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INTRODUCTION

OVERVIEW

The No Child Left Behind Act (NCLB) of 2001 requires states to annually
assess English proficiency in listening, speaking, reading, writing, and com-
prehension and to report annual progress or attainment of English proficiency
for all students identified as limited English proficient (LEP) in kindergarten
through grade 12. In December 2002, sixteen states formed a consortium
under the coordination of the Council of Chief State School Officers (CCSSO)
to begin the development of ELDA, a criterion-referenced English language
proficiency assessment that would meet the NCLB requirements. The English
Language Development Assessment (ELDA) is aligned to Louisiana’s English
language development standards and is composed of tests for four grade
clusters (K-2, 3-5, 6-8, and 9-12) in four language domains (listening, speak-
ing, reading, and writing). It assesses both the academic and school social
environment language of students. ELDA is vertically linked across grade
clusters and has five levels of performance descriptors, ranging from level 1,
which has a realistic definition of English proficiency for beginners, to level 5,
which has a rigorous definition of full English proficiency.

Beginning in the 2012-2013 academic year, Louisiana will administer the
shortened version of ELDA. In 2009, the states administering ELDA began
researching the possibility of shortening ELDA while still maintaining high
reliability, validity, and content coverage. Based on the research, field testing,
and teacher feedback, Reading, Listening, and Speaking tests for grades 3
through 12 were shortened. In addition, Composite scores were calculated
for grades 3-12 and are included on Student Reports, Student Labels, and
School Roster Reports. The kindergarten inventory, grades 1 and 2 inventory,
and the Writing assessment for students in grades 3 through 12 were not
shortened.

Project Background

The CCSSO provided the leadership for ELDA to meet the requirements of
NCLB. Test development work for grades 3 through 12 was done under the
auspices of the American Institutes for Research (AIR). The Center for Study
of Assessment Validity and Evaluation (C-SAVE) at the University of Maryland
conducted the test validity research. Measurement Incorporated (MI) admin-
istered the field test for grades 3 through 12 in 2004, conducted standard
setting in summer 2004 and 2005, and provided project management for
testing in spring 2005. MI also developed ELDA for kindergarten through

grade 2 and field tested the K-2 assessment in spring 2005. Beginning with
the spring 2006 administration, Data Recognition Corporation has provided
project management as well as scoring and reporting for Louisiana.

In 2002, with Nevada as the lead state, the CCSSO steering committee,
known as the Limited English Proficiency State Collaborative on Assessment
and Student Standards (LEP-SCASS), applied for and received an Enhanced
Assessment Grant under Section 6112b of the NCLB. LEP-SCASS used the
award to analyze the existing English as a second language/English language
development standards of the member states that had them and to develop
the core English language proficiency standards on which ELDA is based.
The ELDA English language proficiency standards are described on pages
3-4 of this guide.

With other English language learner experts, LEP-SCASS also developed a
series of proficiency level descriptors that qualitatively define the full range

of English language proficiency, from the beginning stage (level 1) to the level
of fluency needed to succeed in a mainstream content classroom (level 5).
ELDA scaled-score ranges to which proficiency levels correspond are on
pages 5 and 6. ELDA proficiency level descriptors for listening, speaking,
reading, and writing, along with descriptors for Comprehension proficiency
levels, which are a combined measure of Reading and Listening domains, are
found in the ELDA Assessment Guide, available on the Louisiana Department
of Education website, www.louisianabelieves.com. Descriptors for Composite
proficiency levels are also found in the Assessment Guide. For each student
in kindergarten through grade 2, a Production level based on speaking and
writing levels is determined and is combined with the student’s Comprehen-
sion level to determine the Composite level. For students in grades 3 through
12, the proficiency level for each of the four language domains is multiplied
by a weighting factor and the Composite level is determined according to

the sum of the domain-specific weighted values. See pages 9-10 for a more
detailed explanation of Comprehension and Composite levels.

The ELDA developers adopted a grade-cluster approach that consisted

of four groupings: K-2, 3-5, 6-8, and 9-12. Test specifications included
provisions for linking scores across clusters. Common test items in adja-
cent clusters enable the linking of forms for all grade clusters. In the field
test administered in 2005 and the spring administration in 2006, select test
items for grade cluster 3-5 were administered to students in grades 1 and
2 in addition to the inventory items. These items were used to provide a link
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between the grade clusters, not to determine the students’ English profi-
ciency. In spring 2007, the linking items were removed from the inventory for
grades 1 and 2.

Administration of ELDA

Louisiana annually administers ELDA in the spring semester for all grade
clusters: K-2, 3-5, 6-8, and 9-12. Test administrators are trained to admin-
ister the tests; Data Recognition Corporation scores the tests and produces
reports described in this guide.

