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The. Survey of Stake Education Agencies. on Limited En pe ng Persons from
Non-English-Dominant Backgrounds was one of the frst of several studies by the
National Center- for Education Statistics (NCES) in connection with the reports on
bilingual_ education and its target group Mandated in section 731(c) of the Bilin
Education Act as amended by P L 93-380. Limited; to the collection and collation of
existing data the study sought to learn what the States were already doing in this area in
order to plan the federal data coliection effort more efficiently and to avoid redundancy,

here possible.

The survey was cnductcd by Dorcithy Waggoner of the Bilingual Studies Croup, NCES.
Richard Barr of the Divtsion of.Survey Planning and Analysis; NCES, helped develop the
questionnaire Initial support came from Jerry T. Barton, Chairman, and the members of
the Subcotrimittee ori Data Acquisitio of the Chief State School. Officers' Committee on
Evaluation arid Information Systems. In addition, Mr. Barton, as .Director of Research,
and Arturo Guti6rrez, then Director of Bilingual Education, of 'the Texas Education
Agency., and Caroline T. Chgvez, Director of Statistics, and Henry W. Pascual, Dftector of
Bilingual Education of the New Felvaco Department of Education, prOvided special

stance in working with the Texas- and New ,Irlexico` statistics during Visits to those
States_ Special thartks are also due to the many persons in the other State agencies;artsi \
territorial offices who responded to the survey midi° followup telephone inquises-for
clarification.

David E. Orr
Acting Director
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The Bilingual , Educati
= Elimentary and Secondary Education Act of -1965, as

amended by 1).1,, 93-380 in 1974;. calls for-

a natiOnal assessrrient, of the educational
needs of children and iisthe r persons -with

limited English-sPeakinf-abiity and of th
extent to which such-needs are being met.: -,

from ederal, State and.loci efforts (Sec'.
731(cX1) . .

INTRODUCTION

n _Act, Title of 'the Educe

At are admMisterid Itly the States, it was an attempt
obtain information about the extent of available data 94.

. special programs under that legislation and participation

n them by limited-Englisli4Peaking pers.:ins 'frorr,
language backgrounds other than En in 1974-75.-

Methodology
tionnairesi were sent in September 1975 to all

-50 State igencies, mid to the central offices of 'the

4/

,

District of Columbia public: schools and. those of '
AlneriCall Samoa,:the canal Zone, Guarn;uertn Ricp,
the Trust Territory of-thelatific I,sLinds and,theVirgha

Islands. Responses' were, received froM 48 of the 50
States, the District of Columbia, and all the territories

except American Sarricia;inqtruerto Rico. Visitg, rre
made to twit State agenciesLihoie of New Mexito.'and.,

Texasto inspect the data -colieetion s ems and
'critifer personally with

As the agency charged spetit
and disseminating data relatingJO. education
United States, NCES. Oia.s.vasSigried responsibilit

counting' the .niQibers of limited :Fnglistt.weakik
person- in the United States (sec. 501(bX4); PJ
93-380), and art idchtiort;undery9OX to gather ac10

hong data. required. tfP- ;cc.. 731 (4) of the Bilingual
_Education-Act for., the two reports on the Condition of
Bilingual .Education i,p the Nation to be prepareV--. by

the Contrnissidner of Edueatibn.
Data for tile--respOnse to-__th

come front the Survey of income and Ethicatiori(SIE),..-
conducted by the BUreau of the Census in spring 1976.

The SIE was a household suryeY: providing national and

State estimates of the number'of persons who meet the

legislative definitioh' of limited-English-speaking' per-

sons from non-English-dorninant backpounds. The
State Education Agency survey contribilted to the
planning of the SIE and other' effOrts to Meet- the

information requirements of section 731(c).

'11,11$

11
Ftqlatetl Publication

The report is a summary of The iirmation
was obtained from the SEA survey. In addition; is a

.contriliUtion to the development of bilinpal education

programs for . children :from language backgrounds
other than. English, NCES is issuing a separate publica-

tiori on the certification requirements of#the eleven
States that rePOrted in the survey that ttiek:hadispdcW..

certification of other requimients for teachets prepa(-:')

mg to -teach ihi-bilingual education programs
Other NCESpublicarionS relaiing to the mandate to

count the number of limited-English-speaking persons

from language, backigounds other than ,English id.the
United Sates and the other data- reqUfrernents7 of

section -73)(c) of the Bilingual Education- Act will
suriirriarizl results of the'vatioui NCES surveys (Survey

of Languages- Supplement to the July 1975 current
Population Survey, income_ and4clucation, Survey of

Institutions of Higher Education, Survey of.Teachers'
Language Skills, and the Children's English arid Se r-

ices Study).

The Scope of the Survey

The Survey-of State Education ncies on Limited-

English-Speaking- Persons. from Non-English-dominant
Backgrounds was an attempt to learn the extent of

data currently available at the State level on the
,.

number of persons in . the potential target group in

each Stat . the number's who were served with special

State and r local programs 'in 1974.75, and the
personnel workillg with programs at the local and State

levels. It was a preliminary effort to learn something

abolit the extentjf State and local effort to ,meet the.

needs of this group. In addition,, sitice prOirams funded .'



State Legislative Authority for
ducation

As of June 1976, 23 States had bilingual education
legislation or other special authOrization which enabled
their school districts to emploY lingiages other th

backgounds. Of the four responding territories, e

Ehglilh';to. teach children- from non English- lingua e

had specific legislative provision foibilingual education
programs. (See table 1

Informatkon on NUMbers of Limited-English-
. Speakirjg-Pertons From Non-English-Wominant
Backgrounds

Only half o_ f the 48 respondirig,States, the bistrict
of Columbia, and 3 of the '4 respcinding territories
reported data on the size of the potential target group
for bilinguW education or other programs to meet the
needs of limited-English-speaking persons. Ten States
with data to report were using censuses of school..
districts which had been taken to count students
meeting sonic linguistic criterion such as non-English-
dominant or linnted-English-speaking, Seven of these
10 States had regular data-collection systems in pface
for the 1974-75-school year and they were States that
in the aggregate, accounted for a high proportion of
the school-age children Litthe Nation in need of special
programs related to their language backgrounds. (See
table 2.) ,

"Comparability of Information Provided,
by the States

,Because each State collected data reflecting its_own
legis:ativc requirements and .definitions of need and
program goals, and because ere was no standardized

t means- to identify' persohs ho met a' particular
de=finition of need, data from the arions Stales cannot
be meaninkfuily aggregated. Furth lore,- State data
were "largely -limited to public elementary, and secon-
dary school enrollment. 'ThUs, the data did not

'represent the -total potential population for _special
programs even withiria-given State. Definitivis_ of ine

target_ groups.tor the programs authorized by
legislation are contained in appendix 11.

The Extent of State and Local Effort to

c State

Meet the Needs- of Limited-Eriglish;Speak-
ing ?ersOns in the 1974-75 School Year _.'

Nmteen of the responcung Statesreported that they
provided State funds, to meet the needg of
limited-English-speaking perspns in 1974-75. The_1t5

-,.Staies that reported amour s of money expended a
total of nearly S3500op00. Of this am9unt, nearly
S24,500,b0© went specifically to school: districts- to
enable th- em to implement programs directly Serving
students and S2,200,000-waC used to tram teachers and ,

other peisbrinel, to work in programs to meet the needs
of this gaup/ The mine States that had infprmation
about tlie amount. of local effort invested in programs
in 1974-75 reported that approxirnatel)i $57,000,00g
was spent by local school districtS. (See _table 3.)

Information on Participation, in State-Funded
and. Locally-Funded Classroom Programs to,
Meet the Needs of Limited,English-Splaking
Persons in 1974-75

As with the data on the numbers in need of
prograrrA, data on participation available in the State
agencies' reflected theyarying definitions of the target
groups eligibility for participatiOn, kinds of programs
and goals specified in the particular State legislation -c/
and different management needs for pr.epam'informaC
tion. All but two of the States rTorting the use of
State fends for programs in 1974-75,z_ported
mation on the number of participants at least in the
State-funded Programs:However, two States reported
only total participation, regardess of fund source and
one State reported participation in'NState-fdnded'and
locally funded programs combineil., The Stte educa-
tion agencieS generally had atilt. information on
participation in locally funded proganis. Only five
States reported Sucifdata separately.

The 10 states with separate participation data for
he -State-4unded programs- reported aid 217,000

persons_topk part in special programs funded by the
States to meet theif need c 1ri, 1914-75. ,These States



provides1 bilingual education (through more than 25.
different languages), English-as-a-second-larvage,
(ESL) and other special programs.' (See tables 4a, 4b
4c,a_nd

Information on Progranis to Mee the Needs of
Limited-English-Speeking Persons Fyrided by
Title I. ESEA ire 1974-75

Twenty -three of the-States respondin gto theisurrey
and - the District of Columbia provided information

_,*' tits-Unman between biltngual edu n preskrams-
d programs, see the -clefirtitiSna in y

Merit, appendix I. In the following discusaio distinction
sirlll be maintained. However, if should be noted that limited-
Erigiiill-gPealcimg an/halts in bilingual eduesthin programs
receive ikutrintion designed to improVe their English Lnlludie

typically involving'ESL techniques, as an essential' part
of their programs.

bout fund.4 ,from title the Elementary and
cOndtuAy 'Education Act which supported programs
r Uri-uteri-Eighth-speaking persons in 1974-75. These

jurisdictions reported a total' of nearly S51,000,000
lbr ihis purpose. The largest amount, nearly S39,
000,000, was reported by the .12 Stites and the
District which' had records of title 1 regular program
fUnds for- Progams. for limited,English-soalang per-
sons, However; 8 of these States and an additional 12
Sates reported that a total of 511,000,000 from the
migrant progam was used-Or-this purpose. (See table
3

TWenty-seven States -reported participation data for
ESEA, programs to meet the needs of limited-

English-spealcing persons. Eighteen of the 27 reported
that English-as-a-second language programs were pro-
vided. Ttvelve reported that title A funds provided
bilingual eduation programs. (See table 5.)



