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November 1993

To All New Mexicans:

Once again, the New Mexico State Department of Education is pleased to offer for your examination The New Mexico
Accoentability Report. Inits fourth year of publication, the Report has been expanded in an effort to provide a more
in-depth picture of our public schools. Included is an invitation from the New Mexico State Board of Education for
all of us to work together, united under a single vision, to improve education for every child.

This latest report contains a varicty of information—descriptions of special interest programs, student trends,
achievement and financial data—along with the results of the third Quality of Education Survey. All is presented
in the hope that you will take the time to review the contents carefully as a prelude to active and meaningful
participationin the process of insuring that the system of education available to the youth of New Mexico is the very
best possible. Inthatlight, youare encouraged to visitany school inany districtin New Mexico. Talk to the students
and the staff. They are the ones who can give you insight into what the numbers truly mean.

\J
Thank vou for your continuing interestin the progress of our children. They are withouta doubt the most precious
resource we have.

.

Alan D. Morgan
State Supurintcn&l of Public

D
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Fach vear, the New Mexico State Department of Education and each of the 88 local public school districts in New
Mexico publish "report cards” that provide information on the operation and performance of our schools ard our
students. These “report cards” are required under New Mexico law (Section 22-1-6, NMSA) and are intended to
inform parents, citizens and publicofficials as to the status and progress of publiceducation inour communities and
our State.

The Niwo Mexica Accountahility Report is the state level "report card” published cach ycar by the New Mexico State
Department of Education. This report provides narrative and statistical information on an array of educational
indicators—items of information on the strength and performance of public education in New Mexico. These
indicators include enroliment trends, funding and expenditure levels, graduation and college bound statistics,
specialized program support and participation levels, as well as student performance and achicvementinformation.
These data are presented for each of our 88 public school districts, and where possible, three years of information
are provided.

Public education in New Mexico continues to grow, improve, and meet the changing needs of our students and
communitics. Over the past three years, our student enrollment has grown from 301,885 students during the 1990-91
school yearto 315,278 students in 199293, an increasc of 4.3 percent. Special Education fed enrollment growth with
a 199091 to 1992-93 expansion of 11.5 percent, followed by secondary education (grades 7-12) and elementary
education (grades K-6) growing at rates of 5.2 percentand 2.7 pereent respectively. The past three years have also
scen a continued shift in the ethnic makeup of our student population, with increases in the percent of Hispanic and
Native American students and decreases in our Anglo population. For the 1992-93 school vear our student
population was 40.8 percent Anglo, 45.8 percent Hispanic, 10.2 percent Native Amecrican, 2.3 percent African
Amcrican, and (1.9 percent Asian.

The last three years also saw improvements in our students’ performance and in our abilities to measure that
performance. During the 1990-91 school year, 749 percent of our tenth grade students passed all parts of the New
Mexico High School Competency Exam on their first attempt. By 1991-92, that percentage had increased to 76.0
percent and in 1992-93 the percentage increased to 84.1 pereent. In 1991-92, the lowa Test of Basic Skills was used
for the first time to measure the academic performance of third, fifth, and eighthgradestudents. Many of our school
districts scored well above national averages. In most areas our statewide student performance was slightly below
national averages.

Over the past three years, the amount of the appropriation from the State General Fund to the public schools has
increased; however, the percent of the appropriation has decreased from 48.25 percentin 1990-91 to 47.30 percent
in 1992-93. Additionally, New Mexico teachers did not keep pace with regional educators in terms of average
teachers salarics. From 1990-91 to 1992-93, New Mexico average returning teachers’ salaries increased from 525,753
to $26,451, an increase of 2.71 percent. Salaries for the region in the same timeframe increased from $27,781 to
$29,312, anincrease of 5.51 percent.

NM State ‘Depariment of T.ducation q
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CONSOLIDATING INITIATIVES
FOR TOMORROW'S EDUCATION

“Para educar al nifo se necesita todo el puebio.”

In September 1992, the New Mexico State Board of Education established Consolidating Initiatives for Tomorrow”s
Fdwcation (CITI)—A Student Centered Policy Framework for System-wide Educational Change in New Mexico. In its
opening challenge, the Board emphasizes that "CITE [both] emposwers the local community and the citizens of New
Mexico to join with the State Board in finding new and better wavs for students to reach their potential . . . [and]
affirms the leadership and developmental role of the State Board ... " (CITE, p. 2))

Recognizing thatimprovements to New Mexico's publicschools havealready taken place, the Board affirms thateven
grreater strides can be made through the medium of a single, focused vision:

The power of CITE lies in sharing acommon vision of desired end results. Although CITE represents
the consensus of many educational stakeholders, it is not intended to be the final word in bringing
improvements to the educational system. Lasting improvements will require ownership by New
Mexicans, and obtaining such ownership requires involvement. Therefore, in September 1992, the
State Board initiated a comprehensive and inclusive process to involve New Mexicans in helping
toidentify educational initiatives toachieve the CITE goals. Inaddition, the State Board and the State
Departmentof Education collaborated with other stakceholders in using the CITI Policy Framework
to develop action plans, which define the activities, outcomes, and measurement criteria necessary
to implement the CITT. goals and initiatives. These cfforts chart a road map for education upon
which there is broad consensus among New Mexicans. Parents and families, legislators, business
people, and the education professionals of our state can and will work together to meet the
educational demands of our complex modern world.

CITE is uniquely a New Mexico cffort that builds upon our strengths as a state while guiding our
paths to the future—what we mustdoso that all students are challenged to reach their potentialand
the education of all students becomes the mission for all New Mexicans. (CITE, p. 3.)

To underscore the importance of education in all of our lives, the Board has issued a challenge to the citizens of New
Mexico to join in an exciting enterprise—the journey to achieve the CITI vision, mission, and goals.

The following sections detail the Board's vision, mission, and goals as well as the specific components of the CI'TE
policy framework. To explore the CITL concept further, the interested reader may obtain a copy of Consoliduting
[nitiatives for Tomorrow's Fducation (CITE)—A Student Centered Policy Frametoork for System-wide Fducational Change
in New Mexico from the Educational Planning Services Unit, New Mexico State Department of Education,
300 Don Gaspar, Santa Fe, New Mexico 87503.

10
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Vision

The State Board of Education, by authority of the New Mexico State Constitution, sets policy and direction for the
education of all students in New Mexico. We believe that education must challenge all students to reach their
potential and must involve all citizens of the state. (CITE, p. 4.)

Mission

The State Board of Education, throughits Constitutional duties and responsibilities, affirms thatthe primary purpose
of schools in New Mexico is to provide equal educational opportunities for all students. The purpose of schools,
therefore, is to guarantee that students reach their full potential by mastering learning skills and knowledge and by
acquiring desirable personal qualities and values.

T he State Board of Education believes that local control and direction will best accomplish the shared responsibility
and leadership necessary for the effective and efficient use of public and private resources and for the continuing
involvement of parents and communities in the educational process.

This mission will be carried out by the policy leadership of the State Board of Education through the State Department
of Education. (CITL, p.5.)

Goals

The State Board of Education considers a student to be an individual who is involved in lifelong learning by
participating in preschool through adult ed ucational and vocational rehabilitation opportunitics and services. The
goals are listed in sequential order to demonstrate and help clarify the linkages between goals.

Twoimportant processes beganin September 1992, First, the State Board of Education initiated ascricsof community
mectings to involve New Mexicans in helping to identify educational initiatives to achieve the CITE goals. And
second, the State Department of Education used the CITE Policy Framework to develop an Agency Management
Plan, which defines activitices, outcomes, and measurement criteria necessary to implement the CIT1 goals and
initiatives.

Goal 1:  Involve all New Mexicans in a shared responsibility for education

Goal 2: Provide opportunities which will enable all students to learn

Goal 3:  Establish highstandards and high expectations to cnablestudents toacquire the personal qualities, values,
skills, and knowledge necessary to become productive citizens in a multiethnic demuocratic society

Goal4:  Scck and reward excellence in teachers and other school personnel

Goal 5 Advocate for and seek adequate resources to support maximum student learning

Goal 6:  Organize resources for system-wide change to prepare students for the future

Goal 7 Promote, exemplify, and implement decision making at the appropriate level

Goal 8 Assure tothe public the integrity of the educational process through programand financial accountability
(CITE, pp. 6-7)

N State Department of T ducation
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CITE Policy Framework

Below is a graphic display of CITE - A Student Centered Policy Framework for System-wide Educational Change
in New Mexico. Beginning from the center, the concentric cireles represent increasing degrees of detail describing
the focus on striving to reach the vision. Imagine that cach of the individual rings can rotate. For example, many
cd ucational initiatives are designed to help achieve more than one goal. The outer ring begins to identify those in
the education community who will be part of planning, implementing, and assessing initiatives - a continuous

process of improvement.
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OVERVIEW

The New Mexico State Department of Education
VISION STATEMENT

e New Mexico State Department of Education believes the education of all students must
become the mission for all New Mexicans, We believe education must challenge «ll students to
reach their potential,

Alan D. Morgan

State Superintendent of Public Instruction

Educational Indicators

I'ducator Jeannie Oakes has defined an educational indicator as "a statistic about the educational system that
rivcals something about its performance or health.” The identification of appropriate indicators of the status or
“health” of an educational system is a relatively new endeavor. A recent RAND study suggested that indicators
cover three broad classes:  inputs, which include such data as fiscal, material, and other resources, teacher
qualitications, and student background; processes, such as school context and organization indicators, curricu-
lum, teaching quality, and instructional quality; and outputs, such as student achievement, participation, atti-
tudes, and aspirations (Shavelson ct al., 1989).

[ cpishition was passed in April 1990 that identificd certain educational indicators for New Mexico schools and
required both individual school districts and the State Department of Education to report on these indicators. The
cducational indicators required by the legislation are:

Enrollment Statistics

Advanced Placement Enrollment Statistics

Total Expenditures per Pupil (3 years)

Total Administrative Expenditures per Pupil (3 years)
Average Teacher Salary (3 years)

State Mandated and College Entrance Test Scores (3 years)
Participation in the New Mexico Scholars Trogram
Percentage of Graduating Class Applying to Colleges
Dropout Rate (3 years)

Prreentage of 12th grade seniors who graduate (3 years)
Perarntage of Yth grade freshmen plus transfers (9-12) who graduate
Percentage of Students in Federally Funded Programs
Percentage of School Budget Expended on Federal Programs




[he legislation also requires districts to be ranked statewide on those indicators requiring a three year report, and
ctate and national means or medians are given for comparative purposes when appropriate. For all items except
the norm referenced state mandated and college entrance examinations, a simple ranking is used.

egislation passed in 1991 appended a Quuality ot Fducation Survey ta be sent home with students to survey
parental attitudes toward their child's education.

Ranking

A simple statistical ranking is similar to the ranking of vour favorite sports team during the season. Schools,
therefore, like baseball teams, may find themselves tied for, say, first place or third place with another school. Ifa
wchool tics with another school, both schools will receive the same rank. For instance, if four schools have the
tollowing scores respectively-- 30, 25, 25, 19 —then the four schools would be ranked, respectively—1,2, 2, and 4.
Note there is no “third place” ranking, because school number 2 and school number 3 had the same score.

Howeser, the reader should approach the interpretation of these rankings with caution, especially when looking at
percentages in small districts. Forinstance, the Dora district began the 1992-93 school year with seven seniors, six
of wham praduated, giving Dora a "graduation rate” of 85.7 and a ranking of 77 out of the 88 districts, but the
Clouderoft district began the year with 32 seniors, of whom 31 graduated.  Because of the larger numbers,
Clowdcroft had a "graduation rate” of 96.9 and a ranking of 31 out of the 88 districts. Similarly, House graduated
5 out ol 5 seniors beginning the school year, thus tying for first out of 88 districts.

[ or the norm referenced (standardized) examinations (ITBS and ACT), the districts’ simple rankings are presented
within clusters, oF groupings, of similar school districts. Districts are then ranked within their respective cluster.
Based on national rescarch, the districts were clustered or grouped about five variables by the State Department of
Fducation: distend enmrollment size, district student mobility rute, district percentuge of students in the USDA Free and
Redced Tunch Program, disdrict peveentuage of students clussified as Limited Unglish Proficiency (11D), und the district
prorcentuge of advdts 20 year - of uge or older who graduated college. Six clusters of similar districts were identified using
the Ward’s Minmmum Vartanee proceduare (SAS, 1985):

Albuguerque Animas Bernalillo Dexter Chama Alamogardo
Artesia Capitan Central Estancia Cuba Artec

Belen Carrizoso Cobre Floyd Dulce Carlsbad
Bloomild Cimarron Deming Fort Sumner Hatch Clovis
Gadsden Clayton Espanola Hagerman Hondo Valley Farmington
Tas Cruces Cloudcroft Gallup-Mckinley Jal Jemez Mountain Hobbs

Las Vepas City - Corona Grants-Cibola Lake Arthur Jemez Valley Moriarty

1 os Alimos Des Moines lLordsburg, Loving Las Vegas West Roswell

Fos Tunas Daora Magdalena Maxwell Mesa Vista Ruidoso

L ovington Elida Questa Tatum Mora Truth or
P'ojoague Eunice Santa Rosa Texico Mosquero Consequences
Fortales Grady Tularosa Mountainair

Santa be House Vaughn Pecos

Silver Caty I ogan Penasco

Socantn Metiose Raton

lao Quemado Springer

| Lctinean

Rewerve
Roy
San jon

Wagon Mound
Zuni

While Cuter analysis i sed in this reportonly to report the norm referenced (standardized) tests, the reader will
want 1o bear i mind these simitar districts when looking at other indicators, such as graduation rate.

NM State Depurtment of Tducation
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Finally, it is more important to compare changes in the actual test score rather than the ranking. A district may be
ranked low, yet still fall within the acceptabic range of plus or minus one standard deviation from the mean
(average).

History of the New Mexico Accountability Report

All public education is accountable to its public and elected officials; however, public report cards for cach district
did not become a matter of policy until October 1985 when ihe State Board of Fducation approved for public
review the Building Excellent Schools Team (BEST) Plan.  ‘The BEST Plan included over 30 goals for the
improvement of pupil learning, teacher and instructional quality, school administratons and the school commu-
nity, and state leadership.

In 1987, the Consolidating Initiatives for Tomorroe’s Uducation (CLTT) Plan continued many of the initiatives found in
the BEST Plan but now became the working document for reporting State Board of Education goals and progress
toward those goals. The first adopted CI'TF. Plan was developed for 1987-1990; the 1990 edition included goals for
1990-1993. In September 1992, a new evolution of CITI was adopted by the State Board. Called Consolidating
Initiatives for Tomorrow's Lducation: A Student Centered Policy I'ramework for System-wide Lducational Change in New
Mexico, the current document is intended to support a "comprehensive and inclusive process” that will involve all
New Mexicans in building concensus on the best approaches to educating the children of this state.

Senate Bill 738 (Section 22-1-6, NMSA) was passed on April 6, 1989, and required school districts to publish an
Annual School District Accountability Report in a local newspaper. SB-738 required districts to publish Mission
and Goals, Student Information, a section Of Special Interest, Financial Information, and an Invitation for the
public to participate in the educational process. Finally, districts were required to “compare district, state, and
national data whenever appropriate . ., "

House Bill 4, passed during the 1990 Special Legislative Session, superceded SB-738, requiring districts to report
additional information and providing for a statewide accountability report to be published by the State Depart-
ment of Education based on the educational indicators listed on page 1.

House Bill 721 passed the 1991 Legislative Session. This bill appends a parentalsurvey to the Avcountability Report
and the districts' report cards. Ten questions developed by the NMSBE are aggregated in this report. Each district
is required additionally to report 10 survey questions, no more than five of which are developed by the local school
board and five of which are developed by local school teachers and ad ministrators. Local results will be published
in the districts' own report cards.

Standards for Excellence

On November 26, 1991, the State Board of Education adopted the "Standards for Excellence for New Mexico
Schools” with the provision that districts could choose to follow cither the new standards or the "Educational
Standards for New Mexico® in pursuing accreditation. The Standards for Excellence were the product of a
tatewide committee appointed by the State Board and charged to develop a document of ten pages or jess that
“should address specifically how schools should be accountable for defining, addressing, and evaluating outcomes
for all students.” In support thereof, student competencies as well as assessment procedures had to be revised.
e social studies competencies were the first to be completed and adopted by the Board.

During the 199192 school year —and using the social studics framework as their model- statewide work groups
analyzed and revised the student competencics in the arcas of employability, health, interscholastic activitics,
fanguage arts, mathematics, modern and classical languages, music, physical education, science, and visual arls.
Following that work and an extensive review, the frameworks were adopted by the State Board of Fducation
during its August 1992 mecting,.

NAM State Depustment of F.ducation




The frameworks are intended to provide the structure, or skeleton, upon which local curricula are built. Each
curriculum framework enables districts/schools to evaluate their current program, determine what is successful,
and identify and address gaps in the program. The framework serves as a guide to assist educators in planning
and coordinating what will be taught within a K-12 program. Ultimately, these frameworks will lead students
toward the achicvement of the Standards for Ixcellence.

New Mexico Third Annual Progress Report on Education

In 1991, Governor Bruce King issued The New Mexico Progress Report on Lducation detailing the state's efforts toward
achieving the six national educational gaals established by President George Bushand the state governors at the 1989
Education Summit. This September, the New Mexico Third Annual Progress Report on L'ducation was released.

