


·. UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 

lHE SECRETARY 

September 3, 1997 

Honorable Xavier Becerra 
Chairman 
Congressional Hispanic Caucus 
House ofRepresentatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

I am writing to respond to your letter to President Clinton ofJuly 21, 1997, regarding the 
educational needs oflimited English proficient (LEP) children in the context ofthe 
Administration's national standards and voluntary national tests initiative. I appreciate the recent 
meeting I had with the Hispanic Caucus to discuss the recommendations in your letter. 
The President and I strongly believe that we must have national standards and tests in the basic 
skills if we ire to provide all.ofour students with the world·class education they deserve. 

As you know, members ofthe White House staff, and members ofmy staff in the Department of 
Education, have been meeting with your staff and others in the Hispanic and education 
communities who share your concerns. The issues you have raised have been the topic of 
ongoing discussions within the Administration and, as a result, a number ofthe recommendations 

.you have made are already beingincluded in the plans for development and implementation ofthe 
voluntary national tests. 

Let me share with you the. steps that we are taking in response to your recommend~tions. 

Testing in native languages. The purpose ofthe fourth grade test is to test student proficiency 
in reading in English, not general reading comprehension. Therefore, the voluntary national test 
itselfwill not be developed in other languages. However, we will be milking appropriate 
.accommodations for LEP students, as discussed below. 

Nevertheless, I recognize the importance ofmeasuring general reading comprehension in native 
languages when determining the reading skills of students who have not had sufficient time to 
learn English. In fact, Title I requires that all students be tested in the languages that will best 
enable them to demonstrate subject matter mastery. Therefore, local school systems participating 
in Title I, including those participating in the national assessme.nts, must include LEP. students in 
assessments of reading comprehension. 

In order to implement this Title I requirement for testing ofLEP students, the Department has 

recently formed an internal committee. This committee is comprised of staff from the Office of 
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Elementary and Secondary Education, the Office ofBilingual Education and Minority Languages 
Affairs, the Office ofEducational Research and Improvement, and the National Cente~ for 
Education Statistics. The Department intends to work with school dis,tricts serving large numbers 
ofLEP students, and with commercial test publishers, to provide technical assistance on these 
assessment requirements and to identify existing high-quality native. language reading 
comprehension tests that are consistent with high national standards. The Department will also be 
conducting Title I assessment workshops, focused on LEP issues, as part of its widely-attended 
annual Improving America's Schools Act conferences held across the country this fall. 

Allowing appropriate accommodations. The Department ofEducation and the voluntary 

national tests development contractor, in. consultation with an advisory committee that is 


.developing specifications for the tests, as well as other testing and language experts, are 
developing a set of accommodations for testing .LEP students taking the reading and math tests in 
English. Accommodations might include giving LEP students extra time for completing the tests, 
or making the tests "untimed tests" in which all students are given the time they need to complete 

. them. Moreover, the development contract specifically provides funds for research on the validity 
ofthe tests for special populations, such as LEP and disabled students. The development of . 
accommodations wilJ also be informed by NAEP research on the most effective types of . 
accommodations for LEP students. 

Final decisions on the type and format of accommodations for LEP students will be made with 

broad participation in an open publicfotum. We welcome your and your constituents' 

participation in this process. We intend to require test publishers that market the tests to 

incorporate the accommodations into test administration procedures. 


Reporting to parents •. I agree that we must make every effort to communicate to the parents of 
LEP students the purpose and use ofthe voluntary national tests. To a large extent, the 
effectiveness ofthese tests rests on the ability of parents to fully understand the standards their 
children are expected to meet and to use the test results to secure extra help for their children 
when it is needed, and as a catalyst for school improvement. Therefore, the test results and other 
appropriate information will be provided to parents in languages they understand. In addition, the 
Department ofEducation's Office ofBilingual Education and Minority Languages Affairs will be 
working with a group of urban districts that enroll large numbers ofLEP students to provide them 
with strategies 'and materials to help inform parents about the purposes ofthe tests, and'to help 
prepare students to meet the ~tandards. 

Monitoring the implementation of the tests. The Department ofEducation will contract with 
the National Academy ofSciences to evaluate the implementation ofthe tests. This evaluation 
will include random spot checks to determine the extent to which· test administration procedures 
cover the inclusion ofstudents, including students with .diverse backgrounds, in the testing 
program and the use ofappropriate accommodations. . 
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In addition, , the Administration strongly supports the use of.school district and ~chool report cards 
that not only aggregate school and district test results, but also include the disaggregated 
reporting oftest results. Because Title I requires that test results be disaggregated, a growing 
number of states and local school districts have already adopted this practice. I fully expect that 
this trend will continue, and that the voluntary national test results will be reported in this fashion. 
The Department ofEducation will continue to monitor and encourage this process at the state and 
local levels. Ifnecessary, we will provide appropriate assistance to strengthen these trends. 

Legislation is being transmitted to establish the National Assessment Governing Board (NAGB) 
as the oversight body for the voluntary national tests. NAGB will review issues such as test 
administration, inc1~sion ofLEP students and use ofthe tests, andwill ensure that all items 

. selected for use in the tests are free from any racial, cultural or gender bias. 

I am committed to working with you, key local education leaders, and with others who support 
raising academic standards in the basic skills for all students, to continue to find constructive ways 
of addressing the needs ofLEP students as we proceed with the development and implementation 
of national tests in the basic skills. 

Yours sincerely, 
\ 
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UNrIED STA1ES DEPARTMENr OFEJ;:lUCATlON" 

'l'HE~ 

September 3, 1997 

Honorable ~Hinojosa 

House'of~ 

Wasbingtoa..DC 20515 

;' 

DearRuWn: 

lamwriting to ~Dd to your letter to Pmident CintonofluJ:y.Zl.l991. regirdins the 

cdm;aticmal needs oflimited EDS1iah profideut (LEP) dUkfrea in the context ofthe 

AdmiDistntion's Dationalltaftdards and voluntary national tats initiative. 1appreciate the recent 

meetiDg Ibad with the Hispanic Caucus to di5cuss thc~ns inyour leua-. 

The Prc:IideDt and I stronalY believe that we 11lust have DB1ional standards and !eats in the basic 

aIdlIs if'we arc to provide an ofour students with the world<lass education they deserve. 


kJ you know, mcmbc:rs ortbeWbiteBausc: sta1t and members ormy staffin ~Dep8l1mentof 

EdacatiOD. have been mcetinS With your staffand others in the liiS.Danic arid educati,on 

commuDilies who IhaR your CODCCl'nl. the issues you havetalsedha:ve been the topic of 

ongoing discussiQIlS within the Administration 8nd, u a ~ anumber ofthe recommendations 

you have made are already being incJudcd in the plans for development and implementation otthe 

voluntary'national tests. " 


. Let me share with you the steps that we arc taking in resPonse to y,our rec~endations." 
.' 

Testizla ia native IaIKuages.:Ihe PUIpOse ofthe fourth glade 'teSt is to test student proficiency 

in reading In EngliSh, not gcnei'al reading comprehension. Therefore, the volUntary national test 

itselfwiD. not be developed ill other laDguages. However. we MIl be ma1ciog appropriate 

accommodations for lEP students, as discussed below.. "" " 


Nevenheles.s, I rcc:DgrUe the importJmce of'mea.suring general reatJing comprehension in native 

languages when determiJling the reading skills ofstudents who have not had sufficient time to 

Ie.vnED~In fact, Title I requires that all students be tested in the languages that will best 


.	eiulble'them to demonstrate subject matter mastery. Thetefote, loc:al school systems participating 

in TitleI. including those participAting in the national assessments, must include LEP students in 

assessments ofreading comprehension. . . 


In order to imptement this Title"l requirement for testing oflEP stUdents. the Department has 

recefttly fonned an intemaJ committee. This coriunitte~ is comp~ ofstaft'from the Office of 

Elementary and Secondary EduCation, the Office ofBilingual Edu,*ion and Minority 


. 	 . 
eao tN'DItJ>e:NDtttt;&AVE.. s.w. WASHINCTDN.D,C. 202~lCl.) 

OW' mwlOn b to C!:MUn!' eqLr£Il ~u ID edw::at1Ml cN2 (0 protrJOterd.w:allDrlal eo.-1le1lC!' rflroi,gMl.l.t the Nanon. 
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l.aDguages AffairI,; the OfficeofBdJJcaiona1 Research aruS ImproWni. ancI the l.Utional Center 
for Edw:ation. Stadstic.. The Department inleads to work: with school districts aerviag large 
DWDberI oflEP students. and with comrn.erQ.a1 teat publishers, to provide teclmicallSsistance on . 
these assessD'Icm requirementi and to identify editing higb-quality nati1re language reading 
c.omprebel:wion teats that ate caftSistmt with rush national BWldards. The Department will also be 
coDductiDg Title I assessmeot WOJi:shpps,.fowsed onLEP issues., as part afits widely..attended 
emmal Improving Ametica's Schools Ad ca~ htld acloSS the counqy~.smn. 

. '.r' ..., .. , .: - ".' ~ . . 
AIIowInlappropriate aecolDmodatiOlll. The Department ofEdUc:ationand the voluntary 
national testa deve1optJ11d coutractor. in cxu1suIt&tion with an adviso!), committee that.is 
devdopiq spccificationafor the tests. as well uother 'tCStin$ and language experts, are . 
d~opiDa IL set ofaccommodations for testing LEP studeots taking the reading and m.1th tests in 
Eng:1ish. Accommodations mightinclucle giving I.EP students extra.1ime for completing the tests, 
ormaking the tests "untimcd tests" in which all studeats are given the time they need to complete . 
them. MORO'Yet. the d~elopmem cantJ'ad; specifically provides fiinds for research on the validity 
ofthe tests for special popuIatioas, sud!. as L'EP and disabled studCnts. The developmclll of 
accommodations wD1 also be ~~ by NAEP research. OD. the most effective types of 
accommodations for LEP sc:udCnl$. . 

Y'mal decisions OD the type IDIiformat ofaccommodations for LBP. stUdeau wU1 be made with 

broad participation in an open publicfonun. We welcome your and your c:onstitu=ts' 

participation in this process. .We intend to requiTe test publisben that market the tests to 

iDcorpotate the accommodations into test administration. proc;edure.s.. . 


ReportiDl to paRats. 1agree that wemUSt make every efFon to ",mmuoicate to the parents of 
LEP students the purpose and use ofth.e voluntary national tests. To a Jarsc extent, the 
tJrcctiven.as ofthese tests rests on the ability ofparents tofuUy understand the standards their 
children are expected to meet and to use the test resu1b to secure extra help for their cblldren 
when. it is needed. and. as IL c;:atalya for school improvement Therefore, the test results and other 
appropriate information will be provided. to parents in languages th~ understand. In addition, the 
Department ofEducation's <>:t&e ofBillngual Education and Minotity Languages A.f5.urs will be . 
wod:in8 'With a group ofUrban districts that enroD large numbers afLEP students to provide them 
'With strategies and materials to help inform parents about the purposes ofthe tests. and to help 
.prepare students to,meet the stSndards. . 

"MoDitorinc the implementatioD of th.e tests~ The DepanmenL ofEducation. will CODttBCt with 
.. theNational &:ademy ofSciences to evaJuatetheimplementation ofthe tests. This evaluation 
, will include random spot checks to determine the ment to which test administration procedures 


cover d\e inclusion ofstudents, inCluding students 'With diverse backgrounds.. in the testing 

program and the use ofappropri,ate 8CCOmmodalio~s, .' . " 
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.;': ~a. the AdmiftistraUoD ltt'OSlSIy supports the USC ofacbool district and schOol report cards 
'1, that not oaly aggregate school and distrlc:t test rmu1ts, but also include the disagSregated' 

reporting ofteat results. ~ecau5C Tltle I requires that test re.sults be di.sagl'J!gated, a growing 
number ofstates and local achooI clistricts have already adopted this practice. r tully Cltpect that 
this trend will continue. and that the 'YDluntuy ndional test resuhs will be reported in tQis fashion. 
The Department otEducation will continue 10 ~~!=lr.~ encourage thi~_prp.~s at the state and 
locallcwJs .. IfntCeSl8ry. we will provide appropriate IISSi.staQce to strengthen these treruls. 

Legislation is being transmitted to estabUsh the Natioul Auessnieut Goveming Boud (NAGS) 
IS the avcrsi8ht body for the wl\11ltUy aational tall. NAGB 'Will nMCW issues such IS test 
Idministratioa. mctusioIl ofLEP Btadcmtl aad uso ofthe testa, and will ensure that aU iterns 
selected for use in thetests are hefrom any raclaJ, c:ultural or gender bi¥- . 

. . 

I am eammittc:d to working with you, ~ local education leaders, and with others who support 
rai~ academic standards in ,the basic skills for aU JtuderIts, to cQntinue to find constrUctive ways 
qt;ad.drossing the needs ofLEP stUdents 85. we p~with the development and implementation 
cifhational tests ill the basic skills. .'.' .' . 

Yours sincc:ray, 

~., 

Richard W. Riley . 

ja,' 
!,f,. 

.' 
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Honorable <;:arIas Romero-Barce16 

House of Representatives ' 

Washington, DC 20515~~ 

Carlos ' 


Honorable Xavier Becem. 

House of Representatives 

Washington DC 205151Q~~~~~;
) ~~~l(~.~~~;x 

Xavier 

'Honorable Henry B. Gonzalez 

House ofRepresentatives " 

Washington, DC 20515.­

Congressman Gonzalez 


Honorable Luis V. Gutierrez 

House ofReprc:sentatives ' 

Washington, DC 20515_ 

Luis 


Hu.t1orable Ruben Hinojosa 

House ofRepresentatives 

Washington, DC 205151~_ 

Ruben 


Honorable Robert Menendez 
~ouse ofRepreserttatives . , 
Washington, DC 20515_ ' 
Bob, . ' 

Honorable Solomon P. Oniz 

E;ouse ofRepresentatives 

Washington, DC 2051 

Solomon 


Honorable Ed Pastor 
House ofRepresentatives 
Washington DC 20515~~~, g,&.,~ "...,,,,,,,,,..,,...,~.,,, 
Ed 

Honorable Silvestre Reyes 
House ofRepresentatives 
Washington, DC 20S1SI~F.mt1.~~ 
Congressman Reyes 

.' 

..... ' 

" 
" , 
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Honorable Ciro D. Rodriguez 
House ofRepresentatives ',' 

Washington, DC 20515_ 

Congressman Rodriguez 


Honorable Lucille Roybal-Allard 

House ofRepresentatives 

Washington, DC 2051 ' 

Lucille 


- . '. 
Honorable Loretta Sanchez 
House ofRepresetltatives . 
Washington, DC 2051S~~ 

Loretta 


Honorable Jose E. Serrano 

House ofRepresentatives . 

Washington, DC 20515__ 


.. Nh-' 

Jose 

Honorable Esteban Edward Torres 

IIouse ofRepresentatives ' 

Washington, DC 20515_ 

Esteban 


Honorable Rob~rt A Underwood 

House ofRepresentatives 

Washington, DC 20515_ 


, Bob 

Honorable Nydia M. Velazquez 

House ofRepresentatives ' 

Washington DC 20515~~~~
J !a.~~ "f, ~~Q~~ 

Nydia 



LEP Testing: 
Propose the Use of Private Sector Developed Reading Tests in Spanish: Our goal is to assist 
and enable interested local school districts to administer high quality, privately developed 
reading tests in Spanish, which are consistent with the national reading test framework and . 
performance standards. These tests would be administered at the same time as the national 
reading tests, and the results would be reported alon.g with the national results. From the point of 
view of LEP students and parents, there would be no difference between taking the Spanish 
language version of the tests and taking the English version of the test. 