LEGISLATIVE AUTHORITY AND CERTIFICATION OF
TEACHERS FOR PROGRAMS FOR

LIMITED-ENGLISH-SPEAKING PERSONS FROM
NON-ENGLISH-DOMINANT F1ACK ROUNDS

CHAPTER' L Legislative Authority for Programs for Limited-English-Speaking
Persons From Non-EngliSh-torninant Backgrounds, June 1976

Mandatory Bilingual Education Legislation

Nute Stat.:)-Alaska, Colorado, .111inois, Massachu
s, Michigan,'New Jersey, Rhode Island, Texas, and

sinand the Virgin Islands reported legislation
'passed as of June 1976 requiring that, under certain
circumstances, programs using' English and the, hope
lauguage of limited-nglish-speaking children as media
of instruction be provided for the limited-triglish-

'speaking children enrolled in their schools..111 Massa-
chusetts, Michigan, New Jerseff, and Rhode Island,
prugrarrts must be provided iff there are 20 or rnore
liatitethEnglish-speaking children from the same lan-
guage h_ackground in a school district. In Texas,
bilingual- education programs must be provided if there
arc 20 or more children from the- same language
background enrolled in a given grade level in aSchool
district. in Alaska, Colorado, Illinois, Wisconsin, and
the Virgin Islands, the basic unit for countingis a single
school: Alaska, progains must be provided if there
arc eight; or more linnted-English-speaking children
with nomEnglish primary.languages in a single school.
Illinois law requires bilingual education programs if
there are 20 or' more limited-Engliihrspeaking children

the same langpage background in a school. In
Wisconsin, the provision comes into effect if there are.
JO or more limired-Enelish-speaking children from the
same Agrouou 11.1 glaueb d,aetert througl'i 3,
20 or inorein grades 4 through 8, or 20 cir more in
radcs V through 1.2 in asLngle school. Virgin Wands

law require_ programs for 10 or more ed-English-
,

in a school. The nrovisio of. the
-.nu° law states tear a bl..iivu, iliSLIICL 'HUD'. Ficpale

a plan to implement a bilingual education progrrn if
there are 50 or more children with Linguistically
cbfferent skills, or. if such children constitute 10
percerlt or more of the enrollment, in grades kinder.

throtit3 in a single school.
, .

In June- 6, California had legislation. which was
otherwise permissive, reqUiring special assistance for U
non -Eng lish- speaking chiluren. In Pennsylvania:school

. distric enrolling any non nglish-dorainant :children
haVe td provide either bilingual education programs or
English-as-a-secondlanguage prbgrams according to leg-
ulationt issued by the Perinsylvinia Department of.
Education.

Permissive Bilingual Education Legislation

In addition to the above-named States with manda-
tory bilingual education legislation, eight other States
reported legislation authorizing bilingual education
pfograms and five .States reported other legislation
specifically authorizing programs for limited- English
speaking 'persons as of June 1976:These States are
Arizona, California,; Connecticut, Florida, Indiana,
Kansas, Louisiana, Maine, New Mexico, New. York,
Oregon, Utah, and Washington. In addition, Guam

ported a law authorizing the development of "a
bilingual-bicultural education program emphasizing the
anguage and culture of the Chamorro people.



respondin to the
._ .

surveystated that programa tyr, ded or Could be
provided for limited- English-s' npeiscins under
their- general state education slatiOri. 'It should be
rioted, that this group includet at -le two States

' For the status of 5tate leFislation on the use of es

other thah English as media of instruction in this schodis a3 of
April 1975 see Hannah N. Geffert, RiSbert J _Harper,.
Salvador Sarrniento. and Daniel M. Schember: The Cl1.+ent
Statui of Education Legislaticin, Papers iii

Applied Linguistics, Bilingual, Education: Series 4, Center
Applied Lbguisrics, Arlington, Virginia; May 1975.

North Dakota and West Virgi_rua®n which State law
specifically prohibited the use of a lhanguage other than
Epg,lish in instruction in 1975;3 thus English-aS-a-
second-lang-uage programs but not b" gnat education
programs could be provided

Of the two States and two territories reporting that
programs were provided or could,Pe' provided tinder .
to r ority spec _lc or genet. to-siiiiiiigirion;
Pennsylvania and Guam have aheaditbeen men 'tined. A
summary of responses to the queStion on 1 'slative
authyrity for programs is contained in table 1.

e

=





TABLE 1.-Legidative authority for programs to meet the not
non-Ensilish-dominant backgrounds, June 1976

Ste
State bilin-

gual education
legislation

General State
education
legislation

-Other
authority

To_ tali

1 Alabama
2. Alaska
3. Arizona
4. Arkansas
5. California
B. Colorado
7. coneeeticut
G. Delaware
9. District of Columbia

10. Florida
-. Georgia

12. Hawaii
13. Idaho
14. Illinois
15. nd_ir

16. lows
117. Kansas
19. Kent k
19. LOui.1
20. Maine

21. Maryland
22. Massachusetts
23. 'Michigan
24. Minnesota
25. Mississippi

26. Missouri
27. Iltilontina
28.A9ebraska

`,,INserada
''fCrew Jersey

'New Mexico
Wow York
North Carolina

34. North. Dakota
Oklahoma

36: Oregon
37: F'enffylvania _
38 Rhode Island
39..South Carolina
40. South Dakota
41. Tennessee
42. Texas
41 Utah
44. Vermont
45. Virginia
46. Washington
47. West Virginia
Q. Wisconsin'
49. Wyoming
50. Canal Zone

51. Guam
52. Trust Territory e
53. Virgin Islands

NOTE: No response to the sunray was received from New Hampshire, Ohio, American

6

moa, and Puerto Rico.



CHAPTER H. State Certification Requirements for Teachers for Bilingual Educe ion
and Other. SPecial Programs to Meer; the Needs of Limited-English-Speaking

Persons From Non-English-Dominant Backgrounds, June 1976

Certifieation for Bilingual Education Programs

In response to the question "Do you have require-
ments for State certification or other criteria for
personnel working in bilingual education or other

i programs designed tai eet the needs .of limited-
peaking persons? , 11- States -reported that

they had; as of June 197 , bilingual educafion certifi-
cation or other special requirements for teachers for
bilingual education grogarns. These States were: An
zoria, California, Delaware, Illinois, Indiana, massachu-

setts., Michigan, New Jersey, New Mexico, Rhode
Island, and Texas. Ln seven, of the States-Arizona,
California, Delaware, -filinois, Massachusetts, New
Mexico, Tekas-there was a separate certification.
In addition ,seearate certification, California had a
basic teaching Credential with a bilingual - cross -cultural
emphasis (similar to an endorsement) and Texas had a
provision for. endorsement of regular teaching

`? certification for teachers already in bilingual education
.;.program.' In the remaining four States-Indiana, Michi-
gan, New-Jersey, and Rhode Island-the requirements
constituted a bilingual, endorsement- or specialization
rating in connection with the regular teachers' certifi-
cation.

Certification for Other Special Programt
In addition to the certification or other special

requirements for bilingual education propanwreported

by the States listed above, seven States and the
Territory,cif-Guam -provided information:about-other
requirements for teachers. Guam reported -that 18

hourS of course credit in English and in language-.
learning, and either Peace Corps or other cross- cultural
ex rkence are required t6 teach in the Territory.

I -ana, in keeping with its' objective to further
proficiency in French and otheflanguageSas "second"
languages, reported a second language.spee V
cation.- It had not yet deVeloped certification, for
bilingual education. Nebraska, 'which had not estab-
lished any special certification requirements, reported
that it adhered to the'common standuds for bilingu
bicultOrA teacher education approved by the Natioh
Association of State Directors of Teacher-Etlucatiki
and Certification (NASDTEC).

Five States-Maryland, New Jersey, New Mexico,
Rhode Island, and Wisconsin-responded that they had
certification reqiiirements or other special require-
ments for teachers_ desiring to teach English as a second
language to lirriited-E -speaking persons, as
tingiiished from requirements for teachers for bilingual
education programs.

The specific requirements for teachers seeking m-
ployment in bilingual education programs in the '11
States winch had c.erfitication or other special re-

quirements for teachers for bilingual education pro-
gams. as of June 1976 are being published separately
by the National Center for Education Statistics.



PART B
EXTENT AND AVAILABILITY OF STATE EDUCATION
AGENCY RECORDS ON LIMITWENGLISH-SPEAKING

PERSONS FROM NON7ENOLISH-DOMINANT.,
BACKGROUNDS AND-PROGRAMS

TO MEET THEIR ilEEDS
]

CHAPTER II.L Information on Numbers of Limited -Et lisp -Speaking
Persons From NOn-Eriglish-Dorhinont Backgrounds

-A ptunary purpose of 'State agency survey was
sccrtairi -111C extent and availability of statistics at

the State level on numbers of limited- English - speaking
persons from non-Englith-dorninant language back--
grounds in their. jurisdictions. It was 'learned that State
data- gathering activities were directly related to State _

legislative requirements, either for establishing the_base--
of numbers of persons for whoa] programs might or
should be provided, or for reporting on local and State.
efforts in the schools. This fact has several implications
which shouldbe borne in mind in considering the data
reported. Since current State legislation covers only
elementary and secondary school students, few 8tates,
had any data on numbers of adults in need. Moreover,
the target populations defined, in the legislation are, for
the Most part, pupds enrolled M public schools, The
data -collection vsterns, therefore, were not designed.
to report total numbers of- persons in need of

-programs, including those enrolled in nonpublic
schools and school-age children not in school at all
Because the definitions of both the target groUp4 and
the purposes of the programs differ among the States,
the numbers reported. represent different universes
from State to State, In addition-, the lack ,of standard

.- ized methods for the identification of persons to be
counted as- meeting the requirements of' a given
definition. within a State affects the precision of the
count for that State.

Of the 48 States responding to-the survey, half had
data on numbers of potential target group persons

'See Appendi tl for definitions of the target groups from
the State legislation.

which they .could report. The District cif Columbia and
the three respondut%-territories also had such data.,

Data Based on Linguistic Criteria-

Ten States reported the results of statewide censuses
of ,'school- districts to obtain information on the
numbers -of school-age children meeting certain lin-
gtiistic criteria. Seven of these StatesCalifornia,
nois, Massachusetts, New Mexico, New York, PenriSyl-
vania, and Texashad regular- data-collection systems
in place at the time of the survey. In California,
Illinois, MasSachtqetts, and Texas, these systems were
required by the bilingual education legislation. New
Mexico u`sed the Compliance Report ori-lnstructional
Services. for Students Whose Primary 'or. Home
Language Is Other than English of the Office of Civil
Rights of the U.S. Department of Health,. Education,
and Welfare (the faun for compliance with the Lau V.
Nichols Supreme Court decision) to gather its, -data= in
1974-75.Df the three States which reported the-results
of one-time censuses of their school districts, Utah also
used the Lau, form.. Michigan surveyed all school
districts in the spring-of 1974 in preparation for its
legislation, which would take effeet in 1974-75.

Five States reported the results of sample surveys or
other limited surveys of school districts to obtain
information on the numbers of children meeting
certain linguistic criteria. Nebraska surveyed districts
with K-12, 7-12, or 9-12 systems Only. Hawaii and
Virginia limited their sun;eyS to identifying children
with limited-En sh-speaking ability regardless of non-



En- -language background.,. The data reported by
Kansas were limited to persons with Spanish - language
backgrounds and those from Vermont to persons from
French-speaking backgrounds.