Once again, Governor King has initiated a variety of activities designed to help the state achieve its educational
objectives in pursuit of the national goals:

® The Governor's Office and the State Superintendent of Public Irstruction have jointly created New
Mexico Systemic Change in Education Advisory Committee to serve as an ad vocate and Facilitator for
systemic change in New Mexico.

® High school students from throughout New Mexico participated in the Governor's Youth Education
Summit in April 1993.

® The Governor's Business Executives for Education are continuing their efforts to provide support to
schonls in initiating total quality management principles in education based on community-identified
needs.

® The New Mexico Communities in Schools Project (NMCIS), now operating out of the Children, Youth
and Families Department, designs and implements more effective school-human services collaborative
efforts to improve the success of at-risk students and their families.

® The Children, Youth and Families Department is implementing new service delivery strategies which
will enhance the lives of children in all arcas.

® The Governor's Office, the State Department of Education, and the Department of Health have
sponsored two regional conferences for 16 New Mexico communities.

® The New Mnxico communities in Schools Project (NMCIS) continues to function in four communities,
with an additional four communities in the planning stage.

® Focusonimproving mathand science educationin New Mexico schools through the Systemic Initiative
in Math and Science Education continues.

® TheCommittee Advocating Resources and Enrichment (CARE) for Childrencontinues todevelop plans
and recommendations focused on the pre-school years, so that children can start ready for school

SUCCCeSS.

® The Governor's Substance Abuse Prevention Task Force focus state efforts to make schools and their
communitics drug-free.

(Pragress Report, p. 1-2)
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Five complementary initiatives begun by the State Department of Education are also cited:

® The State Board of Education continuces to expect all New Mexico graduating seniors to be competent
in two languages by the year 2000. . ..

® Among the states New Mexico has been a leader in the school restructuring movement. Within that
framework, the RE:LEARNING Program has been a primary vehicle for change. The restructuring
concept is based on the belief that systemic school reform is needed in order for all students to be able
1o use their minds well, and to be decision-makers, team members, good communicators and
knowledgeable about important matters. Over fifty local schools within New Mexico are currently
participating . ... Seventeen additional schools are involved in the RE:Learning process with support
from the Noyes Foundation.

® A commission appointed by the State Board of Education developed Standards for Excellence, which
have been adopted as a state board regulation. Implementation is beginning. These standards define
the e¢xpected outcomes for all students in New Mexico in those schools operating at a level of
excellence. . .. [and] now form a basis for school accountability based primarily on clements which
support student learning. The goal now is that schools be accreditated by the Standards of Excellence
and accompanying components.

® As part of statewide long-range planning and policy development, the State Boared of Education is
cond ucting community meetings to identify actions to improve the future of education in New Mexico.

(Pragress Report, pp. 3-4)

Quality of Education Survey

Scnate Bill 721, passed by the 1991 New Mexico Legislature, appended a Quality of Education Survey to the
Accountability Report . The Quality of Education Survey was notdesigned as a scientific survey based on probability
but rather as asite-level census. This means the Quality of Education Survey results are mos: valid atthesite (school)
level and are a reflection only of those parents choosing to respond (28.8%). In addition, some parents with more
than one child returned only a single survey form with multiple responses per question. Finally, because standard
sampling techniques were not emphasized, generalizations based on data aggregated statewide should be
approached with caution. With thatin mind, inall cases the percentage of respondents agreeing with the statement
exceeded the percentage disagreeing. Foritems 2,3, 4, 6, and 7, over 80 percent were in agreement, while for items
1,5 and 10 over 70 percent were. The highest negative response was to item 9 with which 30.5 percent disagreed;
however, 56.6 percent were still in agreement. (Sce Table 1))
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Total number of surveys sent home with students:

TABLE1

QUALITY OF EDUCATION SURVEY RESULTS

Taotal number of surveys returned:
Total number of districts reporting:

~1

10,

. The schools build my child's self-esteem,

The school personnel in this community are
well-qualified for their jobs.

. Teachers set expectations which challenge

my child.

The school offers classes that meet my child's
needs.

The schools in this community should be
required o use standard national tests to
mcasure the academic achievement of stu-
dentes.

. Schoal personnel encourage me to partici-

pate inmy child's education,

My child's teacher provides sufficient and
appropriate information regarding my
child's academic progress,

. The school put adequate resources into ex-

tracurricular activities.

. My child has adequate supplies.

My child's school building is in good repair.

: 10.4% 0 462%

c 161%

1992-93
294,789
84,852 (28.8%)
87
PERCENT RESPONDING
Strongly Strongly
Agree Agree  Disagree Disagree

182% . 615%_ : 108%_: 36%__:

195% : 606% : 79% :  25%_:
2009 607% o 100% :  28%

203%

2.6% ;. 500%

0 242% 2 56.7% : 121%_ . 39%__:

. 30.0% . 540% i 97% . 34% _:

C120Y% . 492% o \73%_ . 77%__:

55.8% ¢ 120%

62.4%_ : 102% :  33%_:

2 118% . 55%

2000%  : 10.4% _:

6.0%_:

Do Not
Know
i 58%_:
: 94%
: 53%
;. 38%

: 10.2%

N

2 29%_

 13.7%__
L 13.0%

: 101%_:

-
T
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OF SPECIAL INTEREST
IN NEW MEXICO SCHOOLS

The 1993 Legislature appropriated a total of $3.277,500 for Special Projects to the State Department of Lducation.
Categorical in nature, the following projects were funded outside of the formula used to determine operational
program costs,

CONTINUATION PROJICIS:

1. ANGELITAS PROGRAM: The program provides careerand college planning information, counscling services,
financial aid planning, preparation for test-taking, skill-development sessions, and summer college placement
opportunitics. Target population: Minority high school students. Tarticipating schools: Gadsden, Onate, Las
Cruces, Mayfield, and Hatch High Schools.

9

CARIFER INFORMATION SYSTEM: The program provides educational/carcer information to secondary
«chools for use in counseling students through the Guidance Information System Computer Network. The
program i< administered by the New Mexico State Occupational Information Coordinating Committee. Target
population: High school students. Participating schools: 75 high schools statewide.

3. INDIAN EDUCATION FOR EXCELLENCE: The purpose of the program is to develop model programs,
conduct research, and provide technical assistance to school districts and tribal governments relative to the
cducational issues of Native American students in New Mexico. Target population: Native American students.
Participating schools: 22 public school districts serving Native American students.,

4. TAW RELATED EDUCATION: The purpose of the program is to promote innovative citizenship cducation
through the development and dissemination of educational materials, training teachers in law-related educa-
tional techniques, and the annual mock trial competition. The project is administered by the New Mexico Bar
Foundation. Target population: 350 teachers and administrators of mid high and high schools and students in
grades K-12. Tarticipating schools: 70 school districts.

n

LEADERSHIP IN EDUCATIONAL ADMINISTRATION DEVELOPMENT (LEAD): The purpose of the
program is toassist in the promotionand developmentof leadership skills for school ad ministrators, The project
i baced at the University of New Mexico. Target population: Administrators in New Mexico schools,

b, SYSTEMIC INFITATIVE IN MATH AND SCIENCE EDUCATION (SIMSE): The purpose of the program is
to restructure and improve New Mexico's mathematics and science education sy stem by providing statewide
training for K-8 mathand scienee teachers, The projectis administered by the University of New Mevico, Target
population: Students in grades K-8, Participating schoots: 34 school districts,

~1

RE:DTARNING NEW MEXICO:  The program supports restructuring of the ed ucational system from
kindergarton to post-secondary levels in New Mevicoschools. The effort i based onTed Sizer's Nine Common
Principles; the focus is helping students to use their minds well. The project is administered by Fastern New
Mesico University, Participating schools: 50 Re:Learning schools statewide,

8 SCHOOI ARLS INITIATIVE : The purpose of the program is to develop a comprehensive multicultural
sequentalarts educationcurriculumin the visualarts, music, dane, and dramaand for planning and developing
pilet programs in preparation forimplementation of this curriculum in selected schooldistricts overa three-year
petiod,  Tarpet population: K-5 students. Target population:  K-12 students. Participating - districts:
Albuquergue, Carlsbad, Las Cruces, and Ruidoso.

ANM Stute Department of Tducation
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NLW PROJECTS:

CHARTER SCHOOLS: The following ten schools were given $5,000 planning g rant awards by the State Board of

Education. In the spring of 1994, five (but not limited to the ten schools listed below) will be selected as charter
schools.
Albuquerque Public Schools/Longfellow Elementary
Bernalillo Public Schools /Carroll Elementary
Las Cruces Public Schools /Hermosa Heights Elementary
Roswell Independent Schools/Washington Avenue Elementary
Santa Fe Public Schools/Turquoise Trail Elementary
Taos Public Schools/Taos Elementary School
Albuquerque Public Schools / Taylor Middle School
Gallup-McKinley County Public Schools/John F. Kennedy Middle School
Ruidoso Municipal Schools / White Mountain Intermediate School
Albuquerque Public Schools /Highland High School

INNOVATIVE DISTRICT/SCHOOL-BASED PROGRAMS:

1.

N

STARSHINE: ALBUQUERQUE PUBLIC SCHOOLS/Bandelier Elementary, Whittier Elementary, Wilson
Middle and Van Buren Middle. An innovative project (Bandclier Performing Arts Project) allows students of
diverse backgrounds to explore, gather, and synthesize information in contentareas in collaborative groups and
then demonstrate this knowledge through music and the performing arts. The project is especially innovative
sinceitistotally outcomebased (supports Standards ForExcellence Literacy and Attitudesand Attributes goals)
and utilizes alternative assessment procedurces. Target Population: K-9 grade regular and special education
students.

SEVENTH GRADE PORTFOLIO ASSESSMENT PROJECT: ALBUQUERQUE PUBLIC SCHOOLS/John
Adams Middle. A project which will use portfolio assessment to measure student achivement and determine
student mastery of the New Mexico Competency Frameworks at the seventh grade. A committee of teachers,
parents, students, administrators, and community members will develop standards for what students should
knew and be able to do. Students will complete a portfolio that will include cach subject arcas: math, science,
language arts, social studics, and bilingual education. Target Population: 6-8 grade students,

TEACHING WITH STYLE AND INTELLIGENCE: BELEN CONSOLIDATFD SCHOOLS/HLT. Jaramillo
Elementary. The focus is to define students by their strengths and to increase cach student’s opportunity to
develop traits such as: creativity and problem solving that would help them become resilient. The goals of this
project are to build a common understanding of training and experience to all faculty on learning styles and
multipleintelligences; and to pilotand incorporate two projects throug hafter-school clubs torstudentsingrades
1-3. Tarpet Population: 1-3 grade students.

TWO-YEAR PILOT PROJECT FOR THE DEVELOPMENT OF A NONGRADED FLEMENTARY PRO-
GRAM: BERNALILLO PUBLIC SCHOOLS/ Cochiti Elementary, Cochiti elementary will beginimplementa
tion of a nongraded program for students seven to eleven years old (2nd grade - 5th grade). Cochiti will have
anintermediate unit consisting of three classrooms withstudents ages seven through nine and an advanced unit
withstudentsages nine through eleven, Thedivisionofstudents will allow formulti-aged grouping and placing
students with teachers that match their learning style. Target Population: 2-5 grade students with expansion
to kindergarten

INTERDISCIPLINARY CURRICULUM DEVELOPMENT AND IMPLEMENTATION: CORONA MU-
NICIPAL SCHOOLS/ Carona High School. The project intentis to fund teachers and consultants to develop
a comprehensive carriculum integrating all disciplines through the arts utilizing resources from the local
community and focusing on outcomes based education for seventh and cighth grade students. Utilizing a
community-based effort, the coneept will link Corona’s students with several educational sites outside New
Meico through the use of inferactive technology,  Farget Population: 7 B grade students,
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TEAM TEACHING WITH MULTI-AGED GROUPING: FLOYD MUNICIPAL SCHOOL15/Floyd Elemen-
tary. The project will design and implement a multi-aged classroom with a team teaching approach. The
program will be designed to help children meet basic and challenging performance standards while learning
“how to learn”. Multi-aged grouping allows for children’s differences in learning styles, developmenta: levels
and timelines for mastery of learning. This program will be used as a professional development site by Eastern
New Mexico University’s student teachers and a pilot practicum program for a methods class sponsored by the
university. Target Population: 1-2 grade students.

OPERATION HOME LIBRARY: MOUNTAINAIR PUBLIC SCHOOLS/Mountainair Elementary School.
The purpose of this project is to foster literacy within the elementary school population. The program will assist
Mountainair Elementary students who are “at-risk” and will also motivate parents, teachers and children to
develop a love for reading. The project will help children overcome comprehension and communication
stumbling blocks and become “life-long” learners and stimulate parents to become more involved inadult basic
literacy programs. Target Population: K-6 grade students.

“A-LAB-IN-A-BOX”: SILVER CONSOLIDATED SCHOOLS/Cliff Elementary, Harrison Schmitt Elemen-
tary, Jose Barrios Elementary, G.W. Stout Elementary, Sixth Street Elementary. The goal of this project is to
facilitate access to and use of materials by clementary teachers and be used to enhance cach unit of study in the
Science areas covered at that grade level. In addition, cach kit and unit will be integrated across other content
arcas. Target Population: K-5 grade students.

NATIVE AMERICAN STUDIES: TAOS MUNICIPAL SCHHOOLS/Taos High School. This projectdeveloped
jointly withthe Taos Puceblo Governor's Office willimplementa comprehensive Native American Studies course
and rescarchcenter tostudy the Tiwa language, Taos custom and history, traditional government, artand culture
resulting in the development of positive intercultural relations and pride and reduce dropouts among Native
American students. Teaching will be accomplished utilizing a native Tiwa speaker from the Pucblo. Target
Population: 12 grade students.,

A COLLABORATIVE APPROACH TO CULTURAL EDUCATION IN ZUNI: ZUNI PUBLIC SCHOOLS/
Zuni Middle School, Zuni High School, Twin Buttes High School. A collaboration between the Zuni Public
School District, the A:Shiwi A:Wam Muscum and Heritage Center, and clders frony the Zuni Senior Center to
reorganize a collection of 3,000 historic photographs intostudent research categories. Students are intreduced
to Zunicultural and historical issucs through the mentorship of community eldersin thecourse of accomplishing
a meaningful task on behalf of the museum. This project addresses concerns raised by community members
about the lack of culturally-relevant curriculum material. Target Population: 6-12 grade students.

OIHIL.RSPECIAL PROJECTS

t

HISPANIC CULTURE FOUNDATION: The program provides teams of educators from restructuring
elementary, middle, and secondary schools with culturally-relevant arts and humanities content, technical
assistancein multicultural, interdisciplinary curriculum developmentand methadology. Itsgoalistoempower
teachers 1o “teach New Mexico” whiledeveloping models thatcan be adopted by individual schoolsand districts
throughout the state and nation, Tanget population: K-12 students. Participating schools: Tschools statewide.

SOUTHWEST AIDNS COMMITTEE: The program will provide HIV/ AIDS prevention education tostudents,
parents, and publicschool faculty and staff. Target population: K-12 students. Participating schools: Statewide
public schools,

DOWNS MEDIA EDUCATION CENTER: 1The project willintegrate media literacy into existing programs and
curricula with a focus on training teachers from clementary through university. Target population: Teachers,
kindergarten through post-secondary. Participating schools: 10 school districts.

NHM State Department of Fducation
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RELEARNING EDUCATIONAL TECHNOLOGY NETWORK: The project will assist New Mexico schools
that are restructuring to connectstedents and teachers with cachothertoimprove studentlearning. Participating
schools: 30 Re:Learning, schools

NEW MEXICO STATE UNIVERSITY ANGELITOS COLLEGE SEARCH PROGRAM: The program
provides career and college planning information, counseling services, financial aid planning, preparation for
test taking, skill development sessions, and summer college placement opportunities. Target population: 130
minority highschoolstudents and their fathers. Darticipating, schools: Gadsden, Onate, Las Cruces, Mayfield,
and Hatch High Schools.

SCHOOL ZONE INSTITUTE/UNIVERSITY OF NEW MEXICO: The program will train teachers to act as
trainers in their districts to teach Architecture and Designtostudents througha curriculacalled the Architecture
and Children Madel. Target population: 30 teachers from selected school districts,

RE:LEARNING MENTORSHIP INITIATIVE: The program will connect 20 networking schools with
developed Re:Learning sites. This initiative will promote the institutionalization of Re:Learning in the state by
developing teams in schools that can assist their mentored partners in becoming proficient in the work which
supports the Nine Common Re:Learning Principles. Target population: Staff in 20 networking schools.

STRENGTHENING QUALITY IN SCHOOLS - TRAIN THE TRAINER PROJECT, FURR'S: The project will
provide training in Total Quality Management techniques as applied to educational processes. Target
population: 30 trainers selected from schoals, parents, and communitics.

ADVANCED PLACEMENT PROGRAM/NEW MEXICO HIGHLANDS UNIVERSITY: The program en-
courages students to participate in the nationally-recognized Advanced Placement Programs through student
exam fee reductions and through the development of teacher training and curriculum development. Target
population: Eleventh and twelfth grade high school students and teachers, with emphasis on participation by
cconomically-disadvantaged students. Participating schools: High schools statewide.

RE.-LEARNING HIGH SCHOOL TASK FORCE: A high school task force will be created for the purpose of
maximizing and leveraging the successful programs which are evident throughout the state. The goal will be
for all New Mexico high school students to have the same opportunitices for innovative teaching and learning.
[ he task foree will include the following groups: highschool teachers, ad ministrators, students, superintendents,
«chool hoard members, colleges of education, parents and broader community.

