa educationa services. Thesetimelinesdso
provide sufficient time for the sate to identify school improvement schools and corrective action schools
and to initiate the process for implementing technica assistance and support services.

Policies have been revised and prepared that will assist in the ratings gppedls process [6.19.1.9 E NMAC]:
A school that receives an overdl reting of probationary for afirst or second time and will enter ether the
performance-warned or the first year of school improvement categories, may apped the rating to the
Educational Standards Commission. The gpped must be made to the State Superintendent of Public
Ingtruction (* State Superintendent”) in writing within twenty days of the school’ s receipt of officid notice
of the school rating. The State Superintendent will designate staff to coordinate and process the apped. I
the Educational Standards Commission determines that additiona data substantiates the appedl, a
recommendation from the Educational Standards Commission that the school should be rated Meets
Standards will be forwarded to the State Board of Education. The Educational Standards Commission will
make the recommendation, based on findings of fact, to the State Board of Education. The State Board of
Education will have fina gpprova of the possible change of a school’ s rating from probeationary to meets
gandards. This process will apply to the current system as wdl as the fully implemented AY P system as
required by NCLB. (Exhibit 4)
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Currently, the NM SDE data management system relies upon district-assgned student identification
numbers. This practice tends to cause duplication and confusion; however, the NMSDE datigtician and an
externaly contracted statitician match every assessment data entry by name, student 1D number and date of
birth. During the recently completed legidative session (2003), the New Mexico Legidature gppropriated
funds for the development and implementation of a Statewide, unique student identification system. When
implemented, the NMSDE will be able to match assessment and student data management systems to
determine attendance, enrollment, participation, etc. The statewide student identification system will ensure

vdidity and rdiability through anongoing audit process.
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EXAMPLES FOR EXAMPLES OF

CRITICAL ELEMENT MEETING STATUTORY NOT MEETING
REQUIREMENTS REQUIREMENTS
1.5 Does the State The State Report Card includes all The State Report Card does
Accountability System the required data elements [see not include all the required
produce an annual Appendix A for the list of required data elements.
State Report Card? data elements].

The State Report Card is not
The State Report Card is available to available to the public.

the public at the beginning of the
academic year.

The State Report Card is accessible
in languages of major populations in
the State, to the extent possible.

Assessment results and other
academic indicators (including
graduation rates) are reported by
student subgroups

STATE RESPONSE AND STATE ACTIVITIES FOR MEETING REQUIREMENTS

In New Mexico, afully developed reporting system exists for schools and school didtricts. Data are
reported by academic achievement standards for all required disaggregated groups. The State report card
is digtributed to schools and school digtrict representatives, legidators, and other interested parties. In
addition, this report is posted on the NMSDE website.

In school year 2001-2002, and following years, the SDE indtituted practices for the reporting of the
following information for compliance with federd regulation. These datawill be combined and
modified where necessary to accommodate the new requirements of the United States Department of
Education. Datawill include:

1. Information, in the aggregate, on student achievement a each proficiency level on the State
academic assessments (disaggregated by race, ethnicity, gender, disability status, migrant status,
English proficiency, and satus as economicaly disadvantaged, except that such disaggregation shall
not be required in a case in which the results would revea persondly identifiable information about
anindividua student).

2. Information that provides a comparison between the actud achievement levels of each student
subgroup and the State’ s annual measurable objectives for each group of students on each of the
academic assessments.

3. The percentage of students not tested (disaggregated by the student subgroups), except that such
disaggregation shal not be required in a case in which the number of Sudentsin a category is
inaufficient to yidd datigticaly reliable information or the results would reved persondly
identifiable information about an individud student.

4. The mogt recent 2-year trend in student achievement in each subject area, and for each grade leve,
for the required assessments.



5. Aggregate information on al other indicators used by the State to determine the adequate yearly
progress of students in achieving State academic achievement standards disaggregated by student

subgroups.
6. Graduation rates for secondary school students disaggregated by student subgroups.

7. Information on the performance of schools and schooal digtricts in the State regarding making
adequate yearly progress, including the number and names of each school identified for school
improvement under Section 1116.

8. Theprofessond qudifications of teachersin the State, the percentage of such teachers teaching with
emergency or provisona credentials, and the percentage of classesin the State not taught by highly
quaified teachers, in the aggregate and disaggregated by high-poverty compared to low-poverty.

(Exhibits 2, & 19)

The current state accountability report contains:
- Standardized testing by grade and gender and subtest
- Standardized testing by Specia Education (accommodated and standard administration
- Graduation rates and graduates applying to post secondary ingtitutions
- Dropouit rates by ethnicity and gender
- Parent and community involvemert
- School safety
- Advanced placement participation
- Enrollment by ethnicity
- Average teacher sdlaries
- Percentage of digtrict budget spent on digtrict sdaries by employee codes
- Average expenditures per students
- Federd programs funding
- State funding for special education programs

NM SDE will include the following data in 2002-2003 and future accountability reports:
- Disaggregation of accountability indicators by al required subgroups
- Professond qudifications of teachers
- Two year trend data by required subgroups
- Participation rates in Statewide assessments by groups and subgroups
- AYP data by groups and subgroups
- Graduation rates disaggregated by groups and subgroups

The NMSDE Office of Public Information, Public Information Officer will serve as a proactive
resource to interna and externa audiences with regard to the NSMDE Report Card aswell as
sudent achievement and the New Mexico Accountability System. In addition, this office will
assig in public understanding and awareness regarding the implementation of the No Child Left
Behind legidation and Adequate Y early Progressin New Mexico public schoals.
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EXAMPLES FOR EXAMPLES OF

CRITICAL ELEMENT MEETING STATUTORY NOT MEETING
REQUIREMENTS REQUIREMENTS
1.6 How does the State State uses one or more types of State does not implement
Accountability System rewards and sanctions, where the rewards or sanctions for public
include rewards and criteria are: schools and LEAs based on
sanctions for public adequate yearly progress.
schools and LEAs? . Set by the State;

Based on adequate yearly
progress decisions; and,
Applied uniformly across
public schools and LEASs.

STATE RESPONSE AND STATE ACTIVITIES FOR MEETING REQUIREMENTS

The NMSDE is responsible for continuing to hold schools accountable for the academic achievement of
children. In 2003-2004, we will use the current accountability system because NRT data are available for
grades 3 through 9 and the New Mexico High School Competency Examination. During the 2003-2004
school year, NMSDE will meet the federd timeline waiver by developing and administering aCRT in
grades 4, 8, and 11 for which datawill not be available until winter 2003. In 2003-2004, the NM SDE will
have data from which AY P decisons will be made for grades 4, 8, and 11. However, NMSDE will not
have CRT data available for grades 3, 5, 6, 7, and 9 in the 2003-2004 school year. NMSDE will utilize
NRT datafor these grades. A combination of the old and new accountability systems will be applied to
school s during the 2003-2004 school year ensuring that decisons will be based on AY P for the purposes
of assigning schools to school improvement. . In 2003-2004 New Mexico will continue to use the
exising norm-referenced assessmentsin grade 3, 5, 6, 7, and 9 with the present accountability system
implemented for these grades. However, if schools do not make AYP in grades 4, 8, and 11, they will be
placed in the school improvement cycle. NMSDE hasissued a Request for Proposals for the development
of Criterion Referenced Assessmentsin grades 3 though 9 to be developed 18 months from the date of
release. I1n 2004-2005 dl schools will be assigned ratings based on AYP. Once CRTs areimplemented in
any grade it will be expected that the grade within the school/digtrict will make AYP. If this does not

occur the school will be assigned to school improvement status. NMSDE will assure that AY P decisons
will be based on utilizing the current accountability system with NRTsin 2002-03 and in 2003-04, SDE
will disaggregate according to required subgroups. In 2003-04 using the CRTs, SDE will continue the
process.

The following regulation isin place and provides for the sanctions and processes that ensure that schools
entering school improvement/corrective action are provided with support and technical assistance.
[NMAC 6.19.2] (Exhibits4,11,12, 16, 20, 24)

New Mexico has a system of Rewards and Sanctions that gpplies to al schools and school digtricts.
Title | sanctions as required by Section 1116 are being applied, including choice, supplementd services,
and corrective action.
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KEY

Performance War ned 1% year of not making AYP
School Improvement 1 2"%year of not making AYP
School Improvement 2 3"% year of not making AYP
Corrective Action 4" year of not making AYP

CURRENT SANCTIONS:

PERFORMANCE WARNED AND SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT SCHOOLS

A.

A school will be designated as “performance warned” the firgt time it is rated probationary. A
school that is performance warned is required to conduct an anadlysis of its syssems and design a
plan to address the needs of the students and the school.
The second time a school israted probationary within athree-year period it becomes a school
improvement school. A school that isin school improvement shal andlyze its systems, refineits
plan and the planning processes, address the academic needs of students, provide for necessary
professona development, and accept technical assistance from the SDE.
A school that continues to rate probationary and remains in school improvemert for two school
years without improving its rating to “meets sandards’ or higher is subject to corrective action;
provided, however, that upon meeting one of the following requirements, a school will continue
in school improvement for an additiond year:
(1) when growth data are available and the school demonstrates an increase in assessment
results. Thisis determined by achieving an average of 1.25 timestypica growth per year
(or better). Thismust occur inaminimum of three out of five subject areas. There must
not be any growth below typica growthin year 2 or 3 in any of the three subject aress; or
(2) when no growth data are available and when the school demonsrates an increasein
assessment results. Thisis determined by scoring two standard deviations or more above
the score obtained the first timeit is rated probationary in any three (3) out of five (5)
subject aress.

CORRECTIVE ACTION SCHOOLS

A.

A school that rates probationary, as described in 6.19.1 NMAC, for two out of three consecutive
years and fails to meet the criteriafor the extenson of school improvement, shdl be subject to
corrective action. (Thisis more stringent than the requirements of NCLB.)

Corrective action isimplemented by the SDE &t the direction of the State Board of Educeation.
Corrective action involves suspension of the authority and responsibility of the local school

board and subsequent State Board of Education approved action, including: management by
SDE, contracted management (e.g., by another school digtrict, individud, group, private
company, university) or other action as deemed gppropriate by the State Board of Education
upon recommendation by the SDE. Any contractua arrangement for the operation of a
corrective action school must require that the school show gains at least equa to those required
in Paragraphs (1) and (2) of Subsection C of 6.19.2.8 NMAC.

A school that isin corrective action must follow the direction of the State Superintendent or
his’her designee.

Corrective action for charter schools will account for the length of the charter, deta from the five
(5) indicators as well as information about their charter and progress over the last four years
when considering options.

CORRECTIVE ACTION INITIATED BY A LOCAL SCHOOL BOARD, SUPERINTENDENT,
OR THE GOVERNING BODY OF A CHARTER SCHOOL

Efforts a local corrective action, that is, corrective action taken by alocd school board, a

Superintendent or the governing body of a charter schoal that directly involves a corrective action school
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as defined in Section 7 of 6.19.1 NMAC, shdl not result in additiond corrective action by the State

Board of Education or SDE under 6.19.1 NMAC or 6.19.2 NMAC, provided that:

A. The locd corrective action complieswith 6.30.2 NMAC (“ Standards for Excellence’) and any
other applicable rule of the State Board of Education that relates to obtaining SDE approval prior
to closure or reorganization of a public school.

B. The authority to sugpend under this rule shall be continuous and remain with the State Board of
Education through the State Superintendent, and may be invoked at any time the State Board of
Education determines that the loca corrective action is not in compliance with Section 9 of
6.19.2 NMAC, any other provison of thisrule, or any provison of 6.19.1 NMAC.

C. Any locdl corrective action is subject to being disgpproved by the State Board of Education
acting through the State Superintendent where it:

(1) doesnot comply with the spirit or intent of thisrule; or

(2) isdetrimentd to students enrolled in the corrective action schoal; or

(3) isunlikely even with best practices to take the school under consideration out of corrective
action;

(4)  would result in mismanagement, misuse or waste of public funds; or

(5) isotherwise not in the best interests of students enrolled in the corrective action school.

SUSPENSION OF A LOCAL SCHOOL BOARD FOR PURPOSES OF CORRECTIVE ACTION
The State Board of Education, through the State Superintendent, may, for purposes of corrective action,
suspend the authority and responghbility of alocal school board or a charter school’ s governing body.
Where the school subject to corrective action is a charter school, the State Board of Education, through
the State Superintendent, shall have fina authority over decisions of the school’s governing body. As
used below, “loca school board” includes the governing body of a charter schooal.
A. The suspenson may be accomplished by ether partialy or totaly suspending the local school
board's authority and responsibility.
B. A tota suspension permits the suspension of dl the loca school board's authority and
responghility.
C. A partid suspension permits the suspension:
(1) of dl thelocd school board's authority and responsbility asit pertains to fewer than dl
schools within that board's district; or
(2) of someof thelocd school board's authority and responsibility asit pertainsto any or al
schoolswithin that board's digtrict.
D. Whether total or partia, sugpension of alocal school board suspends the power, duties, authority,
and responsihilities of the loca school board as specified in the suspension order.
E No suspension shdl be used to bring about a consolidation or reorganization of a school digtrict
without the gpprova of the local board of that didtrict.

