. . ' DOCUMENT RESUME

ED 118 585 K . 6B j‘ : TH 005.068
TITLE , Milwaukee Blllngual/Bicultural Education Progranm °
. “1974-1975. ~

/ INSTITUTION- H&luaukee Public Schools, Wis, Dept. of Educatlonal
' Research and Program Assessment. _
SPONS AGENCY National Inst. of Education (DHER),:Washington, B.C.

7 ) Bducatlonal.Equity Group. Hult*cultural/Bilingual .
J Div . # A
PUB DATE . [753
NOTE 35p.; Hot available in hard copy due to light prlnt
- of original docuaent \ »
BDRS-PBICE’ KP-30.83 Plus Postage._ﬁb Hot~ivaiiab1é from EDRS.
DESCRIPTORS" Acadenic Achievement; *Biculturalisa; *Bilingual

Education; Bilingual Students; Bilingual Teachers;
"Comparative Analysis; Cultural Avareness; Curriculue
Developaent; Educational Objectives; *Elementary
Secondary EBducation; Pederal Programs; Inservice
Teacher Education; *Program Evaluation; Spanish
Americans; *Spanish Speaking; Student Attitudes;
Student Testing

IDENTIFPIERS Elementary Secondary Education Act Title VII; ESEA
Toee ) Title VII; *Milvaukee Bilingual Education Progran;
¥isconsin (Milwaukee)
7 “amsTrACt . o S
- This report covers the 1974-1975 extension 'of the

Elementary and Secondary Education Act (ESEA) Title VII Milwaukee
Bilingual Education Program which began as a five-year project in
September 1969. The program was initiated to develsp a bilingual
curriculum for schools with Spanish-American populations. Pederal
lTegislation, which supports the Milwaukee program, vas designed to
neet the .special needs ©of children who have limited English
proficiency and- vho come from environaents where the dominant °
language}is other than 2English. In order for Spanish-background
children{to hecome more broadly-educated adults, they must be
‘afforded/ educatiomal opportunities at least equal to those available
to other children. Bilingual education was and is considered to be a .
basic and essential framework to provide thesée opportunltles. The
otal bilingual program had three main components. They were an
ementary program, a secondary school program, and inservice
. training for staff. This report descripes each of these programns
along with the specific objectives and the findings on which the
evaluation was based. (Author/DEP)

¥ 2 2 2 ok ok ok ko ****************‘"*******************************************

* Documents acquired by ERIC include many informal unpublished *
* materials not avajilable from other sources.. ERI% makes every effort *
* to obtain the best copy available. Neverthelgss, itens of marginal *
* reproducibility are often encountered and this affects the quality =*
* of the microfiche and hardcopy reproductions ERIC makes’ available *
* via the ERIC Document Reproduction Service (EDRS). EDRS i's npt *
* responsjible for the quality of thé original docuament. Reproductions *
* *
* *

* supplied by EDRS are the best that can be made from the original.
******************************#************ﬁ*************************




.

.

-
—
-~
.
¢
.

.

{

THIS OCCUNENT Was BEEN REPRO

>>>>>>>
STATED DO NOT NECESSARWLY REPR

. LONG-RANGE DEVELOPMENT

< DIVISION OF PLANNING A0 AN
=

P oo ENC h}

’ v . .
< -
- A
.
,
-

milwaukee public schoois

~ OFFIC AL NATIONAL "RSTITUTE OF
ey Sv Sn POSI TION OR POLICY ) -
. . B
.
f
(]

ERIC Cleéaringhouse on Tests,
Measurement, and Evaluation
Educational Testing Service

Princeton, New Jersey 08540

1

a

- MILWAUKEE -
- BILINGUAL/BICULTURAL - ¢
gz EDUCATION PROGRAM

le,

.
R
N
NS
S vy m

A N\
. ‘3 ~ DEPARTMENT OF_EOUCATIONAL RESEARCH

AND PROGRAM ASSESSMENT




‘. )

I}IST'OFTABI-E ® & ¢ ¢ e ¢ & o * ¢ o

INTRODUCTION o o o o o v o o v o v .
[
RrogramlGﬁals * 6 o o o s o o 4

ELEMENTARY SCHOOL PROGRAM

Instructional Program . . . . .
Pupil Characteristics . . « . .
Comparison GrouP s o « ¢ o o o
Evaluation ef Program Objectives

SECONDARY SCHOOL PROGRAM

Instructional Program . . o « &
Pupil Characteristics . . « o .
Evaluation of Program Objectives

BILINGUAL THISERVICE TRAINING PROGRAM

Objective and Instrumentation .
L4 -

SUMMARY AND RECOMMYENDATTONS

Elementary Program o« o« o« o o o
Exilingual Reading . « o« o o o
Spanish for Spanish Speakers . .
Inservice Training . « « + « «
A Coneluding Statement . . . ., .

~N ~ o\

.« . 16
.. 18
.27
3 . 28

e 3
o o 31
‘e o 32 "

.. 32




LIST OF TABLES .

’ 1
3 ’
Table Page 1 '
_, . Leriguage Domifiance of Bilingual Program Pupils, ‘ ' _ . ;
/Vieau S hool . . L] L] .‘ . L] L] . .' . . . L] . . . L] L ] L] . L ] L] . . L] 6

. k) . .
5 Ethnic Background of Bilingual Program Pupils, ) . ;
Vieau ‘S chool . . L] . L] . L] . - L] > L ] L] . . 1 2 L] . L] . . L] 4 L ] . L] 7

%

¢ -~ . . l

Studené Performance on the lesleﬁf Proficiency Test (Spanish)

3 and Common Concepts Foreign Language Test, Bilirigual Grade 6 - . .
) Vleau School . . . L] . L] L] L] L] . . . L] & . L] L] .‘ L] L]

« o & ¢ o o '9 ~

Iy School Attitude Scores, Blllngual and Compar1son Qlasses, )
" Grades 5 and 6, Vieaw School, March 1975 + « + 4 v « % + v v . =11 A O

Fifth Grade, Comparison of Reading and Mathematics Test Perfor-
5 mance of Bilingual and Non-Bilingual Groups, Mgtropolltan

Achlevement TeSts v o e ¢ ot 0 o 4 o 4 0 o 0 0 0 0 e e e e . 12
. . ;- )
6 ‘Comparlson of Sixth Grade Bilingual and Compar1son Group ,
Performance on the Jowa Tests of Basic Skills + 4« + 4w « o o 14

7 Ethnic Background of Bilingudl Program Pupils ! .. . . . .'l‘. 17

-
. B . ’
t

8 Language, Dominance of Bilingual Program Pupils « « « «ve o o« . 18

)

Pre and Posttest Results of Students irr the.Bilingual Reading
9 Center Project at Kosciuszko Junior High School, .
' California Achievement Tests,-Reading’ Level 3 4 4 o o o o o o 19

. Pupll Achievement in the’ Blllngual Reading Proaect at
10 South Division High School on the California Achievement
Tests, Reading, Level 4 ., . . & ¢ v v v v v v o o v o o v v o' 22 .