CIGHSCHOOLPARENTING PROGRAMS: The program will provide training inparenting and care of pre-

kindergarten children in approved child care training and parenting labs at Santa Fe High School.

CNEW MEXICO SCHOLARS PROGRAM: While not a Special Project as defined above, the New Mexico

Scholars Program (NMSP) was passed into law in 1989 (Section 21-21H-1 through 21-21H-9, NMSA). The
program makes scholarship money available to certain students (1) who rank in the top five percent of the
graduating class or carn an overall score of at least 25 on the ACT and (2) who come from homes with a total
tamily income of $30,000.00 or less. The scholarship may be for up to four years of post-secondary training.
Table 2 lists the number of students reported by the districts as eligible for the NMSP and the number of
students reported by the districts as receiving an NMSP scholarship in 1992.
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TABLE2
DISTRICT REPORTED NEW MEXICO SCHOLARS - 1993
DISTRICT ELIGIBLE RECEIVING DISTRIC1 FEIGIBLE RFCIIVING

Alamogordo 31 4 Las Cruces 35 33
Albuquerque N.A. N.A. Las Vegas City 9 4
Animas 1 1 Las Vegas West 4 3
Artesia 2 2 Logan 1 0
Aztec 6 0 Lordsburg { 0
Belen 8 8 Los Alamos 0 0
Bernalillo 0 0 Los Lunas 12 0
Bloomficld 4 2 Loving 0 0
Capitan 3 2 Lovington 6 0
Carlsbad 2 2 Magdalena 0 0
Carrizozo 0 0 Maxwell 0 0
Central Cons. 1 1 Melrose 0 0
Chama 2 2 Mesa Vista 4 1
Cimarron 1 1 Mora 0 0
Clayton 2 0 Moriarty 5 3
Cloudcroft 0 0 Mosquero 0 0
Clovis 26 8 Mountainair i 1
Cobre 1 0] Pecos 0 0
Corona 0 0 PeRasco 3 3
Cuba 2 2 Pojoaque 2 0
Deming 212 8 Portales 6 2
Des Moines 2 1 Quemado 2 1
Dexter 2 0 Questa 0 0
Dora 0 0 Raton 0 0
Dulce 0 0 Reserve | 1
Elida 3 0 Roswell 25 25
Espanola 4 0 Ro 0 0
Estancia 7 4 Ruldoso 15 11
Eunice 2 2 San Jon 0 0
Farmington 11 9 Santa Fe 5 3
Floyd 1 0 Santa Rosa 0 0
Ft. Sumner 0 0 Silver City 5 5
Gadsden 32 6 Sacorro 1 1
Gallup-McKinley 15 6 Springer 1 1
Grady ’ 2 2 Tgos 0 0
Grants-Cibola 6 1 Tatum 1 1
Hagerman | 0 Texico t 0
Hatch 2 2 Truth or Conseq. 0 0
Hobbs 4 4 Tucumcari 3 1
Hondo 0 0 Tularosa 0 0
House 1 1 Vaughn 0 0
Jal 10 12 Wagon Mound 0 0
Jemez Mountain 3 3 Zuni 0 0
femes Valley 1 0

T.ake Arthur 0 { Statewide 532 196
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STUDENT INDICATORS

Student Enrollment Trends

Retween 1990-91 and 199293, overall student enrollment in New Mexico public schools increased 4.6 percent
(2.4 pereent between 1990-91 and 1991.92; 2.2 percent between 1991-92 and 1992-93). In fact, enrollment grew in all
major groupings—in grades kindergarten through 6 (3.2 percent), in grades 7 through 12 (5.3 percent), and in
special education (12.4 percent). (See Figure 1.)

FIGURE 1

STUDENT ENROLLMENT TRENDS

1990-91 10 199293

Total Total Total
301,885 309,120 315,781
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Student Ethnicity

Based on fortictl day enrollment figures, the ethnic composition of the entire student body for 1992-93 (Fgare 2)
was LR percent Angly, 45.8 pereent Hispanic, 10.2 pereent Native American, 2.3 percent African American, and
0.0 percent Acian. From 1990-91, the percentage of Anglo enrollment declined from 42.2 percent; however, both
Hispanic and Native American enrollments increased- -Hispanic from 449 percent and Native American from 9.8
percent. African American and Asian enrollment remained relatively stable.
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FIGURE2

STUDENT ENROLLMENT BY ETHNICITY
_ 1992-93
Asian

0.9% Anglo
: 40.9%

Native American
10.2%

African American
2.3%
Hispanic
45.8%

Souroe: “1092-93 40th Day Student Membanhip/Ethnioky Report’
SSDM October, 1903 .

Percent of Graduating Seniors and College Applicants With District Rankings

In 199293, the rate of New Mexico's high school seniors beginning the 12th grade who grad uated ranged from a
low of 50.0 percent (down from the prior year's 69.2 percent) to a high of 100 percent (28 districts tied). Of the
districts achieving a 100 percent graduation rate, the numbers of graduates ranged from three students to 271
students. (Sce Table 5.)

The percentage of graduates applying to four-year institutions of higher learning ranged from a low of 9.1 percent
(Tatum District, n = 2 out of 22) to a high of 100 percent (Dora District, n = 6; Floyd, n = 8). In the case of graduates
applying to two-ycar institutions, the percentages ranged from a low of 0.0 percent (twelve districts) toa high of
72.7 percent (Tatum District, n = 16 out of 22). (See Table 5.)
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Dropout Rates and District Rankings

Dropout rates and district rankings are presented intable 4 for the school years 1989-90 through 1991-92 for g rades
9-12 only. The dropout rate has decreased from 9.9% in 1989-90 to 7.4% in 1991-92. In part this decrease is the
result of a change in the method of calculating the dropout rate; however, it follows the trend of a deelining
dropout rate for the past three years. The new method for calculating the rate takes into account students who
"drop back in" the following year. Because of this new method, data is not available until November for the
previous school year. Henee, the data in the Accountubility Keport are one year behind.

Dropout rates for school year 1991-92 by cthnicity and gender are presented in table 3. The highest dropout rate by
cthnicity is shown by African Americans at 8.9%; however this is down from 10.9% in 1990-91. Native Americans
had a decrease of 5.0% in their dropout rate, Hispanics decreased 2.6%, Anglos decreased 1.6%, while Asians
showed an increase of 1.0% in their dropout rate. The dropout rate for females decreased from 9.1% in 199091 to
740% in 199192 and males decreased from 10.3% to 7.7% in the same period.

TABLE3
DROPUTS BY ETHNICITY AND GENDER 1991-92: GRADES 9-12
_—— _—_ =A E
e — —_———————r e
T Number of Computed Dropout
Group Dropouts Membership Rate

Ethnicity

Anglo 2,105 32,565 6.1%

Adian 57 922 5.R%

African American 171 1,760 R.9%

Hispanic 3,148 34,225 8.4%

Native American 752 8,976 7.749

Total 6,233 74.448 7.4%
Gender

Female 2,879 3K,438 7.0%

Male 3,354 40,010 77

fotal 6,233 78,448 7.4%
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TABLE4
NEW MEXICO DROPOUT RATES: GRADES 9-12
1YR9-90 1YRY9.49() 1990-91 1990-91 1991-92° 1991-92
A LAY (O RATE RANK RATE RANK RATE RANK
AT AMOGORDO 159 Ko 78 64 2.0 26
ALRUQUERQUE 12.1 K1 12.2 Bl 104 81
ANIMAS (6 16 20 11 0.7 15
ARTESIA 7.9 6l 41 32 35 37
AZTEC 7.2 55 4.1 30 4.7 52
BELEN 139 L} 75 02 6.1 64
BERNALILLO 12.7 K2 247 K¥ K.1 76
BLOOMEFIELD 10.2 T4 17. {7 13.4 87
CATPITAN 5.6 41 50 44 4.1 45
CARLSBAD 7.0 52 9.9 7 5.2 58
CARRIZOZO 32 25 R 24 0.0 1
CENTRAL 6.8 49 R0 Ho 4.1 45
CHAMA VALLEY 1.2 12 6.1 48 1.3 18
CIMARRON 34 27 4.6 a7 34 35
CLAYTON 6.7 47 3.0 16 1.6 19
CLOUDCROFT 1.7 16 31 IR 25 28
CLOVIS 69 50 K3 68 6.8 69
COBRE 9.6 6y 11.0 77 6.7 68
CORONA 0.0 1 33 22 0.0 1
CUBA 7.4 57 9.0 71 1.6 RS
DEMING 92 67 118 RO 12.0 86
DES MOINTS 0.0 1 0.0 1 0.0 I
DEXTER 1.4 15 9.4 72 10.7 K3
DORA 4.9 a5 4.1 30 1.7 21
DULCE BB 6hs 16.7 R6 6.3 05
ELIDA 0.0 ] 77 63 (.0 1
ESPANOLA 98 71 L) 70 9 K R0
ESTANCIA 38 0 51 39 0.0 I
EUNICE RO 61 73 ol 50 55
FARMINGTON [ 7R 138 K3 6.5 67
FLOYD 19 19 28 14 0a 1
FT. SUMNER R3 6} 43 32 33 34
GADSDEN 10.1 72 101 75 (] 69
GATLLP 13.4 o8} 12.5 K2 78 7
SRADY 0.0 ! 0.0 1 1.8 23
GRANITS-CIROT A 11.5 A 11.3 7 556 61
HAGERMAN 6.7 7 59 16 7.6 7
HATCH 7. hY 7.0 SR 17.6 RR
HOBBS K1 H2 68 57 27 30
HONDOVATTTY 7.3 St 07 55 T4 72
[{OUSE 34 27 00 1 0.0 1
[ AL 22 22 RIE 23 5.2 58
TEAEZ NMOUNTALN 5.0 3o 140 RS 0.0 1
HENEZNVATTEY 1.1 11 5.4 41 1.8 23
AR ARTHUR N3 61 57 45 39 4]
PASCRUCTS 101 ) 1.7 76 7. 74
M e Pepartinent of fducation
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TABLE 4, conTiNUED

1989.90 1989-90 1990-91 1990-91 1991-92° 199192
DISTRICT] RATE RANK RATE RANK RATE RANK
I ASVEGASCITY 12 12 31 13 16 19
I.AS VEGAS WEST 159 86 6.0 47 4.2 17
1.LOGAN 31 24 3.1 18 59 3
[LORDSBURG 13.1 83 9.7 73 3.4 35
1.OS ALAMUOS 1.9 19 1.6 7 39 41
LOST.UNAS 7.1 54 6.4 52 35 37
[.LOVING 56 41 4.3 32 6.3 65
I.LOVINGION 10.6 76 6.1 48 4.4 50
MAGDALENA 19.0 88 19 B 0.0 1
MAXWELL 50 36 5.4 41 2.6 29
MELROSE 37 29 2.2 12 2.0 26
MESA VISTA 0.0 1 0.0 1 2.9 32
MORA 7.7 58 3.0 16 1.0 17
MORIARTY 32 25 31 18 39 41
MQSQUERQO 0.0 ] 3.6 26 0.0 1
MOUNTAINAIR 1.7 i6 2.5 13 29 32
PECQOS 6.0 44 5.1 39 36 40
PENASCO 23 23 49 38 08 16
PrOJOAQUE 5.5 40 5.5 43 49 54
PORTALLS 7.0 52 6.7 55 1.7 21
QUEMADO 1.7 16 4.4 36 45 53
QUESTA 108 77 7.0 58 35 7
RATON 17 34 7.9 65 6.8 64
RESERVE 1.2 12 36 26 0.0 1
ROSWEILL KR 65 7.0 58 43 49
ROY 0.0 1 0.0 1 0.0 1
RUIDOSO 6.9 50 B.1 67 11.0 R4
SAN JON 00 1 19 R 18 23
SANTA FL 118 80 115 79 104 81
SANTA ROSA 4.4 31 29 15 5.1 57
SILVER CITY 58 43 6.2 50 4.2 47
SOCORRO 4.5 32 6.4 52 52 58
SPRINGER 5.0 36 4.0 29 9.0 7
TAQOS 6.2 45 43 32 0.2 14
TATUM 4.6 33 19 8 45 51
TEXICO 53 K] 35 24 2.7 30
TRUTH OR CONSIQ 03 75 B.5 HY 92 70
TUCUMCAKI 06 46 6.2 50 5.9 77
TULAROSA 95 6HR 6.6 54 5.7 62
VAUGHIN on 1 0.0 1 0o 1
WAGON MOUND pRY 21 38 2R 4.0 44
ZUNI u.7 70 139 8 5.0 55
STATEWIDE na gR 747
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STUDENT ACHIEVEMENT INDICATORS

Introduction

Studentachievementis measured with severalstate mandated assessments. These assessments are of various types:
criterion-referenced, norm-referenced, and performance-based. A criterion-referenced test is designed to provide
information on the specific knowledge or skills possessed by astudent. The High School Competency Examination
is a criterion-referenced examination. These examinations indicate whether or not a student performs a given task
satisfactorily, The student is not compared to any group of students; rather, the student’s skill at a given task is
evaluated. Scores on a criterion-referenced test are a measure of what the individual student knows or can do.

The lowa Tests of Basic Skills (ITBS), on the other hand, is a norm-referenced examination, a test designed to provide
information on how well astudent performs incomparison tootherstudents; that is, astudentis compared statewide
and nationally to cither the mathematical mean (average) or the median (middle) score of all students tested. The
student, rather than demonstrating a competency on task, is placed ona continuum with all the other students tested
to show the student’s ability in relation to those other students.

The New Mexico Partfolio Writing Assessment is a state-mandated, performance-based examination. With a
performance-based test, the student actually performs a task. With the writing assessment, the student actually
produces a piece of writing undera given set of guidelines; the picce is then compared toa rubric, orasetof criteria,
and scored accordingly.

The scores for the ITBS and the High School Competency Examination, state-mandated tests, are reported with
districtrankings. Oneothertestis also reported here; while notastate-mandated examination, the ACT is the collepe
cntrance examination used in New Mexico. Although the ACT is a norm-referenced examination, the ACT should
notbe used as anindicator of the general performance of New Mexico highschoolstudents. The ACTis anindicator
only of thosc students expressing an interest in attending college, and how well they might perform at the college
level.

New Mexico Portfolio Writing Assessment--Grades 4 and 6

The Portfolio Writing Assessment, a performance-based assessment, is administered to all fourth and sixth grade
students in New Mexico. A writing assessment was mandated by the Public School Reform Act (1986). Between
1986 and 1991, New Mexico schools were utilizing the Direct Writing Assessmentin grades 4and 6. This assessment
provided secure prompts, revealed to the student only at the time of testing. Interest in portfolio assessment and
anationaltrend toward assessments thatare instructional led the State Departmentof Educationto designand utilize
a new approach to the assessment of student writing. In 1992, for the first time, students in grades four and six were
given the opportunity to participate in the Portfolio Writing Assessment, a newly constructed writing assessment
program designed by the State Department of Education in collaboration with the State Evaluation Advisory
Committee and educators from across the State.

For this assessment, three prompts are provided ateach grade level. Early in the school year, the teacheris provided
with these prompts and a guide which assists the writerin understanding the criteria forgood writing. The teacher
provides lessons for the class and the student writes toward the assigned topic until both the teacher and student
are satisfied that the student’s piece of writing demonstrates his best efforts. Thisis repeated with cach prompt. Pre-
writing activities and drafts are stored in the student’s portfolio for review and reflection. Inthe spring, the prompt
«elected for scoring by the State Department of Education isannounced. The teacherand studentthen work together
toselect the best picee of writing for transcribing onto ascorable booklet. Thestudent’s writing is thenscored against
asctofcriteria withscore points ranging from 1 through 6, 6being the highestscore possible. Although not mandated
for the cighth grade, districts have the option of using this instructional and assessment tool for their eighth grade
students. This provides an additional checkpoint for students before they are required to pass the written
composition portion of the High School Competency Examination, first administered at grade ten,

AM State Department of Lducation
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New Mexico Achievement Assessment (ITBS) -- Grades 3, 5, and 8

The New Mexico Achievement Assessmient is administered to all third, fifth, and eighth grade students in New
Mexico public schools. The norm-referenced test used for this purpose is the lowa Tests of Basic Skills (ITBS). On
a norm-referenced test, a student’s score is interpreted by comparing it to the performance of other students,
Whether or not a student knows more or less than otherstudents is the important guide. The ITBS is used te obtain
standardized student achievement data for nationwide and statewide comparisons in the content areas of Listening
and Word Analysis (atgrades K - 2only), Vocabulary, Reading Comprehension, Language Skills, Work-Study Skills,
Mathematics Skills (comiprised of concepts, problems and computation), Social Studics, and Science. The State
requires that districts use the ITBS in the areas of Vocabulary, Reading Comprehension, Spelling, and Mathematics
Skills. Districts have the option of administering any or all of the other subtests available. The results of these tests
are used primarily for accountability purposes and programmatic decisions in accreditation and budget review.
Median percentiles are reported. To understand these results, a median is defined as the middle score. The median
national percentile is always 50. By looking at the reported scores for the norm-referenced test, the reader is able
to determine how far above or below the national median & particular district has scored.

