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There are three Annual 
Measurable Achievement 
Objectives (AMAOs)Objectives (AMAOs)

AMAOs are used to gauge the progress 
and attainment of English proficiency by a d atta e t o g s p o c e cy by

ELL students in an LEA or State.



There are three Annual 
Measurable Achievement 
Objectives: (AMAO 1)Objectives: (AMAO 1)

“The first required AMAO (AMAO1) focuses on 
the extent to which Title III-served LEP students 

i t t d it b t j i di tiin a state and its subgrantee jurisdictions are 
making progress in learning English”.



There are three Annual 
Measurable Achievement 
Objectives: (AMAO 2)Objectives: (AMAO 2)

“The second AMAO (AMAO 2) focuses on the 
extent to which Title III-served LEPS students in 

t t d it b t j i di tia state and its subgrantee jurisdictions are 
attaining proficiency in English.”



There are three Annual 
Measurable Achievement 
Objectives: (AMAO 3)Objectives: (AMAO 3)

“The third AMAO (AMAO 3) is based on whether 
the state and its subgrantees meet the state’s 
adequate yearly progress (AYP) targets for the q y y p g ( ) g

LEP subgroup in reading/language arts and 
mathematics….”



Title III accountability requires 
reporting the degree to which English p g g g
Language Learners (ELL) students in 
districts and the state are becoming g
proficient in English.

Two of the three AMAOs are based upon composite scores on the New 
Mexico English Language Proficiency Assessment (NMELPA):

AMAO1 “making progress”
AMAO2 “attaining proficiency”

Th thi d AMAO i b d fi i i th di d thThe third AMAO is based upon proficiency in the reading and math 
content areas of the State’s Standardized Assessment (SBA):

AMAO3



There are three Annual 
Measurable Achievement 
Objectives: (AMAO 1)Objectives: (AMAO 1)

“The first required AMAO (AMAO1) focuses on 
the extent to which Title III-served LEP students 

i t t d it b t j i di tiin a state and its subgrantee jurisdictions are 
making progress in learning English (61829)”.



AMAO 1: Making ProgressAMAO 1: Making Progress

In 2007-08, the committee agreed to set the , g
AMAO 1 baseline using 2005-06 and 2006-07 
state NMELPA scores. 
Th b li f AMAO 1 20%The baseline for AMAO 1 was set at 20%, 
and a 5% increase in subsequent years.  
The target for the 2008 09 test results is for aThe target for the 2008-09 test results is for a 
district to have 25% of their ELL students 
making progress on scale score growth.



AMAO 1: Gain Scores to Show 
Making Progress

G d

Minimum Scale Score Gain on NMELPA Total Score by Grade 
Level for Determining that a Student is Making Progress

Grade K 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12

Gains 26 27 28 27 26 24 23 23 22 21 21 21



AMAO 1: LEA Targets for Making 
Progress (Test Year)

Percentage of Students Making Progress by Test Year for

TEST 06-07 07-08 08-09 09-10 10-11 11-12 12-13 13-14

Percentage of Students Making Progress by Test Year for 
LEA/State to be Rated as Meeting AMAO1 Requirements 

YEAR
Target 
(%)

20% 25% 33% 35% 40% 45% 50%

(%)



AMAO 1: Business RulesAMAO 1: Business Rules
The following criteria will be used to calculate AMAO 1:

This is a growth gains model, which tracks students for one year 
gains in proficiency. We use two years of test data. 
Only ELLs that meet parameters as follows will be included: 

Must have two years of data. 
Kindergarten would thus not be counted. 
Only students with matching identification numbers and valid 
t ttest scores.

Minimum group size per district must be 25 or more. If district 
fails this criteria and is part of a consortium, than the district will 
be rated using consortium databe rated using consortium data.
Students that attained proficiency in the prior school year will not 
be counted towards the growth model.
Students are counted in the district where they testedStudents are counted in the district where they tested, 
regardless of length of time enrolled.



AMAO 1: Making ProgressAMAO 1: Making Progress

Guidance From OELA:
1. To permit a state to apply a minimum group size 

to AMAO calculations and determinations under 
Titl III th t i i t t ith th i iTitle III that is consistent with the minimum 
group size that the state applies to AYP 
determinations (61840).

2. A state is not required to include in its AMAO1 
calculation …students who have not 
participated in two administrations of a states’sparticipated in two administrations of a states s 
annual ELP assessment (61835).”