• 	 We are working with CGCS to identify and analyze existing tests to determine which are 
suitable for these purposes. Harcourt Brace has indicated that SUPERA, a Spanish­
language version of Terra Nova, is based on the NAEP 4th grade reading framework, is 
linked to the NAEP performance standards, and is consistent with the draft specifications 
for the national test. The test is being analyzed to determine if this is in fact the case. 

• 	 Once suitable tests are identified, we will work with interested school districts, NAGB, 
and the test contractor to ensure that test adminstration and reporting can occur . 
simultaneously with the national test. 

• 	 The Education Department will (work with local school districts) to develop and 
distribute sample Spanish reading questions and materials comparable to those that will 
be distributed each year when the national test items will be made public. 

• 	 The Education Department will seek ways to pay for test administration, and determine if 
it is possible to add $ to existing grant programs for these purposes. [When we talk about 
this, we need to be a little equivocal right now] 

• 	 If no existing tests are suitable for these purposes, we anticipate that interested school 
districts will meet with test publishers and ask them to make necessary modifications to 
existing tests. We will provide the school districts with technical assistance in this effort 
if needed. 

f.· 

[This last one in particular is pretty lame, but its the best I can come up with. I'm still waiting to 
hear from Mike Casserly to see ifhe's gotanything better] 
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Mexican American 1$18 '!C' StreeT. N,W. MALDEF 
Suite 410Legal Defense . 
Was"il'l~tI,)ll. ~.C. 2Q005


and Educational Fund (~Q2) US·4Q74 

F.I\X: 12021 393·4<!O<i 

,/ 

June 3. 1997 

VIA FACSIMILE.AND U.S. MAIL· 

Gene Spediug. Director of the National Economic Council 

Robert Shireman, Ol\m Staff Specialist for the Department of Education 

The White House 

1600 Pennsylvania Ave., NW 


. Washington, DC 20500 

Re: Voluntary National Test and Umited EDglisll Proficient Students 

Dear Mr. Sperling and Mr. Shireman: 

The Mexican AmericanLegaJ Defense and Educational Fun<i (MALDEP) is concerned with 
proposals for a national test in reading and ma.thematics that fail tc? ade~uately inc1ude and 
address the needs of Ihnited English proficient students ("LEpll). / 

MALDEF is a natioqal organization that protects and promotes the civil rights of the 27 
million Latinos living in the United States. For the past twenty-nine yea:s, M.AI...DEF has 
sought to expand th~ opportunities for Latinos so that they may participate fully in Ollr 
society and make a ,positive contribution toward its weI1.being. Headquartered in Los 
Angeles, California, MALDEF has regional offices in San Antonio, Te>."3.S; San Francisco, 
Califomia; Chicago~Illinois; aDd Washingtoll, DC! Ac;ross thecounny. MALDEF staff 
ac;hieve the organization's goals through community education, advocacy, and litigation. 

In accordance with the President's Education Initiative to'provide national testing, the U.S. 
Departmellt of Education"s Statement ofWork has qefined Dleth.ods proposed for a national 
test in·reading and mathematics. Although 'the eighth grade math test will be developed in 
both English and Spa.nish, fourth graders win be teSted for reading literacy only in English. 
Local school staff.....-ill have sole discretipn to determine the English test-taking capacity of 
LEP fourth grade stl,ldcnts) and may exclude LEP students that have not received English 
langua.ge inst'ruction:for more than three yean. Local 'school staff do not have the option 
to exclude such students trOIn the eighth grade math test. and eighth g'fade LEP students 
'With more than three years of English instructioD are prohibited from taking a bilingUal or 
Spanish version of the math test.· . 

/ 

"'aliol'l.1 Office . Regional OHieu 
6"..111. South Spring Slt~e[ fj4Z South Ce~rl:l<:>rn Street 182 SeconCl· 3trl'let The 8001< SullCII1'l9 1618 .... Strolll. H.W. 
"tl'l Fleo. SVilQ 7:;0 2l1d·Floot 140 £. 1oI0,,$\on Sttoot Suite 410 
Los Aft9CIC~, CA 900U CnlcilSlo. Il GOGO!; Sa" Fr.:)l'Ici5QO. CA 9:;H)5 fil/!tq 300 Wasllin!ltQI'I. O.C. :lOOOS 
(1l13) 629·~~12 (312) 4:7-'383 , (41 $) 54J-SS!)S .. Silt> Antonio. TX 78205 (~Q21 028·407J. 
FAX: (213) &2'01·1\016 !'AX', (31 2) 427·9:t9:J 1'4%: (415) S4,t·n35 ':. (512) 224.$11.76 FAX: (~OZI 393.4206 

FA'tf ('12) noll"'82 
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http:langua.ge
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The purpose of the national test is to' provide parents and educators with reliable 
information on the perfonnance of all students in the' important and foundation subjects 
of reading at tllC~ fourth grade a:ad mathe.matics at thee.ighth grade: level. However., the teE=t 
must provide valid and understand~ble resuJts for all students and their parents. 

These. inconsistencies in acc;ess and administration stand to affect'a large number of students 
aeross the eountI)", including LEP students which account for over 3 million of the students 
in the United States. I..EP students are concentrated in the West with California having 
more LEP students 'than any other State. (See attached). LEP students ,are 'more 
concentrated in lower grade levels than higher ~nes. The Spanish languagegroup dominates 
the LEP populntion representing approximately 80% of LEP students. All LEP students 
are NOT immigrants or recent arrivals. Forty-one percent of LEP students in elementary 
school were born in thee U,S-

It.; 

• 	 Evaluation Requires Appropriate and Valid A<;~cssmc:nts For All Students, Including 
High Standards· That Consider Language Acquisition Sta~es and Cultural 
Background 

It is bad public and educational poliC)' to exclude LEP stud.ents by failing to develop and 
provide a fourth grade reading test in Sp,anish. LEP students sh.ould participate in high 
standards assessments. and where appropriate. participate in. assessments in their primary 
language, to eD.sure a v,alid measurement of student performance. For the LEP student, the 
asse~ment of core content learning in reading and mathematics must be done within a 

. context of linguistic and cultural validity .. Without these considerations, th~ test does not 
assess the knowledge of the LEP student, but onlY,English language proficiency. 

A national reading t.est. cau be developed in Sp,anish. Five states eurr~ntly provide 
psychometrically equixalent assessments programs i~11anguages other than English: Texas. 
Arizona# Hawaii, Ne~ Mexico and New York. Jl1 fact# Te>:as' already admini.sters a 
psychometncallysound literacy test for founh graders in. Spanish and English. By 
devt!loping the reading test in Spnnish. 80% of LEP students will have the opportunity to 
participate in the· nati?nal test. Developing such altematives may add slightly to the cost 
of developing the readiug test, but the benefits of inclUding AU students are far outweighed. 

Public and education.al polley require accommodations forLEP students who may be 
receiving instruction in the English language but who are not yet sufficiently proficient in 
the. English language; Appropriate accommodations in testing instruments and testing 
procedures include: allowing extra time to complete ,the test, small group administration of 
the test, flexible scheduling. such as dividing administration of an assessme:at into shorter 

.. sessions, Simplified directions, instructions in native language. and the· use of dictionaries. 
Without these measures, any test results obtained ultimately shortchange and exclude 
thousands of LEP stl1~ents.:i': 

\, 

http:education.al
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Gene Sperling and Robert Shireman 
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• 	 Failure to Provide Appropriate Accommodations Cor LEP Students Violates the 
Principles and ~equjrements of Title I . . ' 

Excluding LEP students from the proposed national testing stands completely contnuy to 
the principles and leg31requirements in Title I of the Imprrn.1rig Amerlca·s Sehools Act. 
as previously supported by the Clinton Administration\. Under Title I, all students, 
uwlud£ngLEPs!udenrstt1u.st stand in equal parity for all educational serviccs provided by the 
Title. Further, LEP ,students must be held to the same bigh content and performance 
standards required of; all Title I studentS and assessed to determine how well they are 
progressing toward th~se standards.:;"; 

, Title I requires that assessments musr provide for the following: 

(a) 	 Participation of all students; . , . 
(b) 	 Reas6n~ble adaptations and accommodatio,ns for students '-'lith 

diverse learning needs: and 
(c) 	 Inc1usioR of LEP studen~ who shall be assessed. to the ex~c:nt . 

practica.ble, in the language and fonn most 'likely to yield 
accurat~ and reliable information on what.such students know 
and can do, to determine such studeI;1ts' Dlastery of skills in 
subjects.other thnn English. 

The law further states: that assessments shall be the same assessments used to measure the 
. penonnanee of all children; be aligned \V.ith challen~ng content and student performance 
standards and provide coherent information about student attainment.' 

The President"s initiative for the development of a national test to ensure high standards for 
all children should b~ consistent with the requirements of Title I as advanced by its own 
Administration. \ . 

• 	 Parents or Lfnllted English Proficient Students Must Understand the· Purpose and . 
Use or the National Test 

In order to ensure that the test. results are used' to improve education for students. 
mechanisms must be developed to provide for effective reporting oUhe test results. For test 
results to serve as a: loud and persiste.nt wake up c,al1 to schoQls./edufators. parents and 

, . 	 , ./ 

,,~ 

1 Improving Americas Schools Act amended" and reauthorized the Elementary and 
Secondary Schools A~t of 1965 ,. 

Z Improving America's Schools Act, P.L. 103·382 Sec. 101 (3) 

, Improving America's Schools Act, P.L. 103-382 Se~. 101 (F) (i)-(Hi). 

http:persiste.nt
http:s!udenrstt1u.st


'; 

'. JUN:-03-97 TUE 01: 51 PH' H. A. L. D. E. F. 	 FAX NO, 2023934206 P.OS/07 


Gene Sperling and Robert Shirema.:o, 
June 3. 1997 ' ! 
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, communities. all test r~su1ts must be communicated to the stakeholders in a manner that is 
useful. Parents who do not ,understand English should receive test results in the h1uguage 
the parent understands, regardless of the language in which the student was tested. ' 

Current proposals leaye test reporting strategies as state' and local optiOIlS., However. to 
ensure equity, it is vit'al that procedures for ensulll;ig acc;uratereports on the number of 
students taking and not taking the test, be broken down by race, eth,nicity, gender, disability, 
LEP status, and Title I status. This is critical to properly monitor the extent to which 
students are included and to appropriately evaluilte the implementation ofthe national test. 
Because Title I assessxttent results are mandated to be, disaggregauid within each State. local 
educational agency, and school ~y gender, major raoial and ethnic group, ED.glish prOficiency 
status. migran.t status and disability population, disaggregation ofnational testing data is not 
unduly burdensome. Rather than lose this valuable opportunity, the data ""'ill funher serve 
to support the educational c.ommunity and Administration's quest to improve education.. 

Thank you for the opportunity to share the~ preliminAty vie't:JJS concerning the d=velopment 
of national test and its impact on LEP students. MALDEF remams couu::nitted to ensuring 
that all the President's educational initiatives truly improve education fo~ Latinos and all 
students. The goal of quality education mandates ac,cessibility and results to all students. 

Sincerely yours, J' , 

,~.~~ 
&fo 'INA c. vElh:@ao 
\~gi 	 a1 COunsel ' 

/ 

ENCLOSURE 

cc: 	 Richard Riley: Secretary of Education t 
Janet Murguia.. Deputy Assistant to the President for Legislative Affairs 
Representative Xavier Becerra, Chairman, ¢,ongressional Hispanic Caueus 
Representative Rl.lben tfinojosa, Cbainnan COngressional Hispanic CaucusEducation 
Task Force . ' 
Representativ~ Loretta Sanchez, 2nd Vice Chair, Congressional Hispanic Caucus 
Maria. Echaveste. White House Office of Public Liaison 

/ 
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Fall Enrollment (1992-93) 

,:LEP (1) LEP ~5 % of 
' *,.

Students ' Total"" 


Boston 


TotalDistrict 

' 13,144­ 22.02% 


Chicago 


62.407 . 
11.32 


Dade County 


411,582 46,600 

38,911 12.90 

, Dallas 

302.163 

30,118142,833 21.09 


Denver 
 62,935 13,329 ' 21.18 


EI Paso 
 64,253 ' :16,337 , . 2.'S.43 


Fresno 
 77,388 22,503 29.08 


Houston 
 198,209 ,047,076 23.75 


Los ,Angeles 
 653,619 279,899 42.82 


Ne.w York City 
 .150,665 '994,531 15.15 


Newark 
 47,909 4,875 10.18 


Oakland 
 13,470 ' 51,234 26.29 


Phoenix 
 19,693 2,25$ 11.45 


Providence , 
 22,031 ,( 4,022 18.26 


Rochester 
., 


35,084 , 2.927 8.34 


St. Paul 
 16.54 


San Diego 


38,286 'r 6,333 

128,569 ! 29,159 22.68 


San Francisco 
 64,986 11,988 , . 27.68 


Seattle 
 4,98044,076 n.30 


Tucson 
 58,729 10,304 17.54 

! Washi.ngton, D.C. 80,937 7.475 9.24 

" SOURCE: National Center for Education StatistiCs and the CouncU of the Great City 
Schoo1s (1) U.S. Department of EducariO'n, OBEr.v1,lA States Education Agency Surveys. 
1992-93 ~ 
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Local Education Agencies \"lth Highest 

Limited English Proficient Student :Enrollment (1993-94) 


Rank District No. LEPs Total %LEP , ..~ 
EnrolJmcnt 

1. Los Angeles, CA 291,527 639.129 45.6% 

2. New York, NY 154,526 1,015,75'6 15.2 

3. Chicago, IL 57,964 409,499 14:2 
'" 

,4. Dade County, FL 54,735 422,658 13.0 

S. Houston, TX 50.839 200,839 25.3 
1 

6. Santa Ana. CA 33.540 48,407 69.3 

7. San Diego. CA 33,397 127.258 26.2 

8. Dallas. TX 31.522 142,810 22.1 

9. Long Beaoh, CA 26,042 76,783 33.9 

10. Fresno, CAr 24,022 76,349 315 

11. Garden Grove, CA 17,856 
, 

41,664 / 42.9 

12. San Francisco, CA 17,673 61,631 2S~7 

13. EI Paso, TX 17,609' 64j145 27.S 

14. Montebello, CA 14,988 32.321 46.4 . , 

15. Glendale, CA 14.930 28,742 51.9 

16. Broward County, FL 14,622 236,885 6.2 

17. Boston, M{\ 14,518 59,613 24.4 

18. Oakland! CA 14,044 51,748' 27.1 

19. Pomona, CA 13,381 . ; 29,880 44.8 

20. Sacra'm en to, CA 12,290 49,99.7 24.6 
'" 

/ 
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TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: Resolution of Hispanic Caucus Concerns about Testing in Spanish 

ISSUE 

The Hispanic Congressional Caucus supports the development ofa native language voluntary 
national test ofreading at the fourth grade. Currently. the fourth grade test is a test of English 
reading. 

BACKGROUND 

!"~..r The Caucus has expressed concern that offering the fourth grade test in English only excludes 
';( limited English proficient students. The current policy would allow districts to exempt students 
~ J\ ~ from the test who have not been instructed in English at least three years. The Caucus agrees 

CJ'~' that children who do not have sufficient English proficiency should not be tested in EngJish, 
}~~i howev~r they W9.D:t nativ~ languag~ tests de~el~ped so ~t schoo~s can ,be held accountable for 
. t the native language reading profiCIency oflinuted Enghsh proficIent students. 
IF' . 

~Although tb.e Caucus states concerns about natjye language tests, this memorandum only 
.~~ o~ addresses the issue of Spanish tests within the context ofnative language assessment. 
'.$~ Addressing the use of native language tests other than Spanish creates a much more complex set 
'J ofcircumstances. 

There are over 3.2 million limited Engli~ proficient students enrolled in U.S. public schools. 
Over 70% ofthem speak Spanish although well over 100 other 1an~ages are spoken by the 
limited English proficient population. 