College Entrance Examination (ACT) Results

The other norm-referenced test administered in New Mesico is the ACT, used as a college entrance examination.
Results of the ACT are not representative of the highschool students as a whole in New Mexico; rather, ACT scores
are reflective of only those high school students expressing an interest in pursuing a college education for the
particular year in which the test is taken. Thus, there is no norming date for the ACT, as each year's test s normed
againstitself. ACT results for the 1990-91 and 1991-92 school years are presented in Table Y. For further analysis
of the ACT results, please refer to the SDE's “New Mexico Enhanced ACT and SAT Results”.

Both norm-referenced tests administered in New Mexico, the 1TBS (1992-93 results) and the ACT (1991-92 results),
are reported by district clusters in Table 10. The cluster analysis is based on five factors selected by SDE personnel
on the basis of national research. The intent here is to group districts along similar socio-economic-demographic
variables that influence instruction (and thereby, test results) over which the school district has no control. Further
explanationand district clusters weregivenin the Introduction. The rcader should note, however, thattwo rankings
are givenin Table 10, the district’s ranking among the 88 districts, as well as a “Within Cluster Rank.” Whenreading
this table, interpretation of results should be based notonly on a district’s state ranking, but how thestate ranking
places the district when ranked within its cluster.

The New Mexico High School Competency Examination

Beginning with the ninth grade class of 1986-87, New Mexico public school students are required to pass the New
Meico Hig hSchool Competency Examination (NMHSCE) toreceive a New Mexico publichighschooldiploma. The
school year 1989-90 was the first year that graduating seniors were required to pass the examination. Seniors who
do not pass the examination but fulfill the other course and credit requirements are given the option of graduating
with a certificate of complction or returning within the next five years to retake the NMHSCE, pass it and receive
adiploma. Students also may receive an exemption, waiver or modification to the exam based on theirenrollment
in bilingual education or special education programs (and whether or not appropriate specification is noted on the
otudent's Individual Education Plan--LE.P)). The NMHSCE assesses competencies in the content areas of reading,
language arts, mathematics, scicnce, and social studies as well as written composition. Students, taking the test for
the first time in the tenth grade, must pass all six subtests in order to receive a high school diploma. Sophomores
who fail any part of the NMHSCE have another chance in their junior year and two chances in theirsenior yearto
successfully complete the exam béfore graduation deadlines.

NAM State Department of Tducation
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Test domain specifications which describe the specific knowledge and skills that are assessed by the examination
were originally developed with the assistance and review of the Statewide Assessment Task Foree and colleagues
around the state and putinto place with the first administration of the NMHSCE during the 1987-88 school year.
Asthe exam has evolved over the pastsix years, new testitems have been added, 0ld ones replaced and evennewer
open-ended and constructed-response type items are now being piloted. These changes are leading toward a
completely revised exam, with new domain specifications, which will be in existence by the 1995-96 schoal year.
Individuals from the New Mesico Departmentof Education, local Ne w Mexico school districts, institutions of higher

cducationas wellas publishers’ representatives haveall been, and are now being, invelved inthecreationand review
of new test bank items.

The statewide summary (Figure 7) for the three years 1990-91 to 1992-93 which indicates the percent of tenth grade
students passing the NMHSCE on their first attempt shows a continuous increase, from 74.9% in 1990-91, to 76% in
1991-92, and to 84.19. in 1992-93.

Of the 16,981 tenth grade students to attempt all six subtests in 1992-93, 84.1% passed all six subtests. This figure
surpasscs by cight percentage points the number of sophomores in 1991-92 who passed the whole test. Passing
percentages also increased this year on five of thesix individual subtests over 1991-92 (see figure 8). Inspecific terms
progress was made in every subtest except science. The largest gain was in the arca of written composition, where
the percent passing rose from 92.3% in 1991-92 to 98.4% in 1992-93. The percentage passing the math subtest rose
from 91.7% to 94.0%; percentage passing social studies increased from 92.8% to 94.9%; percentage passing reading
went from 94.3% to 95.0%; and the percentage passing language arts increased from 92.2% to 92.9%. The only
dcecrease in a percentage of sophomores passing any subtest from 1991-92 to 1992-93 was in the science content arca
where the pereentage went from 93.2% to 92.1%.

A review of the resulis by ethnic background of tenth grade students shows an increase in percentage passing all
sivsublests onthe first attempt for all ethnic groups for 1992-93 over 1991-92: the Anglog roupincreased from BR.5Y
t093.8%; the Asiangroupincreased from 85.7% to 88.87%; the Black groupincreased from 66 9% 10 72.1% ; the His panie
group increased frem 70.5% to 78.5%; and the Native American group increased from 6lL6% 10 70045

Reading Assessment -- Grades 1 and 2

The legislation passed during the 1989 Legislative Session maoditied the language of the Public School Refarm Act
(1986) that authorized the New Mexico Reading Assessment for grades one and two - This modification removed
the reguirement that this assessment be norm-referenced. Sinee that time, & committee of reading specialists met
in the 1989-90 «chool vear to further develop and refine the reading assessment process Their reccommendations
requested that cach local school district select or create a reading assessment procedure to utilize in that particular
district and report the aggregated data to the New Mexico Department of Fducation. These procedures were
reviewed by local school districts and approsed by the Department of Education. All New Mexico local school
districts have been following these plans now for the past three years. However, anincreasing awareness has been
evpressed that the current reporting, procedures are not as instructionally beneficial 10 the individual schools and
classroom teachers as they could be. Theretore, during the 1992-93 «chool year, a Reading Assessment Review
Committee, comprised of state and local school district personnel familiar with carly childhood reading strategies,
met to attempt to create an aptional reading assessment model that cauld be disseminated statewide foruse during
1093.94, Locatl school districts would still have options concerning the use of appropriate reading assessment
procedures tortheir particular student populations, but they would now have another model of reading assessment
(toinclude literacy assessment)attheirdisposal. This new optional reading assessmentmodelis being disseminated
during the fall ot 1993, Local school districts are also encouraged to work with the New Mexico Department of
Fducation in developing, creating, and for revising any new or revised reading assessment maodels that may be
appropriate for their student populations, Sice the reading assessment being used by districts are not comparabile,
no comparison or rankings are presented.
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FIGURE 3

NEW MEXICO PORTFOLIO WRITING ASSESSMENT

1992-93 Statewide Summary tor Grades 4 and 6

Holistic
Score T&ES 2825 1 3&35 | 4&d45 ) 5&55 G

Girade d

Numbcr 1,339 12,2090 6,857 1,539 212 20

Percent 6.0 S§8.2040 IO R 0.9 1.07% 0.1%
CGraden | R

Numbcer 607 5.465 8,803 4,781 1,427 137

Pereent 2.97% 25.7 41.7'4 J24 0.7% 0.6%
L - - e [ S

NOTE: Percentages based on scorable papers only,

SDI October 1UGY

FIGURE 4

NEW MEXICO ITBS/J PERCENTILE SCORE BY CONTENT AREA
GRADE 3

Median National Percentile = 50

199192 []] 39 4 | 37 | a0 1 38 47 37
1992-93 | 40 39 39 a1 41 48 38

Normed 19914
Fargt Addminigtered 14971 02
SO Orctetee 109
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FIGURES

NEW MEXICO ITBS/J PERCENTILE SCORE BY CONTENT AREA
GRADE 5

Median National Percentile = 50

1991-92[7]] 40 | 47 [ 42 | 41 | a2 | 88 | 45
1992-03 | 42 | 47 | 4 40 | 39 | 83 | 47

Normed 1991 -
First Administered 1991 92
SDE Octeber 1993

FIGURE 6
NEW MEXICO ITBS/J PERCENTILE SCORE BY CONTENT AREA
GRADE 8

Median National Percentile = 50

1991-92f ]} 34 46 39 44 41 43 43
199293 | 34 44 39 44 37 47 44

Normed 1991
Fust Adminssteted 1991 92
SDE October 1993
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FIGURE 7
HIGH SCHOOL COMPETENCY EXAMINATION

Percentage of 10th Grade Students
Passing All Six Subtests Attempted

84.1%

100.0%

80.0%

60.0% 1

40.0%

20.0% -

Percent Passing

0.0% ¥-

1990-91 1991-92 1992-93

SDE October 1993

HIGH SCHOOL COMPETENCY EXAMINATION
Performance by Subtests
Grade 10. Percent Passing on First Attempt

100.0% e |
60.0% | |
60.0%
40.0%

20.0%

Percent Passing

0.0% - L : "
Read Lang Arts Math Sci Soc Stud Comp

90-91 (]| 91.1% | 91.9% | 90.6% | 90.7% | 90.1% | 95.7%
9192 94.3% | 92.2% | 91.7% | 932% | 92.8% | 92.3%
92-93 | 95.0% | 929% | 94.0% | 92.1% | 94.9% | 98.4%

All Scores Fxulude Spec:al Education and 0 Sublests
<DE Ocdtaber 1747
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TABLE®6
1992.93 WRITING ASSESSMENT: GRADE 4
NUMBER AND PERCENT OF STUDENTS AT EACH HOLISTIC SCORE
HOLISTIC
DISIRIC | SUCORI 14158 26425 3&35 4&4.5 S&55 6
AT AMOGORDO NUMBER 27 278 213 a5 10 1
PERCINI 4.40% 4528% 34.69% 13.84% 1.63% n16%
ATBUIQUIRQLUIE NUMBIR 276 3334 w62 40 56 3
PERCING £.50% 54.37% 33.63% 654% 0.91% 050%
ANIMAS NUMBI R 0 16 19 1 0 0
PIRCENT 0.00% 41.44% 52.78% 2.78% 0.00% 0.00%
ARIESIA NUMBER 1 91 136 70 7 0
PFRCENT 0.33% 2984% 44.59% 22.95% 2.30% 0.00%,
AZiITC NUMBER 28 90 64 13 1 0
PERCENT 1429% 4592% 32.65% 6.63% 051% 0.00%
BELFN NUMBRFR 25 177 95 13 1 0
PY¥RCENT B.04% 5691% 30.55% 4.18% 0.32% 0.00%
BFRNALITLO NUMBLIR 10 161 53 9 1 i
PIRCENT 427% 68.80% 22.65% 3.85% 0.43%. LO0%
REOQOMEIIID NUMBER 30 159 36 L[] 2 0
PFRCENT 12.71% 6737% 1525% Ik 0.85% LO0%
CAPIIAN NUMBYFR 0 27 3z 3 0 0
PFRCENY 0.00% 4355% 51.61% 4.84% 0.00% 0.00%
CARISBAD NUMBER 34 279 170 45 S 2
FIRCENT 636% 52.15% 31.78% LRI Y 0.93'% 0.37%
CARRIZ(OV/0O NUMBFR t 6 R 2 0 0
PIRCENT 5.88% 3529% 47.06% 11.76'% G.00% 0.00%,
CENTRAI NUMHI'R 48 350 102 15 | 0
PFRCENT 930% 67.83% 19.77% 291% 0.19% 0.00%
CIHTAMA NUMBFR 0 29 17 1 0 0
PFRCEFNT L% 61.70% 36.17% 2.13% 0.00% 0.00%
CIMARRON NUMBEFR 0 14 20 5 1 i
PFRCFNT 0.00% 35.00% 50.00% 1250% 2.50% 0.00%
LTAYION NUMBEFR 0 16 34 5 0 1
PERCFNT 0.00% 2857% 60.71% 8.93% 0.00% 1.79%
CHOUDCROWT NUMBER 4] 10 24 6 1 0
PFRCEFNT 0.00% 24.39% 58.54% 14.63% 2.44% 0.00%
CLOVIS NUMBIR 50 393 145 43 5 1]
PEFRCFENI 729% 5729% 28.43% 627% 0.73% 0.00%
CORRY NUMBRBIR 14 78 40 9 0 0
PERCENT 9.43% 55.32% 28.37'% 6.38% 0.00% 0.00%
CORONA NUMBIR i} 8 2 0 0 0
PERCENT 0.00% R0.00% 20.00% 0.00% 0.00% 000 %
NN Stute Department of Fducation .
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TABLE 6, conunuip

1992-93 WRITING ASSESSMENT: GRADE 4
NUMBER AND PERCENT OF STUDENTS AT EACH HOLISTIC SCORE

HOLISTIC
InsgRICT SCORF 1& 15 2&258 3435 44145 5&55 6
(1I'BA NUMBIR 1 26 8 [\] 0 0
PIRCENI 2.86% 7429% 22.86% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%
PEMINCG NUMBIR 21 220 95 18 2 0
PIRCENI $.90% 61.80% 26.69% S.06% 056'% 0.00%
DS MOINES NUMBIR 0 0 2 7 4 0
PIRCINI 0.00% 0.00% 15.38% 53.85% 30.77% 0.00%
DINIER NUMBEK 0 24 23 1 1 0
PERCENT 0.00% 41.38% 39.66% 1724% 1.72'% 0.00%
1IORA NUMBFR 3 13 1 0 0 0
PFRCINT 17.65% 76 47% S.AR% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%.
[HUNN] NUMBIKR 12 28 7 1 0 0
MTRCINT 25.00% 58.33% 1458% 2.08% 0.00% 0.00%
FLIDA NUMBIR 0 0 ] 2 0 0
PERCENI 0.00% 0.00% KO00% 2000% 0.00% 000%
FSPANOTA NUMBIR 23 264 105 10 0 0
I"MRUENI 5.72% 65.67% 26.12% 249% 0.00% 000
FSTANCIA NUMBIR 7 21 21 4 ! 1]
PERCENT 1296% JRBI%, JNRI% 741% 1.85% 0.00%
IUNICE NUMBIR 4 43 15 3 0 1]
PIFRCENT 6.15% b6.15% 23.08% 462% 0.00% 0.00%.
FARMINGION NUMBER 39 386 236 61 12 1
PFRCENT 531% 5252% R2.11% 830% 1.63% 0.14%
HHOWD NUMBFR 0 [} 10 2 1} 0
PFRCEFNT 0.00% 33.33% 55.50% 1111% 0.00% 0.00%
1 LSUMNIR NUMBFR 1 10 12 4 1 1
PERCENT 3.45% 34.48% 4138k 13.79% 345% 345%
GADSDEN NUMBHI'K 70 369 122 14 0 0
PFRCENT 1217% 64.17% 2122% 243% 0.00% 0.00%
GATTUP-MCKINTEY NUMBFR 1o 545 202 25 0 0
PFRCIENI 11.06% s4.07% 22.12% 2.74% 0.00% 0.00%
GRADY NUMBER 0 4 ) 0 0 0
PERCENI 0.00'% 40 00'% 60.00°%, 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%
GRANIS-CIB A NUMHI R 25 168 45 1 \] 1}
PERCENI 1046 70.249% 14.83'% 0.42% 0.00% 000
ITAGI RMAN NUNMBIR 0 20 15 [} {] 0
PERUINI (NI FRTA% 36354 14.63% (1,00% 0.004
HATCH NUMBIK 1] 54 13 5 1 i}
Pt RCINI 12 08'% h5.06% 15.66'% 6.02% 120% 0.00%

40

NM State Department of Education




il

TABLE &, continuin
1992-93 WRITING ASSESSMENT: GRADE 4
NUMBER AND PERCENT OF STUDENTS AT EACH HOLISTIC SCOKRE
FIOLIS e
DEERICT SCORI 14& 1.5 T&25 3& 35 1 & 45 5&55 [
S
[NTRYI T NUMBIR , p1 328 205 64 17 b
PIRCINI 102% 50.77% 31.73% $91% 2.63% 43k
HOINDIO NUMBIR 0 0 2 5 0 0
PERCINIG w0 N0 2857% 71.43% D.00%. e
HOIL S NUMBIR 1] 1 4 2 )] ]
PIRCENI [IXITIRA 14.29% 57 14% 2857 0.00% 0.00%
(R NUMBER 2 32 10 0 0 0
PLRCENT 155% 72.734% 22.73% iKEA 0.00% 0.00'%
IEMEZ MOUNTAIN NUMBIR 4 23 L] 1 1 1]
PIRCENT HL53% M1 53% 23.68'% 2.63% 2.63'% 0.00%.
(il VALEEY NUMBIR 5 50 36 2 1 1
PIFRCENT 52h'% 52.63% 37.89°% 2% 1.05% 1.05%
I AR ARTHUR NUMBER 5 7 0 0 0 0
PIRCENI 11.67% 58.33% 0.00% 0% 0.00'% 0.00%
TASCRUCLS NUMBER 57 K14 136 LL) 13 0
PERUINI 105'% 57.77% 30.44% 6.32% 0.92% 0.00%
FAS VIGASCOTEY NUMBIR 26 114 50 5 0 0
PLRCIUNI 12 09% 62.33% 2326'% 2.33% 0.00% O00%
FASVIGAS WEST NUMBIR 7 yi 44 1 1 0
PERCENI $.38% SN 1% 3.63% 0 25% ).63'% 0.00%
1C3G AN NUMBI'R \ n [ 5 ! i}
PFRCINT 000% 0.00% 50.00% 11.07% R33% 0.00°¢
TORDSBURG NUMBER 4 20 22 1 H {1
I'IRCINI h YO JL4RC 37.93% 1847 1.72'% a0
FON ALAMOS NUMBIER 2 L) 107 nd 12 2
PIRCINI [ 26 14°% 42.29% 25.30% 174 L EA
Pors 1M AS NUMBIR 8] 254 170 38 [} 1
PIRCINT AR 53 40 15,054 TR 124 02
TOVING MNEMBTK 4 24 T 1 [\l 0
PIRCINI e hb.6" % 1944 M2 R v NN
TOVINGTUN NUNMHBIR il 154 56 + 1] {
PIRCIN 1474 h1.36% 213% [ 54% nous [NIRA
AAC DA TN NTMBETR ] 14 ] [\l [\l 0
FIRCENT oo SRR 1% 3n% e (RIKA [N
NANWIT MUABER | h 0 0 1] 1]
ERCENT R W5 1R [INH{RY non's e [N
AL ROSD MNENIBER i 4 5 2 ] \]
PERCENT | BRI [ENR RRERN 1 ooy 1 (Hh%
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TABLE 6, cONTiNuD
1992-93 WRITING ASSFSSMENT: GRADE 4
NUMBER AND PERCENT OF STUDENTS AT EACH HOLISTIC SCORE
HOLIS T
DISTRECT SCORI P& LS 2& 25 3& 35 1& 45 5&55 [

