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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The Intemational Academy for Bilingual Education and Bicultural Studies was
an Elementary and Secondary Education Act (E.S.E.A.) Title Vii-funded project in its
third year in 1992-93. The program provided instructional and support services to 74
Chinese- and English-speaking students in one pre-kindergarten, one kindergarten,
and one first grade class at P.S. 1 in Community School District (C.S.D.) 2 in
Manhattan. Thirty-three students (45 percent) were English proficient (EP), and 41
(55 percent) were limited English proficient (LEP). The project offered a chailenging
curriculum designed to develop both groups’ proficiency in English and Chinese.
The project provided participants with a program of bilingual education, using
language development and enrichment activities within the framework of whole
language methodoclogy as well as cooperative leaming.

Parents played an important role in their children’s education and were present
in the classroom thraughout the year. Project staff attended various workshops.

The project met all its pre-kindergarten objectives for social and academic
development, content areas, arts, health and physical education, and multicultural
awareness. The project met its objectives for English as a second language (E.S.L)),
Chinese language arts, improvement in native and second language literacy, staff
development and parental involvement. The project did not meet its dual language
objectives for kindergarten or first grade. The objectives for second language oral

proficiency and reading could not be measured, since the proposed test was not
administered.

Based on the findings of this evaluation, the following recommendations are
made to the project:

o Examine the reasons why students did not achieve dual language
proficiency. Adjust the criterion score on the checklist to reflect
students’ progress realistically.

o Ensure that the testing instruments called for in the objectives are
actually used.
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I. INTRODUCTION

This report documents the Office of Research, Evaluation, and Assessment'’s
(OREA's) 1992-93 evaluation of the International Ac.ademy for Bilingual Education and
Bicultural Studies. The project was in its third yeaf of funding by Title VI of the
Elementary and Secondary Education Act (E.S.E.A.). The project offered a
challenging curriculum designed to improve the language proficiency of Chinese-

speaking limited English proficient (LEP) and English proficient (EP) students. -

PROJECT CONTEXT

The program operated at P S. 1 in Community School District (C.S.D.) 2 in
Manhattan. The student population in C.S.D. 2 was 33.8 percent Asian-American,
29.1 percent European-American, 22.4 percent Latino, 14.4 percent African-American,
and 0.3 percent Native American. Eighteen percent of the students in the district
were LEP, and 54 percent were from low-income families and were eligible for the
federally funded free-lunch program.

Of the 628 students who attended P.S. 1 during the 1992-1993 year, 70 percent
were Asian-American, 16 percent were Latino, 13 percent were African-American, and
one percent were European-American. Thirty-one percent were LEP, and 89 percent

caime from low-income families.

STUDENT CHARACTERISTICS
The International Academy for Bilingual Education and Bicultural Studies served
74 students in pre-kindergarten, kindergarten, and first grade. Male students

numbered 35 (47 percent), and females numbered 39 (53 percent). The project used




a home language survey as well as input from parents and teachers to determine if

students were LEP or EP.
Needs Assessment

Prior to establishing this program, C.S.D. 2 carried out a needs assessment
survey of the targeted LEP and EP student population, their families, and the staff
who were to serve them. Over 100 families were interviewed prior to the first year of
programming. It was determined that parents of both LEP and EP students wanted a

challenging curriculum offered to their children that would teach them to use

language effectively.

PROJECT OBJECTIVES

Student Obijectives

e At least 90 percent of participating pre-kindergarten children will improve
their adjustment to the school environment; development of interpersonal
relationships (with peers and adults); memory, thinking, and reasoning skills;
use of materials; and speaking and listening skills, as measured by teacher
logs, checklists, and monthly reports.

e At least 90 percent of participating pre-kindergarten children will make
appropriate progress in each of the following areas: arts, communication
arts, heaith education, mathematics, music, physical education, science, and
social studies, as measured by teacher logs, checklists, and monthly
reports.

e At least 50 percent of participating pre-kindergarten children will
demonstrate a level of reading-related skills equal tc or greater than that of

their non-LEP classmates, as measured by end-of-year teacher-developed
assessment procedures.
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At least 50 percent of participating pre-kindergarten chiidren will
demonstrate a level of mathematics and problem solving-related skills equal
to or greater than that of their non-LEP classmates, as measured by end-of-
year teacher-developed assessment procedures.

At least 90 percent of participating pre-kindergarten children will improve
their ability to develop their thinking skills, soive problems, and do creative
work, as measured by teacher logs, checklists, monthly reports, and Student
Product Assessment Forms.

At least 90 percent of participating pre-kindergarten students will improve
their knowledge of and attitudes toward their own and others cultures, as
measured by classroom instruments and teacher observations.

At least 90 percent of students who have been in the program for two years
will attain dual language proficiency.

At least 80 percent of the students (first grade) who have been in the
program for three years will have attained dual language proficiency.

At least 90 percent of students who have been in the program for two years
will demonstrate improved native and second ianguage literacy.

At least 85 percent of the students (first grade) studying Chinese for three
years will have improved their level of Chinese language skills, as
demonstrated by a significant increase in scores on a staff-developed
Chinese Language Arts Test, measured by a correlated t-test for significance
of difference between pre- and posttest scores.

At least 80 percent of the participating students studying Chinese will have
improved their level of Chinese language skills as demonstrated by a
significant increase in scores on a staff-developed Chinese Language Arts

Test, measured by a correlated t-test for significance of difference between
pre- and posttest scores.

At least 75 percent of the students participating for at least two years will
significantly improve their second language oral proficiency, as measured by
a pre/post comparison of language complexity scores on the English and
Chinese versions of the Basic Inventory of Natural Language (BUNGHOLE).

At least 80 percent of the students (first grade) who have completed the

Reading Recovery Program will test at or above grade level on the citywide
reading test (CAT).
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e Participating LEP students will show improvement on the English language
version of the Language Assessment Battery (LAB) greater than that of a
non-project comparison group.

e Participating students will improve their English language skills as
demonstrated by a significant increase in scores on the LAB as measured
by a correlated t-test for significance between pre- and post-test scores
converted into Normal Curve Equivalent (N.C.E.) units.

Siaff Development Objectives

e At least 80 percent of participating teachers and paraprofessionals will
demonstrate an increased knowledge of project content and methodology,
as measured by pre- and posttraining questionnaires.

® At least 80 percent of participating teachers and paraprofessionals will
improve their ability to use project content and methodology in a bicultural,

bilingual educational setting, as measured by pre- and post-questionnaires
and by structured classroom observations by the Project Director and an

independent evaluator.
® The staff of the Intemational Academy (teachers and paraprcfessionals) will
find satisfactory for use with their International Academy stv:ients project-
adapted and developed curricula, as measured by a ques*.onnaire.
Parental Involvement Objectives
e A minimum of 60 percent of parents of participating International Academy
students will have participated in a minimum of three parent activities as
measured by attendance records for parental involvement activities.
® At ieast 60 percent of the parents of participating students will have
demonstrated a satisfactory level of understanding of and participation in
their children’s education, as measured by a parent checklist in English and
Chinese, and by teachers’ reports.
PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION
In 1992-93, its third year of service, the program provided instructional and
support services to 74 Cantonese and English-speaking students in one pre-

kindergarten, one kindergarten, and one first-grade class at P.S. 1. There were 18

4
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pre-kindergarten, 29 kindergarten, and 27 first-grade students. Of these, 33 (45

percent) were EP, and 41 (55 percent) were LEP.

