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EDUCATIONAL ACCOMPLISHMENT AUDIT

REPORT FOR SAN MARCOS ) -

Purpose of the Report
This Audit Report is made in c0mpliance with the contractuel agfeéments,
legal prescnipﬁions, and officiai d;fectines under the Provisions of Title VII .
: of Public Law 89-10, as amenaed for the‘estnblishment and opcration of\bilingual

— L]

education'programs} This is an Audit Report on the Bilingual Education Program

::zi:ézigfjn Marcos Independent School Dlstrict. Although this program comprises
;;;/' twn lic schonol districts, San Marcos and Harlandale, and a university, Sduéh:

(///#-~*-> west Texas State University, separate evaluatione and ‘audits are being performed

\\\\\,//’ fori‘;e'two_eehool districts this yegr in accordance with the changed Uni:;d

iStates Office of Education directive. The program {c 1in its féurth year of
D . .
operation, haying as its director this year Mr. Reaé Gonzé&ez. The purpose

of .this report is to give a critique concerning the quality of the project

evaluation and discuss the comparative findings of the project and the audit,

and to confirm or question the need for program modifications which have been
. . b

L

proposed as a résult of the project evaluatioes.

o | )
e ‘ ) (; Scope of the Report\
) 4 .

The Audit Repokt follows the -suggested gudit Report Content Areas received

from the United States Office of E&ucation which 1is a‘part of the contractual'

. agreement between the auditor'gnd-the program director as follows: . \\\
_ J/ . S PO Introductory and general comment s concerning the quality
S of the project evaluation and the comparative findings of
. " the project eValuation and-the audit.
. / - el ; h
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. v A /,




Z. Detailed critique of the product and process evaluation
conducted for operation and manag=ment, based on an
assessment of the- instruments used, data collection
procedures, data analysis techniques, and data analysis
presentation.

) i 3. Description of the auditor's on-site visit findings and
their correlaticn with the evaluator's data and reports;
summary of consistencies and discrepancies, and interpretation
of the dircrcpancies.

4. Recommendations for revisions in the evaluation design, in-
cluding a rationale for' each reconmendation. Since the
"auditor's objectivity can be retained only if the. selection
of a specific corrective action is a local decision, he should
provide general rather than specific recommendations, posing
several alternative actions or possible sources of assistance
to the LEA in correcting the deficiency., : Q <?
5. Confitmation or questioning of the neced for program modifica-
tions which have been proposcd as a result of project evaluation.

The audit areas dcscribed above will be referrcd to as sections in this

report with section numbers corresponding to the audit arca description numbers.

~
-

SECTION I %

Introductory and\Ceneral Comments
Concerning the Quality and Significance
of the Final Evaluation Report -

The Evaluation Report for 1972-73 has followed the evaluation design. The
i P
evaluator has accomplished very well the purpose of a bilingual progiam evaluation

-

which in this instance has been curtailed by federal directives to only the
- ,
instructional component.

The Evaluation Report for 1972- 73 is a remarkable .document because of its

sclentific objectivity, penetrating analyses, logical and lucid interpretations,

perceptive appraisals, and fundamentally sound recommendations. Project and
;o .

administrative officials would not be remiss to.consider the cvaluator's findings
n \ ! .

in their future educational plans.

-
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This report uses the presentation, analysis, and interpretation of statistical

1 A Y

data as its basic format. The extensive use of statistical data is an appropriate
technique for specific measurement of learning growth and levels of achievement .

Many of the expected pefformance objectives are evaluated by means of réalistic

<

'criterioﬂ*referenced quantitative measures. At first glance ﬁhe sgatistical data

_méy appear to be a bit excessive, however, these data are most appropriate in an

adequate evaluative study. | ' ¢
'Concern is often raised by many persons about th; relevancy and appropriateness

of certain evaluation instruments. This concern has been esp@bially strong in the

n .

testing of minority students. The evaluator of this project has used a wide ., .
variety of measures with several of them administered bilingually or written in
Spanish and English. The interpretative comments call for appropriate modifica-

. o ) : . . |
tions, taking into consideration ;he target pupil population. The diversity in

0 N

individual classrooms and in reasonable achievement expectations is evidenced in

this report. It is obvious that selection and use of, tests in a project such as
\ =

Al

this need constant review.in,searcb'of morc valid means of assessmenf;'however, the

~

utilization of more accurate methods of scoring these tests and .the availability of

N

longitudinal studies lend 8uppor€/;;\the instruments now beiﬁg uséa;:AThe auditor
has noted that .the scores of pupils in the program are beingAcomparcd to their earlier
N |

performance under the same conditions; therefore, one can argue that the evaluation

.

results should not be criticized, but that learning opportunities need to be assessed

s, .

and replanned. ,The evaluator has made several constructive suggestions.