Sumary of Data for Spanish for Spanish Speaking Students
at South Division High School v v ¢ ¢ o o ofo o o o o o o o o o 25

/

11




* *

This report covers the 1974—1975 extenslon of .the ESEA Title VII Milwaukee

Bilingual Education Program whlch began as, a f'ée;year proaect in September '

1963. The program was 1n1t1ated\to develop & bilingual curriculum_ for schools

with Spanish-American poptilations. Feder legislation, which supports the

Mllwaukee program, was designed to meet, the speclal needs of children who have ¢

limited English proficiency and who ¢ome from environments where the .dominant

language is other than English. order for Spanish-backgrouhd children to L !
. -~ v

become more broadly-gducated a
"

tunities at least equal to th se‘available to other children. Bilingual educa-

ts, they must be afforded educational oppor-

\

’ . t >,
tion was and is considered be a-basic and essential framework to provide

<
»

these opportunities,

’ .

. . The Milwaukee Bll' gual Program expanded over time, supported by'ESEA

T1tles I and VII and,’the Mil auhee Public Schools. Dur1ng the 1974—1975 school

year, the Milwaukeé Bilingual Education PrOgram served a total of 1,212 students

(644 elementary And 568 secondary pupils) at 15 schools. Of these, 676 students

were in Title YII funded classes at four schools: Vieau Elementary échool,

-

Kosciuszko Juhior ﬁigh\‘dhool, Lincoln Junior-Senior'High School, and South 3

'Division School. This report focuses only upon the Title VII program com-

)

S

ponents in these schodlgy. S “

The/ first Spanish-speaking families to come to Milwaukee in sizeable numbers

were lexicans who were attracted by the avallabillty of factory and foundry jobs

.




artér the first VWorld War. They settled priimarily on the south of an industrial

valley visecting the downtown area. A secord immigration of Spanish&speaking

.

families to Milwaukee came after WOrlé’WE;TETSwith the migration ;f Puerto

.Ricans seeking industrial employment, .Theé establisheé ihemselves north of_the
‘ valley. Sup§equently, members of both.groups continued to come to Milwaukee to

be joined by Mexican-Americans from the sbuthwest who stayed to seek employment

¥
following migrant work on‘Wlscon31n fanns and,Cﬂbans who emlgrated following

i

the revolution in their country. 3

’

. However, these previously established settlement patterns no lénger exist ;
although the greater part of the Hispanic population lives on the near ;outh

and north sides of the city. Spanish-Americans, Jjust as the other etﬁhic'grohps

who preceded them, are increasingly dispersing th?oaghoﬁt’fhe entire Milwgugee ~

/s
metropolitan area,

e

While the dispersal of Spanlsh-Amerlcans to some extent indicates integra-
tion xznto the ‘community at large,’ there co-exists a feeling of ethnicity, of
identification by national groups and with all Spanish-Americans in gereral,
This feeling of ethnicity and identification has been growing steadily over the
past few years with the result that Spanish-speaking families who previously '
might have subscribed to the‘"mqlting pot" theory have instead come to prize
more highly those qualities which make them ;nique. Many Spanlsh-Amerlcans
believe that one can enter 1ntb the United States malnstream seeklng out the
social, cultural, educational, and economic aspects which are usefg} and perti-

)
nent while maintaining their unique heritage. This desire to retain-cultural

and linguistic identities has been instrumental in the implehentation of a

i‘}bilingual/bicultural education program and has also helped affect its acceptance .

and support b§ the Spanigh-American commmity. ‘

/‘ o | | | I R 28- T,
+ ERIC { B ‘
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Program Goals

s N - .

The concerns of the school and of theucommunity were the basis of the
educational goals eatablished for the program listed below:

* ' 1. To develop a blllngual readiness in Spanlsh-speaklng and Engllsh-
speaklng chlldren .
- (ﬂ :
' 2. To stimulate Spanlsh-speaklng chlldren to dergtand and communicate
T in':English . v
. 3. To cultivate in Spanish-speaking pupils a pride in the1r native lang-
uﬁ“e and culture and a more positive self-image as they make the
transition to another culture and -language o
N 4, To enable Spanlsh-speaklng and English-speaking pupils, by the end of
Grade 6, to achieve such general proficiency that they can pursue
‘e . their studies with about equal ease in English and Spanlsh
y s, .
5. To promote in the English-speaking children a personal awareness and
*respect for the-cultural  values of the Spanlsh -speaking people

6, To motivate English-speaking children to communlcate in Spanlsh and
to deVelop the skills to do 80 )

,
* [

7. o enabiefEngllsh-speaklng puplls to achleve suff1c1ent skills in
. Spanlsh so that, at the end of Grade 6, they Mlll have attalned Level 1
prof1c1en¢y (the amount of learning that takes place in one year of
hlgh school 1nstructlon in Spanleh)

, 8. To gnable the puplls in the above classes to progress in school with
s /" minimal retention so that, by the ehd of Grade 6, they will reach
] grade- level achievement- in all their subJects .

9, . To promo}e mutual understandlng and respect between the Spanish-
. speaking pupils and the English-speaking pupils through interaction as
. -they help w1th each other s language

» . 10. To increase the Spanlsh-speaklng pupil's self-concept and pride in his
‘ ’ . own cultural background. at the same time- He is learning to appreciate
and esteem a new culture
R . C % ) »

11. To foster in the_Eﬁglish—speaking pupils an appreciation of the contri-
" butions of the Spanish-speaking pupils

-

12. To increase the hewly-arrived Spanish-speaking pupil's confidence by
providing him w1th a content course which he can immediately under-
stand . .

e L,




. e 13. To motivate pareﬁts to’beﬁbmg more involved in the’ educational process |
and to become more aware;Qf communication channels that exist between
home and school (especialiy through members of the Advisory Committee
» .and the Bilingual Student Advisor)
/. “ . . ‘ .
14, To help teachers, principals, and counselors better understand and -

»

—
appreciate their Spanish~speaking pupils' potential and their cultural
7 ‘background : ' :

—
. - * A

These goéls were, in tdnn, made more explicit dnd refined by pProgram.and super-

visory staff to become objpctives'fér each class and subject taught bilingually. i

., >

In the Milwaukee program, biculturalism was part of bilingual education for
the purpose of reinfbrcipg the Spaniéh-background student's pride in his heri-

*tage and enhancing his self-image. Various aspects of Hispano-American culture

-3

were explorea, both in forma]l class situations and in extra-curricular projects,

. K [N /
at the elementary as well as the gecohdéry level., These included music, )

dancing, art, and litetature; folklore, food, and tradi&;ons; and historically- e

@

important pqople and events,

. The total bilingual program had three main components. They were an elemen-

?

tary 5rogram, a secondary school program, and inservice training for staff, The

report which follows describes each of these programs along with the ébecific

. objectives and the findings on éhich the evaluation was based.