The emphasis of the aroject was on providing LEP and EP students with an
enriched program of bilingual education, using language development and activities
within the framework of a whole language methodology. The International Academy
for Bilingual Education and Bicultural Studies was based on the theory that LEP
students benefit most from approaches which emphasize their strengths—native
language ability 2nd knowledge of their own culture—rather than their lack of
proficiency in English, while EP students had the opportunity to learn Cantonese as a
second Iangdage. Staff development and parental involvement activities were an
integral part of programming and were well attended. |

The project originally intended to provide extended-day (8 a.m. to 6 p.m.)
instruction to all students, but the cost was prohibitive. Instead, the program ran from
8:45 a.m. until 3:00 p.m.

Materials, Methods, and Techniques

Classroom teachers used storybooks written in both Chinese and English and a
variety of hands-on activities that included dolls, blocks, and manipulatives. The
whole language approach was emphasized by the project. Cooperative leaming

techiniques as well as learning centers were also used.




Staft Qualifications
Title Vii staff. Title Vil-funded staff included two paraprofessionals, a staff
developer, and a community liaison. For a description of degrees heid, language

proficiency (teaching or communicative*), and years of experience, see Table 1.

TABLE 1

Project Staff Qualifications

S F
Title Degree(s) Chinese Language
] Proﬁcic

' Years of

Staff Developer/ B.A. TP 7-10

Project Director

Paraprofessional High School N.S.* 13
Paraprofessional High School N.S. N.A.
Community Liaison High School CcP N.A.

*N.S.= Native speaker.

Other staff. Tax-levy funds paid the salaries of nine teachers and one
paraprofessional. All teachers were certified in the areas in which they taught. For a
description of degrees held, language proficiency, and experience, see Table 2.

Staff development. All project staff attended workshops throuéhout the year.
Topics included conflict resolution, teaching with computers, and problem solving in

mathematics.

*Teaching proficiency (TP) is defined as the ability to use LEP students’ native
language in teaching language arts or other academic subjects. Communicative
proficiency (CP) is defined as a non-native speaker's basic ability to communicate
and interact with students in their native language.

6
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TABLE 2

Qualifications of Non-Title Vii Staff

Certification

Degree(s)

9 Teachers
1 Paraprofessional

9 Teaching
(Elementary
Education)

Chinese
Language

Proficiency

4 N.S.* (TP)
2 TP
2 CP

Years of
Experience

11+ (2
7 M

*N.S.- Native speaker.

Length of Time Participants Received Instruction

Students had a median of 2.3 years of education in the United States.

PARENT AND COMMUNITY INVOLVEMENT ACTIVITIES

Parents played an important role in their children’s education. At the pre-

kindergarten level, the school provided breakfast for parents and children in the

classroom. There was a strong Parent Advisory Council (PAC) at P.S. 1.

On a parental needs éssessment carried out at the beginning of the school year,

parents were encouraged to indicate the activities and meetings they would like

offered. Based on this input, parents’ workshops covered topics such as child

development, and Chinese and African cultures. Workshops were also offered by the

New York Telephone Company, the Arts Connection, and New York University's

School of Dentistry. Project students’ parenis attended open-school meetings

throughout the year.
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fl. EVALUATION METHODOLOGY
EVALUATION DESIGN

. Project Group's Educational Progress as Compared to That of an Appropriate Non-

Project Group

OREA used a gap reduction design to evaluate the effect of dual language

instruction on kindergarten and first grade students’ performance on standardized

tests. Because of the difficulty in finding a valid comparison group, OREA used the
groups on which the tests were normed. Test scores are reported in Normal Curve
Equivalents (N.C.E.s), which are normalized standard scores with a mean of 50 and a
standard deviation of 21.1. Itis assumed that the norm group has a zero gain in -
N.CEsin thé absence of supplementary instruction and that participating students’
gains are attributable to project services.

Agglicability.éf Conclusions to All Persons Served by Project

Data were collected from all participating students for whom there were pre- and
posttest scores. (There were no pretest data on students who entered the program
late; therefore, posttest data for them will serve as pretest data for the following year.)
Instruments used to measure educational progress were appropriate for the students
involved. The LAB is used throughout New York City to assess the growth of English
skills in populations similar to those served by the intermnational Acadsmy for Bilingual

Education and Bilingual Studies Project.




INSTRUMENTS OF MEASUREMENT

Because of the age of the pre-kindergarten children, no formali tests were
administered to them, and data were based on teacher observations. For
kindergarten and first grade children, pre- and posttest scores on the LAB were
assessed by OREA.

All students were tested at the appropriate-grade level. The language of the
LAB was determined by the test itself.

According to the publishers’ test manual, the LAB is valid and reliable. Evidence
supporting both content and construct validity is available for the LAB. Content
validity is confirmed by an item-objective match and includes grade-by-grade item
difficulties, correlations between subtests, and the relationship between the
performance of students who are native speakers of English and students who are
LEP. To support reliability, the Kuder-Richardson Formula 20 (KR20) coefficients and
standard errors of measurement (SEM) are reported by grade and by form for each
subtest and total test. Grade reliability coefficients, based on the performance of LEP
students on the English version, ranged from .88 to .96 for individual subtests and
from .95 to .98 for the total test.

Project staff developed a checklist to examine English- and Chinese-language
skills. (See Appendix A.)

To assess the staff development objectives regarding knowledge and use of

project content and methodology. OREA devéloped and analyzed the resuits of a
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questionnaire. (See Appendix B.) To assess the staff development objective for staff

satisfaction with curriculum, an OREA consultant interviewed the project director.
To assess the parental invoivement objectives for activities and meetings, the
project director provided attendance rates. To assess the objective for parental

understanding and participation, an OREA consultant interviewed the project director.

DATA COLLECTION AND ANALYSIS

Data Collection

in order to collect data, the evaluation consultant made visits to the school site
to observe classes and interview the project director and staff. Correspondence
between OREA and project personnel was maintained over the course of the school
year. The project director collected data throughout the year and prepared it in
accordance with the Data Collection and Evaluation Systam provided by the Office of
Bilingual Education and Minority Language Affairs (OBEMLA). OREA received and
analyzed the data in order to complete the evaluation process.
Proper administration of instruments

Qualified personnel received training in testing procedures and administered the
tests. Test administrators followed guidelines set forth in the manuals accompanying
standardized tests. Time limits for subtests were adhered to; directions were given .
exacﬁy as presented in the manual.
Testing at tw_elve—month intervals

Standardized tests were given at 12-month intervals, following published

norming dates.

10




Data Analysis

Accurate scoring and transcription of results. Scoring, score conversions, and

data processing were accomplished electronically by the Scan Center of the Board of
Education of the City of New York. Data provided by the Scan Center were analyzed
in the Bili~ngual, Muiticultural, and Early Childhood Evaluation Unit of OREA. Data
collectors, processors, and analysts were unbiased and had no vested interest in the
success of the project.

