N

DOCUMENT RESUME

'ED 228 854 o | | . FL 013 625
- AUTHOR "Rivera, Charlene _ o _ .
" TITLE ‘ Assessment of Language Proficiency of Bilingual
. -Persons (ALPBP) Project. Executive Summary.
INSTITUTION InterAmerica Research Associates, Rosslyn, Va.
SPONS AGENCY  National Inst. of Education (ED), Washington, DC.
PUB DATE 29 Jan 82 B B S . .
CONTRACT 400-79-0042 R S PR
NOTE - 19p. g . S - C o Sy
_PUB TYPE . Reports - Researfli/Technical (143)
EDRS PRICE . _MFO]./PCOI Plus stage. . : o
DESCRIPTORS -~ *Bilingualism; Bilingual Students; *Communicative

* Competence (Languages); Educational Research;
" Inservice Teacher Education; *Language Proficiency;
- *Measures (lndividuals); Research-Proposals; :

*Tésting o
 ABSTRACT - . A | o R
" A history and overview is provided. of the Assessment -
. of Language Proficiency of Bilingual Persons (ALPBP) Project. First,
' the points of origin are summarized and the componénts of the project
are noted. Subsequent sections are devoted to a summary of the -
activities of each component.. The research component concerned basic
‘research-related to language proficiency assessment (LPA) issues and .
consisted of three proposals for each of two cycles. The second
component dealing with teacher training was implemented over a period- A -
of 2 years in Tucson (Arizona) and Berkeley (California). This '~ - s
component intended to provide forums wherein teachers and . '
administrators would explore the application.of . - -
ethnographic/sogiolinguistic theories and methodologies that are used
in LPA practices. The final component, an LPA symposium,- is described
" as a major effort toward integrating insights gained from the T
findings of the other components of the project _gnd as a forum where -
participants could be encouraged to develop comﬁ%hication networks
-and to make recommendations -on the federal and state levels. The
conclusions and recommendations of the compdnents are generalized and
the contributions of the ALPBP project are outlined. (AMH) .-

V

-

***********{************3**********************************************
! : " Reproductions supplied by EDRS are the best that can be made *

_ . from the original document. < *
***********************************************************************




. o ; . e
ek - - o e

LN submitted to: . Com e e
é—um [ Co ’ ) : - ' _ -

ot Nafibnéﬂ.!nStitQte of Education. . ' L - S
<N 1200 19th Street, NMW. - 0 o -
(N washington,-ch. -20208. )

:
3

. .
.- . .
i P
f ‘
« L < \

-
Lz, o -
-
N .

S ' : o Assessment’ of LaﬁgUéQe'Proficiency » : B i
oo : S - of C o T S

. L . Bilingual Persons (ALPBP) Project ' .
: o _ = N - o

o ' ‘ ’ Executive Summary

£ - . . . . N ] N . . .
,(-'S‘_ . o . - . . ‘ N . . . ] -
S o - s January 29, ]98} P . -
' ) : R U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUGATION ) ) . . .
1 s : NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF EDUCATION ot . o PP U
) ' i - EDUCATIONAL RESOURCES INFORMATION :
" ) ' ) - CENTER {ERIC}"

. . - - . MThis document has been reproduced as =
; | received;from the person or organization ’ . X .

N

originating it.

e T : ] Minor chingqs have been made to improve _ b
: ‘ ﬁ reproduction quality. . . v
i ) " . N ® Points of view or opinions stated in this docu- _
i'ﬁ d ment do not necessarily regresent official NIE . -
. L " position or policy. .
o 5 e . >
- . . «
. ¢ . .
y. O . o
Q- . | : :
c, . vy ,]
ST | o o
Lo - Prepared Pursuant to:
. : L4 ; . - » '

o o o . R ' 7 os .. Contract N[EfﬁodeSFoogz.

T U Submitted by:
L .- .. InterAmerica Research Associaca

3 !  @ f f,u o R ”; :»' o _2?._ ' : o ,Contact'peréonﬁ“
oem= L T br. Charlene Rivera

Lo 8

&




v

L
P
i

PR

v_<lntrp&ucti9n',f, Coe e e .~.;;:.n. .
 The ALP8P Teacher Training fcmponent . C e

* *Qonclusions & Recommendations. .'. . . . . . . .

Aruitoxt provided by Eic

.« TABLE OF CONTENTS

-
-

!