-
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Vleau Elementary School, which had Title VII i‘unded 1l:Lngual flf‘th and

* s:.xth grades dur:.ng the 1974—1975 school . yean, has had g bll:Lngual program

s:ane 1969, the- year of the, program's 1ncept10n in M:Llw ee. ,'I‘he program was

I d

- started at the !k:.ndergarten and lower primary level. bseque'ntly, one grade

‘ level was added each year so that, by the end of the 19 lL—1975 academic year,

LA

©on regular M:Llwaukee Publ:.c: Schools gtudeln.nes. How €er, mstmctlon was

o~

modified to the extent that all subject matter was presented

and. Spanish. Also HispanOeAmerEi;can culture material was used, beginning at the | '’ &?,

kindergarten level. Altlfrough both Engl;lsh and Spar sh."is,rere sed as media of

3

teach:mg situations. The s/écond language wasg :Lntroduced gr dually on an oral ~
§ \ .

basis when the child entered the program at a.ny one of the |grade levels.. At
. ~ 2 ;
all grade levels, each 1anguage was used as a br:.dge to le,am the other, with A ;

] .

0N PN " z
!

bi;a.nguallsm as the ult:.mate goal. ' -

Fad
7

L . < ' ’ C } - SR

.4
In addition to teachers and aides, the bilmgual program sta:f?ieau

included a reading resource teacher who taught English La.nguage 8 1o newly- - s

- :. . ~G‘ .. N . .
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Enrollment'in the BiIingu 1 Pregram was optibnal. Paren/ of both Spam.sh-

*
.

[ , oo, 7 '
In the fifth an? si/cth grades, the two grades i\zr@ed by Tltle VII, Spanlsh-

speak.ung students‘ constltuted the larger part of the class enrollment as shown

v

v H N
B N 1 ' - T
. : . R el
YR T SV S T T, ST W L TS T

T oA g
:

in Tables 1 and\7§ .. ' . N ’ T '
. .( . " . B . P
: : « . TABLE1 . ! )
Language Doininanée’
e e ——-0 £-Bildngual. ~Program"Pup1.Ls ; -
s Vieau School ) '
—— T : - - - ol
. o , Grade'5 . _Grade 6 ' ‘
. -Lan%age Dominance Number Percent " Number Percent ~ :
. of Pupils of Class of Pupils of Class v
‘ Spanlsh Dominant .10 o ko 12 os00 L
: ~ Spanish Dominant and Blllngup.l 3 12 - 2’ s R
. English Dominant 5+. 2 - -3 13
_ ,Engllshﬁnominant and Bilingual 5 20 .2 .« g
f| Comple‘éely Bllmgual 2+ ¢ 8 5° 21
., TOTAL GLASS ' - 25 ‘ L
’ o T ' . S
. 1 0 4 . .. ~ “ey
&2 LT
. ' . ° (}‘ . ’ ) N. }
] i a




A, * -
1 . // . . ‘ o - 4
, TABLE 2
L1 ~ ¢ ’ . L ) . . -
B ~7 o Ethnie Background T “ e
. of Bilingual Program Pupils o .
. * Vieau School .

o . . S . - . _Grade 5 Grade 6 . L
) » -+ Ethnic Background Number Percent Number . Pércent
: ) ! - of Pupils’ ‘of Class of Pupils f Class

Mexican-American - el 6l 13 - 54 )
_Pueﬁ‘,‘o Rican ' S . 9 . . 9 ° l —_
An‘gléi American 0] ’ 0 . ‘_ 2 ' 8 ‘.
- Total batin'Population R N 22 . 92 o

_ Total MNoniLatin Population -0 .00 -3 8
., ‘ TOTAL %S o . ¢ . .-25‘ . . 24,-.

, -
) - — " L
. - . ‘ P . -
‘t , g v )
. . A
1 - . B ?

’

. .. . ) ]

/ : ‘ ' ' Comparison Group . \ ‘ %

. / . _ v s . ) . » - . ‘,‘L i

£ . N . ° . A A ' \ ' LK) 11

/ : Most of the objectives refer to a comparison group. This.group was com- |
E

pr:.sea) of students at Vieau Elementary School who were alsé 1n the flfth and .
N ‘ e
sixth grades., HoweVer, while the x/na,jomty wereaSpanish-Amexd.can, all were ' '.,:
. W i .

. Engllsh domnan‘b or Engllsh monolmgual.

: H
. ’ .. 4 . ¢ ¢
. / Cow “ . ) - 4 T : “
. - 4 . - .. . . »
- . . . . ‘ . g ' '
IRl " Evaluation of Program Objectiwes ., .. ‘' "~ L
Cm e . Lo, et . B . 3 ) . » -(’m’ } .

v
. . N -
N T T

Ob,jective1' ST : S ' ST r/
}’:'. R "S:thh-grade students who have had Spanish Language Arts will have an o
' ’ averagg -score equal to students in a natioral saimple off a standardized' v
. Foreign Language Test (Spa.nish) who have completed leVel one of a _ ,
R Spa.nish course.!'.‘ ) , . , S

* ;’-‘

. .

K]
-
.
. I
l . R o
T R R Ty N T R T ST U L TR L - T . S TP S T,

Instmmentatioﬂ _ B . ¢ - | c _‘.:*' e r‘ .\
H . ' » : :
ot To determ:me Af Qb,jectlve 1 had been met, the Pimsleur Spanish Proflclency "> . ‘
‘I‘ests, fxrst level, Fom A was choSen to be a:dmmistered to 'bhe blllngual strxth |
SR i{ “ ._\-‘b : ; Qj- o L ’

) . ) . . .

. 3 . . . . . .
. . - N . . . . PR
. .t AN I, o7 ) L. . N . e
- D N s . e NI M 1. N - s o N - " o PR
R R S d . ‘ P B S AN . P . e Co D e

o R R 5 3 AR % . . » . o
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4 v \ t . -
HS ) i . N . . " . &
Coy . . . ,

e test maziual the Pimsleur Spanish Profi- R

v

o : ' 4
‘ P grade in May 1975. Accor‘ding to

¢

i

. “ciency Tests Were deslgned to mea ure what is currently being taught in f:Lrst

and” second level Spanish courses in the Jum.or and senlor high schoql.

. . .
N
4 ~ N “~ A
o “ .

Three of the Pimsleur Spa.nish Prof1c1ency Tests were given: Speaklng,“n '

Read:mg, and ert:mg. The read:mg and writlng test of each pupll was scored

J
and the proper percentile ra.n.ls, and stan:me asslgned. The speakln,g test does

Ny ~ ﬂ\ﬁ

¢

not have percentile ra.nks or sta.m.nes' instead, raw score ranges are classlfled

’as either "good", "fa:.r",, or "poor". The Pimsleur SpanJ,sh Proflclency Test was

designed to - evaluate the attalnment of Level 1 objectives (lJ.nguJ.stJ.c under— J
., .
standlngs) of Anglo Junior and seniér high school students tak:mg Spanlsh as a

2 second language. These obJectJ.vesJ are the basic la.nguage- concepts -in ‘both

- .
’ . 4

expression and content structure of the .language, regardless of the specific

‘ curriculum or leaTning program. N o N ;-ﬁm’ o . L.
- . - [2Y ~ . Y . \ ) R -
u‘. . .V" . - - . . . ., ) - R R (v".t
- : lO test comprenensn.on ablllty, the”Common Concepts Foreign Language Test ) ’

’ ]

: (Spam:sh) was also admlm.stered in May 1975 It was chosen because it tests
. g

aural comprehenslon mthout requ:LrJ.ng the use o! reading by the ,student, n *

. -

th:.s test the bas:Lc approach was the. presehtation of a st;.mulus sentence which
. o ) .was heard in the foreign language. 'I'he student’s task was to J.dentlfy the one - e
p:.cture Of four wﬁlch 1llustrated the spoken sentence. In thls way, - He 14di- ;o

cated his understanding of the sentence he heard The stn.mulus sentences called

P
e - [ l - s -+ o
T, for—recogn:.tion of deta:Lls :m the pictures represent:.ng elements in the conmon.
e . T ¢ . N ° .-
CoL , » N i . ) . . s g N R
et e env1ronment. Co N ‘ . .o o CL . e T
.. i 3 ) ) . . A- s o s N ) ”; 1\ L . . ~ " .-

B - ’ - . . S * Vel

. ima:ings‘ Yo e : _ . .