Federal policy supports the use ofnative language instruction through various laws. Programs 
that use the native language are among the acceptable remedies to violations under Title VI of 
the Civil Rights Act of 1964. Title VII ofthe Improving America~s Schools Act supports the use 
ofthe native language while students are learDing English, giving preference to programs that 
develop bilingual proficiency~ Title I of the Improving America's School Act requires "limited 
English proficient students to be assessed, to the extent practicable, in the language and form 
most likely to yield accurate information on what such students know and can do, to determine 
such students mastery of skills in subjects other than English". 

Thirteen states and many school districts offer reading tests in languages other than English. 
Some of these tests are developed by commercial test developers. some are developed by the 
districts, and some tests are developed by the states. There is great variability in the extent to 

which these tests are tied to local. state, or national standards. 



· The Caucus also raised concerns about appropriate accommodations for limited English 
proficient students, reporting to parents. and monitoring implementation of the test. The 
Department has taken steps to respond to these concerns. Firs4 the Department, in consultation 
with an advisory committee that is developing test specifications as well as other language and 
testing experts, is developing a Set of accommodations for limited English proficient students 
taking the reading and math tests in English. Of supreme importance are the strategies that the 
Department is developing to communicate with the parents of limited English proficient students 
regarding the purpose and use ofthe national tests. Test publishers that market the tests will be 
required to provide the test results. and other appropriate infoxmation to parents in languages they 
Wlderstand. In· addition, the Departlnent's Office ofBilingual education will work with a group 
ofurban districts which enrollJarge numbers ofHispanic students to support these districts with 
strategies and materials to help inform parents about the test, and to help prepare students to meet 
the standards. Having the infonnation in their native language, parents may also elect to have 
their children participate in the.English assessment even ifthe children have less than three years 
instruction in English. Regarding monitoring implementation ofthe tests, the Department will 
contract with the National Academy ofSciences to evaluate implementation ofthe tests. 
Additionally, the Administration strongly supports th~ use of school district and school report 
cards which include disaggregated reporting oftest results. 

OPTIONS 

Decisions regarding time lines, the flexibility of impJementation, and reporting requirements will 
have to be made for each ofthe options listed below. ' . 

No change in current policy. The fourth grade test would be a test ofreading in 
English. 

For Title I purposes~ limited English proficient students would be tested in the 
language most likely to yield accurate infonnation·about what they can do. 
Districts would choose any test that meets Title I criteria. The Department of 
Education will provide technical assistance to those states that require help in 
identifying or developing these tests. 

Testing in English emphasizes the importance ofacquiring English skills as a 
basis for succeeding·in school and society. Iliis approach also will allow us to 
meet our proposed time line. 

Politically, this approach avoids backlash from groups who are concerned about 
the use of languages other than English in schools. 

2 



Cons 

Adhering to this plan excludes limited English proficient students from the test 
and, therefore, from standards ofaccOuntability that would be useful to parents. 
Forcing school distric~ to test in English or not at all also has the pOtential effect t") 
ofdriving the curriculum toward the inappropriate exclusive use of English wit6\ \ 
students who are not yet ready to learn via conventional English--only approache~ . 

This approach is not responsive to the concerns of the Hispanic community and 
creates the risk of losing support for the test from advocacy organizations and 
from large urban districts. 

Option 2: . Continue the current policY, but permit limited English proficient students to take 
the test after they have had a specified amount of English instruction (e.g. 3 years) 
regardless of their grade level.· , 

Sufficient English instruction could be specified in terms ofa set number ofyears 
or in terms ofa specified score on a test ofEngJish proficiency.

\....v\.,\- ~\-) . 

fr.os 

Provides information on the English reading skills ofa larger number of limited . 
English proficient students and allows students time to acquire sufficient English . 
skills before they are appropriately tested. 

Allowing students to take the test after fourth grade has the effect of lowering 
standards. Since the test will be designed to reflect fourth grade level reading 
material, any student taking the test at later grades will not be demonstrating 
competence at the appropriate grade level. This approach creates significant 
logistical difficulties for states, districts, and schools in administering the reading 
test. 

Develop a volWltary national Spanish reading test. Spanish speaking limited 
English proficient students who had been instructed in English, less than 3 years 
would tak.e the English test as well as the Spanish test. 

Districts would report both scores, English and Spanish. thereby providing 
information on how close stUden~ are to the standard ofreading in English and on 
what reading skills students possess in their native language. 

3 



Pros 

Testing in both languages responds to the question ofhow well students are doing 
in English reading, as well as providing information on pure reading achievement 
for 70%..9f.14nited English proficient students. . The approach creates a more 
inClusive policy. satisfying concerns that testing limited English proficient 
students only in English does not yield meaningful results. Developing the 
Spanish test at the national level gives it the same status as the English test and 
enSures adherence to the same standards. It would be possible to incorporate this 
effort with Puerto Rico's desire to have a Spanish test linked to NAEP. 

By testing in Spanish, the Department would maximize the information that 
parents can use to hold schools accountable, The policy is also in keeping with 
other federal policies that support use ofthe native language. 

, 
This approach would be responsive to the concerns ofthe Hispanic Congressional 
Caucus and the Council ofOreat City Schools. 

Cons 

Developing a test in Spanish would require more resources than are currently 
available, and would require an extension ofthe current time line. This approach 
cou1d cause backlash from English only Supporters. It may also fuel a demand for 
assessments in languages other than Spanish. Also, there may be technical issues 

. in linking a Spanish test to NAEP. 

Option 4: This option is similar to Option 3. but in this case the Department would work 
with school systems or states to develop Spanish and other language versions of

7 the fourth grade reading test. Development could be financed in part by the 
partner and with private funds. The school systems would decide how to use the 
test. 

States and SCh90ls systems would use existing Spanish tests. The Department 
would analyze the tests to detennme which were most comparable to the national 
test. The Department would advise state$ and school systems to choose among 
the best options. 

fr.o.s (Options 4 & 5) 

Working with states and school systems would reduce the cost to the Department. 

4 
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l' 

C.ons (Options 4 & 5) 

Tests developed by any entity other than the Depanment would not have the same 
status as the,national test. These tests would not be strictly comparable to the 
national test ofreading in English. 

( 
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Mexican America" 	 ""1 "I(" $t(IJ'I, N.W. 
SI/,'" 410Legal Oefense 
WUh;nglo", D.C. 2000',,"d Educational Fund 	 (202) U8-4074 
FAX: ('l!tll!1 ~n·4:rOIl 

July 21. 1997 

VIA FACSIMILE AND US MAIL 
Gerald N. Tiroz.zi, Assistaut Secretaty 

fol Elementary and Secondary Education 
U.S. Department of Education 
600 Independence Avenue. S.W. 
Washington, DC 20202 

Re: 	 Title I and the President's Proposed National Testing Initiative 

Dear Mr. Tirozzi: 

ihe Mexican Americ211 Legal DefenSe and Educational FUlld C1M:ALDEF') is concerned 
that the proposal for a national test in reading fails to adequately Include limited English 
proficient ("LEpll) students iU requited by TItle I of the Improving America's Schools Act1, 

Because of your role in. developing and enforcing Title I PIOBra.IllS, we bring these ecmc.erns 
. to your attention. 

We h,ave conferred with Assistant Secretary Ramon Cortilles, JudithWiDston. General 
Counsel and Delia Pompa. Director of the Offjce of Bilingual Education and Minority 
Language Affairs and apprised them of our preliminary cancems regarding the national test 
and it.5 impact OD LEP students. 'While OUf eoncet1l$ rcgardiQg appropriate accommodations 
for LEP students in the adminfstratio.l1 of tbe national test bave been largely addressed. we 

. are still c.oncemed that the Department has not committed to funding and deve.)oping the 
national test in reading in languages other than English. 

Under Title I, aU students, including LEP SmeUl1tr must stand ill equal parity for aU 
educational servic::es provided by the Title. further'l LEP students must be held to the same 
hfgh content and perfonnanC4 standards required of all Title I students and assessed to 
determine how weB they are progressing toward these standards,: . 

.' 

Title J. req,uires that 8SSesmlent."i must prUllit'k for the: folloWing: 

(&) 	 Participation of all students; 
(b) 	 Reasonable adaptations aDd aCUlmmodations for :5tudeuts with 

diverse learning needs; and 

Nallonal Offie. Afglonal O!flces 
'34 SOtIII'I Sprin, Slreel !l41 $outll I)olrQorn Street 11n Sf:=onO Sir••, 1"l\I)iJOO" BUilding 15,.1 "I(. $treot.I'I.W. 
'1th 1:,.... , $lIil.1~O ~"Iel FlOOf "0 L KOllsel:," Slres\ hhe 4111. 
I." 4ng.leo, CA 9001" Chl;:.s!lo, It. 6"0$ Sun Franc;I,c;o. C:A 941 OS $1111.300 WlSlllngton, D.C. ;OOOS 
(213) 6211-2512 (311114a7.938~ (4151 $U.J55<l S.I! Anlonl... TX16ta5 (202) OH·40?4 
'AX: (2'~11i2S"'011i f'AX: 1;'12)421","5 "~l(; (4"1 SQ.3..e~" (S' ZI 2Z4·S<l7, 

FAX: (51i1l Z24..s3'~ 
fA~1 (:02)393.0205 

S:lIlollitc Offic~$ . S:lcr~men\Q • S&ntoiA",~ • EI Pa~Q • Devoir • FrGno 
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(e) 	 Inclusion of LIP students who $ball be assessed, to tht! exterd 
practi<:able,. In lhe UmfUllge and Jrwm mQ5t likely to yield 
acc:urate and reliable infonnation on what 5uth studtnt5 know . 
and can do, to dcterntine suc.h students' mastery of skills in 
subjeets' other than English. 

The law further states that assessments shall be the same assessments used to measure the 
perfotmance of all children; be aligned with e.ballenging content and student performance 
statldards and provide, cohere.ot information about student attainmellt.l TItle I also allows 
States to request teebnitlal assistance fa develop~ng challenging assessments from the 
Department of Education. ' 

In accordance with the President's Education Initiative to provide national testing7 the U.S. 
Departalent of Education's Statement of Work has defined methods proposed for a national 
test to reading and ma,tbcmatics. Although the eighth grade math test will be developed in 
both. English and Spanish, fourth graders wiU be tested for reading literacy only in English. 
Local school staff wiUhave sole diseretion to determine the Bnglish test-taking capacity of 
LEP fourth grade stuclents, and maY,exclude LEP students that have Dot received English 
language instruction for more than three years. 

These incollsistencies in acce~s ed administration 'stand to affeet a large Dumber ofIitudents 
aerouthe c:ount:J:y. ineJudiDg LEP studeuu which aC(.OUJlt for over 3 million of the students 
in the United States. LEP students should participate in high studard!: asseSsments and 
where appropriate, participate in assessments In their pri~nary laDguage, to ensure a valid 
measurement of student performance. ror the LEP studel1t, the 4Sses.sment·of core content 
)e~trning in reading must.be done within 3. context of linguistic and cultural validity. Wjthout 
these consideratioD~, the test does not assess the knowledge of the LEP student, but onJy 
EngUsb language profici~ucy. 

A national read.UJg test can be developed in lauguages other than English. Five states 
currently provide psychometri~y equivalent assessme.nts programs ill languages other tAlUl 
English: Texas, Arizona, Hawaii, New Mexico an~ New York, In fact, Texas. already 
administers a P5Ychometrically sound literacy test for fourth graders ill Spanish and English: 
De"\'clopiag such alternatives may add slightly to the cost of developing thc;readillg test. but 
the benefits of illcIuding !ill students are far outweighed. 

The Pre~i.deJlt's initi:stive for the development of a national test to ensure hi;h st8ndarcb for 
all children must be consistent with the requirements of Title I as advanced by its own 
AdlJliwstration. To maximize inolusioD of LEP students. in the President's propo$aJ for 
national testing, the Deparbnent of Education must develop and fund the national reading 
t~t in languages othcr thau En~isb. 

http:cohere.ot
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Thank you fur !be opportunity to share. our concclDS Iegarding Title I requirements and tbe 
development of the national testillg proposal. Please f~.el free to ICOntaet me or my 
educatioD staff attorney, Patricia Loera, with aQ)' questiolls or coneems you may have. 

Sillcel'dy yoUl'S, 

~y~ 
GEORGINA C. VERDUGO 
Regional CouDsel 

00: Representa.tive Xavier Becerra. Chairman. Congressiolli11 .Hispanic Caucus 

1. Improving America's Schools Aet. P.L 103-382 

2. Improving America's Seb~ls Act, .p-L. 103.382 Sec. 101 (3) 

3. Improving America's Schools Aot, P.L l03·382,-Sec. 101 (P) (i)-(iii). 



{,I,l 'I"' 

Grea iA'UG. Lt', !997, 11: 41.4M OF(ltE bF SECRETARY 
I 

/ . 	 RUG 15'97 NO, 284810 ,IP. 2P. 02/' 
, 	 / 

August 15, J997 
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The Honnnsh1e WUUan. CJinw!\, 

President 0(. the Ullt«~d $citn 

The White HmlSt' 


, 	1600 Pella,ylvalnill Avcni.le 


Washin,Mn. DC' 20500 


Oc;or Mr. President: 

nil' Council of rh~ GreacOCy Schwl$ i,flS and' ics mcml~r urlllUi school dis(rkt~ w<:rc: 
"lcalK.-d to stand With'YOu ~n Jul), '25 en annoum:c our rardciralinn in rill,; Vellum.r), NiltfOnal TCSC5 in 
readins unci matbematics. It waS It PlOMent (If sin8ular l)f'idc for the nlltiun', big d,y puhlic school 
sylittms. 

We beJic:vc rhliC it was particularly ~mp(lrnlnf for utban IChoob to ~tand UI' first co makt: if 
ckar to the nlltjon dun we on: c()mmictcd r.n the hi8hen ",:lIdc:mk sC8ndards for QUt rhildte:n, lllUl tlull 

we: were willjnS to pur rhllt. ,;onHl'liunent on (he Jint wirh the teses. &''('011<.1, we believed chllt i[ WILT> 
uiticaJ co srare; thaf with An Adequate ('rpnftunity our urblln dliMh:U I.'ltn compeu: wir.h any kids 
anywh4.!tC, We know rhatmany Amerk-.ns think urh.n children Catu\or c('mpct.~ II.ncJ 1hiSul"'c:nly 
beliew.' chll( urbAn educators thittle the same. Our standinl:t with )'C'u in such numbcr~ "lluwc:cJ us LO 

underscore ,hac hl,h scllndl1nill 1111: lilr 11.11 children. 

A SN of i$Sues hOi, 1:Tl1t'fE,.'fd over the: hut ~vctill momhs that will {CSC cha.. (fit,icill nnti()1\ lhae 
hiSh standard. wtr<: meaflt for 1111. 'nlOse issues involve how the na(iun will I\CcommCldSIrc chil';r<:n 
whn Ini,ht lX' uninfCI'1riol1811y excluded frum the: benefits nf J)anidparin, in d,(: Voluntary Nn4iona! 
Tens, We: .r\." r,,(erring sp(!cific.Uy w (;hildrcll in dIe J)f(m!ss uf !Cllirllil18 m speak, tcu(1 and wrif(! in 
Hll8lish. 

Tlv: 4th 8,ad~ reading l<:lI(, as it cutrently bc!ing diIllCU$~d, would be administered it) EI'I~Ush 
and t"'= Sdl graJe math tnf wc>uld be offt.«:d in BU81ish. Spanillh and rU5liil,ly other 1I&I\I;I)tl::"5, ThL" 
('..uunc;jI of the GreAt Ciry Sch,,(')h bc:Jicves monel)' that (<:acbin, 0\11: c:hihlr'..l to r(,ltd, sl,ellk lind wrift' 

in Hngliah i, our hiltlum pr.iority and thur the ability o( Ollr. sr&duaa:s ~o ~ so is iml)CtRtive (0 

ensuring .fullrarciclpation in tbe American drc:am. 