Use of analyses and reporting procedures appropriate for obtained data. To
assess the significance of students’ achievemeni in English, OREA computed a
correlated t-test on LAB N.C.E. scores. The t-test determined whether the difference
between the pre- and posttest scores was significantly greater than would be
.expected from chance variation alone.

The only possible threat to the validity of the above instrument might be that
_LAB norms were based on the performance of EP rather than LEP students. Since
OREA was examining gains, however, this threat was inconsequential—the choice of

norming groups should not affect the existence of gains.

11
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Hl. FINDINGS

PARTICIPANTS' EDUCATIONAL PROGRESS

The Intemational Academy for Bilingual Education and Bicultural Studies carried
out the instructional activities specified in its original design. Students were able to
develop their native and second languages as they covered basic curricula. All
instruction was in both English and Chinese. Project teachers used a whole
language approach, in both the native and the second language, as well as
cooperative learning techniques.

LEP and EP Participants’ Progress in Native and Second Languages

An OREA consultant observed a pre-kindergarten project class. Students sang
about the days of the week, and one child went before the class and d.rew a-sun on
the calenda'r to represent the .day’s weather. The class took attendance by counting.
The teacher then put the attendance on an experience chart in English and translated
it into Chinese, after which the children sang a song in both English and Chinese.
Students were assigned at random to engage in activities in the learning centers for
housekeeping, water play, block play, painting, listening, reading, and cooking.

The classroom was beautifully decorated with children’s work. There was a
bulletin board with a display of students’ art and names written in Chinese and
English.

The OREA consultant also observed a kindergarten class. The classroom was
very iarge and nicely decorated. The children discussed the weather and the teacher

wrote in English and Chinese on the experience chart, *Today is a sunny day." The

12




children read the sentence aloud in both languages. The teacher displayed a
calendar, and the children counted the days backward and forward in English and
Chinese. The clas§ then began another activity in which they worked on the letter G.
They wrote the words "green"'and “gold" in English and Chinese and drew pictures
using those colors.

A first grade class observed by the OREA consuitant was also very nicely
decorated with children’s work. Drawings were labeled in English and Chinese.
Learning centers in the classroom included reading, writing, art, numbers, and an
"Authors’ Corner," where books created by students were displayed.

The class had attended a performance given by the higher grades about the
Great Wall of China, and the teacher discussed the play and elicited students’
opinions of it. The students then engaged in a writing activity, working on a picture
book they were creating.

Programming at Pre-Kindergarten Level
The project proposed the following objectives for pre-kindergarten:

i At least 90 percent of participating pre-kindergarten children will improve
their adjustment to the school environment; development of interpersonal
relationships (with peers and adults); memory, thinking, and reasoning skills;
use of materials; and speaking and listening skills, as measured by teacher
logs, checklists, and monthly reports.

At the beginning of the school year, small groups of children attended classes

on a staggered basis in order to ease their adjustment to school. Throughout the

year, parents joined their children for breakfast in the classroom and stayed for part

13




of the day. As their children's independence increased, the parents spent less time
in the classroom.

in order to help children develop interpersonal relationships, project staff used
learning centers, and role-playing with puppets and other theatricals to reenact
situations with peers and aduits.

in order to foster memory, thinking, and reasoning skilis, students were
encouraged to verbalize their experiences. They also used manipulative toys and
sang. After going on a trip, children spoke about what they saw, and the teacher
wrote it on an experience chart.

The classrooms had discrete leaming centers, including centers for science,
sand and water play, household chores, blocks, reading, audio, cooking, and arts
and crafts. Each class also had a menagerie with many kinds of animais, including
fish, frogs, turtles, snails, crabs, and insects.

In order to reinforce listening and speaking skills, every morning the children
discussed their experiences, the weather, holidays, and current events. Students
shared stories, books, games, and songs with each other. In each area of social and
academic development, all the students made progress.

The project met its social/academic development objective.

14
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© At least 90 percent of participating pre-kindergarten children will make
appropriate progress in each of the following areas: arts, communication
arts, health education, mathematics, music, physical education, science, and
social studies, as measured by teacher logs, checklists, and monthly
reports.

Art was an importént part of the day for project participants. Students painted,
modeled clay and Play Dough, cut and folded paper, and made collages. The
children’s work was prominently displayed around the classroom.

In order to enhance learming in communication arts, the class used storyboards,
from which the children read, wrote, and told each other stories.

In health education, students and teachers discussed personal hygiene,
nutrition, and anvironmental issues.

All children leamed to count in both English and Chinese. Cuisinaire rods and
other manipulatives were used to foster skills in mathematics. When discussing
'birthdays, age, the calendar, and attendance, mathematical concepts were
addressed. Students estimated the weight of objects and used a balance scale for
actual measurement.

Music was played in the classroom throughout the day and was an important
part of the leaming process. Students sang, danced, and marched to the music.
The teacher played a keyboard, and children had rhythm instruments.

Students engaged in physical education daily in the indoor gym or the
schoolyard. They performed gymnastics, played with hula hoops and bean bags,

and participated in other group activities.
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Science topics were discussed as children used the sand and water centers.
Science activities also included caring for the classrooms’ many animals, planting
seeds, and making observations of the plants as they grew.

Children learned about the community while taking walks around the
neighborhood. The class made a fnap' of where the children lived and looked for
classmate’s residences as they walked. Participants visited the New York Aquarium,
the Children's Zoo in Central Park, and a farm. Chinese and American cultures were
discussed at every opportunity and were used as themes for art created by the
children.

In each area covered by the objective, all of the students made progress.

The project met the objective for progress in content areas, arts, health
education, and physical education. |

e At least 50 percent of participating pre-kindergarten children will

demonstrate a level of reading-related skills equal to or greater than that of
their non-LEP classmates, as measured by end-of-year teacher-developed
assessment procedures.

Objects in the classrooms were labeled in both English and Chinese. Students
would retell stories after project staff read to them. Virtually all students recognized
the letters of the alphabet and, in some cases, the sounds of the letters. The children
were able to identify their own as well as other children’'s names. By the end of the

year, most were able to write their own name.

The project met the objective for demonstration of reading-related skills.
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e At least 50 percent of participating pre-kindergarten children will
demonstrate a level of mathematics and problem solving-reiated skills equal
to or greater than that of their non-LEP classmates, as measured by end-of-
year teacher-developed assessment procedures.

e At least 90 percent of participating pre-kindergarten children will improve
their ability to develop their thinking skills, solve problems, and do creative
work, as measured by teacher logs, checklists, monthly reports, and Student
Product Assessment Forms.

At the conclusion of the school year, most students could recognize numerals
and were able to count to ten. and some could count to 20. Problem-solving and
thinking skills were taught through a variety of activities, including cooking and
building with blocks and LEGOS.

The project met its objectives for demonstration of mathematics and problem-
solving and thinking skills.

e At least 90 percent of participating pre-kindergarten students will improve
their knowledge of and attitudes toward their own and other cultures, as
measured by classroom instruments and teacher observations.