READING AND INTERPRETING ELDA RESULTS

This Interpretive Guide provides information about score reporting for the
spring 2013 administration of ELDA. Sample reports and explanations appear
on pages 8-21 to aid administrators and teachers in their understanding of
test results to assist them in planning instruction and language services. This
guide also assists state, district, and school administrators in using data gen-
erated by these assessments to make policy decisions and to fulfill federal
and state reporting requirements. The simulated numerical data featured in
this guide are based on 2013 Louisiana score reports.

Comprehension levels are based on a combination of the proficiency levels
students received in Listening and Reading. Composite levels are based

on proficiency levels students achieved in all four language domains. The
method for calculating Composite level for students in kindergarten through
grade 2 differs from the method used for students in grades 3 through 12.
See pages 9-10 for a more detailed explanation of Comprehension and
Composite levels.

ALERT: Test results for small groups (fewer than 10 students) should not be
publicly released.

ASSESSMENT FORMATS

Assessment Format, Grades 3 through 12

ELDA’s assessment design involves measuring proficiency in both spoken
and written English. For grades 3 through 12, ELDA incorporates multiple-
choice, short constructed-response, extended constructed-response, and
spoken constructed-response items. Students’ oral responses to recorded
prompts are scored by the test administrator according to the Speaking
scoring rubrics provided in the ELDA Speaking Scoring Guide. Recorded

dialogues and presentations also are the basis for the Listening assessment.
For some items, supporting graphic prompts help clarify what is required of
the student.

The ranges of possible points students can earn for the different types of
items that make up ELDA are the following:

e multiple-choice items 0-1 points

e short constructed-response items 0-3 points

e extended constructed-response items 0-4 points

e spoken constructed-response items  0-2 points

A suggested testing time of one hour or one hour fifteen minutes is allot-

ted for completing either Reading or Writing, but the actual amount of time
an individual student takes to complete these tests is not limited. The pace
of the Listening and Speaking tests is dictated by the length of the record-
ings, which generally take 80 or 100 minutes and 25 minutes, respectively, to
administer.

Assessment Format, Kindergarten through Grade 2

The assessments for grade cluster K-2 differ from those for the other grade
clusters in that they exclusively use inventories, which are scored by a test
administrator who is familiar with the student and the assessment. The inven-
tories require test administrators to observe students in a variety of settings
to record students’ typical behaviors or responses to a set of tasks. There are
two inventories, one for kindergarten students and one for students in grades
1 and 2. Some tasks in the inventory for grades 1 and 2 are not appropriate
for kindergarten students and are not included in the kindergarten version. In
some instances, the wording or the focus of a task is different as appropri-
ate to the grade level. Both inventories consist of 14 tasks for Reading, 9 for
Writing, 8 for Speaking, and 7 for Listening.

Test administrators are provided a description for each score point (0-3) for
each task. In the spring 2005 field test and the spring 2006 administration,
students in grades 1 and 2 also took selected items in each domain from the
grade cluster 3-5 tests. Results from these items were not included in the
students’ scores but were used to link the two grade clusters. In spring 2007,
the linking items were removed from the inventory for grades 1 and 2.

Assessment of ELDA Domains, Grades 3 through 12

Listening: All items in the Listening domain are in multiple-choice format and
often have graphic support. Students listen to five types of self-contained
texts, recorded by a narrator and actors, and then answer comprehension
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questions. Stimuli are repeated twice to maximize possibilities for under-
standing. Short phrases, short dialogues, extended dialogues, and short and
extended presentations are used, the longest of which is one minute.

Speaking: In each grade cluster, students listen to a CD that contains three
different speaking tasks with four related prompts per task. The test booklets
for this domain contain only graphics to support some of the prompts. To
demonstrate their skills in spoken English, students orally respond to each
prompt, and the test administrator scores each response in accordance with
the item-specific rubric in the ELDA Speaking Scoring Guide. All speaking
items are spoken constructed-response items with a point value of 0-2. The
score earned by a student depends on the relevance of the response to the
prompt and the completeness of the answer. Students are asked to tell or
narrate, explain or elaborate, reason aloud, or connect to an intended audi-
ence in English.

Reading: For all grade clusters, 35 multiple-choice questions are used to
assess students’ reading skills, and graphic support is included for some
items. Students read three types of text: short early reading comprehen-
sion passages, instructions, and long passages. Short reading texts contain
one or two sentences and require students to fill in missing information or
respond to a comprehension question. Reading instruction passages con-
sist of short passages from textbooks or teacher handouts and tend to
include multiple-choice options in the form of graphics. The longer passages
measure the student’s ability to understand information in longer reading
passages. For higher grades, 100- to 250-word comprehension passages are
used, with 5 or 6 multiple-choice items per passage.