DURATION OF SUSPENSION

Unless otherwise provided in this rule, sugpension of aloca school board shal continue until
requirements of law, standards or rules have been met, compliance is assured, and the State Board of
Education removes the suspension. Despite suspension of their powers, duties, authority and
responghility, nothing in this rule shdl in any way limit the term of office, membership, eection, re-
election or recdl of alocal school board.

VOLUNTARY SUSPENSION

The authority and respongbility of aloca school board may be suspended voluntarily. Such avoluntary
suspension may be ether totd or partid. A voluntary suspension shdl be accomplished by an
agreement signed as between the State Superintendent and the local board, and approved by the State
Board of Education &t its next available meeting.
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INVOLUNTARY SUSPENSION

The State Superintendent may commence involuntary suspension of aloca school board if a school
within its digtrict has rated probationary for two out of three consecutive years, and has failed to meet
the criteriafor the extension of school improvement after rating probationary for two out of three
consecutive years. The State Board of Education may direct the State Superintendent to determineif
total or partid susgpension of aloca school board would be in the best interests of school childrenina
school district subject to corrective action. The State Superintendent can but need not pursue voluntary
suspension procedures as a pre-condition to involuntary suspenson. Except for atotd suspensonin
which case the suspension procedures set forth at Section 22-2-14 NMSA 1978 shdl apply, the
following procedures shal be used to accomplish a partid suspension:

A. Issuance of anotice of proposed suspenson.  To commence an involuntary suspension, the State

Superintendent shall issue a notice of proposed suspension that:

(1) isddiveredtotheloca school board that isthe subject of the proposed suspension;

(2) identifiesthe public school or public schools under the authority and respongiility of a
local school board that is the object of the proposed suspension;

(3) indicatesthe expected duration of the proposed suspension and that statesit will not exceed
the given duration unless extended by the State Board of Education;

(4) identifiesadate, place and time where the loca school board may appear and show cause
ether ordly, in writing, or both, why an order of suspension should not be issued;

(5) limitsthe amount of time that anyone including the local school board and thelr
representative(s) and any witnesses may have, to address the State Superintendent at the
show cause hearing;

(6) natifiesthelocd didrict that a written recommendation to suspend or not to suspend shall
be made within 10 days of the show cause hearing.

B. Issuance of awritten recommendation.  Within 10 days of the show cause hearing, the State

Superintendent shal issue awritten recommendation to suspend or not to suspend. Unlessthe

State Superintendent has recommended nornsuspension, he shdl issue and ddliver a copy of the

proposed suspension order to the loca school board together with a copy of the recommendation

to suspend.
C. Contents of the proposed suspension order.  The proposed suspension order shall:

identify the group, individua(s) or combination thereof who will manage and operate the

school () subject to corrective action;

(1) identify the public school or public schoolsthat isthe object of the proposed suspension;

(2) indicatethe duration of the proposed suspension and state that it will not exceed the given
duration unless extended by the State Board of Education;

(3) giveadetailed reason why suspension is being ordered;

(4) st forth the specific power, duties, authority, and responsibilities of the local school board
that will be affected by the proposed suspension order;

(5) beaccompanied by the outline of an action plan the State Superintendent intends to follow
in providing management or necessary personnd to operate the deficient public school or
schools,

(6) contain a statement that the proposed suspension order shall become afind suspension
order unlessthe local school board apped s the State Superintendent's recommendation and
proposed suspension order to the State Board of Education within 10 days of receipt of the
proposed order;

(7) contain aprovison that the State Superintendent or his designee shdl have the authority to
direct the digtrict business office to execute an appropriate procurement document and
enter into alawful contract and/or ajoint powers agreement with both the SDE and a
qualified provider for management consultant services, goods, services and sdaries. Also,
the proposed suspension order shdl contain the substance of the following provisions,
where gpplicable. The management consultant shal have control over the fiscal resources
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of theindividua schoal. In making purchases, management consultants shdl purchase dl

required district goods and services in accordance with the provisons of the New Mexico

Procurement Code. The funding available to management consultants for a charter school

shdl be governed by the 1999 Charter Schools Act [22-8B-1 to 22-8B-15 NMSA 1978].

For al other public schools, the following fiscal resources shal be available a a minimum:

(& aprogram cost amount determined by the membership of the school subject to
corrective action, using the same methodology used to caculate program cost for a
school digtrict. For the purpose of calculating the school subject to corrective action’s
program cog, the didirict’ s training and experience index and the didirict’ s at-risk index
shdl be used;

(b) that portion of money from dtate, federal or loca programs generated by students
enrolled in the school subject to corrective action digible for that aid; and

(c) any capitd outlay funding designated for the school subject to corrective action;

(8) contain aprovison that directs the district business office to include in that digtrict’ s annud
audit any public school funds used or expended by any person or entity listed at Subsection
A of 6.19.2.14 NMAC who is carrying out a corrective action.

Appeal of Proposed Suspension Order. Only aloca school board may appea a proposed

suspension order to the State Board of Education. A fina suspension order shall not for any

reason be subject to appedl to, or review or reconsderation by, the State Superintendent or State

Board of Education. To apped a proposed suspension order, the following procedures must be

followed:

(1) A written notice of apped shal be filed with the State Board of Education within 10 days
of receipt of the State Superintendent's recommendation and proposed suspension order.

(2) The State Superintendent shall schedule the matter to be heard by the State Board of
Education, after giving the local school board at least 30 days within which to submit its
written reasons and documents to support its position that a suspension should not be
ordered at al or in the manner proposed.

(3) The State Superintendent shal have 10 days from the receipt of the loca school board's
written reasons and supporting documents to submit any rebuttal reasons or documentation
in support of the proposed suspension order. With the exception of provisions of law or
rules, no other documents by ether sde shadl be permitted to be submitted to or considered
by the State Board of Educetion.

(4) The State Board of Education shall dlow ether side, including any witnesses, atota of 30
minutes to present their position.

(5) Atany timeprior to the end of its meeting, the State Board of Education shall issue a
decison and order which shdl ether:

(@ deny the State Superintendent's proposed suspension order, or

(b) dlow the State Superintendent's proposed suspension order and impose any
conditions on the suspension that do not violate Sate laws or existing State Board of
Education rules.

(6) Any decison and order of the State Board of Education that suspends alocal school board
shdl order the suspension to become effective on the first day of the month following the
mesting of the State Board of Education that alowed the suspension.

(7) Thedecision and order of the State Board of Education isfina and shdl not be subject to
further appedl to, or review or reconsideration by, the State Board of Education.

(8) Notwithgtanding its decision and order, the State Board of Education shall have continuing
authority to order amodification or early termination of a suspension order, provided it
judtifiesits action at a State Board of Education meeting and gives both sdesthe
opportunity to be heard.

Termination of Sugpension. A suspension of aloca school board under this rule shdl terminate

only upon gpprova by the State Board of Education at its next available meeting convened as
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near as practicable to the month set for termination in the suspension order. Provided, however,
that:

(1) Either the State Superintendent or aloca school board may seek an earlier termination by

submitting a detailed written request to the State Board of Education.

(2  Upon termination of suspension where the local school board is for whatever reason no

longer lawfully condtituted, the State Superintendent shall assst in atrangtion capacity
only, until a new school board has been duly eected and sworn.

(3) Any power, duties, authority, and respongbilities held by the State Superintendent during

the sugpension shdl be deemed immediately transferred to the loca school board upon the
termination of the sugpension by the State Board of Education.

(4) The State Board of Education may at any time on its own terminate a suspension, provided

that it does o at a public meeting where it givesits reasons for the decison.
Enforcement of Suspension.  The State Superintendent or State Board of Education may enforce
this rule by applying to the digtrict court for an injunction, writ of mandamus or other appropriate
relief.

IMPLEMENTATION OF CORRECTIVE ACTION

A.

The State Superintendent shall prescribe awritten action plan on how the corrective action
school(s) will be managed and operated during the life of the suspension. The action plan need
not be findized at the time the suspension becomes effective and once completed may be
modified at any time as circumstances change. The action plan shal be maintained by the Sate
superintendent or his designee. The action plan may encompass the use of any or dl of the
following groups or individuas in managing or operating the corrective action school(s):

(1) theSDE;

(2) contracted consultants,

(3) contracted management (e.g., another school didtrict, individua, group, private company,
university);

(4) contracted for individuas from other school districts, educationa cooperatives, educationa
organizations, or the state's colleges and universities;

(5) any combination of the foregoing.

Effect of Suspension on Digrict Employees. While it shdl not be the express purpose of a

sugpension under this rule to terminate, discharge, or replace licensed or unlicensed digtrict or

charter school employees, the State Superintendent shall possess and execute al the legal
authority and responsibility of the suspended local school board subject to the following
resrictions:

(1) Theobject of the State Superintendent's authority and responsibility shal be limited to the
school or schools identified in the suspension order.

(2) Thescope of the State Superintendent's authority and respongibility shall be limited to the
school or schoolsidentified in the suspension order.

(3) Theretention of exiging ditrict administrators and employees shdl be considered.

(4) Any termindion or discharge of district employees must be conducted in accordance with
the applicable sections of the School Personnel Act [Section 22-10-1 et seq. NMSA 1978].

(5) Any adverse personnd action of any licensed or unlicensed district employee shdl be
limited to the authority set forth in the suspended digtrict's policies.

(6) The State Superintendent shall not be obligated to honor any district employment plans or
letters of intent issued pursuant to Section 22-10-13 NMSA 1978 that involve the hiring of
an individua holding or seeking a substandard license.

In the event any group or individua (s) identified in the corrective action plan fails, refuses or

otherwise ceases to perform in accordance with the State Superintendent’ s action plan or

pursuant to a contract entered into with a corrective action school, the authority and



respongbility to manage the corrective action school under the corrective action plan shdl
immediately revert to the State Superintendent.

ANNUAL STATUSREPORT

The State Superintendent shal report on the progress of any loca school board suspension periodically
to the State Board of Education. At aminimum, the State Superintendent shall report to the State Board
of Education on the 12thmonth anniversary of the suspension of aloca school board. Additiondly, he
shdl report to the State Board of Education upon the termination of suspension of aloca school board.
Modification of any action plans need not be reported unless they involve substantia changes.

In the case of local corrective action plans approved by the State Superintendent with or without
mandatory conditions, the school will have one full school year from the time of identification to meet
the criteriafor an extension of school improvement or to meet Sandards as aresult of having
implemented the corrective action plan.

REWARDS:
Chapter 22 and 22A of New Mexico Statutes [ Section 22-1-6.1 and 22-13A NMSA 1978]

The State Board of Education shal measure the performance of every public school in New Mexico.
Public Schools achieving the highest level of performance shdl be digible for supplementd incentive
funding. The State Board of Education shal establish the corrective action and intervention necessary
for public schools whose performance leve islow. In addition, when determining schools that receive
incentives, only schools that have 95% or more of the students participating in assessments will be
considered when awards are made.

The rewards for high improving schools are determined using the methodology below. It isthe intent of
the SDE to modify this reward system in future years to accommodate decisons that are based on
Adequate Y early Progress and are gpplied uniformly across public schools and school didtricts. The
purpose of the “Incentives for School Improvement Act” isto provide financid incentives to individua
schools that exceed expected academic performance. The program shal be administered by the SDE.
The SDE shd| develop a standardized method to measure the progress of students enrolled in public
schools. The standardized method developed shall be reviewed and approved by the State Board of
Education of education.

Thereisafund created in the New Mexico State Treasury entitled the “ Incentives for School
Improvement Fund’. The fund shal consst of any state money gppropriated to the fund, any federa
money dlocated to the state for the purposes of the “Incentives for School Improvement Act”,
undistributed annual bal ances and earnings of the fund and any gifts or bequests made to the fund. The
date treasurer shal invest the fund as other sate funds are invested. The balance remaining in the fund
a the end of thefiscd year shdl not revert to the generd fund. (Exhibit 20)

The fund is gppropriated to the SDE for the purpose of implementing and administering the “Incentives
for School Improvement Act”. No more than three percent of the fund may be retained by the SDE for
adminigrative purposes.

Money in the fund shal be distributed directly to schools evidencing the grestest improvement as

determined by the SDE. Disbursements shdl be made only to schools that qualify. Money received by
aschool from the fund shal not be used for salaries, sdary increases, or bonuses. Money shdl be used
as determined by the schoal principa and teachersin cooperation with other school employees and the
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community. All necessary rewards and sanctions of Section 1116 were gpplied beginning 2001-02 for
al schoals, including Title | schools in New Mexico.
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EXAMPLES FOR EXAMPLES OF
CRITICAL ELEMENT MEETING STATUTORY NOT MEETING
REQUIREMENTS REQUIREMENTS

2.1 How does the State All students in the State are included Public school students exist in

Accountability in the State Accountability System. the State for whom the State
System include all Accountability System makes
students in the The definitions of “public school” and no provision.

