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YEAR THREE ANNUAL REPORT

The Special Issues Analysis Center (SIAC), as a technical support center, provides assistance
to the Office of Bilingual Education and Minority Languages Affairs (OBEMLA), US.
Department of Education (ED). The purpose of the SIAC is to support OBEMLA in carrying
out its mission to serve the needs of limited English proficient students. In this role, the
SIAC carries out data analysis, research, and other assistance to inform OBEMLA decision-
making. These activities are authorized under the Bilingual Education Act of 1988, Public
Law 100-297.

The responsibilities of the SIAC are comprised of a variety of tasks. These tasks include
data entry and database development, data analysis and reporting, database management
design, design of project accountability systems, and policy-related research and special
issues papers. This report describes activities carried out by the SIAC in Year Three. A full
list of SIAC products for all three years of operation is presented in the Appendix.

This Annual Report consists of seven volumes, which include the overview report on the
SIAC activities in Year Three plus six additional volumes. These volumes present copies of
selected reports submitted to OBEMLA by the SIAC in the past year, including copies of all
task order reports submitted. The contents of each volume are outlined below:

Volume I:  Overview of SIAC activities in Year Three;

Volume II: ~ Copies of Short Turnaround Reports (STRs) based on analyses of Title VII
application data and other data related to LEP students;

Volume III: The SEA Report/Task Seven;

Volume IV: 7Task Order 12 and Task Order 13 Reports;
Volume V:  Task Order 10 and Task Order 16 Reports;
Volume VI: Task Order 17 and Task Order 19 Reports; and,

Volume VII: Task Order 16 and Task Order 21 Reports.

The Special Issues Analysis Center is a technical support center to the
U.S. Department of Education, Office of Bilingual Education and Minority Languages Affairs.
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Executive Summary

The purpose of this report is to summarize the information submitted by State Educational
Agencies (SEAs) on the Survey of States’ Limited English Proficient Persons and Available
Educational Services (SEA Survey) for the 1993-94 school year.

The SEA Survey is specifically authorized by Section 7032(b) of the Bilingual Education
Act (20 U.S.C. 3302) and SEA Program regulations (34 CFR 548.10). The explicit purpose of
the SEA Survey is to collect information on the number of limited English proficient (LEP)
persons in the state and the educational services provided or available to them. The results of
this annual data collection activity are used to inform Congress and the U.S. Department of

Education about the size of the LEP population and the services available for LEP persons.

As a result of careful examination and review of each SEA Survey, verification of
potential problem entries with the SEAs, and machine editing procedures, the results presented
in this report provide an accurate portrayal of what the SEAs were reporting in 1993-94.' It
should be noted, however, that these verification and editing exercises did not (and could not)
address many of the concerns raised in a 1991 report to OBEMLA prepared by Atlantic
Resources Corporation about the adequacies of within-state data collection procedures or lack of

shared definitions across SEAs, either of which could lead to substantial inaccuracies.

Enroliment of LEP Students
The number of LEP students enrolled in public and nonpublic schools continued to
increase in 1993-94. The 3,037,922 LEP students in 1993-94 represent an increase of over

400,000 students compared to the prior year, and nearly 1.5 million more LEP students in

'Surveys were received from 47 states. the District of Columbia, American Samoa, the Northern Marianas, Palau.
Puerto Rico. and the Virgin Islands. Pennsylvania, Virginia, West Virginia, Guam, an’ Micronesia did not
participate in the SEA program. Unless otherwise noted "state" refers to states, the District of Columbia, and the
territories.
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comparison to data reported for 1986-87, just seven years earlier. As of 1993-94, LEP students

comprised 7 percent of the public school enroliment of students in grades K-12.

California enrolls the largest number of public school LEP students, 1,215,000. More than
one in five of the public school students in the state are LEP, and the state accounts by itself for
about 40 percent of the nation’s LEP students. New Mexico identifies 25 percent of its public
school students as LEP students and Alaska-identifies 22 percent; Arizona and Texas each
identify about 12 percent; and eight other states identify between 5 and 7 percent of their public
school students as LEP.

Educational Condition of LEP Students
Lack of full response by the SEAs to the SEA Survey and inadequacies of the SEA

Survey form itself make it difficult to generate a national picture of the educational condition of
LEP students. SEAs reportedly face substantial problems in obtaining data on student
performance classified by LEP status, and such indicators of educational condition as the number
of dropouts also generate definitional problems within and across states. Additionally, SEAs
were apparently uncertain about the intent of some survey questions, and the format of other

questions precluded obtaining sufficient information to interpret responses.

Twenty-three SEAs, which enroll a total of 440,523 LEP students, indicated that 11,101
LEP students, which is about 2.5 percent of the LEP students in those states, were retained in
grade during 1993-94; 33 SEAs, enrolling 698,248 LEP students, reported 11,861 LEP students,

or about 1.7 percent of their states’ LEP students, dropped out during that year.

Data about the performance of LEP students on tests covering academic areas are
particularly questionable because information is provided only about the number of LEP students
who score below state norms. The total number of LEP students tested, the total number eligible
for testing but who were not tested, and other contextual data (such as the basis of the state norm
for those reporting) that are needed to interpret the number of students reported are not available.

Results for reading are provided by 40 SEAs, for mathematics by 36 SEAs, for science by 17
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SEAs, and for social studies by 15 SEAs. Those SEAs reported about 339,500 LEP students
scored below state norms in reading, about 183,000 in mathematics, about 38,000 in science, and

28,000 in social studies.

Identifying LEP Students

Who is identified as a LEP student depends on the definition of limited English
proficiency and the method used for assessment. Most of the 47 SEAs that reported a definition
of LEP based it on a combination of a non-English language background and difficulties with
speaking, reading, ‘writing, and/or understanding English. This is not surprising since those
criteria are at the heart of the federal definition of limited English profic.. .icy. Non-English
background is cited by 51 SEAs, and problems with speaking, reading, writing, and/or
understanding English are reported to be part of the definition of LEP status in 33 states. In 13

states, the SEA reported that defining LEP students was a local educational agency level concern.

All but one? of the 55 SEAs that provided information about the tests and other methods
used to identify LEP students in their states indicated that multiple methods were used; with a
range from O to 12 for the 12 methods listed on the SEA Survey. More specifically, 52 SEAs
used home language surveys, 51 used language proficiency tests, 45 used teacher observation,
44 used information from parents and student records, 43 used achievement tests, and 40 or fewer

SEAs used one of the 6 other methods listed on the SEA Survey.

Educational Programs for LEP Students

Nearly 2.4 million LEP students attending public or nonpublic schools were reported to
be enrolled in special programs during the 1993-94 school year designed to meet their
educational needs. Among public sckool students, 78.5 percent were enrolled in special

programs, and 30.4 percent of nonpublic LEP students were enrolled in special programs.

The largest proportions of LEP students were served in state and local programs, with

those programs reportedly serving about 72 percent of all LEP students. Among federal

" 2 The Marshall Islands reported that they "have no definition or criteria for identifying LEP students.’
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programs, Chapter | enrolled about 31 percent of LEP students, special education enrolled about
6 percent, and the Chapter 1 Migrant Education Program enrolled about 11 percent. The State
Survey data suggest. that the federal Title VII bilingual education programs enrolled about
352,000 LEP students. State and local bilingual education programs were reported to enroll
1,440,000 students, and ESL-only programs enrolled 757,000 LEP students. The SEAs reported
that about 640,000 public K-12 students, about 22 percent of public LEP students, were not

enrolled in programs to meet their special educational needs during 1993-94.

[ S8
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Introduction

The purpose of this report is to summarize the information submitted by State Educational
Agencies (SEAs) on the Survey of States’ Limited English Proficient Persons and Avaiiable
Educational Services (SEA Survey) for the 1993-94 school year. Data from earlier years’ surveys

are included as appropriate.

Submitting the SEA Survey is required of all SEAs participating in the State Educational
Agency Program of the Office of Bilingual Education and Minority Languages Affairs
(OBEMLA), U.S. Department of Education (ED). The State Educational Agency Program (SEA
Program) is authorized by Part B, Title VII (Bilingual Education Act), Augustus F. Hawkins-
Robert T. Stafford Elementary and Secondary School Improvement Amendments of 1988, P.L.
10C-297.

Part B of the Bilingual Education Act provides for data collection, evaluation, and

research activities. Funds shall be use;i for--
(N collecting data on the number of limited English proficient persons
and the services available to such persons,

(2) evaluating the operation and effectiveness of programs assisted
under this subchapter,

(3)  conducting research to improve the effectiveness of bilingual
education programs, and

(4)  collecting, analyzing, and disseminating data and information on

bilingual education (section 3301).

The SEA Survey is one of the primary methods used to address these points, and it is
specifically authorized by Section 7032(b) of the Bilingual Education Act (20 U.S.C. 3302) and

__ Report on SEA Survey: 1993-94 Pagel
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SEA Program regulations (34 CFR 548.10). The explicit purpose of the SEA Survey is to collect
information on the number of limited English proficient (LEP) persons in the states and the
educational services provided or available to them. The results of this annual data collection
activity are used to inform Congress and the U.S. Department of Education about the size of the

LEP population and the services available for LEP persons.’

Data requirements on the SEA Survey are focused on meeting the legislative mandate.
SEAs must report the number of students and the number of LEP students separately for public
and nonpublic schools. Other data for which the SEAs are responsible for collecting and
reporting include: the methods used by their local educational agencies to determine limited
English proficiency; educational condition of LEP students in terms of grade retention and
dropout rates and relative achievement status of LEP students in math, science, reading, and other
subjects; and the number of LEP students enrolled in special federal or state/local programs. The
SEA Survey form also provides an opportunity. for SEAs to provide explanations for wide (i.e.,
more than 10 percent) fluctuations in LEP enrollment compared to the prior-school year. The

1993-94 SEA Survey Form is presented in Appendix D.

SEA Program

ED provides funds to the SEAs to assist them in carrying out the data collection,
aggregation, analysis, and reporting of the data required in the SEA Survey. In addition, other
activities can be carried out as long as the federal assistance supplements and, to the extent
possible, increases the level of funds available for these activities. Other authorized activities

may include:

(1) the planning and development of educational programs such as
those assisted under [the Bilingual Education Act];

*The survey form itself is approved by the Office of Management and Budget with an expiration date of
October 31, 1995.
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(2)

(3)

(4)

)

(6)

the review and evaluation of programs of bilingual education,
including bilingual education programs that are not funded under
{the Bilingual Education Act];

the provision, coordination, or supervision of technical and other
forms of nonfinancial assistance to local educational agencies,
community organizations, and private elementary and secondary
schools that serve limited English proficient persons;

the development and administration of instruments and procedures
for the assessment of the educational needs and competencies of
persons of limited English proficiency;

the training of state and local educational agency staff to carry out
the purposes of [the Bilingual Education Act]; and

other activities and services designed to build the capacity of state
and local educational agencies to serve the educational needs of
persons of limited English proficiency (section 3302(c)).

SEA Program Funding

The SEA Program was originally authorized as part of the Bilingual Education Act during
reauthorization of the Act in 1974. The amount of the SEA Program grant award for an
individual SEA is based on the amount received by Local Educational Agencies (LEAs) with the
provisions that no SEA can receive more than 5 percent of that amount, on one hand, or less than
$75,000 ($50,000 in FY 1988) on the other. The total amount awarded in the 1988-1954 period
has ranged from about $5.0 million in FY 1988 to about $6.9 million in FY 1994. Most SEAs
(e.g., 42 of the 55 SEA grant recipients in FY 1994) receive the minimum award. Table 1.1

presents the amounts awarded to each participating SEA since F*. 1988.

.
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Table 1.1
Title VII, Part B, Funding to State Educational Agencies (SEAs)
Award Amounts by Fiscal Year

SEA 1988 1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994
Alabama - - 75,000 75,000 75,000 75,000 75.000
Alaska 50,000 75,000 75.000 75,000 75.000 75,000 75.000
Arizona 119,345 176,565 164,718 188.896 209,632 196,477 173,662
Arkansas - - - - 75.000 75,000 75.000
California 1,155,982 1,181,902 1,122,895 1,445,012 1,631,542 1,647,769 1,672,039
Colorado 51,567 75.000 75,000 75,000 75,000 85,009 98,391
Connecticut 50,000 75.000 75.000 - 75.000 75,000 75,000
Delaware 50,000 75,000 75.000 75,000 75.000 75,000 75.000
District of Columbia 50,000 75,000 75.000 75,000 75,000 75,000 75.000
Florida 99,642 94,039 75,000 75,000 75,000 75,000 75,000
Georgia 50,000 75.000 75,000 75,000 75,000 75.000 75,000
Hawaii 50,000 75.000 75,000 75.000 +75,000 75.000 75.000
Idaho 50,000 75.000 75.000 75.000 75.000 75.000 75,000
Nlinois 106,257 101.484 84.933 116.585 111,536 104,280 119,800
Indiana 50,000 75,000 75,000 75,000 75,000 75,000 75,000
lowa 50,000 65,582 75.000 75,000 75,000 75.000 75.000
Kansas 50,000 66,996 75.000 75.000 75,000 75.000 75.000
Kentucky 50,000 75,000 75,000 75,000 75,000 75.000 75,000
Louisiana 69,226 75,000 75.000 75.000 75.000 75.000 75.000
Maine 50,000 75,000 75,000 75,000 75,000 75,000 75,000
Maryland 50,000 75,000 75,000 75,000 75,000 75,000 75,000
Massachusetts 101,788 88.379 75,000 93,910 124,597 113,947 106.419
Michigan 161,908 107,971 87,075 84,327 86,339 90.117 75,000
Minnesota 50.000 75,000 75,000 75,000 75,000 75.000 75.000
Mississippi 51,433 75,000 75,000 75,000 75,000 75,000 75,000
Missouri 50,000 75.000 75,000 75,000 75.000 75,000 75,000
Montana 50.200 75,000 75,000 75.000 75.000 75.000 76.397
Nebraska 50,000 75.000 75.000 75,000 75.000 75,000 75,000
Nevada 50,000 75.000 75.000 75.000 75.000 75,000 75,000
New Hampshire 50,000 75,000 75,000 75,000 75,000 75,000 75,000
New Jersey 57,790 75.000 75,000 75,000 75,000 75,000 75.000
New Mexico 156,921 174,134 177.42€ 193,943 207,009 200,926 214,605
New York 704,233 670,725 559.448 666,197 694,788 771,378 - 709.362
North Carolina 50,000 75,000 75.000 75.000 75,000 75.000 75,000
North Dakota 53,760 75,000 75,000 75,000 75,000 75,000 75,000
Ohio 51,443 75.000 75,000 75,000 75,000 75,000 75,000
Oklahoma 92,533 117,621 142,919 173,247 231,878 254,507 274,902
Oregon 50.000 75.000 75,000 - 75,000 75,000 75,000 75.000
Pennsylvania - - - - - - -
Rhode 1sland 50,000 75.000 75,000 75,000 75,000 75,000 75,000
South Carolina -- -- 75,000 75,000 75,000 75,000 75.000
South Dakota 50,000 75,000 75.000 75.000 75.000 75,000 75,000
Tennessee 50,000 75.000 75,000 75,000 75,000 75,000 75,000
Texas 117.624 244 468 205,602 263.196 234,575 234,575 252,448
Utah 50,000 75,000 75,000 75,000 75,000 75,000 75,000
Vermont 50,000 75,000 75,000 75.000 75.000 75,000 75,000
Virginia - - - - - - -
Washington 83,330 75.000 75.000 75,000 75.000 75.000 75.000
West Virginia - 75.000 70,400 60,000 - - -
Wisconsin 50,000 75,000 75,000 75,000 75,000 75,000 75,000
Wyoming 50,000 50,000 59,584 62,585 65,744 73,957 74,475
American Samoa 50,000 75,000 75,000 75,000 75.000 75.000 75.000
F.S. Micronesia 50.000 . - - - - v
Guam 50,000 75,000 75,000 75.000 75,000 - -
Marshall 1slands - - - - - .- v
Northern Marianas 50,000 75,000 75,000 75.000 - 75.000 75.000
Palaw/Koror 50,000 75,000 59.584 75.000 75.000 75.000 75,000
Puerto Rico 50,000 - 75,000 75.000 75,000 75,000 75,000 75.000
U.S. Virgin Islands 50,000 75,000 75,000 75,000 75,060 75,000 75,000
Overall Total 4,984,992 6,065,167 5,899.584 6,497,898 6,822,740 6,922.942 6,923.000

Source: 1988, 1989, 1990: OBEMLA (1991), p. 28; 1991. 1992, 1993. 1994: GCMS File

¥ Data not reported.
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In recent years, SEA participation in the program has been high, but not universal. In
both FY 1988 and FY 1989, 52 SEAs participated; 54 participated in FY 1990. For FY 1991,
1992 and 1993, 53 of 57* SEAs participated. In 1994, 55 of 59 SEAs participated Two SEAs
-- Pennsylvania and Virginia -- have not participated during the 1988-1994 period at all.
Arkansas’ initial participation came in FY 1992° and Marshall Islands’ in FY 1994. The only
other nonparficipating SEAs during this five-year period have been Alabama and South Carolina
(1988 and 1989), West Virginia (1988, 1992, 1993, and 1994), Micronesia (1989, 1990, 1991,
1992, and 1993), and Northern Marianas (1992).

Data Limitations

In 1990, OBEMLA contracted with Atlantic Resources Corporation (ARC) to assess the
quality of data submitted by the SEAs. That study, entitled An Analysis of Title VII State
Educational Agency Grant Report Requirements, uncovered problems in the collection and
reporting of the data and made several suggestions for changes in procedures at the SEA and
OBEMLA levels to improve data quality.® OBEMLA acted on these recommendations by
developing a new reporting form and providing training to SEA personnel to ensure that those
completing the forms agreed upon procedures and definitions. The new form went into effect
for the 1991-92 school year, so some of the data from that year have no direct match to prior

years because of item clarifications and other changes.’

In preparing this report on data for the 1993-94 school year, each SEA survey was closely

examined to ensure that entries were logical and appropriate. (A full description of these

‘F.S. Micronesia became independent in 1991,

SBecause FY 1992 was the first year of funding for Arkansas, the state was not required to submit a SEA Survey
until the 1992-93 reporting period.

*The findings and recommendations were presented to OBEMLA in 1991, and OBEMLA summarized them in
the Condition of Bilingual Education, June 30, 1991.

’As an example of a data request that has been clarified, new directions state that the number of LEP students
enrolled in programs to meet their educational needs (item I, A, 3) added to the number of LEP students not enrolled
in such programs but who could benefit from participation (itern I, A, 5) should sum to the total number of LEP
students in the state reported in item I, A, 2. In years past, according to the ARC analysis, most SEAs interpreted
this series of items quite differently and, therefore, provided non-equivalent data.
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procedures is provided in Appendix A.) When data were missing, jllogical, or inappropriate, the
SEA official responsible for submitting the SEA Survey was contacted, the potential problem was
described, and the SEA was provided the opportunity to change its entry. Problems that involved

errors in arithmetic were corrected as a step in data entry, and they were called to the attention
of OBEMLA.

As a result of the close examination of each SEA Survey, verification of potential problem
entries with the SEAs, and machine editing procedures, the results presented in this report

provide an accurate portrayal of what the SEAs were reporting in 1993-94. It should be noted,

however, that these verification and editing exercises did not (and could not) address many of
the concerns raised in the ARC report about the adequacies of within-state data collection
procedures or lack of shared definitions across SEAs, either of which could lead to substantial

inaccuracies.?

This report also presents some data from earlier SEA Surveys’. As noted, the form was
changed between the 1990-91 and 1991-92 reporting periods, therefore, trend analyses on some
items can not be conducted. Further, 1: was not possible to verify potentially problematic entries
on the earlier form with SEA officials, so the only adjustments made to the 1990-91 data involve
correcting arithmetic errors or correcting for obvious misunderstandings of the respondents (such
as adding the sum of all Title VII participants to the number of participants in each Title VII

program, which results in a duplicated count).

8As an example, the ARC report indicated that many SEA officials felt that the process of obtaining data on
private school enrollments of LEP students is not improving or improvable; ARC concluded “[t]hat the number of
LEP students reported by the SEAs in private schools gives a false impression of accuracy and completeness where
such is not the case" (1991, p. 4-26). As a result, OBEMLA now requires that public and nonpublic LEP student
counts be reported separately. In 1993-94, all 55 participating SEAs reported public school LEP enroliments, but
only 40 SEAs reported counts for nonpublic schools.

*During our efforts to verify reported figures on the 1993-94 SEA Survey, several states took the opportunity
to update or correct data from earlier years’ data as appropriate; their changes are documented in Appendix C.
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Structure of the Report

The balance of this report is presented in five sections. The first section highlights
national data about the numbers of LEP students in grades K-12 identified by the SEAs. The
second section describes the educational condition of LEP students in terms of retention rates,
dropout rates, and levels of academic achievement. The procedures used to identify LEP students
are the focus of the third section, with particular attention paid to differences in definitions of
LEP status across states. The fourth section indicates how many LEP students are receiving
special program .ervices and provides a summary of the programs available to LEP students.
The final section includes discussions of findings and their implications, with an emphasis on
data limitations. Four appendices are included: Appendix A is a summary of the methods used
to compile, review, and verify the SEA Survey data used in this report; Appendix B includes
supplementary tables, by SEA, for all data summarized in the body of the report; Appendix C
contains Data Notes; and, Appendix D contains a sample SEA Survey Form for 1993-94.
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Enrollment of LEP Students

SEAs in the U.S. and territories reported that nearly 3,038,000 LEP students were enrolled
in public or nonpublic elementary or secondary schools during the 1993-94 schoo. year.'® This
count is over 400,000 larger (16 percent) than the number reported for 1992-93 and continues
an upward trend over the past several years, as illustrated by Figure 2.1. Since 1985-86, yearly
increases in the number LEP students have ranged from a low of 3.6 percent from 1989-90 to
1990-91 to a high of 17.5 percent from 1987-88 to 1988-89. The average yearly increase in
number of LEP students during this pertod w: - 9.6 percent.

Figure 2.1
Trends in Enroliment of LEP Students,

1985-86 to 1993-94

Number of Students
3.500.000

3.000.000
2.500.000 : = IE
2,000.000 s '

1.500.000
1,000,000

500.000

1985-86 1986-87 1987-88 1988-89 1988-90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93 1993-94

Year
Source:  1985-86, 1086-87, and 1987-88, ARC (1991)
1968-89 and 198690, OBEMLA (1991)
1900-91 10 1993-94. SEA Surveys

"“This reported count is not a national count of LEP students for several reasons. First, several SEAs do not
participate in the SEA Program or the SEA Survey, and we can assume there are LEP students who reside in those
states. Second, it is likely that some LEP students are not counted in some of the states simply because they are
missed. Third, in previous years, according to the ARC report, SEA officials conceded that nonpublic school LEP
students were probably undercounted. Fourth, the definition of LEP students varies across SEAs such that children
counted in one state may not be considered as LEP and therefore not be counted if they moved to another state.

