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B111ngual Test- hdding éhéféansumeffs7f

rPo1nt of V1ew ;f;EJ,V

€

dlstr;ct as an 1nstrument for screen1ng, diagnos1s, placemen :and, o o

‘N \ Yo

_ I ‘ ) &
.’ evaluation; The purpose of the present study was'to\rev1ew anétxvaIUage PR
v

the BINL to help determlne whether the cont1nued use of the test: 1n the’

1

:~d1str1ct is warranted;

. 7"77“‘ o ’ e * . e ‘7"-
Lx!_ The SLEP Program is-des:gned to serve students whose domInant : oo
ey ‘ oo
language‘is not"English.and whose lim1tation 1n the -use of Engl;sh
“ ) 'A ’ e
E o prevents them from ;unCtlonlwg e" ct1vely in- the regular(classroom. Thef

overall ijectlve of the program is to help these students to adJust to . '
. : & 'y . Do ..
. the‘ﬂﬁeriéan Euiture in the Hawa11an sett1ng*by acquir1ng bas1c ng : f_
s communication'skiiis to partic1pate in the regular classroom 1nstrucxron s

and school act1v1t1es approprlate for the the1r age and grade level ;. 2

o Studei}ts are séil_e'c:teq-to pétuﬂpét@ in the program on the basis @f . '
e g Oy D T
their language°dominance ratings as-determined’by criteria specified in A

the Ident:f:cat:on Assessment Programm:ng System (HawaII bepartmént of

'Educatron;_19&0); ,Only students who receive_language dominaneegratings

N ..',',.,’ - T - 7707 #Q;”".fi o R 77‘ S L i o
; of :1 and 2 are eligible to participate in the program. Participants are
. -exited from the progran when they reach a language dominance rating of 3 -
. M t . -
R T A S o
‘(or above) and score at the 25 percent11e (or above) on the Metr0poi1tan .
NN . B
Achievement Test in reading; 1anguageuarts; and mathematicsi
: 7 . ' o R , . o . ~
o . ‘ -1 : , ‘

3 “: -;; . | '. %
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;servrng some 5;000 students, Program staff 1nc1ude 7 permanent teachers,

51 temporary teachers, 8 school home a1des, 15: educat1ona1 as I tants,*

’,Lr7f ‘and 47 part t1me temporary teachers. Program fund1ng is ap%iPx1mate1y‘
7 E 3$1.3 mxiixon per year.’, . . %. '
<. ) . e, S Te
o The”BINL purports’toiheasure language proficiency in termsvoffthev.
‘complexity of the ianggagefui;a‘by students in grades k-12. mhe test <

5itéﬁ§ éaﬁ;isEfaflao_iaigé 5£5iy's£a£%éf Pictures: The student géiéaég*jf

" to's pictures and responds to the items by making up stor1eszabout the"‘A
pictures~or about-some ofithe people and th1ngs 1n’the pictures. Thev';
p1ctures may be used as a 3ump1ng off po1nt for the student to speak |

J

about.a personal exper1ence._ Student responses are tape recorded tor;&

/o

P

facxlmtate~scor1ng.y o '7 23 o f.”

g The BINL scores are based on 10-- speech samples taken from the. student

dur1ng the test The test.proV1desva ser1esﬁof scores wh1ch mayvbe used o

to bu11d a" 1anguagé profile for each student. Fluency is indicated by

the total number of words used by the student dur1ng 1anguage san?%1ng.

Thrs score is said- to be a generai 1nd1cator of abrixty to use . the .
'cabulary;\Structures and forms of.a 1anguage; Levelfof‘compleﬁity is a

measure Of the student's command, of the Structures of the language,

i}' Linéiﬁdiné.thévugéhbf'mdaifférs; shicasss snd éiéﬁgéé.._AVéiaéé ééﬁééﬁéé‘ i»ﬁi
;i?§;3,51éﬁééhéi5 g m ea§3re of the quency countvand the anber of phrases or
vgentences used by the stUdent;r_r % |
.7: ‘The EIﬁi complexlty 1é§e1 scale ranges from 0 to 200 hﬁeragé.

sentence 1ength ranges from 0 to 15 words. Based on score ranges;

language prof1c1ency categor1es are estab11shed .These iﬁciuder

-




5

est bl1sh the categor1es for d1fferent grade 1evel group1ngs (e;g;;fkeig;g

326; 1- 8, 9‘12) Students in the early grades are generally nst exééctédﬁ

to: reach h1gh school levels«of complex1ty.u: jf Vil?' :;F : nirlp‘w %

The BINL 1s adm1n1stered 1nd1v1dually.r Test adm1n1strat10n generally

taRes 16—15 m1nut Thé test is. both hand— and machlne—scorable.;ﬂ:

<

The study looked at four cr1t1cal asPects of the BINE,. FIrst, the ,

val1d1ty of the test, pr1mar11y its’ content valxdrty, was exam1ne

vSecond the- test—retest relrabrlrty of;the BINLiwas;assessed;s
X .

;;effects of the BINL as 3 measure for ex1t1ng prdaect stu’ents was stud1ed7

in terms of the students' post SLEP performance 1n the regular

'viclassroom. Fourth, a test use survey was conducted tp frnd out hOW‘v.v
’ / . e j -~ R

satrsfred the progect staff were with the us%.of the’ BINL. Spec1f1c

- o
— L,

follows-

'Zprocedures useg in the study are descr1bed as
‘ . ?1: .
" A. Test Review Committee

& =
Study; The commrttee was char ed w1th assess1ng the content va11d1ty and

other psychometr1c qual1t1es of t:e BINL oh. the bas1s of prewspecxf1ed~

P T

.cr1ter1a.3 Comm1ttee members GEre selected on the bas1s of-’

- background 1n b1l1ngual educat1qg,
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/' Y ./ B T =
/ . he o T *f,. Lot o
v eddcatzon In the Honﬁduiu dxstrIct‘ L :A 'j‘- ,'vf ;__“f/} o
: 3
ed on the above cr1ter1a, n1ne 1nd1 uals}were 1dent1fied and - . :- {
" \ e Arr 5 ) B ‘r‘ . .. B a . : T '
-/'//feiected as members of the test reuiéﬁ commrttee.J 'hej ‘ﬁéiﬁdéd;four :

" Numerous: sources were uséd Eo develop a set éf criteria.for té%t.

b

evaluation. 'Ehese inciuded arLous documents produced by the Center. forf o

o LoDl Do 2 o O
2W"”‘ 'ﬁhé'Study of Evaluat1on of UCLA (Hoepfner, et al., 1976), the Center for

‘ B111ngua1 Educat1on (S11verman, et al., 1976 Sllverman, et al., 1978?