*

.The ALPBP Résearch Component . . . . v .. .

I

The Language‘Prof?ciency'Assessﬁent (LPA) Symposium. .
» . . _

)

L
Ld
be
By
r =l
A
~
©
3
.
.
.
. 4
g . : ¢
e
. ¢
Vs ’
g 5 <l S U
. - : i i RoA
-,
- .
‘
’
- ~
-~
b o
.
N -~
- ‘e
- . - 2t
s B .
e i — .
4 . . . .
L. . '
e o - - B
. »" . . -




i, v
ks ’

. "INTRODUCTION -

- The Assessnent of Language Proflclency of Bullngual Persons‘(ALPQP)
T proJect resulted from Request for Proposals, ‘NIE=- R 79 0012 Tne project‘
had~at least four ponnts of orlgln. Each is brlefly,summarlzed in order -
to provide perspectiye on the ‘ALPSP projectfr

-

<‘4 . . ° - * B v

The first point of orlgln was the 1978 Falmouth ConFerence on Testlng, , ;;

Teaching and Learnung (Tyler & Whlte, 1981), an offshoot of the l977 _f?
Conference called by Secretary Caltfano, of the Department of Health

;Educatlon and Welrare, to- |dent|fy the reasons- for the decllne in achleVe- -

~

ment test scores. Partncnpants at the Secretary S conference argued that
some of the decline could be attrlbuted to the use, of 1nappropr:ate tests-ﬁd

The | almouth Conference partlclpants concluded ‘that testlng could be more .
' efféctnve and could serve more |mportant purposes |f it was done correctly.

. N RN .
They saw the sole use of standardlzed tesnlng as an unreallstlc met hod of :

making educat|Onal-dec|S|ons about individuals and abodt the effectnvenesa

‘of programs, partlcularly in light of new information emerging from Sstudies
/ N - :

. : . , o

related to human cognition. They urged Federal support of new approaches to

testingf

’ ,How are we to pursue thls vision of testlng merged |n..o 3. - ‘
teachlng-testlng system, fitted to the matural &lassroom situa="
tion, drawing upon the cognltnve scientists and teachers and °

~scholars in the subject areas,. and exploiting the rapndly

deyeloplng |nformat|on handllng technology7 One.way is to ' ,
~continue and perhaps expand support for research on classroom
"process ampd human .cognition, and for the development of new ’

technologically-based testing, and testing involving person's -

from the subject area...development projects are often excellent
.Sites for fundamental research (1981, p. 2) : :

.

The hnstory oF the ALPBP project is based on Dr ‘Lois-ellin Data‘s"
presentatlon at. the LPA SympoS|um in Warrenton, Vlrglnla, March lS 1981.

co "‘}vmWf'ﬁf 1141 .fﬁ o

. - ; R . -
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The second- polnt of orlgnn was a natlonal survey of language mlnorlty

students lnvolvlng two_ studles ~ the Children s English and’ Serv:ces Study

and the Measpre of Engllsh Language Proflclency Study (CESS MELP) (O‘Malle/}/eyf"’(

1981), and a proJect admlnlstered by the- Southwest ReglOnal Laboratory for

Educational Research and Development (l980) to develop entry/exit crnterla

’

for blllngual education}programsl.”Both projectsjwerejfunded by‘the,OFflce'

" of Bilingual Educatlon and Minorlty*Language'Aftalrs (OBEMLA) ' Useful'as

- language profnclency

e

the results of these prOJects are, thelr development was marked by some :

concern for the adequacy of the measures Although the researchers used the ‘

best of what was known ln order to carry Sut the survey . and develop the crl-

. tgfla, they strongly urged that other studies Support research in the area of

- .-
< The third point of orlgln was sOme'enthuslaSm'Tor what has varlouslya

been called |nteractlve research, collaboratlve development and developmental

"research. The notlon is based on the bellef that knowledge and appllcatlon

have too long. been too far apart. |In order to brldgevthls gap, ‘it was pro--

re - . -

posed that researchers and'practitloners meetln order_to mutually influence
4 s - . . B

‘the hypotheses and methodology of the. research A few models of such lnter-_=

active research had been carried out (e g., leunoff et al., 1979; Tikunoff

et al., l980,-Shalaway & Lamer, l979) and the resultsgseemed promising.