On ('11<: WIl)' to IURinins hi"h cllnr~m ~tancJards, however, some ~l( out c:i1iIJr(-n I.U'(' still 
learning to read, sptllk lind wricc in BUBUsh. We bcHf.lY\' thllt snme accommodadons f(,r t.ht:~ I;hil,ltcfI 
who "r.\: in the: f'rllCf:$c of lrunin8 E.nSlillh lin: Wllrrlll\lCc.I. . 

The tmr.posc fot (Iur wriuIl8 is '1.0 u.rBe you (U dcdcfe: "hilt such Accommoollrj,mll ilte: justified ftS 
(;hilc'r(:n Rrc leArnin& .En,;li$h lind W lIufU:tn the nalure of ..ome (,f dttnic 8uommodBCion$. Ol,lr n:IUOIIS 

rur thinkin~ them I>I'l'rrtp,i:afC include: 

.• , 'I 

http:sp(!cific.Uy
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1. 	 Hip.h Stlllltlttrrlf 1'1"~"'J. 1111 ChilJ",,,. 'I1\e VolUl'w&ry NationllJ Trul. cspcdally tht' 4th llJ"iutt 
rcadiug tCtt, ahm.dd be: .vilil .. l,J<; to 1111 c.:hlldren--in rhc Jame wily ChM hi~h Bfll.ntlard6 bdi( i\Jj 

(:hndrcn. S"d1.lJin8 lOme: because t.ht:y do nOt ycc 1I('M:~k the laABuaBI.: or bc(,'\1~ d\ey life lljsl1hlc~
uGee viulence to the.: notion thll' high stAndards lift I,ll ooa", Un()ttuoacc:ly, many of lhca: 
children (act' being c:xduded should IIccomm(ldllflClUS not be mlldt'. Upward. nf 60% of the- \ ' 
childrell, in the rasc "flos An&cics, c;ould be excrnpr trl)fn the J'cildins tC'Sl jf it wert aVllil"bl(' 'lilly 
in EnS1ish. In thi5 in5tllnc<!; the child, the lcoadu:n, pilrenu and the: Khoots 10:«: valuAble 
infhrmadon alwuc how students art dnin8--and ch~ sr:c()fId largf.'tIt t.:ity in the: nlldml 1niShl as WI.)]) , 

flOC: hilvc volunteered filr tht tests. 

2, 	 High ,\'/tlluid,YiJ ;1" Pn.ftf'/ICd, Nfl' (.QtIImtl, AccQlnmod<ltjn8 children who aue in die: llrl')Ct·ss of 
Itarnins JinsJish rather than cxduding them actuiI!ly rClains high It,llI)clarus r"chcr thiln IClwU'ill~ 
them. lU some might .,:llI/tn. Few l>C1()l)lc couJd c1nim, f(,r instlnce. cha( n.:aJins dl(' I)riL~i"al 
versions I,t the BnSJi$h translatiuns oC such ,hilrlren's dassics &.II 1\"51)1". 'flJtI 11(1'~ l.",tt,hI 'J'fJI1{)iJI', or . 
Hans Cbrinian An<h:rlltlll'$ TI)I Ugl] Vlltldj"g, or Ant(')inc St. ~,,'s TIN LiF~" I"'imy c(msliltJl('(l II 

Inwecins uf IIcanducJs. lUlading ddlt'f version. kn(lwlng their meaning lind Answering (IUClidllll~ 
ahuut tbem, in face, rtpr(l$enu the higrtcst$candard in C'hildt(.'u's lhetllHuC, 

The: u"'$incss w~rJd make. che JlIl/Df: .uumpfion Whl.,l it make, if. ~,vk<:s ('If pfadurfS ..nil""J,, .iu 
oth<:r Jan,ufl8c1. AT&T, for insc"nee, dele$ not Ch1H8c: one: rau: fOr individual. wlau sJJC'id< EngJl$h 
over rh,: tdtldlOll1: and .mlchel tnr ,ho5C whu ,p~ilk Ru.ssian, And nu (>lit: ....cuald cJ"iM Chltf wllt-n 
Scan J\c~buck l'Mlts ies insrruuinns fOf 1":K~mhJil'g hicydtl' inSp'.mish dial thev Rr(: \HI(lcH:uHing . 
English as Amcrk.', "c)Jllinanc lansua.t:l:, III bC)lh in~tll"n.~5. corl)()rau~ I\mtri'711 ;$ siml,l)' 
bcoa.dtning its jt\ark,'c shart hy adoptin,,; (he prim:iplc.: or indu,Jon, 

" 	 INlJurimg RtltrylJnt ill IIi,/) Sld_nk /1 tIN UIIII. R~Buh\\ion' d(!\'dol:t<'d hy the D('I)Mcnu:nr of 
Iktuca"oo t(I Buidt' the im,>lcm<:nr.arif1n uf Title VI of rh~ 1964 CjvUl\.i8lm Art An,i tlll: l!"I\ml 
nducation UPI>uuunity Ace. $(a(C that it ill II vjoiatiun ~if .rud(:rIu i\~ I!xchldCld frol1l c:(fl,;(:tivl.' 

rllrt1ci'lation in ~:J,()oJ because of tht: inability to 'J,uk and ur,dt:t'St3nd lh,: Jan8ult.!,>lc ()f 
lnmuctinn." If sru<k:nts (:IlI'In()t pauic:ipatt in an T!l\gli5!l-<)n]y cov;ronnU'nt, dltn they Ilr(: di}.~ihJc 
for spccM 'liLTVIc(;$ or accommodlAticJIl$, A national reading trSl ooly in En,llsh woulJ ocludc 
lar,;c numbers of cbildn:n f'rnm l,arlieil'lLtiull in 1111 e-ducII.tional acri"ity (Ictic:rib(,u natioOlLlly liS 
Iltttnuin8 tu boose llClldtm;e standards lind offered by sd",oJ dimins that bavc nuw volu;llt.'tf(,tl 

for (he Clutlll, fixclIlpting chil<lrtu it'l1i\r8t numbc;n frmn elli: exllm could ful)jc~t school syst(:ms 
wilnting (0 parrkira~,1,; in ,he ltStS fO leljal dlldlcnllts. 

4. 	 Tm MlldJIt,,,! R~i"l ,\'J.ilb, No, e,g/All ""fJji&imry. ThC' Vu.lum~')' National Tt:m ar\= (.'irill:r 
ASSeSS"lCfl{.8 (If BI\glisb I,r.c')fi('icncy or t.C5tl r,f rc:lU1io8 skill" two wry diffcl'(;nt C(IO(:Cpt$. RCliC:lttd, 
in reading is very dc:u 4lhmn the di({crcm:ii cmd dCltr about while is cln:..:ciw.: ill Icarnilli: tel "':01,1 in 
it.lother langua~~. Th~ lIr.udic5 show C'()flvinc:il1gly Ihat the most (:ffi;I;c)V(" W'4Y lO '('arn how to read 
w(,'11 iii h)' huilding on du; CClmlnullic.nionJ JlilHc:rn~ lind sleills tiU\( (toc ha5 ill their I1IUj V41 
[anguagt:, i.e., Jc:nninlt (n read well in IIJI(lcilcr: l"I~8o"g\! i, rh:l1chdcl)t on on("5 !!kills in rc"diu~ in 
one's hllm(' 1an8u&gc, Om: dlll:S Ill'll interf("rc willi or ~Iow pm&r('~:; ~m t.hc nthcr b('CllllS<: r1w 
,:vgI1icive t,roct5s of C'un$r:ructingand derrjy'ns rncQllin8 whik r.eading IS U'i;\nsfcu:nbh! fretnl Oil/.; 
lanBUl1~C (0 amlthcr, EORlish ,pukinS 8(u.lc:nu 1(';lIming Ii fi)rc:i~n lanftungc: in Sdll'tll (ir sl\Jtlyjn~ 
i\b,,~ad, ft)r instance, do nor have rn i<.:lIf11 how to rr.ad Ilg~ll'I, nUiiY ,imply rrafl"fc:r n:lutinj; likil!s 
Crom one bnBuII8c co another. 

. ,' 
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rr {he goal of rht test is ..,scssing ll'ISlish prt>l'icient'y, (hc:n it is I.ratl), i\ WR.ltC of tim.. illle! 111<1'1(;)' 

~i"tn (he fl(:r. thac nvc:r 9011€. of Arrwriu', d'ildren s,)Cak Enst1llh III ellcir nluive; ("nBullge. If c.lle 
Qoil1 j, (0 'IIlCS~ rcading prorlCiency, chen the test should do r:hltr. Th,,· IIl$cion hl)$ ~II:I;'A<I)' I1sr""cf 
noc to I\\ix the iIiIlUC' (If Illach achievcmcnr lind I!nBJish proficicm:y win:" it wfU "8tct'd tt' l'rcwjde 
the S,I. ICrRdc: math tCst in Spanish as well OI~ nl\~lisJ" We ah(lwd nell: til;" the issllCl' I)r reading 
Q(hic..'VcmCfl( and EnSlish profkicrtcy tlt.hl'r, Jlarcirullidy when all a&n'c that rcadlins R08lish 
,kills III tht g01l1. 

5, 	 Rt.fllllJ A... 'nttt';m Mtd.fllll.l. Should ,hI.' Volunfaty NafjOlIiLl resu ever cvulvc: inco t'xj1: I!Aatns fl'()Jn 

biBh sc:hc)ol. then the nlt'",ur~mcnr. of skills only ill BnS1i." Irc most kWrc'I,,'ialc. l.ha rhe \:urrent 
Voluntary Nariomd Tc:~t$ erc jnterim measurC:lIl>f prosreS$ t, children are l4:arnlllg. No stude·lt( III 

c.be end of ,heir 4'h sude year will be K'tking cmllloymt:nt whc:r~ nnel.sh is a rot)uisJt4: (lr 

sutviyal. As lORS 115 the.: gc,'l' ()( schools it (0 CClIl'h fhil(lren to (UI1ct'jUIl in EnSli"h .. , ~hc: hil-:htS{ 
IItandatcb when Lhey arc rcady co jOi.l ,ht' worM of work, rhell we: s!tuuM be n,:jCihk-.uu' I)()[ 

IIbsolutc:·~b()ut our «(.'£liIlS-

At Isst y(:Af" Nmm'r metting with ebe Governors llnd CeO', of ma;or (OfJ)OtlHions, the u!w··ulcf 
question h)' nudt''''s "O()Cs j, COUI'lt?" CII'nlrc:d cV"t),on(:'$ imashlat'ion. The tJucstion i:. IUik"d ...!m\1\ 
the l'eswrs 01. fen, hut tbt slime qUClstion could IIC jI$kc:\1 ~hmn ",,110m is bdnS tl:5rc\1; "Do J (:(Iunt?" 

'1114: truth is lluu lhe: kicb whu SCt tCStc<l ace the: on&!111 tbllf, (:(lUOf, And all kich shuuJd (QUl'lf. 

111 ,he: peoen!! of diKUII:!iul( how limiled EOfllish protkiltllc students cOllld 1.l(~8t be ilC'c~lInIIllU(f,m:d 
in cite Vo!ul'l4.ary National T",ct~ " number tlf 1,ossihjJi(il~$ have: l~c:n '-llmidc:r«:J. They includc:: 

• 	 BilinBual diccionlticl • Dim;~i",., read .lot,1l1 in En~I"h 
• 	 Que.duII' t(;ad aloud in Enslish • Ex(cnch!d rimc ';,J u:t;ullg 
• 	 F'(~(IUC"t hrcaks • Ollt'-on-one {elling 

• 	 Sll\allsroup lc:sfinS 

Th~ Council (If Greal City Srhoob .,rc<:3 with dlCSC' SUG8('stions Olnd II~Ji(;vc~ thllt lhc:y w()ukl b" 
hell'Cul. The vnly (;tmn:rnK we hlPl(; cm:oulllCrt'CI ar,' crvcr till: C\/S1S (>( Join,; smilll 8",uJ' ()t OIH:'OIl-oIU: 

t.cninlt and over coml,arlhility (If r,"sl.Ihs. 

We would 5UBS<"IIC: three.- addition, to dlt CUfrcnr Jisr, TII<:Y include: 

• 	 Dirc:ccions ~"Ild aloud in one's na(jll~ • Prnv;sinn of muhj-lin,u~' rl.:¥r.I)rocwtJ. 
Iluau·sf:· 

• 	 Pctmini1-n fl'" IIItU4Ir..U ttl answer ope~ndt:d 
'lue,ricm!!. jn their native lansuo.se. 

http:lansuo.se
http:n,:jCihk-.uu
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Frnm the research chat rh(' Co~nci! has done: on the: issuts nf ttst;ns limired i!nSJislt J,ru(i<:itru 
childn:n. ic is clear that there.' is c.:normous variation il'l pranic:c lind roJicy ,hilt ouSlu to he r.c)O!lidc.:rc.:ci. 
Annorarium (I("OW soan., diurU:1& handle ,h~st Issues arc indud",IIIB Atr:lldunclll A. 

Omm~s ANI) RllCOMMt:NI>ATIONS 

The CAgncij of Great City School. conycned 8 series of (onkrtlJct! calls and mftcings OV('f rile.: 

Jasf a:n JIYS Asking fur. rIM: 6dvilt and ftcommcndarl(I"I .,f tbe: city X'hool dlsrriu.~ dill!: have: 
volunt(~tttd ft)r rht national Tens. We ,110 included other experts in the fid,1. A lin ('I( I,anicipsnls i, 
IItcacht'J as Act..chmcnr Ii. \lIe bave only 1,rclK!ntec1 nt'fiollS here tbat were vi.l"lc ro the: pi4rtkil,!«nls. 
Orh,,!:" ()ption~ htin8 cnnsidc:rc:d 1IfC; diKUS5td in lht neXl ~cdon. 

()JITION A. Permit devcluJ')ml;l1t "f an~ 01,l.on for 10C'1'1 UK tlf' translated v(."rsions of rh(: 4'" 8tll,I(; () 
feildins fl':St, 

• 	 'l'hC' Dcp&l'uncnt of P.(fuclt[inn, "n jnt!<:I,encknt cn(ity, t:OnsCI(ti" ()( l)srlidpatlns distrit:cfj or liIum' 
combioation of chesc would dcvelorttAllslatiClns of thl.' «=,r. wjth the' assislanC'c Ilf rC~'u8"j7c:(1 
expcru. 

• 	 Th~' Dc:rarr.mc:nt o( EduCiticm w9\1Jd au(:h<,ri~t tll(' Iken&Jn& ..gc;nt to li(:otc lSud rel'<'>"l tC',sults of 
the (fAn.Jlla~ and the: RnShsh versions of thr. n:sc fur Jut',il use. 

• 	 Local }'4t.tir.il'acin!l .."hoot disuicu would \1st! rhe:ir tlwn ctittt;1l fnr R"(!$tinS whic:h vc.n;oll 1'( elle: 
fnt W&$ IKIminisc.erc:d f() whic;h studl:lIti. 

• 	 The pilo( phaK' c)( ,he test Ins in SJ)[ing 1Y!1t:i would he used to conduce cml,irkld rC:lI(.'arc·'. "'I till: 
proB,ommuir and od'l(:r vlLrJabl~s thal shtluld ~ jnd\)(h:~ in "If ,esc resuhJ. 

• 	 The uanslaU'd vcr$lo(1s of the test SCC've us "tr.nldrl(lfI (,)(IIn1S" Ulllil such rim,: (hat lIurhcncjc: r.\::;r5 

ii, oth("c Janf:uIlB~S an: d&:vclollCd, 

• 	 COIU (or transl.fi~m. ~;tluM ht l)Out hy the D4l'j)Atcmllnt of Ec1uUUI1I', c:m\5<>E'til o( parciciJ)l1l1tl8 
disttktil fnuudac.ioA$, slUt'S or outsid~ IoInfirlC:H.' K'l.$ilJlc. 