.

and the Assessment Projects at the Northwest Regxonal Educat1ona1

AN laboratory (Nafzxgerh et al., 1975), the Amerrcan §s§éh ogicai j \; :
‘ £s . N

. . o ’ : . / e e .
) ) 2 ’ oo
Council of Measuremeﬁfaln Educat1on (DaVLs, et-al., 1974), as well“as s

1

_ L * L N . . -
. : . ' e
- .

1nd1v1dua1 researchers (e g., Madaus,.et al., 1982) The f1na1 set‘ofe,

L i . 1
o

- . . M

I S
,,,,, :

criteria used rn the.present studi ’us represents a comprehens1ve e Ty

/[_. ' . - - o o P . . .
More sééeifieaiiy;,thé criteria‘rélate to four major areas of test ' Y

' tested and used in test evaluation.' I RN

"

ko fcharacter1st1cs' measurement vaiidity, examinee appr0pr1ateness, S s

PR , Y

;j -technicél excellence, and admrnrstratxve usabrirty. The criteffai areas'

‘are firther described as foilows- ‘ _ :
: s i v R . . PR




R N
Ca )

‘This set bf‘criteria'iboks-etﬂthe héture 6?“

n' ,\_

what a test méésUres, the range of behav1ors sampled the relatlonsh&p of

ERIC:

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

2

\4 : t ; B . .
' weie obsetved during: the reviewssession Cémmlttee L

L

Y

. ﬁésJ§£6§ided to enhance comm1ttee members' understanding of the BINL._.

-

>

¢ *

test in theoret1ca1 or pract1cal sett1ngs.
f ] -

Examlneelapp:og;latenéssf These cr1ter1a relate *o\the
1ﬁc1haiﬁg coﬁtéht'bf the stiﬁuii,'

-
- .o .
’

approprlateness of the test mater1als,

\ J [E R .
,,,,,,,,,,,,, ;

- ~

%,

taklng the test R

A '.

3 e - : .
Admxnxstratxve usab111ty.~ These'criteriafdeal with-practical'
concerns in aamiﬁisteriﬁg'aﬁa’usiﬁg“a'tésti

v

' The -ease ﬁlth which the test

can be g1ven, scored and 1nterpreted, and the usefulness of the

résultjﬁg Score in ﬁékiﬁg program or iﬁstrﬁétibﬁal decisions.

?ééhﬁiééi éiééiiéﬁée;

Str1ct protocols,were,observed duringﬂthg revaewﬂsess1on.

«‘?- L
/.

o -

These criteria éié.é&ﬁééfﬁéé with the tegt'si»



'the test aavaispér. no‘attémpt“was made o varify'thé avéiiabié ./:

e e T e e et

yi

ava11ab1e and was not read11y 1nferrabie from e§1st1ng data, an

- . N . .

uhfavorablejratrhg,was.ﬁo,be giveﬁ;' T oo . S -
- . R o . I Co . . I e
v T . A ) :

In asségsiﬁ%:oohtéhtf6aiidity Of the BINL, the 40, Startér pictures . -
e e T e et
tsérvea as test.items in the reView‘proceSs{ The items were ~assessed in’ .
_Q’ . *

N

e -3 . P

«

- . -
’

I terms of the degree of match with a set of 1nstruct16nal objectives o ' A
£ prov1ded by the SLEP program staff  These objectives relate tbvstudéhts;

LY e

ab111ty to.' S '. ' : , :ﬁ ", Co

sentence structures* -

~ make ‘statements; B IS
S T 3 oo
:Kégk guestions; : ‘ _ o - . ,
- iﬁtéfaét With 6€Héf§ Ed Ebﬁﬁé?:a méssagéi and
.- S T ;

express 1deas effectlveiy and ciearly. '. Co . ' f}f<h
Do s . - } o : L EE . . . . ! s
‘For each BINL 1tem£ test reviewers were asked to determ1ne whether C o C

‘ L - A . W 3

the13tem-proV1ae§ a,relevaﬁt measure of at’léast~oﬁe of the':/gp;,;"‘
. } . ohﬁeetiﬁés:V‘ﬁéviéﬁéré“aéré ais” ked to determ1ne the perc ntage of
~ sraﬁéosjéativég;ﬁéasaréa'5§ one or more of the BINL‘;tems;‘-

;"‘{'j_‘ﬁ o .;v. o f.‘ . | ;i_'_ ”fﬁi525f

v

. D. Test-ﬁetest Reilab1l1ty i ' RS T \\§ 3
. Y Bt th e e emaet e e e R T WA TR

To assess ‘test reliabillty of the BINL, a test-retest stﬁdy Was: s

performed on the test as it is used in the SLEP program. A raﬁﬁom'éaﬁpié
'f'rof 192_sruaéﬁré~ﬁasaarawﬁﬂfrom d1fferent grade jevels at différeﬁt

séhoois; Data elements 1nciuded school name, grade Ievel of student," Ly
L student “name, BINL raw score, . NCE score anid: BINL 1eve1 score. e e

w; Data cod1ng was: performed by the d1str1ct staff Completed data

\ L@

4‘sheets were ma11ed to the author for key-punchlng and,analySis,_l

ro-

6. ;'."_ S e L
H
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: i . . Lo S e . . Ty
: co : _ g e '=g£'1' 3 [ ; g,Vj R ' < e 'ifﬂl - B
& - ) & . ’ : . . R - Lo .
' E. Ma&nstream?ng ...y fN\\\;/v: - ‘ﬂ Tho e : . /j“ U S

5 -

The”data Included school name, studen

v.‘l . § - "} - - ‘ -V
grade level_ BINL adm1n1strat1on date, BINL raw score, MAT ad' _
s
. F , ﬁ.
year-end school grades. For purposes of comparab111ty, T V
i efe converted to | "

‘passingy '3

: i was performedﬁﬁ%ythe‘d1str1ét‘staff Completed data sheets were,
,Q. to the author for key-punchlng and analys1s.; v

.
- .
LR - e —

ed 1n £h test rev1ew stud.