) -
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From 1990-91 -- the first year that comparable SEA Survey data were available -- to
1993-94, the numbe; of LEP students increased by 38 percent. In these four years, nine states
reported decreases in LEP student enrollment while over one-quarter of the states (15 states)
reported increases in LEP students enrollment of more than 50 percent. Seven states, Alabama,
Alaska, Arkansas, Nebraska, North Carolina, Oregon, and Puerto Rico report increases of over
100% in the number of LEP students'' for the years between 1990-91 and 1993-94. In the two
years between 1991-92 and 1993-94, eight states reported decreases in LEP student enrollment
while almost oae-quarter of the states (12 states) reported increases in LEP students enrollment
of more than 40 percent. From 1992-93 to 1993-94, twelve states reported decreases or no
change in LEP student enrollment while over one-quarter of the states (14 states) reported
increases in LEP students enrollment of at least 20 percent. (Table 2.1)

Out of the 45,443,000 total public and nonpublic students reported by the SEAs in
1993-94, 3,038,000 (7 percent) were LEP. LEP students constituted more than 7 percent of

public student enrollment, and LEP students comprised about 1.4 percent of nonpubliic students.
(Table 2.2)

As s' own in Figure 2.2, the western and southwestern states generally have higher
proportions of LEP students than do states in other regions of the country. Alaska, California,
and New Mexico had the highest proportions of LEP students, with 21.3, 20.8 and 22.8 percent,
respectively, of their total enrollments identified as LEP. Two states, Arizona and Texas;
reported LEP student enrollments of approximately 11 percent of their total enrollments. About
one half reported LEP enrollments of 3 percent or less of their total student enrollments, and

fourteen of these states reported proportions of less than one percent.

For the 1993-94 school year, California reported by far the largest number of LEP
students (1,215,000). In fact, LEP students enrolled in schools in California account for about
40 percent of the U.S. total LEP student enrollment. Texas had the second larges’ number of
LEP students with 422,700, and New York had the third largest with 216,400. (Table 2.1 and B1)

"' Pyerto Rico reported information on Limited Spanish Proficient (LSP) students.
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Table 2.1 TOTAL NUMBER OF LEP STUDENTS IDENTIFIED:
(10t2) 1990-91, 1991-92, 1992-23, and 1993-94
State 1990-91 1991-92 199293 1903-94
Alabama 1,052 1,671 2,332 3,214
Alaska 11,184 12,056 13,489 26,812
Arizona 65,727 75,941 83,643 95,011
Arkansas 2,000 al 3423 4,002
Califomnia 986,462 1,078,705 1,151,819 1,215,218
Colorado 17,187 25,025 24,876 26,203
Connecticut 16,988 16,703 17,637 21,020
Deiaware 1,969 2,086 1,847 1,584
District of Columbia 3,359 3,555 5,132 4,498
Florida 83,937 97,288 130,131 144,731
Georgia 6,921 7.955 10,043 11,877
Hawaii 9,730 10,433 11,251 11,761
Idaho 3,986 4,980 4,616 6,883
{llinois 79,291 87,178 94,471 99,637
Indiana 4,670 4,822 5017 5.342
lowa 3,705 4,417 4,556 5,343
Kansas 4,661 6,180 6,900 6,900
Kentucky al 1,544 1,738 2,207
Louisiana 8,345 9,040 5,890 6,277
Maine 1,983 1,770 1,820 1,886
Maryland 12,701 12,580 12,719 14,336
Massachusetts 42,606 42,912 45,405 44,094
Michigan 37,112 36,720 37,272 45,163
Minnesota 13,204 15,769 17,979 20,108
Mississippi 2,753 3,058 3222 3,259
Missour 3815 4,350 4,365 4,765
Montana 6,635 6,824 7817 8,265
Nebraska 1,257 1,856 2,623 3,714
Nevada 9,057 10,735 12,040 14,370
New Hampshire 1,146 1,135 1,004 1,126
New Jersey 50,770 47,515 49,627 53,161
New Mexico 73,505 64,307 83,771 79,829
New York 168,208 184,857 194,593 216,448
North Carolina 6,030 7,026 8,900 12,428 ,
North Dakota 7.187 9,579 8,652 9,400
Ohio 8,992 11,172 1,125 12,627
Oklahoma 15,860 17,705 19,714 26,653
Oregon b/ 7,557 12,605 16,359 19,651
Pennsylvania c/ c/ c/ o/ :
Rhode '~'and 7,632 8,142 8,350 8,529
South Carolina al 1,466 1,594 2,036
South Dakota 6.691 8,951 8,197 5,438
Tennessee 3,660 2,636 2,770 3,533
Texas 313,234 331,869 344,915 422,677
Utah 14,860 23,598 24,447 21,364
Vermont 500 580 723 859
Virginia o/ o/ o/ o/
Washington 28,646 34314 32,858 30,627
West Virginia 231 o/ o/ o/
Wisconsin 14,648 15,159 14,788 17,677
Wyoming 1,919 1,996 2,027 2,013
Frotal U.S.and D.C. 2,173,573 2,370,775 2,558,487 2,804,556 ]
American Samoa 11,842 11,788 13,972 13,945
Guam 2,309 o/ o/ o/
Marshall Islands a/ a/ a/ 15,755
Micronesia a/ al a/ 36,010
Northem Marianas 7.568 8,307 9,564 9,346
Palau 3,486 2,823 2,823 2,719
Puert, Rico d/ a/ 33,722 34,619 149,824
Virgin Islands a/ 00 1,282 5,767
[Total U.S., D.C., and Temitories 2,198,778 2,429,815 2,620,747 3,037,922 ]
Source: OBEMLA SEA Surveys
o/ Data not reported.
t The LEP count in Oregon 1 for LEP participatng and ie th 1 of the actual LEP in the siste.
¢/ SEA did not parbcipate.
o Puerto Rico has responded with numbers of Limited Spanish Proficient (LSP) shudents.
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Table 2.1 CHANGES IN LEP STUDENTS IDENTIFIED: l
(20t 2) 1990-91, 1991-92, 1992-93, and 1983-94
N Change &/ % Change &/ N Change &/ % Change &/ N Change &/ % Change o/ l
State 92-93 to 93-84 92-33 to 93-24 $1-92 to 93-04 91-92t0 93-64 - 90-91 to0 93-04 90-91 to0 93-94
Alabama 882 37.8 1,543 92.3 2,162 205.5
Alaska 13,323 98.8 14,756 122.4 15,628 139.7
Arizona 11,388 136 ° 19,070 25.1 29,284 44.6 l
Arkansas 579 16.9 4,002 - 2,002 100.1
California 63,399 5.5 138,513 12.7 228,756 23.2
Colorado 1,327 53 1,178 47 Q018 52.5
Connecticut 3,383 19.2 4,317 25.8 4,032 237 I
Delaware -263 142 -502 -24.1 -385 -19.6
District of Columbia -634 124 943 26.5 1,139 33.9
Florida 14,600 1.2 47,443 48.8 60,794 724
Georgia 1,834 18.3 3,922 49.3 4,956 7186 I
Hawaii 510 4.5 1,328 12.7 2,031 209
Idaho 2,267 491 1,903 38.2 2,897 72.7
{llinois 5,166 5.5 12,459 143 20,346 25.7
Indiana 325 6.5 520 10.8 672 144 '
lowa 787 17.3 926 21.0 1,638 442
Kansas 0 0.0 720 1.7 2,239 48.0
Kentucky 469 27.0 663 42.9 2,207 -
Louisiana 387 6.6 -2,763 -30.6 -2,068 -24.8 I
Maine 66 36 116 6.6 -97 49
Maryland 1.617 127 1,756 140 1.635 12.9
Massachusetts -1,311 -2.9 1.182 2.8 1,488 3.5
Michigan 7.891 21.2 8,443 23.0 8,051 21.7 l
Minnesota 2,129 11.8 4,339 27.5 6,904 52.3
Mississippi 37 141 201 6.6 506 18.4
Missouni 400 9.2 415 9.5 950 249
Montana 448 5.7 1,441 211 1,630 24.8 I
Nebraska 1,091 416 1,858 100.1 2.457 195.5
Nevada 2,330 19.4 3,635 33.9 5313 58.7
New Hampshire 122 12.2 -9 0.8 -20 -1.7
New Jersey 3,534 741 5,646 11.9 2,391 4.7 '
New Mexico -3,942 -4.7 15,522 241 6,324 8.6
New York 21,855 11.2 31,591 171 48,240 28.7
North Carofina 3,528 39.6 5,402 76.9 6,398 106.1
North Dakota 748 8.6 -179 -1.9 2,213 30.8 '
Ohio 1,502 13.5 1,455 13.0 3,635 404
Oklahoma 6,939 35.2 8,948 50.5 10,793 68.1
Oregon 3,292 201 7.046 5§5.9 12,094 160.0
Peannsylvania - - - - - - '
Rhode Island 179 241 387 4.8 897 11.8
South Carolina 442 27.7 5§70 38.9 2,036 -~
South Dakota -2,759 -33.7 -3,523 -39.3 -1,253 -18.7
Tennesses 763 275 897 34.0 -127 -3.5 .
Texas 77,762 22.5 90,808 27.4 109,443 349
Utah -3,083 -12.6 2,234 -9.5 €,504 438
Vermmont 136 18.8 279 48.1 359 71.8
Virginia - - .- .- - -
Washington -2,231 > -6.8 -3,687 -10.7 1,981 6.9 i
Waest Virginia - - - - - -
Wisconsin 2,889 19.5 2,518 16.6 3,029 20.7
Wyoming -14 0.7 17 0.9 94 4.9 '
[Total U.S. and D.C. 246,069 9.6 433781 18.3 630983 200 |
American Samoa -27 -0.2 2,157 183 2,103 17.8
Guam - - - - - -
Marshall Islands 15,755 - 15,755 - 15,755 - '
Micronesia 76,010 .- 36,010 - 36,010 .-
Northern Marianas -218 2.3 1,039 12.5 1,778 23.5
Palau -104 3.7 -104 -3.7 -767 -22.0
Puerto Rico 115,205 332.8 115,205 332.8 116,102 3443 '
Virgin slands 4,485 349.8 3,367 140,3 5,767 -
[Total U.S., D.C., and Teritories 417,175 15.9 608107 25.0 839144 8.2 |
Source: OBEMLA SEA Surveys
&/ Absohute and pe hanges were cak Aated based on tolals from only those states responding to this data fiem for both years. I
Q o
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Table 2.2

Number and Percentage of Public and Nonpublic School Students
Who are Limited English Proficient
1993-94

Total Enrollment Number of
Type of Student LEP Students | Percent LEP

Total U.S and D.C.

Public School Students 40,469,319 2,760,822 .
Nonpublic School Students 4,110,190 43,734 1.1
Total Students 44,579,509 2,804,556 6.3

Total U.S., D.C. and Territories

Public School Students 41,195,799 2,980,463 7.2
Nonpublic School Students 4,247,590 57,459 1.4
Total Students i 45,443,389 3,037,922 6.7
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Figure 2.2
Percent LEP Enroliment by State, 1993-94

Key:

SEA did not
participate

(/| Less than 2%

Note:  The District of Columbia as 5.0 percent LEP enroliment and Puerto Rico
has 19.9 percent LSP enroliment. LEP enroliment in the outlying areas were as
follows: Marshall Islands 100.0, Micronesia 99.8, Northem fAarianas 96.1,

Palau 82.0, and the Virgin Islands 19.3. Guam did not participate. i
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Educational Condition of LEP Students

The Bilingual Education Act calls for grant recipients to report data on "evidence of the
educational condition of the limited English proficient students, such as reading, mathematics,
anc subject matter test scores, and, where available, data on grade retention rates and student
dropout rates" (section 7021(c)(2)(c)(iii)). Providing these data has long been a problem for
SEAs; according to the ARC analysis, these items generally have had the lowest response rates.
For the years that ARC analyzed, SEA response rates to the questions about dropout and
retention rates were less than SO percent. At the same time, however ARC’s survey results
indicated all SEA Title VII offices collected these data. The SEA respondents to the ARC survey
also rated these data as being of the poorest quality of any of the SEA Survey data elements.
ARC concluded their analysis of the educational condition items as follows: "[a]s currently
reported the data appear to be incomplete, difficult to aggregate or interpret, and potentially
misleading" (ARC, 1991, pp. 4-29, 4-30).

For the 1993-94 SEA Survey, low response rates continue to be a concern, with 33 SEAs
providing data on dropouts, 23 on retention, and 40 on test performance. Lack of full response
by the SEAs to the SEA Survey makes it difficult to generate 2 national picture of the
educational condition of LEP students. SEAs reportedly face substantial problems in obtaining
data on student performance classified by LEP status, and such indicators of educational

condition as the number of dropouts also generate definitional problems within and across states.
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Retention and Dropout Rates'*

Table 3.1 presents a summary across responding SEAs of the number and percentage of
LEP students who were retained or dropped out of school in 1990-91 through 1993-94. In 1993-
94, the 23 SEAs providing data on retention enrolled a total of 440,523 LEP students (fewer than
15 percent of the number reported by all SEAs). These SEAs indicated that 11,101 students were
reported as being retained in grade; that number is equivalent to about 2.5 percent of the total
number of LEP students in their states. (Table 3.1) On an SEA;by-SEA basis, the percentage
of retentions ranged from 0.5 percent to 6.2 percent (see table B2); it is not clear whether this
difference reflects real differences between retention patterns among states or reporting
differences. The interpretation of the data for 1993-94 is less clear due to a textual error in the
phrasing of this question in the revised report form. The 1993-94 form asks for the "number of
LEP students in one or more grades" rather than the number of LEP students retained in one or
more grades."

Table 3.1
Number and Percentage of LEP Students Who Were Retained

or Who Dropped Out of School
1990-91 through 1993-94 ¥

LEP Students

1990-91 1991-92 1992-93 1993-94
Educational
Condition Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent | Number | Percent
Retained in one
or more grades™ 8,162 2.1 9,642 23 10,685 2.3 11,101 2.5
Dropped out of 12,679 2.5 11,864 20 10,858 1.5 11,861 1.7
school®

¥ Includes the U.S., D.C., and the Territories
¥ Number of SEAs responding: 1990-91 = 33; 1991-92 = 28; 1992-93 = 31; 1993-94 = 23.
“ Number of SEAs responding: 1990-91 = 33; 1991-92 = 31; 1992-93 = 37; 1993-94 = 33.

12SEAs reporting a retention or dropout rate of 0 were excluded from this analysis. It was not possible to
ascertain whether these were true Os or missing data. However, it is unlikely that an SEA would actually have no
dropouts or students retained in grade.

3The LEP student retention rate responses for Delaware, Maine, Montana, and Northern Marianas were
eliminated because it is assumed that the 100% of the LEP students reported were probably not retained.
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Table 3.1 also provides a summary of dropout data, indicating that 11,861 LEP students
were reported to have dropped out in 1993-94. The 33 SEAs that reported dropout information
enrolled 698,248 LEP students or less than one-fourth of the nation’s LEP students. The number
of reported LEP student dropouts constitutes about 1.7 percent of the responding states’ LEP
students. Across SEAs, the LEP dropout rate ranged from a low of 0.1 percent to a high of 7.5
percent. From 1990-91 to 1993-94, the overall LEP dropout rate declined slightly from 2.5 to
1.7 percent. As is the case for retentions, it is not possible to determine from the SEA Survey

data whether these dropout rate differences reflect actual patterns or reporting differences.

Academic Test Performance

Data about the performance of LEP students on tests covering academic areas are also
questionable because of the low SEA response rates: in 1993-94, results for reading were
provided by 40 SEAs, for mathematics by 36 SEAs, for science by 17, and for social studies by
15 SEAs.'"* In addition, even from the reporting SEAs, too little information is asked for by
the SEA Survey form to interpret the results. More specifically, information is provided only
about the number of LEP students who score below state norms; information on the total number
of LEP students tested, the total number eligible for testing but who were not tested, and such
other contextual data as the basis of the state norm, what grade levels of students are commonly
tested, level of the test, and so forth are not provided.”” States may use the results of pre-
existing state or local testing programs for the academic test performance data, some of which
test a sample of students rather than the universe. Since states are not required to report the type
of methodology used to report the performance data, it is not possible to know how many states
rely on sample data for this information, nor whether the sample data are weighted or

unweighted.

“The number of LEP students included in the achievement analyses is a small fraction of the total LEP
population. For example, reading information was collected on only 11 percent of the total number of identified LEP
students and mathematics information for 6 percent.

'3The 1990-91 SEA Survey also asked the SEA to indicate how many students who were tested were above state
norms, below state norms, or at the state norm: presumably, those three categories sum to the number of * EP
students tested and for whom data are available at the SEA level.
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Table 3.2 summarizes SEA-réported data on the number of LEP students scoring below

state norms. The 40 SEAs responding for reading reported that about 339,500 LEP students

scored below state norms. For mathematics, 36 SEAs reported that about 183,000 scored below
the state norm. For science, 17 states reported that about 38,000 LEP students scored below the
state norm while 28,000 LEP students scored below the state norm for social studies in 135 states.
Appendix Table B3 provides state-by-state information about the number of LEP students who

score below state norms.

Table 3.2

Number and Percentage of LEP Students Scoring Below State Norms,
By Subject
1991-92 through 1993-94 ¥

LEP Students Scoring Below State Norms
1991-92 1992-93 1993-94
Subject Tested Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent
English Reading” 273,689 298 312,811 | 277 339,493 23.2
Mathematics® 178,300 20.2 226,272 | 204 182,944 12.9
Science? 112,394 26.7 82,007 14.6 37,9317 15.1
Social Studies® 111,738 26.5 81,541 14.8 28,1017 11.8

¥ These data should be interpreted with caution because it is not known (1) how many LEP students were tested; (2)
how many LEP students were eligible for testing; and (3) what was the basis of the state norm.

¥ Number of SEAs responding: 1991-92 = 30; 1992-93 = 33; 1993-94 = 40.
¢ Number of SEAs responding: 1991-92 = 26; 1992-93 = 30; 1993-94 = 36.
¥ Number of SEAs responding: 1991-92 = 11; 1992-93 = 17; 1993-94 = 17.
¢ Number of SEAs responding: 1991-92 = 11; 1992-93 = 14; 1993-94 = 15.

U The large decrease between 199293 and 1993-94 can partially be explained : * the exclusion of 1993-94 data for
Texas which reported around 54,000 LEP students scoring below state norms in : . nce and social studies in 1992-93.
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Educational Condition Data Limitations

The data collected through the SEA Survey may not provide a valid picture of the
educational condition of LEP students for four reasons. First, the SEA response rate is too low
to provide confidence that the reported data are typical of all states. This is compounded by the
fact that, while a slight majority of SEAs may actually provide a response, those states enroll no
more than about one-fourth of the nation’s LEP students, so most LEP students’ educational

conditions are not reflected in the SEA Survey data.

Second, SEA reports of dropout and retention rates and test results are based on locally
generated data that are reported to the SEA directly or collected from LEAs by the SEAs via
surveys. The magnitude of the variations across states in the percent of LEP retention and
dropouts, which appear greater than would be expected based on actual local patterns (particularly.
once local data are aggregated at the state level), suggests that within-state data reporting

problems may be common.

The third reason is a particular problem for dropout data: determining whether a student
has in fact dropped out (rather than transferred, deceased, siopped out, etc.) is subject to different
interpretations at the local and state levels. As a consequence, SEAs are likely basing their
counts on different approaches to determining dropout status. Although the SEA Survey form’s
directions tell the SEAs not to count stopouts or transfers, determining the actual status of an

individual child is not that easy.

The fourth reason is specific to the test data: too little information is provided to interpret
the data that are provided. As a result, no one can look at the data on the nﬁmber of LEP
students scoring below state norms and draw any conclusions about the educational condition of
LEP students. At a minimum, three additional data elements are needed: (1) how many LEP
students were tested; (2) how many were eligible for testing; and (3) what was the basis of the

state norm.
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Identifying LEP Students

There 1s no federally mandated definition of limited English proficiency, therefore who
is determined to be LEP depends largely on state and local agencies. The lack of a uniform
definition of limited English proficiency has led to a wide range of identification methods and
procedures used to identify students for LEP services across states, districts, and schools, and to

inconsistent reporting of information on LEP students within and across states.

The federal definition of "limited English proficiency" is found in Section 7003 of the
Title VII Act:

(N The terms "limited English proficiency" and "limited English proficient" when used with
reference to individuals means:

(A) individuals who were not born in the United States or whose native language is
other than English;

(B) individuals who come from environments where language other than English is
dominant; and

© individuals who are American Indian and Alaskan Natives and who come from
environments where language other than English has had a significant impact on
their level of English language proficiency; and who, by reason thereof, have
sufficient difficulty speaking, reading, writing, or understanding the English
language to deny such individuals the opportunity to learn successfully in
classrooms where the language of instruction is English or to participate fully in
our society.

The SEA Survey requests that states describe the criteria/definitions used to identify LEP
students. These criteria/definitions are not necessarily state mandated, and in many states, LEAs
have the authority to set identification criteria and procedures. Several states (and/or localities)

have elected to use all or part of the federal LEP definition. Table 4.1 summarizes the type of
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criteria used by states to identify LEP students. In 1993-94, 51 SEAs (and/or their LEAs) used
the non-English background provision, 33 used the difficulties with the four language
proficiencies (speaking, reading, writing, and/or understanding English) provision, and 33 used
both. Twenty-seven states used various percentile cutoffs on standardized tests as a criteria for
determining limited English proficiency. Other factors, which were used by 16 states to identify

LEP students, include grade reports and teacher judgment.

Table 4.1
Type of Criteria Used by States to Identify LEP Students
1993-94
(n=55)
Criteria Number of States Percent of States
Non-English Language Background 51 92.7
Difficulty with the Four Proficiencies 33 ) 60.0
Percentile Cutoff 27 49.1
Local Determination 13 23.6
Other 16 29.1

OBEMLA believes that a thorough identification process first should involve a home
language survey to determine if any other language other than English is spoken in the home.
If the survey produces a positive response, OBEMLA recommends that at least one objective and
one subjective measure of English proficiency should be employed. The objective measure could
be a standardized achievement test. Scoring below a certain percentile ranking would signify
LEP status. Subjective measures could include recommendations from parents, classroom
teachers, counselors, or others with direct knowledge of the student’s ability to learn and perform
in an all English class (OBEMLA, The Condition of Bilingual Education in the Nation: A
Report to Congress and the President, 1992).

Page 22 Special Iscues Analysis Center I

|
}
:
i
{
?




1

|
|
|
|
\
\

During the 1993-94 school year, all but three of the repbrting SEAs used a home language
survey as a factor in identifying LEP students, although it is not possible to ascertain from the
SEA Survey whether it formed the basis of determining limited English proficiency. Of the
subjective criteria that may have been used by states, most used teacher observation (45 states),
parent information (44 states), and student records (44 states). About two-thirds of the states also
relied on referrals, teacher interviews, student grades, and informal assessments. All but four
states used at least one language proficiency test as an objective measure of limited English
proficiency, with the Language Assessment Scales (LAS) and the Language Assessment Battery
(LAB) most commonly reported across states. Achievement tests were used in 43 states
(including the CTBS, ITBS, SAT, and CAT), and criterion referenced tests were used by 21
states (and/or their LEAs) (Table 4.2 and Figure 4.1).