ES .
L4

As verified in an interview with the evaluator, the auditor has ascertained

that the team of examiners as well as the classroom teachers themselves are the

i

most experienced asscssment staff since ﬁhe'project began four years ago. This .

ekperienced team has facilitated a more effective individualized oral and written
; : . . . !

.
@
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testing program. These strengths along with_clectronic computer services .aid the

evaluator with more analytical techniques in data interpretation, and certainly

are commendable additions to the evaluation dimensions.

The graphic presentations facilitate comparisons and add greatly to the
p B

comprehension and interpretation of the data b§ the concerned reader. -‘Suggestions
AL R :

of remediation aspects for the project are more easily obtained from these visual

aids. The evazluator has made these graphics explicit.

The auditor notes that improvements in evaluation techniques usually result

. .
in magnification to the visibility of instructional results.

-~

This clearer view

of aspects of the project should not result 'in dissatisféction with the evaluation

but on the other hand it should bring into focus certain program aspects in need
: R !
of revision and r:mediation. ’ :
S ~ The objectives of the bilingual project can be summed
\\

v
reduce.the educational deficit of the Mexican-American child Y

briefly as: f1) to

b

hile instilling in him
(2) to obtain for the child~th?‘advantage of literacy
‘ . ‘ ' JoT :

in two languages; and (3) to give the Anglo-American child an opportunity to

his bicultural heritage;

broaden his outlook by introducing him to a new language and another cult

evaluation report is expected to show somc indication of how well these objectives

' hxve been achieved thig year. An on-goilng assessment of the project's objectives

as to their practicalit;\heeds to be part of the program itself.

Objectivity and comprehensiveness appear to be major characteristics‘of this
"report. The recommendations ‘arc educationally sound, clearly stated, and are
. N _ ;
based on much em~*zical evidence. A\\\
\,

A Project description, beoinning on Page 1 of the evaluation report is an
N '-

accurate account. There are.six objecé%\ of the bilingual progrem which have

N,

N
apprOpriately been placed as the firbkt purt ‘'of this_section. These intended

outcomes are- the criterion on which the entire project should be evaluated.

Several



commenté through this audit épgak to the adequacy of the cvaluation in obtaining
these goals.

t

Table I, "Téache%s, Schqols, ané Summary of Pupil Data,' shows tcacher
assignments by schools, grade levels, and ciass sizez. Of the four schools with
25~Feéch£;s in the program, one school involving 10 Leacbers cmploys team-teaching
arrangements. It is commendable tﬁat 10% of the.684 students, those who are not
Mexican-American, have chosen to- become more acquainted_with multi-cultural
.eduéation. Although 18% of the children in the programvhave Spanish-surnames,
th#§;;ndicator is becoming more ééd moré difficult tb‘vse as a device for .as-
certaining instructional needs of children in this locality.

"In spiée of the fact that the Consortium, which operates thg.bilingual,pioject,
encompases Fwo cities some fifty miles apa;g, all aspects of the ﬁrog;;m bave
fuﬁctiOned well, Since each of the two ﬁﬁblic school districts involved has pad

-

its own coordinator of the learning component, very little, if any, detrimental

4 . )

o

effect on the instructional program has resulted because of one district beiné
fiscal agent, while the univérsity facilities agd the other school district were
in a separate qity.
As\has been mentioned in the Interim Report, a major change in the program
by the local district. This is cven greater evidcﬁcc of the commitment by the
school district to biiiﬂzual education. |

Two major mnnagement personnel changes have been made this year--a new
project director, Mr. Rend Gonzaiez, and a new coordinator,.Mr. Luis Delgadillo.
The_ayditor concurs with the evaluator that increaséd efficiency as well as .

community involvement by these men has enhanced the total bilingual project.