Table 3 presents data from test:mg in M'ay 1975 w:.th f;he Pimsleur Spa.nlsh

o Prof:Lciency Tests. . Students in the program had. average ‘percentlle ranks of 85,

T, e
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. Id
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R -
o
» . - .
.. B 4
. - o~ - ~ -

¢ -
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83, a.nd 92 iri'read:.ng wri:t:.ng, and ccmprehens-:.on, respectively. Thls :Lnd:.- .
5 i . /—\ < <% <

caﬁ‘s that 'one pregréﬁ students, on the a.vera eede&"Hie a.verage of The

'

?n .each of the subtests.

2; ‘*' . , -
. rie- ", . - .
AR Sl - . ' L, .
Lol el RS e T e
H e . e . . . - .
O , . Student Performance . . a

Sl R on the Pimsleur Proficiency Test (Spam.sh) o . * .
A , and Common Coneepts. Foreign Language Test . . .
Bll:\.ngual Grade 6, Vieéau School - ‘

A z | Number  Mean -Per'entilt.a“ -
- Test v . of Raw Fere Stanine

- _Pupils ~ Score . Rank s

. Pimsleur Reading Test - 22/ . 20.8 85 - ) Nt
Pimsleur Witirg Test -~ N -8 T 7
L Common Concepts.. Test \' ’ ‘ g : A .- e
SRS (Compreheriemn) : . L 75.6 . : 92‘5{ ' . '8- -
:" -. i . < L e - ,y - -
"t : S . . . Nupber and Percent Nurpier and, Percent

‘/\\\V P . © "of Those © 7 o Thbse .
L s o - Scoréd s "Good" .. Seored\as "Fair"

‘2 'fiiﬁsle}m:ﬂSPEéléiFS Test . .. 220 |19 . 86,48 3. .- ;\/\13.6%

L I A

‘.:~
)

e 5

< gua.l s:_xth gra.cte a'l: @ contained only ihree pup:.ls uho were English domnant,

.,_.._..v._-,_7 g e m g e ey - B e I B B s . - -

o and these have been

the program smce its inceptlon in 1969. 'I'he remaa.ning

- X
. .students a.re either b:.l:.ngual orh Spa.nish‘ domina.nt.
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.class scored higher than the compar1son class whereas thls result waa_zexersed_________

Instrumentation’

S

Grades 5 and 6 blllngual and comparzson classes completed a School Attltude .

Questlonn

31x, was available in both EngllsﬁjithSpanish.

)

Tre in March 1975.

.

,'._ .

ment in the language they peferred.

\

-~

&

’

’

“.

Thls questlonnaire, 1ntended for grades four to _

Pupils completed the instru-

—

- . =t ' _3:_ < L~ ) - . :
' i .k— .« - . - . . ‘ 3 ’n . 3 ;, - 1
E ] } ’ st .
.' :f' . ‘ — y e K
‘Objective 2: ’ . T
. "= . R - '\ . ~
o "The average scére of thelbilzngual_classes_will—equalr%he~averagA —
R score of the.comparison classed on'a school_attitude questionnaire at e
c "each of the grade lévels," - : g o - BN
3 v ’ : , ) . .

Findings:
Table 4 presents data ffom the School‘Attitude Questiommaire given in
March 1975. The results ‘show that the average attitude secbres are very similar
between ther§111ngual and ggmpar:son RTouUps

both grades are cons1dered

when
i Q
When the_claéses are con81dered se ately, the flfth-grade bzllngual
P

‘together.

<)

L]

31gn1f1cant at the .05 leyel of. confidence (the dlfferences very likely were* ¢
: - b P * A . ‘- _‘-
due to chance faetors). - - : L. . o
. . . . . ‘, s e & ’ ’
. _V - - -~ . . \ ,‘
-::;. . .»D < v « lt < I
. ’~ T e

t

at the 31xth-grade level. waever, none of these differenckés are statxstlcally

. s i ) . , .
~ - ¢ .'~ - “ ) 4
X .
- - » ‘e - b .
K . - o . PO
$ - . < .8
. B g
RN " 10 .-" ’ '_\‘;' . -
- -, . = N
. /X .
” . A
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Grade 5 - ok , s -
Comparison Class ﬂ . 1ok7 10-5_ o

- : Grade 6' . ’ . I L . - . o
. ‘Bili ..] Class . (:.) . 23 L . 107.2 '11.7 ] P . - y ‘;'.—:}'

TP T TP DT VTV

.
-

N
o,
C

Grade 6 ’ P o - -
Comparisoz;Class 12 . T1h'7. 6.9 S~

-3
.
(9}
M
\¢
-
.
’

Grades 5 and 6 . Ry _ ' S -~
BllmgualCIasses : o . 1°9°6-' .11-_2 et .. ) .

©  *7 Grades5and 6. . - - RVt P
S Comanson Classes . - 26 1-093 . W2 . : - i ‘

1
0
.
-
.
-
-
0
“ -ht
. ~L
-
IR TN R DR R

- Conelusion

& score of 106-138 indicates a {itivé response to school envirchment. ALl
J 4 T ' .
... ..  groups averaged écores in:the positiye gange AU -

I , . ) .

e

|
i
d
H
'
|
]
1
i
;JlL‘;.u)‘m:_x‘-:.m...;.'J,i“t...m_ T A R T .

'
\ , f
. [ ' . . .
T T T N L A A T T T e

|
|

—‘ ?_: '-'~':"_ :‘“ I " T, T TN / ‘:": ‘ “,“_I‘”;‘ =T L, T - T
Ob;;ective 3l o o] e e T
:" el . #‘ .. : L .
T "The’average score otthe ﬁ.fth—grade bﬂ.ingual cIass will equal or . s (O.C
: exceed the average score of the comparison class J.nsmghsh Language