Table 4.2
Type of Tests Used to Identify LEP Students
1993-94
N=55
Type of Test Number of States Percent of States

Language Proficiency Test 51 92.7 .
Achievement Test 43 78.2
Criterion Referenced Test 21 38.2
Other 25 45.5

In general, states use multiple criteria in identifying LEP students. In 1993-94, all but
two of the states reported using at least three criteria, and about 50 percent of the states reported

using ten or more criteria. Nine states (and/or their LEAs) used all twelve criteria. (Figure 4.2)

3, Report on SEA Survey: 1993-94 Page 23




Figure 4.1
Methods Used by SEAs for Identifying
LEP Students, 1993-94
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Educational Programs for LEP Students

Federal, State, and Local Programs

LEP students may receive services through one or more of a variety of federal, state, and

local educationai programs. With the passage of the Bilingual Education Act in 1968, the federal

government directly addressed the educational needs of LEP students, primarily through the

provision of English language instruction to low-income LEP students. As the program evolved,

Congress eliminated the poverty requirements and allowed states to include instruction in the

children’s native language. Currently, there are five major programs designed to serve LEP
children funded under Title VII (Part A)'S:

The Transitional Bilingual Education (TBE) Program--assists LEP students in
elementary and secondary schools to acquire English language, mathematics, and
science skills and also to meet the promotion and graduation standards by
providing content area instruction in the native language to the extent necessary;

The Developmental Bilingual Education (BE) Programs--are full-time
instructional programs which provide structured English language instruction and
instruction in a second language. These programs must help students achieve

competence in English and a second language while mastering subject matter
skills;

The Special Alternative Instructional Program (SAIP)--offers specially
designed curricula to meet the linguistic and instructional needs of LEP students
in elementary and secondary schools. In such programs the native language of the
LEP students need not be used;

The Family English Literacy Program (FELP)--assists LEP adults and out-of-
school youth to achieve competence in English. Classes may be conducted in
English only or in English and the students’ native language. Preference for
inclusion in the program is given to the parents and immediate family of LEP
students assisted under the Bilingual Education Act; and

1A sixth Part A program, the Academic Excellence Program, is a demonstration/dissemination program that is
not designed to provide direct services to children.
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The Special Populations Program (SPP)--assists preschool, special education,
and gifted and talented programs serving LEP students.

LEP students may also be served under several federally funded programs other than Title

VII that are targeted to educationally and/or economically disadvantaged students. These

programs include:

Chapter 1, Title I, ESEA--provides instructional and support services to
educationally disadvantaged students in school districts with high concentrations
of low-income children; .

Chapter 1, Migrant--provides financial assistance to SEAs to establish and
improve programs to meet the special needs of migratory children of migratory
agricultural workers or fishers through instructional and support services;

Even Start--supports family centered educational programs that involve parents
and children in a cooperative effort to help parents become full partners in the
education of their children and to assist children in reaching their full potential as
learners;

Emergency Immigrant Education Assistance Act Program--assists SEAs and
LEAs in providing supplementary education services and offsetting costs 1or
immigrant children enrolled in elementary and secondary public and nonpublic
schools;

Special Education--provides formula grants to SEAs to help meet the costs of
providing special education and related services to address the needs of children
with disabilities; and

Vocational Education--assists states’ efforts to expand ari improve their
programs of vocational education and provide equal opportunity in vocational
edncation for traditionally underserved populations.

While the federal government has been playing an increasing role in serving LEP students

over the last two decades, states have traditionally provided some formal education programs 10

provide English-language instruction to immigrant populations from as early as the mid-1800s.

Today, about two-thirds of the states provide bilingual education programs (37 states), and over

four-fifths of the states operate English as a second language (ESL) programs (45 states).
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LEP Enrollment in Programs Designed to Meet Their Educational Needs

In 1993-94, nearly 78 percent (2.4 million) of LEP students reported by SEAs received
services through programs specifically designed to meet their educational needs. The percentage
of public school LEP students (78.5 percent) receiving services was significantly greater than for
LEP students enrolled in nonpublic schools (30.4 percent). Of the 55 states and outlying areas
that reported information on the number of LEP students served, over one-half reported serving
80 percent or more of their LEP student population. (Table B6)

Table 5.1
Number and Percentage of Public and Nonpublic School LEP Students Enrolled

in Programs Designed to Meet their Educational Needs
1990-91 through 1993-94

LEP Students Enrolled in Programs Designed to Meet Their Educational Needs

1990-91 1991-92 1992-93 1993-94

Type of Student Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Perceut

Students

Nonpublic School 12,851 26.5 13,216 26.5 13,345 233 17,490 304
Students

Total 1,745,105 78.2 1,899,754 78.2 2,117,283 80.8 2,355,858 715

LEP Enrollment in Federal Programs

At the national level. 352,068 LEP students were provided services through the Title VII
funded programs, constituting 12 percent of all LEP students. Eight percent of LEP students
were enrolled in the TBE program, 2 percent in SAIP, and less than 1 percent in each of the
remaining Title VII programs. Thirty-five states and outlying areas reported serving LEP
students through the TBE program, 38 through SAIP, 14 through SPP, 13 through DBE
programs, and 11 through FELP. (Table 5.2 and Table B8)

I Public School 1.729.986 79.1 1,886,538 79.2 2,103,938 82.1 2,338,368 78.5
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Of the non-Title VII federal programs, the Chapter 1 program was the most common
program for service delivery to LEP students. Nationally, about 31 percent of LEP students were
enrolled in Chapter 1, and over 80 percent of the states and territories reported serving LEP
students through the program. The Emergency Immigrant Education Assistance Act program
enrolled 25 percent of the LEP students and was offered in 36 states. Relatively few LEP
students were reported as being served through Chapter | Migrant (11 percent), Special Education
(6 percent), Vocational (6 percent), and Even Start (less than 1 percent). LEP students were also
served in a handful of other federally funded programs, including Chapter 2, Head Start, and
Title V Indian Education. See Table B8 for the types of other federal programs by state that
enrolled LEP students during the 1993-94 school year.

LEP Enrollment in State and Local Programs

LEP students were more likely to patticipate in a state or local bilingual education
program than in a federal program. Almost one-half of all LEP students received services
through a state bilingual program, with three-quarters of the states serving LEP children through
state-operated bilingual programs. About 25 percent of LEP students served in special programs
received services through a state ESL-only program. (Tables 5.2 and B8.)

There were few changes in program participation between 1990-91 and 1993-94. For
example, within the Title VII programs, TBE participation decreased from 8.7 to 8.2 percent.
Small increases in participation occurred in the DBE and SAIP programs, while participation
decreased slightly in the Family English Literacy and Special Population Programs. The most
significant changes occurred within the other federal program categories. LEP participation in
the Emergency Immigrant Education Assistance Act Program more than doubled, while Chapter

1 LEP participation declined from 52 to 31 percent in the period. (Table 5.2)
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Table 5.2

Types of Programs Serving LEP Students
1990-91 through 1993-94

Percent of National LEP Served
Type of Program 1990-91 | 1991-92 | 1992-93 | 1993-94
Title VII Programs
Transitional Bilingual Education 8.694 7.725 7.601 8.196
Developmental Bilingual Education 0.148 0.250 0314 0.276
Special Alternative Instruction Program 1.442 1.930 2914 2.426
Recent Arrivals 0.000 0.278 0.487 0.371a/
Magnet Schools 0.004 0.043 0.024 0.000a/
Family English Literacy Program® 0.252 0.375 0310 0.225
Special Populations 0.210 0.168 0.511 0.094
Total Title VII 11.124 10.770 12.159 11.588
Other Federal Programs
Chapter 1 52.463 31.301 | 29.057¢/ | 31.031
‘Migrant d/ 7.451 8.284 10.954
Even Start 0.030 0.296 0.313 0.229
Emergency Immigrant Education 11.358 30.104 25.798 24.903
Assistance Act
Special Education 6.550 6.307 6.038 6.192
Vocational Education d/ 2954 2.644 6.133
State Programs
State Bilingual Education e/ 48.70 48.28 47.31
State ESL Only e/ 26.87 21.97 2493

a/ Due to new survey forms, data were not widely collected in 1993-94 for Recent Arrivals and Magnet Schools.

b/ The Family English Literacy Program was designed to serve the parents of Title VII students and out-of-school

youth.

¢/ 1992-93 Chapter 1 data were revised for California.

d/ Data not collectzd in 1990-91.

¢/ Data not collected in same format as the 1991-92 through 1993-94 data.
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Findings and Implications

Enroilment of LEP Students

For the 1993-94 school year, 55 SEAs in the U.S. and territories reported that about
3,038,000 LEP students were enrolled in public or nonpublic elementary or secondary schools.
This count reflects an upward trend over the past several years: since 1985-86, yearly increases
in the number of LEP students have averaged 9.6 percent. It is not known -what proportion of
this high rate of increase is due to actual growth in the LEP population, better reporting, or
changes in definitions of LEP status, but the consistency of the increase argues for a large

proportion being due to population change.

Only 40 SEAs reported on the number of LEP students in nonpublic schools and the
percentage of LEP students for the reporting SEAs is much {ower than for public schools. It is
not clear how much of the difference in LEP percentages between public and nonpublic schools
is due to actual differences in the populations served or to inadequate reporting procedures within
states. It is clear, however, that there is a nonpublic LEP student undercount because about one-

fourth of the SEAs do not provide any data on the numbers of nonpublic students.

Educational Condition of LEP Students

The data provided on the SEA Survey co not provide a valid basis for making judgments
about the educational condition of LEP students. Toc few SEAs respond to the specific items
to produce a national pattern and insufficient supporting information is provided to interpret the

data that are provided.
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Identifying LEP Students

The SEA Survey requests that states describe the criteria/definitions used to identify LEP
students. These criteria/definitions are not necessarily state mandated, and in many states; LEAs
have the authority to set identification criteria and procedures. Several states (and/or localities)
have elected to use all or part of the federal LEP definition. In 1993-94, 51 states and outlying
areas (and/or their LEAs) used the non-English background.provision, 33 used the difficulties

with the four language proficiencies (speaking, reading, writing, and/or understanding English)

provision, and 33 used both.

In general, states use multiple criteria in identifying LEP students. In 1993-94, all but
two states used at least three criteria, and about 50 percent of the states used ten or more. Nine
states (and/or their LEAs) used all twelve of the criteria listed on the SEA Survey form. During
the 1993-94 school year, all but 3 of the reporting SEAs used a home language survey as a factor
in identifying LEP students. Most reported use of teacher observation (45 states), parent
information (44 states), and student records (44 states). About two-thirds of the states also relied
on referrals, teacher interviews, student grades, and informal assessments. All but four states
used at least one language proficiency test as an objective measure of limited English proficiency,
with the Language Assessment Scales (LAS) and the Language Assessment Battery (LAB) most
commonly reported across states. Achievement tests were used in 43 states (including the CTBS,

ITBS, SAT, and CAT) and criterion referenced were used by 21 states (and/or their LEAs).

Educational Programs for LEP Students

Among public school students, 78.5 percent were enrolled in special programs, while 30.4
percent of nonpublic students were enrolled in special programs. The largest proportions of LEP
students are served in state and local programs, with those programs reportedly serving about 72
percent of all LEP students. Since state and Jocal programs are not commonly available to
students in nonpublic schools, the large difference between public and nonpublic LEP student
participation is understandable, particularly when coupled with the generally poorer quality of
data concerning nonpublic school LEP students. Chapter 1 is the largest federal program serving

LEP students; it enrolls 31 percent of LEP students. Title VII programs enroll about 12 percent.
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Appendix A

SEA Survey Data Review Procedures

This appendix describes the procedures used to review data provided by the SEAs on the
SEA Survey for 1993-94 and for earlier years, as appropriate. The purpose of the review
procedures and the activities following from them was to ensure the data summarized in this

report are as free from error as possible.
Review Procedures for SEA Survey Data

OBEMLA received the State Surveys for 1993-94 during the summer months of 1995.
Westat was subcontracted to by OBEMLA through Developmentél Associates to prepare the data
files and to review, correct, summarize the Survey data, and prepare this report.

When reviewing the data, Westat preformed some basic internal consistency checks

including:

1) that the sum of the parts agreed with reported totals;

2) that the sum of items 3 (total LEPs served) and 5 (total LEPs not served) agreed
with the total reported for item 2 (total LEPs enrolled),

3) that the total LEP enrollment did not exceed the total K-12 enrollment; and

4) that the number of LEPs student enrolled in federal, state, and local programs did
not exceed the number of LEP students served.

Westat verified any data inconsistencies with OBEMLA and the SEA. In some cases,
SEAs revised their initial submission, which Westat entered into the master data base. In other
instances, the State provided explanations as to why the data were not reported in the required

format.
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Review Procedures for SEA Survey Data for 1990-91 and Prior Years

Limited attention in this report is paid to data for 1990-91 and earlier years. The primary
reasons for this are (1) that the data prior to the 1991-92 SEA Survey could not be reviewed and

verified or corrected and (2) significant changes were made by OBEMLA in the SEA Survey -

form for the 1991-92 school year. These two topics are addressed in this section.

Reviewing 1990-91 SEA Survey Data

Westat received both the SEA Surveys and a dBase file containing the 1990-91 data from
OBEMLA and cross checked each SEA Survey against the entered data. In cases where the data
were not in agreement, Westat entered the number provided on the SEA survey, unless
documentation for a chauge was provided by OBEMLA. Because Westat changed some of the
data provided by OBEMLA, the 1990-91 data presented in-this réport may not agree with data
presented in previous reports, graphs, or other tabular presentations. Westat also performed the
same internal consistency checks that were performed on the 1991-92 data, although the SEAs

were not contacted if a discrepancy was detected.

Changes in SEA Survey Form

The SEA Survey form has gone through two revisions in the last five years of the report.
The form revisions between 1990-91 and 1991-92 had significant impacts on the data collection
process and the comparability of data for years prior to and following the change. The revisions
made between the 1992-93 and 1993-94 forms were primarily made in response to prograrﬁmatic

changes which made some data irrelzvant.

SEA Survey form revisions: 1991-1992. The most obvious change in the 1991-92
survey form is the addition of a page and one-half of item-by-item instructions designed to clarify
acceptable response patterns; no instructions were provided on the form in prior years. Other
changes ranged from minor wording changes to significant changes in item substance. The

following list describes the changes made in 1991-92 compared to 1990-91:
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Part |

Item IAI -
Item JA2 -
Item IA3 -
Item A4 -

Item IAS -
Item IBI -

Item IB2 -
Item IB3 -
Part II

" Part III
Item IITA-
Item IIIB-

No changes

No changes

Minor wording changes

Added Chapter 1 Migrant Education Program, Vocational Education and
added specific types of programs (i.e., bilingual education program, ESL
only program, other) to state and/or local programs

Minor wording changes

Added Science and Social Studies under areas tested and deleted request
for number of LEP students above local norm or at local norm (and
changed the normative reference to state from local)

Minor wording changes

Minor wording changes

No changes

Minor wording changes and added an "other" response category
Changed item reference to be used in responding from IA3 to 1A4

Responses to items on which no changes were made (i.e., IAl, IA2, IIA, IIB) can be

compared; while significant changes on several of the items (i.e., A4, IB1, and IIIB) effectively

preclude comparing the SEAs’ responses for the two years. In terms of the items on which

minor wording changes were made, it appears to be reasonable to compare the results under some

circumstances. In this report, however, these comparisons are not made because the data on the

1990-91 SEA Surveys could not be verified.

SEA Survey form revisions: 1993-1994. The 1993-94 survey form was revised to

accommodate programmatic changes. The form was adapted to eliminate the collection of data

for two programs which were no longer funded: Recent Arrivals and Magnet Schools. An

unintended change was also made in the wording of the LEP retention question. The complete

list of changes from 1992-93 to 1993-94 includes:

Part 1
Item TA4 -
Item IB2 -

Eliminated Recent Arrivals and Magnet Schools programs
Changed wording from "Number of LEP students retained in one or more
grades" to "Number of LEP students in one or more grades”
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Appendix B

Supplementary Tables, by State Educational Agency

The following data tables contain supporting information on each SEAs LEP population.
Please note that, for all tables, Puerto Rico has responded with numbers of Limited Spanish
Proficient (LSP) students instead of LEP students. Please refer to Appendix C for further
supporting (information including explanations of data changes for earlier years).

Table Bl Grades K-12 Enrollment, LEP Enrollment, and Percent LEP Enrollment, by State:
1992-93 and 1993-94
1. Total figures
2. Public only
3. Nonpublic only

Table B2  Number and Percent of LEP Students Reported to Have Dropped Out or Been
Retained, by State: 1992-93 and 1993-94

Table B3  Number and Percent of LEP Students Scoring Below the State Norm, by Subject
Area Tested and State: 1992-93 and 1993-94
1. English/Reading and Mathematics
2. Science and Social Studies

Table B4  Criteria Used By SEAs to Identify LEP Students, By State: School Year 1993-94
Table BS Methods Used to Identify LEP Students, by State: 1993-94

Table B6  LEP Students Enrolled in Special Programs to Meet Their Educational Needs, by
State: 1992-93 and 1993-94
1. Total figures
2. Public only
3. Nonpublic only

Table B7  Public LEP Students Who Could Benefit From, but are not Enrolled in, Special
Programs to Meet Their Educational Needs, by State: 1992-93 and 1993-94

Table B8  Number and Percentage of LEP Students Served by Federal and State Programs, by
State and Type of Program: 1992-93 and 1993-94
1-7. Federal programs
8. State programs
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ITotaI U.S., D.C., and Territories 44,379,435 ¢5,443,389 2.4 2,620,747 3,037,922 15.9 5.9 6.7 J

W Percontage was calcuiaied based on totais frem only thoss siates reeponding to both dela iterns.
upommmmummdwmxoqmlmmmunnmwmmmmmm.

Table B1 Grades K-12 Total Enroliment, LEP Enroliment, and Percent LEP I
(10f3) Enrofiment, by State: 1992-93 and 1993-94
Total K-12 Enroliment Total K-12 LEP Enroliment Percent LEP Enroliment &/ I
State 199293  1993-94 % Change b/ 1992-93 1993-94 % Change b/ 1992-93 1993-94
Alabama 714402 714916 0.1 2,332 3214 a7 0.3 0.4
Alaska 124697 125813 09 13488 26812 98.8 108 213
Arizona 748,340 808,039 80 83643 9501 136 . 1.2 11.8
Arkansas 440682 445913 12 3,423 4,002 169 08 0.9
Califomnla 5,749,791 5841.520 16 1,151,819 1,215,218 55 200 208
Colorado 653,399 669,654 25 24876 26,203 5.3 38 39 '
Connecticut 537,342 554,039 3.1 17637 21,020 19.2 33 a8
Delaware 127,559 129,129 1.2 1,847 1,584 -14.2 14 12
District of Columbia 90,619 89,537 1.2 5,132 4,498 12,4 5.7 5.0
Florida 2272243 2,561,207 127 130,131 144,731 1.2 5.7 57
Georgia 1,273,863 1,298,407 19 10,043 11,877 183 0.8 09 I
Hawaii 209,697 213,312 1.7 11251 11,761 45 5.4 5.5
ldaho 238,072 241,250 13 4616 6,883 49.1 19 29
lilinois 2,120,975 2,210,179 42 94471 99,637 55 45 45
Indiana 1,058,446 1,073,870 15 5,017 5,342 65 05 05 I
lowa 540,571 542,499 0.4 4,556 5,343 17.3. 0.8 10
Kansas 451,536 451,536 0.0 6,900 6,900 0.0 1.5 1.5
Kentucky 750,958 658,488 -12.3 1,738 2,207 270 0.2 03
Louisiana 887,965 901,952 16 5,890 6,277 6.6 0.7 0.7 I
Maine 220,346 226,665 29 1,820 1,886 a6 08 08
Maryland 847,826 947,520 118 12719 14,336 127 15 15
Massachusetts 975,065 1,002,065 28 45405 44,094 29 47 44
Michigan 1,737,157 1,706,395 -1.8 37,272 45163 ° 21.2 21 26 I
Minnesota 868,044 884,798 19 17,979 20,108 1.8 2.1 23
Mississippi 555,907 545,270 1.9 3,222 3,259 1.1 0.6 06
Missouri 961,295 951,981 10 4,365 4,765 92 05 05 I _
Montana 167,827 171,201 20 7817 8,265 5.7 47 48
Nebraska 319,609 322,505 0.9 2,623 3,714 41.6 08 12
Nevada 232,686 246,218 5.8 12,040 14,370 19.4 5.2 5.8 .
New Hampshire 199,198 204,011 24 1,004 1,126 12.2 05 06
New Jersey 1,331,660 1,355,532 18 49,627 53,161 71 37 39 l
New Mexico 310914 350,083 126 83771 79,829 47 269 228
New York 3,107,102 3,168,546 20 194,593 216,448 1.2 6.3 6.8
North Carolina 1,158,960 1,179,852 18 . 8900 12428 396 08 1.1
* North Dakota 127,361 127,879 0.4 8,652 9,400 86 6.8 74 I
Ohio 2,080,869 2,028,199 .25 11,125 12,627 135 05 06
Oklahoma 609,125 616,452 1.2 19,7114 26,653 35.2 32 43
Oregon ¢/ 540,122 548,611 16 16,359 19,651 20.1 3.0 a6
Pennsyivania o/ c/ - o/ c/ - - - I
Rhode !sland 171,423 173,834 14 8,350 8,529 2.1 49 49
South Carolina 688,516 693,403 07 1594 2,036 277 0.2 0.3
South Dakota 152,829 153,997 08 8,197 5,438 -33.7 54 35
Tennessee 975970 996,574 2.1 2,770 3,533 275 03 04 '
Texas 3,714,384 3,788,769 20 344,915 422677 225 93 112
Utah 437,097 475870 8.9 24,447 21,364 1126 56 45
Vermont 110,626 101,591 8.2 723 859 18.8 07 08
Virginia o o - ¢ . d - - - l
Washington 962,908 984,876 23 32,858 30,627 6.8 34 31
Wast Virginia [~} o/ - o/ [~} - -- -
Wisconsin 976,222 993,783 18 14,788 17677 ° 19.5 15 18
Wyoming 101,133 101,769 06 2,027 2,013 07 20 20 I
[Total U.S. and D.C. 43,633,338 44,579,509 22 2,558,487 2,804,556 9.6 59 6.3 ]
American Samoa 14,594 14,650 04 13972 13,945 0.2 957 952
Guam o o - o o - - -
Marshall Islands o 15,755 - ¢ 15755 - - 1000
Micronesia o 36,087 .. o 36,010 .. .. 99.8
Northem Marnanas 9,789 9727 -06 9,564 9,346 23 977 261
Paiau 3,356 3,317 12 2,823 2719 37 84.1 820
Puerto Rico I/ 688,897 754,401 95 34,619 149,824 3328 5.0 199
Virgin Islands 29,461 29,943 16 1,282 5,767 3498 a4 19.3
¢/ SEA did not partiapate

Q & Data not reported
EMC / The LEP count for Oregan i for LEP parbcpating and e therelore an undercount of the ackual LEP in the stae. 40 I
AEANG A 1/ Pusrto Rico has responded with numbers of Limited Sparsh Proficent (LSP) students.
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Table B1 PUBLIC ONLY: Grades K-12 Total Enroliment, LEP Enroliment,
(2 of 3) and Percent LEP Enroliment, by State: 1992-93 and 1993-84