Project students celebrated various ethnic holidays throughout the year. Stories
and poems from different cultures were integrated into the curriculum. Parents were
present in the classroom on a regular basis and provided insight into different
cultures. Assemblies were held at which students learned African stories and songs
and Chinese dance movements.

The project director reported that all of the students made progress in cultural

awareness.

The project met the objective for increased cultural awareness.

17

N
|




]

Programming at Kindergarten and First Grade Levels

The project proposed the following objectives for students in kindergarten and

first grade:

e At least 90 percent of students who have been in the program for two years
‘will attain dual language proficienzy.

At the kindergarten level, _dual languiige proficiency was defined as obtaining a
score of 18 in both Chinese and English on the project-developed checklist. Eighty
percent of the kindergarten students were found to be dualdanguage proficient.

The project, therefore, did not meet its dual language obijective for kindergarten.

The criterion for dual language proficiency may have been unrealistic and should be

reexamined.

o At least 80 percent of the students (first grade) who have been in the
program for three years will have attained dual language proficiency.

For these children, dual language proficiency was defined as obtaining a score
of 24 in both Chinese and English at the first grade level. Seventy-one peréent of first
grade students were found to be dual-language proficient according to this criterion.

The project did not meet its objective for first grade dual language proficiency.

The criterion for dual language proficiency may be unrealistic and should be

reexamined.
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e At least 90 percent of students who have been in the program for two years
will demonstrate improved native and second language literacy.

Twenty-four students had been in the project for at least two years. Of these

students, 96 percent achieved perfect scores or showed improvement on the student

checklist for native and second language literacy.

The project met its objective for improvement in native and second language

literacy.

e At least 85 percent of the students (first grade) studying Chinese for three
years will have improved their level of Chinese language skills, as
demonstrated by a significant increase in scores on a staff-developed
Chinese Language Arts Test, measured by a correlated t-test for significance
of difference between pre- and posttest scores.

Five LEP first grade students had been in the project for three years. All of them

showed improvement on the Chinese language skills section of the project-developed

checklist.

The project met its objective for Chinese language skills in first grade.

e At least 80 percent of the participating students studying Chinese will have
improved *heir level of Chinese language skills as demonstrated by a
significant increase in scores on a staff-developed Chinese Language Arts

Test, measured by a correlated t-test for significance of difference between
pre- and posttest scores.

Eleven EP students had been in the project for at least two years. OREA used
the Chinese language skills section of the checklist to measure their progress. One

hundred percent of these students showed improvement in this area.

The project met its objective for increase of Chinese language skills.
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e At least 75 parcent of students participating for at ieast two years will
significantly improve their second language oral proficiency, as measured by
a pre/post comparison of language complexity scores on the English and
Chinese versions of the Basic Inventory of Natural Language (BINL).

The BINL was not given, therefore OREA could not measure this objective as
stated. However, OREA examined the students’ scores from the Chinese and English
Expressive Language and Articulation sections of the checklist. Of the 11 EP
students and 13 LEP students who had been in the project for at least two years, 100
percent improved, or maintained already perfect scores for this section of the
checklist.

Although OREA could not measure this objective as stated, it should be noted
that students showed improvement in Chinese and English expressive language and
articulation according to the project-developed checklist.

e Participating LEP students will show improvement on the English Iangdage

version of the LAB greater than that of a non-project comparison group.

e Participating students will improve their English language skills as
demonstrated by a significant increase in scores on the LAB as measured
by a correlated t-test for significance between pre- and post-test scores
converted into Mormal Curve Equivalent (N.C.E.) units.

Eighteen students took both the pre- and posttest of the LAB. They showed a

mean gain of 17.44 N.C.E.s (s.d.= 17.4), which was statistically significant (t=4.25,
p<.05).

The project met both its objectives for E.S.L.
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e At least 80 percent of the students (first grade) who have completed the

Reading Recovery Program will test at or above grade level on the citywide
reac ag test (CAT).

The Degrees of Reading Power (D.R.P.) test is currently used in New York City
to assess reading skills. However, neither the D.R.P. nor the CAT in reading are

given until second grade, therefore this objective is not measurable as stated.

OVERALL EDUCATIONAL PROGRESS ACHIEVED THOROUGH PROJECT

Mainstreaming
By definition, a developmental bilingual education program such as this one

does not have mainstreaming; participating students remain in the program for its

duration.

Attendance

The International Academy for Bilingual Education and Bicultural Studies did
not propose any objectives for attendance. Project students had an 85 percent

atteridance rate, as compared to a 93 percent mainstream rate.

STAFF OPMENT OUTCOMES

e At least 80 percent of participating teachers and paraprofessionals will
demonstrate an increased knowledge of project content and methodology,
as measured by pre- and post-training questionnaires.

e At least 80 percent of participating teachers and paraprofessionals will
improve their ability to use project content and methodology in a bicultural,
bilingual educational setting, as measured by pre- and post-questionnaires
and by structured classroom observations by the Project Director and an
independent evaluator.
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According to the questionnaires developed and distributed by OREA, 100
percent of participating staff increased their knowledge of project content and

methodology and improved their abilities in these areas.

The project met its staff development objectives for knowledge of project content

and methodology and improvement of abilities.

e The staff of the International Academy (teachers and paraprofessionals) will
find satisfactory for use with their International Academy students project
adapted and developed curricula as measured by a questionnaire.

The project director indicated that staff were committed to the concept of dual

language instruction and were satisfied with the curricula provided by the project.

The project et its objective for staff satisfaction with curricula.

PARENTAL INVOLVEMENT OUTCOMES

¢ A minimum of 60 percent of parents of participating international Academy
students will have participated in a minimum of three parent activities as
measured by attendance records for parental involvement activities.

Ninety percent of parents participated in a Chinese New Year celebration, 60
percent participated in an Easter egg hunt, and 85 percent participated in Chinese
and African cultural activities.

Parents also attended meetings throughout the year. These meetings included
those of the PAC and P.T.A., an open-school meeting, parental conferences, and
child development discussions. The New York Telephone Company and N.Y.U.

Dental School also offered meetings outlining their services.

The project met its objectives for parental participation in activities.

22
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e Atleast 60 percent of the parents of participating students will have
~ demonstrated a satisfactory level of understanding of and participation in
their children’s education, as measured by a parent checklist in English and
Chinese, and by teachers' reports.

The project director reported that parents demonstrated a satisfactory level of
understanding and participation in their children's education.

The project met its objective for parental understanding and participation.
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IV. SUMMARY, CONCLUSIONS, AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ACHIEVEMENT OF OBJECTIVES

The International Academy for Bilingual Education and Bicultural Studies met all
its pre-kin'dergarten objectives for social and academic development, content areas,
arts, health education, physical education, and muiticultural awareness. For
kindergarten and first grade, the project did not meet its dual languége objectives but
met its objectives for E.S.L. (using the LAB), and for Chinese language arts, and
improvement in native and second language literacy. The objectives for second
language oral proficiency and reading could not be measured as they were stated.

The project met its objectives for staff development and parentai invoivement.