T

Based on these understandings, NIE developed an RFP that.regulred inter= L

rS

active research._ The KRFP states that,

. Two of the most pressﬁng needs in educatlng children from ' . ,
minority langudge backgrounds are (i) -to pursue fundamental L e .
research-on theé nature of language prancnency and how it .
can be measured, and (2) to provide teachers wnth up-to~date
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‘knowlédgexéf langaage proficiency assessment so they can
improve their .classroom assessment practices. The purpose
of this RFP 7s to solicit proposals for & program of work
with two parts: . (1) the agministration of a competitive.
research program to support fundamental research an language -~
proficiency assessment and (2) the operation of an éxperi-
mental program of teacher training designed to introduce -
. teachers to current research perspectives on language "
'prdficiency-assessment,__(}9794rp, 5) -

Since both components were to;be~intérrelated~a«third’comeonent, a

four day symposium, was also implemen;ed as part of'the ALPBP project. The

& N t -

symposium provided a-forum for practitfonefs, researchers and policymakers

to exchange information regarding language proficiency. The specific pur- .

pq§es of the Language Proficiency Assessment (LPA) Symposium'weré to{,

o keep ALPBP researchers idformed about'mhlt{dfscip1inary
~ resaarch findings; o

it

e o  provide access and availability of information about

relevant research findings to both'resgérchers’and

practitioners; . : S

. . " ) a ‘ ’ i ’J. g oL SN

o . relate language proficiency assessment issues to current.

- research in the ﬁLglds of sociolinguistics and the '
ethnography of communication. o '

A summary of activities of each component of the -ALPBP project follow.

for each phase'o('the project are. found in éach component report.

-

-




The‘ALPSP_Research Component

The specific goals of the rasearch component of the ALPBP project were

to fund in two cycles, for one year's duration, basic research related to

‘language proficlency assessment issues. Guideline’s for,sollciting research .
proposals, selecting relevant projects and mOnitorlngsselected studies are
described in detail in: Language Assessment Project Progress Report to«NlE

January 28, 1380 A summary of these act|v1t|es follows

Fl

A request for proposals wWas wrxtten by the ALPBP ProJect Dlrector

- e

It summarlzed the |ssues whlch vere to be researched They were.

o 'Cognltnve abllltles and profrclency |n a fxrst and second

.~ 'language, S ‘ L R QVA o T

o Setting and profucnency in a fnrst and second language,

o Competence in classroom communlcatlon, and =~ : . ..
o Methods for assesslng language proflclencylln a flrst o .
and second language. - R S

-

Approximately 217 requests for the Proposal Sollcltatlon (ALPBP Research .‘

Component" Appendlx A) were made during the first funding cycle. ' Of those,

s 4

lSZ were requests from wﬁlvuduals, 19% were from oersons assocuated wuth

consultlng flrms, 42% were from persons assncated wnth a unrversrtyﬁﬂand 21%
were from.persons assoclated with publlc service organtzatlons such as school

. d|str|c s. and state departments of eduoatlon of those sol|c|atl0hs sent,

146 of  the - requestors actually submltted proposals Appen B.to the resdarch

report summarlzes the categorles, methodology, purpose,‘and budget for each
. : . ot ' . : :

proposal . submi ttad dufing_the first phase of soligftation.

A review panel was selected which was composed of "oaer researchars”'and"

{guage assessment issues within the




classrcom settnng, had expertlse in ethrography. of communlcatlon, first and

."second language acquxsltlon language assessment, socxo?nngunstucs, ‘psycho~
-l|nQU|st|cs, ‘and psychometrlc research and had teachlng exper|ence in

bilingual programs.' Those selected represented scho]ars from multl-ethnuc 0

. v e s

. backgrounds with collective expertise in sociolinguistics, first and second

~

language acquisition,'linguistfcs, psycholegy and. psychometrics. Geogramﬁcanyig

they - represented the Southwesf, the West Coast, the Midwest, and.Canada.

. ]
R . . - N .
. « .
‘e < - . . R - -
. . v e . . Lt .

a 7 -t

Proposdls recsived were preoared for 3n anonymous raview and sent ta
) - T - ’ 3 i
panelists for their‘evaluation; From :he cross-valndaclon of . .ev:ewers

natingsg__byﬂas P.osslble to rank proposals. ‘Whe top ra:ed proposals by two

: or.:hree reviewers, with an average (mean) score of 80 or morz, were desig-

nated o be further eva]uaCe&fo all panelusts.

-

5 -

.