Public K-12 Enroliment Public K-12 LEP Enroliment Public Percent LEP Enroliment a/
State 1992-93 1993-84 % Change I/ 1992-93 1993-94 % Change b/ 1992-93 1993-94
Alabama 714,102 714916 0.1 2,332 3,214 378 0.3 04
Alaska 120,116 121,396 11 13,489 26,812 98.8 11.2 221
Arizona 711,899 762,863 7.2 75,910 90,609 194 10.7 119
Arkansas 440,682 445913 1.2 3,423 4,002 16.9 0.8 0.9
Califomia 5195777 5,267,277 14 1,151,819 1,215218 55 22.2 231
Colorado 612,635 625,062 20 24,876 26,203 53 4.1 4.2
Connecticut 473,055 484,186 2.4 17,637 21,020 19.2 3.7 4.3
Delaware 104,321 105,547 1.2 1,701 1470 -13.6 1.6 14
District of Columbia 80,678 80,678 0.0 4,620 4,449 3.7 5.7 5.5
Florida 2,071,980 2,339,937 129 130,131 144731 112 6.3 6.2
Seorgia 1,200,530 1,223,407 1.9 9,803 11,7 197 0.8 1.0
Hawaii 176,923 180,139 18 11172 11,621 40 6.3 6.5
idaho 231,816 235,385 15 4,596 6,848 49.0 2.0 2.9
Illinois 1,833,885 1,893,077 3.2 94,471 99,637 55 52 5.3
indiana 959,876 964,352 0.5 5,017 5,342 6.5 0.5 0.6
lowa 495,342 497,015 0.3 4,319 5,184 20.0 0.9 1.0
Kansas 451,536 451,536 0.0 6,900 6,900 0.0 1.5 1.5
Kentucky 687,158 658,488 4.2 1,658 2,108 271 0.2 0.3
Louisiana 767,457 773,779 0.8 5,878 6,239 6.1 0.8 0.8
Maine 207,779 213,800 2.9 1,713 1,763 29 0.8 0.8
Maryland 735,698 790,938 7.5 12,076 13,951 155 1.6 18
Massachusetts 861,468 879,663 2.1 41,580 43,690 5.1 438 5.0
Michigan 1,567,000 1,517,924 -3.1 37,272 45,163 21.2 24 3.0
Minnesota 786,413 803,101 2.1 17,979 20,108 11.8 23 2.5
Mississippi 505,444 505,907 0.1 1.891 1,910 10 0.4 04
Missouri 840,409 852,042 1.4 3.804 4,382 152 0.5 0.5
Montana 159,760 163,020 2.0 7.341 7.950 8.3 46 49
Nebraska 281,367 283,935 0.9 2,482 3,543 427 0.9 1.2
Nevada 222,846 235,800 58 11,970 14,296 194 54 6.1
New Hampshire 181,247 185,360 2.3 842 1,070 271 0.5 0.6
New Jersey 1,130,560 1,151,610 1.9 46,573 49,670 6.6 4.1 4.3
New Mexico 283,145 321,186 134 83.771 79,829 4.7 296 249
New York 2,637,745 2,698,954 2.3 173,347 191,787 10.6 6.6 71
North Carolina 1,100,936 1,108,625 0.7 8,867 12,408 39.9 0.8 11
North Dakota 118,094 118,500 0.3 6,835 7.849 148 58 6.6
Ohio 1,841,989 1,802,605 -2.1 10304 11,695 135 06 0.6
Okiahoma 597,096 604,155 1.2 19,368 26,259 356 3.2 4.3
Oregon &/ 510,122 516,611 1.3 16,359 19,651 201 3.2 3.8
Pennsylvania ¢/ o/ - o/ o/ .- - -
Rhode Isiand 145,676 147,493 1.2 7.839 8,079 31 5.4 5.5
South Carolina 646,988 651,422 0.7 1,502 1,965 30.8 0.2 0.3
South Dakota 135,267 135,494 0.2 4,527 3,848 -15.0 3.3 2.8
Tennessee 906,975 923,673 1.8 2,731 3,450 26.3 0.3 0.4
Texas 3,541,769 3,601,839 17 343,356 421,372 227 9.7 11.7
Utah 432,979 471,557 89 24,447 21,364 -12.6 5.6 4.5
Vermont 101,591 98,558 -3.0 714 848 188 0.7 0.9
Virginia o/ o/ - o/ o/ - - -
Washington 896,475 915,694 21 32,339 30,461 -5.8 3.6 3.3
Waest Virginia o/ o/ .. o/ o/ - - -
Wisconsin 829,415 844,001 18 14,243 17,185 207 17 2.0
Wyoming 100,313 100,899 0.6 1,952 1,938 -0.7 1.9 19
[To(al U.S. and D.C. 39.636,634 40,469,319 241 2,507,776 2,760,822 10.1 6.3 6.8 ]
American Samoa 12,792 12,775 -0.1 12,441 12,360 0.7 97.3 96.8
Guam o/ o/ - o/ o/ - - -
Marshall Istands o/ 10,746 - o/ 10,746 - - 100.0
Micronesia o/ 32,249 - o 32,249 - - 100.0
Northem Maranas 7,732 7,709 -0.3 7,632 7.570 -0.8 98.7 98.2
Pailau 2,653 2614 -15 2,175 2,143 -1.5 82.0 82.0
Puerto Rico #/ 642,392 637,034 -08 32,119 149,824 366.5 5.0 235
Virgin Islands 22,651 23,353 R 1,282 4,749 270.4 57 20.3
|Total U.S., D.C., and Termitories 40,324,854 41,195,799 22 2,563,425 2,980,463 16.3 6.4 7.2 )

o Percentage was caiculated hased on totale from only those states reeponding to both data items.
b/ Percentage was caicuiated based on totale from onty those states responding to this data item for both years.

¢/ SEA did not participate
& Data not reported

o The LEP count for Oregon m for LEP pacticipating and is therefore an undercount of the actual LEP in the state.
1/ Puerio Rico Fas responded with numbers of Limited Spanieh Proficent (LSP) students.

4.

BEST COPY AvAILABLE




i Table Bt NONPUBLIC ONLY: Grades K-12 Total Enrollment, LEP Enroliment,

| (3 of 3) and Percent LEP Enrollment, by State: 1992-93 and 1993-94
Nonpubllc K-12 Enroliment Nonpublic K-12 LEP Enroliment Nonpublic Percent LEP Enroliment a/

State 199293  1993-84 % Change W 1992-93 1993-94 % Change btV 1992-93  1993-94
Alabama o/ o - o o - - -
Alaska 4,581 4,417 3.6 [} o/ - . .
Arizona ’ 36,441 45,176 240 7733 4,402 431 212 9.7
Arkansas o/ o/ - o o - . -
Califomia 554,014 574,243 37 o/ o - - -
Colorado 40,764 44,592 9.4 o/ o - - -
Connecticut 64,287 69,853 8.7 o/ o - - -
Delaware 23,238 23,582 15 146 114 -21.9 0.6 0.5
District of Columbia 9,941 8,859 -10.9 512 49 -90.4 5.2 08
Florida 200,263 221,270 105 o/ o/ .- . .-
Georgia 73,333 75,000 2.3 240 146 -39.2 0.3 0.2
Hawait 32,774 33,173 1.2 79 140 7.2 0.2 0.4
{daho 6,256 5,865 -6.3 20 35 75.0 0.3 0.6
Hinois 287,080 317,102 10.5 o o - - -
Indiana 98,570 109,518 11 o o .- .- .-
lowa 45,229 45,484 0.6 237 159 -32.9 0.5 0.3
Kansas o o - o o - - -
Kentucky 63,800 o - 80 99 23.8 0.1 -
Louisiana 120508 128,173 6.4 12 38 2187 . 00 0.0
Maine 12,567 12,865 24 107 123 15.0 0.9 10
Maryland 112,128 156,582 39.6 643 385 -40.1 0.6 0.2
Massachusetts 113,597 122,402 7.8 3,825 404 -89.4 34 0.3
Michigan 170,157 188,471 108 o/ o/ .- - .-
Minnesota 81,631 81,697 0.1 o o/ - .- -
Mississippi 50,463 39,363 220 1,331 1,349 14 26 34
Missouri 120,886 99,939 <173 561 383 -31.7 0.5 04
Montana 8,067 8,181 14 476 3i5 -33.8 5.9 39
Nebraska 38,242 38,570 0.9 141 171 213 0.4 0.4
Nevada 9,840 10,418 59 70 74 57 0.7 0.7
Naw Hampshire 17,951 18,651 3.9 162 56 -65.4 0.9 0.3
New Jersey 201,100 203,922 14 3,054 3,491 14.3 15 17
New Mexico 27,769 28,897 4.1 o o - - -
New York 469,357 469,592 0.1 21,246 24,661 16.1 4.5 5.3
North Carolina 58,024 71,227 22.8 33 20 -39.4 0.1 0.0
North Dakota 9,267 9,379 1.2 1.817 1,561 -14.6 19.6 16.5
Ohio 238,880 225,594 -5.6 821 932 13.5 0.3 04
Oklahoma 12,029 12,297 2.2 346 394 13.9 2.9 3.2
Oregon &/ 30,000 32,000 6.7 o/ o .- - -
Pennsyivania c/ c/ - c/ o/ - - -
Rhode Island 25,747 26,341 2.3 511 450 -11.9 20 17
South Carolina 41,528 41,981 1.1 92 71 -22.8 0.2 0.2
South Dakota 17.562 18,503 54 3,670 1,590 -56.7 20.9 8.6
Tennessee 68,995 72,901 5.7 39 83 112.8 0.1 0.1
Texas 172,615 186,930 8.3 1,559 1,305 -16.3 09 07
Utah 4,118 4,313 | 4.7 o/ 0 .- - -
Vemont 9,035 3,033 -66.4 9 11 222 0.1 0.4
Virginia c/ o - c/ c/ - - -
Washington 66,433 69,182 41 519 166 -68.0 0.8 0.2
West Virglnia c/ c/ - c/ c/ - - -
Wisconsin 146,807 149,782 2.0 545 492 -97 0.4 0.3
Wyoming 820 870 6.1 75 75 0.0 9.1 86
[Total U.S.and D.C. 3,996,704 4,110,190 2.8 50,711 43,734 -13.8 1.3 11 J
American Samoa 1,802 1,875 4.1 1.531 1,585 35 85.0 845
Guam o/ c/ - o/ o/ - - -
Marshall islands c/ 5,009 - o/ 5,009 . - 100.0
Micronesia c/ 3,838 - o/ 3,761 - - 98.0
Northem Marianas 2,057 2,018 -1.9 1,932 1,776 -8.1 93.9 88.0
Palav 703 703 0.0 648 576 111 92.2 81.9
Puerto Rico #/ 46,505 117,367 152.4 2,500 o/ - 5.4 .
Virgin Islands 6.810 6,590 -3.2 o/ 1,018 . .. 15.4
{Totel U.S., D.C., and Territories 4,054,581 4,247,590 4.8 57,322  57.459 0.2 1.4 14

o Percentage was caiculaved based on totals from only those states responding 10 both daia ems.
W Parcentage was caluinied based on totals from orly thoes states responding to this data Hem for both years.

o o SEA did nut participale
o Data not reported v
ERIC  §eiit et cop i o7 ooy ot paion ot e s 7 e s oy  BESTCOPYAVAILABLE
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Table B2 Number and Percent of LEP Students Reported to Have Dropped Out
or Been Retained, by State: 1992-93 and 1993-94

1992-93 LEP Dropouts 1993-94 LEP Dropouts 1992-93 LEP Retained 1993-24 LEP Retained
State Number Percent a/ Number Percent a/ Number  Percent a/ Number Percent &/
Alabama o/ - b/ - b/ -- [*Y -
Alaska b/ - 2,010 75 o/ - b/ -
Arizona b/ - b/ -- b/ - o/ .
Arkansas b/ - b/ - b/ - b/ -
Califomia b/ - b/ - b/ - b/ -
Colorado 882 35 858 3.3 355 14 281 11
Connecticut 113 0.6 b/ -~ b/ - b/ -
Delaware 6 0.3 8 0.5 65 35 b/ -
District of Columbia b/ - b/ -- b/ - b/ -
Florida 1,367 141 2,020 1.4 4,811 3.7 5,821 4.0
Georgia b/ . - b/ -~ b/ - b/ -
Hawaii 28 0.2 b/ - 514 46 522 4.4
1daho 107 23 126 1.8 57 1.2 b/ -
lllinois 482 0.5 468 0.5 b/ - b/ -
Indiana 16 0.3 19 04 174 35 132 2.5
lowa 111 2.4 95 1.8 63 14 72 13
Kansas 171 2.5 b/ - 96 14 b/ -
Kentucky 1 0.6 13 0.6 5 0.3 1" 0.5
Louisiana 96 1.6 70 141 178 3.0 273 43
Maine 15 0.8 14 0.7 5 0.3 b/ -
Maryland 122 1.0 208 1.5 88 0.7 162 1.1
Massachusetts 708 1.6 b/ - b/ - b/ -
Michigan b/ .- b/ - b/ - b/ -
Minnesota 341 1.9 379 1.9 395 2.2 307 1.5
Mississippi 26 0.8 33 1.0 146 45 130 4.0
Missouri 5 0.1 b/ - 21 0.5 b/ -
Montana 127 1.6 285 3.4 113 14 b/ -~
Nebraska 121 46 226 6.1 80 3.0 232 6.2
Nevada 120 1.0 263 18 159 13 248 1.7
New Hampshire b/ .- b/ - b/ - b/ -
New Jersey 5§30 11 598 11 b/ -- R b/ -
New Mexico 1,848 2.2 655 08 1,077 1.3 606 08
New York b/ - b/ - b/ - b/ -
North Carolina 147 17 209 17 209 2.3 347 2.8
North Dakota 0 0.0 b/ .- 0 0.0 b/ -
Ohio 20 0.2 172 14 474 43 298 2.4
Oklahoma 348 1.8 297 11 ™ by 4 b/ .-
Oregon b/ - b/ - b/ - b/ -
Pennsyivania c/ - c/ - o/ - c/ -
Rhode Isiand 13 0.2 b/ - ] - b/ -
South Carolina 17 1.1 1 05 29 1.8 56 2.8
South Dakota 116 1.4 115 2.1 113 14 143 26
Tennessee 66 2.4 156 44 70 2.5 142 40
Texas b/ ‘- b/ - b/ - b/ -
Utah 598 2.4 598 28 b/ - b/ -
Vermont b/ -- 8 0.9 b/ - b/ -
Virginia c/ - o/ - c/ - o/ -
Washington 1,807 55 823 27 342 1.0 844 2.8
West Virginia o/ - c/ .- c/ - o/ -
Wisconsin 361 2.4 361 20 288 1.9 453 2.6
Wyoming 12 0.6 24 1.2 27 1.3 21 1.0
[Total US.and DC. 10,858 1.6 11,122 17 10,885 24 11,101 Zﬂ
American Samoa 0 0.0 19 0.1 0 0.0 0 0.0
Guam o/ - c/ - c/ - o/ -
Marshall islands c/ - 646 q.1 c/ - b/ -
Micronesia o/ - b/ - c/ - b/ -
Northem Marianas b/ - 74 0.8 b/ -- b/ -
Palau 0 0.0 b/ 0 0.0 0 0.0
Puerto Rico d/ b/ - b/ - b/ - b/ -
Virgin Islands b/ . b/ - b/ - [+9 -
Total U.S, D.C.,
and Territories 10,858 15 11,861 1.7 10,685 23 11,101 25

o Percentage was caicuisted based on totale from only those states reeponding to the specific data tem and the total LEP enroliment.

Q t/ Data ot reported. - BEST COPY AVAILABLE
ERIC e

¢/ SEA did not partiapate.

. o/ Puerto Rico has responded with numbers of Limited Sparsh Proficient (&P)Mwmwuﬁuqmwmmulmmmm responding to both data tems.
vulm-n Provided by ERIC i




Table B3 Number and Percent of LEP Students Scoring Below the State Norm, I
(10f2) by Subject Area Tested and State: 1992-93 and 1993-94
1992-93 EnglistvReading 1993-94 English/Reading 1992-93 Mathematics 19093-94 Mathematics I
State Number Percent a/ Number  Percent a/ Number Percent &/ Number Percent a/
Alabama 1,679 72.0 1,249 389 1,125 48.2 736 22.9
Alaska b/ - 7,973 298 Y - b/ -
Arizona 25,670 - 307 b/ - 25,181 30.1 b/ - I
Arkansas b/ - b/ - Y .- Y -
Califomia b/ - b/ - v/ - v/ -
Colorado 13,423 54.0 10,194 389 6,854 278 4,312 16.5
Connectlcut b/ - 1,034 4.9 W - 1,009 48
Delaware b/ . 120 7.6 b/ - 148 9.3 I
District of Columbia b/ - b/ - Y . Y] -
Florida b/ - 9,150 6.3 [+ - 6,180 43
Georgia b/ - b/ - Y] . o/ -
Hawaii 3,485 31.0 3,451 29.3 2,487 224 2,632 215 I
Idaho 1,464 3.7 2,589 37.6 1,190 25.8 2,019 29.3
llinois b/ - b/ - Y - b/ -
Indiana 5,017 100.0 6,342 100.0 b/ - b/ - l
lowa 550 121 1,787 334 450 9.9 1,318 247
Kansas 1,322 19.2 6,500 94.2 745 10.8 275 46.7
Kentucky 160 9.2 665 30.1 69 4.0 PN 13.5
Louisiana 2,400 40.7 2,431 387 1,331 226 1,575 251
Maine . 387 213 1,640 87.0 387 213 1,640 870
Maryland o/ - b/ - Y - v -
Massachusetts b/ - b/ - b/ - b/ -
Michigan b/ - b/ - Y - b/ -
Minnesota 7,752 431 7.196 35.8 5,539 30.8 5,158 256
Mississippi 1,564 485 2,226 383 1,232 38.2 1,846 56.6
Missouri 646 14.8 637 13.4 605 139 546 11.5
Montana 2,470 316 2,934 355 b/ .- b/ -
Nebraska 301 1.5 586 15.8 279 10.6 521 140
Nevada 1.481 12.3 1,068 74 1,141 95 896 6.2
New Hampshire 326 32.5 308 27.4 202 201 b/ -
New Jersey 1,759 3.5 16,665 31.3 1,399 2.8 13,071 24.6 I
New Mexico 28,805 34.4 20,632 25.8 24,199 28.9 13,471 16.9
New York 80,472 414 102,808 475 35,141 18.1 15,568 7.2
North Carolina b/ - 2,814 22.6 Y - 2,394 19.3
North Dakota b/ - 2,773 29.5 b/ - 2,773 295
Ohio 3,451 31.0 3,280 26.0 1,959 17.6 1,810 143
Oklahoma 6,399 32,5 8,720 327 4,480 227 6,893 25.9
Oregon b/ - b/ .- b/ - b/ -
Pennsylvania . o/ - o/ - o/ - o/ -
Rhode Island 7.839 93.9 b/ - Y - b/ -
South Carolina b/ - b/ - b/ . b/ -
South Dakota 2,064 25.2 3453 63.5 1,935 23.6 3,145 57.8
Tennessee 1.000 36.1 1,114 NS 567 20.5 741 21.0
Texas 102,259 29.6 68,505 16.2 102,951 29.8 67,637 16.0 |
Utah 148 06 " 148 07 323 13 323 1.5
Vermont b/ .- b/ - b/ . b/ -
Virginia o/ o/ o/ - o/ o/ o/ -
Washington b/ - 19,342 63.2 Y - 5,043 16.5 l
Waest Virginia o/ o/ o/ - o/ o/ o/ -
Wisconsin 270 1.8 153 0.9 202 1.4 85 0.5
Wyoming $30 459 890 442 382 18.8 280 13.9 l
[Total U.S.and D.C. 305,493 31.6 320.382 258 222,355 235 167,210 140 |
American Samoa 6,888 49.3 6,861 49.2 3,549 254 3,458 248
Guam o/ o/ o/ - o/ o/ o/ -
Marshall Islands o/ o/ 11,659 74.0 o/ o/ 11,859 74.0 I
Micronesia o/ 4 151 0.4 o/ [} 239 07
Northern Marianas b/ - b/ - b/ .- Y .-
Palau b/ - b/ - Y - o/ -
Huerto Rico o/ 55 0.0 55 0.0 40 0.0 40 0.0 l
Virgin Islands 375 29.3 385 6.7 328 258 338 5.9
Total U.S., D.C.,
and Territories 312,811 27.7 339,493 23.2 226,272 20.4 182,944 129
»lPomnuoowuwbmbdbuodmtohhlmodymulumﬁ\gm&nmﬁcuunmlndhloULEPmu. l
L tv Data not reported.
¢/ SEA did not participats.
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Table B3 Number and Percent of LEP Students Scoring Below the State Nomm,
(2 of 2) by Subject Area Tested and State: 1992-93 and 1993-94
I 1992-93 Science 1993-64 Sclence 1992-93 Social Studies 1993-94 Social Studles ;
State Number  Parcent &/ Number  Percent &/ Number  Percent &/ Number Percent &/
Alabama o/ - b/ - Y] - [ -
I Alaska o - b/ - Y] - o/ -
Arizona b/ .- o/ - b/ . b/ -
Arkansas b/ - o/ - o/ - o/ -
Califomia b/ - b/ - Y] - o -
I Colorado b/ - o/ - b/ - o/ .
Connecticut b/ - b/ - Y - o/ -
Delaware b/ - b/ - b/ - b/ -
District of Columbia b/ - b/ - b/ - b/ -
' Florida b/ - b/ - Y - b/ -
Georgia b/ - b/ - b/ - b/ -
Hawait b/ - b/ - b/ - b/ -
Idaho b/ - b/ - b/ - b/ -
' lllinois b/ - b/ - b/ . b/ -
Indiana b/ - b/ -- b/ - b/ -
lowa 165 36 . 846 15.8 181 4.0 915 171
p Kansas 148 21 b/ - o/ - o/ -
I Kentucky YAl 41 390 17.7 95 5.5 101 46
Louisiana 1,147 19.5 1,312 209 1,137 19.3 . 1,339 213
Maine 387 213 1,640 87.0 b/ - 1,640 87.0
Maryland b/ - b/ - Y - b/ -
I Massachusetts b/ - b/ - b/ - M ) -
Michigan b/ -- b/ - o/ - b/ -
Minnesota 1,700 9.5 3,341 16.6 1,134 6.3 3,354 16.7
Mississippt o/ - 403 12.4 o/ .- 425 130
I Missouri 546 12.5 500 10.5 552 12.6 530 1.1
Montana b/ - b/ - b/ - b/ -
Nebraska b/ - b/ - b/ - b/ -
Nevada b/ - b/ - b/ - b/ -
I New Hampshire 200 19.9 b/ - 222 221 b/ -
New Jersey b/ - b/ - b/ - b/ -
New Mexico 15,924 19.0 9,296 1.6 16,115 19.2 10,632 13.3
New York b/ - b/ .- b/ - b/ -
' North Carolina b/ - 1,492 12.0 b/ -- 1,917 154
North Dakota b/ -- 2,773 29.5 b/ - 2,773 29.5
Ohio 872 7.8 916 73 1,068 8.6 1,022 8.1
Oklahoma 1,251 6.3 b/ -- 1,251 6.3 737 28
I QOregon b/ - b/ - o/ - b/ -
Pennsylvania [~} - o/ -- [~} - o/ -
Rhode Island i - b/ - b/ - b/ -
South Carolina b/ - b/ - b/ - b/ -
I South Dakota b/ T b/ .- b/ - b/ -
Tennessee b/ -- b/ - b/ - b/ .-
Texas 54,353 15.8 b/ - 53,934 15.6 b/ -
Utah 114 0.5 114 0.5 0 0.0 b/ -
Vermont b/ - b/ - : b/ - b/ -
I Virginia o/ o/ o/ - o/ o/ o/ -
Washington b/ - 2,535 8.3 b/ - 2,320 76
Waest Virginia o/ o/ o/ - o/ o/ o/ -
I Wisconsin 205 1.4 72 0.4 193 13 54 0.3
Wyoming 340 16.8 319 15.8 o/ - o/ -
[Total U.8. and D.C. 77,423 14.2 25,949 1.3 75,882 142 27,759 1.9 ]
American Samoa 4,271 30.6 b/ - 5,327 38.1 b/ -
I Guam [~} o/ [~} - [~} o/ [~} -
Marshalt Islands o/ o/ 11,659 740 o/ o/ Y -
Micronesia o/ o/ b/ - o/ o/ b/ --
Northem Marianas b/ - b/ . b/ - b/ -
l Palau b/ - b/ - b/ - b/ -
Puerto Rico o/ b/ - b/ - b/ - b/ -
Virgin Islands 313 24.4 323 5.6 332 25.9 342 59
I Towl US.. DC.
and Territories 82,007 146 37,931 15.1 81,541 148 28,101 1.8
alPorconuqowucuujlbdbcudmlowolmmmuium\gwﬂnmﬁcaun«nWMlowLEPwM
Q. o SEA &9 o parioat SRV
E MC o/ Puerto Rico ::a z::wdod with numbers of Limiled Spansh Proficient (LSP) students. BEST (JO' A AVA”‘ABLE
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Table B5
(1 of 2)