• 	 V~riation of fhis opci(l'" mig'" include l,roviding Ensh$h und nllrivc 1Ill18uil8c \I~rJions sidc-hy-sidc 
in flu: same lCSI bClOklcf.A. 

• 	 Dl"llclo(l authentic (csrs., ral'h4:r thlll cransi:ned Vl'uicltu. of {he tc.:lIc1illg Cluun ill ..htec Ul raVl~ 
prcdominllnr 'angu3,;tS at som" poinr off':r 1999, 

• 	 PUl'l)tlst' of the.: (eSC wnuld be ror IimilC.'d E081ijh l>rotic:jcnt students, dcfine.:d andallJllic.:cl Il~ 
uniformly a, .,,,uildc. 

• 	 Gou, uf lcst dl.'lIClopnl(:1lt tl> be born by Ihe fcd"ui B(wc:rnmem:. 
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• 	 Seron,; S\lidan...c: or At(Omodltion$ fnr limi«:cJ Englisb ptoficncknt students c.lc:vc:lop<;c.1 ill tbe 
intfrjm. 

CON(;I!IlN.!i WITII OnlllR J:t05SJlJI.1l OVn()N~ 

In addition to dcvc:lopinS theae recnmrftendlcitlns. the l,atrkipllml on rhe conferenr.t (:811$ 
rc:vic:wtd ()ther possible opdons and voiced (hcl(: CUIKtflil! 

• 	 It is unrealisrk to edmihistcr both Bn fisb ."d Si)lUlish verswns of (he rc:.clil'l.ll rC:5tfi tn dll: MUm: 

suadt'nu. lele studcncs, parriculady ac ,rUt 4, alt a Nil Y '" ins on Ilnd etll(": (:)(fiTnI. 

Adnllniiterins both would ,.ke .cldicic.nt.1 eimt' ftom studt-nut inJn'llt'rional prosram. 

r-- Districts should l'C:PUr.f individual 8cudC'llt scnrts tn I'"",:nts and t't!ldu:rs hUf .huulcf hav(: the 
~ tlc:xihility to (h()o1e to a~gregare dati ae t'he 8('hu(l1 jlOII diStrict Itvtls. 

• 	 Distrit, reptclCnnu:ivc.~ quc:ationcd me: (t.sibi!ity (If scoring and reponing the: Cefts "'!fhin it (htp:- ( 
wf;(:k wjll~. n"lsc very 3elsonod and &.'Xpcric:m:cd ;ndividuals had serious douhts ahaUl the 
aWl"1 uf tlx: admiPintlitioll to kctp this rnlllm'tmcnt, 

• 	 Disttiu5 urilizc vr:ty dif'ftrenc IJ'I(tbods.to deu-rmine ifLEP studenrs arc "r'~lldv" e() take Sfiltc.: lind 
local txam'~ Sf thc:.: Wllf" 1Ir.&: being dc:vdof'td fur IClUI uS(: then sOIm: Ikxibillty ill when 1\ st.udtnt 
is "roAd .. and dClctminins how cholK.' rt'sl.drJ m..hc re: )(Ittrd must 1"" ramed. The: dCplltl'mC:II" 

n( ucatlon sl,o wor with diltricts .0 identify II li5£ uf IIcavitic! dllir would ;!.dklf.f,C if Ii 

srudcllt: were "rC:lldy", but would slOt dictlltt lht' ClellCL spedfics of whal a dislr;cc muse d(). 

• 	 Districts mUSt ht- given t.b( oppoctuniry Co define nudent caec:guric:. tor (l.Id ing on th': ,1O$WCr. 7 
she(.'(. 

• 	 Adminli«:ring an Enslisb only version o( dll~ rewins eXAm would IJe eduC'MjonlUy uosouml, I,ut 
dj5Uic't5 at-l'ilk 1(:11I11y. and would cxdud,· ull16(':(4.'fIt3hJy Illfle purnhcr6 01 c.hiJcftcn ttmll rile 
hClidilS of the CJl.AIll. 

nle (~ufldl of (jf(:A( City &hools Ropes ,hlle WIDe of melle rhoughTs, opri1)JIs and 
r,c:c;()mmc:nd,ltionR will ht use:ful to tht Admilljm*,~,jcm. As always. We' scAnd rCAdy to discuss (hel" and 
olher possibili(ies $Dd opeions lit' any time your afUff may wIllh. 

Thank yuu for (he oJ'Il"rruoiry co «()mmtllr:. I\l1d (hllnk ynu (or the Ifadfrship ynu hllvc shQwn on 
(his important sec. of issllcs. 

~:r;dJ~
M;/a~:c:u~crJY 
fi)o;eculive Dir:CCIOr: 

http:IJ'I(tbods.to
http:cldicic.nt
http:rc:.clil'l.ll
http:J:t05SJlJI.1l
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Testing Accommodations 
• 
CertaIn 1Ml admlnt,tration prooedu.... tha' do nOl cau. t.t ,....Ita to be Invalid may 
be u••d. Information abOut ,••tlng acoommodallon. e"aulet ba corl'tm",nIOlt,d to 
adminlllratol'$ and other fnle....tecl mdlvilluais. A IIS1 of tilt accommodlltlonl ha. Ilao 
baen Included In the tilt admlnlltf'ltor man..l. 

The eI"l.on 10 UM " Pfu1/cular aCOCJrnMOdation with • etudent should be made 011 an 
Individual beeIe ond Ihould take Inlo ooneIderotion .) 'h. ne.dl of th ••tudenr, ana 
I)) whe1her IhIltur:t.nt routlne~ reCtiwl1he modlfloallon In claaamom i ,slructlon. 

Allowable Accommodations 
c InctNotlons gWon orally beta,. or ,"enne teet may welgned tl) an Et)(amine. 

WIth a h ••rlnglmpalrment or trenelltta Into the native Illnguage ()f 8n examinee 
with limited II'Iglllh rwotI~. 

a 	The wrltinO prompt miy be elgnllC! to 8M allmln.. with a h••rtng-Impairment. 
INlurlng that no etcldldonaltnlorm,aon or explanation It p'rOVIdad to me otu(lent. 

o An tJCamln" may place a colored .ransparency avar the teet or may",.. (I 
pilei marker with the t_ and the flftIW., Qocum8f\t. 

Q 	An examine. may receIve an IndivIdual Ildmlnletratlon. In tnls seUing, the 
Ixamlnee may fead aloud while wortdng or "'Iy read Into 61 ta~. recorda, the 
mathemllla and reed"" tee. dUring t"tlna and play ttle 11:118 back while 
worldng. A '.1 admlnlltfator mUll bo proeem In the I.et room 4&t al1Im... All 
tape recordinG' 'Mould b. returned In the KOrIbi. Ihlpmant "hh .n~ voldad 
material•• 

Q 	An ••amlne. m.~ ul' • brantl or large·prlnl yeralon of the tee' ( ••, 
Appendix F for lnatrudlonl and addldonBI ac.c:ommodattonl for luatlng Iwdantl 
with vlauallmpalrmeme). 

o 	11 an examinee h.. adlllbW"9 r.:ondiUon rhat Inl8rt,r.. wi" h" .X' her .bI~ to 
r8aol'd maohlne·r••daDt.....poneeal the l)Cemlne, mav ,..pond orafty to 181t 
Item•• mark r..pon... In the ,..t booklet, or type r'.pon•••. The te.t 
aclmlnlllPl,.tor mu.t record thee. reepon881 verbatim 'on II ""ndard answer 
dooument. Admtnllt'atore 8hould write '1'ranecrlbed by (N.A.ME) beoause 
(AEASONr It .... top Of the an.w.r dCGum,nt. Teatresportl"" oannot b • 
.cored unle., they appear on the answar document. 

. Q 	 If aneJdlmlne. hu 8 dJlabUng condltlDn thallntelftf1le wlltJ hie I)r her ability 10 
wrltl Ihe compo81don, an 'lCamtnee may dlotate a compoattlon by.) dictating" 
dlrlClly to I lallt admlnf.trator. epeIllng our lill word. and Indlc4ttlng all ceplt,1 
lett,,,, and punotuatlon markt'l 1M eeeay 18 compoeed, or b) tapa·recordlng 
the ....y While compOtlng It. then playing It back for' tho 1.,1 administrator, 
.,.111"1, capitalizing, aMi punotuatlng it. Afterward, U" _Kat'''''O muel be 
.11owed to read oyer the composition and Indlcate where ha or .t.8 would Uk. to 
make COJr.~lone, The ... admlnlstralor mUlt record ",a.. re"un...verb.Um 
on • standard antwer doCument- Admlftlatratore thoUIct wril8 "'rra"8~bed by 

http:IhIltur:t.nt
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(NAMS) beoauee (REASON)- at tltI top of ttle wtlttan OCImpOIition page. 1Wt 
'"pol'II8I cannot be ICOI'Id unlale they app.1' on the answer document. All 
.. NaOrtIInge Ihoufd be t.tul'fted In the aoorabIe ahlpmtnt wlih any voided
matertafl. 

Q 	 ",. ...,.Inee ",IY type the TAA8 -.tnen OOMposlllan on • ~wrlter or on a 
oornputer but may not ule the comp~ter'. It_II Oheolt' ,..tunt or 'Ive the 
document The compoaition "'••, bo t'Bneorl~.d onto a raoular anlwer 
document 'or IOOrfng. Adm'nistrllOr. Ihould write "1raf\8Crlbet. by (NAME) 
beoaUM (REASON)- at the lop of rhe written compaeItlon. 

Nonallowable A~commodatlons 
a 	The examinee may not ,eceiVe any Nading ••...,.on the wriling or reading 

188ta. 8tudenlt who 8rt IClenllfled 18 hiving d~exl8I or a _ted lilorde, m.~ 
qualify for an oral Hmfnlltlatlan of the ",ath.,.._. Grade 8 1I:IOiai studies. 
enellar Gra. 8 ecIeN.e bIetI. 

g 	The examinee may not UIIt • aalCYlltor. 

Q 	 The _,"inti may not WIt • slide rule. 

e The ••aml,., may not u.. Englllh.language or fOt'eign·llngual~a _renee 
mItiIrIIIkJ. 

o 	T8It1tlme mutt not be trene'_d. 
Q 	Ql\er IOCDtnmodatlon5 that would make .. taallnvalld are prohIbited. 

Oro' Administration 
A. test admlntwatar may read aloUd tha ,..t qu88l1one and anewer dl(lices for the 
mattlefnltfGl, ClradlI IOOIaItWdIea. and/or Orade 8 aeIInOe "lIS to dlOlI all;tble 
TMS Ixemfn... who ara identified IS having dye!ex" or • reIaIed dieordar end who 
regula"'y rtetivi thi' acoommodatlon In the claaeroom. The oral admlniat,.tion ia 
available only for the ""lthematiOi. IOCIII stud!s•. anet ed.nee aeatlDn8 ,,, the TM8 
talt. It Ie not 1,,1II1bIe tor 1M TlAMe teet. Heartng lmpalAtd etudentt who.. individual 
educatlonl' plaM require the ..gntng of dally 'n,tNctlan may Il1o qualtfy to "Iwe trI, 
matn,matiCi. eoctal atudlH. and aaJence 8Gotlo", of the TAAS teel e1gnec:l to them. 

Tn. deolelon tg prO\llde en oral admlnletration to studenll rtoeMn; .peg'" educatiOn 
.,.,IC$9 ehould be made by til. stUden,', adml8efon. review, end dl.rnlual committe•. 
Foretude"" not In tpedl'educ.Uon. tN. dellrmlnltlOn real. with the comn,lttea thalle 
required by 8ectkm 604 of the AehabIHtelian A01 of 1913 .or making the etudent'. 

, plaotm.nt dImIIonl.DlI'ICIltone fer reading aloud the mathematics. IOCIaI ttudlu. and 
Iclano. ......... In AppendIx a. 

, 	 -. ~ If you have qUNlIO"1 about acoornmOdatton8 that are not Ult8CI In thl. 
manual. pi.... call the Student Al8e8ement OMllo" at (612) 4GS·9fi38• 

.. 
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Test Security and Confidential Integrity 
I F -
The rex•• A.....mo"'t at Aoademlo Sklill fTAAS, and the T•••• EduoaUDnal 
AS.'''"*'t of Mtnlmum Sldlll (TEAMS) Ire "ouru tetting program,. All testing 
m""" mutt be handled In attIcl aooordance WI'" the instructions (X)ntalned In this 
manual .na In the t••t administrator, manual.. each parton with acce81 to teBt 
mate,. thin maintain and PI'MIW th.l8CUt'ity and oonftdentlallntegt1i~ of the TAAS 
and TeAMS ... 

Test eecurlty InYoNI.ltte ability to ICiGOUOt for all BlCUnI matinal. befota. during, and 
alter t8It admlnlltrallon, each ... booklet hal a unique eecurtty number pnnted on It. 
Tett t>ooldetl .,. aulOMd to MOh OIrnpU8 ~ th8a8 unique ucunty numberl. After 
"Iling II COmpleted, alll..t "" ••rla" IlIlgned to • penleulat ClttlpU8 mU8t be 
ralumad to t~ ClIetrtct coordinator, Who then ship' th,m to the ....ng hO:ldquattera. 

To IGhllve tnt eec;urtt)r. " Is ,.,....,-y to keep lett materf. In 1000e(J Blorage (10r 
alample, a locked Closet) when not 'n un. No u".",hOflzeCl person ma~' have aCC4t88 
to any eecure teet mat.rille. 

Conldential intaorfty Involve. protecllng Iha contents or each tnt booklnt enG anawe, 
document. ...... t..Un........ rur notbe dwpllOItad. No perJOrl may view tha 
GOfJ"n~ af the teet boaldet. Dr Inlwer document. bafore. during. or aner lelt 
administration unlall apeolrtcally InltrUcted to dO GO by the procedurea !)u\lined /n tne 
TAAS tilt rnMualL Each lubjeOt .... In • taa' booldetla ••Bled. and Ihl. aul may be 
broken only dur.ng each leet ....,on by pereone authorilld b~ tho Instructions 
oontalned In the Idmlnlelrltiorl ftI...nala. All " .. mutt be administered KGOfdlng to 
the InltNOllol1l oontIIl'IId In thIa adrnlnletration manual. No person may reveal tne 
contenta or an ....ament lnelrumant. nor maya ptl'lOn anawar. verbally or 
nonverbilly, any queatlon thl' relata8 to the content. of • t••• during teet 
admlnlltrltlon. No pereon mIV rtVtaw 8ludent responseB durin!} teat iJdminiwation 
whhout 1pIG11c; porml..lon to 1raneGt'tbl the contente of en original an.w.r docum,nt 
(.ee "f'ranacrlblrlO," PlGI 13), nor mlY I perlon change any relPO'*~ or In"Net a 
etudent to do 10. 