-
_ the s659§§§ ﬁéfe Eéaeaﬂgﬁafentered rntozthe computeﬁ
‘="‘..(‘ 4., B . . ; . .

s

AR <'.’

ERI

PRrorron rowiot o cric [P



ERI

T

. generally perSE1ved the BINL to be an 1nstrument of htgh mer1t Withf'

:vexcept1ons, the test rece1ved favorable rat1ngs from the comm;tteeg

'“"members. SeVerai Items are worthy of partlcular ment1on.'””

: ooﬁoern:to the comm1ttee members.

of the ev 1uat1ve_”'

F1rst, the frndlngs of the test

:

reSults obtarned in

rEV1ewhcomm1tte are d1scussed Th1s 1s followed

-

T Y

spec1f1ca11y 1n.terms

S e R D

Responses suggest that the test reV1ewers

ﬂ‘

i ime

Q

;tJFirst; the BINL item deVelopment process appeared to be offf

o£ the general qua11t1es offthe




~ Fourthly, while virtually all reviewers felt the norm groups used in

S ‘the étaﬁaafaizatibﬁ-bf the aiﬁt.wéié_6f'§ﬁffi6iéﬁéréiié;.é few expressed
. \ -

. A . R ,,,,l\v T \ e - ‘. - e
reservat1ons over the representatxveness ofjthevnormggroups;vpartlcularly__;,‘
w1th respect to rac1al, ethnic, economic and éé3651.iépréSéﬁtétibﬁ5-

-
Ty

R F1fthly, a couple of rev1ewers expressed concern over whether the -rf.]'»' S
e RS

-

BINL was capable of adequately d1fferent1atrng among students at;the* R

v___\\)upper and lower ends oflthe ach1evement spectrum and whether the test'"

measured a d1vers1ty of sk111s of b111ngua1 students. tA maJor1ty of the

e x'.

—
e . ,.-. .
A 5 .

L rev1ewersn\however, d1d not see the BINL 1ack1ng such capab111t1es.“3a:: RN }fffn

N PN

. £ . . . ' - N . .
R S \' st . - . Yoo e SR

The overa11 pos1t1ve perceptxons of the test rev1ew c

-_;’;vuybest*reflected_1n:the1r-recommendlng the use of thé-BIﬁi_iﬁ'thé SLEP

Content va11d1ty. Content va11d1ty was assess by posing two . . ;7* : ,93_“

quest1ons to the test rem1ewers- (a) What proportron of the BINL items -
hd . .'v N f v
e appears to measure one or more of the SLEP 1nstruct10na1 object1' ‘as .
i

RN . &

X
1dent1fied by the proggam 8%aff° (b) What proportlon of the SLEP

f1 structlonal obJect1ves is measured by oné or- more of the BINL 1tems°

o 4
-~ Ve

As men ti" ed e'i&ie or purposes of'thrs study, the 30 starter
. : /

g : s e
S5 pictures, be1ng the—prrmary st1mu11 for e11c1t1ng student respbnses, were BRRE
".' U

- I L e
- i . .

regarded asvtest~1tem52 «A set of f1ve major 1nstruqtlona1 ob3ect1Vésrwas

LR AN

These ob3ect1ves pettalned to the

RO

ent1f1ed by the SLEpgprogram sﬁ§ff‘

ERIC

PAruntext provided by enic [RISN
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eV
-

convey a MESSEQE' anﬁ

None af” I
v P

quest1ons S

: (objecthe 3) or to Jﬁteract.W1th.6thers‘(object1ve 4},, At best, the |

"vf[assessed~by the BINL 1tems. R o _1;’v’ g'd.h;.': : ‘.A;'

P

' Thus 1t appears that a11 the BINL test 1t§ms (starter p1ctures)

. . 3 . S
.

capable of prov1d1ng a measure of the student s ab111ty 1n the relevant_;,~ﬁ
b sk111 areas. On the otﬁer hand, not a11 bf the SLEP object1ves are

measured by the BINL 1tems., Two of the five ob3ect1ves 1dent1f1ed by the'

;:55 schcols;'

‘ iﬁCanééiln the sample were proportlonate to SLEP ,'

A

B district_at'the respectlve grade levels;3 Mostsof,




A SRE A e T SRS SO TR T
téstéa:bm‘bééﬁéiy 3fthf6ﬁ§h-3&ﬁﬁéi?»14*-1983 fbr”tﬁé.fifét]téi?; lTﬁé; o .yki_,g;

retest, in'most cases; )was admrnlstered between January 31 through'

hi%ebruary 17. éaﬁé of the delay in Ehe f1rst and second testrngs was~due¢

. .

. to- 1og1st1ca1 problems 1n recordlng students names and not1fy1ng the

:schools to- retest the students. Allg est1ng as conducted by the SLEP '

program staff at the school srtes . The completed score sheets were

\‘,-

‘ machlne—scored by the test pub11sher.1n Ca11forn1a. ".Z;Q;f“<h . R fd'

f1nterval was; in some cases, longer than ant1c1pated and a greater amount‘ “;j;'

| ,of learnxng Ehan’ eiiiieéted Eéﬁié have &saafféa T

The prlmary 1nterest 1n the test-retest re11ab111ty study 1s of

.course the intercorrelat1ons among the varlables 1ncluded 1n the study. ‘

: _Of part1cu1ar 1mportance 1s the correlat1on between the f1rst test1ng and:

isecond test1ng. Data show that the test—retest correlatlon in terms of

'Tﬁlﬁﬁﬁraw'scores"was <88 The correlation in terms of NCEs was-;BZggg '~ -

'EPese test-retest re11ab111t1es should be v1ewed w1th some céééété;sg,‘ ‘

F1rst, d1fferent methods of obta1n1ng test re11abllity generally - ‘l f';>.'gf 3

y1e1d dlfferent results._ The parallel forms correlatlon 1s typ1ca11y the

(/\

'Vlowest and the odd-even (e g., sp11t—ha1f) rel1ab111ty the h1ghest

(Gullrksen, 1950, p.2l5) The test-retest rellabzllty coeffIcIent oﬁ 88

-obta1ned In the present study 1s probably qulte comparable w1th the

': ,} sp11t half coeff1c1ent of 92 reported in. the BINL test manual (Herbert - _”¢~};~df“