Student

Methods Used to Identify LEP Students, by State: 1993-94

Teacher

Teacher Parent Student
State Records Observation Iinterview Referral Information Grades
Alabama YES YES YES YES YES YES
Alaska YES YES NO NO YES NO
Arizona NO NO NO YES YES NO
Arkansas YES YES YES YES YES YES
Califomia YES YES YES YES YES YES
Colorado NO NO NO NO YES NO
Connecticut YES YES YES NO NO NO
Delaware YES YES YES YES YES YES
District of Columbia YES NO NO YES YES NO
Florida NO NO NO NO NO NO
Georgia YES YES YES YES YES YES
Hawaii YES YES NO YES YES YES
Idaho YES YES YES YES YES YES
\llinois YES YES YES YES YES YES
indiana YES NO NO NO NO YES
lowa NO YES YES NO NO YES
Karsas . YES YES YES YES YES YES
Kentucky ¢ YES YES YES YES YES YES
Louisiana YES YES YES YES YES YES
Maine YES YES YES YES YES YES
Maryland YES YES YES YES YES YES
Massachusetts YES YES YES YES YES NO
Michigan NO NO NO YES NO NO
Minnesota YES YES NO YES YES NO
Mississippi YES YES YES YES YES YES
Missouri YES YES YES YES YES YES
Montana YES YES NO YES YES YES
Nebraska YES YES YES YES YES YES
Nevada YES YES YES YES YES YES
New Hampshire YES YES YES YES YES NO
New Jersey NO YES YES NO NO YES
New Mexico YES YES YES YES YES - YES
New York YES YES YES YES YES NO
North Carolina YES YES YES YES YES YES
North Dakota YES YES YES e YES YES YES
Ohio YES YES YES YES YES YES
Okiahoma YES YES NO YES YES YES
Oregon YES YES YES YES YES YES
Pennsylvania a/ a/ a/ a/ a/ a/
Rhode Island NO NO NO NO NO NO
South Carolina YES YES YES YES YES YES
South Dakota YES YES YES YES YES YES
Tennesses YES YES YES YES YES YES
Texas NO NO NO NO NO NO
Utah YES YES YES YES YES YES
Vermont YES YES NO YES YES NO
Virginia a/ a/ a/ a/ a/ a/
Washington YES YES YES YES YES NO
West Virginia a/ a/ a/ a a/ a/
Wisconsin YES YES YES YES YES YES
Wyoming NO YES YES YES YES YES
American Samoa YES YES YES YES YES YES
Guam a/ a/ a/ a/ a/ a/
Marshall isiands NO NO NO NO NO NO
Micronesia NO NO NO NO NO NO
Northern Marianas YES YES YES NO NO NO
Palau YES YES NO NO YES YES
Puerto Rico YES YES YES NO YES NO
Virgin Islands YES YES YES NO YES NO
[Total Number Using Method 44 45 39 40 44 B |
a/ SEA did not participate.
3
G




ERIC

PAFuiToxt Provided by ERIC

Table B5 Methods Used to Identify LEP Students, by State: 1993-94
(20f2)

Home Language Informal Language Achievement Criterion
State Survey Assessment Proficiency Test Test Referenced Test Other
Alabama YES NO YES YES NO NO
Alaska YES NO YES YES YES YES
Arizona YES YES YES YES YES NO
Arkansas YES YES YES YES YES NO
California YES YES YES YES YES YES
Colorado YES NO YES YES NO NO
Connecticut YES NO YES YES YES NO
Delaware YES YES YES NO NO YES
District of Columbia YES YES YES YES NO NO
Florida YES NO YES YES YES YES
Georgia YES YES YES YES YES YES
Hawai NO NO YES YES NO NO
Idaho YES YES YES YES NO YES
lllinois YES NO YES YES YES YES
Indiana YES NO YES NO NO NO
lowa YES NO YES YES NO NO
Kansas YES YES YES YES NO NO
Kentucky YES YES YES YES YES YES
Louisiana YES YES YES YES YES YES
Maine YES YES YES YES YES YES
Maryland YES YES YES YES YES YES
Massachusetts YES YES YES NO NO NO
Michigan YES NO YES NO NO NO
Minnesota YES YES YES YES NO NO
Mississippi YES YES YES YES NO YES
Missouri YES YES YES YES YES YES
Montana YES NO YES YES NO NO
Nebraska YES YES YES YES NO NO
Nevada YES YES YES YES NO NO
New Hampshire YES YES YES NO NO YES
New Jersey YES NO YES YES NO YES
New Mexico YES YES YES YES YES NO
New York YES NO YES YES NO NO
North Carolina YES YES YES YES NO NO
North Dakota YES YES YES YES NO NO
Ohio YES YES YES NO NO YES
Oklahoma YES YES YES YES YES YES
Oregon YES YES YES YES NO NO
Pennsylvania a/ a/ a/ a/ a/ a/
Rhode Island YES YES YES YES NO YES
South Carolina YES YES YES YES YES YES
South Dakota YES ‘'YES YES YES NO NO
Tennessee YES YES YES YES YES NO
Texas YES NO YES YES YES YES
Utah YES YES YES YES YES NO
Vermont YES YES YES NO NO NO
Virginia a a a a a/ a/
Washington YES NO YES YES NO NO
West Virginia af & af af af &
Wisconsin YES YES YES YES YES YES
Wyoming YES YES YES YES NO YES
American Samoa YES NO YES YES YES NO
Guam af af af af a/ &
Northemn Marianas NO NO NO NO NO NO
Micronesia YES NO NO YES NO NO
Northern Marianas NO NO NO NO NO NO
Palau YES YES NO NO NO YES
Puerto Rico YES YES YES NO NO YES
Virgin Islands YES YES YES NO NO YES
| Total Number Using Method 52 36 51 43 21 25
a/ SEA did not participate.

Lo



[Total U.S., D.C., and Temitories 2,620,747 3,037,922 2,117,283 2,355,858 11.3 80.8 77.5]

n/Pmnhgow-ulanbdbuodm!o‘nlmuﬂymnlum\&ng!ommumlovbomm.
upowmw-mMmmtmmmummmnmmm.

Table B6 Total LEP Students Enrolled in Special Programs to Meet Their ‘
(1 of 3) Educational Needs, by State: 1992-93 and 1993-34
Percent LEP Enrolied In
Totat LEP Enroliment Total LEP Enrolled in Special Programs Special Programs l
State 1992-93 1993-94 1992-93 1993-94 % Change &/ 1992-93 v 1993-94 W
Alabama 2,332 3214 2,261 3,180 40.6 97.0 98.9
Alaska 13,489 26,812 13,489 13,385 0.8 100.0 49.9
Arizona . 83,843 95,011 75,781 83,305 9.9 90.6 87.7
Arkansas 3.423 4,002 1,502 4,002 166.4 43.9 100.0 N
Califomia 1,151,819 1215218 893,956 892,470 0.2 77.6 734
Colorado 24,876 26,203 © 17,314 21,062 216 69.6 80.4
Connecticut 17,637 21,020 12,897 13,813 741 7341 65.7 l
Delaware 1,847 1,584 1,079 1,140 57 58.4 72.0
District of Columbia 5,132 4,498 4,614 T 4,362 -5.5 89.9 97.0
Florida 130,131 144,731 119,520 144,731 211 91.8 100.0
Georgia 10,043 11,877 7.329 8,540 16.5 . 73.0 71.9 I
Hawaii 11,251 11,761 11,172 11,761 53 99.3 100.0
{daho 4616 6,883 4,579 5,677 24.0 99.2 82.5
tHinois 94,471 99,637 95,297 99,178 4.1 100.9 99.5
indiana 5,017 5,342 1,767 2.284 29.3 35.2 4238 '
lowa 4,556 5,343 3,983 4,642 16.5 87.4 86.9
Kansas 6,900 6,900 6,597 6,597 0.0 95.6 95.6
Kentucky 1,738 2,207 1,306 1,691 29.5 751 76.6
Louisiana 5,890 6,277 5,235 5,749 9.8 88.9 91.6
Maine 1,820 1,886 1,283 1,560 216 70.5 827
Maryland 12,719 14,336 12,513 14,2680 140 98.4 99.5
Massachusetts 45,408 44,094 38,849 38,285 -1.5 85.6 86.8
Michigan 37,272 45,163 20,708 23,164 11.9 55.6 51.3
Minnesota 17,979 20,108 15,671 17,286 10.3 87.2 86.0
Mississippi 3.222 3,259 2,148 1,081 -49.7 66.7 33.2
Missouri 4,365 4,765 2.866 2,315 -40.1 88.6 486
Montana 7.817 8,265 3,338 3,671 10.0 42.7 44.4
Nebraska 2,623 3,714 1,251 3,094 147.3 47.7 833 '
Nevada 12,040 14,370 11,495 13,960 21.4 95.5 971
New Hampshire 1,004 1,126 619 808 30.5 617 ° 71.8
New Jersey 49627 53161 46,573 49,670 66 938 934 i
New Mexico 83,771 79,829 67,028 64,592 -36 80.0 809
New York ' 194,593 216,448 152,032 187,982 23.6 781 86.8
North Carolina 8,900 12,428 6,601 8,247 249 74.2 66.4
North Dakota 8.652 9,400 3,267 2,773 , 151 37.8 29.5
Ohio 11,125 12,627 9,465 9,695 24 85.1 76.8
Oklahoma © 19,714 26,653 17,679 20,374 15.2 89.7 76.4
Oregon &/ 16,359 19,651 16,359 19,651 20.1 100.0 100.0
Pennsyivania o/ o/ c/ o/ - - -
Rhode !sland 8,350 8,529 7.839 8.079 31 939 94.7
South Carolina 1,594 2,036 1,389 1,838 323 87.1 0.3
South Dakota 8,197 5,438 4977 2,527 -49.2 60.7 46.5
Tennessee 2,770 3,533 2,622 3,195 21.9 ' 94.7 90.4
Texas 344,915 422,677 313,654 398,022 26.9 90.9 94.2 I
Utah 24,447 21,364 10,068 18,879 a7.5 412 88.4
Vermont 723 859 363 496 36.6 50.2 57.7
Virginia o o o o - - -
Washington 32,858 30,627 32,339 28,465 -12.0 98.4 92.9 I
Waest Virginia o/ o/ o/ c/ - - -
Wisconsin 14,788 17,677 12,665 14,203 1241 85.6 80.3
Wyoming 2,027 2,013 980 770 21.4 48.3 38.3
| Total U.S. and D.C. 2,558,487 2,804,556 2,097,319 2,286,511 9.0 82.0 81.§J ‘
American Samoa 13,972 13,945 6,766 6,760 0.1 48.4 48.5
Guam o c/ o o/ . c/ -e
Marshall islands o 15,755 [~} 3,060 . o 19.4 l
Micronesia c/ 36,010 [ 36,010 - c 100.0
Northem Maranas 9,564 9,346 5,448 6,501 19.3 57.0 69.6
Palau 2,823 2719 - 1,847 2,258 22.3 65.4 83.0
Puerto Rico 1/ 34,619 149,824 4875 12,728 1611 141 8.5 l
Virgin islands 1,282 5,767 1,028 2,030 97.5 80.2 352
o/ SEA did not participate. I
Q o Data not reported. . _
. dThoLEPcourﬂofOrvqon-IofLEPpcmapcbnqu\duvmdmmu\domndnmehhuh. -
¥ Puerto Rico hae rsaponded with mmbers of Limrted Spanieh Proficient (LSP) shudenta. b,‘ BEST COPY AVAILABLE '




I Table E6 PUBLIC ONLY: LEP Students Enrolied in Special Programs to Meet Their
(2 of 3) ' Educational Needs, by State: 1992-93 and 1993-94
I ' Percent Public LEP Enroled
Public LEP Enroliment Public LEP Enrolled In Special Programs in Special Programs
| State 199293  1993-34 1992-93 1993-94 % Change & 1992-93 b/ 1993-9¢ o/
Alabama 2,332 3,214 2,261 3,180 406 97.0 98.9
Alaska 13,489 26,812 13,489 13,385 -0.8 100.0 49.9
Arizona 75,910 90,809 73,263 82,224 12.2 98.5 90.7
Arkansas 3,423 4,002 1,502 4,002 166.4 43.9 100.0
California 1,151,819 1,215,218 893,956 892,470 0.2 776 73.4
l Colorado 24,876 26,203 17,314 21,062 216 69.6 80.4
Connecticut 17,637 21,020 12,897 13,813 71 731 65,7
Delaware 1,701 1,470 1,079 1,140 57 63.4 776
District of Columbia 4,620 4,449 4,520 4,345 -3.9 97.8 97.7
Florida 130,131 144,731 119,520 144,731 211 91.8 100.0
I Georgia 9,803 11,731 7.329 8,540 16.5 74.8 72.8
Hawaii 11,172 11,621 11,172 11,621 4.0 100.0 100.0
\daho 4,596 6,848 4,559 5,642 238 99.2 82.4
linois 94 471 99,637 95,297 99,178 4.1 100.9 99.5
l Indiana 5,017 5,342 1,767 2,284 29.3 352 42.8
lowa 4319 5184 - 3,953 4614 16.7 91.5 89.0
Kansas 6,900 6,900 6,597 6,597 0.0 95.6 95.6
Kentucky 1,658 2,108 1,295 1,679 29.7 78.1 79.6
i Louisiana 5,878 6.239 5,233 5,730 9.5 89.0 91.8
Maine 1,713 1,763 1,207 1,477 22.4 70.5 83.8
Maryland 12,076 13,951 12,076 13,951 15.5 100.0 100.0
Massachusetts 41580 43,690 38,636 38,285 -0.9 92.9 87.6
I Michigan 37,272 45,163 20,708 23,164 1.9 55.6 51.3
Minnesota 17,979 20,108 15,671 17,286 10.3 87.2 86.0
Mississippi 1,891 1,910 1,316 1,081 -17.9 69.6 56.6
Missouri . 3,804 4,382 3,705 2,313 -37.6 97.4 52.8
I ’ Montana 7.341 7,950 3,240 3,422 56 44.1 43.0
Nebraska 2,482 3,543 1,225 2,967 142.2 49.4 837
Nevada 11,970 14,296 11,447 13,913 215 95.6 97.3
New Hampshire 842 1,070 514 773 54.4 61.0 722
' New Jersey 46,573 49,670 46,573 49,670 6.6 100.0 100.0
New Mexico 83,771 79,829 67,028 64,592 -36 80.0 80.9
New York 173,347 191,787 149,819 180,509 205 86.4 94.1
North Carolina 8,867 12,408 6,568 8,227 253 741 66.3
i Noith Dakota 6,835 7,849 2,886 2,444 -15.3 422 311
Ohio 10,304 11,695 9,029 9,336 34 87.6 79.8
Qklahoma 19,368 26,259 17,612 20,334 15.5 90.9 774
Oregon o/ 16,359 19,651 16,359 19,651 201 100.0 100.0
' Pennsylvania o/ o/ o/ o/ - - -
Rhode Island 7.839 8,079 7.839 8,079 3.1 100.0 100.0
South Carolina 1,502 1,965 1,306 1,782 36.4 87.0 807
South Dakota 4,527 3,848 2,448 2,234 -8.7 54.1 58.1
I Tennessee 2,731 3,450 2,598 3,136 207 95.1 90.9
Texas 343,35¢ 421,372 312,095 396,717 271 90.9 94.1
Utah 24,447 21,364 10,068 18,879 87.5 41.2 88.4
I Vermont 714 848 360 496 378 50.4 58.5
Virglnia o/ c/ o/ o/ - - -
Washington 32,339 30,461 32,339 28,363 -123 100.0 93.1
Wast Virginia o/ o/ o/ o/ - - -
Wisconsin 14,243 17,185 12,547 13,953 1.2 88.1 81.2
' Wyoming 1,952 1,938 930 750 -19.4 476 387
[ﬁal U.S. and D.C. 2,507,776 2,760,822 2,085,152 2,274,021 9.1 83.1 82.4A|
American Samoa 12,441 12,360 5,847 5,809 -0.6 47.0 47.0
Guam o/ [~} o/ o/ .- o/ -
Marshall islands o 10,746 c/ 3,030 - o/ 28.2
Micronesia o/ 32,249 o/ 32,249 - [} 100.0
Northern Marianas 7,632 7.570 5,448 6,501 19.3 71.4 859
Palau 2,175 2,143 1.588 2,000 259 73.0 93.3
Puerto Rico f/ 32119 149,824 4,875 12,728 161.1 152 8.5
Virgin Islands ¢/ 1,282 4,749 1,028 2,030 97.5 80.2 427
[TotalU.S., D.C.. and Territorles 2,563,425 2,980,463 2,103,938 2,338,368 111 82.1 78.5]
I a/Porcmqowuum.bdbuodm(oublmorwmumwondhglomumitomlocbo(hyuu.
uPorconhqowucalcdnbdbnmm(oublmoﬂyhou-mun‘pondmnw\hdnnm.
¢/ SEA did not partcipate.
\) o/ Daia not reported. ) ) )
E l C :xﬂ:ﬂ;;o::lm Oregon :‘:r LEP mr’o‘ ru:?:::;\:h P;oad::nnTL;P) nt of the actual LEP n the slate. -
SHPONIR vt mumbery sndents Cu BEST COPY AVAILABLE




Table B6 NONPUBLIC ONLY: LEP Students Enrolled in Special Programs to Meet Their '
(3 of 3) Educational Neads, by State: 1992-93 and 1993-94
Percent Nohpubilic LEP

Nonpublic LEP Enroilment Nonpubllc LEP Enrofiéd in Special Programs in Special Programs l
State 1992-93 1993-94 1992-93 1993-94 % Change &/ 1992-93 W/ 1993-94 o
Alabama o/ o/ o/ o/ - ~ -
Alaska 0 ‘W 0 o - 0.0 -
Arizona 7,733 4,402 2518 1,081 -57.1 326 246 i
Arkansas o/ o/ o/ o/ - - -
California o/ o/ o/ o/ - - -
Colorado o/ o/ o/ o/ - - -
Connecticut o/ o/ 0 o/ - 0.0 - I
Delaware 146 114 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0
District of Columbia 512 49 94 17 -81.9 18.4 347
Florida o/ o/ o/ o/ -- - -
Georgia 240 148 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I
Hawaii 79 140 0 140 -- 0.0 1000
{daho 20 35 20 35 75.0 100.0 100.0
{llinois d/ Cdf 0 o/ .- 0.0 -
Indiana o/ o/ o/ o/ - .- - ’
lowa 237 159 30 28 6.7 12.7 176
Kansas o/ o/ o/ o/ B - -
Kentucky 80 99 1 12 9.1 13.8 121
Louisiana 12 38 2 19 850.0 16.7 50.0 I
Maine 107 123 76 83 9.2 71.0 67.5
Maryland 643 385 437 309 -29.3 68.0 80.3
Massachusetts 3,625 404 213 0 -100.0 5.6 0.0
Michigan o/ o/ o o/ - - - H
Minnesota o/ o/ o/ o/ - .- -
Mississippi 1,331 1,349 832 o/ - 62.5 -
Missouri 561 383 161 2 -98.8 28.7 0.5
Montana 476 315 98 249 154.1 20.6 790 i
Nebraska 141 171 26 127 384.5 184 743 I N
Nevada 70 74 48 47 -2 68.6 635
New Hampshire 162 56 105 35 667 64.8 62.5 '
New Jersey 3,054 3,491 o/ o/ - - - e | O
New Maxico o o« o o - - - ' .
New York 21,2486 24,661 2,213 7.473 2377 104 30.3
North Carolina 33 20 33 20 -39.4 100.0 100.0
North Dakota 1,817 1,551 381 329 -13.6 21.0 212 I B
Ohio 821 932 436 359 177 53.1 385
Oklahoma 346 394 67 40 -40.3 194 102
Oregon o/ o/ o/ o/ - - -
Pennsylvania o/ o/ o/ [~} - - -
Rhode Isiand 511 * 450 0 o/ .- 0.0 -
South Carotina 92 7 83 56 .325 90.2 78.9
South Dakota 3,670 1,590 2,529 293 -88.4 68.9 18.4
Tennessee 39 83 24 59 145.8 61.5 711
Texas 1,559 1,305 1.559 1,305 -16.3 100.0 100.0
Utah 0 0 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Vermont 9 1" 3 0 -100.0 333 0.0
Virginia o/ o/ o/ o/ - - -
Washington 519 166 o/ 102 - - 61.4
Waest Virginia o o o o - - - A
Wisconsin 545 492 118 250 1119 217 50.8
Wyoming 75 75 50 20 60,0 66.7 26.7 I
[Total U.S. and D.C. 50,711 43,734 12,167 12,490 2.7 24.0 28.6|
American Samoa 1,531 1,585 919 951 35 60.0 60.0
Guam [~} [~} o [~} -- o -
Marshall Islands o/ 5,009 o 30 - o 0.6 l
Micronesia o/ 3,761 o/ 3,761 - o/ 100.0
Northern Marianas 1,932 1,776 0 o/ - 0.0 -
Palau 648 576 259 258 0.4 40.0 448
Puerto Rico t/ 2,500 o/ 0 o/ - 0.0 - '
Virgin Islands ¢/ 0 1,018 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0
[Totat US.. D.C.. and Termitorles 57,322 57,459 13,345 17,490 31.1 23.3 304]
o Percentage was calculated based on totals from only thoes states reeponding to this data item for doth years. l
hlPomomnoowumnmbudmhﬂimuwmnmm!obommm.
o/ SEA did not partiapate.

o 7&'.’;"2:”&% with numbers of Limited Spareh Proficent (LSP) students
ERIC Cu BEST COPY AVAILABLE l
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Table B7 Public LEP Students Who Could Benefit From, but are not Enrolled in, Special
Programs to Meet Their Educational Needs, by State: 1982-93 and 1993-94
. Percent Public LEP Not