Under ‘the direction of last year's project director, Mr. Carlos Rodriguez,
R 3

/ ' !

tﬂis year 1is the assumption of financing for the second gradé as well as the first



Southwest Texas State University's bilingual-bicultural teacher-training center
has greatly enhanced this bilingualfproject. It is easily observed that in
addition to the pre-service training of teachers, this program has contributed to

the efficiency of the tesﬁing and instructional aspects of the project. - -

‘ N

SECTION II
‘ : N
Detailed Critique of the Product and Process
Evaluation Conducted for Operation and Management,
Based on ‘an Assessment of the Instruments Used,
Data Collection Procedures, Data Analysis
Techniques, and Data Analysis
Presentation

It has been observed that this year's federal guidelines curtailed evaluation

L

ment, were dealt with only incidentally as thei affect instruction. Aiso, directives

to the instructional component, therefcre other components, such as staff develop-

acpofded that standardized tests form the ﬁéckbohe of the evaluation this year and
other performance objectives have been eliminétea from the design. It is the
auditor's belief that a total evalua§i6n of achievement‘should include'v;rious’
subjective assessments as well; howéveg,the instruments selected for this year's
project evaluation are véfy feasibie undér'the federal dire;tives. |

The auditor's critiqué'and'comments are limited to his knowlédgé ahd ex-
pefienceé with the project since the middle oflghe school year (Fébrﬁary 7, 19?3).
The illness of the former auditor, Dr. GuyAC. P;yor; necegsitated a chénge. As
time Permifgéd; évery school campus, schoél principal, and project administrative
personnel were visiteq. These. visits, gest samples, test instruments, a§ wé11 as’
classréom processes are bases for thié report. More'igformation/wiii beyrelatéd
the segtion on "'On-Site Visits"; .

A . .
The project evaluation was' conducted very effectively and\ efficiently oni

. / v -
later in this report under

4

~

schedule as planned and supervised by the'evaluator. The\kindergarteqland first

‘

Q ‘ ) . - WJ
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i

/Q*”férade students wefc cvaluated individually on vocabulary by a trained testing

P team composed of Southwest Texas State University's intern student teachers. The
- § .

| .
regular classroom tcachers administered readinéss- and achicvement tests in coopera-

tion with the cvaluator. The auditor has observed that the individual examiners

are quite experienced due perhaps to the fact that many have worked in the program

for scveral yecars. Thg project evaluator can be commended for/a‘very hihhly

t

organized and well-planned operation and management ofltebting procedurés. This

<

: - . . { .-
function was carried out in a most busincss-ljke manner. Further commcﬁts will
. ) . . » ’ N ) . / "'\,..
follow as the auditor critiques the evaluation pinduct and process. ! i

Scores_for Peabody tests and those for all gther evaluation .instruments
, . ‘ . : |
administered are put on cards ana electronically;procussed. The procesé of rcturning

;
!

- 7| feedback on these scores to project teachers not only allows for early diagnosing

.

!of pupil weaknesses but also facilitates earljer corrective action. Thé}auditor

‘ . . P
observes this as a significant. factor in the lenrning process--ccpecially as the

/
| .

. ‘ . |
-number of pupils increases, more data is gathered and disseminated in the evaluatiof

-
k]

process.

. Table iff’"Peapody Picture Vocabulary Tests,” 'compares 1971-72 dominant

-

language means with tiose of 1972-73 in kindergarten and first grade pupils.

- Cae . e

| The significant evidenze of hapdiéépé in'ééﬁégbﬁrfb}&ﬁiéfibh presented magrifies

. .

. thé_heed for teachers to implcment extensive measures to reduce this deficit.
v The comparison of fall and spring Peabedy scores reveals in Table III, a much

s ,/ lower expectable gaqn in Spanish than in'Eninsh for kindergarten pupils, Other

/ . . . o | v .
/ infinitesimal increascs in Spanish Peabody scorgs compared to English are observed
© ' . . . \ . o . .
/ by mean scores in Tables IV and V. It appears.that the recommendations in the

Ay \' * i)
. evaluathg\report‘;o the coordinator are well founded. The auditor agrees that

)

the coordinator should work closely with teachers to -improve the pupilﬂlearning

'

- . _of concepts in Spanish next yesr in order te more fully realize the project obvw

Q *jectives.
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.The Metropelitan PReadiness Test and Métropolitad Achievement Test results,
(Tables VI-VII), indicatc a high percentage of success toward behavioral objectivee
. o . 4 ' ’
for kindergarten and first grade students. The auditor concurs that the bilingual

progran is sﬁccessfuffy.fulfilling the objcctive of treducing cducational deficit.