MISAVISTA NUMBIR 1 20 4 7 2 0
PERCINI AR 5556% 11.11% 19.34%. 556% 0.00%

MORA NUMHBER 2 kE 2 2 1] u
IPLRCINI g 476% bir.b 7% 26.98% 159% 0.00%

MORIAITY NUMBIR 5 133 72 16 4 0
PYRCINI 2.17% 57 83% 31.30% h.96% 1.744 0.o0%

MOSQUT RO NUMBER G 1 0 [l 0 i
PERCENT 0.00% 100.00% 0.00% n00% 0 0% 0.00%

MOUNTAIN AR NUMBIR 1 15 11 2 ] |
I'"LRCENTY 333% 50.00% 30.67% b.b7% 0 00% 31339

PLeos NUMBIR 1 18 23 5 0 0
I RCENI 2.13% 3R30% $8.94%. 10.64% 0.00% 0.00%

PENASCO NUMBIR i} 35 15 1 i} 0
PIRCENT 0.00%. h8.63% 941% 1.96% 0.00% 01.00%

PojOAQ UL NUMBER 1h 72 . 10 K 0 1}
PFRCENT 11.76% 52.94% 941% 5.8K8% n.00% 0.00%

POREALLS NUMBIFR 2 154 19 4 0 0
PERCENT 13.17% 65.02% 20.16% 1.65% 0.00% 000%,

QU MADO NUMBER (] i 5 7 ] 1}
PFRCENT 0.00% 0.00% 41.67% 58.33°% 0.00% 0.00%

QUISTA NUMBEFR 10 21 18 1 i} ]
PERCENT 20.00% 42.00% 36.00% 2.00% 01L00% 0.00%

RAHON NUMBIFR 11 73 24 5 0 0
PERCENT 9.71% 64.60% 21.24% $.42% 0.00% 0.00%

RISERVI NUMBER 0 7 4 1 0 0
PERCINI 1h.o0‘% 5K 314 3333% 8.33% 0.00% DO0%

ROSWIEL NUMBI KR SH 128 23 0l 1 0
PERCINI 7.45'% 54 94% 29.65% 7H3% .13% no0%

ROy NUMBMBIR 0 1 2 1 0 ]
PIRCINI uans 25.00% 50.00% 25.00% 0 0% 0 00%

RUTDOSO NUMHBIR 12 71 52 1h 3 U
PIRCIN]I 7 9% 46.79%. 33.33% 1026% 1.92% 0 00%.

SAN JON NUMBIR 0 1 3 i} 0 0
PIRCINI vk 7T0.42% 23.08% 0.00% 000% 0 00%

SANTA T NUMHIR L2 ELTH] 03 K 14 0
7 PERCENIT 247'% 52.30'% 34.01% 9.09% 2.10% 0.00%

SAN BN ROSA NUMBIK 2 13 14 k] i 0
PEHRUENI M 581K 4722% 4174 RS 000k
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TABLE 6, cONLINUGLD

1992-93 WRITING ASSESSMENT: GRKADI- 4

NUMBER AND PERCENT OLF STUDENITS A1 EACH HOLIS TG SCORE

HOTISTIC

DISTRIC) SCORI 1& 1.5 2& 25 1& VS 1445 S&S5S ]
SH VR NUMBHEIR 32 124 113 15 4 [}
PERCENT 13.62% R2.77'% 2553'% LIRER 1.70'% 0.00%
SOCORRO NUMBER 14 65 47 24 2 1]
I'ERCINIT 921'% 2.70% 30.927% 15.797 1.32% L00%
SPRINGIER NUMBFR 1 17 3 0 [ [t
PERCENT 4.76% R(Y5% 14249% {7.000 % 0.00°% H00%
FAQOS NUMBIR 21 113 83 5 1 0
PERCENT Y424 50.67% 3722% 2249 0.45% 0.00%
TATUM NUMBIR k} 10 5 | 1 0
PERCINT 15.100°% S0.00% 25.00% ST 54005 0.00%
TEMICO NUMRBIR 5 22 7 Al [\ 0
PERCINI 14.71% 64.71% 2059% (L% 0.00% 0.00%
TRUTH IR CONSEQ. NUMBIR 1 () 53 R 1 [1}
PERCINI 074 SO.00% 12.06% 6.35% 0.79% 0.AE
FUCUAMOARE NUNBIER [ 45 K\ i 0 0
PERCING 541°% H5.549% 901% 0.00% 000 (1.4
TUTAROSA NUMBIK 1} 21 15 3 5 [}
PFIRCING [IRUITR 211% 13.86% 526% 8.37% (1.on%
VAUGHIN NUMBIK i B 2 i} 0 0
IMRCENT [IRITIN KOO0 2L00% W% 0.00% DA%
WAGOIN MOUND NUNMBIR 0 3 3 3 ( 0
PIRCIN] (R 3333% 33.33% 33339 TR (R4 (.00%
ZUNI NUMBIR 3 94 M 1 0
PLRCENIT 219 71 ThE 18.32% h.87% 076% 0.00%
SUATEWIDG NUMBIKR 1,339 12290 f RS T 1539 M 20
PERCENIT hur 58 2% IR b9 1 01
4
NN Stats Department of Fducation
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TABLE7
199293 WRITING ASSESSMENT: GRADE 6
NUMBER AND PERCENT OF STUDENTS AT EACH HOLIS I'1C SCORE
HOLIS TR
PisTREC T SCORE 1& 15 2&25 1& 35 1445 58& 5.5 a
AL ANOC OO SUMBER I 120 2 151 42 b T
PERCEN 1787 21 39 41 357 20 92§ T 49 IR
ALRE U e SUNIBER 1 W 2 1347 175 Rh]
I' RUT N 1 79 21 0% 44 25% 2507% hYR (UK 4
ANIVIAS SUMBER n 4 Y R 5 1
I't RCTNT ANEIIS 1250% WA RE 40617 153 637 ARRE
ARISIA NUMBIR 1 29 102 ! 30 0
't RCENTT 0447 12 89% 5 3% RARIIRA 12339 (v
NS NUMBLR 2 “n Yy 12 4 4
' RUENT NKRT Wing tlnok I8 10% IBR% 1 72%
RIS NUMBER C] 12 132 ] 15 1
PERCINT 2620 12367 LE IR g 4 21 RO% 4 36% (1297
BERNATINT NUMBIR 6 L 67 REI 5 2
I' RCENT 7627 41 43% 1 90% 1571% 238w 0195%
FLoOoN LD NUMBER 18 103 81 ERI R 1
I't RUTNTT fURY 0 7N% RV s 4 I667% T10% 039%
CAPTTAN NUMBER (t [ 22 i & 1
I'tRCTNT oy 113 4R HU Y 22227 1337 2.227%
CARLSHAR NUMBER 2 154 2 "4 v 1
I'PRCENT 405% 0 h4H, 44327 14 267% 6 17% 0 58%
CARRL SSUNIBER U {) 2 I A M)
I'PRCTNT [{NVIR S 0 00% [AER ol 117 6™y 1%
S I B RN NESHER 12 tnt 27 120 IR 1
I'ERCTNI RARTIRA 21 05% 47297 2R [ 4 21%
ERRSAY SNUMBER " 1 1 ' N 1t
'l ROE N INEIA [ [ R LY 0%
NEAS RN NUMNIBLR U ' N 1 S U
ITRCLN foner AHRE Prige v [ R ney
FAY Tes, NUMBER " ' o It | i
I'FROCTN ey 17y Sy Loy Qa0 [LAYER
Pt b Kol o NUMBER 0 1 1 1 14 1
PLRUT NI poey ANRS 1 SRt [ine 4 W 217k
BN NUMEBER 2R M 2 Lim [} 2
(NN | v IRINE R4 TN 6720 AT [URVE
ik SUMBER [ X tn ! 1 0
P RCESNT flh METEY VIR MR "oy nogE
EERANEY SNEUMBER 1 } [\ z v u
PEFCENT 1667 Lo 7 IRUIRA oty oo IRTIRA
N State Depurtment of Fducation
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FABLE 7, conpinutn

1992-93 WRITING ASSESSMENT: GRADE6
NUMBER AND PERCENT OFSTUDENITS A1 EACH HOLISTIC SCORE:

HOLIS TG
DISIRICT SCORI 1 & 15 2& 25 3& 35 1&45 5& 5.5 [
tin NUMBIER 0 5 W 1 M 0
't RUENT o 10427 w2304 uy 117 (ALY
PEAING NUMBER 12 ol 27 nl RA] 1
I't RCE-N| 4 IRT 1777% 44 257 2309 YT DS
DS AOINES NUMBIK 0 3 10 5 ! 0
PERCINT oy 15 7Y% 5263% 0 327 5 i [ANRARS
IV R NUMBIER I 29 " 16 3 I
I'tRCENT LIV 4 52% 40 IRT 19 03% A57% 11974
IR A NUMRBIER n 11 3 k) 1 n
't RCENT (AN 17 R 21 T 17 397% 17047 00 %
[N NUMBER 0 > 14 12 2 {
I'"LRCE N (AR 1515% 32427 7 6O % (AU
[RRIRAN NUMRBLR i 1 4 3 1 0
I'N-RCENT nony i 4414 % RRREXA 1 X1k
IslANal A NUMBER 18 157 170 tR B (0
'l RCENT LR 17297 10 R 16 15% 1 9% (0 0p 4
FabANCIA NUMBIR 2 25 2 1 2 0
IMRUENI 1°7H I 4 WR)E Sy V7T \EUIRS
TN NUMBIEKR U I2e X} " 2 n
ITROTNT 1w AR WTRE URT R+ MIRTURA J Ry pony
PARNMING O NUNIBER 1 1 [ 204 Ll 2
I'l RUINT nysy [N ol 29 Koo (LA
Plon SNUMRBIEKR 0 ! | f | 0
I'FRCENI noepy R M [T T anar
171 oSNNI R NUMBER U 1t 1" [ 2 n
PERUENT (AN ty e ISR R 13797 5 (AU
AL NUMBER 5 M ME “n A 1
I'LRCENT Ttk UGN R 0w Nk ) 200 IREX
ATTUERNICRET Y NUMBIR 123 2 LR 13 1
PTRCENT ERUIR 1y [NRTE Thhi e AL
ERYRX] NUMEER { h | t i "
1T RCINTT g npn? Bl LY IERRA o n/ (o g
bt [IEE I SEUMRBER t D 12 1 ' "
MRCEN D G hunT NIPARA N 0o
[ABYENEAS AN “UMBIER 1 % 15 1 1" 0
ERCIN [T AR Sy oan/ irie NI oy
s 1l NUMBER h X v 2 I 1
PR e RS [ SR HINETA R IR
R — —— 'y R e o e e ——— el

M State Department of Fducation
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TABLE 7, conunun
1992-93 WRITING ASSESSMENT: GRADE6
NUMEER AND PERCENT OF STUDENTS AT EACH HOLISTIC SCORE
HOTISTIC
DISTRICH SCORE 1&15 2&25 3& 35 4445 5& 5.5 6

LIORES NUMBIK 23 {o7 266 141 42 5

PFRCENT 3417% 29 L% 19 47% YW (R R4 074%
FIONTX) NUMBIER 0 ] 2 6 R} 1

I'ERCENT 000" 000 % 16 67% 500007 500% 8.23%
HOU'SE NUMBER 1 1 1 1 I} 0

PERCENT 23 00 % 25 00vE 15 00% 2500 03.00% 0.00%
Al NUMBER n 7 19 9 2 [\l

PERCENT 000x 18 42K 51757% 24 32K 541% 0.0n%
EMEZ MOUNTAIN NUMBER k] 5 19 ? 2 0

I'"ERCENT 8.1337% 13 K9% 32.78% 19 447% 5360% 0.00%
HENTZ VATTEY NUMBIR 2 26 14 27 14 1

PERCENT 192% 25 00 A269% 25.96% 13467 0.96%
T AKIARTHUR NUMBFR 2 6 6 3 1 0

PPERCENT 11.11% RRIRR Y 13 33% 16 67 556% 0%
FASCRUCIS NUMBER R} 312 Shd W6 115 19

PERCENT 2.:%46% 24 22% 41 4% 22.20% 8 19% 1Y%
PASVIGASCTY NUMBER 0 54 90 51 10 1

I'FRCENT 0 00% 27 96% 42.65% 24.17% 4 74% 0477
TASMIEGASWIST NUMBER i3 56 63 17 1 0

MERCENT 867% 17 % 42 00% 11 31% (V7% (IR
TOGAN NUMBER il 5 Yy k] 1 4

I'LRCEN'T 0 00% 27 78% 50 00% 16.67% 556% (0 00%

‘

1 ORISBU R NUMBIR 4 43 16 0 0 n

PLRCENT 6 35% h8 25% 25 40% 000% 0% 0o
FOS ATANOS NUMBER 1 o 78 Y& 44 [

't RCENTT 0412% 4 22% 3291% 41 35% 18 57% 253%
[OSTUNAS NUMBER 18 145 223 106 18 1

PFRCENT 252% 28 IR% 41647 20 74% 1529 0 20%
TOVING NUMBEK 1 2 20 2 1 )

IPERCENT 278% RRRERE 55 56% 556% 2.78% 0 00%
TOVINGION NUMBER 10 45 76 10 8 1

I"I-RCENT 455% 13 1R 4 557 13 ha% 164% 045%
MAGDATENA NUMBIR 1 b h 1 0 0

PTRCENT 5567 AR IR A 44 447 thnT 4 nony XUk
MANWITT NUMBER 0 1 5 ) 1 0

I'"F RCINE nopt 00t KT RENININ LIRER (1 Nk
AS IR I NUMBIER 1 1t 5 1 0 t

I'ERCEN 3T [T 4 QUL TR nope Ny
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TABLE 7, CONTINUED

1992-93 WRITING ASSESSMENT: GRADE 6

NUMBER AND PERCENT OF STUDENTS AT EACH HOLISTIC SCORE

HOLISC

PIsERICT SCORF 14&1.5 2&25 J& 35 44& 45 5&5.5 6
MESAVESTA NUMBER 4 1 {1 7 1 0
PERCENT 12.12% 30 30% N 21 21% 10V% 0 0U%
MORA NUMBER 1 20 24 25 3 1]
PERCENT 1.37% 27 0% 32 88% 34 259 4.114 0.00%
MORTARDY NUMBER 0 R 84 52 10 3
PERCENT 000 16 74% 39 0749 24 197 18 60% 1.40%
MosOET Rey NUMBER 3} 0 0 2 1 0
PERCENT 0.00% n.on% 01L.00% 66 67% 33.33% 000%
MOUNTAINAIR NUMBLR 3 13 19 2 2 0
PERCENT 7.69% A33% 48 72% 513% 5.13% 0.00%
I'Teos NUMBER 0 15 24 10 5 0
I'ERCENT] pony 27 TR 44 447 18 532% 9.26% 00n%
PENASCO NUMBER 1 9 22 21 5 0
PERCENT 1727 3520 37939 209 8627 000
Feyo AUl NUMBER h 14 iR 27 5 |
PERCENI quiy Vi [ a4 oy LR 0 70
PORIATES NUMBER 5 R ] a0 81 1
I'"ERCENT 2249 a0l 4300 22 42% 4 487 0 45%
QUEFNADO NUMBER 0 il 1 10 2 0
PERCENT 0oz (IIEA A1 0% th.67% 1333% 0 00%
OLESTA NUMBEFR 0 4 20 19 8 1
PERCENT Qoo% TaYR 38 46% 36 349 15 8% 1.92%
RATON NUMBER 1 19 kI 14 2 0
PERCENT LI RRA 417367 33639 12397 1 7749 000%
RESE RV NUMBER (} 3 7 7 0
PERCENT () 00% A 7% RENL A 38 BY 7 5.56% 000%
ROSALT NUMBER 40 ME 325 154 51 4
I'"FRCENT 4 947 29 05% 40 17% 19.049 6.701% 0494
ROy NUMBER 0 2 k) | 0 0
I'PRCENT 0 o0n% 31 33% 30 00% 16 67% 000 0 on%
RUTE w0 NUMBER 8 44 48 24 10 1]
PERCENT 7% 12 R4 13 82% 17.91% 7.46% 0
AN R NUNIRER [ [ 7 3 i i
PIRCENT nony 12119 BT 15 79% RV 0on%
AN TN NUMRBLR 9 170 189 297 121 1o 4
I'PRCENT DY IRV WHY 9647 12087 Loy
VLA NEUMBER 5 i 21 4 0 n
1RO Ty [ W (AR i [EN1lis none
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TABLE 7, CONTINUED