It .".U be the dnlCt reeponaIbIIIl)' 01 each parson particlpltlng An the testing program aD 
report Immediately In writing to the district coordinator any violation or .uepacted 
violation or teet elClll1ty or contldtntlaJ Integrity. It ,hallbl1he dlflCt retpCfllllblllly of the 
dllttlct coordinator to repott Imll'lldtltlly In wrltlna to the Te.M education Agency all 
"Iolatlons or lu.pected vtoI8tIOn8 Of tilt lecurity or conftd,""alln~, 

In ICCOrdance with ,eTAC 1101.4 (eee Appendix D), any p,,,on who viDlate•• ~18t& 
In N vtow.Ion 0'. or IOIIolII another til vIolat. or I8tI.. I" the ~loIalion gf 'e" security or 
conftdentIaJ Integrity, and .~ petaOn who fllillo repott 8UCh • vto~n tare elCpoaect to 
the following peMllles: 

g .• peImInIrIt reprtmand amxtc.l to the fica of all TIXI. Teacher Certificates 
. a"d other education credentlal_: 

• 
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o • one-year euepanllon Of .,1 TaQIJ Teacl'ltr Carllftoat.t and OUte, education 
cradtntIa,.; 

o I permanent canaall.Uon 0' air Texas Teicher Certificate' and other
eaucaao" credInIaIa. , 

OATH PURPOII 
TBI Ad,,**,,1tOr To be ... by 111"'1 ~ bltar. handling HCUre 

materiIJIi tf the '"t ~r paniclpatll In more than on, 
Iprlng admInl••rltlOn. he or ahl mull Ilun an oath for .Iet'! 
Idmlnlttratlon: .. 9Ith(.) mull be kept on fn, In thl d1W1Dt 
for one ~._ tiling; leeeted In leIt admlfliltralclr manual 

C8mput CoordInator 'To be lion. b~ Ihe IndMduII retPOnelble fOr ooordIl1lling '0$11110 
." lach 0IUtfIUl befofe handInt MCIWCJ lilt tnatflrlalei tIGMd 
oath ~ ... k. on file In the atalrt~ for onu YHr 8ftii' testing; 
__ In ~dIC C oft... manual 

C.,.,U8 Pttnc:lpal To blllIgned bV pInOIpaII before taIt admlnllMf'l\lOfti ..,oaIh 
mutt be kept on fII' I., the dfetrlci for on. rear "ft,r "eUI\I; 
IOIBed In ~Cof ttll, manual 

DI.*COOrdinator To ba aJgneQ by ... dll.. coorGlrtItOr oeror. h&r1d11ng secur. 
..mat....:'1OoIlId In dIIttIct COOtCIlftttOi packet 

DiItIfcl SUperI""",,",, 
Chle' el'ec:uttv, OfIIoIr 

To be IIgMes ~ the IUplrinhtndt"f or ettle' exer;utIyu omo.r after 
all tlltJnQ hal been compIOted and Ill,", matlrlill halll ttaen 
returned to the .eat oontrldor, 1ooatId'ln dlltrtct coordinator_It 

Any '"egullrtUII In t••t lec"rlty or confidential integrtty maYfll,o rlI81,11t In the 
Invalld• .,on at etudtnt , ....., 

lit!. Any petIOlI WhO haa -I11III one IIIs"'U role (e.o... principal .mo]
8erve, .. camp~. co~lnetor) mUit sign the ..~ oath to, Nch IUlt. 

-, 
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School District of PhilaQelphia 

• SAT':'9 O~erview 

Test AdmJai.stratioQ GuldeJiDes (or Olltunlb' ArJ.cJ Llaaulstlca1b Dlvene cr.l.o) Studel11s 
Ind StudeblS Witt. DisabWdes 

, 

A. ClilturaUy Icd LlDplstltAlQ' Dlvene (eLD) Studeatl' InstnJcted 1a the Bilingual 
Prolfl.lD: 

tiSUL wei Reading MaChematics Science 

Level 2, It 3 APRn" ~ Aptenda 2 Tran&lated SAT-9 
(Beginner 2 and Open-Ended TI':,t. 
Intermediilte 
Studcnb) 

Ley,. ~ SAT~9 with SAT ~ with SAT-9 with 

.' .,proprlate 
Advanced ~lUcIenr§ accommodation 

appropriate 
accommodation 

appropriate
accommodation 

. 
. 

B. AU oUae,· CLD ~'u\ltllLs; 

fT 
E30L Level .. Reading Mathematics Science 

Level 1 .. Beginner 1 ~¢l\lded E~cluded Exel\lded 

Level 2 .. Begi.nneJ 2 
'l\IrllD6Y be ~uO& wIl.,. 
'euh" dc!lt,.Dt, _ldaee til 
&dVba. or 4unDC te",", 
!IIat oertAin L.vt11 ttl&6eD\l 
AlOUI~ oot •• M.t" ~ua to 
EOjJlilb 1Iq1l1,••tUj~.·· 

SAT·9 wit" 
appropriatl 

lCCQmmodation 

.. 

SAT·9 wilh 
appropriate 

ac:commodation 

SAT-9 whh 
appropriate 

a~nmmodAt;on 

Levo13 " 4 
Intetme4late " 
Advanced Students 

SAT·' with 
appropriate 

accommodl1lon 

SAT·~ with 
appropriate 

accommodation 

SAT..9 With 
appropriate 

accommodati.on 

• fn addi.tiOIl, CLD sl\ldenr.. who waived. !SOL service may be tested with 
accommooation. 

-*Thes. Level 2 sNdents will be c:atel0rized as unleSted in che school's Performance Index.. 
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'. School District of Philadelphia . 

Shacieats Witb DlsabWtia Who Bave Individual 'FAntatltlll PIa", (1EP'S): 

Stude.u. rceeivinl cl'ftOtional SUpt?Qlt (!S) UJ' ~in, luppon ('LS) in either a spe.:ial 
education or resular class, in the conleftt areas to be assessed (leading Comprehension. 
Mathemati~a, and Science) must be Jncluded with &ppropria[e aeoommodations Illllesa 
thr. TF.P ~iftr.AUy ~~clud" them. 

Studelttl whu r(:A;ci.vC' 1n.lI'UCClon in the Ute SkUls (Llte SkUll Support-US, Multi. 
Handicapped LSS, or Autistic Support) CUrriculum may be included it'lhev also rccei~e 
lr\stNction In one (lr morc of the content lleas to be wased (Reading Comprehension, 
Mathetnaties, lftdIor Science)• 

..... 
ALL students will be toated It pad! level (if uncradet:l. determine Jrade: based on 
stuc!.ene'. qe) unless the INdent', lP.P req\lJrtl all ufelsmen&. to b. on instl'ucliol1o.1 
level: In this case, only those students whose lnsttucClonal l6vel is one of the srad.e.'I 
W'ge~cd, tocpanlelpadon In me CU~';Wlde TesUnl PlOgraIn WiD be tested. (Note: 
students _ted off Jevel will be eounrocl &5 u.nreeled in the school's penormanee index). 

Test Adm1.ubtratloD (Standard V'I"SU' Accommodated Assessment CouditiODS) 

DertnltlOu. or Terms; 

Staadard Test AcIm1nlstratloa .. Standard lest adminbtration is achieved when the te3t 
publisher's PJ'Oeeclutel rOt a.dminiateringlho tote arc followc04 wish no rnadili~tioR:I, 

Accommodated Test AdmJDlstraUOD • ACcommodated tut adminiSllalio,", occurs wilen 
an accommodation (see list 01 &tc'ltetJe.s 011 Pilla 10.) is used IQ ensure that Culturally 
and/or Linguis&icalJy DIverse (elI» sNderHS and students with disabilities e~erien¢, 
testinS conditions that wUlprovide th.mtquGl Q.OCCI, to a fur Ullcsamcnt of tbQir 
,chieyement. 

1he conditions 0' .Itin. and proc~U('eI foUowed to a.dminiscer st.vlciudiJM *1& rtu,&t 
be evaluated (0 detcnnlne whether or n(M each st\&denl was resled ut'Ider ,taadard Ol' 
accl.)Q»Q4;d.'"d procedures. The pUI'})OM lor 1h1a Is to ensure tbat we wlU be able 
make comparisons wIth the national standardization sam.ple. Thereto,e, space will be 
provided on student answer <ioeumenls to code individual subtests that art a,4rniniltered 
\ln4u modified eondi&'ol'lo. 
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.5c.hool District ot PhiladelPiia. 

• SAT..9 Overview 

-	 .. _._------...-.......... 


. Accommodation Cleclslo(\$ ere rnadt carefUlly and con£i.$tcntly In orCler that 
:ux:ommodate.d reSt admini$tratlon doe" not give CLD srudencs anet swdents wtUl disabilities a 
tompetitlve edge, but mher aniurei eq\Ja( opportunity to demolub'ale whar they know iSnd are 
ablt! tu do. 

Some students wid'! disabilities and Culturally and UnsuiJtica.lly Diverse Students may 
require ..IUnllet."mmnriAliOn. The toUowinB ,uidelinu must be followed: 

" 	 11IG Lcallnc siNlltion Ibould DGt be tho fid1 \ime tho student OI'lQounur: :u'I 

aceommodatedll11.edialld Irtlteay. 

• 	 I:o~ tC\Iderlr. ~ith disabilities. Ole tesdne accommodadon should pa.rallel the 
instructional IIXOmmodation u ctecerlbed in 'he IBP. .. 

• • 	 For CLO scuaeRts, accommodation srratcs,ie.s should mittor ESOL in$U'U¢donaJ 
!Dethoclolo,y and sheltered elm techniqutl. 

! There are L' ,accommodation strategies llsted on PIle 12. l'hese ace the only 
accommodations whJcn liIhuuhl ~ uft,d i.Ja the Sprin& 1997 rC1tinl progrwn. The Offioe 01 
Assessment needa to know which students receive accommodated teSt administration pro<:ec:!urc$, 
In ord.er to ~compU,h this, aspaae hu been provided on each 3tuC1en~'s answer Clocument. The 
'pa~e i.labeltd Box H mt1 il rt.printed below. Notice that ceacher, can irtdicate multiple codes 
for eaoh SAT·9 subtest accordil'l, to tile specific CClndltions applicable to each child. Por 
example, CLD StUdcnl~ tQ~W ill a sn,allgcol,lp with lh~ X;SOt. reacher ~ins modiA.cf duectiOll' 
wovld be coded as follows: . 

http:modiA.cf
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School District of Philadelphia 

• SAT..9 Overview 

A student with dlsabilitles lilted with stmplltled directjon, It1d with tile teacher recording the 
tesponsei would be coded as follows: 

OPEN·ENoeo 

... 

. 


If the modined 8Sle$S'Ment prooedute5 appUed to one or CWO spedfic SUbt8SIS then only those 
bl1bbles should 'be darteCled. 

I • 

Why does the $Chool Dktrlel Deed to MOW ,.htcb. ,ruckoL9 ttet.h·ed staoda.r:d "tmJS 

lDodlfled tm admlalstntlo.? 

The School Distriot wU1 use test fe.utes to determine bow weU our .nldent. J)erform a$ 
eompa.re4 to aCUdents nationally. Only Studentl whQ arc lured follQwinl tbe pYbwtleu 
ltAndard ,lilt HlDinia.ratiQQ proc;edUfII pl, s9~otad for this PYQ?9SC. 

The Sc:hQOl Pbtlict ls equally irltercltol1 Ln detenruftil\g Ute p.ogre$S ot all Sludents 
toward achicvf", the SAT·9 Pononnanu Levels (Advanced, Pl'Ofieiesll. Ba$IC, and 
Below Bl$ic l, 1, " 3) within c:ad\ $Chool. AU "ydlnt' who are lHle4 "1 COllAted fot 
cbi. gu[QPAQ. 

11 




(1'" 	 Ci'I., 
(tt 

I:lJ....:.,. 
<--~---~ 

<:oc.HCDHft'OJl'!l1 X!IUHC[H8 -nn·lH7 	 (f) 

<-'::i'1i.....ijl: <.D 
0 <= ..... 
III 
C'f'ft·Jl." Spttial Edue::aJjon Test Admil\lstn.ton Acx.:omll:lO&tiom: AU Acwmmodiiillhns lISled beloY 3R appropriate for st'Udl::lns witb c8sabll.Ues. .,...Io~r. oaty ChC).!ll! prcsaibcd in stJdm(s IE? arc to bt used jp a accommodab:Jd lCIt admi:li.$lJIUoD. 
'1 

enf+ . ­
l'5::r.t T~ J\:lmin.$lJation I\a:oJDJIlocJatiOn: lOr 1996il"1: Ar.1X'oprl2tc Acc:or:nDlOiJatiOls ahl Indic:ar:ed by .a Wlet In Uu: 0JI1IDD bene. the CLO 	 0 
~ 

beading. 	 "'" 
"8­.....

y"" YIS: t~ Accomr,lOdarion i .. 3pi:roJlfi.i1e fGr IhI.! SAT-9 suM.esl 	 .... 
~ e. C"II; == NO: the Acoomn:olbltun j~ Nm appmJlfilie CO" tJUs SAT·9 subtesl 

t:x:I 

Sa.. 
• 

1111 
• 

luS&Jlll. 
1. &te1sion of allottee. timIe persvblesl. 

It*I 
Y 

l1li 
Y 
~ 

Y 
IIb!s 

EsPfCbJ!l fer....ciinX test. 
• • Z. l:ae of Mulliplf~ sl'tolttmed test periods. Y .y Y 
• ·. 3. SimpluK'JAtiOft d' cJ.ie<tioAs.. Y Y )' Simplir.d d ir!!'d.ic1fts will.be provided. 
• • 4. ~adC!\g of quatiom {M&th and StiencE 

~~, 
N Y "i In SC:f'orbdlllgual<:las1Ses and iI' 

Er!~l Ivall others. ' 
'" • 5. Translitl ion (words. or pJ.w'asel.) on the 

spot Math~ior Scil!f"lC:e Onty. 
N Y T Pito1e'd .,3 .. pr~m sdlools t..his 

yea I (dellwxcs.l-Ctter- mas Edison),
• • S. Decoding ofwcrds upon request. N Y " lingan/Span:shaad ~/:En~l\.(".". 

except for Re2diaa."'sIs. 
• 1. l;s~.O: c:akuJator. 

\. 
N y N If uwd in the ?r~ subtest it is 

cQl'ladeD!dan aa:'cmunodatitm. 
• 
• 

-. !l. C-estu:es and nonve ress.ions. 
"J, AfJowi~g student lomarkaM"N~J1I in 

Y Y Y As.a fOnD of d~itI& or ,nandalion. 

teSot bQOkld'inclu~ dr!lwinr,;s OWlj Y Y Y 
gl'lIph1cs. 

• 10. Allow ~tuCec\t '0 poillt to n!'5pOJl5f. Y Y Y 
• 11. Allow ~tucent to answer or.aUy.• Y Y T 

• J2. AUowing student to rt'sp:lOd em amiD Y Y Y 
lapv.. 

• ·13. lise of ty~wri~r or pe~lcompucec. y Y Y 

· • t4. Use of graphic Qtgl'nil'.-ers imd .I'Irt work Y Y r .. \ r S. U5e 0 r '41 rge prit\t edition or Y Y Y 
ma!l:nificationde"KE. -	

'g..,... = '">cl 
III en 

tLJ 

:0
c: 
Gl 

.... 
U'I 

o..D 
-"J 

C'0 
co 
0<=­
co 
o 

.~ 

q 

..~ 
11,. 	 0'1 
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81CT10NH 

Llmfted !nl".h Pronoleft' Stud.nt, 

IN, '1CIo" wlU delCI1M' '" ,......... ' meaiurM tor lIrnltld 

EngRlh Proflolent (UP) .twen,.. M........ Include the 8ta,,'0 rd 
~levom.nt Tilt, E...... rdltion (lAT·,), the Metropolitan 
AchiIVem.nt Till, ..... EdftIo" (MAT.7). the High 8Qhool 
~ Tlat (HSCT), the Ronda Witting A....em.nt ..ro,ram, 
lind the FlOlide Comprehtnelve A ...llment Teat (FCAT). The MAT-7 
win be ueld 10 gomply wah the META CONenI D.... WMf the cU. t ric t 
LEP plan for those IlVd.ntI WftO meet ""8 ••Iectlon artt.". outlined 
'n ttlle ••Ion. ,"clUe modifloatlon Procedu.... for tn. HSCf are 
pr••ented, alao. . 