;;;g_, »ll‘fj7“?"5zlt‘1{ FRETI 1 B




 C. Mainstreaming .

" most standardrzed achrevement tests, oral language prof1c1ency be1ng a

@ . —

: reiatrveiy more dIffICUlt tra1t to _measure (Sllverman et al.,‘T976~

re11ab111ty.“2“

&' randon sample of 236 students was used in tiié ma‘iﬁs"tféarﬁiﬁg-s’tuay;’j

'vThese’students were ma1nstreamed between September 1980 and June 1981

The sample covered a11 grade levels (k 12) and 40 of th 33 schools in
2 ';r;,',, v
the_dxstrrc . Numbers of eiementary; rntermedrate and hiéh School

students included in the sample were proportionate to SLEP students in -

_thé éistrict»at the respective gréée levels.. Férring+6n.ﬁigh School

,wh1ch enrolled 14 percent of the SLEP students in the dlstrlct was

slrghtly overrepresented in- the sample. Twenty-two percent of,the'samplebiu

R

was obtarned from that school.

In'seleet1ng the sample; studenthfolderslwere'randomly-picked7fromu-*5

’*No attempt was made to randomly Select students from the varlous language;f.

o groups; An examrnatron of the frnal sample by the SﬁEP program staff

iﬁdicated that the sample did appear representative-of the31anguage_-

groups'in'the'distriet;'

R

2
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After the sample was se1ected, year-end grades for the 1981 82 school

year were- obta1ned : These grades represented the1r post SLEP ach1evement

'

in the regular schooi sett1ng after the students had been ma1n’treamed
3 'v,

"for at least a year. At the secondary level, grade po1nt averages for

st..,.

'mathemat1cs and language arts. were obta1ned At the elementary 1evel, a

" i 'gle grade po1nt average forlmathematxcsowas provtded language arts

¢ arts grade point average.

The somewhat d1verseﬁgrad1ng‘séheﬁes'used atidifférent“séhools*wetef=, :
'converted'to a common"flve-pozntfsca£e as follows: USRI A S

1 = Faiting .

.'[2 Barely passing ~  °

satisfactory o S g

4 = Very good

M

5, -siééiiént' B i

The ex1ted students m1ght have ‘been tested w1th the BINL on several .

LY

' occa51ons. In such cas es" INL scores obta1ned 1mmed1ately prlor to'

.

".mainstreamingbwere used. ,Both BINL raw scores and BINL'levels.were :
provided. S

The prrmary 1nterest of the malnstreiglng study was to assess the

'féffécts ofethe.BINL,(in_conjunction*with he MAT) as an 1nstrument for R

éxi"ting énEp students.. More spec1f1ca11y, the q'ué's’tio'ﬁ of ’priﬁia'fy :

1nterest was whether students ma1nstreamed'on the bas1s of the BINL (and

MAT)-were performlng sat1sfactoriiy in,the‘reguiar\scgooi settIng..
. RN .

The data suggest that on the average ‘the ex1ted students appeared to

',be dorng more than sat1sfactor11y in the regular classroom in all’ subject

w

......




areas; particularly in mathematics and, languige arts. On a five-point o
S o e Y
.scale, the average mainstreamed student earned gradeé ranginé from 3.19 .
to 3.62.  When the data wéré'furthér'éﬁéiyzéé'iﬁftérms of percent of . - }
Lo K

students ach1ev1ng var1ous school grades, a siﬁiiari§"§ositi6e ’

- _. ’ L o
that 1ess than 4. percent of ‘ Lo 9&‘“

The‘ N . “ >‘

e
g

zsatlsfactory ach1evement (1 e.; 85'7 percenm) 1

mathemaths,\82 5

“rts, 93*1 percent'1n readlné,

«percentﬂrnflanguage, 91:1wpercentj1n;i h,;‘msflf? .

N ‘:sﬁéakinéliisténinéii;;Approiimately onefha;fgof”thé:students‘showed~5very;';'fi;pj}
good" br'Fexéeiieﬁf“=§erfcrmance»in mathematics (46 ‘s percent) and

language arts (57 5 percent). 6VEr one- f1fth of these students had

*

11sten1ng (20 5 percent). vg-fifii_v L e f1;_‘ - R

.
.-

D. Test Use satisféctibﬁ - : S . o

R ; I

The survey on test use satlsfactlon was conducted to assess how

PO ° §

S édminiétéréaltb'éll

SLEP program staff in the éiﬁtrict in April 1983. Similar Survéys were '
- élsogoonductEd_at the same time in the Leeward and éeﬁtrai districts to

pfayiaé“aafa;fai compar ison §af§6§é§; ‘As Indlcated ear11er, items in the
; IOTUS were deveioped on theubas1s of pre-spec1f1ed cr1ter1a for test
E evaiuatlon. The 1nstrument cons1sts of two parts. Part I is made up of

6 1tems re1at1ng to the respondent S general knowledge of and exper1ence

',W1th the test 1n quéstlon. part II cons1sts of 35 1tems mostly relat&ng
to the spec1f1c<;est evaluat1on cr1ter1a. The follow;ng_1s a ‘? EEE Y
: presentation of major.findings. T

. . . —




Slxty-one SLEP program staff in, the. Honolulu d1str1ct responded to

the sé@%ey. These 1nc1uded four educational ass1stants¢ 12 part t1me

e =

LEpa"

temporary teachers and 34 teachers. The others did not spec1fy.the1r Job“d

positions: A piédgniﬁaﬁt majority of the_respondents (83:7 percent)
. T N 4 oL - :
rated their knowledge of the BINL as good or excellent; . Over 90 percent

had aéministéréé the. BINL é'br more times. A ma30r1ty (83 3 percent)
& ' S

reported that it took 20 m1nutes or 1ess to adm1n1ster the BINL.