Public LEP Enroliment Public LEP Not in Specia! Programs Enrolled in Speclal Programs
State 1992-93 1993-94 1992-93 1993-94 % Change &/ 1992-93 b/ 1993-94 b/
Alabama 2,332 3,214 7 34 521 3.0 11
Alaska 13,489 26,812 0 13,427 - 0.0 50.1
Arizona 75,910 90,609 2,647 8,385 216.8 35 9.3
Arkansas 3,423 4,002 1,921 0 -100.0 56.1 0.0
California 1,151,819 1215218 257,863 322,748 252 - 224 26.6
Colorado 24,876 26,203 7.562 5,141 -32.0 304 19.8
Connecticut 17,637 21,020 4,740 7.207 52.0 26.9 34.3
Delaware 1,701 1,470 622 330 -46.9 36.6 224
District of Columbia 4,620 4,449 100 104 4.0 2.2 23
Florida 130,131 144,731 10,610 0 -- 8.2 0.0
Georgia 9,803 11,731 2,474 3,191 29.0 252 27.2
Hawaii 11,172 11,621 0 0 0.0 0.0 00
ldaho 4,596 6,848 37 1,206 3,159.5 0.8 17.6
llinois 94,471 99,637 0 459 - 0.0 0.5
Indiana 5017 5,342 3.250 3.058 -5.9 64.8 57.2
lowa 4,319 5,184 366 570 55.7 8.5 110
Kansas 6,900 6,900 303 303 0.0 44 4.4
Kentucky 1,658 2,108 250 429 716 161 204
Louisiana 5878 6,239 645 509 -211 11.0 8.2
Maine 1,713 1,763 526 286 -43.5 29.5 16.2
Marytand 12,076 13,951 [ 0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Massachusetts 41,580 43,690 2,944 5,495 83.6 71 124
Michigan 37,272 45,163 16,564 21,999 32.8 444 48.7
Minnesota 17,979 20,108 2,308 2,822 223 12.8 14.0
Mississippi 1,891 1,910 575 829 442 30.4 43.4
Missouri 3,804 4,382 99 2,069 1,989.9 26 47.2
Montana 7.341 7.950 <101 4,528 104 55.9 57.0
Nebraska 2,482 3,543 1,257 576 -54.2 50.6 16.3
Nsvada 11,970 14,296 523 383 -26.8 4.4 27
New Hampshire 842 1,070 328 297 -9.5 39.0 278
New Jersey 46,573 49,670 0 3} 0.0 0.0° 0.0
New Mexico 83,771 79,829 16,743 15,237 -9.0 20.0 1941
New York 173,347 191,787 23,528 11,278 -52.1 13.6 59
North Carolina 8,867 12,408 2,299 4,181 81.9 25.9 337
North Dakota 6,835 7.849 3,949 5,405 36.9 - 57.8 68.9
Ohio 10,304 11,695 1,275 2,359 850 12.4 20.2
Oklahoma 19,368 26,259 1,756 5,925 1237.4 9.1 22.6
Oregon e/ 16,359 19,651 d/ 0 - - 0.0
Pennsylvania o o o o/ - o -
Rhode Island 7.839 8,079 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0
South Carolina 1,502 1,965 128 183 43.0 8.5 93
South Dakota 4,527 3,848 2,079 1,614 -22.4 459 41.9
Tennessee 2,731 3,450 133 314 136.1 4.9 9.1
Texas 343,356 421,372 31,261 24,655 -21.1 9.1 5.9
Utah 24,447 21,364 14,279 2,485 -82.6 58.4 11.6
Vermont 714 848 354 352 0.6 49.6 415
vVirginia [~} o o [~} - o -~
Washington 32,339 30,461 0 2,098 - 0.0 6.9
West Virginia o/ ¢/ o/ o/ - o/ -
Wisconsin 14,243 17,185 1,696 3,232 90.6 11.9 18.8
Wyoming 1,952 1,938 956 1,188 243 49.0 61.3
[Totai U.S. and D.C. 2,507,776 2,760,822 423,102 486,801 151 16.9 17.6]
American Samoa 12,441 12,360 6,477 6,551 11 52.1 53.0
Guam o o o o/ - .- -
Marshall islands [~} 10,746 [~} 7.716 - - 71.8
Micronesia ¢f 32,249 o 0 - - -
Northern Marianas 7,632 7.570 3,483 1,069 -69.3 456 141
Palau 2,175 2,143 587 143 -75.6 27.0 6.7
Puerio Rico #/ 32,119 149,824 27,244 137,096 403.2 84.8 91.5
Virgin islands 1,282 4,749 1,561 2,719 742 1218 573
[Totat U.S., D.C., and Teritones 2,563.425 2,960.463 462,454 642,095 38.8 18.0 21.5]
&/ Percentage wes caiculated based on totals from only thoee states feaponding to this data item for both ysars.
b/ Parcentage was caicuiated based on totals from only those atates fesponding 10 both data items.
¢/ SEA did not partiapate.
3?:&‘:%’;; w for LEP pariopating and is thersfors an undercount of the actusl LEP n the state G . BEST
qunommwmmdmimWPM(m) students. ‘ COPYAVA”—-ABLE




Table B8 Number and Percentage of LEP Students Served by Federal Programs,

(1 of 8) by State and Type of Program: 1982-93 and 1993-94 ’
Number in Chapter 1 Percent in Chapter 1 Number in Migrant Percent in Migrant

State . 199293 1993-94 1992-93 a/ 1993-94 a/ 1992-93 1993-954 1992-93 a/ 1993-94 a/
Alabama b/ b/ - - bi b/ - -
Alaska 1,298 1,415 10.0 53 1,218 2,416 9.0 9.0
Arizona 15,938 15,581 19.0 16.4 8,265 7,049 10.0 74

wrkansas 144 b/ 4.0 - 3,068 3,402 90.0 85.0

Salifornia 471,263 542,316 41.0 44.6 111,844 166,679 10.0 13.7
Colorado 1,978 2,341 8.0 8.9 1,687 2,931 7.0 11.2
Connecticut : 9,568 7.812 54.0 37.2 2,650 5,000 14.0 238
Delaware 278 292 15.0 184 178 242 10.0 163
District of Cclumbia 2,629 1,978 51.0 44.0 150 b/ 3.0 . -
Florida 17.806 22,740 14.0 16.7 4,342 6,425 3.0 44
Georgia 1,000 1,307 10.0 110 549 b/ 5.0 .
Hawaii 0 0 0.0 0.0 0 0 0.0 0.0
Idaho 2,273 1,354 49.0 19.7 2,669 2,498 58.0 36.3
{llinois 1,968 395 2.0 04 1,166 811 1.0 0.8
Indiana 652 714 13.0 134 136 778 3.0 146
lowa 396 396 9.0 7.4 6525 525 12.0 9.8
Kansas 1,869 829 27.0 120 2,869 2,880 42.0 417
Kentucky 336 333 19.0 15.1 55 119 3.0 5.4
Louisiana 340 746 6.0 119 1,355 1,512 23.0 241
Maine 241 338 13.0 179 117 413 6.0 219
Maryland 2,607 2,603 16.0 182 46 43 0.0 0.3
Massach.isetts 7.413 12,054 16.0 273 8,546 5,474 19.0 12.4
Michigan b/ b/ - - 25,408 4,516 68.0 100
Minnesota 2,877 4,176 16.0 208 676 394 4.0 2.0
Mississippi 1,544 280 480 8.6 510 645 16.0 19.8
Missouri 101 b/ 2.0 - 41 b/ 1.0 -
Montana 1,116 1,702 140 20.6 216 294 3.0 3.6
Nebraska 0 654 0.0 176 0 104 0.0 2.8
Nevada b/ 0 - 0.0 b/ 553 - 38
New Hampshire 141 88 14.0 7.8 0 0 0.0 0.0
New Jersey 6,691 16,516 13.0 211 360 2,564 1.0 4.8
New Mexico 11,627 14,049 14.0 176 3,800 2,090 5.0 26
New York 66,031 62,871 34.0 29.0 b/ 2,061 - 1.0
North Carolina b/ 1,143 - 9.2 b/ 2,087 - 16.8
North Dakota 650 767 8.0 8.2 0 0 0.0 0.0
Ohio 2,329 1,587 21.0 126 245 291 2.0 2.3
Oklahoma 3.881 6,416 20.0 24.1 598 620 3.0 " 23
Oregon e/ 0 b/ 0.0 - 1,300 5,000 8.0 25.4
Pennsylvania o o/ - - o o/ - -
Rhoda Island 0 0 0.0 0.0 329 332 4.0 3.9
South Carolina 107 215 7.0 10.6 13 4 1.0 02
South Dakota 4,778 b/ 58.0 - 20 156 0.0 2.9
Tennessee 390 440 14.0 12.5 0 47 0.0 1.3
Texas 143,673 203,016 42.0 48.0 32,490 93,957 9.0 222
Utah 2,206 2,074 9.0 9.7 597 650 2.0 3.0
Vermont 119 145 16.0 16.9 0 0 0.0 0.0
Virginia [~ o/ - - o/ o/ - -
Washington 4,032 5,345 12.0 175 8,527 6,861 26.0 22.4
West Virglnia o/ o/ - - o/ o/ - -
Wisconsin 1,376 3,135 9.0 17.7 233 306 2.0 1.7
Wyoming 341 266 17.0 13.2 15 40 1.0 2.0
[Total U.S.and D.C. 793,406 940.429 31.0 335 226,663 332,775 9.0 1.9 |
American Samoa 0 0 0.0 0.0 0 0 0.0 0.0
Guam o/ o/ - - o/ o/ - -
Marshail [slands o/ 0 - 0.0 o/ 0 - 0.0
Micronesla o/ b/ - - o/ b/ - -
Northemn Marianas 0 0 0.0 0.0 0 0 0.0 0.0
Palau 1,588 2,258 56.0 83.0 0 o} 0.0 0.0
Puerto Rico d/ b/ b/ - - b/ b/ - -
Virgin Islands b/ b/ - - b/ b/ - -

Total U.S., D.C.,

And Teritories 794,994 942,687 29.1 31.0 226,653 332,775 8.3 11.0
;;umm@.mwmlwmwmmmbhwnkﬂumlndlhﬂohlLEP.m:&n‘nt. BEST COPY AVA".ABLE
o/ SEA did not participate.
dlPuonowoomtwmﬁmmhmfwmumummmLSPcmm:vanvmdammwwmthm

o The LEP count in Oregon is for LEP participating and is thersfors an undemount of the actual LEP in the state.
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Table B8 Number and Percentage of LEP Students Served by Federal Programs,
(2 of 8) . by State and Type of Program: 1992-93 and 1993-94

Number In Even Start

Percent in Even Start

Number Emergency Immigrant

Percent Emargency Immigrant

State 1992-93  1933-94 1992-93 a/ 1993-94 a/ 1992-93 1893-94 1992-93 a/ 1993-94 a/
Alabama b/ b/ - - 0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Alaska 42 15 0.3 041 0 0 0.0 0.0
Arizona 80 40 0.1 0.0 16,001 18,150 19.1 1941
Arkansas b/ 0 -- 0.0 0 0 0.0 0.0
Califomla b/ b/ -- -- 338,479 338,479 29.4 279
Colorado 0 0 c.0 0.0 3,465 4,144 139 158
Connecticut b/ 0 - 0.0 b/ 2,932 -- 13.9
Delaware 8 0 0.4 0.0 0 0 0.0 0.0
District of Columbia 137 234 2.7 5.2 3,754 2,739 7341 60.9
Florida 2,894 b/ 2.2 - 33,510 47,034 258 32.5
Georgia 0 0 0.0 0.0 4,215 4,659 420 39.2
Hawaii 0 0 0.0 0.0 3,162 3,489 28.1 29.7
idaho 58 30 1.3 04 754 2,778 16.3 40.4
Hinois b/ 389 -- 0.4 39,074 45,595 414 | 45.8
Indiana 0 0 0.0 0.0 0 0 0.0 0.0
lowa 2 2 0.0 0.0 539 1,244 11.8 233
Kansas 9 220 0.1 3.2 b/ -2,180 - 316
Kentucky 0 1 0.0 0.0 0 0 0.0 0.0
Louisiana 0 S 0.0 0.1 2,897 2,294 49.2 365
Maine 0 0 0.0 0.0 252 297 138 167
Marytand 1 33 0.0 0.2 6,484 6,565 51.0 458
Massachusetts 67 150 0.1 0.3 16,837 17,000 371 38.6
Michigan 1,907 1,907 5.1 4.2 3,984 3,984 107 88
Minnesota 67 35 0.4 0.2 1.301 3,590 7.2 17.9
Mississippi 4 20 0.1 0.6 0 0 0.0 0.0
Missouri 0 b/ 0.0 - 71" b/ 16.3 --
Montana 39 1 0.5 0.0 143 162 18 20
Nebraska 0’ b/ 0.0 - 559 1,045 21.3 28.1
Nevada b/ 0 .. 0.0 b/ 0 -- 0.0
New Hampshire 0 17 0.0 1.5 0 0 0.0 00
New Jersey . 235 2,753 0.5 5.2 19,830 21,819 40.0 41.0
New Mexico 177 200 0.2 0.3 6,330 7.890 7.6 9.9
New York b/ 468 - 0.2 113,387 130,424 58.3 60.3
North Carolina b/ 32 - 0.3 b/ 26 -- 0.2
North Dakota 0 0 0.0 0.0 315 544 3.6 58
Ohio 18 1 0.2 0.0 1,796 2,074 16.1 16.4
Okiahoma 2,347 44 11.9 0.2 1,266 1,253 6.4 47
Oregon o/ 60 60 0.4 03 5,408 5,600 331 285
Pennsylvania o o - - o o/ - -
Rhode 1sland 21 29 0.3 0.3 8,727 7,975 104.5 93.5
South Carolina 0 0 0.0 0.0 0 0 0.0 0.0
South Dakota 300 21 3.7 0.4 0 0 0.0 0.0
Tennessee 0 0 0.0 0.0 1,620 694 68.5 19.6
Texas b/ b/ -- - 45,578 43,264 13.2 10.2
Utah 0 al) 0.0 - 8,148 8,148 33.3 38.1
Vermont 0 0 0.0 0.0 0 168 0.0 19.6
Virginia o o - - o o - -
Washington b/ 120 -- 0.4 13,565 14,689 41.3 48.0
Waest Virginia o o - - o/ o/ - -
Wisconsin 46 84 0.3 0.5 1,285 1,563 8.7 8.8
Wyoming 51 45 2.5 22 0 0 0.0 0.0
|Tota| U.S.and D.C. 8,570 6,956 0.3 0.2 703,376 754,491 275 26.9
American Samoa 0 0 0.0 0.0 0 0 0.0 0.0
Guam o o - - o/ o - -
Marshall Istands o/ 0 - 0.0 ) 0 -- 0.0
Micronesla o/ b/ - - o/ 0 - 0.0
Northem Maranas 0 0 0.0 0.0 0 0 0.0 0.0
Palau 0 0 0.0 0.0 0 0 0.0 0.0
Puerto Rico o/ b/ b/ .- - b/ b/ - -
Virgin Islands b/ b/ -- -- 2,449 2,030 191.0 352
Total US., D.C,

And Tarritories 8,570 6,956 0.3 0.2 705,825 756,521 258 249

nlPtmnuoow-cduuudbnndmtmlmawm.utumwwmdﬁcuuhmmdhmeEPm

t Data not ‘ »ported.
¢/ SEA did r. 1 participate.

dv’PuoﬂoRocompoﬂodtoulpcmeipnmcomhhmlodorupmmumnhrmeM:Mmmmmmmmmﬂyu.
o The LEP count in Oregon ie for LEP parbcpabng and » therefore an undercount of the actual LEP in the sate.
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Table B8 Number and Percentage of LEP Students Served by Federal Programs, l
(3 of 8) by State and Type of Program: 1992-93 and 1893-94 .

Number in Special Education Parcent in Speciai Education Number Vocational Education Percent Vocational Education .
.State 1992-93 1993-94 1992-93 a/ 1993-94 a/ 1992-93 1993-94 1992-93 a/ 1993-94 a/

Alabama b/ b/ - - b/ b/ - -

Alaska 1,582 1,674 1.7 6.2 b/ 4,027 - 150
Arzona 8,875 5,005 10.6 5.3 11,096 10,924 133 115 I
Arkansas b/ 60 - 1.5 550 776 18.1 19.4
Califomnia 67,222 78,816 5.8 6.5 b/ 63,930 - 5.3
Colorado 167 407 0.7 1.6 0 0 0,0 0.0
Connecticut 2918 610 16.5 2.9 b/ 345 - 1.6 I
Delaware 162 160 8.8 1041 298 375 16.1 23.7
District of Columbia 273 23 5.3 5.1 212 668 4.1 14.9
Florida 7.057 11,252 54 7.8 16,554 b/ 127 -

Georgia 88 140 09 1.2 874 826 8.7 7.0 I
Hawail 0 897 0.0 7.6 0 0 0.0 00
Idaho 275 441 6.0 6.4 784 0 16.6 0.0
{llinois 4,119 6,836 44 6.9 b/ 7,297 - 7.3
Indiana 220 168 44 3 66 50 13 09 I
lowa 82 143 1.8 2.7 316 395 6.9 7.4
Kansas 179 179 26 2.6 500 185 7.2 2.7
Kentucky 202 162 116 7.3 253 48 146 2.2
Louisiana 130 32 2.2 0.5 0 0 0.0 0.0
Maine 104 193 57 10.2 45 36 2.5 19
Maryland 179 273 1.4 19 550 484 4.3 3.4
Massachusetts 11,476 6,341 25.3 144 0 3,034 00 6.9
Michigan b/ b/ - - b/ b/ - -

Minnesota 911 1,288 5.1 6.4 b/ 1,568 - 7.8
Mississippi 267 74 a3 2.3 b/ 42 - 1.3
Missouri 68 b/ 1.6 - 75 b/ 17 -

Montana 528 1,058 6.8 12.8 703 2,519 9.0 305
Nebraska 90 142 3.4 38 0 654 00 17.6
Nevada b/ 0 - 0.0 b/ 0 - 0.0
New Hampshire 73 41 7.3 3.6 0 26 0.0 2.3
New Jersey 1173 1,286 24 24 1,142 1774 2.3 33 i
New Mexico 6,394 9,387 7.6 11.8 1,825 3,849 2.2 4.8
New York 9,661 10,691 5.0 4.9 b/ 39,000 - 18.0
North Carolina b/ 358 - 29 b/ 484 - 39
North Dakota 252 23 29 2.5 0 0 0.0 0.0
Ohio 485 538 44 43 233 184 2.1 15 l
Oklahoma 1,674 2,457 8.5 9.2 1,791 b/ 9.1 -

Oregon e/ 700 700 4.3 3.6 b/ b/ - -
Pennsylvania o/ o/ - - o/ o/ - -

Rhode Island 307 330 37 39 150 125 1.8 15 i
South Carolina 28 47 1.8 23 0 0 0.0 00
South Dakota 946 1,031 11.5 19.0 0 427 0.0 79
Tennessee 51 121 1.8 34 1,913 1,048 69.1 297
Texas 31,261 34,209 91 8.1 273N 28,184 7.9 6.7 I
Utah 543 1,000 2.2 47 0 b/ 0.0 -

Vemnont 78 7" 10.8 83 1 9 0.1 10
Virginia o/ o/ - - o/ o/ - -
Washington 1,429 1,773 4.3 5.8 b/ 2,057 - 6.7 H
West Virginia o/ o/ - - o/ o/ - -

Wiscongin 1,124 1,187 76 6.7 1,658 2,016 1.2 114
Wyoming 0 110 0.0 5.5 334 320 16.5 159
[Total U.S. and D.C. 163,351 182,150 6.4 6.5 69,275 177,686 27 6.3] l
American Samoa 1,396 1,437 10.0 10.3 0 0 0.0 0.0
Guam o/ o/ - - o/ o - -

Marshall Islands o/ 660 - 4.2 c/ 2,400 - 16.2
Micronesia o/ 3,332 - 9.3 o/ 6,228 - 17.3
Northem Marianas 247 245 2.6 26 3,066 0 321 0.0
Palau 193 283 6.8 104 0 0 0.0 0.0
Puerto Rico &/ t/ b/ - - b/ b/ - -

Virgin Islands b/ b/ - - b/ b/ - -

Total U.S., D.C.,

And Territories 165,187 188,107 8.0 6.2 72,341 188,314 26 8.1
UPomom-gomwunw‘b.ndontouhlmmwﬂmummwhmﬁcaum“nmﬂum I
b/ Data not raported.
¢/ SEA di not participate.
dlPuonoHoovopoﬂod(owplnmummhhh!MmumumMWwﬂ;Mﬂmaﬁmmmlmﬂﬂm
o The LEP count in Oregon is lor LEP paricipating snd is th an xt of the actual LEP in the stale. I
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I Table B8 Number and Percentage of LEP Students Served by Federal Programs,
(4 of 8) by State and Type of Program: 1992.93 and 1993-94
Number In TBE Percent in TBE Number in DBE Percent in DBE
State 1992-93  1993-94 1992-93 a/ 1993-94 a/ 1992-93 1993-94 1992-93 a/ 1993-94 a/
Alabama 197 205 84 6.4 0 0 0.0 0.0
Alaska 210 .Y 1.6 - 0 180 0.0 07
Arizona 7,826 10,263 94 10.8 57 634 0.1 0.7
Arkansas 268 0 8.4 0.0 0 0 0.0 0.0
California 118,576 109,828 10.3 9.0 4,037 3,842 0.4 0.3
Colorado 1,428 2,484 5.7 9.5 0 0 0.0 0.0
Connecticut 334 12,893 1.9 61.3 0 197 0.0 0.9
i Delaware 0 442 00 279 0 0 0.0 0.0
District of Columbia 240 80 4.7 1.8 0 0 0.0 0.0
Florida 2,764 3,659 2.1 2.5 113 150 0.1 0.1
Georgia 0 0 0.0 0.0 0 0 0.0 0.0
' Hawaii 493 293 4.4 25 0 0 0.0 0.0
Idaho 3 368 72 53 0 4] 0.0 0.0
lilinois 2,160 3,762 23 3.8 600 600 0.6 0.6
i Indiana 117 247 2.3 46 0 0 0.0 0.0
lowa 512 520 1.2 9.7 0 0 0.0 0.0
Kansas 0 135 0.0 2.0 0 0 0.0 0.0
Kentucky 102 128 5.9 5.8 0 0 0.0 0.0
Louisiana 755 794 12.8 12,6 0 v} 0.0 0.0
Maine 424 410 233 217 0 0 0.0 0.0
Maryland 0 0 0.0 0.0 0 0 0.0 0.0
Massachusetts 4,536 37.300 . 100 84.6 876 618 1.9 14
Michigan 1,911 b/ 5.1 - 120 b/ 0.3 -
i Minnesota 4,038 0 225 0.0 0 0 0.0 0.0
Mississippi 0 0 0.0 0.0 0 0 0.0 0.0
Missouri 0 b/ 0.0 - 760 7 17.4 0.1
Montana 1,938 1,754 24.8 21.2 0 0 0.0 0.0
Nebraska ) 182 134 6.9 36 0 0 0.0 0.0
Nevada 0 0 0.0 0.0 0 0 0.0 0.0
New Hampshire 0 0 0.0 0.0 0 0 0.0 0.0 .
l New Jarsey 19 144 0.2 03 0 77 0.0 01
New Mexico 8,032 4,979 96 6.2 0 0 0.0 0.0
New York 27.884 38,588 ' 143 17.8 1,784 1,634 0.9 0.8
North Carolina b/ 286 .- 23 b/ 8 .- 0.1
I North Dakota 1,630 978 18.8 104 0 0 0.0 00
Ohio 307 261 2.8 2.1 o 0 0.0 0.0
Oklahoma 3,357 4,447 17.0 16.7 0 0 0.0 0.0 !
Oregon e/ 2,500 2,700 163 13.7 240 300 15 1.5
Pennsylvania o/ o/ .- .- o/ o/ - .-
I Rhode Island 0 0 0.0 0.0 0 0 0.0 0.0
South Carolina 149 0 9.3 0.0 0 0 0.0 0.0
South Dakota 4,977 2,013 60.7 37.0 0 0 0.0 0.0
Tennessee 185 0 6.7 0.0 0 0 0.0 0.0
I Texas 6,491 4,506 1.9 11 0 142 0.0 0.0 .
Utah 81 1,119 9.3 5.2 0 0 0.0 0.0 s
Vermont 0 0 0.0 0.0 0 0 0.0 0.0
Virginia o/ o/ - - ¢/ o/ - -
l Washington 1,970 1,970 6.0 6.4 0 0 0.0 0.0
Wast Virginia o o .- .- o o/ - .-
Wisconsin 0 0 0.0 0.0 0 0 0.0 0.0 .
Wyoming A4 192 21.8 9.5 0 0 0.0 0.0 R
' [TotalUS. and D.C. 207485 247,882 8.1 8.8 8587 8,389 0.3 03 ]
American Samoa 0 0 0.0 0.0 0 0 0.0 0.0 .
Guam o/ o/ - .- o/ o/ - - .
I Marshall Islands o 0 - 0.0 o 0 - 0.0
Micronesla o/ b/ .- .- o/ Y - .-
Northern Marianas 0 0 0.0 0.0 0 0 0.0 0.0
Palau 468 1,039 16.6 38.2 0 0 0.0 0.0
Puerto Rico o/ b/ b/ - - b/ Y - - .
Virgin Islands o/ 80 ) - 14 o/ o/ - -
Total U.S., D.C,,
And Termritories 207,953 249,001 76 8.2 8,587 8,389 0.3 0.3
i anomonhoowucMohdbmdonMahlromawmulumlohwﬁcaummdhlm&?m.
 Data not reported.
o SEA did not participate. :
lemRoR&oonponodlonarﬁeipuﬁonommhmlmrupmgnmmloqodum&nrMLSPM:Nrdonmd-uhmbmmndfmﬂom. . v
F dThoLEPcouthngonhlocLEFpanbpumgmdiMonMMandthEPhhulo. ; .
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Table B8 Number and Percentage of LEP Students Served by Federal Programs,
(5 of 8) by State and Type of Program: 1992-93 and 1993-94
Number in SAIP Percent in SAIP Number in Recent Arrivals Percent in Recent Arrvals