State? “LEA” account for all students

enrolled in the public school district,
regardless of program or type of
public school.

STATE RESPONSE AND STATE ACTIVITIES FOR MEETING REQUIREMENTS

The following are definitions from both regulation and satute as they gpply to the current and future

acocountability sysem:

1. A public school is defined asthat part of a school digtrict thet is a single attendance center where
ingruction is offered by a certified school ingtructor or group of certified indructorsand is
discernable as a building or group of buildings generdly recognized as either an eementary,
secondary, junior high or high school or any combination thereof [Section 22-1-2.M NMSA 1978].

2. Effective July 1, 1999, school digtricts shdl annudly administer a nationally norm referenced test or
a standards- based assessment to al students enrolled in a public school [NMSA 22-1-6.B]. This
gtatute supports New Mexico's position that al students should be tested using some form of
assessment, either norm-referenced, standardized administration; normreferenced with
accommodations, or adternate assessment. When determining schools that receive incentives, only
schools that have 95% or more of the students participating in assessments will be considered when
awards are made.

3. Beginning with students entering the 9 grade in school year 1986-87, successful completion of a
minimum of 23 units shall be required for graduation. No student shall receive a high school
diplomawho has not passed a state graduation examination in the subject areas of reading, English,
math, writing, science, and socid studies. [22-1-8.4 NMSA 1978]

4. Alternate Assessment for Special Education Students:  Alternate Assessments are used in al of the
current and future accountability systems. The New Mexico Alternate Assessment was developed in
2000 by a volunteer team of people who have extensive experience with individuas with severe
disabilities. The desgn team included parents and professonds with experience and expertisein
assessment and in the education of students with severe disabilities, including mental retardation,
autism, visua imparments, and multiple disabilities. These assessments, in regulation and in
practice, are supported by IDEA Section 34 CFR Sections 300.138, 300.139, and 300.220.

(Exhibit 2)

The current policies, regulations and state laws are designed for an accountability system that is based
on anorm-referenced test modd. The tests are administered in grades 3 through 9 and a high school
competency exam is given beginning at grade 10 in both the English and Spanish Languages, with
accommodations for English language learners and specia needs students. Alternative tests are included
for certain specid needs students. In addition, the DIBEL S is being piloted in grades kindergarten
through 3 with the intent to have thistest in place in al New Mexico schools by school year 2003-2004.
Thisis a standards-based, criterion referenced test designed to inform instruction and provide consistent
and reliable information about the progress of students toward the god that al students become
proficient readers by the time they exit third grade. (Exhibits 4, 11, & 12)



The New Mexico Alternate Assessment is based upon the New Mexico State Content Standards and
Benchmarks. These standards and benchmarks rlate to ingtruction in the following areas: reading,
writing, math, science, socid sudies, and language arts. Performance standards and benchmarks for
kindergarten and 3- and 4-year-old children were expanded and mapped backwards in order to identify
functiond skills that were gppropriate for sudents with the mogt significant disabilities for ingructiond
and assessment purposes.

The New Mexico Altenae Assessment congds of four functiond activities including
community participation, planning and cregting a product, independent living, and caring for
living things.

CONSIDERATIONS FOR FUTURE REGULATIONS

1. Induson of Alternative Schoolsin the accountability sysem An dternative school is defined asa
public school with its own principa, which offers an educationd program leading to a high school
diplomaor GED. To qudify asan dternative school, the school must be approved by the State
Superintendent of Public Ingtruction. The educationd program is designed to meet students
individua needs and includes the minimum course requirements gpproved by the State Board of
Education. In contrast to an dternative school, aschool digtrict may include an dternative program
as part of the curriculaat atraditiona middle schoal, junior high schoal, or high school. An
aternative program does not have to be approved by the State Superintendent. Example:
Graduation Redlity and Dua Reporting System (GRADS) (Exhibit 7)

Guidelines for opening dternative schools:
Prior to the opening of the aternative school, arequest for approva of school digtrict
reorganization must be gpproved by the State Superintendent of Public Instruction (6.30.2.10.f
NMAC)
Education isthe primary purpose for the existence of the school.
The school must have its own identity, differentiated by faculty, adminigtration, students,
scheduling, facilities, budget and/or separate membership reporting.
The education program must offer or provide access to meeting the minimum course
requirements approved by the State Board of Education.
The school must, by means of alocaly determined admittance process, identify and serve a
secondary school target population who cannot by served in atraditional educationd setting.
The school must be in compliance with gpplicable federa regulations, state datutes, and State
Board of Education Regulations.
The school’ s eva uation will be consistent with locdl criteria, State Statutes, State Board of
Education Regulations, and SDE requirements.
22-8-2.M.2, NMSA 1978, Public School Finance Act, defines aquaified student as a public
school student who is enralled in one-haf or more of the minimum course requirements
approved by the State Board of Education for public school students.

Exigting dternative schools, which are gpproved by the SDE, will be reviewed to determine if they
meet the above guiddines. (Exhibit 7)

2. Incorporation of Charter Schools: A charter school in New Mexico is a public schoal that is
accredited by the State Board of Education and shall be accountable to the school digtrict’sloca
board for the purposes of ensuring compliance with applicable laws, rules, and charter provisions as
well as NMSA 1978 sections 22-1-6 and 22-2-8. Charter schoolsarerated in the accountability




system on the same basisas a new district school. The charter school ratings and scoresare
not included in digrict rating. (Exhibit 8)

Inclusion of kindergarten through second grade schoolsin the accountability systems. Currently
thereisno provison for incluson of these schoolsin the accountability syslem. However, New
Mexico isarecipient of the Reading First award, which provides federa funds for research-based
innovative reading programs.  In 22-2-6.12 and 8.5 NMSA 1978, schools receiving funds “shall
show evidence that they are using quality research-based programs to improve reading proficiency
and shdl develop individua reading plans for students who fail to meet grade level reading
proficiently standards’. New Mexico intends to use the DIBEL S reading assessment to implement
thisgatute. (Exhibit 9)
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EXAMPLES FOR EXAMPLES OF
CRITICAL ELEMENT MEETING STATUTORY NOT MEETING REQUIREMENTS
REQUIREMENTS

2.2 How does the State define | The State has a definition of “full LEAs have varying definitions of “full

“full academic year” for academic year” for determining academic year.”

identifying students in AYP | which students are to be included

decisions? in decisions about AYP. The State’s definition excludes

students who must transfer from one

The definition of full academic district to another as they advance to
year is consistent and applied the next grade.
statewide.

The definition of full academic year is
not applied consistently.

STATE RESPONSE AND STATE ACTIVITIES FOR MEETING REQUIREMENTS

To account for students and assign school leve ratings based on enrollment -on or -by a particular time,
the SDE follows NMAC 6.19.1.8 A.1.a. The test results of students who have been in attendance on or
prior to the 40-day attendance count shal be used to determine the rating of each status data point.
Growth scores are caculated based on cohorts for one, two, or three years within the same schoal.
Students tested and enrolled on the 40™ day are considered enrolled for afull academic year. Inthe
future, the 40" day will continue to be used. The 40" day is set by regulation 6.19.1 NMAC as the first
day of reporting from the schoal didtricts to the SDE to establish enrollment numbers for funding as well
as class 9ze condderations and teacher assgnments. Assessment data for students enrolled on or before
the 40™ day will be assigned to the school in which they are tested. Assessment data for students
enrolled after the 401" day will be assigned to the school district to assign the district rating. (Exhibits 4,
11,12, & 17)

Effective July 1, 1999, school didtricts shdl annudly administer anationaly norm-referenced test or a
standards- based assessment to al students enrolled in a public school [NMSA 22-1-6.B]. This datute
supports New Mexico's position that al students should be tested using some form of assessment, either
norm-referenced, standardized administration; norm-referenced with accommodations; or dternate
assessment. When determining school s that receive incentives, only schools that have 95% or more of
the students participating in assessments will be considered when awards are made. (Exhibit 2)

To make AYP, 95% of students enrolled are assessed and data collected and reported for each district,
school and subgroup. Reporting on accountability is based on sudents enrolled for the full academic
year (40" day). Thereisastudent enrollment count which is transmitted to the SDE on the 80" day,
which is the approximate time of the adminigtration of the High School Competency Examination.
Thereis aso astudent enrollment count which is transmitted to the SDE on the 120" day, which
immediately precedes the testing window.

In calculating the 95% participation rate for dl groups and subgroups within a school for the New
Mexico High School Competency Examination (which is administered at the 80" day of enrollment) and
the New Mexico Achievement Assessment Program, grades 3 through 9 (which is administered at the
120" day of enrollment), the denominator will be the number of individually tracked students who are
identified by the individud, unique student identification number. Those students not in the cohort

group tracked though the 40", 80", or 120" day enroliments will be assigned to the district level ratings.
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CRITICAL ELEMENT

EXAMPLES FOR
MEETING STATUTORY
REQUIREMENTS

EXAMPLES OF
NOT MEETING
REQUIREMENTS

2.3 How does the State
Accountability System
determine which students
have attended the same
public school and/or LEA for
a full academic year?

State holds public schools
accountable for students who
were enrolled at the same public
school for a full academic year.

State holds LEAs accountable for
students who transfer during the
full academic year from one
public school within the district to
another public school within the
district.

State definition requires students
to attend the same public school
for more than a full academic
year to be included in public
school accountability.

State definition requires students
to attend school in the same
district for more than a full
academic year to be included in
district accountability.

State holds public schools
accountable for students who
have not attended the same
public school for a full academic
year.

STATE RESPONSE AND STATE ACTIVITIES FOR MEETING REQUIREMENTS

To account for students and assign ratings based on enrollment-on or -by a particular time, the SDE

followsNMAC 6.19.1.8 A.1.a Thetest results of the students who have been in attendance on or prior

to the 40-day attendance count shal be used to determine the rating of each status data point. Growth
scores are calculated based on cohorts for one, two, or three years within the same school. Again,
students tested and enrolled on the 40" day are considered the defining population. In the future, the
40" day will continueto be used. The 40 day is set by regulation 6.19.1 NMAC asthe first day of
reporting from the schoal digtricts to the SDE to establish enrollment numbers for funding aswell as
class Sze consderations, and teacher assignments. Students enrolled on or before this date will be
assigned to the school in which they aretested. Students enrolled after this date will be assgned to the
school digtrict to assign the didtrict rating. (Exhibits 4 & 17)

Currently the student data are managed via the New Mexico Accountability Data System (ADS). A
future policy decision will be made regarding the inclusion of student scoresin the digtrict and state

counts when students are not enrolled at a particular school, on or by the 40 day, in order to show AYP

for that school. Senate Reform Bill 308 includes provisons for the SDE to have a statewide student
identification number (unique student ID) in place by school year 2004-2005. Thiswill dlow the SDE
to caculate student data and assign ratings a the school and didtrict levd.

In calculating the 95% participation rate for dl groups and subgroups within a school for the New

Mexico High School Competency Examination (which is administered at the 80" day of enrollment) and

the New Mexico Achievement Assessment Program, grades 3 through 9 (which is administered at the
120" day of enrollment), the denominator will be the number of individually tracked students who are
identified by the individua, unique student identification number. Those students not in the cohort

group tracked though the 40™, 80", or 120" day enrollments will be assigned to the district level ratings.
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PRINCIPLE 3. State definition of AYP is based on expectations for growth in student
achievement that is continuous and substantial, such that all students are proficient in
reading/language arts and mathematics no later than 2013-2014.

EXAMPLES FOR EXAMPLES OF
CRITICAL ELEMENT MEETING REQUIREMENTS NOT MEETING
REQUIREMENTS
3.1 How does the State’s The State has a timeline for State definition does not require
definition of adequate yearly ensuring that all students will all students to achieve
progress require all students | meet or exceed the State’s proficiency by 2013-2014.
to be proficient in proficient level of academic
reading/language arts and achievement in reading/language State extends the timeline past
mathematics by the 2013- arts® and mathematics, not later the 2013-2014 academic year.
2014 academic year? than 2013-2014.

STATE RESPONSE AND STATE ACTIVITIES FOR MEETING REQUIREMENTS

The SDE recognizes the need for al students to demondtirate proficiency by school year 2013-2014 in
reading, language arts and mathematics. The data that will be calculated regarding AY P will be
generated by grades 4 and 8 CRT which is to be administered for the first time during the spring testing
administration of school year 2002-2003, and the CRT at grade 11 which will be administered in the fall
of 2003. The garting point will be caculated in the winter of 2003. All studentsin New Mexico will be
proficient by 2013-2014. The data necessary to determine the beginning points for AY P will not be
available until December 2003. The SDE proposes:

to continue the current accountability system for one year (school year 2002-2003);

to use the data from the grades 4, 8, and 11 CRT adminigtration in school years 2002-2003 and

2003-2004 to calculate AY P for those grades,

to implement an entirdy CRT- based system with AYP cdculated in al grades, for dl subjects as

specified, by school year 2004-2005; and,

al sudentsin New Mexico will be proficient in 11 years.

