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Missouri: Total Student Enrollment (Information from OELA, 8/06)
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Missouri’'s Rate of LEP Growth
Information from the Office of English Language Acquisition 8/06
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Total
Student
Population Percentage of total Percentage
in Missouri Growth in ELL Population in Missouri _Student Population in of ELLs in
Schools Schools SpEd in Missouri Schools SpEd

~Total %-age
positive growth %oile of ELLs represented
+183 in SpEd in Missouri



Access denied...

Disregard for first language of the learner
Disregard for the culture of the learner

_ack of understanding the language
acquisition process

Discrepancy model (based on a test
score)

Unfair/blased tests

Unwillingness to consider alternative
assessment practices




Equity

Programs Access






What we have done...

o Gathering of educators to assess the “needs” In
the state

 Development of the training module-- ELLs &
SpEd: Appropriate Identification, Assessment,
& Eligibility Determination

e Trainings and revisions...and enlightenment!



What we have done...

The first year of trainings/response from the
schools

Recognition that something needed to be done
at the state level

Proposal of a taskforce

Taskforce initiation



The Guiding TOOL

Student
Assistance
Team

(Intervention)
Flowchart



1. Is the student
eriencing
academic difficulty?

2.Is the student

experiencing
difficulties as a result
of untreated health
issues?

3. Is the student
receiving appropriate
ESL services?

4. Have the

curriculums been
proven effective for
ELL students?

5. Have the identified
concerns been
examined?

6. Has the source of
identified concerns

The Intervention
Process STOPS

hearing & vision.

Review student's School Health
Screening if available.
Check for problems with

Attend to Health Issues Appropriately:

Review the student's English
language proficiency levels and

ESL services.
Make adjustments as necessary.
Continue to monitor student.

Adapt andfor modify the
ESL curriculum and/or
supplement

and/or develop a
research-based best-
practice curriculum for
LLs.

Continue to monitor
student.

if possible, correct problems that Readdresss
(Caution: If parents choose to share can easily be resolved Question #1
the information, you may ask about (i.e. vision-glasses)
medications the student is taking &
for what purpose.)
Readdresss
Question #1 K-12 SPED-ELL
Guidance
Provide instructional
modifications to ELL
students in all 2
mainstream classrooms; Intervention Team
ensure ELLs have access Readdresss
to the content curriculum, Cheitaca Flowchart
Modifications are based
on language proficiency

and not to be confused
with SPED modifications

Examine and document

tudent performance across settings
cculturation concerns

nterviews with the teachers

interviews with the parents and the student
analysis of student work and behaviors
omparisons to other same-age-grade peers with
similar background (same culture, language level,
time in school, etc.) to determine the extent of the
problem the student exhibits.

Adapted from Garcia & Ortiz(1988)

Adapted by: Theresa Armentrout(2006)
tmarie@truman.edu

Analyze student

Analyze teacher

been systematically
identified &
corrected?

haracteristics and provide
needed assistance to
address:

~teaching style

--expectations & perceptions

raining & experience

classroom management

~-cultural competency

~-appropriate on-going staff
training

characteristics and gather
by

y
the student’s history
including:

—experiences

~lifestyle

—prior instruction (academic
gaps)

~learning style

--motivation and self-concept

~-second culture
development

--parental literacy

~parents’ level of
involvement.

Analyze curriculum and
instruction and ensure:

~the scope and sequence of
the curriculum is appropriate

~the curriculum & instruction
is aligned with GLEs & ELL
Standards

~it provides entry-level/basic
skills

it provides opportunities for
practice, reteaching, mastery

~it utilizes all levels of
Bloom's taxonomy.

7. Have other
programming

alternatives been
appropriately utilized?

o

Determine the appropriateness of additional
programs/placement alternatives
(e.g., Title I, tutoring, At-Risk, etc.)

8. Does the difficulty
persist?

Referral to
Special Education
is Appropriate

The Intervention Process
STOPS continue monitoring

student progress & ESL
program effectiveness

o




Status Report...

o K-12 SpEd-ELL Guidance trainings

o Taskforce “Rough Draft”
presentation March 13t

o Final edits due May 2007

o Presentation to State Board of
saucanon JU 200/
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Electronic Q & A

Starting date: March 29, 2007(one week
from today) and

Continuing through: April 12, 2007

http://rpdc.truman.edu/mell
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My contact information:

"Theresa M. Armenttout
Instructional Specialist
Truman State University

.“NE RPDC &

Missouri MigrantiEducation & ©
English LanguageiLearning
Program (MELL)

b

<tmarie@truman .edu
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