1992-93 WRITING ASSESSMENT: GRADE6

NUMBER AND PERCENT OF STUDENTS AT EACH HOLISTIC SCORE

HOVISEIC
DISTRICT SCORF 1&1.5 Z&25 J&IS s&4S5 5& 5.5 -]
S VER NUMBER { an 155 67 20 2
PERCENT 0% 1091% 56 36% 24 36% 727% 1.73%
SOCORRO NUMBER 6 42 38 27 6 1
PERCENT 5.00% 35.00% 31 67% 22.50% 5.00% 083%
SPRINGER NUMBER 1 20 6 0 0 0
I'FRCENT A70% 7407% 22.22% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%
[ADS NUMBER 5 61 i1 50 19 0
PERCENT 2.03% 24 80% 45.12% 20.33% 7.72% 0.00%
FATUNI NUMBER 0 10 9 3 0 0
PERCENT 0.00% 45.45% 4091% 13.64% 0.00% 0.00%
{1 XILO NUMBER 0 13 20 8 3 0
PERCENT 0.00% 29.55% 45.45% 18.18% 6.82% 0.00%
[RUTH OR CONSEQ. NUMBER 4 a7 42 18 4 0
PERCENT I181% 5 U% 40.00% 17 14% 181% 0.00%
TUCUMCARI NUMBER 6 25 45 26 4 0
PERCENT 566% 21 58% 4245% 24 5% 177% 0.00%
LT AROSA NUMUBER 4 27 42 12 4 2
PERCENT 440% 29 67% 46.15% 13 19% 4 40% 220%
VAUGHN NUMBER 0 1 4 5 3 0
PERCENT 0.00% 7.69% 30.77% I8 46% 23 08% 0.00%
WAGCON MOUND NUMBER 0 1 9 5 0 0
PERCENT 0.00% 6.67% 60.00% 33.33% 0.00% 0.00%
ZUNI NUMBER 0 13 44 24 9 1
PERCENT 0.00% 14.29% 48.35% 26.37% 9.89% 1.10%
STATHWIDE NUMBER 607 5,465 8,893 4,781 1,427 137
PERCENT 29% 25.7% 41.7% 22.4% 67% 06%
NM State Depariment of ‘Education
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TABLES

1992-93 ITBS/] BASIC COMPOSITE SCORES: GRADES 3,5, AND 8
BASED ON MEDIAN PERCENTILE

GRADI 3 GRADE 5 GRADI 8
DISTREC SCORE RANK SUCORIE RANK SCORY RANK

AL AN R b 44 21 AH 20 11 4
ATt bt 2 40 4K R 45 1Y
ARNASARS 7 54 45 W 52 12
ARTEL TN 49 2 Sl 1 W RE
AP 36 11 al |4 45 19
[N NI RE] 56 {n N n 34
LD RSNALINE 25 75 o Rib 2 TH
Phow N - a3 A6 A0 KRS N/A N A
AT 51 am 0 1 41 31
CAFESRNT 46 1 I8 2t 7 43
CARKE:S e bl 7 47 15 bl 5
CENTRAT LS 28 71 MR hits 28 75
PN RE! 6h 1 Sl 3 5
CINEART 6l 7 i1 19 57 7
AT L 49 21 v R 54 9
Clot b Fo it L - 19 a9 8
Lo 49 21 N i 11 RY
COl ] 35 " B ] At 29 ~h
NI INANE a9 X 1 hi 29 7
LR EAN 28 N 1M K1 29 71
P TR I RE) b 1) T R a)
s N s 52 1o ol u il RE
TN B 12 R A ny 12 i
[N NN 73 N W i1 1] [N
IS IH hE) fu e 2 LB
Pribes “ ) 40 hl 0 |
PAPANN 25 ) ¥l Tt 11 )
Pl soNe 34 N H. t a5 R
RN I 51 15 1] 7 . N
(BN (N 16 12 AN RIY 41 25
FEooy Dy 2L g0 i 70 41 Ry
I1<uN 19 M iy 25 41 e
YRR 25 75 21 82 21 L1
vori l6 &4 1 L3 M Rt
[ RSN Sh 1 KR} Ik [ Rl
AN et 2R 71 40 52 15 52
Tlse fv . REY ey av 61 2h TR
e 19 R2 R B\l 50 15
1 46 12 42 in RE) a2
[N T 48 45 A7 N 9
I 7 54 T2 1 532 12
N 49 2 47 15 45 19
L I 1y B2 17 KT 28 7h
R 19 48 40 M R 1
PART 25 75 43 37 15 19
- ' R 1Y 15 i w 43

! v to L Kl 1 k1] 12
b 13 KT LE] 70 23 R2
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TABLE 8, CONINUI 17
1992-93 TTBS/J BASIC COMPOSITE SCORES: GRADES 3,5, AND 8
BASED ON MEDIAN PERCENTILE
GRADE 3 GRADI 5 GRAINL 4
DISTRIC I SCORL RANK SCORE KANK SCORE RANRK

MIESA VISTA 32 16 48 26 31 65
MORA 44 a7 29 77 31 05
MORIARTY 49 21 56 14 50 15
MOSQUTERO 6l il 4R 26 57 7
MOUNTAINAIR 44 17 45 17 28 75
Preos M 66 42 46 R 65
PINASCO 44 21 42 {6 RI 50
POIOAQL'T 41 46 2 46 16 50
PORTATTS 52 i6 48 26 53 10
OUTNMATO 49 21 7 63 50 15
QUISTA RE] 56 5 A7 45 19
RATON 15 56 10 52 as 52
RESERV] 70 4 62 6 43 25
ROSWIET] 42 40 15 37 43 25
RN 414 37 54 i6 53 10
RUTHROSO) 12 40 40 52 a7 43
SAN HON 7y i 53 I8 a9 kI
SANIA L ) 56 51 19 47 18
SANTA ROSA 4 48 10 52 a7 41
SIEVER O JH 71 17 61 a7 43
SOC ORRO 12 410 1h 68 a9 36
SPRINGILR (R 7 6l 9 il 59
TAOS i 14 40 52 41 25
TATUN 19 2l t4 5 a5 52
I'T }ICO e 21 65 3 17 43
TRUTHIOR COINSEQ i (It 45 \7 15 52
FUCLUNC AR 1h 12 48 26 15 kI
TULAROSA 14 iR 17 (R 26 78
VAUGHIN 3 B 28 79 39 16
WAGON MOUND I6 85 iy 8 17 LT
/UNI 11 88 22 LR 11 R7
STA LI WIN W 12 9

* Unable to publish a brac composite score lor Rloomfiehd becavse all subtests were not administered

WM State Departnent of Jducation
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TABLESY
ACT COMPOSITE SCORES AND DISTRICT RANKINGS
1990-91 1991.92 1994-91 1491.92
ISTRICT SCORIE RANK | SCORIF RANK DISTRICT SCORIT RANK | SCORIF - RANK
ALAMOGORDO 0.7 7 212 ] I AKI ARTHUR 19.2 39 163 RS
ALBLQUI RQUY 213 3 212 6 1 AS CRUCES 20.7 7 0.6 12
ANIMAS 17.4 649 1R.4 14 FASVIGAS CTHY 19.0 LR} 19.5 30
ARTISIA 149.6 31 19.5 30 LAS VIGAS WIS loK 79 164 79
AZtC 19.7 29 19.1 37 TOGAN 19.6 3l 187 42
BITIN 20.1 20 19 40 TORDSBURG 76 63 17.6 64
BIRNAT 1O 17.4 6Y 17.8 (L] 1OS ATLAMOS 271 1 248 i
BLOOMIILLD 19,9 26 209 9 TOSTUNAS 20.1 20 14.0 22
CAPITAN 20.0 23 182 50 1QVING 15.8 RS 16.9 79
CARISBAD 2006 il 20.2 16 TOVINGION 19.2 39 19.3 34
CARRIZOZ0 210 4 22.6 3 MAGDAIFNA 184 51 17.6 64
CENTRAL LK ] 74 17.1 77 MAXWITI 150 SR IER] 13
CHAMA VAILTEY 1K.2 53 17.5 (L] MEILROSE 149 4 17 141 32
CIMARRON 17.6 63 18 56 MESA VIS A 176 63 16 R
CHAYTON 14.0 1] 21.4 5 MORA 14 SR R 14
CEOUDCROIT L7 7 2106 12 MORIARTY 215 2 Mo '
CLOVIS 209 5 2009 9 MOSQUIRO 200 2 IR} H
CORRI 180 58 17.7 0l MOUNTAINAIR 16 H bl It IR}
CORONA 14.5 a8 1R 56 I'ncos 15.4 Ko 14 iy
CUBA 17.5 ? 17.5 69 PENASCO 207 ' [ tn
D1IMING 19.7 29 19.6 24 POJOAQLUI 18y LE n 4
DS MOINES 19 1 {2 17.6 04 PORTALLS 24 16 ma [N
PNTER 19.0 43 18.2 50 QUIMADO 87 50 19 & A
DORA 205 ) 17.6 [T QUISTA 16.0 He 14 N
DUICH 17.6 03 159 R7 RATON 0.8 14 18 b 11
1TIDA 17.8 02 7.7 0l RESI RV 201 20 MW H
FSPANOTA 17.3 74 174 54 ROSWI T pILN) 11 m7 11
1STANCIA 19.5 35 186 43 ROY 204 16 20 14
VUNICH 17.4 64 182 50 RUEDOSOY 19.9 26 194 it
FARMINGTON 20.6 11 19.9 2z SAN JON 20.0 23 17.6 (2]
HHoYD 15.4 sh 17.7 6l SANIATT 2419 5 205 15
FL.SUMNIR 18 K 44 145 16 SANITA ROSA 20.4 16 1.6 13
GADSDIN 7.5 n7 14.1 54 SILVIRCTIY 14.2 kL 19.5 3
GARYUP 17.1 76 17 7R SOCORRQ 19.6 i IER 22
GRADY 16.1 K3 20 18 SPRINGHR 168 74 171 71
GRANIS-CHBOT A 18 4 51 14 40 TAQOS 19.0 13 19.7 27
HAGIRMAN 19.8 28 17.5 69 IATUM 17.4 61 182 51
1TATCH 17.4 64 179 59 11XICO 17.1 7h 191 A7
HOBRS 20.3 14 201 17 TRUTITOR CONSIQ. 18,1 55 19.9 22
HONDOVALLTLY 16.7 82 172 7 TUCUMCARI 18.1 55 20 I8
HOyst 172 75 224 2 TULAROSA 181 55 181 54
1Al 9.0 31 18.5 16 VAUGIHN 190 43 193 34
JEMEZ MOUNTAIN 174 64 166 K2 WAGON MOUND 19.3 38 17.3 73
JIMEZ VALY 18,2 53 17.2 75 ZUNI 15.4 86 149 L]
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TABLE 10
1992.93 ITBS/] AND 1991-92 ACT RANKINGS BY SCHOOL CLUSTER
FTBS GRADI 3 TTHS GRAIN 5 TIBS GRADE B ACTSCORES
1992-93 1992-93 1992.43 1992.43 19492-493 14942-93 14491-42 19491.42
STALL CIUSTTR SIATT CHISIER SIATE CIUSITR SIAIl CLLSIIR
DISTRICT RANK RANK RANK RANK RANK RANK RANK RANK
ALBLQUT ReQL] 40 [ 26 N 19 4 3] 2
ARITESLA 21 i 19 2 b 3 30 12
BITIN 56 1i 32 Iy 34 13 40 16
BlLOONTITE D St 1 52 Kl NGA NA g 3
GADSEILYS 75 17 42 [ LRI 16 54 17
TASCRUG TS Sh i1 7 ] 41 1o 12 4
FASNVIGAS LY 32 4 19 2 42 9 AN 12
[Os AT AN 4 1 1 | | 1 1 i
Foss T ENAS 5t 11 608 14 (D8 13 22 4
LOVING Lo, 40 6 1 16 5y 13 RE] 15
FojoaQl | 4h 9 b b S0 12 18 h
IPOREAT TS 16 2 26 > 1 2 2 4
SANTA T S5n 11 19 2 18 3 15 t
SHVIRCTTY 7 16 IR i3 413 10 30 12
SOLCORRO 40 3 L] 14 R 3 22 9
LAOS 48 10 52 1 25 5 27 11
TUCUNUCARI a2 4 26 5 36 [ 18 7
e ———————— e e - —— ——— — e ———— e e —_— e
ANIMAS 54 17 37 15 12 9 4y I
CAI'lTAN 2 12 1 2 a1 14 50 12
CARRIZO/Z0 7 3 35 14 5 4 3 2
CIMARRON 7 5 19 12 7 6 56 14
CIAYTON 21 13 14 ] 9 7 5 A
CLOUTROF] RS 19 19 12 6 5 2 5
CORONA 44 16 88 19 71 18 56 14
DES MOINES 16 1 Y 4 ki 14 (3%} 17
DORA 2 2 11 5 65 17 61 7
FIIDA 3 1 52 17 1 1 6l 16
LUNICH 15 9 a7 15 71 4 50 12
GRADTNY 13 h] 1o 9 3 2 18 il
HoUst 54 17 | 1 12 9 2 I
OGAN 1t 1) 11 K 1 2 42 14
MIELROSE 7 5 I 5 f2 Y 7 Y
QUENADO 2 13 bl I8 15 12 8 &
RISTRVIE 1 { f 3 25 13 8 i
ROY 7 15 It Y 1 8 I8 (i
SAN JON f 1 18 11 kY] I 64 7
BERNATITTO 75 [ 1} 11 74 I 64 i
CENTRAL CONS 71 8 L1 ! 75 10 77 11
COBRE CONS Sh { 70 7 71 9 [ 7
YMING, 56 1 70 v 52 6 28 1
LSPANUILA 75 n 76 U] 5] 8 59 6
GALLLP LR 1 L1} 13 K3 13 78 12
GRANTS CIOE A 71 B H2 4 52 6 40 k|
TORDSIURE, 16 I 46 1 43 4 b4 &
MAGDATEHA Lt 1 [ 1 R 2 64 8
(UTHTA 36 4 a7 M 1Y 1 7 13
HANTA TR A 4R 2 e 4 k) 4
IUTAREMA 44 2 hl t 11 3
VAT 70 7 79 ) 3
. +
o
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1992-93 ITBS/J AND 1991-92 ACT RANKINGS BY SCHOOL CLUSTER

TABLE 10, cONTINUED

I'THS GRADE 3 ITBS GRADES ITBS GRADE 8 ACTSCORIS
1992-93 1992-93 1942-93 1992-93 1992-93 1992-93 1991-92 1991-92
STATE CLUSIER STATF CLUSTER STAIF ClLUSTIR STATKF CLUSYER
DISTRICT RANK RANK RANK RANK RANK RANK RANK RANK
DEXTIR 6l 8 77 11 64 9 50 {]
FSTANCIA 12 2 6 3 52 7 43 3
[1OYD 80 11 70 10 1 61 8
FT SUMNIR 21 3 25 4 25 1 46 4
TTAGERMAN 75 9 63 8 78 1 649 9
1AL 21 ) a5 [ 45 B 46 4
I AKF ARTUHIUK 5 4 a7 7 43 5 &5 11
T OVING 40 - 6 8 R | 79 10
MAXWEHT 6 1 26 5 81 i1 RR! 1
rall’™M M Rl 3 2 52 7 50 6
TEXICO 21 1 1 43 ] 7 2
CTIAMA 1 frb 1] 52 8 59 [l 6Y 6
CUBA 7 It 84 16 71 2 ] 3
DUk 84 In 52 B 5 1o %7 7
A TCTT 82 IR Al 2 15 2 59 3
FONDO 48 7 R 4 34 [ 73 10
1ENMIEZ MOUNTALN 82 ) 87 18 73 [ s 13
M7 VALY 4R 7 52 hi a6 i 73 10
T ASVEGASWEST Sh 9 70 12 2 15 vl 12
MISA VISTA 16 3 26 2 f3 9 80 6
AORA 17 3 77 14 63 9 4 |
NOSQUIT RO 11 2 26 2 7 | R4 15
MOUNTAINAIR L 3 a7 4 75 13 LR 14
' Cos 66 11 4n 6 65 9 56 4
I'ENASUO 21 4 4b ) 50 4 EL) 1
RATON 56 Y 52 8 52 5 43 M
SITRINGTR 7 1 9 1 59 [ 73 8
WACONMOUND 85 17 84 16 a6 17 73 L
/UNI B8 18 83 13 87 18 84 )
ATAMOG O 21 J 20 k) 24 3 6 2
AZLIL I3 | 19 2 19 2 7 1
UARTISEAT [P 3 o 3 41 7 l6 )
OV 2 ' 46 8 kY 6 4 1
FARNMING TN 12 ) 26 1 5 4 22 A
1 1ol U R 46 h 52 Y 17 fr
MORIAF Y 21 2 14 1 13 | { |
e 40 8 17 f 25 { 11 4
ARIERIE] 40 1.} 52 1 41 7 26 9
AN B KRR AN ol [t 17 [ P g 22 ?
4
AM State Departmeni of ‘Fducation
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HIGH SCHOOL COMPETENCY EXAMINATION:
PERCENT OF GRADE 10 STUDENTS PASSING ALL SUBTESTS ON FIRST ATTEMPT