The District of Columbia, the Trust Territory of the
Pacific Island; -and the Virgin Islands also' reported
data based upon enrollment with certain linguistic
characteristics. The District of. Columbia infonniat
came from a eraollment study in 1974-75 wide
provided etnates of the limited-English-speaking,
rTupils from Spanish -. Chinese , and Portuguese - language
backgounds. Data from the Virgn Islands consisted of
the results of a language assessment of Spanish;
susnamed pupils. 'Poi the Trust Terfitory; 98 percent
of the total enrollment are estimated to be limited
English;speOcing from Micronesian-language back-

_

grounds.

Data Based Upon Ethnicity

Four StatesArizona, Colorado, Connecticut, and
Washington- reported data based on censuses of their
school districts yielding counts by ethnicity. The
Connecticut data covered only Spanish- surnamed chit=
dren. Colorado 'estimated that all of the Spanish-
surnamed, American Indian, and A.an-American

pupils. reported to be -enrolled in its schools were
linguistically and culturally diff,erent, under 'the terms
of its new bilingual-education legislation'. The data
frotyr-Guarn were based upon an ethnic survey together
with information from the 1970 Decennial Census.

Minnesota,' reported that it conaucts an ...annual
ethnic enrollment census of its school districts but it
did not attempt to estimate the numbers of li mited-
Englisb;s peaking pupils from this source.

Other Data

Georgia and Idaho reported data based- upon the
.1970:Decennial Cenviis:. New Jersey .reported Spanish-

surnamed students in the-..21 New Jersey st'n iintics with
large Hispanic populaLions. Rhode Island reported the
numbers . of students_ with varying degrees of pro=
ficiency in English and another language in six school
districts. Wisconsin reported estimates of limited-
English- speaking `studenti from Spanish language, ,
native American, and Vietnamese backgrounds in
Milwaukee, Racine, and other areas of southeastern
Wisconsin. .

The data on numbers of persons from non -En
dominant backgrounds in the reporting States, 19
75, are summarized in table 2.

9



TABLE 2.Nxi

Total
mons .

reported

Arizona 51.916-

A

California -233,520

Colorado 94,346

Aws
13-18 19+
(7-12) Adults

NA 1,916 NA A. LES students frorn.Spanish lariguage Nackgrounds in ele-
mental y si, n....Lroni a otaiewtoe census of schoup
and an estimate from an ethnic survey, 197243; LES Native
American students in elementary schools from a sample
and an estimate from an ethnic survey, 1972-73.

NA 156,642 78,878 NA LES and nonES, all'languagd backgrounds, from
..:Statewiddcensus of school distiicts, April 1975.

NA +xi 94,346 NA Linguistically and culturally..ditferent students, all
fan age backgrounds, ettimited'froM an ethnic survey

st-hoorenrollment, fall 1974.
26,600 NA NA. Soanith-lurnamed students from a public school

minority-,group enrol 'Tient SUrVeY, taii .19 Pl.

1 192 LEV students from Spanish, Portuguese, and Chinese
language backgrounds in elementary and secondary
schools from an enrollment study, 1974-75; LES
adults from Spanish. Portuguese and Chinese back-
grounds enrolled in adult education programs,
1973-74; LES from Spanish language backgrounds
only aged 3-4, participating in a Title. I, ESE '

'program, 197445

LES students, all language backgrounds, in ele-
;, mentary and secondary schools; LES from Spanish

language backgrounds only, aged 3-4 and adults, from
,a Statewide census of school districts, 1974-75

Georgia 13,317 510 2,264 8,509 LES persons from Spanish langauge backgrou ds,
estimate from the 1970 Decennial Census total
also includes an estimated 400 Vietnamese children
enrolled in selected school. 1974-75.

HaWaii 4,293 NA 2,453

daho

!Mob's .

c

16,300

105

1,830 NA LES students from a teacher survey, 197475

200 4,200 1,900

105,309

9,000 LES persons from Spanish language pacicipoim
estimate from 19701 vial Census.

NA Non-English-language background students from
a Statewide census of school districts, February
1975; Pre-K-3, 59%; grades 4-8 32%; grades -
9-12, 9%.

Kansas 71,118 .000_ 11,000 000 LES persons from Spanish language backgrounds
from a S_ tatewide census of school districts
and the 1970 (Decennial Census; total also in-
cludes 2,118 Native American schoolage students
in school districts with 10 or more i

Americarw from a Statewide census
istActs, 1974-75.

Massachusetts 11,461 -91 3,074 . NA LES students, all language backgrotlnds, from
a Statewide census of school districts, 197475

Mich iga 12,687 NA 8,101 NA LES students from non-English-language back-
grounds in school districts with 20 Or more in

.
one languagesclauification, from a Statewide
census, spring 1974.

Nebraska NA ' 493 172 NA- LES students, all language backgrounds,
from a survey of 323 public schoo districts
with K-12:7-12 or 9-1 systems, May 1975.

10



TABLE.2.Numbers of per ins
State, 46 71.-75*--Continu6a'

Total Ages A Ages Ages

State pameh 3 Ai 4 5-12 '13-18
reported (Pre-K) -(7-12) :

New Jersey `85,720 NA --at-1- 8 720

=

Adults.

NA. Spvisb-surnarned students enrolled in school'
-.,

istricts in 21 counties vt.4,th large Hispanic
-pulations, 1974-75.-,-

Student `with Oilers-English primary or home
language, from a Statewide census of school dis- -
tricts using the Lau compliance form, fail 1974.

LES students, all laqguage backgrounds; pre-K
to grade 12, from a Statewide survey of public

'and nonpublic School enrolirrient,1974-75, and e
Statewide survey of bilingual education, 1974:

! LES adults estimated from the 1970 Decennial.
I Census

5,986. 2,794 2,41I4 Non-English-dominant peridns enrolled in sch
d Statewideall language backgrounds, s, from a -tatewi Cen-

. sus of school districts, fall 1974z totals
include estimates of Vietnarnese collected by
telephone, spring 1975. ;.

1,328,842 5:692 303,264 . 274,636 795,0

Rhode Island 6,111
'

NA -4u 6,111
5

Texas

NA Bilingual and English-as-a-seoend-language stu-
dents, all language backgrounds, enrolled in 6

I 'school districts, as reported in September. 1975,.
170,385 , NA ,124,941 36,530 DIVA LES students,-all language baekgrounds, from a

Statewide census of school districts, October
. 1974; total inchiciet 4,976 enrolled in special-

education p'rp'grarns and 3,936 in nongraVed prog

NA udenis witha non-English primary or,ohomo
language, from a Statewide census of school dis-,

tricts,using the Lau compliance form, February 1975:

ytah 11,994 NA Li 4

Vermont 2,153

Virginia

, Wash ington

Wisconsin

Guam

NA 2,153'

rams,

NA LES students from French language backgrounds
from a wimple survey of school districti in 3
northern counties, 1968:

NA LES.students, all language backgrounds, from a'
sample survey of selected,tchool diitrict enroll-
rrsent, 197475,

NA 46,489 NA Spanishsumerred, Natiw n and Asian

American students, fror itewicle ethnic

5,000' 600 2,000 ,800

artlent report, Oelot,w

600- liES persons from Spanish language. Native A
can and Vietnamese backgrounds; estimate based
on data from Milwaukee, Racine and other areas
of southeastgrn Wisconsin and consultations with
the Hispanic community, as reported in Septem 1975

NA . 8,101, 4,206 21.3 LES persons from Chamorro, Filipino, Korean,
'Japanese, Chinese, Vietnamese and Micronesian,
`lapguane backgrounds; estimate based on an eth:--

nic su y.197.75, and the 1970 Deo-Gnnial Census.
4

Tn.ist,Terri tory .778
of the Pacific try
Islands,

Virgin Islands - -2,673

476 21,670 -14,632 NA: tudents from Micronesian language backgrounds
enrollment); estimate from enrollment

ata, 1974-75:

NA 2.054 619 NA students from Spanish-language backgrounds

. - from a language assessment survey of Spanish-

' surnamed enrollment, 1974-75.

NAT-datonot available or cat

*Ural= otherwise indicated.

not applicable;LES,Iimited-Englisla-speaking; non -ES- non - English -speaking,



CH ER IV. Information on te and'Lobal Effort to Neetthe
Nerds of Limited- English -Speaking Persons:Twin Non-English-

Domfnant BankbroundSin 1974-75 ,

and Lcl Funds

Nineteen,, of, the 48, States that respo9ded.lo the
survey answered affirmatively to eithe one or both of ''
the questions' on State funds expended in 1974-75.
These" quettionS ,cenceped assistance provided to

school distriets to enable them to implement -programs. -
designed to meet the needsnf lirrthed-Ert sh-speakmg
persons from non-English-dominant backgrounds an
.funds to train teachers and other personnel to -w- ck
with these -progiiniS. Sixteen of the States reported t --

ounts of Money, revealing that nearly 535,000,600---1-,--
for these purposes in 1974-75. Fourteerfpf the.

States also reported data on numbers of persong
participating in the programs. Two oth r States of the -,

191 reported some pwliCipation , dat but not the
specific amounts of money proVided_ The data on
participation.' iii these programs is discussed in the
next section.

Thirteen States--Alaska, Arizona, California, Colo.'
ratio, Illinois, Louisiana, Massachusetts, New Mexico,
New York, Texas, 'Utah, Virginia, and Washington-

.
reported the amounts of Sea° funds that were pro-

-vided to assist school districts in implementing pro-
grams for limited - English -speqking persons from non-
English-dominant backgoundS in 1974-75. In additran,
the District of Columbia and three of the 'four
territories ,s1-.PI-Eich responded. to the survey-Guam, the
Trust Territory of the Pacific-

,
Islands, and the Virgin

Islands-also reported the an-founts of funds allocated
from their education budgett. specifically for this.,

!purpose.
Nine of the 13 States which reported the amount of

,

funds to- implement classroom progims were among
the 12 StateS that reported ''expecditures for the
training of teachers and other pe-rs Onel to work with

-.,

'Muted-Englisti:Spe*ing person in il 974-79: Arizona,
Illinois, 1,oulsiane, New Mexico,' New York, and Texas,
reported aritoun uts for this pposyseparately. Alaska,
California, nd Utah reported r1",.t. State funds were
used for this purpose, but the amounts were not

_

separately reported'. arci. Maryland, 'and Rhode
Island reported State funds only for teacher trahling.

In addition, denr0a, . Hawn, and Indiana reported 1

that State funds were used -to meet the -needs' of
limited-English-speaking persons but that the amour is

unknown. Hawaii provid0 funds both for cia:ss-
, ujom programs and for eacher training. In addition to
the mount for ,class'ro, i.prorns, Virginia reported
that an -undetermined amount a money was used for
teacher training.