Writing: Multiple-choice Writing items are supplemented by short
constructed-response and extended constructed-response items, whose
purpose is to assess comprehensiveness of expression and use of rhetori-
cal features. Constructed-response items, which have a score range of 0-3
or 0—4, provide a somewhat more nuanced picture of an English language
learner’s English skills than do multiple-choice items alone.

Narrative, descriptive, expository, and persuasive texts are encountered as
prompts in the Writing domain. The items give students an opportunity to
demonstrate their use of written English in planning and organizing mate-

rial, in revising and editing errors in language usage, and in adding missing
structural or rhetorical components to sample texts. Short “student-written”
passages give test takers a nonthreatening opportunity to demonstrate
English proficiency by improving what appear to be peer-written sentences or
passages.

ELDA TOPIC AREAS

ELDA endeavors to measure English language skills independently of a
student’s prior knowledge of particular content areas while using contextual
school language. To best demonstrate student mastery of content-embedded
language, each score domain incorporates approximately equal proportions
of material from the following areas:

e English language arts

e mathematics, science, and technology
e social studies

e school environment

Three areas are academic. The fourth area is specifically situational: it emu-
lates the language demands of school environments and student-student
and student-teacher classroom and social interactions.

ENGLISH LANGUAGE PROFICIENCY STANDARDS

The English language proficiency standards that provide the basis for ELDA
were determined by the LEP-SCASS states following review, revisions, and
additions to standards that existed at that time. Primary considerations were
the appropriateness of the standards for the range of proficiency levels and
backgrounds of students in each grade cluster.

Listening

e comprehend spoken instructions

e determine main idea/purpose

e identify important supporting details

e determine speaker’s attitude/perspective
e comprehend key vocabulary/phrases

e draw inferences, predictions, conclusions

Speaking

e connect
o tell

e explain
® reason
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Reading

demonstrate pre-/early reading skills
comprehend key vocabulary/phrases
comprehend written instructions

determine main idea/purpose

identify important supporting details

draw inferences, predictions, and conclusions
determine writer’s attitude/perspective

analyze style/form

Writing

planning and organizing
writing a draft text
revising

editing

ELDA PROFICIENCY LEVELS

Students’ scaled scores determine their placement in one of five ELDA
proficiency levels, which range from rudimentary use of English by begin-
ning speakers (level 1) to full English proficiency or fluency (level 5) for each
domain: Reading, Writing, Listening, and Speaking. The ELDA scaled-score
ranges, which correspond to these levels, are provided on pages 5 and 6.

Performance standards reflect a rigorous definition of full English proficiency,
realistic expectations for beginning English speakers, and informative levels
between these extremes. An attempt was made to set levels that are reason-
able for a range of educational backgrounds.

Proficiency level descriptors for kindergarten and grades 1 and 2 differ from
those for grades 3 through 12 to reflect age-appropriate skills. The ELDA
Assessment Guide includes a complete listing of the ELDA proficiency level
descriptors for each domain of all grade clusters. The ELDA Assessment
Guide is available on the Louisiana Department of Education website,
www.louisianabelieves.com. Proficiency level descriptors for students
entering each level in each domain and in Comprehension provide detailed
information which teachers may use in planning instruction for individual stu-
dents. These descriptors were used in establishing the scaled-score ranges
for each domain.
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ELDA SCALED-SCORE RANGES, KINDERGARTEN-GRADE 2

The tables below list by domain the scaled-score ranges for kindergarten and for grades 1 and 2. These ranges were established in the process of stan-

dard setting, at which time cut points between proficiency levels were determined. The five ELDA proficiency levels range from Beginning (level 1), to Lower
Intermediate (level 2), Upper Intermediate (level 3), Advanced (level 4), and Full English Proficiency (level 5). Level descriptors that provide more detailed
information, which teachers may use in planning instruction for individual students, are found in the ELDA Assessment Guide, available on the LDOE website,
www.louisianabelieves.com.