) . B r . . ’ .> . ) " ; . .
Proposals werz rated on relevance to the prooosal solicitacion ?ssues,v

quality of design, and plan for aroject managementl Based on thess critera,
three proposals were selected for the first cycle of funding. They were:

Lre -

‘Bflinguai Children's=Language'Proficiency: An Ethnographic Studf' -

: Princinalrlnvestfgatbrs: Dr. Fiora'V. Rodriguez—Brown and
Dr. Lucia Ellas Ol|vares, Unlverslty of 11linois at Cnncago

Clrcle, 2.0. Box 43h8 Chucago 11linois 60608;

> - ~
.

Linguistic Interdependence Among Japanese and Vietnamese Immigrant ' -

L . . < ~
. ‘Students = - .
“ Principal lnvestigators: Or. Jim Cummins, Or. Merrill Swain -~

> . . ) (. -
. ‘ L] . -

and Daina Green Ontario Instituce for thdies in Educatlon,

. @

252 Bloor Street West,.»oronto Ontarle, Canada MS< 1V6




Ms. Jean Handscombe~and'Chau Tran North Yor& Board of

, Education W|I]owdale, Ontarno, and Ms..Kazuko NakaJtma

4 e
' . .

UnlverS|ty of Toronto, Ontaruo,; i '~q*-

The Relationship between Natlve Language Readlng Comprehenslon Second
\ S
Language Readxng Comorehensnon and Second Language Oral Ablllty -

LT ProjectiDirector: Ms. Betsy J Tregar Boston Public Schools,
. N ’
- Lau Upit, “Bos ton Schoo] Commuttee, 26 Court Street Boston;_ -

-

- . -

Massachusetts 02108; . -

v

-

Principal Investigators: . Maria Brisk, RoseTima Indrisano ahd

Maria Lombardo, Boston Unfyers?ty,-Boston,'MAA'OZZTS =

)

IS

: revnslon of the orngunal ALPBP prOJect Request for Proposals (RFP)(Research

Report - Appendlx ), confnrmatnon of the flrst year revnew pane]nsts avaul-
¢,

a .

abnllty to partlcnpate in the proposa1 revnewq and adaptatlonxof the flrst
g :

year procedures for recenvnng and evaluatnng 1ncom|ng proposals. o

-’ . . &

" The proposal soiicftation.was sent out-to apprOXimater 297 fndividuaﬁ E
- ..

and/or |nst|twtr9n;*_,9f those approxlmate]y 266 were new requestors. Of’al%

_.the\|nd|v1duals who recelved proposal soncntatnons 144 or 41 |nd|v1duals¢}’
' . -
l.responded by Submlttlng proposals. The breakdgwn of second vear prooosals

by area, purpose, methodology, ahd budget is founo,rn Appendix D;to the
, , . . d . ) ] . o . v . .
Research Report. '

As with the first year proposals; they.were rated on their relevance to

the proposal solicitation .issues,. qualnty of desngn, and plan for proJect

management. Baseo on these critera, three proposaIs were seleoted;.pThey -

were: L




«

-Methods of Analyzlng DISCOUFSE ln,Eh llsh and Spanish to Determsne

Language Pro.tclency o a '

. . L . . : -

. Prlnclpal lnveStlgators Dr. Helen Slaughter Tucson Unrfled
. Scncol Dlstrlct, Tucson, Arnzona and Dr Adrlan Sennett, Centro

3
‘.\, de Estudnos Puertorlquenos, Nev York, New York .

.
- .

Study or Graphsc Sense and lts Er.ects on the Acqulsutlon oF theracy

.

Prlncupal investigator: Or. Edwardo Hernandeszhavez, lnst:tuto

'de Lengua Y Cultura Concord Callfornia,

-

‘“lelted“ Language ProF|c1ency oF Mexlcan ~American Thlrd Grade Studehts

o
NOA Problem in_the Deflnltlon and Measurement of Blllnguallsm R

. E_ B Z . . » . i

» Principal lnvestlgator: ‘Dr:'Zoe_Ann Hayes,‘Unlverslty’oF Nevada,

[

_ La# Vegas, Nevada =~ .

A desorlpt:on of each study in terﬁs of 1ts p;rpose‘ the research ques-
t|ons, methodology and flndlngs are ;ound ;i ;he ALPBP neSearrh Component
_Fxnal Report - Flndlngs dee related ta the four areas of research outltned
in the ALPBP Request for Proposals. Flnal Reports for each study are Found

in the ALPBP Research Component - ProJect Flnal Reports, Phase | and 1. _'fv
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B The ALPBP Teacher Tra+n|ng Component VR o ' L.