Nine Stu-as-Colorado, CormeCticut, Delaware,
kassaehusetts, New York, Oregon; Pentigylvania, .

texas, and Wisconsth -reported that local 'School ds-
tricts spent approximately S57,000,000 forproFarns
for limited-English-speaking persons in 1924-75. In at
least three of these States-New York, Penriniylvli.iaP
and Texas-data on the amount of local funds provide'd
for these, programs are included in their regular

data-colle,ction systems.
A summary of the responses to the qbestions in the

survey about funds supPortmg programs to meet
needs of limited- English - speaking persons, includLng
State, local, and ESEA title .1 funds, is contained...,
table 3. This table also includes the amounts of money
by State for programs in 1974-75 funded under the
Bilingual Education Act-title VII, ESEA. The.informa-
tion about the Bilingual Eddcation Act funds was
provided by the Office of Bilingual Education, USOE.
It includes funds provided for programs in schools
operated by the Bureau of Indian Affair's and in private
nonprofit tribally operated schools for Native Ameri-
can children.

Data an Participation in State-Funded
Classroom Programs

.

If States _in .cated that they. provided fulids to
school districts to meet the needs of limited-English-

.
speaking persons, they were asked how many persons
participated in such programs in, 1974-75. They were
also asked for available information on numbers of,

3,



TABLE 3.--Amount of money supporting pro4.arns ipr limited-Engh
dominant backgrourids by tale&ted fund source, 1974-75-

Stat

aotal
. TOTALS $45,101,059

Alabama' ' 0
Alaska-. 800,000
,Arizdna 738225
Arkansas 0
California .7,181,370
Colorgdo
C-onnettictit_
Delavyare
Dist. of Columbia
Florida

Georgia
Hawaii
Idaho

Indiana

Iowa
Kansas
Kentucky
Lotiisiana
Maine

Maryland
fyIats,ich usetts
Mictliwan
fvfinn.iota
MIssippoi

As reported b
State ffinds

Teacher ttg.

EA's

Lrteal funds

-speaking. persOn ;r from

Funds from ti
Total rp1 R . pros]

E$E.A

rant Mini
$34,730094 51153,025 857,419.100 52,025,421 $40,020,637 $12,004,84

O. 1 (b)

.700200 33.225/ (b)
x,000 (b)J

0 0 (b), :

7,161,3711 (b)
199,000 1139,000 0 665$68

0 0 0 1,652,045
2,090 QOP 107,200

.(c) 700,000
(b)

280,000
(di

0

(b)
(b)
(b)

250,000 (b)
(di ' (b)

(b)
(b)
(b)
(b)
(b)

2,500 (b)
. 0 10,000,000

O (b)
O (b)
O OA

O (b)
O (b)

(b)
(b)

(e) le)

O (b1
220,300 (b)
100,000 13,001,530

O (b)
O )b)I

(e)
(b)

O 345,000
O 14,677,209
0 (b)

Missoetri
Montana
Nebraska
Nevada
New Hampshire (e):

)50,000
0

0
.0

New Jersey
New Mexico
New York,
North Carolina
North Dakota

Ohio
Oklahoma
Oregon
Pennsylvania
Rhode Island
South Carolina
Sbuth Dakota
Tennessee
Texas
Utah

Verroont
Virginia
Washington
West Virginia
VYisconsid
Wyoming

Subtotal; States 34,853, 46
American Samoa
Canal Zone
Guam
Puerto Rico
trust Thrritt

'SWILLS

(e)

1,2201300 1,000 0000
0,477,151 8,377,151'0' 0

0

le)
0
0
0

50,000

0
0

1,850200
250,000

0
12,000

450,000
0

(e)
0

52,343
(0)

185,600
10,000

(e)
0

O

0'

0'

(e)

0 (b)
0 (b)

(b)
5.770,148

(b)

(b)
(b)
(b)
(b) '
500,000
"b

O 0
450,000 1400,000

250,000-fa-

0
1'2,0 (d)

450,000
0
0
0

0
0

24,458,151 2,153,625 57,419,100 50,906,646 38,901,862 ' 12,004;784
(e) (e) (e) tel (e)

(c) (c) (c) (c)
52,_ lc) 206,916 206,916 (c)

(e) (a) (e) (e) (e) (e)
10,1'85,600 0 tc) 869,689 869,689 (c)

10,000 0 (c) (b) (b) (c)

(b)
(b). (b).
800,000 (b)'
(b), lb)

5,050,389 4,166,196

n-EngliSbr

Run'de from ,a,

tide

$67,235,682

0
872,656
,295,808

6,741,476
4b) (b) 1,464,850

lb) (b) (b) : 1,340,385
142,130 ' 19,190 123200 151,781
42,170 42,170 , ' 0 129,500 .

(IA . Jb) (b) 1,482,424
lb) . )b) (b) . 0
69,452 69,452 0 314,197

800,060 (b 800,000 360,437
(b) (b) (b) 2,482,053
712,127 lb) 712,127 377,617
(b) (b) (b) 0 a(b) (b) (b) 137,066 -o
20,0 (b) 20. a

(b) ' (b) . (b) 1,518,525
(bi

(b) (b) ' 370,736.1,-
(4) (b) = (b) 0
(b) (b) . (b) 1,302,960

4,290,000 (b) 4,200,000 1,119,604
1,000,0000 450,000 550,000 205,780

(b) - - (b) (b) ,094
(b) ' lb) (b) 250,000

1,018,562 (b 2113,566 575,821
_ (b) , .-, (b) (b) 45,423

38,000 - (b) -38290 '1 0
(e) -(e) 179,823-.,

4,491`,054 4.491,054 (b) 2,442,652
190,773 190.773 1b/ 2,049,493

25.731,240 '25%691,181 -40059 11,989,724
(b) ' (b) : - (b) 0.748,587 .11b) ,. 748.587- 0
(4 (e)
(bi (b

553,001
486,000

300,000 300,000 402,725
3,766.630 3,461,041 605,589 ,362,342

396,475 392,975 3,500 757,046
Ivo (b) (b) ''- 0 '

02.187 ' (b) 52,187 198,2013
90,000 I(b) 90,000 6 '...°

6:0 (b) (b) , 10,029,609
(b) (b) (b),.'' 400,300
(hi (b) lb ,`> 99,100 k.

215,000 190,000 25,000 0
(b) (b) (ID 635,400

/ (b) (b) (n) 0
798,953 80,000 718,553 272,261
275,123 (b) 275,13 116,206

0,

65,802,074
332,037

0
201,373
406,100

.289,798
204,300

-a -- Data' provided by the Office o
response to survey.

NOTE.-State Inns total includes

14-

ihngual Educatio USOE. b No information. c- inapplicable. d - Amount unavailable. 0 - No

Ores, which are not a-Imre:a in the other column totals.



. %

persons participating tn locally funded programs,
excludirig those in State,funded programs, in 1974-

'.7.5. Only one State,- New York, wasitble to provide
separate counts of pai-tidipation-in State and locally

(led programs: .However, with the exception Of
aginia ,anted Washington, all of the other -1-5 States-

that reported that State funds were used for such
programs in 1974-75 _reported participation data

least for those programs,
Ten States-7Alaska, Arizona, California, Georgia,

Hawaii, Illinois, Massachusetts, `New Mexico,- New
York, and-Texas-reported -data on 'participation in
State-funded programs seapiately. The sum of their
reports indicated that 217.000 .persons participated
in State - landed progranis in tli.fi'S'e 8tateS in 1074.75'..
This figure Mcludds , an estimate 13,000 par'ticipants
from English-Speaking backgrounds reported by

Texas and an unknown number of such persons -
particfpating in bilingual, education programs in New
Mexico, an objective of which is enrichment for all
students. Other participants in 61974-75 programs
were variously described as non- or limited,English.
speaking students, or students with language back-
grounds other than English, in accordance with the
definitionS, eligibility criteria, and objectives of the
various State programs.

The State-funded programs for wItich -sepac:ate-

participation data were reported consisted only of
bilingual education in five States-Alaska, Illinois,

Massachusetts, New Mexico. and Texas, They

consisted of bilingual education and English as a

second larlgu'age (ESL) in three States-Arizona,
California, and New York -and only of ESL in
Georgia and Hawaii. State-funded bilingual education
programn were offered in Arabic, Chinese, Erench,e',
German, Greek, Haitian Creole, Hebrew, Ilocano,
Italian, Japanese, Korean, Portuguese, Russian,

Samoan, Serbo- Croatian, Spanish, agalog, Turkish,
Vietpamese, Yiddish, and Eskimo la ages, as well

as such Native American languages as Apache,
Navajo, Porno, Zuni, and various Pueblo languages.

The three-remaining States that used State funds
for classroom programs in 1974 -75-Colorado,
Louisiana, and' Utah did ,not report participation in
the State-funded programs separately. Colorado and
Utah reported total participation in -special programs
regardless of funds source, including bilingual edu-
cation.. and ESL, based upon ,statewide surveys.
Louisiana reported - combined participation . in State
and locally funded bilingual education, ESL, and
other second language programs in 1974 -75..

-Data on Participation in Locally Funded
Classroom Programs

Four States-pelaware, Maine, Oregon, anfd-Wis-
conin-tbat did not haye State-funded programs in
1974-75-rep rted participation-data representing local
school-distric effOrt. As indicated above, New York
provided locally funded progam .participation data
separate from the data on participation.in State-funded
programs. The District of Columbia and the three
outlying erritories that responded to the survey also
reported data on participation in locally -funded pro.
grains.' Guam repqrted total participation data ni

Chamarro. bilingual education programs' and in ESL
programs for various language gioups. Funds came
from several Federal fund sources, as well as from the
territorial education budget. For the Trust Territory of
the Pacific Islands, 98 percent of the total enrollment
is estimated to be limited-Enghsheaking and all
students. received' ESL instruction and instruction
r elated to their Micronesian languages and cultures.

Data on participation in programs funded by the
local school districts were not separately available for
California, Colorado, Louisiana, New Mexico, Pennsyl-
vania, and Utah. All but Louisiana had conductecV
statewide surveys in 1974-75 and reported total partici-
pation, including participation in programs funded by
the local school districts. Louisiana, as indicated above,
reported State and local participation ilata combine&

It should be noted that New York, which collects
total participation data from its school diStricts by
fund source, reported unduplicated counts of 1974 -75
participation in programs funded by the State, by the
local districts, and by.. title I of the Elementary and
Secondary Education, exclusive of par6cipati9gin title
VII, ESEA-the Bilingual Education Act. The Cali-
fornia data-collection system also separates partici-
pation in programs funded from State' sources from
that in programs funded by title I, title VII, and other
Federal fund sources, as well as in programs whose
fund sources cannot be separately identified. However,
except for. these two States, it is not known to what
extent the participation data reported for state - funded
or locally funded programs-represents the same pupil
populations receiving services th hough title I, title VII,
or other Federal fund sources.