Mo L ,.\~ "s LT ! R : ;; 7
Over one-haif (57 8 percent) of thé’reSpondents'indicated that-atw".
SR |

least SO percent of the skills taught 1n the project were measured by the

BINL, w1th a s1zeab1e number (29 8 percent) 1nd1cat1ng that 71 percent or“
\

: morevof the skills were covered_by the test. W1th respect to test use,
‘equal emphas1s appeared to have been placed on evaluatlon (80 percent),
.student select1on (70 percent), d1agnosgs (68 percent), 1nstruct1onal

:jlplannlng (68 percent), and student placement (90 percent) ld,- ;

— o \

W1th respect to measurement va11d1ty, the responses we re h1gh1y

knew ﬁhat the test ﬁas éﬁﬁﬁaééa Ea néaéﬁfé (93 .4 percent); (b) the items

-in the EééE éééﬁéa éaﬁééﬁéﬁaii§ .sound. (54 1 percent), () the test

measured what 1t was SUpposed to measure (78 6 percent); and (d) the test

P

_measured somethlng d1st1nct from what was‘measured by other s1m11ar tests

(51 7 percent). The respondents seeméd less certaln‘about the ab111ty of

the test in predrcting how weii a partlcular'student_would.do in other.
- school subjects;ﬁdness than a’ quarter (24.5 percent) of the :respondents

P
R .

j-"';Eei‘i:"i:h'é"i:'esfif possessed Sich pred1ct1ve valrdrty; oL
A predom1nant magor1ty of the respondents (85 percent) indicated that
-.thé;ﬁiﬁt pfoﬁidéd Eéixahle'iﬁformatﬁon‘forgits,intendéd use: Such uses

R e

Vi
2

3

@ o,



: reported that they were ‘able to adm1n1ster tﬂe test- 1n the same way each

S GRS
' predom1nant major1ty (88 5 percent) be11eved that the Way ;n which _h}f;

- clear, Well-organized, consistent, thorough.ahd helpful by 82:8 percent

Q\\ ) ~o r&“ 4 g )

. . \7 777777777 sy 5 . P . ‘-
1nc1uded evaiuatron, student seiectron, piacement, dragnosrs and , =
InStrUctronai plannlng. Vlrtually all (95 percent) Of the res ondents - .';i;“‘
reported %at the test results generally turned‘out to be what‘they would fl 7“:
expect. ' Over 88 percent 1nd1cated that they generally made J'e of the e
test informatlon 1n~some way; ST S ;' o “f'fff

R _ S . . s
Witﬁ respect to examInee approprrateness, a major1ty of the.ﬂ .

A S

respondents (73 8 percent) felt that the layout of the test (1nc1ud1ng

e - "'a

.and hélpful. The respondents, however, appeared haq;ng d1ff1cu1ty 1n

d1ff1cu1ty in adm1n1ster1ng the test to students.' Most (83 € percentr

R

time, they tested the St“de“tsr Wlth 59, Percent 1ndlcati § th t ;h
administerlng the test was an enjoyable and rewardzng eXPerlence;a

Lo .“

students were requ1red to,respond to the test 1téms as sxmple and“’;v

[y

direct. Less than 10 perCent felt that 1& took too long to\admin.
tests . [’”; R n_;;-'ﬁqq o P

The BTNE aiso recerved ver§;favorahie ratings in terms of -

- - . . .

adm1n1stratLve usab111ty. ﬁFor instance, the %ége;maﬁﬁai_ﬁasxratéé_ag

’

N : . : . S N : ) &

-
J



‘§4 ,-2:,‘-' » g . -,,', @ ) A\

B : ” t

respoﬁdeﬁt§ @he answer or.- scor1ng ‘sheet was easy to use, accord1ng to :
< . i -

%nother 78 6 percent of those respondlng to the survey. LN e

O s ..
B :scorlng procedure as straxghtforward and ob3ect1ve, a s1zeable number «41

S percent) d1d not 1nd1cate whether 1t would be d1ff1c&ﬁt to handhscore ;he,

ﬁnever had to do so._ Most (
e . : .

4.

1mportant source of 1nformat1on fcr pngram improvement. A maJorlty

»~

2

.n*;_ . (68 8 percent) reported that they often used the test results to make o

Y 1nstruct10nal declsrons. ”1_ ‘“v"T?_3a,fﬂ ah'= o

7$§Tr.,l i? A s1zeable numEer (41 7 percent) of the respondents apparently had

never had to convert raw. scores to normed or 1nterpreted Scores for the

BINL and d1d not respond to the questlon regard1ng score conversron._
i

Forty percent, however, d1d respond, 1ndicat1ng that the score conversion

f. v

,process mas easy.~

o .
B N ’.' -'

understand the various scores prov1ded by the test. A major1ty i?é 7

percent) 1nd1cated that they saw no problem 1n us1ng the various test

: ;fhf-' fﬁﬁﬁthnregard to techn1ca1 excellence, the respondents felt that the

.- . ) -

e . A ; .. . ' . . )‘

'_ BINL had enough.1tems to ;nclude;a sufficientvrange ofydifficulty (60

;_'per_ce'nt)' ‘and that B&th‘tﬁé raw - scores ana" converted scores had a

Shffrcrent range to d1fferent1ate adequat@ly among students (78 4 and

73 4 percent, respectlvely)., However, a substrnt1ally'lower percentage s

L e

(40 percent) of the respondents belleved Ehat "the BINL measured. a wide . N




apgarenfly d1d not have strong ‘feelings’ ‘one way or*the other.r

S N \ } i . " ° R,
S Over two-thlrds (70 percent) would t ecoriiiend the test for use in programs ' . (é%
s o ‘ . . i ) .' - » S N ;

Siﬁilar to the'SLf Program.

As Indxcated in an‘earlier section, test‘use’surveys were also

. < . R
conducted in the Leeward and Centrai districts in whrch the EAS was Esed .
for student selection ahd other purposes; The combrned sampie of 81 S .

’

& consisted of 35 part-t1me teachers and 27 permanent teachers. The others'

.:daid:not spec1fy.their Job pos1t1ons.
Y . . < B . - Y

i L,

ﬁased aﬁ Ehe survey resutts, several items appear worthy of mentlon 7
. L ' for purposes of compariéon. These points~of rnterest aié 1rsted as .;;. o0
: o | § 7 2T 7 o = ;
follows: -~ = Y - e T o A
1.” The SLEP program Staff‘in the rEsp%Ctijeadistrictg appeared - - B
o QUIte comparable inﬂterms of both their’ : ' and | -g :
experience gith the respectrue tests-—most haGiné adﬁinistered
- ) the BINL or the thns‘or more times: o e _
2. A;"c’csﬁipariébn of résponsés_ on content '-vairi'ciii:y suggests that :
. ' % -
18 . :
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n
s
1 n

"'for similar pur

leth respect to measuremenbﬂval1d1ty, over ope-half (Sl 7 _h':%-~

e

L& : ST
N ( S0

respondents 1ndlcated a match of 50 perCent or betté?? only o
o 0 ;‘ ;'7 LR Ee , \7 T e K " Q B
sllghtly more than one-thi {35 percent) of the R I .