TABLE 11

1990.91 1991-92 192-93
DISIRIC] 'tRUENT RANK PFRCENL RANK FRCENT RANK

Al AMOGORDO 80 2% 23 82.3°% 28 90 6% 5
AT BUQUEFRQUT K2.07% 17 82.7% 23 RY 4% 2R
ANIMAS 72.5% 33 87 5% lo H19% 48
ARITISIA 80T 17 T8 R 11 78 9% 3
AZ11C 74.3% 28 B2.4% 26 B84 3
BEEN 0% 54 FANA ol 77 8% i
BERNALLTQ 61.3% e ST 0% L 59.6% 86
BILOOMFIELD 90% 29 TTR% 44 K4 0% 47
CAPITAN R1 8% 19 86 R 7 86 2% 41
CARLSBAD FAREA 49 730% 57 86.4% 39
CARRLZOVZ70O 83 3% it 94 49 4 100 0% 1
CENTRAL bh 6% b8 62.4% hit} 78 4% ol
CHAMA VALLLEY 73.0% 50 70 0% n K1 9% 48
CIMARRON T58% 42 CRE 84 1 100 0% l
CIAYTON 42.9% 4 R R tR RY 2% 29
CIOUDCROFT EXRE 4 8 89 7% 14 94 77 16
CLOVIS 2.10% 54 73 5% %5 H2 7% 53
COBRFE 70.2% 38 7EE 6 81 9% 59
CORONA 100 0% I 85 7% 18 100 0% 1
CUBA 61.9% 7 S510% Ho S8 5% 87
DEMING 76 6% 1R LARRE n 8 1k 4
DS MOINGES 750 14 1ot 1y 1 90 1% 2

PXTER 6. 7%, h6 64 4% 77 82.3% 57
DORA 100 0% i 100 0% i 88.2% 34
DU CE 56 4% H1 67 9% aY 80 0% 64
ITTDA EERY 4 87 100 0% 1 8B Y% a
FSTANOL A 61 2% 77 6l 5% 81 71 9% 8
FSTANCIA 69 A% 6l 73 0% 54 79 2% 65
EUNICL 80 3% 22 75 0% 50 88 9% 0
FARMINGLON 72T 51 H§0.1% a5 87.4% 36
FTOYD o (0% 80 66.7% 71 90.9% 23
FT.SUMNIE-R 737% 4R 75.0% 50 90.9% 23
GADSDEN 0h2.3% 74 59.0% 83 67.1% 83
GATLLUP 59 99 81 63.1% 79 74.7% 74
GRADY 1) 0% ! 100 0% 1 100 0% 1
GRANTS CIBOT A 61 K% 75 66 2% 73 78.3% 69
HIAGERMAN 76.49% kI H2.4% 26 94 7% 16
HIAICH 57 6% 82 57 3% 4 6 3% 85
1IOBRS 70.8% 56 76.9% 47 82.2% 58
HONDO VAT Y 75 0% 44 81 3% 30 100 0% 1
1IOUSE 80 0% 24 75 0% 50 100 0% 1
1AL gt 4% 10 R2.9% p2 8L9% 52
JEMEZ MOUNTAIN 77 4% kE} 80.0% W 94 7% 1o
HENEZ VALTRY 629k 71 54 6% L 71 4% 81
LAKEARTHIUR 700% 59 94.4% L} 100 0% 1
1 ASCRUCTS AT 57 72.0% 59 83 7% 42
TASVIGASCIEY 76 0% 41 79 L% v 9] 8% 20
FASVIGAS WIS 61 5% 69 73 0% 57 78 9% 66
LOGAN 91 3% 7 RV 3% 2 83 3% 51
I ORDSBUR, 67 5% 64 79 5% 8 K2 7% 33
1OS AT AMO Yo 6% 6 93 0% 12 97 0%, 15
FOSTUNAS 09 7% ol 731% KIY K7 5% a5
1 OVING LENILA 15 61 9% 74 7V0% 77
LOVINGHON 76.5% 34 67 7% il 82 5% 95
MAGDATTNA 15 0% 86 51 9% u, 47 1% hi

a4
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TABLE 11, CONTINUED

HIGH SCHOOL COMPETENCY EXAMINATION:

PERCENT COF GRADE 10 STUDEN1S PASSING ALL SUBTESTS ON FIRST ATTEMP1

199441 1991-92 1992-93
DISERICE PIRCENIT RANK PLRCENT RANK PERCENT RANK
MAXWL T Ok i 77.8% 44 727% 78
ML ROS] NI ¢ 1 LRRE 2 21 94 7% 16
MISAVISTA Ha 7 ¥ [ 71 0% 64 LERE 44
MOKA o 4% “ 0% 54 R 0% nl
MORIAR DY BE 70 [ HY VR 15 47.7% 14
MOSQUERO ooy | [RIY 21 0w 1
MOUNTAINALR {1R L) T4 a1 K1 V% 6l
[HERON A Ve SEE 74 RUNCS 4 7Y
PINASQ T h CRY I 74 b
'OTOAQLU T KA I ATy A [ERTR4 45
PORTATES oy " TH 9 m ®1 ol
CUEMADO Ri B 19 TonT r3 100 0% |
QUIESNTA [T tl Jhp b 772 T
RATON bR 9% [ a0 % n LRYIRA MM
RISERV] (K K1 pn 1 [NGNEA 1
ROSWET TR [N RO 12 4487 i6
ROY RO LN 911 1l RE 97 k1Y)
KUT %S0 al 1 A3 TR ib 9l 4% 22
SANJON th bt Ri6T 19 e 0% 1
SANTA T TR o0 79 8% 7 5 1% 13
SANTA ey (R4 M Ry 7 11 ooy 26
SEVIRCEDY TR 47T 11 76 4% 4R 91 8% n
SOCORRE 61ty M 63 1k T3 7560% 73
SPRINGR o 1 HX 0% | 100 (% 1
1AL TH0OK 47 81 7% 29 H0 4% 63
TATUN 77 R % LX) |, IR IR 87 (% a7
1Nl TRk W 759 KN R2.57% 55
IR UTHOR CONSTO 81 1% |} 71 4% 6 Y447 75
TUCUN AR 7o VR A0 78 47 43 87.0% a7
JTLLARONA TH YK 35 o bF 70 by 8% b
VALUGHIN [ | 73 be TR 71 Ho 0¥ 1
WACON NMOUST TLTY 51 0% 1 66 7% 84
/U NI SR LR 54 6% K3 7319% Th
STAL W Tyuk 7o 0% 84 1%
N Stale Department of F.ducation
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FINANCIAL INDICATORS

State General Fund Appropriations

Since the inception of the state's public school funding tormula, known as the State Equalization Guarantee, more
than 90 percent of the total operational funding flowing to the 88 districts has come from state General Fund
appropriations. Over the last three academic years, the actual amount of money appropriated for the schools has
increased due to both enrollment growth and statutory changes, topping the one billion dollar mark for the fist
time in 199293 (Sce Fiygure W) During that same period of time, the schools share of the total General Fund
appropriations decreased from 48.25 pereent in 1990-91 to 47.30 percent in 1992-93. (See Figure 10,

FIGURE 9
NEW MEXICO GENERAL FUND APPROPRIATIONS
(In Millions) Total
Total $2,162.4
Total $2,044.9

51,925.3

52,0000

S1,5000

S1,000.0

$500.0

S0.0 - e
1990-91 1991-92 1992-93
Higher " Other FducationE3 $350.1 $361.4 $376.3
Public Schools3 SY28.9 SY&9.9 $1,0208
tHlealth & Human ServicedfD S312.8 $342.7 $3979
Legaslative Judical - Gen. Gove $333.2 $3501.9 5365.4
e Gl Tund Bave ol Soenmary,” DEA RS2 63
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FIGURE 10

THE PUBLIC SCHOOL & THE TOTAL APPROPRIATION

A COMPARISON FROM 1990-91 TO 1992-93
(In Millions)

S2S000 —

[!I’ubllc Schools  Total Appmprmnun]

S2,000 0 e 0449 S2.162 4

$1U253

S0 0

L1000 0
CUIN Y $489 9 S1m2 Y

SS0E0

S0 —- -
1w31-9] 199192 199293

soufce Ceeneral Fund Binapaal summary DEY 503 9

Average Teacher Salaries

Salanies reported tor New Mevco teachers are the average returming teachers” salanes submitted by the districts at
the beginning of the school vears 1990-91 to 1992-93. During that time, the national average teacher’s salary rose
trom 533,015 to $35.000 (6.01 percents, the regional from $27,781 to $29,312 (5.51 percent), and New Mexico's from
825,733 t0 326,451 (2 71 percent). Based onats own salary data tor 1992-93, the Nahonal Fducation Association
ranked New Mevco 47th among all ot the states and the Distnet of Columbia. New Mesico s average returning,
teacher = salary tor 1992 U3 was $2,861 below the regronal average and $8,549 below the nahonal. (See Tigure 11.)
The region consists of the states ot Arizona, Colorado, Oklahoma, Texas, Utah, and New Mevico. Three year data
by district for average returning teacher salary and district rankings are presented in Table 12.

Percent of Net Operating Budget Spent for Salaries

Cable 1Y <hows the vanous percentages of distnets” net operating budgets spent on salanies tor certitied teachers,
adminstration sipport personnel, and non-certified staff. Because certam classifications mayv be paid through
ditterent Iime items at a district’s discrenion, pending State Department of Education approval. statewide percent-
appes shonld be viewed with caution Tnaddition, small districts may appear to have a disproportionately high
adimitistratice cost resuthing trom the lower number of students enrolled.

Certitied teacherandtude special education mstructors (budget line tems 11 145, and 1.149). Administration
s detned as sapenntendents and assoctates charged to the adnunmistration series except for clerical assistants

M State Department of ‘Fducation -
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FICURE 11

AVERAGE TEACHER SALARIES
1990-91 TO 1992-93

f: T T . T AN oNEIMIaN0N
$33,015 $34,148 $35,000

$29,312
$26,242 $26,451
Nation
Region
/" New Mexico
1990-91 1991-92 1992-93

-
Soutees  Kankings of the States 820 NEA PMEL A et Look at New Mevne Publie School Budyzets, a9,
PRt amd PR SN poss

(budget hne items 1110 and 31200 Support personnel include instructional assistants, principals and thoir
assistants, nurses, special education assistants, and so forth (budget hne items 1181, 1185, 1,189, 2.110 to 2.170.
2,190, and 3.130)0. Non-cerhified personnel include maintenance and clencal/secretanial staff (budget line items
2.17010:2.190, 3.130, 31.140, and 4.110 t0 4.140). Note that expenditures for lineitems 2.170,2.190, and 3.130—but no
longer hne ttems 181, 1185, 1189 may be split between the support and non-certified personiel categories.

Total Expenditures per Student and District Rankings

Net operational expenditires mcude those district costs that are most closely associated with the instructional
process  Theseindnde expenditures tor direct instruchon, such as teachers’ salaries and supplies and matenals;
for mstru onal support, tor adnunistration, tor the mamtenance and operation of the physical plant (buildings
and grounds), and tor tned charges, sich as employee fringe benetits and insurance. Because all districts have
aich costs 1n common, these evpenditures on a per student basts constitute a stable measure for comparison of
timancial eliort

Total operational cxpendituresindude net operahonal expenditures plus the costs incurred for food servives non-
mstrucional student support, such as athletc salaries; commumty services, such as adult cducanon and after
w hool proprams transportation; operationally funded capital outlay; other operational expenses, such as out-of-
state tmtion and participation an reponal conter cooperatives; and operational emergencies. Districts are not
equally taced with all of these costs; therefore, total operational expenditures per student are a somewhat less
qtable measure of comparison than net operational expenditures.

Table 14 provides both net operational and total operational expenditures per student for all distnicts as well as
cach distnet's statewide rankings.

NM State Department of V.ducation
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Administrative Expenditures per Student and District Rankings

The percentage of cach district’s operational budget spent on a per student basis for costs histed as administrative
by the districts in their budget reports is shown in Table 150 These costs include the salares of the distrct
superintendent and any administrative associates or aides, supplies and materals, and school board expenses.
Please bear in mind that small districts will tend to have higher expenditures perstudent because of lower student
enrollmonts,

Percent of Budget for Selected Programs

Table 16 indicates the percentage of cach district's total operational and federal projects budget derived from
Elementany and Secondary Fdacation Act (ESEA) Chapter 1 funding (both basic and migrant), ESEA Title VI
Buingual tunding. and the United States Department of Agriculture Free and Reduced Lunch Program {free and
reduced price breakfasts are notinduded). Also reported is the percentage of cach district's total operational and
tederal projects budget made up of all federal project funding (the 17.000 line item series in the district budget
reports) and the USDA Tree and Redueed 1 unch Program. Contributions from these combined sources range from
atow of LA5 percent inf os Alamos to a high of 41.90 percent in Mesa Vista,

Percent of Students Served by Selected Programs

Tabie 17 shows the percent of student membership cerved by Chapter | (basic and migrant), Title VI Bilingual
Education, and «tate funded special education. as well as the pereent of free and reduced price lunches served
under the USDA ' Free and Reduced Lunch Program. Other than state funded special education, these are federal
programs supported by federal dolars,

State Special Education Revenue

The method by which New Mevico provides vperational revenue to its school districts recognizes that the costs of
providing an appropriate cducation for all students will vary according to individual student needs. Table 18
indicates the amount of money generated by special education students in cach district and in the state as a whole.
In addition. the percentage of the total operational expenditures represented by the allotted special education
revenue ts shown, However, because individual districts are responsible for establishing their own budgets,
cubject to state approval, the tigures given in this table do not represent actual special education expenditures.

AN State Trepustment of Tducotion
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TABLE 12
AVFRAGE RETURNING TEACHFR SALARIFS WITHOUT INCREMENTS
FROM TENATIVE BUDGETS FOR SCHOOL YFARS 1990-91 TO 1992-93
1990-91 1990-91 1091.92 1991-92 19492-93 1992-93
DISTRICI SAT ARY RANK SAL ARY RANK SAT ARY RANK
AL AMOGORIO” 25,414 16 $25,519 19 $25,659 K]
ATBLUQUIROQUE" 825,776 40 20893 20 27,024 29
ANIMAS $23,070 ™ $24,291 75 S$23,281 82
ARITISIA S7,797 10 527 851 | 27862 o
AZILC $24.352 b6 §14.674 62 24,706 th
RETEN® SM4.712 6l 24,098 7R Ss4449 6Y
BERNALINEO® 24,981 KR 525,77 42 27,211 28
BLOONEIET D $26.0860 AR 25,9600 17 $25,111 57
CAITTAN® $26.757 20 Sih K27 2 $26,424 6
CARLSBAD $26,371 Ju S28,395 9 $29,957 9
CARRIZOZ0 S25,918 it S24.170 77 $24,229 4
CENTRATL * $27.663 | $28,372 10 S24.716 11
CHANMA VALTLY" $24,116 o1 §253.611 46 $25,778 45
CIMARRON 26,707 a2 §26,707 RIY $27,568 22
CLAYTON® $26,004 14 $25,626 45 $27.642 20
ClOLDCROE $27.703 M $27,753 14 24,017 11
ClOVIS $26.705 2 $26,19¢6 29 $26,5% M
COBRE 525,442 15 §24,625 64 $24.081 76
CORONA $22,225 X4 S21,861 84 $20,6136 87
CUBA SR 995 7 $30,361 4 $30,981 6
PEMING St 188 1 $25,804 40 25,707 48
DS MOINES® S21,727 87 $20,361 BE $22,904 85
DEXHER 527,746 11 S28,469 ] $27 K35 17
DORA §25,750 41 26,199 31 $27,011 W
DUICE® S26.971 19 27,605 16 $26.37% W
FIIDA S20,787 88 $21,833 85 $21,963 h1Y
FSPANOL A® $24,912 57 §24,562 69 524,705 67
ESTANCIA $25,523 +H 25,2131 55 $24,552 6R
+UNICT* $26,715 21 $25,755 LR $25,753 46
FARMING HON® $25,941 KK S2n,120 a4 $26,264 40
FEOYD $22,445 82 22,288 3 $23,420 8O
FT SUMSNIR S23.R16 R $24,186 76 $26,098 41
GADSDEN $24.105 72 $24.620 63 §231,9 78
GALLILT $24,766 5K $24,783 60 $24.756 63
GRADY S23,978 T4 $24,979 57 $23.320 81
GRANTS CIBOL A $22.213 85 §24.326 74 $24,348 73
FHAGERMAN® ERER Y RV $26,016 36 $26.,420 7
HAICH® 829,229 [ S30,327 3 $29,514 10
HORBS® 26,471 27 26,132 11 S, 262 41
HONDO VALTEY® $23,904 o $24.512 71 24,777 64
HOUSE $22,353 83 S21 17 B $24, 408 72
1AL $31,512 i $32.019 2 $12,944 2
[EMI Z MOUNTAIN® $25,255 52 526,086 \5 S2K.004 B}
1ENEZ VARLEY® $24.546 67 S24 5377 Y4 $24.891 62
LAKE ARTHUR $24,741 60 $24.400 7 $25.087 58
1 ASCRUCES® 824,722 6l 23,385 Sun $24.961 [\
FASVIGASCHIY? §25,382 48 25,152 56 $25,018 a9
TASVIEGAS WIS $25,14 KR} §25,164 51 $25,745 47
FOGAN $25,141 49 $25 244 KR!} $27.467 25
F ORDSBURCG $24,604 64 524,645 (1R} $2%, 164 56
FOS ATAMOS! S0, 701 4 $11.722 1 S, 981 1
FOSTUNAS® Si4.665 (R} S24.875 oy $24.919 61
FOVING® $23,281 30 §25,576 48 $30,064 R
LOVINGION® Sa4, 781 8 S24,031 il 527,378 27
MAGDATTNA 23,734 42 $25,239 54 S24. 326 T
MAXWEHL 22,977 B0 S04,387 PR S24,435 T