»

For those groups who scorcd very high it is sugpested that the evaluator compare
X , .

~ . ' .
the rates of progress of thesc pupils ip succeeding years. The graphic presenta-
tions give a clear-picpuré of explanations énd.findings--especially the grabhs

illustrating variabilit§ and growth at three quartile levels facilitate comparisons,

h g

(Tables XII-XIII). These are commendable procedurcs.

~

The evaluator reports (p. 25) that in grades}Z—S éénerally the amount of ~
gain is good for Metropolitan Achicvement Test arcas of word discrimination,

language, mathlcompuﬁétion, social studies, and Qccasjonally reé@ing co%prehension.

Percentages in several cf these areas lagged below expectations a great deal in

v

the third grade, however.

When qhartilé'scores were analyzed, (p.°'26) a large variability existéd'

v

) 4 .
betwecn classrooms as to the percentage of pupil success. Also, a large varig-

-

bilityYexisted between classrooms as to the.area(s)'of pupil success. The evaluator . .
' - ° - : 7
has highlighted the evidence produced by the data that there is a great need fog
. q . . ' . i )
extensive'consultation among -the coordinator and teachers. Dctermining reasons .

;or cxpertise in some areas and a sharing of ‘this expertise wjth follgg/teachers,

Rl

. ‘ V. 3 ' . . . .
as well“as further college work for needy teachers are suggested. The auditor

" concurs that the coordinator approach this recomméhdation as, soon as possible in

- .
a most professional manner.

-

It has Becﬁ‘notéd that the pupils fall furthew behind the natiohal'norms on

_these achievement tests cach year that they are in school. The evaludtor points .

! )

out (p. 26) that there_1is no achievement test on the market at this. time.which
\ S
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is constructcd for or normed for the pupil population represcnted in this

«
project. - It is recommended by the auditor that, whcther bilingnal projects are
continued on allocally or federally funded bLasis, some type of standardized

,~

achicvement assessment device be sought. The scheol district should keep a constant
vigil for such an -instrument. T . ' .
According to the evaluator, the Inter-Americana Spanish reading test, the

Prueba de Lecthra,Auﬁ;administcred to grades two; thren, four, and,five. ;Only
raw scores were used to compare progress. The test was reported as beiné
difficult (p. 26-27}, but was thé only one availablé-at the commencement of this
p?ojécf"dﬁd is.preséntly used so'that a longitudinal study is possible next year.
The evaluator is to be ‘commended for the clear and accurage summative analyses
and comments. Although results are generally good, there is a wide variation
reported in soﬁe mean SCOres, (Tables XIX-XX). The coordinator should study the
recommendations of the evaluator so that the %evel of achievement is acceptable
in all classrooms. Parhaps a less difficult feading test might be employed in‘
;he p¥oj9ct after the longitudinal study is made next year.

- Evaluation with the Bilingual Education Program locallyocoﬁstructed~§ests

~ . ‘

in social Ftud{gs and §cience:were reportéd.as rather gbog;> The coordinator might
dp weil to study Table XXI and‘attempg to discover reasons for the few exceptions
not at;aining their goals. The statistical t-test of'variance betweeg English

.and Spanish performance’ planned next yecar should prove interesting. The auditor

o

recommends that the Biiingual Education Program test forﬁs'bé clearly prin;ed o)

that children will be able to distinguish the pictires without difficulty.

The data reported in Tables X%}V and XXV, "Inferred Seif=-Concept Scales,"

-

piéSents‘creditable eviéence‘thai/ihe bilingual education program is indeed
. . ‘ , . a
helping many Spanish-surnamed pupils to achieve a more positive self-image. The

- _ - ; - ////;9- L ' o ®
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- auditor commends the teachers and scorers on the amount of time and effort
i/
,

ovviously expended in evaluating this phase of the projuct. Duc to the fact that

this type of cvaluation is highly'subjcctivc, the auditor reccommends that a

general meceting of all teachers cvaluating with thcsce forms have a brief in-service

workshop with Dr. Elizabeth McDaniel, author 6f the instrument, at the bcginninj
- . I

school :
of next/year. Perhaps a better understanding of how to score the sclf-concept

scale would reassure validity and reliability of this cvaluative device.
The bilingual project is to be commended in general for its attempts to

prevent drop-out of students. Certainly;tsuccnus in this endecavor will effect

the program positively. The two--day conference planned by Mr. Carlos Rodriguez

~

in November which 45 central and south Texas administrators attended is a

positive approach.