The data provided by the Stateson participation in
1974.75 classroom prograrqs apart from participation
specifically in programs funded by title I, ESEA, are
Sumrnarized in tables 4a, 4b, 4c, and 4d. Data. on

'participation in programs funded' from title I are

summarized in table 5.
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TAB E .Participation in prOgrams to meet the needs of limited-English-speaking ,persons from iton.
. -

English-dominant backgrounds in States and territories that reported total participation regardless of
fund source, by State, 1974-75

golorado 40,871 NA 25,- 15,288

New Mexico 20,742 NA -ftf--- 20,74 ---twi-

Penasylva is 17,196 , 101 'i 6,438 3,243

Description of data

Participation- id' BE programs in 9 languages and in ESL programs,
,-

non-English-speSking and LES students, from a school district
survey', April 1975. e

NA Participation ire Spanish and Native American BE programs and
in ESL, multi -cultural and Spanish second language programs, lin-
guistically and culturally different and English language back-
ground students, from a school district survey. January 1975.

NA Panicipalion in Spanis nd Native American BE programs and
in ESL programs, students who4se primary or home language is
other than English, from a school district survey., October 1974. i _.-

2,414 Pa icipation in BE pl-dgrams in at least 9 languages and in ESL
programs, all non-English-dominant students identified by the
school districts and 901 English.dominant stunents (452 ele-
mentary and 449 secondary), from a school district survey, full
1974; estimates ol Vietnamese obtained informally:

Utah -1, 1,998 a NA Participation in Spanish-and Navajo BE programs and in ESL pro-

Guam

grams, students whose primary or home_ languageils other than
English. plus 200 students fromEnglish language backgrounds,
from a school district survey, February 1975.

2,721 NA .2,721 Ng' NA Participation in Chamorro-BE programs, LES students plus

_

-Trust Territo of 36,778 476 21,670 14,670 NA Participation in ESL and history and culture Rf the Micro-
the Pacific ands nesian peoples, plus some vernacular instrucan (the same

enrollment, estimated to be 98% LES).

595 students from English-speaking backgrounds.

TABLE 4h.Participation in State-funded and locally-fuAded programs tra meet the needs of limited-English-
speaking persons from non-English-dominant backgrounds in Louisiana, 1974=75

S
Total

rePorted
Pre-K

NA

Grades
K-6

60,206

Grades
7-12

Adult Description of data

Louisiana 63,504 524 2,772 Participation in BE, ESL and second language programs, students from
French, Italian, Spanish, and Vietnamese backgrounds, plus 19,789
English-speaking students in French programs 118,759 elementary, 128
secondary and 902 adult).

NA=data not available or category not li -We; 8E Bilingual education: ESL-English-as-a-second language; LES-limited-English-
iMaking.
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TABLE Participation in State-funded programs:ta meet the needs of limited-English-speaking persons from

non-English-dominant backgrounds in States that reported such participation semarately.1974-75*

State
Total

reporter
GratesK G7rades-12 I Adult. DetteriPtion of data

Alaska. 1,814 NA ar-- 1,814 4rr NA Participation in BE programs for Eskirnoxs and Alikanatives.

Ariiona 1 31 NA 14#331 NA jJA Participation in part -time, programs consisting of ESL and Spanish lan-
guage arts or ESL and the language art a-ei Native American languages
participating children from Spanish and Native American-Backgrounds

California 74,810 2 ,4 16,034 NA 'Participation in BE programs in 9 languages and in ESL programs, in
eluding 42.922 Participants in programs jointly funded with Title I,
ESEA, and exclutling 21,252 pdnicipams in programs the funding,
sources for which are net separately identifiable. non-English-speaking
and LES students.

Georgia 200 NA NA NA Estimate of participation adults from Spanish langual ckgrounds
in ESL Programs-

14,277 NA 1, Participation in ESL programs kgrounda not ified).

Illinoli 24;453 24,4 53
.

NA Participation in BE programs in 10 languages; participation in Pre-K3_
estimated tote 59%; grades 4-8,,32% And grades 9-12,9%; non.English-
language background students,-

Massochutts 10,421 7 -NA Participation in BE programs in Spanish, Portugut Greek, Italian.,
Chinese and.French, LES students.

New Mexico 15,296 NA 15,296 NA NA ParticipatiOn in Spanish and Native American 'BE programs, LES and
English-speaking student

New York 21,107 NA , 4,761 10,137 Participation in 8E programs in 14 languages and in-ESL programs,
non-English-speakingitudents. .

Texas 39 845
0

9, 5 NA NA Participation in BE pwgrams in the firs_ t Ge n, others
Spanish, LES students:

,TABLE 4d. Participation irtiotallY-funded programs to meet the needs of lirnited-English-speaking persons

non-English-dom'inant backgrounds in Stays that reported such data separately, 1974-75

Delaware 112 NA _72 NA

District of
Columbia

2,377 NA 845 340 1,192

Maine 1,139 NA 1,059 NA NA

New York 45,870 NA 9.792 7,430

Oregon 635 NA 470 165 NA

'Wisconsin 1,1 100

Guam NA 325 NA NA

Trust Territory of the
Pacific Islands

36,778 476 21,670 14,670 NA

Virgin Islands 474 NA 17

Participation in Spanish BE programs, LES students plus
12 English-speaking,s econclary students.

Partigpation in Spanish BE, ESL and other special programs
LES from Spanish and Chinese backgrounds, plus 420 English--
speaking elementary students; adult data for 197374.

Participation in Passamaquoddy and French BE programs, LES
plus 113 Englisheaking student in French programs.

Participation in BE programs in 14 languages and in ESL pr
grams, non-English-speaking and LES students.

Participation in Spanish and Russian BE program?, LES nu-
dents plus 167 English-speaking students 11201blementary and
47 seetindaN).

Estimated particiPation in sped
English-speaking persons,

.

Participation in Chamorro BE nrogra
English-speaking students.

Participation is the same as total enrollment
total participation), LES students

Participation in elementary and secondary Spanish BE pro-
warns (excluiive of Title VII, ESES) and in an adult ESL pro
gram, LES students from Spanish language backgrounds plus
157 English-speaking elementary students.

NOTE. Survey responses were not received from New Ha hire, Ohio, American Samoa and Puerto Rito; Connecticut,Georgia,
Idatict, Indiana, 'Kansas, Kentucky, Minnesota. Montana, Nevada, New Jersey, North Carolina, North Dakota, Rhode Island,

:Tennessee, Virginia, and Wyoming reported only participation in programs funded by Title I, ESEA, as shown in Table 5,
on page 20

`Unless otherwise ind-



CHAPTER V... Inft rrnation on the 19711-7E Fffori Provided With Funds From Title
of'the Elementary and Secondary'Edueation Act of 1965, as Amendea

widely believed' amount of funds
from title I of Yie :' Elementary -arid 'Secondary Educa-
tion Art of 1965,as:upend g used to provide

educatici and other programs to meet
the needs of g persons from
non Erigiish orm utt.. tiac4row1ds. Because title I

programs are admini4O?ed lay the States, the State
agencies Were asked to report the,available- infomtioa
on the amounts of .Money' provided /or special pro-
grams for this group in 1974775-and thernunibers of
Waited-En lily speaking persons. participating the
programs.

Title I Funds

Twentylthree the 4S States responding to the
survey, two bf the four responding territories and the.
District of Columbia reported amounts of money frdrn
title 1 of the Elementary arid Secondary Education Act .

_ which supported special nprogarris to meet the needs of
Limited-English.speaking children from non-finglish-
dortnnant backgrounds_ in 197475.= California, Dela-
ware, Minnesota, New York, Pennsylvania, Rhdde
Island, Virginia, and Wisconsin reported amounts from
both the title I regular program and from the title I

migrant pragrarns; Arizona, Idaho, Indiana, Kansas,
Michigan, Montana, Nevada, North Dakota, Oregon,-
South 'Dakota, Tennessee, and Wyoming reported
funds only from the migrant program ; Hawaii, New
Jersey, New Mexico, the District of Columbia, Guam,
and the Trust territory of the Pacific islands reported
only Jegtilar program funds used for this purpose. The
States and other jurisdictions providing this infomia.
tioh reported a. total of $52,025,421, or 340,020,637
from regular title I funds and $12,004,784 from
migrant program fu'rlds, for programs to meet the needs
of limited-English-speaking ;children in -1974-75. Re-
ported amounts from ti,tle I, ESEA.,.by State are shOwn
iri t3hle 3.

Parti6patioh 'in rite I Programs,

Of thee States responding to the Survey; there were 3
which were able to report data on numbers of

:akirig students participating in 1974-
75- in special programs io-rneet their needs funded by

Ic I of the :Elementary and-Secondary' Education
Act. Nine Statesdaliforrna, Colorado, Delaware,
Louisiana, liviinnesola, New York, Rhode Island, 1,14r,,
ginia, and WiseTsinreported participation data for
both the regular Program and the progarn for children
of migrants; 15 States-,-Arizona, Connecticut, Idaho,
Int:liana, Kansas, Kentucky, Maine, Montan' Nevada;
North Carolina, North Dakota, Oregon, Pennsylvania,
Tennessee, and Wyomingreported data only- for the
migrant program; Hawaii, -New Jersey, New Mexico,
the District of Columbia, Guam,and the Trust Terri-
tort'

.

to of the Pacific Islands reported data only for the
re program.

In the 'clestionnaire, respondents wereasked to'.
report title I participation by subject area of instruc-
tion, including English as a second language (ESL) and
the - areas of instruction which are usually a part of a
bilingual education program. All of-the States which
reported numbers of participants in programs funded
by title I in 1974-75 were able to provide information
at least for one subject area -of instruction. If the same
pupil population appeared to be receiving instruction
at least in the language arts of their (non-English) home
language and in one or,inore other subject areas taught
through the home language, in addition . to ESL
instruclion, funds from title I were considered to ble
supporting hilin aI education programs.

By this criterion, eight StatesConnecticut, Dela-
ware, Kansas, Montana, New Mexico, Oregon,
consul, and Wyomingreported title I funds used only
for bilingual edUcation programs and- four other
StatesCalifornia, Colorado, New Jersey, and New
Yorkand the Trust Territory_ title I funds for both
bilinguafeducation programs andfor separate pupil
pdpulationsESL programs. Seven StatesHawaii,
Kentucky( Nevada, North Dakota, Pennsylvania,
Rhode Island, and Virginiaand Guam reported using
title 1 funds only for ESL programs in 1974-75 and six
StatesArizona; Idaho, Indiana, Louisiana, Minnesota,
and Tennesseefor prograMS Consisting of ESL and
one or more of the subject area common to bilingual



education. In all, 18 ,of the 27 reporting Stites', plus
Guam d the Trust 'Territory, responded that some or
all of Weir 197475 title 1 money provided ESL
programs for paiticipants who did not at the same time .

receive instruction both in the language arts of their
home Lufguages, and in other subject areas taught
through] their home languages. Two StatesMaine and
North Carolinaonly reported title I funds used for
other than ESL instruction.