NS

‘ Arts a.nd Huthema’cics. ”.
i»’ ! - ERSN R \' . 3 - ‘:f",
y Instmmentatzon A =

"_ To dete;mine ;;_ﬂL above obdzctive was me:t, the Metropoll't!m L

?cest, ;[ntemedi.ate I.ew‘rel, was a.dministcred as a pmtest (Eom G) in Oc

- —-v. " - — * - —_—— - - ‘7%

€ N d . . 0o =

3 ; Y - oo, M 5 :}
B ST e

R R




£y

[ Y
...
-

Ki

. and as a posttest (Form F) in May 1975-to both bilingual and comparisen

classes mth&ﬁﬂh_pader_kr—mghshmguage—ﬂta?—thmbtestrﬁsed were

’ Word Knowledge and Reading; for’ Math, the subtests were Math Computation, Ma.th L3
Concepts, and Problem Solv:mg s ' . '- B
. : ‘ o N 7 P s e ]
. T - M ° ,?n. oL T u' ) . . ; - L . .
‘Findings . _ T " . et _: :
o Table 5 below Presents data for th:Ls obgective. Pre and post‘test total T
. ' score means are reported in stanAa.\dicjes. 1;{,7; ) vl .
: ’ .r:af "‘.,l : . ) .
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. : . TABLE 5 Lo . .
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. ¢ ) . Fifth Grade i o
C o c:omparison of Reading and Mathema ics Test Perfoma.nce \\‘ ) ey
. of Bilingual and Non-Bil’ Groups . . b e

. V © ., Metropolifan Achleveme{ﬂ: Pestg " e . o
' ' Fi ~— - - ._ " N R | . a
AT ‘.. Total Reading ', fTotal Mathematics-
- ‘ Pre ' Pogt Gain — "Pre’. Ppst Gain

: © . Mean 56.4 64,1 7.7 32 . B1.9 8.7
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Zs‘”" » In both read.mg and math, the bn.lingua.l class gverage was lower than the eom=t- - o -
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. v bllmsual group had an aVerage ga:.n 8.7‘poi71;:ﬁs compared to. an average gain
2 _' ,.'_ : ‘;1}

I —os}t}pemts for’ the comyu-isongron_ Techntcﬁh theobjec‘lmre wasnot
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. me'b. ‘However, the compa.rat:.Ve ra:bes of g4 were fa.vorable for the b:.lingual
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.2, "The dverage test score/of sixtl-grade bilingusl classes will equel or
* 7 exegeed the ave&*a.ge 8eQ ’ comparison class in English Language
Arts a.nd Matpen;a.t:.cs. o
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o The d.a.ta were genera‘bed from pre and post‘testmg wlth the Iowa Test of K
Bas:.c Sk:Llls, October 1971& a.nd April 1975, respect:.Vely. ‘Ihe subtests admind g
tered in the Engl:.sh Language ,Arts component were Voca'bulary, Read.:.ng Compre-

- :hens:.on, and Language Skills (:anluding Spell:.ng Cap:.tal:.zat:.on, Puncmat:.on,

. . » . % - ' v
N and Usage) The math componept subtests were Arithmet:.c Concepts and Arithmet:.c
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Vocabulary
Pre
Post
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5.1

By
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Reading
PI‘e. '
.Post
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4.8 1.5 12"
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L e SECONDARY' SCHOOL PROGRAM

.-

Instructional Proggm

’
.9

Koscluszko Junior High School has offered 1ts Latin students blllngual/
b:.cultural courses since 1974 Included in the curriculum durmg the 1974 |
1975 academlc year were two progra.n;s, Bilingual Read:mg and Spam.sh for Spanish
Speakers. The Bg.l:.ngual Read.lpg progect was intended to help newly-—amved
studeqts learn to read Engl:,sh and to enable other Spanish-dominant pup;ls to
upgrade the:Lr Engllsh read:.ng sk:.lls. Spam.sh for Spanish Speakers was cfeslgned
'to 1ncrease pro‘f:.c:.ency in spea.k:.ng ’readlng, wr:.t:mg, and co ehending

s . . B . e

Spam.sh -

Ay
’ ., ; f“/:' . . v
* 3

American Culture, Lhnguage, and History, Unrd States H:Lstory, Urban smdles,

'Personal Econom:.cs, d Soc:.ology, as well B:.l:.ngual Readlng and Spam.sh for

Spah:Lsh Speakers. . The

enable Spanish—bac) und students to take bgth requ:.red and’ elect:.ve subJects

levant to the:.r needs and ab:.l:.t:.es. a.nd more conduq*:.gre -
Y N

. S

. 3
-*-, - B T T - . LR T
.. x - \ .

project at South D:wision Hig"h School a.nd Kosc:.usz,ko

in an atmosphére more
e . ;. : s '

>to their success.

-

¥

Juni{‘!ﬁgh School and Spg.m.sh i‘or «Spanish Speakers at South D:.vi,s:.on were

3 7 evaluated for the 19714—1975 school year. Th:.s sect@n o:f.‘ ‘the report presen‘bs L

S e R __,,,,,_!-._ - — —

27

se sub,jects ufere established on a b:.lirigual bas:.s to ) o )
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Pupil CRaracteristics- ' -
BEEA Blllngual clasSes werd elective for both Jnm.or and senio hi_gh school stu- . .
dénts: As’ 1s the practlce in elementary schools,_preference class ei;xroll--

ment was given to monol:.ngual Spa.n:.sh spea.kers. 6ther students|who had the

requ:.red Spam.sh language ﬂuency could enroll in billngual co ses, howeyer, .. ‘]'@

4 P4
few enrolled; Accord:l.ng to bilingual teachers and guidance counselors, lack‘

.

b of fluency and msuffn.clent classroom space were the pr:r.mglry reasons for the
small enrollment of Anglo-Amer:.can students in b&‘.‘llngual c%urses. ' . .-
’ ’ ’ ) L. . ' f '! £ “ . ) ‘
At Koscluszko Ju,n::.or H:Lgh School, three students or 4.5 percent of the . )
Ay .
Blln.ngual ’Readlng Center were Anglo-Amemcan. The e‘*\:hm.c populatlon at Sou:bh
Division High School was completely Spanish-American. in both the Bilingual
Read.mg Center a.nd Spam.sh ‘for Spanish Speakers. See Table 7. e
o Jan . .
) .
AR : E \
N het s - ~
M ' «‘. 2 B
- 4 - B . - .
' - -~ - :«:,‘ -, ~ : {,':1\ by .":: ,:,’:..'-T
T o - N - . - ,gl k. - :_.':.M - -
: - a A i\ Cola
- « x&._ﬂ,- . r * ) ':}
‘ 'l‘ \. L
‘:— B . ) : . ta?',&k - . . . a
~ [ R ST IR SR, -
g . T s ’ T, I L v -
,: . - - .: ,::.M, + ;.. - ~ . -~ [ ” : 3
. 20 8 - ~ =
: ~‘: g : % - ‘(// ’ - - .. ) - 1 r. .:'Q Ad v h . ) O— )




- z [ P ‘,,<
y " . ; g R S - y
- i3 d - &J
‘. - 3 '?{ e ' o - §
- L : ' ‘h . LI .( T ' - f
» . £ . * I ‘ ]
: e - i ac
. S et . . ( . TABEE 7 - . R ‘. . I
. ; ’ Ethnic- Background - T :
. , . --6f Bilingpal Program-Pupils . - . =~ -, L. )
. 2 g g - A - . B
S > , Koscl‘uszko v ot South D:Lv:Ls:Loﬁ . "
o e S Spam.sh for e e+ e ]
/‘,, Ethnic Bll:.ngual Read:mg Spanish Speakers* Blllngual Read:.g.g*

Number
; of
.- L - Pupils

Percent
" of
Class

of

¥ Number- A

Pupils -

Percent
" of
’ Clasg ’

Number
" of
Pupils -

. Percent .
of - .
_Class -, '

%0, .3
37 3
1.5 =, 0
1.5 ‘_--‘?,«1
L 1.5 0

I

Mexican-American 27
Puerto Rican” 25 -
Costa Rican ‘ i

© Cuban -: A
Americsn Tndian [ 1. |

55.4

56.2
42.8.