_Callfornla.

'vdeveloplng a nontradltlonal language proFlokyﬁcy assessment :nstrument, the

‘blllngual and ?onollngual educators-were provided wlth.a

-methodology The exp ected outcome of the tralnlng was ohat it would enable o

.'Tucson educators to develop more effectlve language proflclency assessment

,_Ja .

- . - . . .
. , . . . . .
. - T . - ) ¢ . )
¢ . ((_,_. = . . . -
b N RS ! . ,
B - : . . ot e ) ’ .

[ 3
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|he teacher tra|n|ng component of. the ALPBP proJect Was |mo|emented over

f'wr"“
L3 R -

a period of mno-years in two dlfferent,locatlons: Tucson Arlzona and Berkeley,

.
voe !

~
Lm Tucson, Arlzona,vthe teapher tralnlng component was lmplemented /’

caﬁperatlon ‘with Tucson Unlfted School btstrlct (TUSD) and the UnlveFSYGY Ofd_*'

s PN

Arlzona. Tucson was selected because oF the dlStrlCt s |nterest?|n provtdnng

- L
.- . T

* :
rators wnth basnc tralnlné ln alter-
xeachers, resource personnel and admnnist\ pin! i e
.natlwe modes of assessnng langhage proflclency B o e ?ﬁ:: e
: ! .' " A - i : * ~A ) ‘. B . . : . 7 : _-l"’v“-
. . -‘.v',‘_v N . Rl . ) . -‘ ‘f

TUSD admlnstrators felt that the ALP%P teacher trannlnqlprogreﬂ{|n o

p—

e;hnographlc/socnollngulstic methodologles would complemeﬂl thelr eFforts n

\-

-

Language Proflclency Measure (LPM) (TU%Q, 1981). o o . | g }
The general goa] of the tralnlng component of the ALPBP proJect was to , ,l"

)
provide a forum whereln ‘teachers and admlnlstrators would egplore the appllca-

7

tion of ethnographlc/soclol|ngu|st|c theories and methodologles appl|ed to
kanguage proficiency assessment pract|ces. In order to accomplxsh’thls goal,‘

[,

-

background in lin g
. 4

tics, SOCIOllngJISthS, ethnography ,of speaxlng, neasurement,tand research

. . (A

-

strategles applicable to the|r partlcular student populatlon. N s T
’ P Q.".k o o
The teacher tralnlng program at Serkeley, Callfornla consxsted of a. - a
"summer course offered through the Un|verslry of Callfornla. fe was'entlEJed;v- .

. . P " . ‘ ) .5'

- N _ . , e

v}
L
-
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“Speakihg'of Ehgl?sh:

- of the c0urse were to

~

lnvolved ln educa;nng lakﬁuage mlnorlty students.

-

-

.

Teachung the Languag\ﬂMInorlty Studeng.!

lntroducg partucqpatnng teachers to. theoretlcal

The goals

."

The. process of Tmpleqenka;ion, outcomes, and evaluation for.each of thes

. L

.
issues

trairiing programs follow~in the. Feports: » - ) . S . K
A Cpurse on Bilingual_Lahggage’ProFibiéncy Assessment - )
- Susan PHilipg : e I
\\\; Deg;rtment of-Anthropology , . RN
e University of Arizona - o ) Y
v’ . L o . - ‘ ' ._') . » ‘. ‘:.(, . . ) . &

. . R X [} . - . ) -
. - . ’ L ; ' . C v

Ethnographce/Socnol|nQU|st|c lssues and ‘she"” Assessment - . S .
of Blllhgual Students Language Profhc1ency oL e s

¢, Charlene Rivera . 1 .° - T T

ALPBP PrOJect Dlrectorf s oo ) u ’ -
Carmen Simich * IR . - S

, ', ALPBP Project Research Associate . K S
’ __i}"lnternmernca ResearcH Assocnates, Ino~ R, Ny
< > L . o

kanguage«Pkofnc:ency and Mlnorlty Students T ' f
s+ Jim Cummins - . o ’ Sy
< The Ontarno lnstitute for Stadues in Educatlen ) f¢__'.;',”ffi-"