De"nltlon 
A 	Umiat.. EngU.I'I ProfICIent I""dent Ia ...udent who: 

• 	 wu not bOrn In "" United Btat.. end'" natl". language I. 
other thin Englleh: 0 r· w. born In tI\e United S1at.. but who oom.. from a hom. In which 
.. ..,.aothar than EngllIII II most relied upon 'or 
communloatlo"i or 

• 	 It 1ft AmlItCan Inaten or AIaakIn natlv. ..'" aom.. froM a hOlM In 
whloh • language other than inglish has had • algnlflcant Impact on 
hilJhaf .•e. of EngUIh tlnOuag. proflGlenoy. .tad 

• 	~••• teluJl Of 1ht Ibovv, ........'oI.nt diffic\llty .peaklng . 
...Cllng. writing, or und...tandlng the Engrllh language to deny 
hlmlh.r the opportunity to ',am lueoee.fully In clas.."om. In 
whlch tM langu." 01 InItNOrJon I, engll8h. 

CI•••",NfI,,.. 
The following IIngulV' ol•••lito.tlone .... Ul8d to .dentify LEI' 
etudent.: 

• 	 A1: No EngUIh DI mJttlm.s IlIRguag.; fuftOllons In Englilh In a very 
.Imlteel way . 

• 	 A2~ Aecaptlve EngIIeIt: functlOftI In £pgl"" wtUt d'ff'cultv~ 
communigat.. In Engn." With one-word r..,.,... 

• 	 B1; SUMvai EngUeh: communlcat.. In Englisb mo8tIy with 

LEP H..1 
........ w .. 


Ot'c/ 
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~ " 	 ' •• Wl~7U ;'"5, ,~"?':',.. 

Dlou1atwlde TeltJno ...."dbOOk 

ph...... anc:fIor .ent... -poneeli .peaka MOIUy .. hom. 
langulO' 	 \ 

• 	 82: Inte,medlate EnQUI": communlcat.. in Inglleh Indep.ndently 
with Ifttle dlfllculty; .,... In Entll.h wfth ..molt native 
fluency 

• 	 C1! BJUnguat oral proficiency; uncIelitand. end .pe. ,he natlv. 
language' Iftd EngIIIh "Ith equal proflol.ncy: mar noe read and 
Wfitt EnglISh at • compatabl. Iwol with native EngfJ.h-•.,e.ing 
counterpart. 

• 	 C2: Billngull oral proflo"noy~ und.......... and IpMka me native 
language InCI Enghh wlltt equfIJ proflCS.ncy: ..... and wrlt.8
engl." et • comparable 'evel with natlV. Engllth1P..k1ng 
counterpatta: may read end writ. the naIve 'lftGUI888 with 
vartanf d'8"'- of proftclency 

• 	 D! Spealca IngUsh fluently; underetlnd. pltmary lInguagt; may 
apeak the native language with limited proficiency. RNde and 
writ.. EngUlh at • comp""" Iev.1 with Engll'h.IPtaJclng 
oounterparts 

• 	 E : Monolingual EnVilltHpeakl.. 

I..ULAC ., eI" \'. ROIl.. ".,."",,,,,, 01 ~tIU"" Co••", "'0,.. 
A4 • "lull of IU1 oHloII.I oomplaint ..led bV Multicultural Training 
."d AdvocaCi. IftC. (META) witt the Florida OlpatWnent of Education 
under the term. of tht Stale Board 01 EcJucaUoft w. LULAC et .'. 
eonaent PM,.... an .g....ment Wit ,.ached In 1100 which atv.. more 
specificity to the Identlfloatlon, plac:emeftt. Icr..nlng and 
calltlflcatlon of LIP students. The Cone,nt DeorIe .. to .naure that 
LEP IWdenta .1'9 glven adequate .,.d appmpriatt lnetruotlon en.bUng 
tnem to pua the Sta.e flClUIrICI graduation examinatton Md to m••t 
O1h,r reQulremente for • diploma. Dlatrl0l8 and sQhooil .ra 
,.aponIJbJe for properly lcatntlfylnl LP atudante and "rovidlng 
loourat. academic ......mlnt of etud••' need and IbUlll.,. The 
Conaent Dtcrte .tat.. that any student Who m••• 11\1 LIE,. dlfinltloft 
and who 800ree .t or .,.Iow .. SInd p.rcenW. on 1ho I"llcun, and 
wrIting tubte.tt of • norm-refetlncld test thaI be provld.d 
approprIate .,rvIOit'. 

it'd 
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DlstrIOlWtdl TIItiftI Handbook 

T..,I". 
To 'aolllt... dllOUeItlon of I1t ......... "un, 111. fOllow'ng 
abbrevtatlons will be ultMt: 

l.EP prograM • • prvgnun roquJrect by 88C1don 2U.058(4)(a). F.8.. 
oonduotad by the dle.rtot 1ft aoco..... wi'" tift LEP pIaft ."".,.ved by 
the FIoJtdI Dep.ltment of iducdon. 

LV • U!P MUden" receiving eeMoel' In • program operated In 
accordance with an epprovld LiP Plan. 

LN • ., LB' etudeftt not reoelvtnlLoEP ••Nk:8e (not u,.d In aroward 
County beoau.. III etudentl lI.st re.lY, Mrvloea). 

LP • The student .. In Bradn 4 through 12, tealeel tully English 
ptOfloient In an AuraflOrli rwt, and II Umlted Eng'"'' ProfJoione 
p.ndlng the "'acting and WrIU,. M,..mlfit. 

ar 
.. The student .1 I" kindergarten through (Jraa. 12 and mult be 

admlnl",red 1ft aural/ural .....meM beaaUM fll..,." on the 
HOm. L.~ SUNtl, IndlC8ted • langUage other thin Eraglish WI. 
lPoken In N hoMe. 

LF •• former LIP "went -.0 hu exfted from In LEP prog,-m and j • 
being monItOr'" tor two yeera. 

LZ - A ltudent who.. '" year monltorln, period hu ended (former 
LF). 

WMn testing ,tuden'. In the above cra.,lIloatlona .... the followfng 
"",'deflne.: 

1. atudentl who 1M ct••tfled u LV and haVe been In an En9t1.h~ 
IPNkIng IObooI less thin two ~,may be exem.., from the 
dlatriot ftorm..rlferenc:tCl t8e11ng pros.... ('AT~8), ... well .. the 
F10rtda Writing AH...1MftI and tt1I Florida Comprehensive 
A...llment T.1t (FCAT). 

2. ltudentl whO ",nn1ly are ct....fted • LF or LZ may not be 
exempted from .,.rtlcl,.,'nl In 1h., elletliet norm~r.f.r.noed testing 

U:P H4......... 

It 'd l~r tt l6. 51 oll$ -
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" , 

proonune, (eAT"), ......11 II on the Rortda Writing Nlesemtnt lind 
FeAT. by vlnue of auGh ofllelflcatlon alane. 

3. 	The MAT-7 will be UIId to ...... thI.-:h"VII'ftInt 01 LEP St&ACt.,.: 

• In Gradel 1-12 WhO have-.nan< an Engleh apealdng Ichool 'or 
... than two Y'." end need norm-ret.ranoed r••dlng anu 
IInguage aCOIN to d........ .UII.,m., for .pproprla, • 

•,""c•• 

• 	 In Gradel 1·12 WhO .. coded Languago Pending (LP) and need • 
atandanItzed I.anGUIP end "Ildinl .....ment to meet the 
entry edteltl for the E80L prog,..." 

• 	 In Grade. 4 .net 5 Who will lake the SAT·8 for AeeCllng and 
MIV1tmIIlOl but need 1M MAT-7 .....,.ga.ubt.t to me" th. 
e.1t crlMrta from the E80l program 

4. Stuc:tent. WhO I'8ve been oI..altted • LV Ind who have been 1ft an 
.pproved. LE'P program for fewer than two yeara m.)' be temporarily 
elCemptad from laldng ... • School Compel-nov T... at Ihe 
discretion of local eohool pel'lonnei l but .uGh lItudenta HanOI be 
awarded • ."",claret high ,Ghoot diplOma until 1he teat II passed. 
S1udent8 c"rrtntly ol••ltled • LN or u: may not be t.mporarlly 
exempted Irom liking I1t HSCT. 

Parents of etud.ntI currently clallfltd .. LV are to be Intormea 0 f 
the dl'-rltt'e/.choal'. ....ton to Inctude or ekOIUO•• etude"! 'rom 
arty.peolflo tetlin, proD,am, particularly the HSCT. Sample .elters 
tor school ute .... provided In ",,,enc:ux C. 

M.tfoPO""" A'h~II.""n' T.,,., ..,.", Etllflon 
The MetropOltan A«;hlevomont Toa1a (MAT..7) were "ret 
admlnistervd to Browei'd County Limited Engla., Proficient etuden'e 
In ,... Grades 2 through e are c..... WIth onlY thO.. lubt".'. 
ntcllllry to proVkle totalI In "taclftg, Mathematics, and Language 
(whvn approp"'''' for .Iud... dl8Ol1bed 11\ number l 3 above). Th. 
eaele Baftery ,. admlnlttered to "ladentl In ~rad.. II 71 and'f Th. 
lule Be.ry lubttat& inClude Re.... MalhematiCl. and language. 
The Compiett UdGry, which Includ,. I Sol.,. and SOCIal SCi8nOl, I. 
admma.t.llci to Grade' atudenll. ~ 1ft "'ed18 5, I. 1, 8, end , 

i, 
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rwooramt, (8AT"), .. w.1I .. on the flOIIda Wrltln. MseSlmtnt and 
FOAT. by vlnue 0' IlUGh otullfloatlon alone. 

3. 	The MAT..7 will be UNCI to .... thI achievement 01 L!P stud.,.: 

• 	 en Gradee ,·t2 WhO hive bMn in' .. Engtleh epeaIdng IOhooI for 
... than Wto yea.. and need no"""re'lIInce' r.ldlng 1M 
IMguage ICOIN 10 deIeIminG eUlltJlllt, for appropriate 
••rv'ce. 

• 	 In Gradel 1·12 WhO .... GOded Language'Pending (LP, &ltd need • 
l1andanUzed I.anGUIp end ...ldlng .....Nnt to meet thl 
entrv elite". for th. E80L pro",..."

• 	 tn Grade. 4 Md 5 who will like 1M SAT·8 for Rlldlng and 
MathtmlUOI 1M need the MAT..? .....,.ge .ubte8t to me.t the 
••tt ortterla from th. E80l program 

4. ltudent. wno ..". been d.lift.d .. LV Ind who have been In an 
approved, LEP program for fewer INn two yeara m., bt t.mporarlly 
.xempted from taking .... HIgh School Competencv T... at th8 
discretion of 100II eohool penlo"""", but .uGh .tudente caoaot be 
awarded • .",*td hfah ,chooI diplOma until the teat II passed. 
S1uden1l our"nlly cl..81tlecl • LN Of LF may not be ,.mporarlly 
exempted Irorn taking 'ChI HSCT. 

P...... of etud,,. currentlv ol".fted ... LV.,. to M Informed of 
thl dlltrlct'.'.choo,t. d,.1on to InckIde or ."de • dUden! hom 
any .p.oItlo t.ttlna proor.",. pal180ulatly 1he HSCT. Sam".. .Iuers 
for Ichool III. are provided In AppencIxO. 

11,,,0lI0II'''' A",".""nr TN'" .."",fit EfIIfI_ 
The MetropOIUln Achllv.m.nt TOlia (MAT..7) were first 
admlnicstervd to Brow.res County Limited Engli8tl Proflol.nt ,tudent. 
I" 1198. ~rades 2 ttvough 5 are Ie. with only 11'1088 ,ybte8" 
nec...ry to pI'Ovtdt rotall In RNdlng........matloa. and Language 
(when approp"'" for .lUet... dl8Ol1bed 1ft numbe, S above). The 
"ele Bafllry Ie admlnltt_ to ""de"" In Grad.. .. 7, end I. The 
Bulc Battery 8ubtGst& inClude Reading. M8lhematiCl. end language. 
Tn, Compl", aauery, which Indud•• ScIence and Social SCience, 'e 
administered to Grade 8 .nude"", Student8 In "'... 5. 6. 7, .. lind 

H04 LIP.......... 


http:Proflol.nt
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, 	 ... CIlculatore Mth the MathtmatlCl MCUon of ... MAT-?Stu."" In 0..... 10 through ,12 .,. adminlMerld the ""'Ing and 
~"""'onIy. 

•OCIIII_II"". 1M HI." ..., C."".""CI T.., 
Pr0\48lonl under FlOlldI 8ta1Ue 228.67 (1)(0)1, lilow for t ••'t 
adaptauo". and moClitIOlUonl of plQCMdu,.. • ,......ary '0' 
IttJdetltl who 8ft Umlted EI'lglIIh Prollof..,. (LEp). Th. Department 
of Education hal autholf.ucl .rtllf:' moCllllcatlOftI eff.ctlve I. 0 t 
January ,'.; , "'. 

,. L.Bt stu••. may II given ... lime to oompl.. both ••otlon•. 
malhematlol and communlOl1lon, 0' tho HeCT. Howey.,. they 
cannot oontlnue woltdno an the 181M .otIon from one day to the 
next. 

2. LEP .,den. m.y utlOl•• htI1Iaa. (nallve) lanouage ,r.n.lalia." 
diction.,., that pl'OVktal them with the woM In their native 
..".,.ge but not WIth ••tlnllhm. The dlodona"", mav be UNa 
In both ••edone. mathematlcl Iftd communlcltlortl. 

3. LEP ltUden18 may take lI1e tea' In ...,.r.e room with the 
!ngllah for 8peak, ... of Other ~ (E8Ol) or home language 
teacher .amlnlBt'''ng the 'elt,' 

4. 	Dunng the mathlmaUce MOtIon• .,. ESOL or home langutge 
teactaar may provide Ilmll,d ••lItance In tranltatlng the 
dlreCUon. of lit .,t or clarifying I word or ph... that i. 
oo",,,,,lng 10 II. ttudent ..... ", '1m1N EngIilh protlOienoy.
". ,••oner may not p... any ..,latInOe thai Will .,1•• Ihe 
llUdent 1ft solvInG "e math.mallCe qu_doftI· or wtaloh w • , I 
unml81alUabl, ,••d Uti ""'eM. to Inf., the ~ ana..... 

S. 	During the oommUftlcltlont l8otIon. 1M I!8OL or home languR,., 
t.aoher may provltle OI1l".d ...iJtanOe .ft translating the t ••, 
direction.. 'I'M teeClhtr may "ot II\IWtr InqUiri.. ffOm .tud,nt. 
aI)OUt _ding pal8lO", questIOn .-nl, ancI the a"a."a, 
attemaW.. In &ngl',h. 

8. 	The lOhool districts mu8t provlc» training on \he ,,9codu," 

LEP""*_H-5 
elM 



outlln.d above to thoa. EIOL wad hamI language tMchorl wtto 
wBl be aclmlnleterin, .,. HIOT to LEP atUCItI*. ". E8CL 
coordlnatora or other ",limed ,.NOMe' WIll monttOt mo4lfltd 
HSCT 'ldmlnlltratlonl to .naure ... appropnal. ".tins 
ptoceCfu,.. .... "Ing followed. 

, , 
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CONFBINCB CALL PARTIClPANTS 

DISCUSSION OF ACCOMMODATIONS FOR. 