(Exhibits 4, 11, 12, 13, 14, & 15)

Thistimeine will goply to dl groups and subgroupsin al public schoolsin New Mexico.




On Chart 1 (facing page) is an example of what could result in New Mexico once starting points and goas
and objectives are established for AYP.

Currently New Mexico does not have a safe harbor policy. However, prior to the rating of schoolsin
July/August of 2004, the New Mexico State Board of Education will be encouraged to adopt the following
pollcy to support schools and meet federa regulatory requirements:
Use of safe harbor: If a subgroup or al studentsin a school or digtrict does not meet annua
measurable objectives, a safe harbor test will be applied to determine if AY P has been met.
The safe harbor test can be applied to any year when a measurable objective has not been met.
Operationdly, if the percentage of sudentsin the subgroup meseting proficient levels of performance
represents a decrease of at least 10 percent in the percent of students not meeting proficient levels of
performance in the previous year, and the subgroup makes progress on one or more of the other
indicator(s) or is a or above the target, the subgroup will be consdered to have met AYP[34 CFR
200.20].
To qudify for safe harbor, dl groups and subgroups must have tested at least 95% of the studentsin
the groups and subgroups.
All indicators will be disaggregated by subgroup to be used with safe harbor.
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EXAMPLES FOR EXAMPLES OF
CRITICAL ELEMENT MEETING REQUIREMENTS NOT MEETING
REQUIREMENTS

3.2 How does the State For a public school and LEA to make State uses different method
Accountability adequate yearly progress, each student for calculating how public
System determine subgroup must meet or exceed the State schools and LEAs make AYP.
whether each student | annual measurable objectives, each student
subgroup, public subgroup must have at least a 95%
school and LEA participation rate in the statewide
makes AYP? assessments, and the school must meet the

State’s requirement for other academic
indicators.

However, if in any particular year the student
subgroup does not meet those annual
measurable objectives, the public school or
LEA may be considered to have made AYP, if
the percentage of students in that group who
did not meet or exceed the proficient level of
academic achievement on the State
assessments for that year decreased by 10%
of that percentage from the preceding public
school year; that group made progress on one
or more of the State’s academic indicators;
and that group had at least 95% participation
rate on the statewide assessment.

STATE RESPONSE AND STATE ACTIVITIES FOR MEETING REQUIREMENTS

The NMSDE is responsible for continuing to hold schools accountable for the academic achievement of
children. 1n 2003-2004, we will use the current accountability system because NRT data are available for
grades 3 through 9 and the New Mexico High School Competency Examination. During the 2003-2004
school year, NMSDE will meet the federa timdine waiver by developing and administering aCRT in
grades 4, 8, and 11 for which datawill not be available until winter 2003. In 2003-2004, the NM SDE will
have data from which AY P decisons will be made for grades 4, 8, and 11. However, NMSDE will not
have CRT data available for grades 3, 5, 6, 7, and 9 in the 2003-2004 school year. NMSDE will utilize
NRT datafor these grades. A combination of the old and new accountability systems will be applied to
schools during the 2003-2004 school year ensuring that decisons will be based on AY P for the purposes
of assigning schools to school improvement. . In 2003-2004 New Mexico will continue to use the existing
norm-referenced assessmentsin grade 3, 5, 6, 7, and 9 with the present accountability system implemented
for these grades. If schools do not make AYP in grades 4, 8, and 11, they will be placed in the school
improvement cycle. NMSDE has issued a Request for Proposa s for the development of Criterion
Referenced Assessments in grades 3 though 9 to be devel oped 18 months from the date of release. In
2004-2005 al schools will be assigned ratings based on AYP. Once CRTs are implemented in any grade
it will be expected that the grade within the school/district will make AYP. If this does not occur the

school will be assigned to school improvement status. NMSDE will assure that AY P decisonswill be
based on utilizing the current accountability system with NRTsin 2002-03 and in 2003-04, SDE will
disaggregate according to required subgroups. In 2003-04 using the CRTs, SDE will continue the process.

Based on current data from the existing norm-referenced tes, it is estimated that 80-95% of the students,
in groups and subgroups, may perform in the bel ow proficient categories on any single content area of



assessment. Because the CRT isnew for grades 4, 8, and 11, and data will not be available to begin AYP
garting points until December 2003, the SDE will rate schools the existing accountability sysemin

school year 2002-2003. 1n school year 2003-2004, the SDE will have two years of CRT data for grades 4,
8, and 11, to calculate growth and progress and will continue to use the existing NRT assessments for

grade 3,5,6,7, and 9 and the 10" grade NMHSCE. (Exhibits2 & 21)

Following guidance from the United States Department of Education, SDE will adopt the following

policy: If, in any particular year the student subgroup does not meet annual measurable objectives, the
public school or school district may be considered to have made AY P if the percentage of students in that
group who did not meet or exceed the proficient level of academic achievement on the assessments for
that year decreased by 10% of that percentage from the preceding public school year; that group made
progress on one or more of the State’ s academic indicators, and that group had at least 95% participation

rate on the statewide assessment.
(Exhibits 2 & 21)

To ensure the vdidity and rdiability of the accountability system, as well as clearly define school ratings,
the following system will be employed:

Instead of schools earning ratings by data points within grades in a school (as was done prior to the
2002-2003 school year), grade level datawould be combined such that al subject level data are
combined across grades.

Following the combining of data, using the SBE/NM SDE Data Point Matrix, schools will be rated not
on grade leve performance but performance by the subject level using the status and growth moddl.
This technique ensures that once these data are disaggregated, schools will have a greater chance of
meeting the minimum “n” size in order for groups and subgroups to be rated.

Furthermore, after completing the impact data andys's, it was determined that NM SDE will account for
more student groups and subgroups within schools and digtricts. Using this model NMSDE will rate
schools adequatdly and fairly.  Additiondly, data will continue to be communicated to schools by grade
level groups and subgroups within the grade level performed for instructiond purposes. (Exhibit 29)

The accountability system will be based on data points awarded for whole group performance in the areas

of reading, language arts, math, science, and socid studies in English, and reading, language arts, and

math in Spanish. The data points are earned based on AY P with attendance rates for al schools, and

dropout rates for secondary schools and high school graduation ratesincluded in the system.  School

ratings and subsequent intervention by the SDE, isbased on AYP. Schools may be rated as.

- “Exemplary” means adidrict/school rating on the five statewide indicators demongrating that the
school/digtrict has at least 50% of its data points in exemplary and 0% of its data pointsin probationary.

- “Exceeds Standards’ means adistrict/school rating on the five statewide indicators demonstrating that
the school/ditrict has at least 50% of its data pointsin exceeds standards or higher;

- “Meets Standar ds’” means adigtrict/school rating on the five statewide indicators demongtrating that
the digtrict/school has more than 50% of dl data pointsin meets standards or higher;

- “Probationary” means adigtrict/school did not meet AY P in agroup or subgroup.

KEY
Performance Warned 1% year of not making AYP
School Improvement 1 2"%year of not making AYP
School Improvement 2 3% year of not making AYP
Corrective Action 4™ year of not making AYP

(Exhibits 4, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, & 16)
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In school year 2002-2003, New Mexico will use existing norm:referenced assessments provided by
the currently-contracted testing company in grades 3 through 9; criterion referenced assessmentsin
grades 4 and 8, dso provided by the currently-contracted testing company; and a piloted, CRT for
grade 11, provided by a separate testing company. In school year 2003-2004, New Mexico will rate
schools based on scores from NRTsfor grades 3, 5, 6, 7, and 9, and scores from CRTsin grades 4, 8,
and 11. In school year 2004-2005, New Mexico will implement an entirdly new CRT-based system

to caculate AYP. (Exhibits 14 & 15)

Because school year 2002-2003 is the first time schools in New Mexico will be administering criterion
referenced, standards-based assessments, much work remains to devel op appropriate data from which to
make decisons. New Mexico does not anticipate having accurate, reliable, and purposeful information
about these assessments until November or December 2003. Thisisfar too long to wait to rate schools.
Trangtion to a criterion-referenced, standards-based system will include the Starting points in grades 4, 8,
and 11 in school year 2003-2004, at which point it will be possible to caculate the sarting points of AYP
for New Mexico. . 1n 2003-2004 New Mexico will continue to use the exigting norm-referenced
assessmentsin grade 3, 5, 6, 7, and 9 with the present accountability system implemented for these grades.
However, if schoolsdo not make AYPin grades 4, 8, and 11, they will be placed in the school
improvement cycle. (Exhibits 14 & 15)

In school year 2004-2005, New Mexico will implement the entire criterion-referenced, standards-based
assessment system based on AY P cdculaionsin grades 3 through 9; and the grade 11 criterion-referenced
assessment.

Currently, in New Mexico, there are 23 schools that contain some configuration of grades kindergarten
through 2", These schools do not earn data points based on assessments and therefore have not been
rated. However, there exist severd meansto rate these schoolsimmediately. One solution isto establish
base-line data with a state-wide reading assessment in 2003-2004 and caculate AY P from that point on.
However the adoption and implementation of an assessment will take sometime asis explained in this
document. The best solution, & thistime, isto assign the grade 3 data from the primary feeder schools
“backwards’ for the next two years based first on the NRT and then on the CRT and AYP. Once data
have been established for dl gradesin dl schools, then New Mexico will be able to move forward
completely with AY P. (Exhibit 30)
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EXAMPLES FOR EXAMPLES OF

CRITICAL ELEMENT MEETING REQUIREMENTS NOT MEETING
REQUIREMENTS

3.2aWhat isthe Using data from the 2001-2002 school year, The State Accountability
State starting the State established separate starting points System uses a different

. . in reading/language arts and mathematics for method for calculating the
pomtfor delamg measuring the percentage of students starting point (or baseline
Adequate Y early meeting or exceeding the State’s proficient data).
Progress? level of academic achievement.

Each starting point is based, at a minimum,
on the higher of the following percentages of
students at the proficient level: (1) the
percentage in the State of proficient students
in the lowest-achieving student subgroup; or,
(2) the percentage of proficient students in a
public school at the 20" percentile of the
State’s total enrollment among all schools
ranked by the percentage of students at the
proficient level.

A State may use these procedures to
establish separate starting points by grade
span; however, the starting point must be the
same for all like schools (e.g., one same
starting point for all elementary schools, one
same starting point for all middle schools...).

STATE RESPONSE AND STATE ACTIVITIES FOR MEETING REQUIREMENTS

New Mexico's garting point, if gpproved by United States Department of Education, will utilize the data
generated by the 2002-2003 administration of anew CRT for grades 4, 8, and 11, to caculate the starting
points for those grades. In school year 2003-2004 New Mexico will administer a CRT in grades 4, 8, and
11 and calculate AY P based on the data from that adminigtration. In school year 2004-05, New Mexico
will adminiger aCRT in grades 3-9 and 11. Starting pointsfor grades 3, 5, 6, 7, and 9 will be caculated
and AYP will continue for grades 4, 8 and 11.

It is estimated that as many as 80-95% of New Mexico’ s students across groups and subgroups may be
below proficient, based on preliminary data runs of the norm-referenced test results. It is also anticipated
that the most agnificant datawill be derived from caculating the sarting points (when data are available)
based on the percentages of students at the proficient leve, & aminimum, on the higher of the following
percentages of students at the proficient level: (1) the percentage in the State of proficient sudentsin the
lowest- achieving student subgroup; or, (2) the percentage of proficient students in a public schoal &t the
20" percentile of the State' stotal enrollment among all schools ranked by the percentage of students at the
proficient level. The garting point will be the same for al groups and subgroups in New Mexico's public
schools and school didricts. (Exhibit 11)
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On Chart 1 (facing page) is an example of what could result in New Mexico once starting points and goas
and objectives are established for AYP.

Currently New Mexico does not have a safe harbor policy. However, prior to the rating of schoolsin
July/August of 2004, the New Mexico State Board of Education will be encouraged to adopt the following
pollcy to support schools and meet federa regulatory requirements:
Use of safe harbor: If asubgroup or al studentsin a school or district does not meet annua
measurable objectives, a safe harbor test will be gpplied to determine if AY P has been met.
The safe harbor test can be applied to any year when a measurable objective has not been met.
Operationdly, if the percentage of studentsin the subgroup meeting proficient levels of performance
represents a decrease of at least 10 percent in the percent of students not meeting proficient levels of
performance in the previous year, and the subgroup makes progress on one or more of the other
indicator(s) or is a or above the target, the subgroup will be considered to have met AYP[34 CFR
200.20].
To qudify for safe harbor, dl groups and subgroups must have tested at least 95% of the studentsin
the groups and subgroups.
All indicators will be disaggregated by subgroup to be used with safe harbor.
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CRITICAL ELEMENT

EXAMPLES FOR
MEETING REQUIREMENTS

EXAMPLES OF
NOT MEETING
REQUIREMENTS

3.2b What are the State's
annual measurable
objectives for

State has annual measurable objectives that are
consistent with a state’s intermediate goals and
that identify for each year a minimum percentage

The State Accountability
System uses another
method for calculating

determining of students who must meet or exceed the annual measurable
adequate yearly proficient level of academic achievement on the objectives.
progress? State’s academic assessments.

