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ABSTRACT

The current emphasis on "teaching in the language of
the child" has led to a demand for bilingual prog.cams in
Mexican-American communities. Ninety preschool children, assumed to
be Spanish speaking, were referred to a summer program for
amelioration of English ;anguage deficiency. Spanish and English
versions of the Preschool Language Scale were administered to
determine language dominance, - develapmental statas, and areas of
deficiency. Results indicate that prime consideration should be given
to the assessment of the preschaﬂl child's language status before
assuming competency or dominance in any 1anguage or deciding to
establish a bilingual program. [Not available in hard copy due to

marginal legibility of original document,] (Author)
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Abstract

The curvent cmphasis on “tesshing in the languege of the child” has led
to a demand fer bilingual programs in Mexiecan-fmeyrican: communiltics.

liinety preschool children, assumed to be Spanish spesking, wete referzed
€o a cummer program for ameleoration of Pnglish language deficiency.
Spanish and English versions of the Preschool Language Scale were
administered to determine language dominance, developmental status, and
areas of daflelency. HResults indicete that price eonsideraiien should
be given to the ascesspent of the preschool ehild®s lunguage stacus
before sssuming competency or dominance in any language, ov deciding

to estabiish a bilingual program.
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Results

Table I shows the percentage of enildreu in each of the above categories,
with their Means and Standard Deviations on both versions of the Prescheol
Language Scale., Only 18% were solely Spanish speaking, in spite of this
being the theoreiical basis for referral; 23% were bilingual, with
comparable English and Spanilsh skills. Slightly more caildren, 28%
proved to be lsnguage deficient in both Spanish and English. This meant
that none had reached a language age of 3%, the level determined by

- psycholinguists to indicate baailc language competency.

0f the Spanish=-spealing children, half had essentially no Engliqb language
skills while the rest were able to handle beginning aspects of English.

Of the language-deficient children, while all were lagging, 40% were

agp&rgﬂLiy Spanigh orlented with essentially no English-languege skills,’
and 247 were apparently English orilented with essentially no Spanish
gkille, while 36% were developing bilingual.

When the Spanish-speaking children are examined as a group, their Spaﬁish
skills are conpiderably below average, at the borderline level. In
contrast, those children who were English spea king were much closer to
average in their language skills. Thelr PLS Spanigh scores are omitted.
since these children rarvely indicated any knowledge of Spanish.

The bilingual children were markedly similar in both English and Spanish,
and their scores fell between those of the English-speaking and Spanish-
spoaking children.

When children who were language deficient are compared, the Spanish
scores are somewhat higher than English scores.

For all samples, the Auditory Comprehengsion score is above the Verbal
Ability score. This is in spite of the fact that im composition of
this test is corrected to allow for the natural supérlgxﬁLﬂ of language
undergtanding as compared to use. .
Results can be campared to f;ndings from the earlier pll@t program which
included 68 children, referred as elther Spanish speasking or deficient
in language. The distribution of Spanlsh-speaking and English-speaking
children was remarkably similar., Slightly more children were classified
as language deficient and fewer as bilingual, reflecting the presence
of older children referred because of unsuccessful kindergarten
expexrlences, - ‘ :
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This studyzhag indicated that Evaluating both the English and Spanlsh
status of ﬁEflGSR“AE%;1§EE children facilitates understanding their
language naeds and mzﬁlmlzes e;iher over or ugderestimating their- 1anguage



gkilie. The value of such measurement is evident when the aetual rather
"han acsumed Spanjsh and English status was established, Far from being
flaeat in Spanish and deficient in English, more than half of these
children had adequate English to profit from English language instruction,
and only 187 were so deficient in English and fluent in Spanish that

they might profit from initial Spanish ingtruction (English as a secend
language). Alsc, 28% wern so pointedly deficient in eithor language

that one ceuld not assume that there was a need to use Spanish asg a
vehicle for imstrucrien. .

The major cunclusion frem this study is thac identification of a Mexican-
American child as Spanish speaking or bilingual based only on subjective
iﬁpfassiaﬁs'might wvell invslidate deeisions regarding the must effective
language fer instruction, or the type of program needed to help the child
learn. What is requived is the use of a meaguring inserument vhich will
permit eveluation of skills in both languages. If this is eccomplished
et the preschool level, then the most suirable language for instruntion
can be determined, and progrems ean be selected which will be hokh
meaningful and produciive for the child,

The simultaneous use of Spanigh and English Versions of the Frescheol
Language Scale appears fo be a valid approach to such language identification,
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TABLE I

Means and Standerd Deviations on the Lnglish snd Spanish Versions
of the Preschool Language Seale

ENGLISH Con SPANISH |

ACG VAQ i ACQ VAQ

Oxoup | N| %) M | D M| iS? L u | S0 | M | 8D
Spanioh 16 | 18 6204 16,66 | 28.1] 15,14 || 77.5 | 3.17 74.8 | 13.12
7Engiish' é& 7 33 91.8|14.08 | 85.6| 16.3 feﬁitted?
Biinguai |28 | 23 | g6.¢ | 12.33 | 80.0 12,84 ',37ns‘ 12,90 | 84,5 | 13.42
Nelther |25 | 28 | 43,7 | 17.74 | 38.8 | 14,51 || 51.8 [15.05 | 49.4 | 13.05
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