- coN

.7 .
'pétbént)'of-the Honolulu respondents belleved that the BINL )

.measured somethxng d1st1nct from what was measured by cther

g
»

simiiar tests; Approximateli'tc one-third (32;4) of the' N

Leeward/Central respondents felt the same way about the LAS 'In‘

both: cases,‘a much lower percentage of respondents (24 5. percent
Ci

for Honolulu, 27 2 percent for Leeward/Central) belxeved that

- gthe respect1ve tests provxded resnlts.capable.of-predrctrng hou

weﬂl students may perform in other school 3ub3écts.

L 2

;A substantially higher percentage of the Honolulu respondents

(85.percent) 1nd1cated ‘that their test prov;ded reliable ’§

¢ s
1nformat1on for 1ts intended use. Only 55 percent of the

Leeward/Central’respondents.felt thé samé wa§ about the ﬁﬁé*

‘ 4

19 .
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. P . : ::’ .‘-'. B B B “"‘ .9 oL s «;, ot
. s ,“;'-;' ‘__r‘ . /"7:“?7 - =~ EREAAN "‘ et s ‘—.. 53 ER S _)‘ Yoo “ . . et q .
Only 63. 7 percent of the1r Leeward/Central counterparts ' 5 -

C e ,1nd1cated us1ng test Lnformatlon prov1ded By theaLAS :
S ”"”‘"’éi""There vere d1fferences in perception w1th,respect to &ase and é;_ -'[,“py"
& L e ) N : o ' 5
- /_ _ ,,approprIateness of test admlnlstratlon. .Again; these SR L

.. . T S . 5 ‘°§.

fdrfferen'c'es were --g'.enerally in favor of th’é'éiﬁi. For ekample,. .
¢ - T o
v1rtua11y all (98 3 percent) the Honolulu respondents indicated

aa no dIffIcuitY In-aSmInIsterIng the,BINt ﬁhiie 81:5 'jsu“f?
g ’ )_" . { ; ; i L .-' n . w

‘about the LAS. Furthermore, 83 6 percent of the Honolulu - _:fh‘ :_- nilg }
'?respondéntsfreported that they were’ able to admlnlster the BINE
X .

in thegsaﬁe‘way each txme they tested the1r stndents. The ) - ﬁ

‘correspondiné fiéure for the teeward/Centeral respondents was T
V5172 8 percent Approx1mately 88 percent of the Honol&ﬂu ;-} : “;;:-’:

respondents be11eved that the way. in wh1ch students ere

.

.1Arequ1red to respond to the BINL test 1tems ‘was* s1mp1e and

ol
1

“‘77\\\d1rect* About 76 percent of their counterparts 1n o L- s ,‘;g -
[N ot . o
Leeward/Central felt the same way about theutAS: : : PR

6. Comparisons:with respect to the test'manuai; iﬁstructibﬁ§§£or R

S e e

tégt.aéﬁiﬁistraticﬁ, use bf answer sheets ‘and scoring procedures
The ‘ were: a1so generally in favor of the BINL. For instance; 82.8 ° .

: percent of the Honoluiu respondents aéreea that the ﬁiﬁt test” ;5 C s

¢

. ‘ manual was ciear, well-or%a?1zed, con51sten§v thorough and - s

P e helpful.; Abopt 58 ‘percent of the Leeward/Central respondents

felt the same way about the LAS. Practically all (95 percent) '
of the Honolulu respondents indicated that the instructions For -
"adnini§%erin§ the BINL were cleat and easy to follow: About 88




:Versus 65 4 pex‘cefi};};

— ,&4

the BINL

' _?rcpdnt%pnat;ely; .g;§ ar great.e: number of thel Honolulu
T i R R ~ , ,

. imi;icated th

ERI

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



percent féi'Leeward/ﬁentrai)“1nd1cated that tne test Items'wer

"inéicated—that the- BINL raw Scores

4
2’

(73 3 percentﬁland converted scores'(73 4 percent):héd a

'Jcie t”range to different1ate adequately among'stﬁaéﬁté.

£ 'Lai '2‘ {:éfaéae and 34.7 §éfééﬁt, .respectlveiy)" B

&

RN Q

tests measured,a

kY%

Bl

ERI

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



“%?in the Honoiuiu dIstrIct a predominant major1ty (78:4 percent)

'of the re"pondehts 1nd1cated that they were sat isfred w1th the

- ‘ v

_use of the BINL 1n the SLEP Program.. Only 3,3 percent expressed
:d1%sat1sfaitlon. In the ﬁeeward and Central distP&cts, 36 2‘
percent of the respondents reported that theV were sat1sf1ed

\ & A
'uwIth the use of the LAS 1n the1r program wh11e another 36 2

".percent expressed d1ssat1sfactzon.' About 76 percent of thef

~”Honolu1ui espondents wouid recommend the use of the BINL 1n

Y programs s1m11ar to the SLEP Program.‘ Appr021mately 34 percent

I of the Leeward/Central respondents would recommEnd the ‘use of

obta1ned from .the. three surveys d1d present<a c1ear1y d15cern1ble trend

}‘ supportxng the continued use of the BINL 1n,the Honolulu dlstr1ct.. Not-

only d1d the respondents thlnk h1gh1y of the testy'comparat1ve data;‘

suggest that the1r support and enthusrasm for the BiNL appeared to be

'greater than that expressed by'users of the LAS for that test 1n;the

$ LI '.

teeward and Central dlstr1cts. In most cases, survey reSponses

favorable to the BINL than they were to the LAS

i

°

The primary purpose of the ‘present
\data pertaining to the BINL 6 hel
of ,i:hé test in the ﬁbﬁoiuiu district is warréﬁtéé 'ro that end several

stud1es were conducted to obta1n 1nformat1on on the psychometr1c_.