MOST AND LEAST EFFECTIVE COMPONENTS

The Intemational Academy for Bilingual Education and Bicultural Studies was
successful in providing studénts with a nurturing environment for facilitating the
achievement of English for LEP students and Chinese for EP students. Staff and
parental components were well received.

The Intemational Academy for Bilingual Education and Bicultural Studies
benefited students academically and also increased their awareness of their own and -
other cultures. Teachers of participating students improved their teaching techniques
by attending various workshops. Parents of participating students also benefitad

from the program by participating in activities.
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RECOMMENDATIONS TO ENHANCE PROJECT EFFECTIVENESS

S LA A AL _SREERL 4 LSRR A1 [l ]

Based on the findings of this evaluation, the following recommendations are

made to the project:

e Examine the reasons why students did not achieve dual language
proficiency. Adjust the criterion score on the checklist reflect students
progress realistically.

¢ Ensure that the testing instruments called for in the objectives are actually
used.
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Studgent Checkiist

0y
-

NA ACA
_STU CHE -
CHILD'S NAME: PRESINT CLASS:
DATE OF BIRTH: TEARS Of PROGRAM:
NATIVE SPRAXER OF: DATE OF CERCXLMT:
L. RECEPTIVE LANGUAGE (CHINESEL  (ENGLISH)

FOLLOWS SEHPLL CRECTION o 02 Ot
SUBTOTAL: RECEPTIVE LANGUAGE (ENGLISH) =
SUBTOTAL: RECEPTIVE LANGUAGE (CHINESE) »

2. EXPRESSIVE LANGUAGE AND ARTICULATION  [ENGLISHL

SPEAKS CLEARLY . 02 0t
EXPRESSES THOUGHTS UNCERSTANDABLY 02 0t
USES SiMPLE SINTENCES 02 &t
ENGAGES 18 CONYESSATION /! TH ADULTS AND/OR PESRS 62 0t
RETELLS SIMPLE STORY 18 SEQUENCE 02 ot
RELATES AN EXPERIENME £+ ENT, OR STORY IN QWK wORDS 02 0t

SUBTOTAL: EXPRESSIYE LANGUAGE AXD ARTICULATION (ENGLISH) =

& LA {ENGLISHI
ASSOCIATES LETTERS OF THE ALPHABET WITH THEIR SCUNDS . 02 0Ot
RECOGNIZES INITIAL SOUND3 & LETTERS IN WORDS 02 ot
RECOCNIZES FINAL SOUNDS & LETTERS IN WORDS 02 0Ot
USES INVENTIVE SPELLING 02 0t
QECOGNIZES LETTERS OF THE ALPHABET (UPPER CASE) 02 Ot
RECOGNIZES LETTERS OF THE ALPHABET (LOWER CASE) 02 0t
WRITES UPPER CASE LETTERS 02 01t
WRITES LOWER CASE LETTESS 02 Ot
USES CONVENTIONAL SPELLING 02 0Ot
FINDS OWN TOPICS FOR WRITING 62 Ot
WRITES €1MPLE STORIES W TH MiNIMAL ASSISTANCE FROMADULTS 82 0%

SUBTOTAL: COGNITIVE DEVELOPHENT & LANGUAGE SKILLS (ENGLISH) «

ummuumumﬁummmm

SPEAKS CLEARLY 01
EXPRESSES THCUGHTS UNDS TSTANDABLY u ot
USES SIMPLE SENTENCES 02 01
ENGAGES iN CONYERSATION .71TH ADULTS AND/OR PEERS 02 0%
RETELLS SIMPLE STORY IN $EQUENCE 02 o4
RELATES AN EXPERIENCE,£YENT, OR STORY IN OWN WORDS 02 of

SUBTOTAL: EXPRESSIVE LANGUAGE AND ARTICULATION (CHINESE) =

S, COGMITIVE DEVELOPHENT & LANGUAGE SKILLS lCHlNESEl
WRITES BASIC STROKES - 02
RECOGNIZES NUMERALS 02 01
WRITES NUMERAL ( ) 02 01
RECOGNIZES SIMPLE CHAPACTERS 02 o}
WRITES SIMPLE CRARACTERS 02 0%
RECOGNI2ES COMPLEX CHARACTERS 02 ol
WRITES COMPLEX CHARACTERS 02 01
WRITES £inises as A
WRITES SENTENCES 02 0t
FINDS OWN TOPICS FOR WRITING n ot
WRITES SIMPLE STORIES W' TH MINIMAL ASSISTANCE FRCM AOULTS o

SUBTOTAL: COGNITIYE DEYELOPMENT & LANGUAGE SKILLS (cmml) .

CHECKLIST TOTALS: ENGLISH  CHINESE

RECEPTIVE LANGUAGE

EXPRESSIVE LANGUAGE AND ARTICULATION

COCMITIVE DEVELOPMENT AND LANGUAGE S‘lgl’l
TOTALS:

s T
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APPENDIX B
Staff Questionnaire

Office of Ressarch, Evaluation, and Asssssment
BILINGUAL, MULTICULTURAL, AND EARLY CHILDHOOD EVALUATION

OFFICE OF RESEARCH, EVALUATION, AND ASSESSMENT

NEW YORK CITY PUBLIC SCHOOLS Eveliaing Pregrame
110 LIVINGSTON STREET, ROOM 732 For Our Fubre Leadens
BROOKLYN, NY 11201 :

(7118) 9353790  FAX (718) 935-5490

Baingual, Muiticuiurel, and Earty Chikihood

STAFF DEVELOPMENT QUESTIONNAIRE

Project: International Academy for Bilingual Education and Bicultural Studies

Directions: Please write *Y" for Yes, "N" for No in the boxes at the right.

1L As a result of participating in the workshops given during the 1992-93
school year, did you increase your knowledge of project content and

methodology?
3
2. Did you improve your ability to use project content and methodology in
a bicultural, bilingual educational setting?
4

THANK YOU.
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APPENDIX C
Data Collection and Evaluation System
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Date Section Completed:

SECTION 1: PROJECT IDENTIFICATION DATA

Section 1 contains descriptive information on this project. Please complete items 1-9.

1. Grant number: Too30 0032

2. Type of project (check one):

Transitional Bilingual Education
Special Alternative

Developmental X
Special Populations

3. Years of project under this Title Vil grant: 1 2@4 5

nd B) (__u,HLw‘ (k‘
4. Name of project: Aoker aational Ae “&mf ot Bl Nj * st\d(es

5.  School district: Cow\mm'\'\_{ Sohool Dighrit #2
Address: 230 West 16 Sheet NY Q. 1oait
PS | Man.
& \—\emx’; Streed NYC 10028

6. Project director: MS- N\afgu:xi Yo 36\’(‘%& ( Pﬁﬂﬁ-tp&B

7. Phone number  (22) 2L7- 4123

8. Title VIl grant award to nearest dollar amount in current fiscal year:
X144 , 500 —

9. Amount of Title VI support expended for evaluation in current fiscal year:

12 00—

-1
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Date Section Completed:

SECTION 2: DISTRICT AND SCHOOL INFORMATION

Directions for Section 2-a: District Information.