3%:8 -.
1.5
\o8 / "/j

E

. Anglo-Am'gm".can
Unknown .' 2
‘:‘,i» . TO‘I‘AL CLASS

.',«»_w,,a‘.o.‘ e 6
10 14.9 0

67 -

uy
0 2
,

0

0

e i
' 1% - L "

A .
e AN Readmg. -

- co ¢ ‘>
R . v

* Elgnteen pup:.ls were in both Spanish for Spam.sh Speakers arid Bil:mgual

-t g ' .
. .
E 2 N . o~

- 4 -
g
.- =

- [Py

With regard to the ’languagé ciominé.nce pat’;.ém; ‘the

.'were Spanlsh dom.mant or Span:Lsh dom:.nant and b:.lin%lal

»See Table 8. . . . B
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. : Laﬁguage Dom:mance e , oo

‘ _..of B:Llingual Program Pupils : . Cn

» D

Koscluszko :h:, - - South D:L’V:l.s:Lon C i :
\ .- al 1{:‘ R “Spam.sh for .. et e s
, " Tanguage Bilingual Reading “Spanish Speakers*, B:LL:.ngual Reading* -
v Dominance. * Number  Percént = Number  Percent Number Percent '
L _ ‘ of . -ofix of - of of . of

L . . Pup:ILls Clas)gr - Pupils Class’ Pupils’ Class

" Spanish Dominant j 1B 8 1h3 45 34,6
i
9
7

Ay

Spanish Dominant - % o - ’

and Bilingual _ 9 16.1 IR & \ |
. 13:4 34 : . .60,“.»7- » 16 - 12.3 | '2\ )
5

ST English Dominant

®  English Dominant
O
R and Bilingual ! 10.4

8.9 6. - ke v
Completely o “y LT e - o
.~ Bilingual S k.5, 0 o . M z3 0

 Unloim 10 10 . 0 - o o 8 L

0 . : -
180 .

. TOTAL CLASS 67 o 56 - :
. * Eighte¢en pupils were in bo’ch Spazush for Spanish Speakers and Bilingual
P - N ?a, . . ~

Read:.ng.

N o R T ’ . ) , .
Q e K L

- Spamsh-dom:.nant a.nd comple’cely blllngual students predomlna‘bed in the ~

LR e

readlng center and, although most puplls in the Spanlsh for Spam.sh Speakers

. |
. cla‘sses were Engln.sh donunant, all wé}-e, sufflclently fl{1e t t9 be admitted {‘.o
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"Students enrolled in the B:Lllngjual Reading Center_ai: Kosc:.uszko Jum.or
‘High SchooI will show an aVerage gainv ‘between j and -post. testing of

" ab-least one reading level on &, standardized te Jof reading (m
Engllsh) " PG L ) T
_' : . - -/ B ;{/’:——.__:
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FR Instrumentation e s 4 ' C .
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- ,“The’California Achievement Re;(hn"“g Test was, adm:m:.stered as a pretest
.’r . . i N N -
(Form B) and as a posttest (Form'A) to’\determ:.ne 1f the ob,;ec}tlve had been met.. : .
#Hor - . ' ,{
Level 3 (Grades 4-6) of the tegt was chosen because the students, although at . '
the seventh to nlnth grade l els, were el‘ther eg:.nm.ng Eng-i;sh ‘r”e;cﬂl“ers orw'” A
o “ r‘; ) . , .
-lack:mg in grade-level reading skills. - i o . ) <
< el : . ) . . ' o . Lr s
N - . | \ e
o . L4 . - B /i , ‘ K
Students who entered the class in September 1974 w i’e pretested that month
and October.. Those entering the‘ class gubsequent to "@Ztobe'r we ,e pre:’cesteci in w
ﬁecemﬁer.' A1l pupils were posttested 4n June 1975‘.' Because fgf the pretest
/ / : -0 o
tlme dlff\rence, two groups were established with reference o: the objective;
/ ("c : N
those pretested m eptembEr-October (Group I) and those ‘both pre a.ndA posttested .
were used in dete 'ng if the /obJectlve had been, achleve . . - .
:Findi'lgs ~ : ‘ /' 2
- This obj ‘blve was achleved. ’I’able 9 sth}z 37 G-roup I ach:Leved a grade '
. RN g "o
Lo equlvalent ain of 1. 1 i}rom a pretest mean of 3.7/to a posttest méa.n ofA‘+.8.
}‘, ’ .- / o . \?}.,'- . A
T gain- of one fear, one month. / - - . - ,
. ot . . A *
! I/— / o .- . o /. S
. ~/ L TABI.E 9 - oot T s
: Pre and Posttest Results of S"buden’ﬁs In "'bhe R i S S m’
Blllngual Reading Center Project at. Kosciuszko Jun:.or High School . T
’ /Callfom::.a. Achievement ’I,‘ests, ‘Reading, Levelj’; g ; /
’ - . . £ ' } .
4 : . - B " s.,z* T o . '- B 1 R . i /‘/
T I A N Number_ - Grade Equ:.valent Scores R B
A Groyp- T of Pretest : ‘Posttest = . Gain’ ", d
3, S . Pupils.. X' 8D X .SD . ' .

 $tultents ,Pre‘t:ested o 6J\ R B e AET IR EAE L -
Decep’ﬁer 197‘1l : ’ s ) :
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of the 27 students in Group 1, 15 (56 percent) were able to 1ncrea e grade

. eau;valency in Engllsh reading by more than one readlng level,

[
v

Group IT achleved a grade equlvalent galn of 6 from a pretest mem5<if

3 9T to a posttest mean of Y, 3. ThlS is a gain of s1x months. 'Hdwever

‘a
v

fagsumlng this group would make the game rate of progress during- the whwle‘

“  school- ycar, they also meet the criterion. B .

Concludion
Lofesusion

-~

It should be noted that the Blllngual Reading Center of Koscluszko did not

v

have the advantage of belng tau t by %pe teacher for the entire school year.

Y

I3

;‘~
//’ " at’ least one’ reading level on a standardlzed test of readlng .
(EnglISh) " . he ’i - L. o . v - . . P

_ High School will show an ) erage gain between pre and post testlng of .
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To determ:me if thls objective. had been met, the Cal:.form.a Ahevement .

*

. Read:.n Te Level ll (Grades 6-9) was adm:n.nistered as a retest (Fonn A) and
€. P

o, posttest (Form B) The few Pupils who were tested at Level 3 were not 1ncluded

Ve s e e e e ¢ e e et et e e 2o

in the adsessment report. The lower ievel reading tests were chosen because

.