qua11t1es (part1cu1ar1y with respect to the content valxdrty andu:ff"

’




; S P

test retest re11ab111ty) of the BiNE, the effects of the BINE ‘as. an

TNz -

1nstrument for ma1nstream1ng SLEP students1 and percept1ons of test users

S Ry

S w1th respect to the1r overall test use’ sat1sfact10n._ '?ﬁ'a~'i;:

Séverai approaches were taken to obta1n the relevant data’ anclud1ng L

'1ffBINL pcsséss svfavorable_psychometrlc qua11t1es as a measure of“;'“

X ,.__';i,brafﬁ anguage-pro£1c1ency
'\ PR - ,1

LSO R in. the test and the

i II'I

&

‘ph1losoph1cai bases

‘ L L :,*;
?,v':_'gfland perhaps un1que, C

';fIt 1s also obv“ _1tems do not measure

fSEEP Program.v The ;.?ﬁ; fﬁfj

5f:]_ ~:;,Eh“}3‘“a1i:th «skrlls
7BINE s’ contentiT”QL":':'
© L in Engl1sh andp"'fh,:

comprehens1on.--£v:i_;

,.2#;” Results of thevlk’

H

-re11ab111ty. in}sprte oflthe“attenuatlng factors wh1ch

: Jnadvertently occurred 1n7thefstudy,‘a test-retest reixabzirty

.11coeff1c1ent of around 88fwasfobta1ned for the test. It 1s also=ff7




Lol S
- K

i'noted however,_that responses obta1ned from the tééi"aéé;Sufve§;«’

sugg’est{'that-'the ‘ s’fcb’ti_i‘i@ prbcedur,es we_re perhaps__ not " as 3

- straightforward and objective as they could. have been™

: N . A S P
3. The mainstreaming study'showedvthat in'mdst'cases,exited

’:students were performIng satrsfactorrly, 1f not betterfthan :

.. sacisfaetcribr—ﬁ:rthe—regularﬁﬂﬂﬂxﬂfsettﬂﬂr—TWhen tnelr

ischool grades were converted to .a common f1ve-po1nt scale, abovef'J

o

4

uaveragq P&rfgrmance was 1nd1cated in all subgect'areas 1ncl' ed';f

[fiﬁfEhé'stﬁd§;v enly in: very few cases (1ess than 4 perCent2 werei

LT

51zeable number of the exlted students (20 =57 percent) were v;_/

i d01ng,"very good" or excellent" work 1n ‘the regular classroom ljﬂ-

TR faiiéwiné Eheir exit Erom the SLEP Program.«;

vy
>

';ﬁ S 4 The ‘test use surveys conducted in the Honoiuiu, Eeeward ‘and
. I
_ (Central drstr;cts 1nd1eated that there:was'a high degree,of.:,
! - o - . DR
'~sg§p§rt‘ana:éntﬁasiasm aa}tsa part of the program staff for ‘the
use 6%5556,%é§§éééivé‘5égég iEhe:BIﬁﬁiand‘the IAS) in-Ehese

‘distEEEEs; Tt aiso appeared that the,degree Qf support ‘and

- énthusiasm M the_cher two

. districts. There was.c1éar évlaénce that the Honolulu program

staff were h1ghly sat1sf1ed w1th the use of the BINL in the SLEP. S

Program”and be11eved the .test" served ail the functrons 1t -was

intended to serve:

e * %?{t o o ‘53??‘ ? | D

iy
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OF TEST USE snnsmcsrion IR L

The pnrpose of the Inventory is to assess how satisfied you are wi;h

*’—§~infyout:programz::ﬁ:separate:Inventory:should—be

s completed for each test. For this particular study, Honolulu District. -

respondents should complete the: ‘Inventory for BINL. Leeward and Central

 Distict respondents should complete the Inventory for LAS, Keep the

following directions in mind when you respond to the Inventory.

o

1. Pill in your name (optional), position, sehooi district and date on
page 1l of the Inventory. o o

v

-

:2. Indicate the name of the test for which you are completing the

Inyentory.f Honolulu District respndents should complete the

. Inventory for BINL. Leeward and Central- District respondents shouid

complete the Inventory for LAS. ;," o ‘ e

3. Be as thorough and candid as you can in responding to the items.

Responses to the Inventory wili not be identified with names of

individual respondents.g"qéi SN

. © .

v

4 Read.the items csrefully before you respond. Throughout the

Inventory the term . *program®™ means the SLEP Program. The term
- .

dents" means students participating in the SLEP Program or

fudents being tested for participation in the. Program. Unless - ;" -

~ Otherwise indicated or implied, the test means the test for which you :
are completing the Inventory. . ,

s 5. . Use your generai impression of the test as a guide in responding to

' ° . the items. We want your best professional judgments on the test--not

scientific fects.; R o . Sy - :

6. Return the completed Inventory €0 Dr. Don Enoii of the Honolulu -
District offiee. g : .

\
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INVBN'IURY OF TEST USEMSEACIION

P

Name (optional). ﬁggéfi".' u o A 3'fszu""'

Positton- : e e RO

 SchoO1:Di3ttiéﬁ2 ’é;ff<- . 'A'f*“‘ : SR ff. f: .ﬂ“ﬂi*Alﬂ.gff fj;i

-

Bame of test (one only) for which you are completing this 1@éﬁ€6i§i SRR

= o I ' s . . -

,A,,\',_...,__ e R

k ) .

L4

1. How ﬁéuid you ‘rats your knowledge of the fest? . - . - i . <

- e

= Little ) » : I '_':"';,ff.

.+ & moderate I | . .

Ekéellentp o f»- : i,E{'A C e

T - - e s

C 2, wa many times have you administe:ed the test to students in‘fhé
. program? . = o o : . R

EMC';?'

) E ” . : B, AN
[AFuiTox provided by ERIC . . . ., . e e




-

3. How long does it tige to administer the test to the average student? -

s i;iﬁ ﬁiﬁﬁtég_ ' :‘. o .7‘, - ‘ . . v- ‘:‘ B -:.:...z"_‘_'.'-'" SRR .

11-20 minutes' 

21—30 minutes~A

——
—— SRR VR .
———

.