Eighteen of the 27 States with title I data and the r
District of Columbia reported that thei1974-75 title I
funds were serving . persons from Snanishianguage
backgrounds. For 12 of.the Statil and the,Disuict, this
was the oup for which participation data were,
.reported.

Table 5 summarizes and describes the data on
participation in programs funded by title I, ESEA, in
1974-75.
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TABLE 5,-FertidpitIon. ii i Pioymms to PO' nendl: of lirnitgliEljithiptaking par tone from 1on.E011 inpdorn hot backgrounds funded by title

[SEA, n ririffitStiteiind intilorig, 10-75

Sian
= Total' s PraloK, K1 7.12

1,236 1NA. 5,1353 '1 82

California 4 02,R44 17,145

c,41nralin

nn

6,118 NA 6,369 150

Dallyeal '320 NA 23

alitriel of

Columba

47 41 NA

NA

NA

1304onif 130 NA

Ono 6,1_ 3,968 1,727

Indiana 6,723 NA 4- 6,123

20133 235 1;274 4454

Mucky NA 12 16

iouisiann 326 i A , 1 06 130

Inn NA 60 M

reouhr mom Iltia I, Migiorkomiram

Total 1(41 1(.12 Total f A.1( . 1.11
DotqlplIon

NA NA NA 7,235 . 6,953 1,282: PerfIc1Po6on Irf ESL, Spanlin lononge tarts oni/

. 55,74

theory enteul tun, or ESL, nod Native American hinnrY

and tulture progrorrn by etnclinti Pop Spenlah langueie

and [Votive American bockiffounds,

46 40,617 14,971 1,160 147 4,8 2,f 74' PartItipolnn In BE proton, In 0 linibokie end in. LES

prmframs, indudIng 42,922 etadania ESL programa

mbined Soil and Ihle rrieiIIengiiape

row*:ti

NA 2 NA 5,980 = NA /1,100 -

NA NA NA NA 48 NA +

120 NA 1,20 NA. :200 ,; NA 110

750 Pariltipmlon In SPIrilata and flealo onion BE norms'

and In ESL programs ilangabgebackgoonde unapecIfindi,

F*4041140 In Vannitli propane,

50 Perilt;iPartlptrinl nith E,proOrame.

11 47 NA NA NA NA NA NA' EarlIalpailon of3 and 4 Oar alch Irani Spiniel

linpoete __boOgfnunds (othielot.unkonelfleidl.'

130, NA' NA 130 NA NA NA' NA Par1.1t1P6tIon In ESL Provarne Noting bockgroilnda

unifoolfiod),`

NA NA NA NA 5,194 406 1,058 1,727 PertIalpatIon of teudinu kern SPonith longut. took.

1'4'140 in ESL end lilrpanic hittory and culture Pr4firiini

NA NA NA NA: 5,723 NA 4 5.723,4' FareItiPetIonIn ESL eed spenleb Idriouip arse prolreio

by Aden (from Swish lento bockgroune4.

NA NA NA NA 2,033 235 1;214 . 484 Parilafpall n In Spinlih Bf progarna; foto Includes 40

NA NA NA NA 28 NA 12 16: Faraltionlon In ESL Progreffn lieniwtbeck.

bairK11 uritcaciiied),

19 NA . 9 110 127. NA 107 20 . PaiiitipatIon In ESL end Auer*, 111t1Orl And culture

Orogen% by Vlitnerntio Went (ftpler protlfonl; bof

tlelpialansof.itudoms from $panIM longing; background;

reliftiea empeolledl (droll progreml.'

IN NA NA NA 60 NA 80 NA 11140110n In PeAlingnieddy Nike and culturi prr

grani bY FiteirmitrIAMY1111cleilti,-



'TABLE .6?Niticipition In progrorna tO 1ft0et the 44001. of

itt.roportintatatei artdterritari51,1.914.75-COritiOutd:',,

Sta

sing per fit from fionit)glithAoMiOlOt*Ckgroundeittlided by lb It.

,Trital7 litia 1, regular p ograrp, Title iolgrant program'
Ivor Prek,K K4 7,12 "rotil 'Pro* ,K4 y,12 7°41 Prak.K K4 7.12 Description

Minnesoia -4,383 1:568: 2,120. 703 50 NA NA 60 0;333 1,558' 2,130 656 Participation in ESL, Spanish longs,* aro, and Hispanic

history and culture programs by student) from Spanish

langusio background',

. Montana

Nevada.,

1416 NA 6- :471 . NA .NA; NA' :NA 1416 NA 635 471 Participation in Spanish 8E programs,

,120 .120,, NA NA , NA NA 11). 'NA .121 NA. Participation in ESL program) by students from Spanish

language trickgroodi,

Niciersay 6,626 NA 17:02: ,9t826 NA *454* NA NA NA, NA Participasionin 05 and ESL.programi (languageback.

grounkurrepatiflad);

NA 10.1.,6044te NA. NA ' NA NA Participation in Spanish and Native ArneriCen B6prOgrarte,'

NO York 41,326 ±23,853 11,865 41,370 NA 21E515 17,808 458 NA 34 110 Participation in BE proms in 141anguatoeled in ESL

programs (all languagebackgroundC

North Carolina 346 NA 345 NA
. .

NA NA NA 345 345 NA Participation in Spaniah language art; prograrm,

North Dakota. 887 NA 4 987 NA NA, NA NA

Oregon 450 NA: 380 7Q

Pennsylvania, 692 NA. 4.*,4132
:

gal 4- 98747 Participation in miner 681, Programs, grades KI, by

students from Spanish language backgrounds,

NA NA NA NA 450 NA 1 380 70 Partcipation in Sparlithand Russian 88 program

NA NA. NA NA A

Fhodejsland: 1,160 149'.--4- 1,14

.Virginia.

Wisconsin

414924 ParticipatiOn in ,EL programs by students from Spanish

language backgrounds.

4-- 1,149-4. 11 NA. NA NA Participation in ESL programs stun ts from SgaDiall

and Portogneaniangya0 backgroande, including 11 adults

in the migrant Program.

NT 15 c poi on in L and anrs LA programs

students from Spanish language backgrounds.

84E NA 4190 458 .48 NA- 30 49

2,377 NA 1422 986 7 NA 187 1

Wyoming 807 NA 807 NA NA NA
4.. :

Guam 560: NA. 560. NA 560 NA 560 NA

NA N

That Territory 18,123 NA 12,239 4,484. 16,723

Of the Pctfic

Islands

Note No:reapooto vats recsivadto thisurvay from New 4arnpsbira, Ohio, Ameriten

ESL,,.En$isitavelecond language; 8.Bilingun education,

'Includes some 6- yr, olds,

NA 12,239 4,4

N

160 NA 160 NA Participation in ESL.programtiianguage backgrounds

unapecified),,

O. NA 1,235 806 Participation in Spanish end Native American BE program

(regular program); participation of students from Spanish

language backgrounds (Migrant Proyami.

807 NA Participation in BE programs (ianguagasunspecified).
'NA

N NA NA NA Porticipotioh Iri ESL Prbiyarrp (all longue?) backgreuadsl.

NA NA NA NA Participation in Micronatlan dE and in ESL Programs by

atudentt from Microneliellanguege background,.



CHAPTER VI. Information ori PersorinetResources for Programs to Meet the rIleeds
of Linked-English-Speaking Persons From Non - English Dominant Backwourids

Information on Personnel Working in
School Prorams in 197475 -

Nearly half of, the States Wand. other jurisdictions .

_ riding to' the survey hid some information on
personnel working irr school' progrants to meet the needs
of limited-English-speaking persons in 1974-75. Twenty-
two Statei, the District of. Ginnie, and the three
responding territories prbvided data on total numbers of
teachers and/or other personnel and, of them, All but
time States were able to estimate how many were fluent
in the home languages of the limited-English-speaki4
persons. Data came from program fecords, 'project per-
sonnel records, and reports or consultation with program
directors (usually title VII directors) in the following
Slates: Hawaii, Idaho, Minors; Indiana, Maine, Montana,

'Tennessee, Utah, Virginia, the District of Columbia,
Guam, and the Virgin Islands. The-data for. Delaware,
MasSachusetts, Pennsylvania, Texas, and the Trust Terri -_
tory -of the Pacific Islands were obtained from schriol
censuses. Arizona, Connecticut, Oregon, and Vermont
reported data-on personnel in classroom programs from
sample surveys. The New York and some of the Massa-
chusetts information came from the teacher-personnel
records. Kansas based the, information reported on an
Office of Civil Rights compliance report. r

In the States-arid territories in which information
was available abdut the language skits of personnel,
more than 70 percent of teachers reported to be
working in progams were said to be fluent in the home
language of the limited-En peaking persons being

sserved. These data are summarized in table 6.

rking in ool progrann to meet the needs of Iiinited-English-speaking
it nt backgrounds in reponing States and territories, 1974.75

rsons from non-

State
Total personnel Teachers personnel

Source ofTotal Fluent
in NEL

Total Fluent
in NEL

-,Total Fluent
in NEL

Total

Arizona
Connecticut

strict of
Columbia ;

Hawaii

Idaho

Illinois
Indiana
kertsal
Louisiana
Maine
Massachusetts

14,388 5a 8.476.5a 10.065 6.779 4,8-71.5a 3,491.5a

936
(c)
91

756
fc)

(b)
310
62

(121' (b)
300 (c)
62

Ibl
(c)

Sample of school districts
Sample of school districts
Program reports and statistics (presumably Win!

programs)
Program requirements iprogram pot

identified)
359 .113 Title I migrant and Title VII, [SEA, pro-

gram records
332 Records of State programs
(c) I evaluation reports
93 Estimate from OCR report

1916 Estimate from OCR report
Project directors (presumably Title VII, -ESEA
Cenius of school districts and teacher

personnel records
Migrant ad. personnel records
Teacher personnel records
Source not reported
Sample of school districts
Census of school districts
Title I migrant project recgrd
only)
Statewide census and sample of school

districts.

1,1 80 1.180 848 1348 332
(c) (el 224 (d) (c)

134 90 41 164
456a 703 2&5° 250

New York
Dakota

neon
beanie

Tennessee

Texas

Utah

ant

22

97.5a 50 48
525 3:89 470 334

334
2,337

530
201

7

05 86
2.056

-179

114
82

4

79
1,275

(d).
42
15
4

2,154 1.645 1,515 1,042

160 152 76 70

%(i) (h) (h) (a)

` 52.5a 49.5a
55 55

248 66
``281 (d)
531 202
87 66
65 14

3 (d)

639 603

82

13 13

Infonnation from LEA's participating in
bilingual programs .