The State Accountability
System does not include
annual measurable
objectives.

The State’s annual measurable objectives ensure
that all students meet or exceed the State’s
proficient level of academic achievement within
the timeline.

The State’s annual measurable objectives are the
same throughout the State for each public school,
each LEA, and each subgroup of students.

STATE RESPONSE AND STATE ACTIVITIES FOR MEETING REQUIREMENTS

SDE does not have data to determine annual messurable objectives based on proficiency levels. New
Mexico's annua measurable objectives will be the same throughout the state for each public school and
each school digtrict, and each subgroup of students. Following the adminigtration of the new CRT
assessments, data will be caculated and analyzed. Once annua measurable objectives are established, the
State' s annua measurable objectives will be developed to ensure dl studentsin New Mexico meet or
exceed the Stat€' s cal culated proficient level of academic achievement within the timeline of dl students
being proficient by 2013-2014. (Exhibit 11)

Currently, the NMSDE data management system relies upon digtrict-assigned student identification
numbers. This practice tends to cause duplication and confusion; however, the NMSDE datigtician and an
externdly-contracted Statistician match every assessment data entry by name, student ID number and date
of birth. During the recently completed legidative sesson (2003), the New Mexico Legidature
appropriated funds for the development and implementation of a statewide, unique student identification
system. When implemented, the NMSDE will be able to match assessment and student data management
systems to determine attendance, enrollment, participation, etc. The statewide student identification

sysem will ensure vaidity and religbility through an ongoing audit process.
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EXAMPLES FOR

EXAMPLES OF

CRITICAL ELEMENT MEETING REQUIREMENTS NOT MEETING
REQUIREMENTS
3.2c What arethe State has established intermediate goals The State uses another
Sae sintermediate that increase in equal increments over the method for calculating
godsfor determining period covered by the State timeline. intermediate goals.
adequate yearly The State does not include
progress? - The first incremental increase takes intermediate goals in its

effect not later than the 2004-2005
academic year.

- Each following incremental increase
occurs within three years.

definition of adequate
yearly progress.

STATE RESPONSE AND STATE ACTIVITIES FOR MEETING REQUIREMENTS

SDE does not have datato calculate intermediate goas based on proficiency levels. Annual measurable
objectives and intermediate goas will mirror each other and will increase by an equa percentage each
year to ensure dl students are proficient by 2013-2014. Thiswill be applied to each subgroup as well.

(Exhibit 11)

In addition, New Mexico will use the most gppropriate method of data analyss following the initid data
caculation (i.e, uniform averaging, one-year, and across grades). New Mexico, currently usesrolling
averages for smdl schools and population sizes lessthan ten. Rolling averages yidd datidticaly vaid and
reliable data for determining accountability decisons for schools. With the possibility of alarge
percentage of New Mexico students performing a below proficiency levels, setting intermediate gods for
each year is necessary.(Exhibit 11)

On Chart 1 (facing page) is an example of what could result in New Mexico once starting points and goas

and objectives are established for AYP.

Currently New Mexico does not have a safe harbor policy. However, prior to the rating of schoolsin

July/August of 2004, the New Mexico State Board of Education will be encouraged to adopt the following

pollcy to support schools and meet federa regulatory requirements:
Use of safe harbor: If asubgroup or dl studentsin aschool or digtrict does not meet annud
measurable objectives, a safe harbor test will be gpplied to determine if AY P has been met.
The safe harbor test can be applied to any year when a measurable objective has not been met.

Operationdly, if the percentage of sudentsin the subgroup meeting proficient levels of performance
represents a decrease of at least 10 percent in the percent of students not meeting proficient levels of
performance in the previous year, and the subgroup makes progress on one or more of the other
indicator(s) or is a or above the target, the subgroup will be considered to have met AYP[34 CFR
200.20].

To qudify for safe harbor, dl groups and subgroups must have tested at least 95% of the studentsin
the groups and subgroups.

All indicators will be disaggregated by subgroup to be used with safe harbor.
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EXAMPLES FOR EXAMPLES OF
CRITICAL ELEMENT MEETING NOT MEETING REQUIREMENTS
REQUIREMENTS

4.1 How does the State AYP decisions for each AYP decisions for public schools and
Accountability System make public school and LEA are LEAs are not made annually.
an annual determination of made annually.4

whether each public school
and LEA in the State made
AYP?

STATE RESPONSE AND STATE ACTIVITIES FOR MEETING REQUIREMENTS

New Mexico currently makes, and will continue to make, decisons for each public school and school
digtrict annudly. With the implementation of the CRT in grades 4, 8, and 11, and the subsequent
development of the CRT in grades 3 through 9, decisons for each public school and school digtrict will be
made annually based on AYP. (Exhibits 4, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, & 16)

Currently, the NM SDE data management system relies upon digtrict assgned student identification
numbers. This practice tends to cause duplication and confusion; however, the NMSDE datigtician and an
externdly contracted Statistician match every assessment data entry by name, sudent ID number and date
of birth. During the recently completed legidative sesson (2003), the New Mexico Legidature
appropriated funds for the development and implementation of a satewide, unique student identification
sysem. When implemented, the NMSDE will be able to match assessment and student data management
systems to determine attendance, enrollment, participation, etc. The statewide student identification

sysem will ensure vaidity and rigbility through an ongoing audit process.

Following guidance from the United States Department of Education, SDE will adopt the following

policy: If, inany particular year the student subgroup does not meet annua measurable objectives, the
public school or LEA may be considered to have made AY P if the percentage of studentsin that group
who did not meet or exceed the proficient level of academic achievement on the assessmerts for that year
decreased by 10% of that percentage from the preceding public school year; that group made progress on
one or more of the State’ s academic indicators; and that group had at least 95% participation rate on the
Statewide assessment.

Both the trangition period and the new system provide time for districts and schools to notify parents about
public school choice or supplementa educationa service options and time for parents to make informed
decisions concerning public school choice and supplementa educationa services. Thesetimelinesdso
provide sufficient time for the state to identify school improvement schools and corrective action schools
and to initiate the process for implementing technica assistance and support services.

(BExhibits 2, 4, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, & 16)
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PRINCIPLE 5. All public schools and LEAs are held accountable for the achievement of
individual subgroups.

EXAMPLES FOR EXAMPLES OF

CRITICAL MEETING REQUIREMENTS NOT MEETING
ELEMENT REQUIREMENTS
5.1 How does the Identifies subgroups for defining adequate State does not disaggregate

definition of yearly progress: economically disadvantaged, data by each required student

adequate yearly major racial and ethnic groups, students with subgroup.

progress include all | disabilities, and students with limited English

the required proficiency.

student subgroups?
Provides definition and data source of
subgroups for adequate yearly progress.

STATE RESPONSE AND STATE ACTIVITIES FOR MEETING REQUIREMENTS

The following subgroups have been identified and will be used in current (2002-03) and future
accountability systems for disaggregation purposesin New Mexico:
Ethnicity:
- Caucasan/White not of Higpanic origin
Black, not of Hispanic origin
Hispanic
Asan/pacific Idander
American Indian/Alaskan native

Economicaly disadvantaged
Students with disabilities
ELL (LEP) students

The SDE will continue to implement areporting system established with the testing company that

provides student data about groups and subgroups. Electronic data files sent from the testing company are
disaggregated by subgroups and placed in the correct accountability categories with data points assigned.
School data sheets are devel oped to report and send the data to the schools for initial review.  Schools
may review ther data, identify potential errors of calculation or coding, and make corrections. Revised
data sheets are then provided to the schools and ratings are made public. The accountability system will

be implemented in the same manner with the use of AYP. (Exhibits 4, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, & 18)

It is anticipated and expected that there will be further changes and modifications to the accountability
system over time. 1t should be noted that NM SDE does not permit out of level testing under any

circumstances.

The NMSDE fully expects that students with disabilities who receive specid education services will
participate in the statewide assessment program in one of the three following ways.

- Statewide standardized assessment

- Statewide standardized assessment with accommodations

- New Mexico Alternate Assessment
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The NMSDE has issued guidance to school digtricts regarding alowable accommodations. In addition,
the NM SDE has published and made available to digtricts a technical assstance manua on how to
develop qudity Individudized Education Programs (IEPs). This document asssts IEP teams, including
parents, in understanding the options for participation in the statewide assessment program.

Those students with disabilities that participate in the assessment, either with or without

accommodations, will be held to the same achievement and accountability standards as their non-
disabled peers. Asindicated in Section 1.3 of this document, the SDE developed the New Mexico
Performance Descriptors for Language Arts and Mathematics. These performance descriptors have
been devel oped specificdly for the new criterion-referenced tests (CRTS) in grades 4, 8, and 11.

Should the percent of students participating in the New Mexico Alternate Assessment exceed 1.0%
(1.0%) of the total student population in a schoal, district, or the state, that excess percentage of students
will be held to the generd achievement sandards. Thiswould likely place those students at the lowest
leve of proficiency on the general assessments (Beginning Proficiency) given the significant nature of

their disabilities.

Currently, the NMSDE is working toward meeting al requirements related to the assessment of students
with disabilities, as well asthe public reporting of test results for al sudents with disgbilities. While
proficiency levels have been established for the New Mexico Alternate Assessment, the process of
developing technicaly sound student, school, and digtrict reportsis in the process of being completed.
The NMSDE must meet dl testing and reporting requirements by the deadline of May 30, 2003,
established by the Office of Specid Education Programs (OSEP). As the performance standards are
developed and refined in relation to the dternative assessment, SDE will demongtrate how those
performance standards are related to the performance standards of students without disabilities on the
regular assessments.



EXAMPLES FOR EXAMPLES OF
CRITICAL ELEMENT MEETING REQUIREMENTS NOT MEETING
REQUIREMENTS

5.2 How are public schools Public schools and LEAs are held State does not include
and LEAs held accountable for student subgroup student subgroups in its State
accountable for the achievement: economically Accountability System.
progress of student disadvantaged, major ethnic and
subgroups in the racial groups, students with
determination of disabilities, and limited English
adequate yearly proficient students.
progress?

STATE RESPONSE AND STATE ACTIVITIES FOR MEETING REQUIREMENTS

Asdiscussed in Principle 3, New Mexico will adopt annual measurable objectives and intermediate
gods based on percentage proficient for al subject areas assessed. This practice will be applied to all
subgroupsin al public schoolsin New Mexico. Other academic indicators will not be disaggregated for
public schools and school didtricts to determine AYP. However disaggregated groups will apply to safe
harbor.



EXAMPLES FOR EXAMPLES OF
CRITICAL MEETING REQUIREMENTS NOT MEETING REQUIREMENTS
ELEMENT
5.3 How are students All students with disabilities participate in The State Accountability System or
with disabilities statewide assessments: general assessments State policy excludes students with
included in the with or without accommodations or an alternate disabilities from participating in the
State’s definition of | assessment based on grade level standards for statewide assessments.
adequate yearly the grade in which students are enrolled.
progress? State cannot demonstrate that
State demonstrates that students with alternate assessments measure
disabilities are fully included in the State grade-level standards for the grade
Accountability System. in which students are enrolled.

STATE RESPONSE AND STATE ACTIVITIES FOR MEETING REQUIREMENTS

All studentsin New Mexico, in grades 3 through 9, are expected to participate in the assessment. Specid
needs students may be assessed in the same testing environment as their counterparts, with or without
accommodations or, if it is determined to be appropriate, with an dternate test. The SDE has trained
school didricts and school personne in the use of accommodeations as dlowed, and specified by the
current testing company. The testing company sdected for the development and implementation of the
new CRT will continue the accommodations as specified. Accommodations come under three broad
headings

Presentation

Timing, and

Response

(Exhibits 4, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, & 22)

|EP teams must determine if a student should take the test without accommodations and under regular
adminigration circumstances. If thisis not deemed appropriate, the team should next consider whether a
student should be provided with accommodations and, if so, specify in writing what those
accommodations are. Finaly, the |EP team may consder whether an dternate assessment administration
isappropriate. Didtricts have been ingtructed that few students qualify for aternate assessment and that
the percentage of students taking this test must be aligned with nationd and Sate satistics on thisissue.

The New Mexico Alternate Assessment was developed in 2000 by a volunteer team of people who
have extensve experience with individuds with severe dissbiliies The desgn team included
parents and professonas with experience and expertise in assessment and in the education of
dudents with severe disdbilities, including menta retardation, autism, visud imparments, and
multiple disabilities These assessments, in regulation and in practice, are supported by IDEA
Section 34 CFR Sections 300.138, 300.139, and 300.220.