31—40 minutés ST

“ . ———
<~ L.

L LT - more than 40 minutes

: 4. What percentage of the skills that you teach students in: the p‘°9ramlf*”"'
isvcovered by the test? ‘ S -

v 1_ C '“”mg;_;_;g;_ 20% or Iess S | s

G "-31:46?,7, P

-




e » . B . \ ..‘_ '.‘;v;b LA ..
+ . How 1ong has the test heen in use in the ‘program .£6r the
sn_purpose(s) indicated above? N oL

tess tﬁan”;a:’L'

et

S 1-2 yearsf_" o

——-—
L ——

if,Indicate whether you agree or disagree with each of the"foii&ﬁiﬁg
.-gtatements -by circling SA for ‘strongly Agree; a for-Agre : N
..D for Disagree; and SD for Strongly Disagree. eirct"NA'onty if the item,, .
is not applicable or inappropriate. . . : R

'ibyl 1. I know what the test is supposed to measure.

2, The items in the f st seem conceptually sound in,that the items arefj’j;vafjif

E\

”.-;_-,sa- AN n-'—. sn"‘

¢+

l. The test measures something distinct -from- what is measured by other_, DR \
similar:tests..vf#*~4**n' : e

e

5. The test provides resuits which generatiy»tett me how_well a
particular student is doing in other ‘school- aubjects




L

”5’}6;‘The test ptovides reiiabie informxtion fbt its intended use (e.g.;

N evaluation, student seieetion, placement, diagnosis ‘and instructional
"planning). - = . P

_ L : - i -~

N T R - NA

ZW;‘The test resﬁlts generally turn out to be ﬁﬂ at I would expect: .

7N = A N Db 8D NA

8. I genérally make use of information I.get from the test,
IR < Lo 2 e
sa- A N Db TBp - NA

\ C -

9.°T have no difficulty in administering the test to students. a9
v A N .-D - . SD WA &

. ' C . P . [
% 3 . . A . ‘?
- L - ?
. .

10: 1 am able to qdminister the test in the same way each time I test the
students. - : - . F . s
- ) . i ~ ™

Z\
o

sa A 80  NA

‘11, The ‘way in which students are required to reapond to the test items
is Bimple and direct.:, .

SA - _"A , N D 8D N

12. Administering the test is an enjoyable and rewArding experience.

'SBA A : N D 56 - NA-

+

N - .- -

fi3.-It takes too long to administer the test.v,u JECg';:%; '"i?"‘*é":””' R

N . S - A

§A~_ 'ﬁ'j'~jué'x "D'i”"sn . .NK,'

<F

C

o .. eosmoo35

Vi



s »~> oty
-

14: The test

. - The tes manuai ts ciear, weil-organizea, consistent, thorough and
£ ?Sk < A N . | D ) . gﬁ . NA . .; . .. . ‘;\.\ -
‘ . 15; Instructions foi;iaﬁiﬁiétéiiné the test are clear and easy to follow,
T — .- N ° D SD. - NA : L
. - < ’
- w R

.|

;szi.x/' )

.ﬁ' ‘D '-‘si;’. ”"n‘; L

R

ﬁ\

17. The scoring procedure for the test is straightforward and objective.
 sa & N D 8D  NA

i

~

18. 1 wouid have no difficuity in hand-scoring the testf I /

: SA- A - N b sp ﬁﬁ
B ST

i9. Wh?“,?@9,t?EFﬁiB,@9°hiE§fsg°f?d' the re'ults are often somewhat
" different from what I wouid expect.

sa . A N B 8D NA o ,
20. The test providea an 1mportaht aource of information for program
S g improvement. . 3 o L
A} . sA A N - D 8D WA .

Zi. often usq the test tesults to make instructionii dectstons.

2
=]

s+ 36 S | S l ; |



Y

| 22. The layout of the test (including

white space and color) is attracti

b

' 23 The test items are generally well written,

prinf sizé, illustrations; use of -~
ve and helpful. - S .

H . R Py

& ‘e ’ _ . o am I . 7 i
SA A N B sp . NK\/ o~ i
: s . N e LR

[

ldy

SA—A—N D
. ;‘ ) : ’
' 24, The test items are reievant to my

S, A N "'D s, m -

- s

- 25, The test items. are free of cultura

el

s m - N, .'p - 8D . NA .

NA

‘a

BEhﬁéﬁtsg‘

1;

Eod

»

vy

26. It 18 easy to convert raw scores to' normed; or interpreted scores.for

the test.

ot

27. It is easy to understand the meani

B . . . N
- __ —

" 28 I see no problems in using the var
- .purpose (e.g.; evaluation, student
-and ‘instructional planning).: -

VS

- 8A A N D SD -

s-TAL N D sp - m

s« A N D S5 N . .

ng of the various scores provided

>y v

-

CNR-
ious test scores for the intended
_seig‘cﬁtj_.én-;:_,,p;acem@hﬁ} _.aiigﬁdfi’sf; _

A%

o

e

3 Ve . %, %
S e . Tt
¥ . . . . H

-

iy



T

t

. 29; The test has enough iteﬁs to include a sufficient tange of difficulty. '

sa B »;“‘Nl_ D ..Sﬁf - M

v i 7 . ".-; ‘ 4 , L o . B i R .7_ , ;1-.1:: L :

- 30. The test measutes are wide range or diversity of skills, . .
o : ! . SRS S g - = = - N - o : B . ) ’ R 4
- .~ .~ -sa A "N b sp. N : W

El

: S ~ - SR

31 The raw scores. have a sufficient range to differentiate adequateiy B
- among. students. iy : '

s A N D SO  NA S

w :

~. 32 The conve:ted sco:es have a sufficient range to diffetentiate R
o adequateiy among students. : : SR

. Y
* R
A

Ko
o

sA A - N D  SD NA

33. The costs of the test anluding gest mate:ialsﬁdministtation, h
. - seoring and interpretation) are }: high for the kinas of infomation
_:lt provides. . A S , ,

sA A N 'b' SD NA
; ‘ [ <A

'34. I am very satisfied with the use of the test in my program.

S

s\ A N D _ SO - WA

PR Y

ST
o

35. I would recomend the test for use in progrsms Bimilar to m:lne.

P LTl
- - .

SR’ _‘”:A © N b sp" WA

3

ce -