h

The cvaluator has done commendable work in comparing control groups taught

in traditional classrooms to thosF'of experimental bilingual greoups this year for

the first time. The comparisons were made in second, third, and fourth grade

classes. Severe limitations existed in the study, and realistic assessment reported

(p. 42) that therc seems to bc¢ no advantage indicated in either group. Significant

.variables, espegially -the teacher variablc, ceuld not be controlled which contribut~l

»
N

- -9
. to doubtful validity of the study.. As it appears feasible, more studies of this

kind are ;ecommcnded; \
Other components vitally assopiated with the learning process and evaluative

process but not covered in this reporf appear to have th a posifive direction

this year. The guditbr-certainly concurs that the call for -devoting of more_tiﬁe

;

to concept develepment and recading cowprehension this year was warranted and well=

founded. The coordinator and supervisors have been working,diliééntly toward a

strong tecaching staff. (Sec p. 44). Paren%.. contacts with the schools and their

-10-

R



interest is on the up-swing. All of these facts are creditable siyns for a

successful program. ' -

vSECTION ITI

Findiﬁgs and Ohservations as a Result of On-Site Visits and
‘Examination of Evaluative Data with a Summary of
Consistencies and Discrepancices

The activities engaged in by thc auditor on on-sitc visits included: . - C
- _ 1. Employed by Mr. René Gonzale, project director, and Dr. Helunc'
) Harrison, project evaluator, in carly February at whlch time’ .
duties of the auditor were discussed. ‘ :
» - 2, Attended several follow-up conforences with evaluator and
project director tc.discuss relationships bétween eévaluating
and auditing processes.

3. Examined and approved all tests, rating forms and scales,
and cvaluation instruments. ’

,’\

4, Inter"iewed/thshers and principals.

5. observed post~test‘administrations.
‘ o ) :
. 6. Conferred with testing-team members .as well as teachers.,
.-".'. . . . . N e N Y
7. Sampled most adequately the test reéults, Sﬁinionnaircs, :
rating éba%gé, data,;gzﬂ/ﬂa}a processing techniques.

8. Conferred with the project coordinater, curriculum writter,
and other resource personnel.

~

9. Examined samples of curriculum and instructional materials e
used in the project. - - : ]
p 10. Attended mecting of LEA administrators, project pérsonnel, ] '
v ST e clementary principals, and teachers’ concarning the implemen- . .

tation- Qﬁ bilingual projects:

11. Conferred with LEA ndministrators concerning pl

—

12. _Visited sevbral bilingual classrooms., . _ -

- e

’
13. WCnt over the ovaluation and audit rbpnrt wi&hse aluator and

. ~ i

other personnel. : s ‘ : . T
The thoroughness of the discussions Letﬁbén thb evaluator, the auddtor, the , o

. : ~ directbr, coordinator, and ogher pcrsonnel has’ rcflectcd a mininum of discrepancics L
ERIC T - . | o

Wiiﬁﬁﬂ ‘ . % s/ﬁ\\\ ?§‘ Col ) ‘
. o . -11- - . i ﬁ
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ERIC

BRI A ruiiext provided by R

¢

between the cvaluation design and findings and the auditor's checking and
conclusions, ,The consistencies are very nunerous indewd.  As mentioned in

Sections I and II, numerous specifics have been ddentified which nceed not be

" repeated. The many appraisal statements of the evaluation and its findings in

. ] ol . .
these sections reflect aspects of the consistendies and discrepancies. The

- completeness of the evaluative data with its careful ~nalysis and nbjective

A

intqurctaé&on have reductd the discrepancies co 2 minfrum.  iajor concern§ arc
raised relating to the fcc0mméndations of thu'éVhlungnr on Page 48 of the report.
fﬁescjfcépmmcnditions arc vell-founded in the cvaluation data. |

N 'Thé.first‘rqcoﬁméndatioq condcrninp.niqimizing of pupil drop-out~of-the~

-

program is well fﬂdndgd. Certninly 2)d
. . (‘

maintaining more pupil continuity.
. L4 .

The nggcstioqs,for the continuing nced for recruitmentdof bilingual teachers
are well ‘established, . - ‘ )/

The recommendations for more cffective time allocation in team-teaching

v

‘should be studied and implemeﬁicd. Concept development in both lAngﬁagcs is

apparently”fn nced of further study.