-7 " Lily Wong Fillmore - co° Sl @ R
~Un|ver5|ty of Callfornla at Ber&eley I 3

", ’
-
S B “ ’ . . - - B
\ . . PR . . . . *
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The. Language Proficiency Assessment (LPA) Symposium

x
BN 0

. The Language Profncaency Assessment (LPA) Symposium} held March 14 - 18,

l98l, at Anrlle House |n Warrenton V|rglnia was:planned and-implemented as

x

part of the ALPBP project. The LPA SympoS|umPrepresented a maJor effort

towardilntegratlng both the inSights ga|ned From findings; emerg|ng .rom the=

.research component and the lmplementatiQn of the teacher training programs of

-

the'ALPBP project. The Symposrum provnded a forum where a broad spectrum of '

N, ) -

researchers, practltloners, and pollcymakers met to d|scuss the maJor lssues
" and research findings Whlch affect language profncnency assessment practlces. o

The Symp05|um also provnded a structure for(partlclpants to make practscal

recommendatlons dlrected at |nfluenc|ng federal and. state poljcles regardlng
- . . .

language proflclency assessment reSearch and practlces. Another ObJeCthe of

the SympoS|um was to encourage the partlclpants to. develop a network of com=" -

‘munication for the purposes of exchanglng lnformatlon and |ncorporat|ng thls'

'knowledge xnto thelr areas of responsnblllty ‘-Y’Af L oy

._’ '

Researchers were represented by scholars |nvolved ln the development of

nodels of communlcatlve competence, related emptrlcal research, ‘and the devel-V_-

p?
opment and valldatlon of tests of lanouage proflclency and/or communlcatlve

competence. Practltloners lncluded teachers and school admlnlstrators engaged'
Vln the xmplementatlon of programs whnch requ:re the applxcatnon of language'

prorxcf%ncy assessment strategles. Pollcymakers were |nd|vuauals who play an’
. «-/ . : - .
nmportant role nn the fundung of educatlonal research prOJects related to

. . v . D

'language proflclency assessnent and who are xnfluentnal in the establlshment

L -

'; of polxcy in. thns area. ii fﬁfgf_“




v The partlc pants |nteracted through the presentatlon of papers, reactlons

~to presentatlons, and |nformal dlscusslons.' The main goals of the SympoSnum

‘were selected by the orgdnizers based on a’ survey of concerns of researchers

_and educators. The goals were:
o to develop a worklng deflnltlon of . communlcatlve competence/
. language proflclency, ' :

O.. to make .recommendations for the assessment of language
_'mlnorlty students for the purpose of entry/exlt |nto
,approprlate educatlonal programs, and
i ! - : g
o - to develop an agenda for Future,research based on present
- and’ past research,

-

- The issues in the area oF language proflclency asseSsment ranged from o

theoretlcal questtons regardlng the nature.of communlcatlve competence to

-

~the applrcatiOn of research findings. Central to the discussion of |anguage

»
proflcrency assessment was the acknowledged need ‘to- clarlfy ‘the nature and

scope of communicative competence and its relatlonshlp to language proflclency

Tapics of . dlSCUSSIOn in thlS regard |ncluded research flndlngs cOncernlng the'

- nature of chlldren s language ‘use and the role of flrst and second language
vln'the learnlng'of l:teracy~related.sk|lls,

Language)tests and testlng'methods'were also topics addﬁessed by the'

~\partlcipants. Questnons were ralsed as to what these tests should be mEasurlngg d;

,and why; Many of the partuclpants were concerned wnth the issue oF reluabﬂ|ty |

of currently used language proFIclency assessment |nstruments as well as w:th

the development of new more approprlate measures. A mult:-dlsclpllnary

. approach to language profncnency assessment and the development of more .. -« .-

\

|nnovatIVe me thads: of language testhng Nas supported by part:cnpants.- An

"approach of thls type would UtlllZe lnformatuon from such areas as osychology,_

a . N .

14




'anthropology, and linguistics, :thus providing the opportunity to gaTn insights

from different perspectives intO'pattefns of language use and related topics.