; these hl}h school students el'bher had underdeveloped reading sk:l.lls or were

. , beginnmg readers of English. . S

3
. ’) ) .l . . ) . '\
* The pupils who were in the Bilingual Reading Program from Septeﬁger 1974 )

o wére pretested that month- those who entered the program subsequent to

/-
September were pretested in December 1974 Both groups were posttested~ in

[}

,May 1975. Because of the three-month pretest t:Lme dlfference, two separate

L/ groups were, establlshed w1th ‘reference to_ the ob:jectlve, those pretested in

September and those pretested in December. In determ:.n:mg whether the obJec-

-~ . .. : B
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L , _TABLE. 10 \ ‘ e ,
» Pupil Achievenent in -the Bilingual Reading Project .
' . at South-Division High School on the y
. ~Califernia Achievement Tests, Readihg, Level 4
SRR i R -
woae o oe o - eww oo .- Number - - i ~Grade ‘Equivalent- Scoreg-«—~ - -
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_ Of those studehts pretested in September, 31 of 34 students (91 percent)
ach:.eved a ga:.n of at least one grade equlvalent Ten‘of 11 students pre.tested
0 ' !

in December (91, percent) also a:chleved at .least one grade equivalent. ’
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There was a set of obJect:wes for the Span:.sh for Spanmsh Speakers pro,Ject .

at South Div:.s:.on H:Lgh School.‘ 'I‘he ob.jeetives were classified by the :mitial
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level of prof:.c:.ency of the sm%bnt and the area of:achieVement., el
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lh 1:"* At ’fl.east .80 percén:t of the class in:.t:.ally at Level 2 mll have .
* b .a score’ of at least 70 percent on a speak:.ng test g:.ven near
the -end .of the school year. . L

M. 2. At least 80 ‘percent of the clasgs mltlally at Level 3, wa.ll riave |
a score of at least 85 percent on a speaklng test g:.ven near,‘.

¥
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B 3. b.Teast 95 percent of the frass mitlally b Tayel X will” ha.ve
.. a sco:oe ‘of. at least 95 percent on’ speaking test gﬁren near .
,1‘“ ‘the end of. the school year. . x '
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. least '95 percent of the-class :Ln::.t:.;xlly at Ldvel 5 will have \‘\
items correct ona spea.k:.ng test given near the end of the - .
schooLym

E
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" a score of* at least 30 percent on a read:.ng test gs.v near the

ho11s

At ‘least 7 percent of the class :m:r.t:.ally at. level 2 w:L‘,l.l have " - .
& score of a least 25 percent on a mtmg test given rear the ) 1

" end of the s ool year., - R

.A.t least 75 percent of the class mit:.ally at Level 3 w:Lll haVe

.end of the school year. ‘ oo

At least 75 percent of the class 1m.t1ally at Level 4 will have

‘a gcore of at least 70 percent on a writing test g:r.vem near the
end of. the school year. .

At least 75 percent of the class initially at Ievel 5§ w:i.ll have

a ‘score OM‘EXEQ./S‘(: 85 percént on 2 mt:.ng test given near the . -
end of-‘the sghool year, . '

';A.t least 75 rcent of the class m:.t:.ally at Le‘vel 2 m.ll have . ;
.a dcore of least 30 percent on a read::.ng test g:wen near the 2

end of, the chool year. . . ;

At least 75 Ipercent of the cla“.ss mitially at Level 3 w:Lll have

end of the $chool ?ear. .

At least 80| pebcent of the’ class 1m.t1ally -at Level [4 will have
a score of pt least_B0 percent on’a reading test g:L el ngar the

e:]d of the chool yéar,
Afl least 80 percent of the class initiall y_a,_Le‘v
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T was

" end of the school year.. s

a score of Jat least 95 percent on a read:mg test given piear the
end “of the [school year. -

At least 9() percent of the class 1n1t1ally at Levell
a score offat least 70 percent on the- Fom:.gr ]
hension Te st glven near the end of the-school ye

At least 90 percent of tﬁe class initially 4t Lev l
a score of at least 80 percert on the Foreign .
’nens::on Test- g:wén fiear the end-of *I'Iﬁe ‘8choolyes ‘“ ““‘_‘_ : o T T

At least g0’ percent :of the.class 1n1t1ally a:b Le
agqscore of- at le_ast 95 percent, on the Foreign”
hension Test given near the end of the school. ye ]

All of the students initially at Lev 1 5 w:.ll’ ha'
correct on a Foreign Language Compr

AR C T ey

- anepts Foreign Language (Spanish) Test were adm?r,histered to ~ ." )

F‘orelgn Language (Spam.sh) Proi‘:.c:.ency Test, ﬁ.rst ievel ‘(A),"
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_‘,1_’,' . the four 1eyels_ of the Span:Lsh for Spa.m.sh Speakers (SSS) classes at South _,
\’3 : D:.v:.szon H:.gh School in May 1975. Students were ass:.gned to one of the four " e %
A ‘ G i'_?levels in the cou:;‘ae, not by grade‘ lev,el but accord:mg to thelr ; in. ) . j %1
o f'Sl?an.i'éh- e E C L S Lo
o *.' Elghf ‘s%udents who entered classes after m:.d-NovembeI: were not ;.ncluded ’
g ' in ?he\ aiaSessment. o, Because 'bestlng was ;ione over a penod of fo‘ur days, not  {. ' i :
et all students 11'::ere present for a.ll four phases of “the 'besti’ng. .. \” L " . i J
v L s .. - ) S - '.-,.__,,t
N ;""i?in' 3‘9-'."' e " " » c .
; The f:mdmgs ﬂér all of the ob:ject:.ves are sumam.zed in 'I'ablg 11. . Of the -
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An extens:.ve imservice program was developed by the bilingual educatlon .

N ‘staff to meat the spec:.flc needs of bllmgual teachers. At :.ntervals through-:

b

.
_-‘

out the school year, a number of sess:.ons devoted to var:.ed and pertinent

/\ - topies were presented. : - s I

g - 'I:he\"fi;s%sesslon, held in August of 1974 was orgam.zed to acquaJ.nt both

i '- - ‘ element;ag and secondary teachers with the ratlor_l_a'%.,e and'technlques of bilin-

S0 eual .educatlo'n.‘ L ,"‘\ SN S - / -~
N S . &

1\l

,A twp-day session in/No%‘ember involved the visit of the folloiving curriculum

special'Sts from the' State Department of Public Instruction: Frank Grittner,

FE]

F‘orelgn Languages, Kenneth Dowllng, Sclence' Arnold Chandler, Mathematlcs,

M:.chael Hartoonlan, Soc1al Stud:.e’s~ Sue Bates, Early Ch:.ldhood ‘I‘ra:.m.ng, and

Clem Bame, M:.grant Eduegtion. Visits by these members of .the Educatlonal

'Resource Team were made bllmgual classt at Vlean, Kagel, Allen—F:Leld, a.nL

1 S
" “pierce elementazy scﬁools. The team aflso T'nrrl',erv:'i.e»red the. b:x.l:l.ngual teachers,, L

S g s - Rt e ——— -

. guldance counselors, and the pmclpals of the schools v:.s:.ted and several
members of the superv:.sory and adm:.m.stratlve staff of the Milwaukee Publlc -

. Schools" Central Office. - “; 'f S
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- N The next session, ent:atled "The Reluc‘tant Learner“, was held in Febmary -

