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THIS REPORT REFELCTS TELPAS PROGRESS AND ATTAINMENT OBJECTIVES FOR ANNUAL
MEASURABLE ACHIEVEMENT OBJECTIVES (AMAO’s). AMAO I RELATES TO THE LEP STUDENTS
PROGRESS IN LEARNING THE ENGLISH LANGUAGE, AMAO Il RELATES TO ATTAINMENT OF
ENGLISH LANGUAGE PROFICIENCY. FOR AMAO IIl THE SYSTEM SAFEGUARDS WERE USED TO
MEASURE ENGLISH LANGUAGE LEARNERS (ELL) ACADEMIC PERFORMANCE IN READING AND
MATH FOR AMAO III.
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TO: Gilberto Gonzalez, Superintendent
FROM: Gilberto Sanchez, \V\) .
Bilingual/Fine Arts Director
Norma Serna, et
School Improvement Birector/Grant Writer
SUBJECT: Texas English Language Proficiency Assessment
System (TELPAS) Spring 2013
DATE: January 22, 2014

Under the federal No Child Left Behind (NCLB) Act of 2001 all Local Education
Agencies (LEAs) that receive Title Il funding for English language acquisition
programs are held accountable for their Limited English Proficient (LEP) students
achievement in learning the English language. Each year all LEP students are
assessed in listening, speaking, reading and writing using the Texas English
Language Proficiency Assessment System (TELPAS). The achievement of Title
IIl funded LEA’s LEP students population then is measured against the state
achievement standards known as the Annual Measurable Achievement
Objectives (AMAQ'’s). The AMAO's include indicators for measuring progress in
learning English (AMAO 1), the attainment of advanced high in language
proficiency (AMAO II) and meeting of the system safeguards in reading and math
(AMAOQ lIl). Federal standards also require that AMAQO's standards increase in
the assessment used to include LEP student achievement over the years.

If you have any questions, please advise.

APPROVED: )\}2 \_}\X =

Samyel Mijares,
SSi erintendent for Curriculum & Instruction
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Texas English Language Proficiency Assessment System (TELPAS)

Summary Report All Students

Spring 2013

Passing Standard AMAO 2: 14.5% (Yr.1-4 LEP) Passing Standard AMAO 1: 49.5% (All LEP, Gr. K-12)
28%  (Yr.5+LEP)
(Attainment Objective) (Progress Objective)
PRIV TELPAS TELPAS Yearly Progress in TELPAS Composite Rating
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Grades|District | 2,357 2.9 2,355 | 21% | 22% | 26% | 31% | 2.7 {1,500 715 | 48% | 138 | 9% 13 1% | 866 58%
K-2 |STATE 2.4 35% | 26% | 21% | 18% | 2.2 44% | 14 | 14% 2% 61%
Grades [ District 2,346 33 2,346 | 8% |16% | 31% | 46% | 3.2 |2,050| 1,194 | 58% | 87 | 4% 3 0% | 1,284 63%
3-12 |STATE 33 6% |15% |26% | 53% | 3.2 63% 3% 0% 66%

Average Comprehension Score: 1.0-1.5 Beginning 1.6-2.5 Intermediate 2.6-3.5 Advanced 3.5-4.0 Advanced High
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