Saction 2-a contains information on district demographics. The information requested in
questions 1-4 is required by the Title Vii legislation.

1.

Number of all children enrolied in programs conducted by the LEA (i.e., total public school
enroliment) [7021(c)(2)(A)}: -

Number of children >6Ds5,
Date data collected

Number of limited English proficient (LEP) children enrolled in public and private schools
in the district [7021(c)(2)(C)(i)}:

PUBLIC PRIVATE
Number of LEP children S
Date data collected 493

Method used to determine the number of limited English proficient children enrolied in
public and private schools [Leg. Sec. 7021(c)(2)(C)(ii)}:

PUBLIC: LA

PRIVATE:

The number of children who are receiving instruction through this Title Vil project
[7021(c)(2)(F)}:

Limited English Proficient (LEP) ha
Language Minority Engiish Proficient (EP) 2.2
English Language Background English :
Proficient (EP)
I-2
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The information requested in questions 5-9 is not required by the Title Vil legisiation but is
recommended to provide an accurate picture of the project setting.

5. Number of schools in district: 2 ?
6. Type of geographic area (check all that apply):

Rurél
Suburban

Urban pd

7. Student racial/ethnic distribution in district (in percents):

American Indian or Alaskan Native

(e.g., Eskimo, Aleut) - D
Asian/Pacific Islander 2B Y
Hispanic R
Black, other than Hispanic 4+
White, other than Hispanic 29)

TOTAL 100%

Date Data Collected

8. - Percent of distri:t K - 12 student population from low
income families: _ 54

Date data collected:

Definition of low income (check all that apply): .
School lunch program o

Aid to Families with Dependent
Children (AFDC)

Other

9. Number of student attendance days in
current snhool year:




Directions for Section 2-b: School information.

Section 2-b contains information on school demographics for those schools that participate in this Title
Vil project. This information should be provided to describe your project accurately. Please fill out a
separate form for each school in your district with Title VIl project students.

1. School name:_ £S5 | Maw,

2. Type of geographic area:

Rural
Suburban
Urban v
3. Number of children in the school: H2A
4 Stud_ent racial/ethnic distribution (in percents):
American Indian or Alaskan Native (e.g., Eskimo, Aleut)
Asian/Pacific Islander ‘ 7%
Hispanic /6%
Black, other than Hispanic /32
White, other than Hispanic 2%
TOTAL 100%
5. Percent of student population from low income families:
Definition of low income (check all that apply):
School lunch program 7
Aid to Families with Dependent Children
(AFDC)
Cther v’

6. Number of limited English proficient children enrolled:

7. Number of children who are receiving instruction through this Title VI project:
Limited English Proficient (LEP)
Language Minority EP
English Language Background EP

-4
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Date Section Completed:

SECTION 3: STUDENT SELECTION INFORMATION

Section 3 contains information regarding selection of Limited English Proficient (LEP) and English
Proficient (EP) students for participation in this Title VI developmental program.

Requirements:

1. The Secretary reviews applications based, in part, on the extent to which the applicant has
identified the needs of the LEP students to be served in the program, including the lack o
proficiency of the LEP children in speaking, writing, and understanding the English language;
and the degree of proficiency of the LEP children in their native language and in other courses
or subjects of study [Reg. Sec. 501.31 (a)(1)(i)-(ii)].

2 Reliability and objectivity of the method used to identify needs of the LEP students to be served
in the program {Reg. Sec. 5§01.31(a)(2)}. :

Directions for Worksheet 3.1: LEP and EP Student Selection Procedures. Check the appropriate
space(s) to indicate which assessment procedure(s) were used to determine selection into the Title Vii

developmental project for LEP and EP students. Only check selection criteria that are employed by
your project.

Worksheet 3.1
LEP and EP Student Selection Procedures

STUDENT
CATEGORY

Selection Procedures / Instruments LEP EP
a. Home Language Survey _L _7(
b. English language proficiency

(1) Oral

(2) Reading

(3) Writing
c. Native (non-English)language proficiency

(1) Oral

(2) Reading

(3) Writing
d. Academic Achievement in English in math,

science or social studies
e. Academic achievement in a non-English

language in math, science or social

studies
f. Teacher recommendations A A
g. Parent recommendation A A
h. Other:




Directions for wWorksheet 4.3: sStaff Information Addendum. In this worksheet
staff refers to staff, other than teachers, who spend less than S0 percent of
their time with Title VII students. Please indicate number of other staff
working with Title VII students. Leave blank if not applicable.

Worksheet 4.3
Staff Information Addendum

Position ' Number

School Psychologist

Counselor ( &u.('c{a..ué e\ /

Instructional Specialist

Community Liaison

Computer Technician

. Materials Developer

. Resource Teacher

Other

-14
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Section 4: Staff Information

sStaff Information Tables

/9

Directiocns for Tables 4.1-4.13. Use vorksheet 4.1 - Staff Iaformation, fousnd
in the Data Collection Plaa == to £i11 in Tables 4.1 through 4.6. Use Yorksheet
4.3 === Staff Traiaing. also tound in the Data collection Plan -~ %o fill ia
eadbles 4.7 to 4.10. Use the teacher questionnaire tound in Appendix A td £111

is Tables 4.11 - 4.13.

for this section iaclude the follewing stafl only: Site administrators, all
staff paid with ?itle VII funds, 8ll teachers who vork with Title VII studeats
and staff other than teachers who work with Title VIl students at least 50

percent of the tinme.

pirections for Table 4.1: Tise ca ¢itle VII Project for Title VII Funded Staff.
Tor each category of statf workiag with title VII studeats (e.q.. adsinistrator,
teacher). please indicate the total FTEs of staff whose salaries are funded by

¢itle VII, and the actual pusber of such statf.

paraprofessional Statf includes aides and tutors. "other” refers to professional
support staff dacludiag school psychologists, counselors, instructionmal
specialists, community 1iaisons, computer technicians, saterial developers, and

resource teachers.

Table 4.1

™me on Title VII Project ¥For ™Mtle VIXI unded Staff

title YII Punded

staft

of Staft

1. Iis

?ise Commitment and Numbet Administrators Teachers pazaprofessional | Other

2. Number of Staff ) 4'£;753

=

2

Please check staff 11.:&3 {a "Other"™ category.
Celg!!§t1 Liaisons T

CGl‘l§nr Techaicians

Counselors

fastructional Specialists

Material developers

School psychologists

Resource teachers

_‘{ Other ﬂ@’lmd/m% //(Z.';on, Y€ Souwrcé Sp-eCIale‘;
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pirections for Table 4.2: Tise oa Title YII Project for Noa-title VII Funded
stags. Tor each category of staff workinsg with Title VII students (e.9.
admipistrator, teacher), please indicate the total FTEs of staff wbose salaries
are 3ot funded by Title YII and the actual number of such staff.

Paraprotessional Staft iseludes aides and tutors. *gther” refers to professional
support stafs such as school psychologists, counselors, instructional
specialists, comsunity liaisons, computer techaicians, saterial developers, and
resource teachers.