ELDA KINDERGARTEN

Proficiency Level Scaled-Score Ranges

ELDA GRADES 1 AND 2

Domain Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 Level 4 Level 5
Listening 50-99 100-130 131-170 171-191 192-230
Speaking 40-99 100-130 131-166 167-196 197-230
Reading 30-99 100-127 128-164 165-184 185-240
Writing 30-99 100-135 136-156 157-192 193-220

Proficiency Level Scaled-Score Ranges

Domain Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 Level 4 Level 5
Listening 50-114 115-145 146-178 179-199 200-230
Speaking 40-112 113-135 136-170 171-199 200-230
Reading 30-107 108-141 142-167 168-199 200-240
Writing 30-94 95-138 139-159 160-199 200-220
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ELDA SCALED-SCORE RANGES, GRADES 3-12

The tables below list by domain the scaled-score ranges for ELDA grade clusters 3-5, 6-8, and 9-12. These ranges were established in the process of stan-
dard setting, at which time cut points between proficiency levels were determined. The five ELDA proficiency levels range from Beginning (level 1), to Lower
Intermediate (level 2), Upper Intermediate (level 3), Advanced (level 4), and Full English Proficiency (level 5). Level descriptors that provide more detailed
information, which teachers may use in planning instruction for individual students, are found in the ELDA Assessment Guide, available on the LDOE website,

www.louisianabelieves.com.

ELDA GRADE CLUSTER 3-5

Proficiency Level Scaled-Score Ranges

ELDA GRADE CLUSTER 6-8

Proficiency Level Scaled-Score Ranges

Domain Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 Level 4 Level 5
Listening 100-449 450-543 544-644 645-724 725-930
Speaking 117-449 450-546 547-667 668-808 809-937
Reading 100-449 450-579 580-647 648-769 770-931
Writing 127-449 450-576 577-668 669-844 845-950

ELDA GRADE CLUSTER 9-12

Proficiency Level Scaled-Score Ranges

Domain Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 Level 4 Level 5
Listening 115-553 554-625 626-717 718-805 806-941
Speaking 133-457 458-610 611-718 719-824 825-936
Reading 103-459 460-611 612-690 691-828 829-940
Writing 149-552 553-652 653-721 722-896 897-928

Domain Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 Level 4 Level 5
Listening 118-555 556-631 632-728 729-849 850-950
Speaking 192-569 570-649 650-764 765-849 850-950
Reading 122-544 545-629 630-717 718-849 850-950
Writing 122-508 509-630 631-718 719-849 850-932
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ELDA REPORTS

The following reports for the ELDA are described in this Interpretive Guide:
Reports for the School
Student Report
Student Label
School Roster Report
Reports for the District and State
English Language Learner Program Report
Subgroup Report
Each sample report includes circled numbers that are referenced in the interpretive information provided with the sample.

Student Reports and School Roster Reports will be available to districts and schools in mid-May via the LEAPweb Reporting System on the LDOE website,
www.louisianabelieves.com. These reports are in PDF format. Free Adobe Reader software may be downloaded directly from the LDOE website to view and
print all online reports. Student Reports should be printed for distribution to parents/legal guardians and to be filed in the student’s cumulative folder.

Student labels will be delivered to districts in early June. The English Language Learner Program Report and the Subgroup Report will be available via
LEAPweb in late July.
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Sample Student Report

Student: ALVAREZ, AMATA
State ID: XXXXX9999

Birth Date: 03/17/1999
Grade: 3 @

CELDA

English Language Development Assessment
Student Report
Spring YYYY

(3]

District: 000 Pelican Parish
School: 002 Egret School
Grade Cluster: 3-5

(4]

Domain

Score

Proficiency Level

Listening

638

Level 3: Upper Intermediate Proficiency

The student can understand standard speech delivered in school and social settings.

Domain

Score

Proficiency Level

Speaking

552

Level 3: Upper Intermediate Proficiency

The student can communicate orally with some hesitation.

Domain

Score

Proficiency Level

Reading

424

Level 1: Beginning Proficiency

The student is beginning to understand simple printed material.

Domain

Score

Proficiency Level

Writing

458

Level 2: Lower Intermediate Proficiency

The student can compose short informative passages on familiar topics.

Comprehension

N/A

Level 1: Beginning Proficiency

Composite

170

Level 1: Beginning Proficiency

Comprehension is derived from Listening and Reading.

Composite is derived from Listening, Speaking, Reading, and Writing.

Proficiency Level Scaled Score Ranges
Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 Level 4 Level 5
Listening 100449 450-543 544-644 645-724 725-930
Speaking 117-449 450-546 547-667 668-808 809-937
Q Reading 100449 450-579 580-647 648-769 770-931
Writing 127-449 450-576 577-668 669-844 845-950
Composite 100174 175-273 274-370 371-485 486-500

This report informs parents/legal guardians of their child’s test performance.
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Sample Student Report: Explanation of Results and Terms

Student Reports for each school are posted by grade and may be down-
loaded and printed from the LEAPweb Reporting System by districts and by
schools. Schools should print two copies of the report for each student. One
copy should be sent home with the student and the second copy filed in the
student’s cumulative folder. The single-page report summarizes the student’s
performance in each of four language domains.