The New Mexico Alternate Assessment is based upon the New Mexico State Content Standards
with Benchmarks. These dandards and benchmarks relate to indruction in the following aress
reading, writing, math, science, socia dudies, and language arts. Performance standards and
benchmarks for kindergarten and 3- and 4-year-old children were expanded and mapped
backwards in order to identify functiona skills that were gppropriate for students with the most
sgnificant disabilities for instructional and assessment purposes.

The New Mexico Alternate Assessment congsts of four functiona activities, including community
participation, planning and creating a product, independent living, and caring for living things. Itis
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anticipated and expected that there will be further changes and modifications to the accountability system
over time. It should be noted that NM SDE does not permit out of level testing under any circumstances.

The NMSDE fully expects that students with disabilities who receive specid education services will
participate in the Statewide assessment program in one of the three following ways.

- Statewide standardized assessment

- Statewide standardized assessment with accommodations

- New Mexico Alternate Assessment

The NMSDE has issued guidance to school digtricts regarding alowable accommodations. In addition,
the NM SDE has published and made available to didtricts a technical assstance manua on how to
develop qudity Individudized Education Programs (IEPS). This document asssts | EP teams, including
parents, in understanding the options for participation in the statewide assessment program.

Those students with disabilities that participate in the assessment, either with or without

accommodations, will be held to the same achievement and accountability standards as their non-
disabled peers. Asindicated in Section 1.3 of this document, the SDE developed the New Mexico
Performance Descriptors for Language Arts and Mathematics. These performance descriptors have
been devel oped specificdly for the new criterion-referenced tests (CRTS) in grades 4, 8, and 11.

Should the percent of students participating in the New Mexico Alternate Assessment exceed 1.0% of
the total student population in aschool, digtrict, or the Sate, that excess percentage of students will be
held to the generd achievement sandards. Thiswould likely place those students a the lowest leved of
proficiency on the genera assessments (Beginning Proficiency) given the Sgnificant nature of their
disshilities

Currently, the NMSDE isworking toward mesting al requirements related to the assessment of students
with disabilities, aswell asthe public reporting of test results for al sudents with disgbilities. While
proficiency levels have been established for the New Mexico Alternate Assessment, the process of
developing technicaly sound student, school, and digtrict reportsisin the process of being completed.
The NMSDE must meet dl testing and reporting requirements by the deadline of May 30, 2003,
established by the Office of Specia Education Programs (OSEP). As the performance standards are
developed and refined in relation to the dternative assessment, SDE will demonstrate how those
performance standards are related to the performance standards of students without disabilities on the
regular assessments.
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CRITICAL EXAMPLES OF
ELEMENT EXAMPLES FOR NOT MEETING
MEETING REQUIREMENTS REQUIREMENTS
5.4 How are students All LEP student participate in statewide LEP students are not fully
with limited English | assessments: general assessments with included in the State
proficiency included | or without accommodations or a native Accountability System.
in the State’s language version of the general
definition of assessment based on grade level
adequate yearly standards.
progress?
State demonstrates that LEP students
are fully included in the State
Accountability System.

STATE RESPONSE AND STATE ACTIVITIES FOR MEETING REQUIREMENTS

Effective July 1, 1999, schools and school digtricts shal annualy administer a standards-based criterion
referenced assessment to al students enrolled in a public school [NMSA 22-1-6.B]. This statute requires
that dl studentsin New Mexico must test using some form of assessment: norm-referenced standardized
adminigtration, norm-referenced with modifications, or aternate assessment.

New Mexico recognizes that many children come to school from culturdly and linguidticdly diverse
backgrounds. Complying with the requirements of the No Child Left Behind Act, the New Mexico
standardized assessments are provided in the Spanish language for students who meet the threshold
requirements based on language proficiency assessments. A Spanish language CRT will beusedin
cdculaiing AYPin 2004-05. Policy in New Mexico stipulates that upon request and submission of
gppropriate documentation, an additiona two years may be approved in which students may take the test
in the Spanish language. This definition of English Language Learners (LEP) does not include students
who have reached and maintained Full English Praficiency (FEP) a any time. Students from other
backgrounds may not be able to take the Spanish language test, but may be able to take the English test
with appropriate ELL accommodations.

In order to comply with the requirements of Federa and State laws, the following procedures/guiddines
aoply:

(& The accommodations listed in the checklist are dlowed for ELL students on al New Mexico
sate-mandated tests. (This definition of English Language Learners (LEP) does not include
sudents who have reached and maintained Full English Proficiency (FEP) a any time)

(b) Each school didrict is responsble for determining the appropriate assessments and/or
aopropriate test accommodations from the checklis to be utilized for testing of English
Language Learners( This definition of English Language Learners (LEP) does not include
Sudents who have reached and maintained Full English Proficiency (FEP) at any time))

(c) Thedidrict must maintain documentation regarding:

»  Number of sudents provided with accommodations;
= Number of students exited from requiring accommodations;
= Kind(s) of accommodeations provided; and
»  Student progressin English language proficiency and academic achievement.
(d) Decisions about using accommodations must be based on:
= Annud review of sudent’'s progress in English language proficiency and academic
achievement;
= Student’s current English language proficiency leve;
=  Student’s expected date for exiting ELL accommodations;
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= Student’s experience and time in the United States school system(s);
= Student’sfamiliarity with usng accommodations under consderation;
=  Student’'sage; and

»  Student’sgradeleve

(e) Thedidtrict must ensure that students do not receive accommodations without current

(f)

judtification supported by data. It is expected that accommodations will not be required for
students, year after year. (Thisdefinition of English Language Learners (LEP) does not
include students who have reached and maintained Full English Proficiency (FEP) at any
time)
Each school must gppoint knowledgeable school personnd to ensure that itstesting
procedures comply with Federad and State requirements. Schools must utilize a Student
Assgtance Team (SAT) for the purpose of reviewing student progress and determining
needed interventions and/or accommodations. Personnel designated to determine appropriate
accommodations may include:

Student’ s Bilingua or ESL-endorsed teacher;

Bilingua Education Program coordinator;

Student’ s other classroom teacher(s);

Test adminigtrators/coordinators,

Principa/counsdlor;

Parent (when appropriate);

Student (when appropriate).

(9) The accommodations provided should be familiar to the student from his’her classroom

experience. The test Situation should not be the firgt time the student has utilized the specific
accommodation(s). Students should adready have sufficient experience in the use and
application of the accommodation being considered.

(h) Ora trandation of the reading subtest passages into a student’s home or native language is

()

not alowed. Only the test directions or questions may be trandated into student’s home
language if feasible. For other content areas, test directions, questions/items and response
choice options may be trandated into sudent’ s home language if feasible.

Out-of-leve testing will not be acceptable in New Mexico public schools. That is, a student
in one grade leve will not be dlowed to subgtitute alower grade-level test for the test
gppropriate for higher actua grade levd.

(Exhibit 10)



EXAMPLES FOR EXAMPLES OF
CRITICAL ELEMENT MEETING REQUIREMENTS NOT MEETING
REQUIREMENTS

5.5 What is the State's State defines the number of State does not define the required
definition of the students required in a subgroup number of students in a subgroup
minimum number of for reporting and accountability for reporting and accountability
students in a subgroup | purposes, and applies this purposes.
required for reporting definition consistently across the
purposes? For State.® Definition is not applied
accountability consistently across the State.
purposes? Definition of subgroup will result

in data that are statistically Definition does not result in data
reliable. that are statistically reliable.

STATE RESPONSE AND STATE ACTIVITIES FOR MEETING REQUIREMENTS

New Mexico will use a minimum number of 25 for al groups and subgroups for determining AYP and
participation rates. For reporting purposes, the minimum number will be 10 for dl groups and subgroups.
New Mexico Statute NMAC 6.19.1 specifies the minimum number of students thet is consdered
setidicaly valid and religble. Accountability ratings are developed for smal schools using the rolling
average technique set forth in this statute to include al school digtricts and schools in the accountability
system. These numbers provide the SDE alarge enough sample size of sudentsto usein making
gppropriate rating decisions about schools and schoal digtricts. (Exhibit 4)

Each year dl smdl schoolswill participate in the New Mexico Accountability System. Assessment
results for smdl schools shdl be rated by utilizing the concept of “rolling averages.” For purposes of
rating schools, a school is congdered to be asmal schooal if it has any one grade level with fewer than a
total of 10 students enrolled. Once identified as a small school, a school will continue to be rated as a
smal school for three years before consdering whether to rate it asalarger school. These dataare
configured by using al the students in attendance at the schools. All the scoresfor dl the sudents for the
past three years are considered as if they represented one class.
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CRITICAL ELEMENT

EXAMPLES FOR
MEETING
REQUIREMENTS

EXAMPLES OF
NOT MEETING REQUIREMENTS

5.6 How does the State
Accountability System protect
the privacy of students when
reporting results and when
determining AYP?

Definition does not reveal
personally identifiable
information. ®

Definition reveals personally
identifiable information.

STATE RESPONSE AND STATE ACTIVITIES FOR MEETING REQUIREMENTS

The policy for protecting student results and privacy for reporting results and determining AYPisa

minimum number of 25. The policy of New Mexico will be congstent with the Family Educationd Right

and Privacy Act (FERPA) on reporting by student subgroup that will prevent individua student scores

from being reveded to the public.
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PRINCIPLE 6. State definition of AYP is based primarily on the State’s academic
assessments.

EXAMPLES FOR EXAMPLES OF

CRITICAL ELEMENT MEETING REQUIREMENTS NOT MEETING
REQUIREMENTS

6.1 How is the State’s Formula for AYP shows that decisions | Formula for AYP shows that

definition of adequate are based primarily on assessments.” | decisions are based primarily
yearly progress based on non-academic indicators
primarily on academic Plan clearly identifies which or indicators other than the
assessments? assessments are included in State assessments.

accountability.

STATE RESPONSE AND STATE ACTIVITIES FOR MEETING REQUIREMENTS

New Mexico's definition of AY P is based primarily on academic assessments. In the current

accountability system there are five (5) academic assessments (reading, language arts, math, science, and
socid gudies) in the English language for which status accountability indicators or data points are

assgned. There are 3 academic assessments (reading, language arts, and math) in the Spanish language for
which status accountability indicators or data points are assgned. The CRT will be the primary

assessment tool for AYPin grades 4, 8 and 11 starting in 2002-2003. Starting in 2004-2005, AY P will be
based on the CRTsin grades 3 through 9 and 11. (Exhibits 4, 11, & 14)

The NMSDE is responsible for continuing to hold schools accountable for the academic achievement of
children. In 2003-2004, we will use the current accountability system because NRT data are available for
grades 3 through 9 and the New Mexico High School Competency Examination. During the 2003-2004
school year, NMSDE will meet the federd timeline waiver by developing and adminigtering aCRT in
grades 4, 8, and 11 for which datawill not be available until winter 2003. In 2003-2004, the NM SDE will
have data from which AY P decisons will be made for grades 4, 8, and 11. However, NMSDE will not
have CRT data avalable for grades 3, 5, 6, 7, and 9 in the 2003-2004 school year. NMSDE will utilize
NRT datafor these grades. A combination of the old and new accountability systems will be applied to
school s during the 2003-2004 school year ensuring that decisonswill be based on AY P for the purposes
of assigning schools to school improvement. However, if schools do not make AYP in grades 4, 8, and
11, they will be placed in the schoal improvement cycle. NMSDE has issued a Request for Proposals for
the development of Criterion Referenced Assessmentsin grades 3 though 9 to be devel oped 18 months
from the date of release. 1n 2004-2005 dl schoolswill be assigned ratings based on AYP. Once CRTsare
implemented in any grade it will be expected thet the grade within the school/didrict will make AYP. If
this does not occur the school will be assigned to school improvement status. NMSDE will assure that
AYP decisons will be based on utilizing the current accountability system with NRTsin 2002-03 and in
2003-04, SDE will disaggregate according to required subgroups. 1n 2003-04 using the CRTs, SDE will
continue the process.
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PRINCIPLE 7. State definition of AYP includes graduation rates for public High schools
and an additional indicator selected by the State for public Middle and public Elementary
schools (such as attendance rates).

EXAMPLES FOR EXAMPLES OF
CRITICAL ELEMENT MEETING REQUIREMENTS NOT MEETING
REQUIREMENTS
7.1 What is the State State definition of graduation rate: State definition of public high
definition for the public school graduation rate does not
high school graduation . Calculates the percentage of meet these criteria.
rate? students, measured from the

beginning of the school year, who
graduate from public high school
with a regular diploma (not
including a GED or any other
diploma not fully aligned with the
state’s academic standards) in the
standard number of years; or,
Uses another more accurate
definition that has been approved
by the Secretary; and

Must avoid counting a dropout as a
transfer.

Graduation rate is included (in the
aggregate) for AYP, and disaggregated (as
necessary) for use when applying the
exception clause® to make AYP.

STATE RESPONSE AND STATE ACTIVITIES FOR MEETING REQUIREMENTS

At present the graduation rate in New Mexico is cdculated as follows:

. Number of 12" grade graduates divided by the number of 12" graders enrolled on the school’s 40" day
of that same school year:

Number of 12" grade graduates
Number of 12! graders enrolled on the school’s 40™ day of that same school year

NMSDE will utilize this calculaion as part of a school and district accountability status until data can be
collected by four-year cohort. It is projected that the 9™" grade students from school year 2002-2003 will
be the first cohort, graduating in school year 2005-2006.