LANGUAGB MINORI'IY STUDENTS 

AuS"" 13 "AU8\1lt 1:4, 1997 

DlSTRICf/AfPIUATJON 

Atlllnta Public Schools 

Dr.uwarcl C...,unty Plolblic SchtlOls 
Chicago Public Schools 
Qm:;nn.ti 
DeUft.f Public Schools 

1:1 Pl\S() J"dellencl(nt Scht)()) Diarrict 
FttsrMl \J nified School District 
Houliton Jndeptndc:nt School, 
to, An8dt'1l Unified Schuo! Disukc 

Ntw York City Public Schools 
PhiladelplUit 
Slin Anlonip Pl.lbU" St:hools 
SIn PUnctato Unified SchoCJ1 Diatric:t 
Scar.de Publt,: Schools 
Sr, 'P"u1lJUblic M:hools 

Bducau<",,' Testing Service 
Unjvthity or ('.alirorni., Santa ISllrhllra 
Schou) uf Education 
NAS. BUilr.d of T(.'Sr.ing & Anessmenr 
Nar,ivu 1111\gu"8t AuclRImenl; 
lndqlcndc:nt (:c.nsulLalll: 
Uotycnicy vf Calirnmi.la, BcrJa:lcy 
School t,l Bducatiun 

NAME 

x.m~tjne Bla.ik 
Carole l\:t!mlUl 
Jark Lc:wi. 
Lind.1.ecictick 
A.r<ID Hed8L"ptch 
l'c:lix BalbucRIl 
llndolfo runcon('$ 
lloberc GroDe­
JCllrhryn ~Qn(:hea 
B""bar& Smidl 
Clar.men Sdu:utdfr 
Robtn Tobia:s 
l'homa$ ClArk 
John Cadena 
Par. And,rson 
Nkhllc:l O·Connc.:tJ 
Item: Mci\k:c: 

Luia M. La()Sll, pt1.D, 
R.K:hard ~ran. Ph.D. 

Ed de Avila. Ph.D. 

TITLB 

Assisc. SUf'ltrintendenr. Sludtnt. Info~matiuD 
Servicci 
DitvcCOl 01 R411iearch at Bvalullc:itm 
Direttl'lr (If Assessmenc: 
.Dircc;corof R&:sclUCh 
D'rectOr of :ae.-.rrh Be .Bv,lWl[ion 
Alliin. DireCtor, Tening 
Djrecror of BilinBua! Educatiun 
Djre(tor uf R.caearr:h 
Dirt'(wt Dfkscarrh 
A.llliltallf SupcrinEen(!ent (tlr Rc;x:.tch 
Ass.6st, Superim.:ndrnt•. Pro8r41n BV'.l1 Ulnion 
DlIin8uai BduC'I'tioll Director 

'Direcwr: ofBducIl;onal R.c~WC'h 
()met of Accouotabmc:y and ASK':UIlCm: 

Dirt'(wl' ofRcscll,,(,h 
Director of TClcJnB ' 
Manasc:r of Studenllnform.riun ~rVic;C:5 
DirC:cCor ofl!vllluation. lnformaclun 

Principal hsc:arc:h Sc;emj~f 
RtKlIocher 

MesearC'.hc.'t 
Dean, School ttl Bducation 
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TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: Resolution of Hispanic Caucus Concerns about Testing in Spanish 

ISSUE 

The Hispanic Congressional Caucus supports the development of a native language voluntary 
national test of reading at the fourth grade. Currently, the fow1h grade test is a test of English 
reading. 

This meIll0randum presents options only for resotving the issue of whether to develop a native 
language reading test. However, the Caucus also raised three other issues regarding the 

. voluntary national tcst. In a letter addressed to President Clinton, the Caucus also addressed 
COncerns about appropriate accommodations for limited English proficient students, providing 
infonnation about purpose and usc the national test for parents of limited English proficient 
students, and about procedures for monitoring the extent to which students are included in the 
test and how the test is implenlcnted. 

BACKGROUND 

The Deparlment has taken several steps to respond to the concerns about accominodations, 
communication to parents, and monitoring implementation. First. the Department, in 
consultation with an advisory committee that is developing test specifications as well 8S other 
language and testing experts, is developiog a set of accommodations for limited English 

. proficient students taking the readirlg and math tests in English. 

Several approaches will be used to eniiure that parents have appropriate information. Of supreme 
importance are the strategies that the Department is developing to corrununicate \\ith the parents 
oflimited English proficient students t:'egaiding the purpose and use of the Ilational tests. Test 
publishers that market the rests will be required to provide the test results and other appropriate 
information to parents in languages they understand. In addition, the Department's Office of 
Bilingual education wi' I work with a group of urban districts which enroll large numbers of 
Hispanic students to support these districts with strategies and materials to help inform parents 
about the test, and to help prepare stud~l1ts to meet the standards. Having the information in their 
native language, parents may also elect to have their children participate in the English 
assessment even if the chi Idren have lells thnn three years instruction in English. 

Regarding monitoring implementation of the tests, the Department will contract WitJl the 
National Academy of Sciences to eva! uale implementation of the tests. Additionally) the 
Administration s[rongly supports the use of school district and school report cards which include 
disaggregated repOlting of (cst results. 
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The COnCern addressed through liv~ (}plion~ in this memorandum is whether a native language 
assessment. should be developed for f()ur~h grade reading. The Caucus is concerned that offering 
the fourth grade test in English only excludes limited English proficient students. The current . 
policy would all<)w di~lricts t{) ~xempt students from the test who have not been. instructed in 
English at least three years. TIle policy al~o states lhat parents who want their child tested on the 
English reading test may do so even if their child has not had three years of English instruction. 
The Caucus believes that children who do not have sufficient English proficiency should not be 
tested in English, and they want native language tests developed so that schools can be held 
accountable for the native language reading proficiency of limited English proficient students. 

Although the Caucus states concerns about native languageJests, this memorandwn only 
addresses the issue of Sp~njsh tests witbin the context of native language assessment. 
Addressing the use of native :anguage :cst~ other than Spanish creates a much more complex set 
of circumstances. 

There are over 3.2 miUian limited English proficient students enrolled in U.S. public schools. 
Over 70% ofthem speak Spanish although well over 100 other languages are spoken by the 
limited English proficient population. 

Federal policy supports the usc of native language instruction through various laws. Programs 
that use the native language are among the acceptable remedies to violations Wlder Title VI of 
the Civil Rights Act of 1964. Title VII of the Improving America's Schools Act supports the use 
of the native language whilestuderits are learning English, giving preference to programs that 
develop bilingual profickl1CY. Title I of the Improving America's School Act requires "limited 
English proficient students to be assessed, to the extent practicable, in the language and foan 
most likely to yield accurate information on what such students kno~ and can dOt to determine 
such students mastery of skills in ::>ubjccts other than English". 

Thirteen states and many school districts offer reading tests in languages other than English. 
Some ofthese tests are developed by commercial test developers, some are developed by the 
districts. and some tests are developed by the states. There is great variability in the extent to 
which these tests are lied to local, stale, Or national standards. 

OPTIONS FOR ADDRESSING THE ISSUE OF WHETHER THE TEST SHOULD BE IN 
ENGLISH 

Decisions regarding tim\:; lin(;;s, thr.: nt:xibility of implementation, and reporting requirements will 
have to be made for each of the option.s listed below. 

Option 1: 	 No change in current policy. The fourth grade test would be a test ofreading in 
English. 

2 
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Option 2: 
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For 'I'itk 1 pllrposes, limited English proficient students would be tested in the 
language most likely to yield accurate information about what they can do, 
Districts w(>Ldd cho()st! any test that. meets Title I criteria. The Department of 
Education wi II provide technical assistance to those s1ates that require help in 
identifying or developing these tests. 

Pros 

Testing in English emphasizes the importance ofacquiring English skills as a 
basis fOr succeeding in school and society, This approach also will allow us to 
meet ollr proposed time line. 

Politically! this approach avoics backlash trom groups who are concerned about 
the use of languages otl)el' than English in schools; 

Cons 

Adhering to this plM exchldcs limited English proficient students from the test 
and, therefore, from standards of accountability that would be useful to parents. 
Forcing school distrlcts to test in English or not at all also has the potential effect 
of driving th~ cumclIlu111 toward the inappropriate exclusive use of English with 
students who are not yet ready to learn via conventional English-only approaches. 

This approach is not responsive to the concerns of the Hispanic community and 
creates the risk (If losi ng support tor the test from advocacy organizations and 
from large urban districts. 

Continue the Cllnent policy, btl! permit limited English proficient students to take 
the l~st after tlley have had a ~pec.ified amount of English instruction (e.g. 3 years) 
regardless of their gf~lde level. 

Sufficient l.:ngl ish instruction could be specified in terms of a set number of years 
or in terms ora specified score On a test of English proficiency. 

Provides information On the English reading skills of a larger number of limited 
English proficient students and allows students time to acquire sufficient English 
skills hetbre they are appropriately tested, 

Cons 
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Optioll3: 
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Allowing students to take tht: te~t after fourth grade has the effect ofJowering 
stundards. Since the test will be designed to reflect fourth grade levelreading 
material, any student taking the test at later grades will not be demonstrating 
compt:tem:e ul (he applOpriate grade level. Tbis approach creates significant 
logistical difficulties for states, districts. and schools in administering the reading 
test. 

Develop a voluntary national Spanish reading test. Spanish speaking limited 
English proficient students who had been instructed in English less than 3 years 
would tuke the English test as well as the Spanish test. 

Districts woul.d report both scores, English and Spanish, thereby providing 
informatiol1 011 how close students are to the standard of reading in English and on 
what reading !'ikills !'tlldents pO!'isess in their native la.nguage. 

Pros 

Testing in both languages responds to the question ofhow well students are doing 
in English /'cading, as well as providing information on pure reading achievement 
for 70% of iimit(d English proflc.:ent students. The approatb creates a more 
iochlSivl!! policy, satisfyjng concerns thai testing limited English proficient 
students only in English does not yield meaningful results. Developing the 
Spanish te$l ..n the nationallevel gives it the same status as the English test and 
ensures adherence to the same standards. It would be possible to incorporate this 
effort with Ptlcrto Rico's desire to have a Spanish test linked to NAEP. 

By testing in Spanish, the Department would maximize the information that 
parents can lise to hold schools accountable. The policy is also in keeping wi1h 
other federal policies that support use of the native language. 

This flppronch would be responsive to the concerns of the Hispanic Congressional 
Caw::.l;S and the Council ()f Great City Schools. 

Cans 

Developing a test in Spanish would require more resources than are currently 
available, and wOll.ld req~lire an extension of the current time line. The earliest a 
Spanish test could be re~.('!y without r-t problem would be 2000. De\'elopment of a 
Spanish test. could cause backlash from English only supporters. It may also fuel 
a demand lor assessments ill languages other than Spanish. There may be 
technical is:'iues in linking a Spanish test to NAEP depending on the amoWlt of 
similarity we require. A reasonable test could be developed and roughly equa.ted. 

4 
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Option 4: 	 Thi::> optiOll is similar to Optiol1 3, but in this case the Department would work 
with school sysl~l11s nr SlalCS to develop Spanish and other language versions of 
the Iburl); grodc rcading test. Development could be financed in part by the 
partner, foundations, 01' wi.th othel' private funds. The school systems would 
decide how (0 use the test. 

OptiOD 5: 	 States and schools systems would use existing Spanish tests. The Department 
would analyz:e the tests to determine which were most comparabJe to the national 
test Th~ Department would advise states and school systems to choose among 
the best options. 

PXQS (Options 4 & 5) 

Working with sratcs and school systems would reduce the cost to the Department. 

Cons (Optioll!:! 4 & 5) 

Tests developed hy any entity other than the Department would not have the same 
status as rhe national test. These tests would not be strictly comparable to the 
national test ofreading in English. 
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4th Grade Reading Te"st and LEP Students 

There are over 3.2 million liinited English proficient students inU.S. ptib.1ic schools 
(approximately x%) who are recentirnmig~ap.ts o~who come from fainilies in which a language 
other than English is the primary ""language spoken at home." Over 70% 'of these students speak 
Spanish, although well over 100 languages are spoken "by the limited English profiCient 
population." ' 

Approximately 300,000 LEP students are 4th graders, many in local school districts or states that 
will participate in the national testing program in 4th"grade reading. Local, state and federal 
(Title 1) testing policies generally indicate that students who are not yet proficient in'Bnglish 
should not be tested in English. The outline below indicates how the national testing initiative 
will address the needs of LEP students. ' 

1. The purpose of the 4th grade test is to promote reading proficiency in English, and to 
measure how well students read in English., 

.~ . 

o 	 All stUdents in participating states and school districts who have been in U.S. schools 
since the first grade, inCluding LEP students, will participate in the test. ' 

" 0 	 LEP students who have been in U.S. schools for less than three years may take the test, if 
requested b~ the "parents, 

o 	 Appropriate accommodations will' be made for LEP students taking the test. These 

accommodations include: [to be filled in]. 


2. Schools caimot be held a~countable for students who are not tested at all. [For,LEP 
students, reading proficiency in the primary language is predictive of future reading 
proficiency.in English. check thiS ] Further, LEP students who are" excluded from the 
national reading test and separated from their peers while the test is being administered" 
may feel stigmatized. Therefore, to th~ extent practical, the Education Department will 
support the use of reading tests in the primary language for those students excluded from 
the national reading test. :: 

o 	 For Spanish-speaking students (70% oftheLEP population), the Education Department 
will work with local school districts to identify high quality 4th grade reading tests in 
Spanish,available from commercial publishers that currently proviae tests to school 
districts, which reflect standards comparable to those incorporated in the national reading 
test. The Education Department will reiI11burse school districts for the cost of 
administering these tests to LEP students at the same time that English-proficient students 
take the national reading test. Because the cost of administering the national test is 
comparable to the" cost of administering most commercially-available tests, 

http:proficiency.in
http:recentirnmig~ap.ts


reimbursement-will be at the same rate as for the national tests. 

, 
Fall-back position ifnecessary: 
o 	 The Education Department will develop a Spanish-language version o/the national 

reading test, which will be available/or administration in (200? (need to settle on date). . 
When available: this version will substitute /or.the commercially developed tests. 
described above. . 

o 	 For students whose first language is neither English nor Spanish, the Education 
Department will provide the same support when commercial test publishers have made 
such tests available in the appropriate· language. At present, we are only aware of . 
commercial tests being developed for students in San Francisco whose primary language 
is Cantonese.· . 

. 3. The Education Department will strengthen its R&Def,fortsregarding instruction and . 

. assessment of LEP students. :This R&D program will address issues such as: . 

o 	 Effective instructional practices for LEP students 

o 	 Sound assessment methods for LEP students 

o 	 The identification ofmarkers that show a student is' on track for becoming'proficient in 

English and the development of related diagnostic mea:sures~ 


'. ~ ..' 
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LEP Testing Options 

1. No Change in Current Policy 
• 	 Districts could test LEP kids in primary language at their own discretion and with tests of 

their choice 
• 	 Title 1 requirements will require/encourage reading testing of LEP kids in native 

langauge 

2. Support Primary Language Testing for LEP Kids at Local Option 
Options below apply to LEP students who have not been in U.S. school since 1st grade. Local 
districts can opt to test in the primary language or not, at their discretion 

• 	 Approach One: Pay for local districts to test LEP kids with the test of their choice 

• 	 Approach Two: ED helps identify best availalble commercial tests and pays for LEA's to 
administer those 

• 	 Approach Three: ED develops Spanish language-v.ersion oftest and pays for its 
administration 

3. Testing in Two Languages 
Options below apply to LEP students who have not been in U.S. school since 1st grade 
• 	 Approach One: LEP kids take Spanish reading test (from any of 3 approaches described 

above) and English test at same time l
. 

• 	 Approach Two: LEP kids take Spanish reading test (from any of 3 approaches described 
above) and district pledge to give an English reading/proficiency test within specified 
time frame (e.g., 4th grader takes Spanish reading test, and LEA promises to test student 
in English proficiency by end of 6th grade) 

4. Delayed Testing in English Only 
Options below apply to LEP students who have not been in U.S. school since 1st grade, and 
assume that they are excluded from 4th grade reading test (unless parents request that they take 
~ 	 ~ 

• 	 Approach One: LEP kids take 4th grade reading test whenever they become sufficiently 
proficient in English to take the test '. 

• 	 Approach Two: LEP kids take locally selected test of reading in English whenever they 
become sufficiently proficient in English to take the test 

• 	 Approach Three: We develop and 8th grade reading test, to be taken by LEP kids who 
were excluded from 4th grade test 

ILEA's have discretion to waive English test for kids plainly not ready to take it (e.g., 
student who immigrated within past 6 months). 