;_’A . f 1975 I‘b was spec:.f:.cally dlrected to the needs of secondary school soclal L

. ‘-l-‘::studles 'beachers. A; "
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- \ " In March, Dr. Mary F:.nocchlaro, Engllsh as a Second Language (ESL) and
SN 0 :

’ \b:.lmgual educatg.on consultant, spoke to ESL and bllmgual teach:m,g staff on
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:; . th\tqp . ml\he ARC's of ESL and Bllmgual Educatlon"
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The flnal inservice session took place in June. It was devoted to an

P, B e RS B ——
B L T P - —— e P o

. evaluatlon of the B:Ll:.ngual Program dunng its first five years and to a ) e
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general overview of plans for the program for- the com:v.ng school year.-« ] C

-
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d secondary classes were also planned by the bllmgual educatlon staff for

i
- o .

the purpose of familiarizing the parents with . the program, its objectives,

- } JIniservice sessions for parents of ch:leren attending bllz.ngual elementary (

materials and staff as well as stréngthening the home/school relatlonshlp. )

. (s PR

Scheduled as theafi‘rst session was an open house at which parents of chlldren} \ -, ’

. MeBilingual Program visited their -children's classroons and met their 3 _ '
teachers arfd staff of the M:Llwaukee Blllngual ’Educatlo}'x Progr d:f.tional._

) ' meetlngs whn.ch had been scheduled at intervals dunng tLe T Aer of the “

‘ﬁ
school yeaiq were deferred to the 1975-1976 academ:Lc yt.jar because weekly sesslons

were conducted by the C1ty-W1de Blllngual/Blcultural Adv:.sory mm.ttee for ST
these same parents and for essentlalfy the same purpose. / -
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- ‘K Objectn.ve and. Instnnhentatlon i L
- C e w A general ob.)ectlve that‘ 1nsgrv1ce workshops m.ll meet the needs al\pro- l . .

..‘r.

blems of the llngual staff was assessed byfmeans of a questlonnaim which

’

P Jwas-fdistr{j.bu at *bhe last inservice sessi:on. B T e R f««_f
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- The results indicated that the maaonty of people thought they leamed :

- t
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percent -indicated that needs and problems ﬁad not been met at all. gSevera.l

'-ve

open-ended quest:.ons were :anluded to gather ideas for future plannmg The

[ . most frequent request was f-or praetlcal ingervice sessn.ons, relevant to every;-
. T _:; Cx
day problems, w.Lth less emphas:.s on .educat:.onal theory. Several respondents
- W

asked that i‘uture sessions be divided :mto elementary and secbndary groups. o
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* Conta.mmt:.on of the Bllingual Progrem into *the f:.ﬁ;h and sn.xbh gra.des

AR

resulted in pupn.l ach:.evement at least equal 'bo peer groups*’at V1ea.u m Engl:.sh

rea.d:.ng a.ndﬁ mathemat:.es. Att:!,tudes toward school we;re pos:.t:.ve for both
groupsl. Am ﬁddltlon, Blllngual Program pup:l.ls demonstrated a mgh 1evel of .
- achz.evemenb in Spa.m.sh ]'..a.nguage Arts. - - i

A g A %
Ga:.ns :m read:.ng scores at South D1'v:|.s:.on. more tha.n doubled those sta'bed

. T

' ”:m f.he ob,jeet:.ve. Sinee the p?sttest mea.n grade equ:.valent of one group was

: 1 and * sa.nee Level 4 (Grades 6-9) oi‘ 'the California Ach:.evemen‘b Test hag been ..

. * the ha.ghest level used to test rea.d:.ng sk::.lls in the B:.lingual Read:.ng Centers,
e -:_"the possibn.llty of. tes‘b:l.ng those students w:.’th more a.dva.need rea.ding sk:n.lls at

a to ‘th_ose hav:mg prenous}y é.chi,eved grade eqluvgients gf ten ‘to’\'

-~ ", . v o .. < . . -
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At Kosc:.uszko, the elassroom teacher and the supems:mg teaeher i‘elt

A . l grea‘her progress could have be en ma.de 1f 'bhe elassrooin teaeher had been able

e ~

fo cbrgp]:e f.he year.
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PRI ' _Spahish for Spanish Speakers

A

'achi'evement at higher cmtemon levels in Spanish read::.ng and writing. -

After administration of the first level (I.evel 4) of the Pimsleur Spanish s

- . ‘
-

' Proficiency Test and the Conmon Concepts'Foreign Language Test, .there was

-

general agreement on the pa.rt of teach:x.ng a.nd admmistrat:r,ve staff that these ’

two tests were too elementary for senior hlgh school students, most of them

'
.
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quite proflclent in Spam.sh* A h:.gher Aevel of the Pimsleur Test is avallable

»

and should be consldered for pupils w1th more h.lghly-developed Spanlsh la.nguage '

-

slullﬁ It is further suggested that Level 1 students appear to be capable of

.
Th . LT L
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. Inservice Training

(\ W . . F. .

Inser‘v:.ce tra:t.m.ng was perce:.ved as an mporta.nt component of the B:Lllngual

E o 0o ¢
Program. lore progra:mung should be d:.rected toward the expressed need of .
k

.‘_4 a0
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>the proJect very close to the goal of a K—12 B:Llln"gual Program. .0n

str{ated. The pllot blln.ngual project at V1eau School ha '

bllingual/b::.cultural educat:.on, elementary ;pup:.ls of Hispano heritage can_ absorb

*, Eighty-nine of those students in, all levels of the Spam.sh for Spa.n:.sh ) . ‘ e

staff members to meet.m elementary/secondary groups to solve problems asso-

ciated with bilingual ‘education. K

*n
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- _ __A Concluding Statement . / .
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’I‘he development of a blla.ngual cmmculum for flfth'and slxth grade moved

- - PR ¢ Sy L s

£
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ome;lnal goal q grade-level achlevemént by the end of s"

shown that ° through

*

c<( N ww'r," )

__8peakers' class at South Division who took the Pimsleur Read:mg Test, 61 per=.
cent. of those who took the P:unsleur ertn.ng 'I’est, and 70 percent of those who o
. took the Common Concepts Tests achieVed scores :m the elghth or. mnth,stMe.. - 8
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s the regulair school curm_culwn. In addltion, the:.r ln.ves have bee enriched by !
P N 4 i
£, ‘ PP
“*‘*——'—*tlre'ﬁablrrty*to“o”ommﬁi"a:t’““““'two“ranguages and to Teel at home :m tWO cul-, L -
. u ‘«’. . - - 3 . :’; S
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© At the secondary level students were able_ to leam to :merove ~both. Engl:.sh N
+ e e -4 LIE SECONCATY 1€ 5
and Spa;ush language skllls in classes whn.ch emphas:.zed the advantages of o
“ membershlp in two complementary cql’tures. A / . e
T ' ' : " .
The ‘elementary and secondary courses descﬁbed—m th1s report were success- .
ml in meetlng the ec@catlonal needs of a group of M:Llwaukee youth. Guidelines
‘ a.nd 1n‘struotlonal materlals developed by Blllngual Program staff for these .
courses are now_available as models which may be implemented wherever the need -
arises. _ T . . ‘
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