A so;iolinguistTc/ethnographic'perspectivelﬁgjlanguage ptoﬁic;ency.assessment;,(

- ° . ©
T . - . . . . ’

e - for example, was one’ef the unique approaches which was examined at the
i Sympos ium. ot : '

- B . - a

The 1mp1|cat|ons of ?ew research f(ndlngs on the establashment of govern-
ment pollcy, and in partncu]ar, of federal guldellnes in the area of language

prof;cnency assessment was a tOpIC NhICh most- of the'part:C|pants belueved

requlred serious con5|deratnon Since Ianguage prof|C|ency assessment prace'

: t|ces are currently undergolng a perlod of change and reevatuatnon Tt Was

‘ | suggested that the federal‘government3 in reyjsgng nhe'LAU guudelwnes,;pnoVYge :-'
8 méans of inCo}ponating-neu researchffindings-regardjng thehnature of ]anguage

h | which_have implioations»for assessing minority stugents, - |

4 .
’ .o o

The LPA SympoS|um report consnsts of three component reports. The_finst
is an analysis of the literature andvresearch |n.the area of language.profi-
vciency assessment and foundlinhthelarticle: Issuesf[n the Assessment of.
L Language Prpfi&fency of Language Minotfty Students,jhy Ch;?T;he R}vecavand

Carmen'Simfch. The second is a. summary of symposium presentations,,‘Theser'

‘- *  two reports provide. important documentation regarding the state of the art

e of language proficiency assessment. In addition, they-summarize .research - *

issues which need tozbe‘furthef doCumented.' The-thira oomponent of:the'febort'

e . is a publlcatlon dlssemlnatlon plan For the symposuum proceedlngs whlch are “T

 to be publlshed thrOugh the Center for Applued LlngUlSthS.

. - . . * ’ - ’ - ) .
. . R . o .. , P

i

‘
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COncluslons and Recommendatsons <

' Conclusxons and recommendatlons from each component of the ALPBP .

. Pproject are f0und in the |nd|V|dual component reports ln,general,,theA

-

goals as stated"ln the orngnnal NIE RFP have been met

v

Fundamental research on the nature oF Ianguage prorlclency was under-

‘.

taken and succ=ssfully ccmpleted. It is recommended however, based on-

N
Py

the experlence oF fundlng one year research prOJects through the ALPBP

pFOJeCt, that research should be. Funded for two years or provnslons should

be made to review and provnde additional fundnng,to those researchers who_

i

need the time and money to conclude their |nvest|gat|ons

Two dlfferent teacher tra|n|ng mode] prodrams were tmplemented _ Thef
provnded an opportunlty for interactive research and collaboratlve develop-
-ment. In the case of TUSD ‘the training prOgram d|rectly contributed to -
that dnstrncts efforts to |mprove thenr language profncnency assessment .
strategles The Berkeley tra|n|ng program oFFered an opportunlty for educa-

tors from d|verse school dlstrncts to partake in an |nteract|ve process

‘where Ianguage proflclency assessment was vnewed as an. |ntegral part of the

K .
- .

teachxng process.

-

The LPA Symposlum prov1ded a forum for researchers, practltnoners, and

polxcy makers to more Formally |nteract and d|scuss the naJor 1ssues and
research andlngs whlch affect language proflclency assessment practlces

- 1n regard to the maJor 'sue of cIar:Fyxng the concept of communlcatlve

Cbmpetence, the research Flndlngs ‘as well ‘as the Forthcomnng SVmpOS!um o

) proceed:ngs consoIldate researchers and practntnoners outlooks Thrs cqh;-

o J
!

o trlbutlon to the Fleld IS substentlal




The contr:butlon of the ALPBP project to the.development of entry-..
exit procedures is also lmportant. In. addltlon to prov:dlng a framework
- for the development of several new language competency measures, (cf
'f' ALPéR Research PFOJect Report ALPBP Teachlng Tralnlng Report), the ALPBP |
proJect has highllghted the need for undertaklng Validatlon studles of |
all currently used language proflclency instrumentsA\\;nvaddltJon,-ﬁt

~ has- supported research whnch approaches language profigiency From both tra4;

N
ditional and non- tradutsonal perspectuves

AIthough these contrlbutlons to the fle]d are scgnlflcant, there .ﬂ;'d -

is still a need to contunue research ln th|s area.. Thus lf is strongly
recommended that NIE and other fundlng agenoles contlnue to consnder and
.,support research Into the nature of mnnorlty chlldren s Ianguage and its
relatlonshlp to language proflclency lt is further recommended that lnter-

actlve research, such as that funded through the ALPBP proJect, be Supported

in future fundlng, since it is an ideal way to |ntegrate theory and practlce :

-
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