Table 4.2
TSme on Title VII Project Lfoxr
Nen—~Title VIX Nunded Statt

[— . e— Se—
Wot Title VII Fuaded

fine Commitmeat and Number Adsinistrators Teachers paraprofessional | Other

stat?
1. rTL Staft

3. MNumber of 3taft } 2 /
R

Please check staff listed in "Other® category.
Comsunity Liaisons

Cosputer Techaicians

Counselors

Instructional Specialists

Material developers

peychologists

v 2
peg teackers
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pirections for Table 4.3: Perceat of Salary Paid by Title YII Project. Yor each
category of staff working with title VII students (e.¢.. adaipistrator, teacher)
please indicate the number of staff paid by title VII at different percentages
of tise.

paraprofessional Staft includes aides and tutors. »other” refers to professional
support stalt such as school psychologists, counselors, igstructional
specialists, comsunity 1isiscns, coaputer technicians, material developears, aad
resource tsachers.

Table 4.3
Percent of Salary Paid by Title VII Project

s T AP
Percent of Salary

Paid by Title VII Adaipistrators | Teachers paraprofessional | Other

1.

stats

salary paid full tine
by Title VII '

2.

salary paid at least
half time but ot
full time Dy Title i

Salary paid less than
half time by Title 299
project but more than
2620

¢
I

Salary not paid at all
by Title VII project ’

Please check staff listed ia *Other” category.
Comaunity Liaisocas .
Coupater technicians
__ codngelors
Iaat;:ctional Specialists
Naterial developers
School psychalogists
Resource teachers

Qther

75
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Directions for Table 4.4: proficiency in students' Native Language.
For each category of staff workiag with Title VII students (e.g..
adninistrators, teachers), indicate the ausber of staff with the
following levels of proticiency in the aative (non~English)
languages of the students:

(1) Native Speakers

(2) No Proficiency: For pon-native speakers. unable to speak,
read, or write in gstudent's native language:’

(3) Communicative proficiency: For non-native speakers, basic
ability to communicate and interact socially in student's
native language;

(¢) Teaching Proficiency: For non-native speakers, ability to use
LEP student's native language in teaching language arts or
other acadeamic subjects.

For each staff member jndicate the highest jevel of proficiency
only.

Table 4.4 '
sScaff* Proficiency in students’ Native Language

&
proficiency in
students’ Native Adainistrators Teachers rt:aptotos:ionaI Other

Language staft

1. Native Speaker %\5 3 2

3. Wo Proficiency

Proficiency .

3. Communicative L{.

* A1l staff working with Title VII students regardless of funding
source.

&
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Directions for Table 4.S: proficiency in BEnglish. For each
category of staff working with ricle VII students (e.g..
admninistrators, teachers), indicate the number of .

(1) Native-EZnglish speakers.

Then indicate the number of non-native English speaking staff with
the following levels of English proficiency:

(2) No Proficiency: Unable to speak, read, or write in
snglish.

(3) Communicative proficiency: Basic ability to communicate
and interact socially in English, '

(¢) Teaching Proficiency: Able to use English in teaching
language erts or other acadeazic subjects.

for each staff meamder, indicate the highest level of proficiency

only.
Table 4.5
stcaff* Proficiency in English
PR
Proficiency in Adainistrators Teachers Paraprofessional Other

‘ Laglisn statt

1. Native Lnglish L/— /

Speakers

Noo B ative
Laglish Speakers

2. No Proficiency

Proticiency .

3. Cosmunicative L{L

« 11 staff working with Title viI students regardless of funding
source.

BEST COPY AVAILABLE
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Directions for Tadble 4.6: Years Teaching Experience. For teachers
and aides ia the Title VII project, indicate total Yyears of
tesching experience (not necessarily with LEP students). Of this
total, indicate nuaber of years of experience with LEP students.

Table 4.6
Staff' Yeaxrs of Teaching Doperience
fusder of Staff Witk Number of Staff
Nuadber of Years General Teachiag Saving Taught
Teaching Experiencs Experience LEP Studeats
Teachers Aides Teachers Aides
1. 1 to 3 years :5 / /
2. 4 to ¢ ysars ] ’
3. 17 to 10 years 2 3
4. 11° years ’7 2

* aAll staff working vitﬁ Title VII students regardless of funding
source.

82
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Directions for Table 4.7: Professional Certification. Enter number

of staff in the Title VII project with the following certificates

or endorsenents: paraprofessional, classroon teacher,

administrative, bilingual, ESL. other. You may enter more than one

certificate or endorsement for sach staff member if he oF she has
) aultiple certificates/endorsenents.

| Table 4.7
-7 Scaff* Professional Certification

N
Certificate or ' Paraprofessional
Cadorseaent Administrators Feachers staft _ Other

1. Paraprofessional '
Certificate or ;25
Eadorsenent

-3. Teaching
Certiticate

or Endorsement / O
(i.e. Slementary

or Secondary)

3. Adainistrative
Certificats
or tndc:po:oat

4. Bilingual
Certificate
or Lndorsesent

s, ESL
Certificate
or Endorseaent

Q| —

6. Other (Specity)

.eorkiag vitd 7itle VII students regardless of fusding source.

ERiC BESTCAPY AVALADLE 33
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pirecticas for Table 4.8: Acadesic Preparation. For each category

of staft

working vith Title VII students (e.g.., administratorss, teachers), indicate the
ausber of staff with the tolloving degrees: 1Ligd School Diplosa, Associate
Degree, Bachelor’s Degree. Naster's Degree, Doctoral ot Professional Degres,

Report higbest degree only for each staff sesder.

Table 4.8 .
scaff Academic Preparation
Pacaprofessional

Degree Adainistrators Teachers staft Other
1. Nigh School Diplema 2
3. Assqeiato Degree
3. Bachelor’'s Degres 25
4. Naster's Dagres sf
S. Doctoral or

Professional Degree
o S —
* All staff working with Title VII students regardless of funding

source.

Directions for Table ¢.9: State or Local certification of

Endorsements. Place 2 check in the appropriate spacs

i your

state, district, or other lawful authority provides pilingual or

ESL certificates or endorsenents.

Table 4.9
sState or lLocal Certification or Dndorsenents
Certificate Endorsenent
1. !t!!i?ggul p//,
2. ESL
BEST COPY AVAILABLE
84
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Directions for Table 4.10: Staff Training. Enter number of staff in the Title VII project with the areas
of training indicated.

Table 4.10
Staff* Training

Training/Experience Administrators Teachers Paraprofessional Other

1. Instruction to be proficient o 3 /
in the native language of
students

2. Instruction to be proficient
in English (non-Native
English speakers only)

3. Linguistics (e.g., Applied
Linguistics,
Sociolinguistics) 5

4. Cross-Cultural

Communication or
Cultural Awareness

Instructional Methodology
or Curricula in Native
Language of Students

6. Instructional Methodology 3
or Curricula in English

Educational Assessment

Education Research
Design and Methods
(including Program
Evaluation)

9. Other Training /
10. Peace Corps
1. Travel 4

. Other Experience

* All staff working with Title VII students regardless of funding source.