State 1992-93 1993-94 1992-93 a/ 1993-94 a/ 1992-93 1993-94 {/ 1992-93 a/ 1993-94 a/ ¥
Alabama 1,087 1,095 46.6 341 0 0 0.0 0.0
Alaska 278 721 2.1 2.7 0 b/ 0.0 -
Arizona 7,133 4,946 85 52 b/ b/ -- .-
Arkansas 0 0 0.0 0.0 0 o/ 0.0 -
California 32,309 34,407 2.8 28 12,654 11,276 1.1 0.9
Colorado 972 1,070 39 41 378 b/ 1.5 -
Connecticut 0 1,124 0.0 53 1] b/ 0.0 -
Delaware 0 0 0.0 0.0 0 b/ 0.0 -
District of Columbia 1,295 931 25.2 20.7 0 0 0.0 0.0
Florida 544 720 0.4 0.5 b/ b/ - -
Georgia 200 320 2.0 2.7 [} b/ 0.0 -
Hawaii 880 200 7.8 1.7 o] b/ 0.0 .-
Idaho 208 , 190 45 2.8 0 b/ 0.0 -
llinois 2,315 1.684 2.5 1.7 0 b/ 0.0 -
Indiana 0 52 0.0 1.0 0 b/ 0.0 -
lowa 387 387 8.5 7.2 0 0 0.0 0.0
Kansas 988 986 143 14.3 0 b/ 0.0 -
Kentucky 140 174 8.1 79 40 b/ 23 -
Louisiana 1,058 918 18.0 14.6 38 b/ 06 -
Maine 621 590 34.1 313 0 b/ 0.0 -
Maryland 939 1,037 7.4 72 0 b/ 0.0 .-
Massachusetts 467 0 1.0 0.0 0 b/ 0.0 -
Michigan 6,036 b/ 16.2 - (] o/ 0.0 -
Minnesota 185 3,709 10 184 0 b/ 0.0 -
Mississippt 955 115 296 3.5 0 b/ 0.0 -
Missouri 77 b/ - 1.8 - 0 b/ 0.0 -
Montana 428 1,114 5.5 13.5 0 b/ 0.0 -
Nebraska 23 240 0.9 6.5 0 b/ 0.0 -
Nevada 0 288 0.0 2.0 0 b/ 0.0 -
New Hampshire 265 148 264 131 0 b/ 0.0 -
New Jersey 150 0 03 0.0 0 b/ 0.0 -
New Mexico 1,507 1,285 1.8 1.6 0 b/ 0.0 -
New York 6,610 5,79 3.4 27 b/ b/ - -
North Carolina b/ 0 - 0.0 b/ b/ - -
North Dakota 420 253 49 27 0 b/ 0.0 .-
Ohio 170 180 1.5 14 0 b/ 0.0 -
Oklahoma 3,286 2.960 18.7 1141 0 b/ 0.0 -
QOregon &/ 900 1,200 5.5 6.1 0 b/ 0.0 -
Pennsylvania o/ o/ - - o/ %) - -
Rhode Island 700 700 84 82 120 b/ 14

South Carolina 0 0 0.0 0.0 0 0 0.0 0.0
South Dakota 0 282 0.0 5.2 0 b! 0.0 -
Tennessee 0 0 0.0 0.0 0 b/ 0.0 -
Texas 2,935 858 0.9 0.2 0 b/ 0.0 -
Utah 578 532 24 2.5 82 0 0.3 0.0
Vermont 0 0 0.0 0.0 0 b/ 0.0 -
Virginia o/ o/ - - . o/ o/ - -
Washington 1,781 1,781 54 5.8 0 b/ 0.0 -
Waest Virginia o/ o/ - .- o/ o/ - -
Wisconsin 0 0 0.0 0.0 0 b/ 0.0 -
Wyoming 209 219 103 109 0 b/ 0.0 --
[Total US.and D.C. 79034 73245 3.1 2.6 13,312 11,276 05 04 |
American Samoa 0 0 0.0 0.0 0 0 0.0 0.0
Guam o/ o/ - - o/ %) - -
Marshall Islands o/ 0 .- 0.0 [} b/ - -
Micronesia o/ b/ - - o/ o/ - -
Northern Marianas 0 0 0.0 0.0 0 b/ 0.0 -
Palau 680 470 241 17.3 0 0 0.0 0.0
Puerto Rico o/ b/ o/ .- - Y b/ - -
Virgin Islands b/ b/ - - o/ b/ - -
Total U.S,, D.C,,

And Termitories 79,714 73,718 2.9 2.4 13,312 11,276 0.5 0.4
o Perc was caiculated based on from thove fic data ftem the total LEP encoliment.

8 Paroareage e it s on sl 1 1100 LR Ty S . BEST COPY AVAILABLE

Q ¢/ SEA did not participate. ] ) ) o
. d/PumoRlcoropomd\oupmmﬁonoo\mnmNlMpmqmuuwmmwmeM:Mmmmmm from thie Y
ERIC o/ The LEP count in Oregon is (or LEP paricpating and ks therslors an undercount of 1he actual LEP in e siate.
U The 1993-94 SEA repont form did not request data for the Recent Arrivals or Magnet Schools prog: + .muuumm?:m_
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| I Table B8 Number and Percentage of LEP Students Served by Federal Programs,
| (6 of 8) by State and Type of Program: 1992-93 and 1993-84
' Number in Magnet Fercant in Magnet Schools Number Famity English Literacy Percant Family English Literacy
§mte 1992-93 1993-94 {/ 1992-93 a/ 1993-94 &/ V/ 1992-93 1993-94 1992-93 a/ 1993-94 a/
Alabama 0 0 0.0 0.0 0 0 0.0 0.0
Alaska 0 b/ 0.0 - 0 189 . 0.0 0.7
! Arizona 0 b/ 0.0 - 85 138 0.1 0.1
Arkansas 0 b/ 0.0 - 0 0 0.0 0.0
Califomnia 0 0 0.0 0.0 6,131 5,249 0.5 04
Colorado 0 b/ 0.0 - 425 0 17 0.0
I Connecticut 0 b/ 0.0 - 0 0 0.0 0.0
Delaware 0 b/ 0.0 - 0 0 0.0 0.0
District of Columbia 0 0 0.0 0.0 0 0 0.0 0.0
Florida b/ b/ - - 189 250 0.1 0.2
E Georgia 0 b/ 0.0 - 0 0 0.0 0.0
Hawaii 0 b/ 0.0 - 0 22 0.0 0.2
ldaho 0 b/ 0.0 - 0 0 00 0.0
inois 0 b/ 0.0 - 60 0 0.1 0.0
i indiana 0 b/ 0.0 - 0 0 00 0.0
lowa 0 0 0.0 0.0 0 0 0.0 0.0
Kansas 0 b/ 0.0 - 0 0 0.0 0.0
Kentucky 0 b/ 0.0 - 0 0 0.0 0.0
I Louisiana 72 b/ 1.2 - 0 0 0.0 0.0
Maine 0 b/ 0.0 - 0 0 0.0 0.0
Maryland 0 b/ 0.0 - 0 0 0.0 0.0
Massachusetts 0 b/ 0.0 - 0 0 0.0 0.0
I Michigan 120 b/ 0.3 - 150 o/ 04 -
Minnesota 0 b/ 0.0 - 0 0 0.0 0.0
Mississippi 0 b/ 0.0 - 0 0 0.0 C.0
Missourt 0 b/ 0.0 - 0 o/ 0.0 -
I Montana 0 b/ 0.0 -- 0 0 0.0 0.0
Nebraska 0 b/ 0.0 - 0 0 0.0 0.0
Nevada 0 b/ 0.0 - 0 0 0.0 0.0
New Hampshire 0 b/ 0.0 - 0 0 0.0 0.0
New Jersey 0 b/ 0.0 - 0 0 0.0 0.0
i New Mexico 0 b/ 0.0 - 0 0 0.0 0.0
New York b/ b/ . . 845 490 0.4 02
North Carolina b/ b/ - - b/ 29 - 0.2
I North Dakota 0 b/ 0.0 - 0 0 0.0 0.0
Ohio 0 b/ 0.0 - ¥ o [ 0.0 0.0
Oklahoma 0 b/ 0.0 -- 34 2 0.2 0.0
Oregon &/ 0 b/ 0.0 - 0 0 0.0 0.0
Pennsylvania c/ c/ - - c/ c/ - -
Rhode Island 300 b/ 36 - 0 0, 0.0 0.0
South Carolina 0 0 0.0 0.0 0 0 0.0 0.0
South Daicota 0 b/ 0.0 - [ 9 0.0 0.2
Tennesses 0 b/ 0.0 - 0 0 0.0 0.0
Texas 0 b/ 0.0 - 212 100 0.1 0.0
Utah 164 0 0.7 0.0 0 0 0.0 0.0
Vermont 0 b/ 0.0 - 0 ) 0.0 0.0
Virginia c/ c/ - - c/ c/ - -
Washington 0 b/ 0.0 - 350 350 1.1 11
Waest Virginia o/ o/ - - o/ c/ - -
Wisconsin 0 b/ 0.0 - 0 0 0.0 0.0
l Wyoming 0 o/ 00 - 0 0 0.0 0.0
[Totaru.s. and D.C. 656 0 0.0 0.0 8,481 6,828 0.3 0.2|
American Samoa 0 0 0.0 0.0 0 0 0.0 0.0
Guam c o/ - - o/ 0 - -
I Marshall Islands o/ b/ - - o/ 0 - 0.0
Micronesia o/ b/ - - o/ b/ - -
Northem Marianas 0 b/ 0.0 - 0 0 0.0 0.0
Patau 0 0 0.0 0.0 0 0 0.0 0.0
I Puerto Rico o/ b/ b/ - b/ b/ - -
Virgin Islands o/ o/ - - o/ b/ - -
Total U.S., D.C.,
l And Territories 656 0 00 0.0 8,481 6,828 0.3 0.2
Perc [ [ : ific da! LEP
:mum“@nmwmm rom only thoes siales reeponding 10 the speaific data sem and the total LEP enroliment. BEST COPYAVA”.ABLE
o/ SEA did not participate.
Q o Puerto Rico reporied tolal particabon counts in the federl program Catagories mither than LSP counts; therstors thees data have been elmineted fron this walysis.
E l o The LEP count kn Oregon ie for LEP participating and ie therefore an undercount of the actual LEP in the state.
U/ The 1983-94 SEA repor form did not request data for the Recent Amivale or Megnet Schools prog H , oight states did provide data on this program.
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Table B8 Number and Percentage of LEP Students Served by Federal Programs, .
{7 of 8) by State and Type of Program: 1992-93 and 1993-94
Number in Specia! Populations Parcent in Special Populations g ’
State 1992-93 1993-94 1992-93 a/ 1993-94 a/ . -‘
Alabama 0 0 0.0 0.0
Alaska 0 0 0.0 0.0
Arizona : .0 28 0.0 0.0 I
Arkansas 0 0 0.0 0.0 :
California 1,587 1,151 0.1 0.1 :
Cdlorado 80 0 03 0.0 I i
Connecticut 0 0 0.0 0.0 y
Delaware 0 0 0.0 0.0 '
District of Columbia 0 b/ 0.0 - ’
Florida 45 60 0.0 0.0 )
Georgia 0 0 0.0 0.0 I -
Hawail 0 0 0.0 0.0 :
Idaho 0 0 00 0.0
Hilinois 0 163 0.0 0.2
indiana 0 0 0.0 0.0 l -
lowa 0 0 0.0 0.0
Kansas ] 0 0.0 0.0 .
Kentucky 0 0 0.0 0.0
Louisiana ] 49 0.0 0.8 i ’
Maine 40 40 2.2 21
Maryland 2 0 0.0 0.0
Massachusetts 0 0 0.0 0.0 i
Michigan 0 b/ 0.0 - i -
Minnesota 0 0 0.0 0.0
Mississippi 53 22 1.6 0.7 i
Missouri 0 b/ 0.0 - i
Montana 210 31¢ 27 3.8 l
Nebraska 0 0 0.0 0.0 B
Nevada 0 0 0.0 0.0 E
New Hampshire 0 0 0.0 0.0 _
New Jersey 0 0 0.0 0.0 i
New Mexico 0 600 0.0 0.8
New York 910 243 0.5 0.1 .
North Carolina b/ 15 - 0.1 .
North Dakota 0 0 0.0 0.0 I -
Ohio 0 0 0.0 0.0
Oklahoma 326 144 17 0.5 -
Oregon o/ 450 30 2.8 0.2 :
Pennsylvania o/ o/ - - l
Rhade Island 0 0 0.0 0.0 ) |
South Carolina 0 0 0.0 0.0 )
South Dakota 0 4 0.0 0.1
Tennessee 0 0 0.0 0.0 I
Texas €12 0 0.2 0.0
Utah 0 0 0.0 0.0 -
Vermont 0 0 0.0 0.0 )
Virginia o o/ - - ' .
Washington 0 0 0.0 0.0 :
West Virginia o/ o/ - - -
Wisconsin 0 0 0.0 0.0
Wyoming 93 0 46 0.0 I )
|Totat U.S. and D.C. 4,408 2,859 0.2 0.1}
American Samoa 0 0 0.0 0.0
Guam [~} o/ . -
Marshall Islands o/ 0 - 0.0
Micronesia ¢/ b/ - -
Northem Marianas 9,564 b/ 100.0 -
Palau 0 0 0.0 0.0
Puerto Rico d/ b/ b/ - - '
Virgin Islands b/ b/ . - b,
Total U, D.C.. £ -
And Territories 13,972 2,859 0.5 0.1 I
o Percentsge wae calculaied based on totais irom only thoss states responding to the spectfic data fem and the total LEP enroliment. BEST COPYAVA“.ABLE
W Data not reported.
Q o SEA ¢id not participate.
E lC & Puerto Rico reported lotal participation counts n the federm! program categories rather than LSP counts; therelors these dete have bewn siiminated from this analysis. l
o The LEP courtt in Oregon = for LEP paricpatng and s therelors an undercount of the actual LEP in the stals.




Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Table B8 Number and Percentage of LEP Students Served by Federat Programs,
(8 of 8) by State and Type of Program: 1992-93 and 1993-94

Number In State Bliingual Percent in State Bllingual Number In State ESL only Percent in State ESL only
State 199293 1993-94 1592-93 a/ 1993-94 a/ 1892-93 1993-54 1992-93 a/ 1993-94 a/
Alabama Y b/ - - 0 0 0.0 0.0
Alaska 13,489 2,887 100.0 10.8 0 2,787 0.0 104
Arizona 30,022 26,010 359 27.4 48,713 51,578 55.8 54.3
Arkansas 0 0 0.0 0.0 1,220 1,800 358 45.0
California 728,959 717,394 83.3 59.0 164,997 175,078 14.3 14.4
Colorado 4,937 7,993 19.8 30.5 11,359 - 13,068 45.7 49.9
Connecticut 13,220 12,893 75.0 61.3 2,170 b/ 12.3 .-
Delaware 400 442 21.7 279 0 598 c.0 37.8
District of Columbia 2,137 317 416 7.0 2,383 4,036 46.4 89.7
Florida d/ 119,520 b/ 91.8 - 119,520 144,731 91.8 100.0
Georgia 0 36 0.0 0.3 7,329 8,540 73.0 719
Hawaii 11,172 6.624 99.3 56.3 0 4,997 0.0 42.5
Idaho 0 0 0.0 0.0 4,559 5.642 98.8 82.0
lHlinois 72,694 76,926 76.9 77.2 23,396 22,252 248 22.3
Indiana 445 295 8.9 5.8 831 1,073 16.6 20.1
lowa 421 0 9.2 0.0 3,238 3,564 711 66.7
Kansas 415 415 6.0 6.0 5,151 5,151 74.7 74.7
Kentucky 216 251 124 11.4 993 1,159 571 52.5
Louisiana 30 0 0.5 0.0 3,355 356 57.0 57
Maine 7 3 04 0.2 27 30 1.5 1.6
Maryland 45 42 0.4 0.3 11,540 10,056 90.7 701
Massachusetts 38,636 38,285 85.1 §6.8 b/ b/ - -
Michigan 20,708 22,467 55.6 49.7 b/ 0 - 0.0
Minnesota 4,431 3,210 246 16.0 11,240 14,076 62.5 70.0
Mississippi 0 89 0.0 27 0 23 0.0 71
Missouri 0 0 0.0 0.0 2,033 1,437 46.6 30.2
Montana 0 368 0.0 45 65 125 0.8 1.5
Nebraska 101 192 39 52 1,148 866 43.8 233
Nevada 1,661 3,289 138 22.9 3,946 2,993 328 208
New Hampstire 0 0 0.0 0.0 619 502 61.7 44.6
New Jersey b/ 39,970 0.2 75.2 b/ 8,935 .- 16.8
New Mexico 61,570 45,311 73.5 56.8 1,984 465 2.4 0.6
New York b/ 180,509 - 834 b/ 0 - 0.0
North Carolina b/ 0 - 0.0 b/ 4,116 - 331
North Dakota 0 0 0.0 0.0 100 400 1.2 43
Ohio 2,909 3,703 26.1 29.3 4,040 3,612 36.3 28.6
Oklahoma 1.850 2,029 9.4 7.6 2,347 3,373 119 127
Oregon &/ b/ 250 - 1.3 b/ 19,401 - 98.7
Pennsylvania [¥) c/ - - c/ [¥) - -
Rhode Island 1,647 1.372 19.7 16.1 6,192 6,462 74.2 75.8
South Carolina 0 9 0.0 0.4 748 1,348 46.9 66.2
South Dakota b/ 13 - 0.2 0 3 0.0 0.1
Tannessee 185 0 6.7 0.0 2,585 3,195 93.3 90.4
Texas 172,924 206,693 50.1 489 139,801 155,815 405 36.9
Utah 571 6,180 2.3 289 3,135 0 12.8 0.0
Vermont 0 0 0.0 0.0 162 496 22.4 57.7
Virginia o o/ - - o/ o/ - -
Washington 0 16,000 0.0 522 0 22,266 0.0 727
Waest Virginia c/ o/ - - o/ c/ - -
Wisconsin 5,594 6,300 37.8 35.6 6,942 9,393 46.9 53.1
Wyoming 0 0 0.0 0.0 110 75 54 37
[TotalusS. and D.C. 1,310,918 1,428,767 51.2 50.9 595978 718,080 23.3 255 |
American Samoa 0 0 0.0 0.0 4,987 4,983 357 357
Guam o/ o/ - - o/ o/ - -
Marshall Islands o/ b/ - - c/ Y - -
Micronesia ¢/ b/ - - c/ 36,010 - 100.0
Northem Marfanas 4,204 6,501 440 69.6 0 0 0.0 0.0
Palau 0 b/ 0.0 - 0 b/ 0.0 -
Puerto Rico 4,875 b/ 33 - 0 b/ 0.0 -
Virgin Islands 792 1,870 61.8 32.4 238 130 184 2.3
[Toal U5 D.C.,
h\nd Territories 1,320,787 1,437,138 483 47.3 601,201 757,203 22.0 0.0
:;nmodc..w.“ based on tolais from ondy those states responding o the spedific data item and the total LEP enroliment. BEST COPY AVA'LAB' £

¢/ SEA did not participate.
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Appendix C .

Data Notes

The following are explanations from SEAs on changes in 1992-93 data and large

increases/decreases between 1992-93 and 1993-94,

Alabama
Fluctuations ir LEP Student data explained by:

Very few LEAs in Alabama qualify for federal assistance to serve LEP students.
However, more Hispanic migrant farm workers are entering the state than ever before.

Mobile County, located on the gulf, continues to have an increasing influx of refugees
mostly Vietnamese and Cambodians.

Alaska '
Fluctuations in LEP Student data explained by:

Title VII, Sec.75.01 (1)(C) allow for services to Alaska Native and American Indian
students to be served, however, Alaska’s definition of limited English proficient
currently does not allow many of these students to quaiify for state services. The
number in IA2 reflects the approximate number of these students, 13,327, plus the
total number of bilingual students funded and served. These students do not appear to
have been counted in previous reports.

Arizona

1A2.

1A3.

IAS.

Public School LEP

The 1992-93 data did not include a count of some schools.

Non-public School LEP

The decrease in non-public LEP enrollement results from the voluntarily submission of
these data. Some schools did not give an LEP count.

LEP in Special Programs: Non-public School

This figure was calculated using the data reported for IA2 and IA5 for non-public LEP
students.

LEP Not Enrolled: Public Schools

Some school districts did not give a count in 1992-93, but were included in the 1993-
94 data.

1 -

44>
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Arkansas

IA3. LEP in Special Programs: Public Schools
By including migrant program participants, all LEP students participate in at least one
special program.
IA4a. Transitional Bilingual
Arkansas has no Transitional Bilingual Program.
IA4b. State ESL only
The increase in LEP participation in ESL only resulted from better data collection
methods that are more effective at providing ESL to LEP students.
IAS. LEP Not Enrolled: Public Schools
See data clarification for IA3.
California
IA4a. Chapter 1, Title 1, ESEA
1992-1993 data were changed from 391,618 LEP students to 471,263
Colorado
IA4b. State Bilingual Education & State ESL only
The SEA is defining LEP more than they have had to in the past, so the numbers are
much larger. '
Connecticut
IA3. LEP in Special Programs: Public Schools
The 1992-93 figure was changed from 15,390 to 12,897.
TA4a. Transitional Bilingual
This data count includes Federal funded and State funded TBE.
Developmental Bilingual
Development Bilingual is a new program in 1993-94.
Special Alternative Instruction
SAIP is a new program in 1993-94.
JIAS. LEP Not Enrolled in Special Programs: Public Schools

1992-93 figure was changed from 2,247 to 4,470.
The SEA reported that they are doing a better job with their data collecting and that

the population is increasing. They have a more diverse population that is being spread
out.