L)
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TABLE 12, connistip

19911-91 1990-91 1991.92 1991.92 1992.93 1992-93
DIsIRIC Y SAL ARY RANK SATARY KANK SAT AKY RANK

AMETROSE S20,481 26 $26,770 24 526,659 32
MIESAVINTA $21.972 73 $23.911 RN $27.728 19
MORA $26,344 Rl 526,896 1v Seny 7
MORIAR Y $23,0hY 34 $24.345 it §25,122 S
MOSQUT RO $22.205 L1 $20,575 87 $20,551 L1
MOUNTAINATES 527 838 9 $27,471 17 $28, 260 12
I'ECos $25,262 51 S0, U3 an MIRIE 1T
'L NASCO $27,550 14 $27.663 15 $27 82 1%
1"OIOADL L $26,422 28 §25,778 41 $25 967 4
PORTATLS $26,984 18 $26,733 25 S26.661 1l
QUENMADO $22,933 81 $22,877 H2 §22,988 K4
QUESTA S24,123 Al $24,057 79 $21, 899 79
RATON S27.502 Io S26,878 21 $26,496 a3
RiSERAVE 11 $25.649 44 525,612 50
REOMSWIEIE® $26,667 2 $26,785 23 $27,963 13
ROY $24,208 69 $25,360 32 $26,238 42
RUTDOSO S30,412 3 S30, 199 3 $11.088 3
SAN JON 524,951 3n 24,004 80 $24.002 77
SANITA 1Y $24.018 Pa] $24,711 ol $24.411 7t
SAN A ROSA S26,184 32 $26,670 a7 S27,515 24
SHVERCTTY S27.115 i S27.175 14 S27 417 26
SOCORRO* 5231943 76 $24.6007 66 $25,207 35
SIRINGER® 526,578 23 $26,425 28 S27,567 23
1AOS® §25,835 Rt $26,189 R $26,628 RX]
TATUN® S32,582 2 $29,999 7 Sa2,007 4
TEXICO® S32, 78R ] $32,146 1 $32 850 3
TRUTHORCONSEO S25.860 7 $25,594 47 $25.477 51
TUCUNMUARI $24.589 X $24.363 68 S24,80% ik}
ILTAROSA® $25,W2 47 $21.904 34 $25.456 52
VALGHIN® S24.751 3y $21,957 H1 $23,1530 83
WAGON MOEND 524,535 (3] $25914 Rt S25,44Y R
/UNI $27.519 15 $27,7604 17 $27,588 21
STATEWIE 523,731 S26,242 S26,451

PR

*Granted niud year 1992 93 alary increases

Sources A First fook at New Mewco Pubhc School Budga =7 199192, 199293, and 1993 9 0n pross)

NOTE Averyye relutning teachers <alanes showninthe table are those reported by the disindt 1o 1he School Budget Planning Uniton torm
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TABLE17

1992-93 PERCENT OF ENROLLMENT SERVED BY SELECTED PROGRAMS

1992-93 PERCENT OF ALL LUNCHES SERVED REPRESENTED BY FREE & REDUCED LUNCHLES

USDAI'RIT &
STAIFIUNDID RIDUCEDTUNCIH
ISEACHAPIHRI ISTATLHLE VI SPECIAT IDUCATION PERCINIT QOF
MSIRICI (BASIC & MIGRAN ) BILINGUAL ABC&D ALL MLAISSIERVED
AT AMOGORIY) 1297% {.ones 14234 ; 67 3%
AIBLQULRQUY 14 1849 1947 19 23% ! R
ANIMAS 4.26'% von 14367 :l 46,6671
ARTESIA 9.93% T 85 12.24% | 63 564
AZTIC 18.70% oo 17327 h 62 35
BEI FN 10 347% R A 12814 77 29%
BIRNALILT O 39.387% L 1377 0 10%
BLOOMETERLD 10.53% 0o 163777 70 204
CAPTIAN 53267 oo 13937 S277%
CARISBAD 1320 oo 139K 1 64 Y8
CARRIZO/Z0y 18 38 4 0on M 63057
CENTRAL 3 4947 1280 7% H1 0l
CHAMA VALLEY 3454 0ot Y.2R 7 TR 137
CIMARRON | R KRR 0 oo 15,08 62 777
CLAYTON 1299 ¢ 000 1571% 66.297%
CIOUDCROL ] V71 0007 13.87% 45 62%
CLOVIS 13 181 nong 11.907% 66.52%
COBRI 20774 K67 12027% 73.66%
CORONA 22 7 0007 14.77% 60.009%
CLUBA 2977 (o0 15.09% 8771%
DEMING 21 T 4 83% 9.72% 86.35%
DES MQINES 15194 00% 10.767 36.75%
DEXTER 153629 15 53% 19.34% 72.28%
DORA 6234 0.00% 12.45% 52919
LIl 11287 0.00% 13.10% 77.96%
I'1IDA 83 (0 00% 22.22°% 67.43%
ESPANOL A 16377 26.260% 12.69% B0.96%
[STANCIA 17407 0.007% 14.57% 76.08%
FUNICH 17y 007 10,787 65.51%
FARMINGION 6971 (Hop? 13.76% 57.27%
F1OYD 53 74% 6.54% 24 77% 76.92%
IFT SUMNIR [9 564 0007 2127% 59 19%
GADSDIN 35 087 3.447% 10.169 94.30%
GALILT 32 68 0un% 13 67% B2 3%
GRADY 0o [ RVIANA 11957 36 73%
GRANITS-CIBOT A RIS 000% 9.23% 76 B4%
TIAGERMAN 48 417 00p% 15.687% 78.16%
HAICH 60 35% 0007 743% R 6%
HORBRBS 5187 007 9.39% 62 90%
THONIXOYVALL LY 63 B3 0.00% 153.24% 79.69%
HOUSI o0 717 (on% 19.05% 55.81%
1AL 09l 0004 7.43% 57 43%
TEMEZ NMOUNTAIN FRATREA 33.897% 1,744 82 8449
TENMEZ VATEEY T 0.007% 20237 56 234
I AKLARIHUR 16 9u 2 0007 8.747% 80 05%
L.ASCRUCES IRELES 1.97% 1691% 73 24%
TAS VEGASCIIY 14767 0007 14.097 73 56%
TASVI GAS WISI 23K 21307 9. I8% 88 507
[OCAN 14 8 ooy 16 1279 32 9049
[ ORDSBURG 23084 o0 14.18% 6> BR%
TOS Al AMOS 17 (R 23914 4 35%
1 OSTUNAS N U6 224 12347 66.70'7
I QVING 1151 ooy 1407% 77.82%
FOVINGTON Rl R 1323% T0.58%
NM State Depariment of ‘Fducation '{ h

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

TABLE 17, coniinuin

DISITRICI

FSEACHAPTIR L
(BASIC & MIGRANT)

ISTA TITTE VI
BIINGUAL

STAITITUNDID
SPECTAE TDUCA HON
ABC&D

USDA FREL &
RIDUCFD LUNCH
PFYRCENT Ol
ALl MEAIS SERVED

MAGEDATTNA ARELR 2107 16 29 83 157
MANWIT 9457 von 17 2% 62 627%
\MIETROS] 122y nop s 2427 53.03%
MESA VIS BN R 147 15924 73217
MOKA JUTR 000 7487 90 24%
NOIRTAR Y b5 0004 17 307 55 93%
Aol | e R 000% 15.69% 42.44%
MOU N TAIN ALK AN nopy 21 097 Be 095
I'Fe s oo 0.00% 12.78% 71.08%
I'INASCO KRATE 50 57% 10.62% 81.09%
PedorAcL | t S 43 497 13 82% 63.42%
PORTALL RERE 0.00% 12.09% 72.17%
QU AN % 0 0007 12.44% 63.65%
QUISTA 14027 400574 10o01% 87.16%
KA TON Iy 0007 140 327 71.31%
R1 SERAV 14 147 000 10 394 56 35%
ROSWIET] won/ 2 82% 14 8o% 77.38%
ROWY 071 TR 12 50% 14.56%
RU MOS0y 1oh ! B.O47 13617 68.047%
SAN JON R 0007 . 23 304 46.536%
SANTATLI 2282 2534 14017 66 567
SANTAROSA 79621 o7 G247 90 19%
SITVIRUTIY T 4 0l 17 w24, 69.34%
SOCORRO 22T 67T 13 K7% 8L.25%
SIPRINGT R 22.20% oon 13.48% 72.49%
FAOS 20917 24114 12159 R1.97%
1AL M 210514 von I8 567 61.83%
1T %l o 153504 0007 13 BR'Z 61.61%
JTRUTHOR Corsg o 14.78% 0009 13 8% B0.82%.
U0 MUAKRI 10727 0 00% 16 R67 63 B2%
TUTAROSA 13317% 22634 19 23% 79.18%
VALGHIN 96.53% 96 35% 13794 B6.59%
WAGON MOLND 22607 100 00% 12 997 76.44%
/UNI 35457 13614 1V 437 90.95%
CTATEWIEDL- 18007 3474 15387 72.047%

Sources Pustnet Biral Expenditure Reports, 1992.93, SO Specnal ropedts mbcrnal report

[

NM State Department of Tducation




£6 2661 ‘Hoday diysiaquiapy papuny jeuL] ‘ca-Z6] Spoday arnppuadsy frur U] >IN,

Sarnpad o peny e Ag jou pue eimwsog ayy y$noay) pagojje anusass uoneanpa eads ayy aq pajussaadas 1a8paq euoneaado ey oy goguaaad oy )
SIS A1T|19UR 20) PUE sweIBosd [3A0] ¢ PUP Y 20) PAORIRDE SJIUM O LRRUBY UL o) Rg) o) s
Sappe poee o) e Sampdoss epnusogdupungaperedosdde ogyAg s apnE o enpa eRads [aa] (] PUE I9AS[;D 0 35QINU [eR1 e ) SUa1d R AG PAUILIIP M e PUR papun uoneanpa jroads

60

VINWYO4d ONIANND 3LVLS FHL HONOYHL I LLOTTV ANNIATY NOLLVINAT TVIDIIS €6-Chol
Al 37dVL

IRt 1V 6y e GOt M TLVIS L6l L J09€E°1LS 00T 8t HALIAY NV
VA LTYCLEILLS 0L L0 VLTIV Z BN
st P A R A1 IN2/ BLRO'K ¢ €$T00TS ooz Lol NIVIN TOIN Z B8N
TR P ZOUHYS ANJONANODVAY hRLY NG RER'LOIS 009 €€ i
ot an 1280118 NHOAVA wlc 1l IR LTSS o by 15100
O WIS VSOEVY L nite HTTIC IS 006 +¢ VLIV A OcINOT )
[l U 6UeS AVIININAL /AN 9 WIROTETS Lol SHHOH
RCI RN Chiobstes OISNODAHO AL LUT R 20 65T R6LS g LIt HOTVE
Il VT ROESCOLS ODINAT LER 11 F2060'ROTS nor 111 NVYINE TOVEH
Ll0Tl t9 2HTTT O ol NIV 260 Y] L1 Y A B nok Rie VIO Y SN WD
Al aFarYLTeLS IICEYIM SOV Ak THZRE6ES o 1t INEAS
sTRI L1 2Ernaes a0y ot A1ONDIIS PA RN £9 TROF0YS 000 FLTh d0vD
5 AN [ET20ETLLS ooy THu OO LIOTI THLULTRALS o6 1L 17T N sy
, L L L61'9LH T 00T FogL MDD AHA TS [7e A9 L6 CrTTOLs 00y 19] HANIN N L
296 TTEILHELS 00y 68l VSOH VINYS nelll SULHVRLS Q0T va [GENSRE!
VR R 6HY'1CWCS N9 ETO'Y TAVINYS wlTel 69 LS VIETS R 21¥'T NOTONINEYA
s ol [MRVARNEES [CINRIR NOPAVS Linol FTTUCIOLS el 1INV
Aol RTHOUEELLS R1v QSO 26Tl CTEMNaRLS 002 RUT
YCLHIRES 11350 Y Ng:| p¥ctl FOQITLIVTS N0 6671
RO L6 16TCS OO'LLER'T [WRRSEVRN| . st il UL IRRZAS [eY
66 062" 1T1S 00T <Y AdIN 261yl SHEORtLLS . R4
FARN B L MERYY NOITVY 1y 01 PR OIERLS ool bz
TR 6ASBRTE el VIS ot ¥l 91 FC R WS TISEINY
L6 LON LS MR VIV IO L€l 6 LY Lieung M SNV S ]
ITHE90’ts LAY STV IO ' plcll THIRITRNS ot Feo NN
0811 FARELAESS tont L1IOVUIO LEYTI LIRS [Ny Vi
PR VATV fwey Wb OISVNL LN 6 bt Zue s 09 Ve YNGR
RN (Mg TN NAREA| 09T QU ptt WS 00E REE DIl
SRt FOLIRUNLS WIVNIVENION 22071 SO TIWIETLS 00 Rt RN AYRR D]
s TED 08 RLO9ES QY050 »69 8 tC Tl enls 009 Wil Plevd 1 3o i
o LE L THTS T HeTl ALAVIIONI »2€TI 09 SITTES ool GRe NHAV D
YIS ZoMVesIS DUR U VIO LIEYL 0F T1aICL s 000 DAL NIV
| TAITren S this uRl VISIA VSHIA HChH Y U THICS UNR KU1 VEEIVA VIAVED
VARRN! DR l'unls SOV BN %Ot T 9T Uh 1L RRTS 0ng EEel iviiN gy
2161l 2L TTTO6S TTIAMNVIN 6T R EIRCUIS 0DR BR [RVARVA R PR
L INFl FCOLOEITS VNTIVUDIVIA 28T 0T LS TOR'ES N6 66kl VS VDY m
N L TLLLRYLLLS NOQIONLWO! 560 11 1T F1971€TS o0l NV VDY 3
4TI T TOMTILTS e FUl [SANAYS]] 28091 Y tvl'Liels [Hing dia SJTHIINOO Y m
Ll R R OOE'LS FOTR'L SVNI IS0 YT 66 LOF OIS O Bl O IVNAE Y W
FECRE! CF IR RL TS ol LTl SONVITY SO oio Rl TR 1E'6.29TS OoF Fet ! NTHY b
LU FOREYES 001 ¢ DYUSCHO |} 590 L1 0T LLOCw1S 001 068 RRIVAY e
yOr Ul FLCSOTLLLS v 16 NVOU sOU0OL 9C E IS N6T TS 006 169 NVINTIAY m
L8T 1 10 ZRS"SOnS g ERE LSHM SVOLA SV b€ 11 RO SOL TS TR 3 SVININY I
2hi TH ST ILHLNTLS DOR BZY AT SVORA SV A 2 i TLCTE'COT 6ovs (6 YA 2Y A 1OA IO IV mr
L1 (] Fh 1 N DORLELY SIONADSV HLROEL 9 ELR1LYLS g tt6'1 OCIODOINY Y Q
N
LA LAS ONIANNI (STIND IANNT 1OIIsIAa <A 0AdS DONIANNA STINA QAN LISkl m
INIDU A MO B B 1) (4 °D4ds Hr IN1D44d ‘A4 °24ds ‘A4 °D1ds U

O

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

E



NM State Depariment of Education

BIBLIOGRAPHY

National Education Association. Rankings of the States, 1993, Washington, DC: September 1993.

New Mexico State Board of Education. Consolidating Initiutives for Tomorraw's ducation: A Student Centered Policy
I'ramewwork for System-wide Educational Change in New Mexico. NM State Department of Education. Santa Fe,
NM: September 1992,

_ . Tducational Standards for Newe Mexico Schools. NM State Department of Education. Santa Fe,
NM: August 1990,

. "standards for Excellence.” NM State Department of Education memorandum. Santa Fe, NM:
January 27, 1992.

.

New Mevico State Department of Education. A First Look at New Mexico Public School Rudgets 1991-92. School
Finance Division. Santa Fe, NM: [1991].

. A Tinst Look at New Mexico Public School Budgets 1992-93. School Finance Division. Santa Fe,
NM: [1992].

AT Lok at Newo Mexico Public School Budgets 1993-94. School Finance Division. Santa Fe,
NM: [1993, In Press).

.« NewMexico ACT und SAT Results: 1991.-92. Assessment, Evaluation, and Information Services.
Santa Fe, NM: July 1992.

.

Newo Mexico Statcwide Articulated Assessment System. Assessment and Evaluation Unit. 1993,

.

Oakes, Jeannie. Fducational Indicators: A Guide for Policymakers. Center for Policy Research in Education, Rutgers
University, 1986.

Shavelson, Richard J., Lorraine M. McDonnell, and Jeannie Oakes, eds. Indicators for Monitoring Muthematics and
Science Lducation. Santa Monica, CA: The RAND Corp., 1989.
State of New Mexico, Budget Analysis of State Agencies. Legislative Finance Committee. Santa Fe, NM: 1993,

. "General Fund Financial Summary." Department of Finance Administration. Santa Fe, NM:
August 25, 1993,

o New Mexico Third An nual Progress Report on Education. Office of the Governor. Santa Fe, NM:
September 30, 1993,

O

ERIC :

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