-9
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{

4 ni:.ﬁtioas tor Table 4.11: Ability to use

ausber of statf, iadicate total number of
listed: College coursework, iaservice vorkshops and other.
punber of statf at each ability level.

rh.' information required ¢to coaplete Tadbles ¢4.11-4.13
Questionnaire.

' Table 4.11
Abilicy to Use Training in Classroom

#
Nuadet
4

Ability

Trainisg in Classroos by TYpe of Training. vnder
staff with training in each of the three types

Then for each category, enter

can be fouad ia the Stafl

by Types of Training

to Use Traizing in Classrocas.

°
Type of Traising scaft 0 1

rd 3

College Coursework

5

Iaservice Yorkshops

o

Other 7
pirections for Table 4.12: Ability to use Trainiag is Classroca Dy Area of Trainiag. Under
ausber of statf, indicate total sumber of staff with training ia each of the areas listed.

enter nuaber of staff at

: . Table 4.12
Abilicy to Use Training in Classroom

Then for each area of traiaing,

each ability level.

by Areas of Training

P

| Nuaber

Ability to Use Training in Classrooas

of
Area of Training statt 0

l 2 3

proficieat in
students

1. Instruction to be
the pative laaguage of

'

0

3. Instruction to be proficiest ia
Loglish (non-Native taglish

speakers only)

3. (e.g.., Applied

Linguistics
i sociolinguistics)

Linguistics,

Cross~Cultural Coamunication
or Cultural Awareaess

4.

o

Iastructional Nethodelogy or
c:::tenxa ia Native Language
°

Iast Nethodology or
. cured {s Baglish

Lducational Assessment

Lducation Research Design and
Netheds (including Progras
Lvaluation)

— |~ o Gy I

9. Other

n

0

8
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pirections for Table 4.13: TYpe of Training by Area of Triisiag. Uader aumder
of statf, indicate total suaber of staff vith traiaing is each of the areas
listed. Then for each area of training, enter aumber of staff vith each type
of training.

e Table 4.13
™vvre of raining by Area of Training

¢ .- type of Traianing

Rumber
of College Inservice
Area of Trainiag staft Coursevork VYorkshop Other

1. Iastruction to be proficient in .
the native language of students L%

2. Iastruction to be proficient in
English (nocn-Native Laglish
gpeakers only)

3. Linguistics (e.g.. Applied
Linguistics, Sociolinguistics)

4. Cross-Cultural Coamunication

e or Cultural Avareness

$. Iastructional Kethodology or
Curricula in Native Laaguage
of Students

6. Iastructional Kethodology o
Curricula in English

9. fducational Assessaent

—lo|l b s

8. Lducation Research Dasign and

Nethods (including Progras /
gvaluation)
9. Other
87
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section é: Student Informaticn and Non—Test Data
pirections £oF Tables 6.1 - 6.4. Use Worksheet 6.1, student
1nformation and Non-Test Data to €41l in thgsi‘cablos.

pirections for Table 6.1: Number ef Title VII Students by Langusage
proficiency Level and Grade. For each grade level represented in
the Title VII project. 1ist the number of Limited-English-
proficient students. the nunber of gnglish proficient studengs, and
the total number of students. Sum across schools as necessary to
compile the information for each grade.

Number of tcle VII scudents by LAanguage
ruﬂ=£$4=i¢su=y'xa-vlﬁL and Grade

——— ’———

proticiency

Limited English gnglish Total
Grade proficient Proficient scudents
Pre -k /0 A /&
K o /3 2 7

/ W /3 25

&3




pDirections for Table 6.3: Number of Title VII students Bligible for
Free Lunch by Grade. For each grade level represented in the
project, 1list the total number of 1imited BEnglish proficient
students and English proficient sctudents gng;ggg_gligihlg_;g;_g;;g

. In the last column indicate the total number of students
eligible for £ree lunch. sua across schools as necessary to
compile the information for each grade.

Table 6.2
Number of Title vII Students Rigible
for Free Lanch by Grade

I

—’
profticiency

Linited English tnglish Total
Grade proficient proficient students

fhe - KK
K /¥ 8 T 2D
/ /¥ [~ 2 &

- I

pDirections for Table 6.3: Nusber of Tiile vII Studeants by Language
proficiency Level and lLaaguage Group. for each language group
represented in the project (besides English Language Background
students) list the aumber of Limited-English proficient students.
the number of English proficient students and the total number of
students. Sum across project grades and schools as necessary to
conpile the information for each language group.

Table 6.3
Number of ‘Title VIT Students by Language
“!!nati;=Ulnnar Level and Language Group
1!5353 proticiency
‘Tatguage Timited EInglish | BEnglish Total
Group proticient Proficient Students

[ hures® Pk Y/ 3 /3
3 K /4 H# /8

[ /0 10 20
89
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for Table 6.4:
Use Worksheet 6.1 to conplete

Non~-Test Data summary for Project
this table.

pirections
students.

the column numbers
¢rom Worksheet 6.1.

The column aunbers for the table correspond tO
on the data worksheet. Transfer total nuabers

sum the numbers in each columa. TO
divide the column total by the total
Muleiplying the averages by 100 will

To calculate & coiumn total,
calculate a column average,
nunber of project students.
give a percent.

Table 6.4:2
fo-" 2}

fate:

paader Defereed | (10 Pouan ioue TR
fuder Of n {0 ad fleed To | S | dwe fotal | total i
Stadents (1 [tetained | Busder . j farelled is  itasticipating] hader fader b
Carrestly | laft is of (0 | 11 ] Pestsecsadacy | ot least of doys [ of hays
Gudt | 1a Project | Project | Grade 1 Drepents special | cifted oz | Shcatina 100 doys | Atteaded | tarelled
i Hucation g falated ! i
ekt g \ 1 ‘_. 1L 90512991}
K |47 | ! ! | 06 14/8014928]
| 95 L& 2 L oS 410414330
! | i '! | '. |
1 1 l { l 1
i i i | | ! i
Project | i i | |
tal: | é 82 l § ! /,7 /193 } /AISS
Preject ‘ l | | | |
Average: | TXIIXIZNITL | | | | \
_—*—— . b

30
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Section 7: Test Daﬁa

tuge

pirections for Tables 7.1 and 7.2 Nuaber of

project and Grade. For each grade
vil project, list the
in the project, the nuamber of students who
the project, etec. In the last column ent
students at each grade level. Sum across s

conpile the jinformation for each grade.

Table 7.

Limited Engli

1
of Limited nglish Proficdentc

Ttle VII stcudents
Project and orade

p-,'4 1&-::1; in

Years In project Total 4‘T
Students
Grade 1 3 3 4 S 8¢ i
Pro -K /0 /0 £
K g 16 [ =F
A 15 15 Q>
- I I - I I R
Table 7.2

Proficient

et In Project \ Total
g: : scudents
GEade 1 |2 |3 s 15 | % |
Phe -K ) b
K q /3

/3
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proficient and Bnglish Proficient Title vII Students by Years in
level represented in the Title
aumber of students who have spen
have spent two Yea
er the total number of

chools as necessary to

t one Yyear
rs in