In school year 2005-2006 the number of graduates divided by the number of students in the cohort will be
the caculated graduation rate for schools. The cohort will include the following (add):

. students envolled in the 9" grade on the 40" day at aschool in school yesr,

- students entering the cohort after that date by virtue of trandfer from another school, and

- sudents entering the cohort as early graduates and are graduating with this cohort.
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The cohort data for a secondary schools graduation rate will not include (subtract):
- dudents who are verified transfers out (to another school, residentia trestment center, juvenile
detention center, or leave the US and itsterritories, etc.)
- students who are deceased
- students who graduate before their cohort and enter another by virtue of early graduation
. students who are reclassified/retained in the 9", 107, 11", or 12™" grades and will not graduate with
their cohort

Students who drop out of school or enter a GED program or receive a GED diplomawill not be subtracted
from the cohort and will not be included in the number of graduating students.

The following equation is the suggested mode for caculating cohort group graduation ratesin New
Mexico:

(students enrolled in 9" grade on the 40™" day at aschool in school year) +
(students entering the cohort after that date by virtue of transfer from another school) +
(students entering the cohort as early graduates and are graduating with this cohort) -
(students who are verified transfers out) -
(students who are deceased) -
(Students who graduate before their cohort and enter another by virtue of early graduation) -
(students who are reclassified/retained in the 9", 10", 11™", or 12'" grades and will not graduate with their
cohort) =

Established cohort group for denominator

The cdculation, then for the graduation rate will be asfollows:

Actud graduates from the cohort receiving afour-year high school diploma/ Established cohort group =
percent of graduates for the cohort

Section 22-1-8.4 NMSA 1978 of the New Mexico Public School Code defines digibility for graduation as
the successful completion of twenty-three units and passing of dl port| ons of the New Mexico High

School Competency Examination by the time students exits the 12" grade. The current requirement for
the caculaion of the graduation rate for dl high schoolsin New Mexico (including regular public

schools, dternative schools, and charter high schools) is the rate of high school seniors beginning the 12"
grade who graduated at the end of the school year. Students who do not complete twenty-three units and
pass al portions of the New Mexico High School Competency Exam are not included in the yearly
graduation rate. Students who pass portions of the New Mexico High School Competency Examination
following their 12" grade year are not included in their school’ s graduation rates. Students who complete
high school viaa GED are not included in a school’ s graduation rate. (Exhibit 3)

Beginning with students entering the 9" grade in the school year 1986-87, successful completion of a
minimum of 23 unitsis required for graduation. No student shdl receive a high schoal diplomawho has
not passed a state graduation examination in the subject areas of reading, English, math, writing, science,
and socid dudies. (Exhibit 3)
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EXAMPLES FOR EXAMPLES OF

CRITICAL MEETING REQUIREMENTS NOT MEETING

ELEMENT REQUIREMENTS

7.2 What is the State’s | State defines the additional academic State has not defined an
additional indicators, e.g., additional State or locally additional academic indicator for
academic indicator | administered assessments not included in elementary and middle schools.
for public the State assessment system, grade-to-

elementary schools | grade retention rates or attendance rates.’
for the definition of

AYP? For public An additional academic indicator is included
middle schools for (in the aggregate) for AYP, and

the definition of disaggregated (as necessary) for use when
AYP? applying the exception clause to make AYP.

STATE RESPONSE AND STATE ACTIVITIES FOR MEETING REQUIREMENTS

As specified in NMAC 6.19.1, and Sections 22 and 22A NM SA 1978, and within the accountability
matrix itsdf, the SDE will use the additiona academic indicators of attendance rates for dementary,
middle, and high schools, graduation rates for high schools, and dropout rates for middle and high schools
in the rating system. The SDE has used the attendance rates and dropout rates within the New Mexico
accountability system since the adoption of the current system.  Attendance rates, graduation rates and
dropout rates will be reported as aggregate wholes for schoals, digtricts, and the state. Additiondly, these
indicators will be disaggregated at the school, didtrict, and the state levels. Starting 2004- 05, the science
and socid studies assessments will be used asindicatorsfor AYP. (Exhibit 4)

Prior to the rating of schoolsin July/August of 2004, the New Mexico State Board of Education will be
encouraged to adopt the following policy to support schools and meet federa regulatory requirements
with regard to safe harbor:
Use of safe harbor: If a subgroup or al studentsin a school or digtrict does not meet annua
measurable objectives, a safe harbor test will be applied to determine if AY P has been met.
The safe harbor test can be gpplied to any year when a measurable objective has not been met.
Operationdly, if the percentage of students in the subgroup mesting proficient levels of performance
represents a decrease of at least 10 percent in the percent of students not meeting proficient levels of
performance in the previous year, and the subgroup makes progress on one or more of the other
indicator(s) or isat or above the target, the subgroup will be considered to have met AYP [34 CFR
200.20].
To qudify for safe harbor, dl groups and subgroups must have tested at least 95% of the studentsin
the groups and subgroups.
All indicators will be disaggregated by subgroup to be used with safe harbor.




EXAMPLES FOR EXAMPLES OF

CRITICAL ELEMENT MEETING REQUIREMENTS NOT MEETING REQUIREMENTS
7.3 Are the State's academic | State has defined academic State has an academic indicator that
indicators valid and indicators that are valid and is not valid and reliable.
reliable? reliable.

State has an academic indicator that
State has defined academic is not consistent with nationally
indicators that are consistent with | recognized standards.

nationally recognized standards,
if any. State has an academic indicator that
is not consistent within grade levels.

STATE RESPONSE AND STATE ACTIVITIES FOR MEETING REQUIREMENTS

The new CRT assessments, to be fully implemented by school year 2004-2005, will be digned with sate
standards and will meet nationaly recognized technica qudity. The additiona academic indicators
(attendance rates, dropout rates, and high school graduation rates) are valid and reliable. These dataare
evauated and vadidated using an auditing system described below:
- Dataarerdiable and valid asisindicated by the accuracy of the system in rating schools and in
identifying school improvement schools and corrective action schools.
Data are verified through the review and andysis process implemented by SDE datidticians.
Data are reviewed and andlyzed by alocal private contractor.
Schools and didtricts are requested to review their data and check the accuracy in relation to school
ratings.
The attendance, dropout, and graduation rates are subject to aquality check system through the
Accountability Data System (ADS) where data are transmitted and checked gpproximately every 40
days, on December 1, and the end of each school year.
The SDE's Internd Auditing Unit randomly verifies dropout data as part of their regular, announced,
random, comprehengive digtrict audits.  This group will audit attendance and graduation retes
beginning with school year 2003-2004.

(Exhibit 23)
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PRINCIPLE 8. AYP is based on reading/language arts and mathematics achievement
objectives.

EXAMPLES FOR EXAMPLES OF
CRITICAL ELEMENT MEETING REQUIREMENTS NOT MEETING
REQUIREMENTS
8.1 Does the state measure State AYP determination for student State AYP determination for
achievement in subgroups, public schools and LEAs student subgroups, public
reading/language arts separately measures reading/language schools and LEAs averages or
and mathematics arts and mathematics. *° combines achievement across
separately for reading/language arts and
determining AYP? AYP is a separate calculation for mathematics.

reading/language arts and mathematics
for each group, public school, and LEA.

STATE RESPONSE AND STATE ACTIVITIES FOR MEETING REQUIREMENTS

The SDE will make AY P determinations for al student subgroups, dl public schools and dl school

digricts. The accountability system ensures that separate measures will bein place for reading,/language
arts and mathematics for the criterion-referenced assessmentsin grade 4, 8, and 11, to be given for the first
timein March 2003. However, if schools do not make AYPin grades 4, 8, and 11, they will be placed in
the school improvement cycle. These same measures will be in place for al grades tested (3 through 9,
and 11) in March 2005.

It isimportant to note that the current accountability system thet is the basis for trangtion into the
criterion-referenced, standards-based system of 2003-2004, provides separate measures for
reading/language arts and mathematics. In the current accountability system separate data points are
cdculated for reading, language arts, mathematics, science and socid studies.

In caculating AY P, schools and districts will be identified for improvement based on not making AY P
for two (2) consecutive years in the same subjects. (Exhibits 4, 11, & 14)

56



PRINCIPLE 9. State Accountability System is statistically valid and reliable.

EXAMPLES FOR EXAMPLES OF
CRITICAL MEETING REQUIREMENTS NOT MEETING
ELEMENT REQUIREMENTS
9.1 How do AYP State has defined a method for State does not have an
determinations meet | determining an acceptable level of acceptable method for
the State’s standard | reliability (decision consistency) for determining reliability (decision
for acceptable AYP decisions. consistency) of accountability
reliability? decisions, e.g., it reports only
State provides evidence that decision reliability coefficients for its
consistency is (1) within the range assessments.
deemed acceptable to the State, and
(2) meets professional standards and State has parameters for
practice. acceptable reliability; however,
the actual reliability (decision
State publicly reports the estimate of consistency) falls outside those
decision consistency, and incorporates | parameters.
it appropriately into accountability
decisions. State’s evidence regarding
accountability reliability (decision
State updates analysis and reporting consistency) is not updated.
of decision consistency at appropriate
intervals.

STATE RESPONSE AND STATE ACTIVITIES FOR MEETING REQUIREMENTS

The assessments meet nationally recognized standards for technical quaity. The additional academic
indicators (attendance rates, dropout rates, and high school graduation rates) are also vaid and reliable.
These data are evaluated and vaidated using an auditing system described below in addition to the
datistical measures provided by the testing company:
- Dataarerdiable and valid asisindicated by the accuracy of the system in rating schools and in
identifying school improvement schools and corrective action schools.
Data are verified through the review and analysis process implemented by SDE datisticians.
Data are reviewed and andlyzed by aloca private contractor.
Schools and didtricts are requested to review their data and check the accuracy in réation to school
ratings.
The attendance, dropout, and graduation rates are subject to a quality check system through the
Accountability Data System (ADS) where data are transmitted and checked every 40 days, on
December 1, and the end of each school year.
The SDE's Internd Auditing Unit randomly verifies dropout data as part of their regular, announced,
random, comprehendve didtrict audits. This group will audit attendance and graduation rates
beginning with school year 2003-2004.

(Exhibit 22)

New Mexico Statute NMAC 6.19.1 specifies the minimum number of students that is considered
datidticaly vaid and religble. Accountability retings are developed for small schools using theralling
average technique st forth in this satute to include al school digtricts and schools in the accountability
system. The minimum number for al groups and subgroups for reporting and AY P will be 25. (Exhibit 4)
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“Rolling Averages’ means that dl statewide test scores for the most current three consecutive school years
in asubject areain asmall school, regardiess of what grades they represent. [NMAC 6.19.1.7.L] (Exhibit
4)

Assessment results for smal schools shdl be rated by utilizing the concept of “ralling averages’ as datais
available. For purposes of rating schools, a school is considered to be a smdl schoal if it has any one
grade leve with fewer than atota of 10 students enrolled. Once identified as a smdl school, a schoal will
continue to be rated as a small school for three years before consdering whether to rate it asalarger
school. These data are configured by using dl the students in attendance at the schools that have
satewide test results. All the scores for dl the students for the past three years are considered as if they
represented one class. The medianpercentile is then determined and a status data point assigned based on
thismedian. There are no growth data points for smal schools. [NMAC 619.1.7. 8.A.3]

The appeds process that isin place will continue as specified in NMAC 6.19.1.9 E. A school that
recalves an overdl rating of probationary for afirst or second time and will enter ether the performance-
warned or the first year of school improvement categories, may apped the rating to the Educationa
Standards Commission. The appeal must be made to the State Superintendent of Public Instruction

(“ State Superintendent™) in writing within twenty days of the school’ s receipt of officid notice of the
school rating. The State Superintendent will designate staff to coordinate and process the appedl. If the
Educationd Standards Commission determines that additiona data substantiates the apped, a
recommendation from the Educational Standards Commission that the school should be rated Meets
Standards will be forwarded to the State Board of Education. The Educational Standards Commission
will make the recommendation, based on findings of fact, to the State Board of Education. The State
Board of Education will have find gpprovd of the possible change of a school’ s rating from probationary
to meets standards. (Exhibit 4)

Appropriate high quaity assessment data that can be considered during the rating appedls process include,
but are not limited to, the following:

1. Standardized test data (other than state-mandated assessments)
a. Norm-referenced tests
i. Examples TerraNova, The Second Edition (outside state-mandated grade levels), lowa
Test of Basic Skills, Northwest Educationd Association Levels Tests, or SAT-9
b. Criterionreferenced tests (other than state- mandated assessments)
I. Examples Didrict designed tests that demonstrate student progress toward state Content
Standards, Benchmarks, and Performance Standards

. Other standards-based assessments digned to sate standards and of sufficient verifiable technica
quality

. Datawhich address other indicators may include verifiable district andyses and evauation of
attendance, dropout, or graduation rates.
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EXAMPLES FOR EXAMPLES OF
CRITICAL ELEMENT MEETING REQUIREMENTS NOT MEETING
REQUIREMENTS

9.2 What is the State's State has established a process State does not have a
process for making valid | for public schools and LEAs to system for handling appeals
AYP determinations? appeal an accountability decision. | of accountability decisions.