Sample bf school districts



TABLE 6.-Personn in
English -dominant heck

me to meet the needs of Innitod-giviishipaa
rig Stotts rind territories. 1974.75 Wankel

5
. Total nnifl - t he Personhel

.

----- . Fluent
-in NEL

.Total
Fluent
in NEL

Total Fluent
_ in NEL

Virginia
Wisconsin -

Guam

57
77:
56

Id)
70

116.

Trust Territory
Virgin Island

3,479 2,1347

62 '3111

aIncludes one half-time administrator.

Only total personnel reported.
c0nly teachers reported.
dLanguage skills unknown

State-Funded' Bilingual Teacher tducation
Programs in 1974-75

.

Fifteen States provided funds to train teachers and

others to work with lirriited-Fnglish-speaking persons in

1974-75. They were Alaska, Arizona, California, Deli-,
ware, Hawaii, Illinois, Indiana, bouiSiana, Maryland,
New Mexico, New York,' Rhode Island, Texas, Utah,
and Virginia. Amounts-provided for this purpose' are
shown in table 3= Seven States were able to report the

'number of participants and types of progrards, as

follows:
4.

I-law-ail

Illinois
New Mexico
Rhode Island
Texas

Virginia

Number of Type of cirogram
participants

61 ESL methods, Hispanic history
and culture, teaching Spanish

. language arts
ESL niethocls

604 ESL and BE metheds--
BE mehods
Type of progarn not reported
BE methods, intensive Spanish
for non - Spanish speakers
ESL methods, guidance and
counseling for LES persons

rile t,groOarreeppliootions.

Sri nor reported
ale I suld'Vl I. ESEA ;-ESAA. end
ABE persorsnel and program records

Census Of schools
Title (II end VII. ESEA, project

personnel records

'Language skills of rrrirs unknown.
(Language skills of other than teachers unknown.

' ,9Languaga skint of teachers unknown.
"Only personnet other thaktesehers reported.

C

funds .M 1974-75. This training.ponsisted of meth
for Chamorro ,educalion prograrns an

= methods for ESL programi for SPeakers of Asian aid-
Micronesian languages.

Persontel Assigned to Work W.
.

for Limited- En9I ish-Speakin
the State Level in 1975

Programs
ns at

-four of the 48 States res-pOnding t
iurveyo the District of. Columbia, and the three
respori4ng territories-reported that there were profes.:

_ondi personnel" at the State level specifica4 assigned
ork with programs for litMtbd-Errph-spealting

persons: Iii the seven states vihiell provided mo
,

S1,000,000 each for State-funded programs in 19

7.5-alifornia, Lll.ppis, touisiana,.Massachusettt, New
MeXico, New York, and Texas-there vvere.an average
of eight and one-half professionals assigned to

grams for limited-English-speakills persons. The poles .

signal staffs in' these States ranged from 14:in-
Ca_liforda: where State funds totaled more than seven
million dollars in 1974-75, to '5 in Massachusetts, where

State funds totaled $4,000,06Y,M1.974:75. These. data

are summarized in table 7.

340
5,296

n addition, Glum reported that
received training in programs provided

753 teachers
with Feder4



TAB E 7.Personnel esti ned to work with prowamt for iimited-English-speol5ing
persons from non-EnglishAominant blickgrounds et-the State level, 1975

Total, FTE Non-professional
FIE

Total
Alabama
Alakka
Arizona
Arkansas
California

Colorado
COnnecticut
Delaware
Florida
Georgia

Hawaii
Idaho
Illinois

-Indiana.
,; Iowa .

Kansas
Kentucky
LOtlisiana
Maine
Maryland

Massachusetts
Michigan
Minnesota
Mississippi
Missouri

Montana
rgebraska
Nevada
New Jersey
New Mexico

New-Ydrk
North Carolina
North Dakota
Oklahoma
Oregon

266.4

0 0
(c) 1

-(c) 2
- 0 0

22 1-4

6
(ci L5kr 1.
(c)
0

119
4.4 2.2

13.5 10.5
8 -6,
4 3

0_2 0.1
(c1 0.2
(c) 6
0.2 0.1
0 2 0.2

7 5
2 1

0 0
0 0

0

64.2.

(c)

8

2
(c)_
(c)
4c)
0

103
2.2

. 3
2
1

0.1

(c)
0.1
0

2
1

0
0

. 0
0.25
(c)
0

.2
(c)

4.
0
(c)
(c)
1

(c)
0.

(c)
(c)
0

3.5
(c)
(c).0
(c)
0
(f)
(c)

Pennsylvania
(Rhode Island
South Carolina
South Dakota
Tennessee

-Texas
Utah
Vermont
Virginia
Washington
West Virgipia
Wisconsin
Wyoming

0
.(c)

kt)
,-7=7_ 42.5

-(c)
(c)
5

(c)
o

(c.)

0.025

Canal Zone..
Guam
Tryst Tearitpry
Virgin Islanda

0
0

. 29
(c)

NOTE: No response to th
and Fueto Rico_

gFull-nme equivalent except where otherwise noted,
Excludes four part-time professionals for whom the full

cOnly professionals reported.,.,

"Part-tirne professional, FTE not restarted-.
FOne full-tim9 professional and three part -time for whom FT6 not re
Not reported.





Appendix I.REPRODUCTION OF SURVEY QUESTIONNAIRE

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION. 4kND WELFARE
_.EDUCATION DIVISIONiNCES O.M. No. 51-575050

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20202

FORM APPROVED

SURVEY OF STATE EDUCATION AGENCIES ON LIMITED-ENGLISH-SPEAKING
PERSONS FROM NON-ENGLISH-DOMINANT BACKGROUNDS (OE FORM 2383,8/751

INSTR

PART I. This is the general reporting form. Twb
ies are enclosed. Please reami one copy and retain
other for your files-

PART II. This form is for reporting available data on
the size of the potential target group of limited,

.English-speaking pers,pns for .non-English<lorninant
badkgrOunds*, on programs to meet their needs and on
personnel rescnircei needed for such programs. If you -r`
do not have any such data, you may discard Part 11.
Four sets of Part II are `enclosed. Complete one set for
each language group on which you are .reporting,
reproducing additional copies for language groiips as
needed. However, if your-data are not broken out by

. language, return one copy of Part II with data headed
"language background data unavailable." If data are
not available by age range or grade level, give totals and
enter "NA- in filo columns provided fot the breakolit.

Section A Lines 2 to 5 are mutually exclusive
categOdes. Enter in. lines 2 and 4 if applicable, totals
for participantS in programs especially designed to
meet the -needs of limited-English-speaking petsbris
from non-English-dominant backgrounds for which.
special State funds -are provided, including programs
requiring matching local funds: (See definitions for
"Stare-funded-nd,"locally-futzded- programs on page

If any persons, to your knowledge, are participating
in part-time State-funded progams and in part time
locally-funded program at the same time, count them
as participating only na State-funded programs. (How-
ever, see instructions for Section ti regarding count
kirtkipants in part-titne programs by subject area), Do
not include participants in programs available ..to all

students Financed from State sources. Enter in lines
and 5 if applicable, totals for participants in programs
especially designed to meet the needs of LES persons
which are not supported or assisted by State funds"
earmarked for. this purpose.

'For definition of the target group, see "Limited-English-
speaking (LES) persons" under Den -06 1s.
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Enter M. line 6 totals of participants in programs
furfded by ESEA Title I -and in dine 7 by ESEA Title I
Migrant which are specifically designed. to ,meet the
needs of limited-English-speaking students from non-
English-dominant backgsouncis: These totals ray in-
clude some of the participants Counted in lines 2 and .3

r if Title I funds-,-auPplernent State and loc,A funds
supporting special programs.

Section B . See above for "Stat funded" and "locally-
- funded" and definitions, page 2. Lines '1 3 and 4: 6,
as -Weir as 1 - 6 and 7 - 24, are mutually exclusive
ateginies. See definitions for "full-time" and "part-

time" programs on page 2. If, to your knowledge, any
pupils are participating in part-time State-funded pro-
gams and in part-time locally funded programs at the
same lime,.count them according to the subjeq areas
in which they receive instruction, and -by funding
source for each subject aria,

Section C - See above for "State" and "local" funding.
Individuals may be counted more than once if ,they
receive instruction in more than one subject are-or if
the instruction they receive is funded by both State
and local sources.

Section D Individuals may counted more than
once if they receive instruction in more than one
subject area. If iriOir space is needed to describe the
subject area or type of activity, use additional sheets of
paper.

Section. E - Individuals may be counted more than once
in lines I - 7 if they receive training in more than one
subject area. However, line (8) should be an undupli-
gated count of all teaChrs and other personnel
receiving training in 1974-75.

Section F In the first column enter the total number
Of taxied staff members (full-rzme, Orr-time, and
itinerant) known to be working in programs designed
to meet the needs of the LeS persons from the
language group far .which you are providing data,



regardless of funding source. Count each staff member
only --once according to his/her major assignment. In
the" for non- professionals, enter all salaried nc;n-
prOfesiiorfat stIff, including teacher aides; community
liaison's, eicln the second column, enter the numbers
in each : category who are known to be fluent in the
home language of the LES persons. if data are
unavailable for any category, or if you are providing
data for LEVpersons for, whom you do not have
language backiround information, enter "NA-.

,'DEFINITIONS

Limited-EnglislOspeaking (LES) persons LES persons.
are persons who have difficulty speaking and under-
standing instruction in the English language because (1)
they were born iabroad or have a native language other
tharL'AEnglish or (2) :th7 .come from environments
where a language other than English is dominant.

Bilingual --education - Bilingual education is the use of
two languages. one of which is English. for a program oi
instruction in the- language arts skills and other
academic -skills in the English language and in the home
language of the limited English- speaking` persons for
whom The program is desigied. given with appreciation
for -the cultural heritage associated- with the home
language. .

English as a second Ian- g (ESL) - English as a
second language is a subject area of instruction
especially designed for persons of limited-English-
speaking ability to enable them' "to improve their
listening, speaking, reading and writing skills in English.

Full-time program - A full -time program is a program

of instruction which occupies the entire instructional
day. Limited=English-speaking students should be

.counted as participating in full-time programs if they
attend the -special program- designed to meet their t
needs- for the entire 'instructional day. An example
would be students participating in an ESL program
prior to being enrolled in the regular En sh-rncaium

= classes.

Part -time ,program A part-time program is a

program of instruction which occupies a part of the
instructional 'clay. Limited-English+speaking- students
should be counted as participating in part-time pro-,
grams if they receive special instruction designed to
meet their needs, such as the language arts of their
hi3me language or ESL, for a--part of the day while
attending_ regular English-medium classes with other
students for the remainder of the day.