There are three Annual 
Measurable Achievement 
Objectives: (AMAO 2)Objectives: (AMAO 2)

“The second AMAO (AMAO 2) focuses on the 
extent to which Title III-served LEPS students in 

t t d it b t j i di tia state and its subgrantees jurisdictions are 
attaining proficiency in English.”



AMAO 2: Attaining ProficiencyAMAO 2: Attaining Proficiency

Because of concerns raised by OELA, theBecause of concerns raised by OELA, the 
Task Force revisited the baseline and yearly 
targets for AMAO2 in August, 2009.
A methodology similar to that used in 
establishing AYP targets was applied.
NMELPA test data from the 2006-07 school 
year was used to re-establish baseline and 

l h i f di i /annual growth expectations for districts/state.



AMAO 2: Methodology UsedAMAO 2: Methodology Used
Rank order districts on the percentage of ELL p g
students scoring Advanced on Total Test 
Establish the baseline for AMAO2 at the 
percent Advanced for the district at the 25th

percentile
Establish the ending target of 2013-14 at the 
percent Advanced for the district at the 75th

percentilepercentile
Set annual growth increments at equal 
intervals between baseline and ending targetintervals between baseline and ending target 



AMAO 2: Targets for Attaining 
Proficiency (Test Year)

Percentage of Students Attaining Proficiency by Test Year for 
LEA/State to be Rated as Meeting AMAO2 Requirements 

Test 
YEAR

06-07 07-08 08-09 09-10 10-11 11-12 12-13 13-14

Target 
(%)

14% 16% 18% 20% 22% 24% 26%



AMAO 2: Business RulesAMAO 2: Business Rules
The following criteria will be used to calculate AMAO 2:

AMAO 2 is based on attaining proficiency, measuring 
all students moving into “Advanced” level of 
Proficiency according to the composite score on the 
NMELPANMELPA. 
Students that attained proficiency in the prior school 
year will not be counted for attaining proficiency.
Mi i i di t i t t b 25Minimum group size per district must be 25 or more. 
If district fails this criteria and is part of a consortium, 
than the district will be rated using consortium data.
Students scoring Advanced compared to all studentsStudents scoring Advanced compared to all students 
tested  creates a proficiency percentage. 
The proficiency percentage will be compared to the 
AMAO2 target as set for that test yearAMAO2 target as set for that test year.



There are three Annual 
Measurable Achievement 
Objectives (AMAO 3)Objectives (AMAO 3)

“The third AMAO (AMAO 3) is based on whether 
the state and its subgrantees meet the state’s 
adequate yearly progress (AYP) targets for the q y y p g ( ) g

LEP subgroup in reading/language arts and 
mathematics…”



Title III accountability requires 
reporting of the degree to which p g g
English Language Learners (ELL) 
students in schools and districts are 
becoming proficient in English.

The third of the three AMAOs is based upon the number of 
ELL students meeting the achievement levels established 

for all students on the New Mexico Standards Based 
Assessment (SBA):

AMAO3 “meeting AYP”



AMAO 3: Meet AYPAMAO 3: Meet AYP

Guidance From OELA:
1. Not required to include in its AMAO3 

calculations students whose scores are 
l d d f th t t ’ AYP d t i tiexcluded from the state’s AYP determination 

under Title I….
2. To permit a state to meet AMAO 3 if the state’s2. To permit a state to meet AMAO 3 if the state s 

AYP achievement targets for reading and 
mathematics are met by the LEP group as a 
whole (the same AYP determinations under Titlewhole (the same AYP determinations under Title 
I)…or by the subgroup of Title III-served LEP 
students….”



AMAO 3: Business RulesAMAO 3: Business Rules
The following criteria will be used to calculate AMAO 3:

AMAO 3 is based on the district ELL subgroup 
meeting the Title I AYP intermediate benchmarks for 
reading and mathreading and math.
Students that attained proficiency in the prior school 
year will not be counted for attaining proficiency.
N i i i f di t i t ELL bNo minimum group size for district ELL subgroup. 
All ELL students tested with SBA in grades 
3,4,5,6,7,8 and 11th are included.
The proficiency percentage will be compared to the 
AYP targets set for K-12 schools.



Calculations and Reports









AMAO 1: Rating ResultsAMAO 1: Rating Results



AMAO 2: Rating ResultsAMAO 2: Rating Results



AMAO 3: Rating ResultsAMAO 3: Rating Results



Overall: Rating ResultsOverall: Rating Results