STATE RESPONSE AND STATE ACTIVITIES FOR MEETING REQUIREMENTS

The assessments meet nationdly recognized standards for technical qudity. These data are evaluated and
vdidated using an auditing system described below in addition to the Satistical measures provided by the
testing company:

1. Currently, the NMSDE data management system relies upon digtrict-assgned student identification
numbers. This practice tends to cause duplication and confusion; however, the NM SDE datigtician and
an externdly contracted statistician match every piece assessment data entry by name, student ID
number and date of birth.

2. Schools and digtricts are requested to review their data and check its accuracy in relation to school
ratings.

3. New Mexico Statute NMAC 6.19.1 specifies the minimum number of students that is considered
gatidicaly valid and religble. Accountability ratings are developed for small schools using the rolling
average technique set forth in this statute to include dl school digtricts and schoolsin the accountability
system. The minimum number for al groups and subgroups for reporting and AY P will be 25.

4. The attendance, dropout, and graduation rates are subject to a quaity check system through the
Accountability Data System (ADS) where data are transmitted and checked every 40 days, on
December 1, and the end of each schoal year.

5. The gppeds process that isin place will continue as specifiedin NMAC 6.19.1.9 E. A school that
receives an overdl rating of probationary for afirst or second time and will enter either the
performance-warned or the first year of school improvement categories, may gpped the rating to the
Educationa Standards Commission. The gpped must be made to the State Superintendent of Public
Ingtruction (* State Superintendent™) in writing within twenty days of the school’ sreceipt of officid
notice of the schoal rating. The State Superintendent will designate staff to coordinate and process the
apped. If the Educationd Standards Commission determines that additiona data substantiates the
gpped, arecommendation from the Educationd Standards Commission that the school should be rated
Meets Standards will be forwarded to the State Board of Education. The Educationa Standards
Commission will make the recommendation, based on findings of fact, to the State Board of Education.
The State Board of Education will have final approva of the possble change of aschool’ s rating from
probationary to meets standards. (Exhibit 4)

Appropriate high quality assessment data that can be considered during the rating appedls process
include, but are not limited to, the following:

- Standardized test data (other than state-mandated assessments)
i.  Norm-referenced tests
1. Examples TerraNova, The Second Edition (outside state-mandated grade levels),
lowa Test of Basic Skills, Northwest Educational Association Levels Tests, or
SAT-9
ii. Criterion-referenced tests (other than state-mandated assessments)
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1. Examples Didrict designed tests that demondrate student progress toward state
Content Standards, Benchmarks, and Performance Standards
- Other standards-based assessments digned to state standards and of sufficient verifiable technica
qudity
- Datawhich address other indicators may include verifiable district analyses and evauation of
attendance, dropout, or graduation rates.

6. The SDE sInternad Auditing Unit randomly verifies dropout data as part of their regular, announced,
random, comprehendive digtrict audits. This group will audit attendance and graduation rates beginning
with school year 2003-2004. (Exhibit 4)

Further plansfor validity and reliability checks:

During the recently completed legidative session (2003), the New Mexico Legidature appropriated funds
for the development and implementation of a satewide, unique student identification system. When
implemented, the NMSDE will be able to match assessment and student data management systems to
determine atendance, enrollment, participation, etc. The statewide student identification system will ensure
vdidity and reliability through an ongoing audit process.
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EXAMPLES FOR EXAMPLES OF

CRITICAL ELEMENT MEETING REQUIREMENTS NOT MEETING
REQUIREMENTS

9.3 How has the State planned | State has a plan to maintain State’s transition plan interrupts
for incorporating into its continuity in AYP decisions annual determination of AYP.
definition of AYP necessary for validity through
anticipated changes in planned assessment changes, and State does not have a plan for
assessments? other changes necessary to comply | handling changes: e.g., to its

fully with NCLB. assessment system, or the

addition of new public schools.
State has a plan for including new
public schools in the State
Accountability System.

State has a plan for periodically
reviewing its State Accountability
System, so that unforeseen
changes can be quickly addressed.

STATE RESPONSE AND STATE ACTIVITIES FOR MEETING REQUIREMENTS

All public schools and school didtricts are being held to the same criteria. New Mexico is committed to
maintaining a Sngle accountability system that includes dl requirements of NCLB. The current policies,
regulations and state laws are designed for an accountability system that is based on a norm-referenced
test modd. The tests are administered in grades 3 through 9 and a high school competency exam is given
beginning a grade 10 in both the English and Spanish Languages, with accommodations for English
language learners and specid needs students. Alternative tests are included for certain specid needs
sudents. In addition, the DIBELS reading assessment is being piloted in grades kindergarten through 3
with the intent to have thistest in place in dl New Mexico schools by schoaol year 2003-2004. Thisisa
standards-based, criterion referenced test designed to inform instruction and provide consstent and
reliable information about the progress of students toward the god that dl students become proficient
readers by the time they exit third grade. Once school and digtrict level DIBEL S data are gathered
gatewide, the NMSDE will engage in building avdidity and rdiability study to ensure dignment with

State standards and school rating predictability. A CRT isbeing developed in grades 4, 8, and 11 and will
be used in the accountability system starting 2002-03. It is anticipated and expected that there will be
further changes and modifications to the accountability system over time. 1t should be noted that NMSDE
does not permit out of leve testing under any circumstances.
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Elements

Assessment and Period

Accountability System
applied to all schools
and school districts in
New Mexico

Identification of School
and School District
Improvement

School Improvement
Sanctions and Rewards

National Assessment of
Educational Progress
(NAEP)

NEW MEXICO STATE DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

ACCOUNTABILITY SERVICES

developed

and High School

Competency Examination
(English and Spanish)

(English and Spanish)

Fall CRT at grade 11

AYP TIMELINE
2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 2004-05
NRT grades 3 through 9 | - Spring CRT grades 4 and 8 CRT at grades 4 and 8 - CRT grades 3
(English) (English) through 9 & 11
- Academic achievement (English and
standards to be NRT in grades 3 through 9 NRT at grades 3,5,6,7,9 Spanish)

Develop academic
achievement
standards grades

Field test grade 11 CRT - Academic achievement 356,7and 9
standards implemented
- Academic achievement
standards set Fall, 2003, for
grades 4, 8, and Winter, 2003
for grade 11
Current accountability Calculate starting point for - AYPappliedtogrades4, | - AYP fully
system grades 4, 8, 11 in winter, 8,and 11 (CRT) implemented
2003; separately in math and according to NCLB

language arts (CRT/AYP)

Current accountability system

applied to disaggregated

categories grades 3-9
(Reported v. Used)

- 95% participation applied to

all groups and subgroups

Schools must meet

AYP. AYP supercedes

all NRT scores.

Old accountability
system applied to 3, 5, 6,
7,9 (NRT)

Disaggregated categories
applied to both systems
for assessments

95% participation
applied to both systems

using data from
grades 4,8 and 11

Calculate starting
point for the state
using data from
grades3-9
separately for all
subject areas
assessed.

- 95% participation

applied to both
systems for all

for all groups and groups and
subgroups subgroups
Ratings by October Ratings by August 1 for Ratings by August 1 Ratings by
schools and districts for for schools and August 1 for
SY 03-04 districts for SY 04-05 schools and
districts for SY
05-06

School choice and
supplemental services

High Improving
Schools rewards

School choice and
supplemental services by
1st day of school

High Improving Schools
rewards

School choice and
supplemental services
by 1st day of school

High Improving
Schools rewards

School choice
and

supplemental
services by 1st
day of school

Corrective Action High Improving
Corrective Action Corrective Action Schools rewards
Corrective
Action
Schools and school Schools and school Schools and school Schools and

districts must give the
NAEP if chosen to
do so.

districts must give the
NAEP if chosen to do so.

districts must give the
NAEP if chosen to
do so.

school districts
must give the
NAEP if chosen
to do so.
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PRINCIPLE 10. In order for a public school or LEA to make AYP, the State ensures that it

assessed at least 95% of the students enrolled in each subgroup.

EXAMPLES FOR EXAMPLES OF
CRITICAL ELEMENT MEETING REQUIREMENTS NOT MEETING
REQUIREMENTS
10.1 What is the State's State has a procedure to determine the The state does not have a
method for calculating number of absent or untested students (by | procedure for determining the
participation rates in the | subgroup and aggregate). rate of students participating
State assessments for in statewide assessments.
use in AYP State has a procedure to determine the
determinations? denominator (total enroliment) for the 95% Public schools and LEAs are
calculation (by subgroup and aggregate). not held accountable for
testing at least 95% of their
Public schools and LEAs are held students.

accountable for reaching the 95%
assessed goal.

STATE RESPONSE AND STATE ACTIVITIES FOR MEETING REQUIREMENTS

Students tested and enrolled on the 40" day are considered enrolled for afull academic year. In the future,
the 40" day will continue to be used. The 40™" day is set by regulation 6.19.1 NMAC asthe first day of
reporting from the school didricts to the SDE to establish enrollment numbers for funding as well as class
size considerations, and teacher assignments. Assessment data for students enrolled on or before the 40"
day will be assgned to the schoal in which they aretested. Assessment data for students enrolled after the
40™ day will be assigned to the school district to assign the district rating.

SDE has a procedure to determine the number of absent or untested students (by subgroup and aggregate)
in each of the assessments windows. The total number of students for the assessment in question will be
divided by the total number of students enrolled in the school (by total group and subgroup) at the time of
the adminigration of the assessment.

. For the high school assessment, the total number of students enrolled will be based on the 80" day
enrollment.

- For dementary and middle school assessments given in the spring, the total number of students
enrolled will be based on the 120" day enrollment.

These dates correspond to the testing windows for each test. The denominator (tota enrollment) for the
cdculation of the 95% participation (by subgroup and aggregate) will be determined by this process.

Data are gathered from the district transmissions on the 40th, 80th, 120th, December 1<, and the End-of-
Y ear Reports for the Accountability Data System Student Files as described earlier in this document.
(Exhibits 2, 4, & 17)

In calculaing the 95% participation rate for al groups and subgroups within a school for the New Mexico
High School Competency Examination (which is administered at the 80" day of enrollment) and the New
Mexico Achievement Assessment Program, grades 3 through 9 (which is administered at the 120" day of
enrollment), the denominator will be the number of individualy tracked students who are identified by the
individua, unique student identification number. Those students not in the cohort group tracked though
the 40", 80™", or 120™" day enrollments will be assigned to the district level ratings.
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Public schools and school districts will be held accountable for reaching the 95% assessed god, for the
proposed accountability models that will be implemented for the school years 2002-2003, 2003-2004, and
2004-2005.



EXAMPLES FOR EXAMPLES OF
CRITICAL ELEMENT MEETING REQUIREMENTS NOT MEETING
REQUIREMENTS

10.2 What is the State's State has a policy that implements the | State does not have a procedure
policy for determining regulation regarding the use of 95% for making this determination.
when the 95% assessed | allowance when the group is
requirement should be statistically significant according to
applied? State rules.

STATE RESPONSE AND STATE ACTIVITIES FOR MEETING REQUIREMENTS

Students tested and enrolled on the 40" day are considered enrolled for afull academic year. In the future,
the 40™" day will continue to be used. The 40" day is set by regulation 6.19.1 NMAC asthe first day of
reporting from the school didricts to the SDE to establish enrollment numbers for funding as well as class
size considerations, and teacher assignments. Assessment data for students enrolled on or before the 40"
day will be assgned to the schoal in which they are tested. Assessment data for students enrolled after the
40™ day will be assigned to the school district to assign the district rating.

In caculating the 95% participation rate for al groups and subgroups for the New Mexico High Schoal
Competency Examination (which is administered at the 80™" day of enrollment) and the New Mexico
Achievement Assessment Program, grades 3 through 9 (which is administered at the 120" day of
enrollment), the denominator will be the number of individualy tracked students who are identified by the
individud, unique student identification number. Those students not in the cohort group tracked though
the 40", 80", or 120" day enrollments will be assigned to the district level ratings.

New Mexico will use aminimum number of 25 for dl groups and subgroups within aschoal for
determining AY P, for reporting purposes, and for determining participation rates. New Mexico Statute
NMAC 6.19.1 specifies the minimum number of students that is consdered Satigticaly valid and reliable.
SDE will use enrollment data from the 80" day as the denominator to calculate participation rates for the
high school assessments. The 120" day will be used as the denominator to caculate participation rates for
elementary and middle school (spring) testing. Thiswill ensure the highest possible accuracy when
cdculating assessment participation rates.
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