State-funded program to meet the needs of limited-
English-speaking persons from non-English-dominant
backgrounds - a program supported by funds from the
State especially earmarked to assist school districts tto
implement' designed to meet the needs of
limited-English-speaking persons frail) non - English-
dominant' backgrounds.- Such ,a program may require
matching local furid.s":

Locally funded programs to `meet the needs of limited-
'English-speaking persons from non-English-dominant'
backgrounds- - A program which has been especially
designed to meet the needs of limited- English- speaking
personS from 'non-English-dominant backgrounds but
which is funded by local and other resources available
to a local school district including any for general
instructional and other purposes which may come. from
the state:
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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE
soucAT10NDI VISION

NATIONAL CENTER FON EDUCATION STATISTICS
_z.- INAZNINOTON. D.C. 26202

SURVEY OF STATE EDUCATION AGENCIESON LIMITEO-EN_EUSH-SPEAKIRiriERso
FROK.111011-ESSLISHLOOPOTOANT SACKGROUNO5 _

SIZE OF POTENTIAL TARGET GROUP
2. f you have y in orrnstion on the numbers of English-Speng persons from non-Eriglish-doodrum

in your Stele?

Yea. (Complete Section A; lute I; of Part II on a separote4orrrr for each a group f see Instrtrctionaf, ale,tl
vide a copy of the Most recent summary of data on the numbers Of. limited-Ensilsh-spea PersonsInOrn mow
Aisgiish-dontinant background In asnsuchdetailaz possible for your; State, tf =gable. If you have thiS infor.
'nation by school district, check here 0 and provide the available data by school district.)

lb: For how many language groups do you have information? Number of lahguagegrolips
PA0GRA1tts TO MEET. THE NEErs OF LOMTECNENGLISH-sOLASING PERSONS OFICA1

I a *

your State proyided funds in 1974.75 specifically to assist school distndts to imple n
the needs of limited-English-speaking persons from non-English-dominant backgrounds?

0 Ye (Complete Section A, line 2, and Seotion B and C, of Part II, as applicable. is

0 No, (Shp to -3a.)

rruc

des ed m

2b. How much money was provided in 1974-75 for this purpose? (Do not include fundt provided to the LBA's for general,
Instructional or other purposes benefiting the total student population and do" not include money for maiming of teachers
and other educational personnel which should be entered in 3b1. Amount of money .S

2c. Did any students from English-speaking backgrounds paiticipate in programs for limited- English- speaking persons
non - English -dominant backgrounds in 1974-75?

0 Yes. (Complete Seceon.A, line 4, and Section B, of Part II, as applicable. [see criOnsl .)

0 No,
0 Don't kdow..

His your State provided any funds to trainteachers and ouier'persorinel to work
from non-English,lopinant backgrounds in 1974-75?

0-Yes. (Complete Section I of Par [see mincer

'sh.speaking p

lbw much mond

4a_ Do you have any Information on number fiintited-English -speaking -persons from non - English -dominant backgrou
paaicipating in prograMs designed to meet they needs funded by the local districts In 1974-757

0 Yes. (Complete Section .A, line 3, and Sections Band C of Pon II, Ztt applicable. f see,.

0-No. 5.)

trualons1.1.

4h. D you know how much moue; -was provided by the school districts for this purpose in 1974-75?
0 Yes. Amount cf money 5

0 No.
/7a

2S,



d any Individuals from: English-speaking backgrounds participate in Chest crograms with limited - English individ-
is in 197757

0 Ystes. (Complete Section line 5, and Section B. of Parr 11, at rrpprilenble. tructionSJ.

0 No.

lD Don't kno

5. Under what leg=islative= autttpfity are programs
the needs of limited7English-speaking persons?

0 State Bilingual Educatidn legislation.

0 Other -legislation sfieciEcslly authoring progra

0 General Stare Education

0 Other. (specify)..

action provided or could p
all that apply),

for. LES persons.

provided in your State to meet
-.t

Cho yop have any information on numbers of krnited.English.spea
participating in special programs to meet their needs funded under
in programs funded under Ftle7, Migrant).

0 Yes. (Complete Section P. lines 4.5, of Part 11, as applicable.)

0 No. (Skip.to 7,1)

dren from non.En
Title I in, 197$757

ih lorninartt backgrounds
(Do nor I participants

6h. How much Money was provided in .1974.75 from ESEA Title 1, for
peaking children frorn non-English-domMant background'? (Do nor

`money S

lal programs to meet the needs of imited-En h

lude rile 1, Migrant, money). Amount of

72. .Do you have any information on numbers of limited,Englisti pea
participating in i meet eespecal prggrams.to eet their n ds funded under,

.

0 Yes, (Complete Scenon D. lines 10, of 'Part 11,1it applicable.)

0 No. Skip- to Sa )

ildren from no =English- dominant backgrounds
A Title I, Migrant, in 1974-757

7b. How much money was provided in 1974-75 from ESEA Tide I. Migrattit, for special programs to meet the needs of
limited-English-speaking children from non-Englishdominant backgro Amount of money 5

Are ion data available for any of these programs to meet the needs of Lim ed-English-speaking-pe in your State"

Yes, fur the following programs: (Mark all that apply):

For -State-funded programs,

0 For locally- funded programs.

0 For programs Funded by ESEA 'Title I and ESEA Title I Migrant

0 No. (Skip to 9,),



What kind of evalusti date ire availabli? (Mark all that appfyf

0 Results of standar'red tests.

0 Resul rented n-referenced

0 Reports of Slat mtxtitoring

0 Internal or ex m I evaluator reports.

Othei.

raEL RESOURCES FOR PROGRAM-TO MEET THE NEEDS OF LIMITED-ENGLIS_
sa MONO PERSONS FROAtNON-ENGLISH-OCIMINANT qACICOROINCIS

-9a. Do 'you of personnel presently working in schools M programs to meet needs of limited peak-
Wets of funding source of program?,

(ComplereiSection F. of Fart IL face Brat ur

17:1141o. (Skip f0 la),

9b- vvlttat is the, source ofsihe data entered ut.Section F.J (Mark all drat apply),

C] State wide census of school distracts

Estimate from Office of Civil Rights compliance report.

0 Sample of school districts.

0 Teacher certification and other personnel records =,

0 Other. (specify)

. what year were the data 'entered in Section F gathered? 19

10. Do you have requirements for State certification or other criteria for personnel working in bifingu n or other
programs designed' to meet the needs of limited-English-speaking persons?

0 Yes: (Please forward copi

No.

ofy recoil e certification or other

I I. your State approved programs in institutions of higher education in S a
personnel to work With limited-Engliskspeaking persons?

0 Yes (Please provide a list of such

0 No.

un or is- an

ions and the crtetti for the approval of programs.

12. flow many staff members are assigned at the State level to work with programs for LES on (Indicate numbers
in full-time equivalents. A

NUMBER OF FTC

Professionali

Non-professionals

pE pR!. 7 aa. ar7
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SURVEY RP
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NATIONAL GERI-ER-km EDUCATION STATISTIC
,WASHINGTON. MC. 20202

ATE EDUCATION AGENCIES ON LIMITEDINGLISN,SPEAKING PERSONS
FROM NON.ENGLISH-DOMINANT atickdRouNos

Nam
SECTION A. SIZE OF POTENTIAL TARGET-GROUP AND PARTICIPATION IN SPECIAL

FOR LIMITEMENGLISH-SPEAKING PERSONS FRON NON-ENGLISH 00.411 CKGROUNDS

.
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_ _
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- TOTAL
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APPEN IX IL Target-Group Definitions ContaineA in the
State Bilingual Education Legislation

.Alaska. Pupils of lirnited-English-speaking ability whose
primary language iS other than E

Arizona. Pupils, who have difficulty in ,writing, speak-.
ing, or understanding the English language because.
they are from an envirorunent wherein Another Ian-
wage is spoken primarily or exclusively.-----

cAlifornia. Lindted-English-speoling and n on -Enghsh-
speaking children. Limited-English! speaking children
are children who speak a language other than English in
their home environment and who are less capable of.
perforrning school work in English than in their
primary language; non-Englis-speakiOg children are
those who communicate only in their home langauges.

Colorado. Students with linguistically different skills,
defined as students who are not able to take full
advantage of present educational programs taught in
English because of their language skills and who come
from an environment of different customs and tradi-
ions which may include the influence of another-

guage in their family; community, or peer group.

ezticut. Pupils who, by reason of foreign birth,
ancestry, or otherwise, experience difficulty in reading
and understanding English.

limited-English-speaking children defined as
(1) children who were not born in the United States
whose native tonpe is a language other than English
and who are incapable of performing ordinary class-
work in English: and (2).chlltiren who were born in the
United States of. parents possessing no- or limited-
English-speaking ability .,and who are incapable of
performing ordinary cla4tork-in English.

Indiana. Non - English. dominant children defined as
children who have difficulty performing in classes
conducted solely in English because they usually speak
a language other than English or have such a language,
as their mother -tongue or' because such a language is
most often spoken in their homes.

Maine. Children from non-English-spe-aking farnili s

kiasaausetts. Children of limited-English-speaking
ability defined as (1)' children who were not born in
the United States whose native tongue is a language
other than English and who-are incapable of perform-
ing ordinary classwork in E_nglish; and (.?) children who
were born in the United States of oon-Enghsh-speaking

34
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parents and who are incapable of performing- ordinary
classwork in English.

Michigan. Children of linuted-EnOish-speaking ability
defined as children who have' or reasonably may be
expected to have difficulty performing ordinary_ class----
work in , English because their. native tongue is
language other than English or because they come frdm
a home- environment where the primary, language used
is a lInguage other than English.

Nevi' Jersey. limni ted- English - speaking pupils define Jas
children whose primary.language is other than English
and who have difficulty performing ordinary cla.:4swork
in English.

Mew Mqxico. Culturally and linguistically different
students defined as students who are of a different
cultural background than the majority culture of tficv
State and. whose native tongue is a language other than

--the language of majority cultdre within the State..

New York- Pupils who, because of foreign birth,
rincestry, or other reasons, experience difficulty in
reading and understanding English.

Oregon. Pupils whose native tangos
English.

--------
1Pennoilvania. on-En h-dorninan children.

Rhode d. Children of LimiteEnOish-speaking
ability defined as children whose native tongue is a

language other than English and who have diffic4lty
performing ordinary classwork in English,

,

Texas. Children of limited-English-speaking ability de=
fined as children who have a native tongue other than
English and who have difficulty performing Ordinary
classwork in English

Wisconsirt. Limited-English-speaking pupils- delin
pupils 'Whose ability to use the English Itinguage is

limited .hecause of the use of a non-nglish language iii

their families orin their daily,nonschool surroundings,
and who have difficulty in performing/ordinary class
work in English as a result -of such limited-English -
language ability.

per than
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Virgin Islands. Pupils who are unable to speak;

understand,- read, and/or write the English language_
enough to carry on the normal class acvivit es of

the grade in which they are enrolled.