Fluctuations in LEP student data explained by:

1993-1994 was the first year in which full reporting of LEP students in Connecticut
was implemented. Therefore, the number of LEP students identified in the state was

20,622 and the total number served in state mandated bilingual education programs
was 12,893. '
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Delaware
IB2. LEP Retained:

The data were reported at 100% retention. This figure was eliminated because it is
assumed that the SEA misunderstood the question which called for the number of
"number of LEP students in one or more grades" rather than the number of L.LEP
students retained in one or more grades.

Fluctuations in LEP students data explained by:
The SEA reported that they have a decrease in the number of LEP students possibly
due to:
1. A change in the data collection procedures, which have increased quality control.
2. Migration patterns. '

District of Columbia

IAda. Vocaticnal Educaticn
During the 1992-93 SY, enrollment was reported only for students enrolled in career
focused high schools. During 1993-94 SY, enrollment was reported for students in all
vocational courses and programs inclusive of comprehensive high schools. This
change was made to more precisely reflect the depth of participation.

IA4b. State Bilingual Education and State ESL only
The Bilingual title has taken on a new meaning. The 1992-93 figures (total) are very
close to the 1993-94 totals, but are more defined. It specifically develops both
languages as opposed to a program where native language was used until the student
was able to be transitioned in an English program.

Fluctuations in LEP student data expiained by:
Comparing 1992-93 and 1993-94, LEP student enrollment in Public Schools varies by
less than 10%. For the same periods, the 97% decrease in [.EP enrollment in
nonpublic schools may be attributed to either or all of the following:
1. Transfers from nonpublic schools into Public Schools;
2. Out migration;
3. Variations in response to the Annual Survey from nonpublic school administrators.

Instruments were disseminated to 96 nonpublic schools; 65 responded. Non-
respondents may in part account for the extreme variance.

Florida

IA4b. ESL only
The increase in the number of ESL only students results from: school Data base was
checked for more accurate reporting, and additional students.

IAS. LEP Not Enrolled: Public Schools
Numbers were changed to 0. They changed the way of collecting the data. Next year
it will go back to 1992-93 levels. Data element that was used to capture this info has
become a compliance item and requires school district to provide the justification for
the lack of service.
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Georgia
Fluctuations in LEP student data explained by:
Entry or exit migration. Growth in LEP population.

Kansas

Fluctuations in LEP student data explained by: 7
a) Entry or exit migration:
In Dodge City, Great Bend, Liberal and Garden City the beef and pork packing
industries continue to draw new immigrants from Mexico and Texas. A Federal
refugee resettlement program (Planned Secondary Resettlement) ion Garden City plans
to expand to Liberal, bringing more Lao students.
b) State redefinition of LEP
c¢) Other:
One large district (Dodge City) reported a 50% drop in LEP numbers but their student
identification process is presently under review; their numbers probable reflect only
oral proficiency data.

There is real growth exceeding statewide growth in mainstream students by 5 to 20
percent in some districts. Many districts with only a few LEP students do not report
at all; a few districts with reported LEP students do not use any systematic
identification process.

Kentucky

Fluctuations in LEP student data explained by:
Kentucky’s increase in population is due to economic factors which have brought new
migrant workers into Kentucky. Additionally, Kentucky’s immigrant and refugee
population continues to increase.

Louisiana

Fluctuations in LEP student data explained by:
Although we did not experience a 10 percent increase, we did experience a 6 percent
increase (an increase of 387 LEP students). Increases have been noted from the

following countries: Vietnam 248, Mexico 103, Honduras 97, Haiti 33, Laos 30, China
24, Jordan 18, Philippines 14, and Israel 11.

On the other hand, increases were off-set by significant decreases in number of LEP
students from Cambodia, Costa Rica, El Salvador, and Guatemala.

Maine

IB2. LEP Retained:
The data were reported at 100% retention. This figure was eliminated because it is
assumed that the SEA misunderstood the question which called for the number of
“number of LEP students in one or more grades" rather than the number of LEP
students retained in one or more grades.
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Massachusetts

Note:

IAda.

In 1993-94 he sought info on LEP state wide and the 1992-93 figures were based on
LEP/Title 7, this is why there are such discrepancies.

Chapter 1, Migrant

Enrollment levels have decreased because summer school enrollment is not included.
Special Alternative Instruction

This program no longer exists.

Michigan
Fluctuations in LEP student data explained by:

Continued immigration and baby boom have contributed to an increase in the number
of LEP students in Michigan.

Minnesota

IA4a.

Transitional Bilingual
This program no longer exists.

Fluctuations in LEP student data explained by:

The increase in LEP population is mainly a result of four factors:

1) Minnesota continues to have an in migration of immigrants and refugees. This
year’s greatest number of arrivals were from Laos (Hmong), The former Soviet Union,
Vietnam, Bosnia, Iragi, Somalia, Zaire, and Sudan;

2) Hispanic migrant families who have been employed primarily in the southern, west
central, and northern Red River Valley region of the state, continue to settle in
Minnesota. The children, many of whorn are classified as LEP, are part of the
changing school population;

3) High birthrates among some of the refugee populations also contribute to this
increase; and

4)Improved data collection procedures. In addition to the Final Reports required by
the Limited English Proficiency Education Unit, data is also being collected in
collaboration with the central data collection system used by the state. The
combination of these methods results in more accurate student counts.

Mississippi
Fluctuations in LEP student data explained by:

There is not a 10% or more variance in the number of LEP students from 1992-1993
to 1993-1994,

1992-1993 LEP Count 1993-1994 LEP Count

Public and non-public 1,924 Public and non-public 1,910

Choctaw Tribal School 1,298 Choctaw Tribal School 1,349

System 3,222 System 3,259
v
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Missouri
Fluctuations in LEP student data explained by:
The data show that the number of students enrolled in public schools increased 15%

last year, while the number enrolled in nonpublic schools decreased by almost a third.
Because of this, the total change was an increase of 9%.

The decrease in nonpublic numbers may be due to lower enrollment in nonpublic
schools by LEP children, or may simply be an artifact of data collection (Particularly
since last year a 17% increase was reported), or both.

The increase in public school numbers is significant and reflects the continued growth
of non-English-speaking populations in several areas of the state, most notably St.
Louis and the rural southwest and southeast. An emphasis on more accurate
identification and reporting of LEP students in schools has also influenced the count.

Montana

IB2. LEP Retained: .
The data were reported at 100% retention. This figure was eliminated because it is
assumed that the SEA misunderstood the question which called for the number of
"number of LEP students in one or more grades” rather than the number of LEP
students retained in one or more grades.

Nebraska
IAd4a. Chap 1, Title 1, ESEA
Data not collected in 1992-93. The data for this program are dependent on which
schools report each year.
Chap 1, Migrant
Data not collected in 1992-93.
Form revised to collect more accurate data.
Emergency Immigrant Education Assistance
The increase in the data resulted from: Lincoln school district finally had enough kids
to qualify, larger district now qualified, and OBEMLA didn’t have a form.
Fluctuations in LEP student data explained by:
Nebraska meat packing industry has been growing in the State. In addition, Lincoln
and Omaha still receive numerous immigrants and refugees from Southeast Asia and
the former Soviet Union. Thus, changes in entry migration account for the 42.5%
increase in LEP students.

Nevada

Fluctuations in LEP student data explained by:
While student enrollment increased 5.8% in FY94 (1993-94), the LEP enrollment
increased 19.4%. Gaming and related services industries, as well as resurgence in
mining, accounts for the increase of LEP students. Also, SEA sponsored technical
assistance has resulted in more accurate identification at the local level.

&y
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New Hampshire

Fluctuations in LEP student data explained by:

State redefinition of LEP:
Numbers of LEP students identified in 1993-94 appear to be approximately the same
as those identified in 1990-91. The variation in numbers from 1992-93 may be due to
problems with local identification procedures or with survey questions. The survey
form for 1994-95 has been revised and the definition of LEP clarified.

Other factors:

In 1993-94, a total of 75% of all schools returned the LEP ID survey. In 1992-93,
65% did. This indicates a greater awareness among LEAs regarding the need to report.
An increase in population and/or awareness of LEP issues generally could have caused
this increase in reporting.

In 1993-94, 293 schools reported having over all plans to address LEP issues and 253
have plans to assess the adequacy of those plans. In 1992-93, 262 and 253
respectively reported on the same two issues of having plans and having assessment
plans in place.

New Jersey

1Ada.

1A4b.

Title 1, ESEA, Chapter 1, Migrant, and Even Start

The increase in data resulted from new data collection methods.
Developmental Bilingual _

Developmental Bilingual is a new program in 1993-94.

Special Alternative Instruction

No. districts were funded this program.

State Bilingual Education

1992-93 numbers were total number ¢, programs.

1993-94 numbers were total number of students.

New Mexico

1A4a.

1A4b.

Special Populations

Special Populations is a new program in 1993-94.
State ESL only

Decreases in paricipation resulted from funding cuts.
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New York

IA4a. Vocational Education
This is not a new program. The 1992-1993 figure was changed from 0 to unknown.
Transitional Bilingual
Increases in participation resulted from expanded enrollments and increases in grants.
Family English Literacy and Special Popuiations
Figures reflect grants awarded.

IAdb. State Bilingual Education and State ESL only
1992-93 figures for both were not accurate. The SEA cannot differentiate between the
two program counts. '

Fluctuations in LEP student data explained by:
The total number of LEP students in New York State increased by over 12 percent in
1993-94. This is due primarily to the increased numbers of immigrant children
entering New York State schools for the first time in 1993-94. This is supported by
the dramatic increase of LEP students eligible for EIEA funding in 1993-94. This is
supported by the dramatic increase of LEP students eligible for EIEA funding in 1993-
94 (130,424) as compared to those eligible in 1992-93 (113,387). To some extent, the
number has also increased as a result of school districts; applying the State’s definition
of LEP more appropriately.

North Carolina
Fluctuations in LEP student data explained by:

In 1992-93 North Carolina reported an enrollment of 8,900 for limited English I

proficient students. As shown on the first page of this survey, the numbers for 1993-
94 are 12,428. This represents an increase of 39.64% over the previous year. While
school administrators report a number of reasons for this increase, there are several
which are most frequently reported. First, large numbers of migratory families are
choosing to settle in the state, rather than to more on to follow the growing season.
The settlement of these families results in the relocation of extended family members
and friends to the area.

Secondly, a number of industries such as textiles, poultry, and furniture have expanded
production and have been active in encouraging ne workers to settle in the State.

Thirdly. North Carolina served as a resettlement center during the Gulf War. As these
families become more established, extended family members and friends are likely to
emigrate as well.

)
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Oklahoma

Fluctuations in LEP student data explained by:
Oklahoma’s survey report for 1992-93 indicated 19,714 LEP students; the 1993-94
survey indicated 26,653 LEP students which represents an increase of 6,939 students.

448 public and nonpublic schools responded to the 1993-94 survey; 218 returned their
forms indicating no LEP students. Of the 173 who responded with a count, those
indicating their 1992-93 count exceeded their 1992-92 count by 10% or more cited the
following reasons: In or out migration, a more formal identification process at the
LEA level and the state data collection process, which has been redesigned and
streamlined over the last ihree years.

The 35% increase cn a statewide level is probably ihe result of a combination of all
these factors. In addition, SEA project efforts to apprise districts of the
benefit/necessity of counting their LEP students (A) to receive funding through a
special weight in the state’s funding formula and (b) to exempt LEP students from the
state mandated testing program have resulted in increases each hear in the counts
turned in through the survey process.

Oregon

Fluctuations in LEP student data explained by:
Oregon;s LEP data indicate an increase greater than 10% for 1993-94 enroliment over
1992-93 for two reasons:
1. There is significant in-migration for all population groups in Oregon, but especially
for families with students with limited English proficiency. The Center for Population
Studies at Portland State University reported that the state’s total population rose to
over 3 million by early 1994, a significant increase over the 1990 census data which
were gathered in 1989, five years earlier. The increase is continuing. In comparison
to the 1970-71 data for student enrollment, there was, by 1993-94, a nearly 9%
increase in total minority student enrollment in the state, from 4.7% to 13.3%.
2. All language minority groups have shown significant increases during that period,
from a 92% increase in Russian students, a 305% increase in Hispanic, to a 390%
increase in Asian/Pacific Islander Students. The Asian and Russian in-migrations have
peaked and the annual increases are in tenths of a percent: the increase in Hispanic
students continues at a very consistent 1 percent per yea . We anticipate that the
increase of Hispanic students will continue strongly, in part because of passage of
Proposition 187 in California in November 1994. An attempt to introduce a similar
measure in Oregon in Oregon’s 1995 Legislative Assembly failed to even come out of
the committee where it was first proposed. We do not anticipate that there will be the
"hordes of people" that proposers of that measure indicated, however we do know,
from information from the Oregon Department of Employment, that skilled
agricultural workers are coming to Oregon because of the need for their services here.
The intrastate mobile farmworker population is fairly stable and the interstate
population of skilled harvest workers continues at a stable level as well. There is a
marked increase in work in plant and tree nurseries that continues to require additional
workers in Oregon.

v
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Rhode Island

TA2.

Non-Public School

This count only includes those LEP students ideatified By the non-public schools.

South Dakota
Fluctuations in LEP student data explained by:

Responses to the Bilingual Survey were very poor this year. Schools that have local
or federally funded programs did not return the survey, which lowered our numbers by
approximately 3,000 students. Data were not included from Shannon County, Little
Wound, Wounded Knee, and Rapid City School District.

Tennessee
Fluctuations in LEP student data explained by:

Texas
1A4a.

1Adb.

There has been a 28% increase of identified LEP students throughout the 139 school
districts from the 1992-93 school year. This increase is primarily a result of two
factors. First, the Hispanic population immigrating into the state has increased
dramatically. Seventy percent of the districts identify non-English language
background students at this time. Most of the smaller and rural districts have received
an increase in Hispanic students. The unemployment rate in Tennessee is below the
national average and has served as a magnet for Hispanic workers. Secondly,
Tennessee has been identified as a preferred refugee resettlement site by the federal
government. In particular, Nashville has received a relatively high proportion of
refugees and expects that this trend will continue.

The limited English proficient student population is undercounted in Tennessee
because there have been no required statewide procedures for identification. However,
the State Department is developing these guidelires at this time and expects that the
identification of LEP students will be more accurate.

Chapter 1, Title 1, ESEA and Chapter 1, Migrant

The increase in participations resulted from expanded enrollments.
Developmental Bilingual '

Developmental Bilingual is a new program in 1993-94.

Special Alternative Instruction

The SEA submitted numbers of proposal, then call districts to see haw many actual
students will be serviced. These are actual numbers.

Special Populations

This program does not exist. Gifted and talented not funded any longer.
LEP Not Enrolled: Public Schools

Reduced the number of parent denials.

Fluctuations in LEP student data explained by:

The 18% increase of LEP students from 1992-1993 to the present is due in part with
the large immigrant population on the southern border and that texas demographics are
changing.
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IA3. LEP in Special Programs: Public School

1992-93 districts did not have identification and assessment procedures for identifying
LEP students. The use of these prucedures in 1993-94 made the figures more
accurate.

IA4b. State Bilingual Education
1992-93 districts did not ha: < identification and assessment procedures for identifying
LEP students.
State ESL only -
Redefined definition of alternative language programs.

IAS. LEP Not Enrolled: Public Schools _
The participation levels changed becuase of OCR statutes. -

Fluctuations in LEP student data explained by:
The State continues to receive students from Mexico, Central America, California and
Texas. Our LEP population continues to increase.

Vermont

Fluctuations in LEP student data explained by:
1. Vermont is the site for a federally funded resettlement program of various
nationalities (i.e. Bosnian, Vietnamese, etc.). Also there has been an increase in the
adoption of immigrant children of school age.
2. The dissemination of a state guide to all school/districts addressing the needs of
limited English proficient children entitled: Serving Students Learning English as a
Second Language: A Guide for Vermont Educators.
3. A Statewide data collection project which resulted in better understanding of the
identification, screening and placement of limited English proficient students ir
Vermont schools.

Washington

Fluctuations in LEP student data explained by:
Increase in the r»mber of LEP students is the result of new imnugrations and better
identification procedures. The numbers of LEP students have had a continuous
increase since 1985.

American Samoa

IA4b. State Bilingual Education
American Samoa’s State Reading Program has continued and had a 1993-94
enrollment of 4,983 as compared to 4,987 in 1992-1993. This program is best
categorized as an ESL program.

It is difficult to differentiate between "State” and "local" programs in Aerican Samoa
as the Department of Education operates as both the SEA and the LEA for the
territory.
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Northern Marianas

IB2. LEP Retained:
The data were reported at 100% retention. This figure was eliminated because it is
assumed that the SEA misunderstood the question which called for the number of
"number of LEP students in one or more grades" rather than the number of LEP
students retained in one or more grades.

Puerto Rico

Note: Data were revised for 1992-93. The data submitted for 1992-93 were .ne data for
1993-94,

Fluctuations in LEP student data explained by:
Last year some schools provided the information, and others did not. This year they
went school-to-school and got numbers. For the most part, the numbers are valid.
Additionally, the SEA reports that the data were tabulated by computer this year. In
the past, data collection tabulations were done manually.

Virgin Islands

IA2. Public School LEP 3nd Non-public School Enroliment
Home language survey done and combined with Emergency Immigrant grant count
gave actual figures.

IAdb. State Bilingual Education
Received Title VII grant for schools in St. Thomas. Population is increasing.
State ESL omnly
The decrease in participation was due to schools not reporting. Trying to get students
in full bilingual service.

Fluctuaticuns in LEP student data explained by:
Approximately 25% reflects the majority of migrating students from the Dominican
Republic and some of the other islands with French/Patios language background.
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Appendix D

SEA Survey Form for 1993-94
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SURVEY OF STATE'S LIMITED ENGLISH PROFICIENT STUDENTS
AND
AVAILABLE EDUCATIONAL PROGRAMS AND SERVICES

NOTE: This form must be completed by applicants urider the
following program:

o State Grant Program

This survey is & part of the activities required under Section 7134 of the
Bilingual Education Act (20 U.S.C. 7454). The purpose of this survey is to
coliect information on the number of limited English proficient (LEP) students

in the State and on the educational programs and services provided or
avalilable to them. :

General Ingtructions
° All items of this survey form must be compieted.
@ Include the name of the State on every page.

° Use additional sheets when necessary, and reference the
appropriate page number and survey jtem.

° Part | of this survey should be sent to all local educational
agencies (LEAs) in the State. Completed Part | forms should be
returned by the LEAs to the State educational agency (SEA).

The SEA should compile the resuits and include this information
in the application.

Q Part Il of the survey should be Completed by the SEA only.

Part | Instructions
A.  Student Enrglimant

items A1-A2 Self-axplanatory.

item A3 Count LEP students only once cven if they are served by more
than one Faderal, State, or local program.
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SURVEY (Continued...)

Item A4 Self-axplanatory. For ESL-only programs under the category of
State and Loca! Education Programs, indicate the type of
program (i.e., ESL. puilout, ESL self-containsd classroom, etc.)
as well as the number of LEP students enrolled in the program.

htem AS Enterthetotalnwnbm'ofLEPsmdmwﬁoamnotbeingserved
in tho specified programs. [f State law mandates that all LEP
students are to be served, provide this information under this

itam.
B. Educational Gondition of LEP Students
tem B1 Provide the number of LEP students who tested below the State

norm in the listed subject areas and in other areas you have
tested. If State norms ar3 not used, dascribe the aiternate
criteria used in addressing this item.

Item B2 Seif-explanatory.

irem B3 Provide the number of LEP students who did not finish an
slementary or secondary grade level in schu ~! year 1953-1994,
it avsilable. Do not inciude students who dropped out of school
during the year and retumed to schaol later in the year. Do not
include students who transferred tc other schools.
Part Il Instructions
A. |dentification Critaris

Item A1 Provide the State definition for LEP, if available. If the State has
no LEP definition, please so indicate in this item.

Item A2 Seif-sxpianatory.

B.  Dascription of Programs for LEP Studants

lrtem B1 Seif-axplanatory.

C. Changaa in L.EP Studant Data |

Item C1 If the total number of LEP students provided in item A2 of Part

| is at least 10 percent larger or smaller than the total number of
slamentsry and secondary LEP students envoiied in public and

.-
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SURVEY (Continued...)

STATE__

non-public schools in the State during the 1992-1993 school year, explain the
reasons for the difference.

PART i

Note: Compiete the items in this part on the basis of student enroliment data for the
1993-1984 school year. ‘

A.  Student Enrolimaent

Al. Total number of elementary and secondary
students enrolied in:

o Public schoois

o Non-public schoois

Total

]

A2. Total number of elementary and secondary

limited English proficient (LEP) students
enrolled in:

0 Public schaools

0 Non-public schoois

Tozal

|

A3. Total number of elementary and secondary LEP students enrolled in
instructional programs specially designed to maet their educational needs.

( pli enrolled in more than one spacial
program.)

o0 Public schools

0 Non-public schoois
Jotai

]




A4.

SURVEY (Continued...)

STATE

Enter the number of alementary and secondary LEP students enrolled in each
of the following programs. If students are enrolied in more than one Federal,
State, or local program, count them in each program.

F duca
o Title | Basic Programs
o Migrant Education
o Even Start Family Literacy
o Special Education
o Vocational Education

o Transitional Bilingual
Education Program

o Developmantal Bilingual
Education Program '

o Bilingual Education: Special
Alternative instructional
Program

o Bilingual Education: Family
English Literacy Program

o Bilingual Education: Special
Popuiations Program

o Emergency Immigrant Education
Program

o Other (specify)




AS.

SURVEY (Continued...)

STATE

State and Local Education Programs
o Bilingual Educaiion Programs
o ESL-Only Programs

o Other (spacify)

Enter the total number of elementary and secondary LEP students who are
not enrolled in programs listed in itam A4 ard who could benefit from
education programs such as those assisted under Title Vil:

0 Public schoois
0 Non-public schoois

o Total

(Note: The combined totals of items A3 and A5 ‘should

equal the total
entered in item A2.)

i
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B1.

B2.

SURVEY (Continued...)

STATE

Educational Condition of LEP Students

Enter the number of LEP students in each of the following categories:

Numbear of LEP

Students Scoring
Content Area ™ = Below State Norm = Instrument Used

English Reading

Mathematics

Science

Social Studies

Other (specify)

Number of LEP students in one or more grades during 1993- 1994 (if
applicable).

Number of LEP students who have dropped out of school during 1993-1994
(if applicable).




A.

. A1,

A2,

SURVEY (Continued...)

STATE .

PART li
Identification Criteria

Provide the definition and criteria used to identify LEP students. Include test
criteria, where appropriate.

indicate which of the following methods are used in your State to identify LEP
students:

Student records
Teacher observation
Teacher interview
Referral

Parent information
Student grades

Home language survey

informal assessment

Language proficiency test (specify)

Achieavement test (specify)

Criterion-referencad test (specify)

Other (specify)




§
. -
SURVEY (Continued...) |
STATE I
B.  Description of Programs for LEP Students I
B1. Decribe briefly the Federal Stats, and local programs listed in item A4 of Part '
| that provide services to LEP students
Program Description of Services I
i
i
N
i
i
°
i
i
1
i
i
Jo i
i
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C1.

SURVEY (Continued...)

STATE

in LEP nt O
Provide expianations for any changes in data entered in item A2 of Part | that
reflect a variance of 10% or more from the 1992-1993 school year data

pertaining to elementary and secondary LEP student enrollment. include in
your explanation such factors as: '

a. Entry or exit migration.
b. State redefinition of LEP.

c. Other factors (specify).
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