.
%3

I

The .sugspestion~="the importance of -spending_less time on phonics, spelling,

«

and sound discrimination .and more tim: on reading comprehension in both Enplish
and Spanish lanpuage arts."=-is strongly indicated by cvidence., A limited use of
cuadernod”as a, suggestion should be heeded.

'

Recommendations concurred to by the auditor stated that the coordinators

'should scrutinize the tables in the cvaluatign report to determine instances of

teachers' ssrcngths and wéakncs;cs. A followﬁhp with planned improvpmeﬁt pro- -~

cedures 4n {Sr sharing of ecxpertisc by individual teachers is sugpested.
Once again, the auditor aprees uncquivocally with thesce educationally sound

e

Tl

b

«12- .
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recommendations. They are clearly étatcdﬂ completely valid, and should be

A

implemented in order to make the projeet the most valid possible.

~

SECTION IV

Recormendations for Revision of
the Evaluation Design

Only‘ope ninor recommendation for revision within the evaluation design isj
suggested by the auditor. If a standardized test with regional and/or natdonal
'norms is available, it should replace tests now béing~used witﬁ only raw scores.
Perhaps this would be mofe fcasiblg after the progeét has operated for five years
and apprbpriate longitudiﬁal studies attempted.

With the scoperf the evaiuation ﬁof this project boing limited by federal
direcctives this f%ar; the auditor recommends no major’chgnges at this time.

snother look at the uniformity of scoring by various tecachers on the pupil self- .

concept ‘scale might be considerpd. _ ’

SECTION V

Confirmation or Questioning of the Need for Program '
Nodi&;cations-which Have Bcen Proposed as - - rw///

.

A Result of Project Evaluation . ~

The auditor of this projcct has found no cause td‘3333£}5n the recommendations
. N : ’
for program revisions. A strong endorscment of thes¢ sugpestions is appropriate.

The classroom teacher is the most "important facdtor eisfcting the outcomes

of the bilingual, bicultural educational project. The audYtor most sincerely

.*)‘ A}

confirms that any recommendations for performance improvements of the clasdroom
teacher should be re-emphasized. If the behavioral objectives of the progfam are :
to be achicved in a more effective manner, the teacher must constantly plan proper

activities which will give children opportunitieé to practice the intended terminal

béhaviors.

e

L 4 : ) L "'l 3" / ~



It is most proper‘that.thc suggested modifications based on revelations of
. ’ )

-

the project evaluation be implemented with a11~hastc,

~

Summary of Recommendations
" and Comments

1. The Final Evaluation Report for 1972-73 has been limited in’
scope as compared to former years, yet is very comprehensive
' and- most specific. '

2. The evaluation is accurate, and the data have been properly ,////
analyzed and interpreted. ) _ .

3. The recommendations and suggestions made by the evaluator are
derived from thorough assessments and,are educationally sound and
administratively feasible. -They should be studied by all educators
associated with’the project and then implemented.

4. The LEA administrators should be gnizant of-a continuing need
for pupil retention in the pgoiec/, @s well as a.cofstart nced for
bilingual teacher recruitment

~ 5. Although there is a continued effort for improving the learning

of concepts in both English and Spanish, a more concerted effort

should be made. Also, Spanish-language teaching should be gchn

more time, especially on lower grade levels.
————

- +6. According to suggestions, more timg ‘should be spent on reading
comprehansion in both English and Spanish and less time on phonics,.
. spelling, and sound discrimination.

7. As has becn sta ‘ed earlier, a careful look at tables in the project
evaluation should be made to determine weak and strong areas for
_ respective teachers. ‘"Remedial or refresher measures and/or a
sharing of expertise should follow for and- by these teachers.

o . .8. The administrators of San Marcos Independant School District and
Southwest Texas State University along with the Harlandale Ihde-
a pendent School District are to be commended for having initiated
and made provisions for a bilingual instructional program through
these four years: wi{hvimprovements each year. ,
9. The auditor has observed that the evaluator has been very responsive
' to suggestions, and discussed these in a professional manner. Each
recommendation has been responded to-promptly with appropriate-and -
satisfactory dispatch The,Evaluation Report is highly commended. .

10. The proJect has much merit and should be funded in some manner
affer thz® projected five-year period.
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