© IDENTIFICATION INFORMATION

This area identifies the student by name, State ID (last four digits only), date
of birth (MM/DD/YYYY on the sample report represents the student’s date
of birth), grade level, district, school, and grade cluster for the assessment
taken. The sample report is for Amata Alvarez, a grade 3 student at Egret
School in Pelican Parish who took the ELDA test for grade cluster 3-5.

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION

@® DOMAIN

Results are reported for each of the language domains measured by ELDA:
Listening, Speaking, Reading, and Writing. The sample report shows that
Amata Alvarez was assessed in all four domains.

© SCORE

A scaled score is reported for each domain. See pages 5 and 6 of this guide
for a complete list by domain of ELDA scaled-score ranges. Amata Alvarez
scored 638 in Listening, 552 in Speaking, 424 in Reading, and 458 in Writing.

NOTE: In 2006, raw scores only were reported for kindergarten and grades 1
and 2; beginning in spring 2007, scaled scores are reported for all grades.

® PROFICIENCY LEVEL

The student’s performance in each domain is also reported by proficiency
level. In the sample report, Amata Alvarez’s score of 638 in Listening cor-
responds to level 3, Upper Intermediate Proficiency; her score of 552 in
Speaking also corresponds to level 3; her score of 424 in Reading cor-
responds to level 1, Beginning Proficiency; and her score of 458 in Writing
corresponds to level 2, Lower Intermediate Proficiency.

© PROFICIENCY LEVEL DESCRIPTION

The Student Report also explains, for each domain, what each proficiency
level means in qualitative terms. From the sample report, Amata Alvarez’s
teacher can ascertain that her level 3 score in Listening indicates that she
can “understand standard speech delivered in school and social settings.”
Proficiency level descriptors for kindergarten and grades 1 and 2 differ from
those for grades 3 through 12. Proficiency level descriptors that provide more
detailed information, which teachers may use in planning instruction for indi-
vidual students, are found in the ELDA Assessment Guide.

® COMPREHENSION AND COMPOSITE LEVELS
Comprehension Level

Each student’s Comprehension level is reported in a table below the results
for the four domains. Comprehension levels are based on a combination of
the proficiency levels students received in Listening and Reading. See the
table in the left column on page 22 for complete rules for determining Com-
prehension levels. Since a score is not reported for Comprehension, N/A (not
applicable) is entered in the Score column. Detailed proficiency level descrip-
tors for students entering each Comprehension level are found in the ELDA
Assessment Guide.

Composite Level

A Composite level is also calculated for all students. The method for cal-
culating the Composite level for students in kindergarten through grade 2
differs from the method used for students in grades 3 through 12. Composite
levels are based on proficiency levels students achieved in all four language
domains. The Composite level is useful for analyzing program effectiveness
and reporting yearly individual student progress. Descriptors for Composite
proficiency levels are found in the ELDA Assessment Guide.

Kindergarten through Grade 2: For each student in kindergarten
through grade 2, a Production level, based on Speaking and Writing lev-
els, is determined and combined with the student’s Comprehension level
to determine the Composite level. The Production level is not reported;
it is used only to determine the Composite level. See the table in the
right column on page 22 and the table on page 23 for complete rules

for determining Production and Composite levels for students in kin-
dergarten through grade 2. Since a Composite score is not reported for
students in kindergarten through grade 2, N/A (not applicable) is entered
in the Score column.
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Sample Student Report: Explanation of Results and Terms (continued)

Grades 3 through 12: For each student in grades 3 through 12, a Com-
posite level is determined, based on a Composite score as follows: The
proficiency level for each of the four language domains for a student

is multiplied by a corresponding grade cluster/domain scoring weight.
The sum of the weighted scores for the four domains is then multiplied
by 100. The result is then truncated to the whole number to yield the
Composite score. The Composite score determines the Composite
level (1-5) according to the Composite Score Ranges table on page 24.
See page 24 for complete rules for calculating Composite scores and
Composite levels for students in grades 3 through 12. A Composite
score is only reported for students in grades 3 through 12.

Teachers and administrators who developed the rules for determining Com-
prehension and Composite levels during standard setting were unanimous
in their decision to put more emphasis on the Reading and Writing domains.
They believed it was critical to prevent premature exit from language pro-
grams for students who quickly mastered some listening and speaking skills
without mastering necessary reading and writing skills.

10

Comprehension proficiency level may be blank on the student report if a stu-
dent did not attempt either the Reading or Listening test, or if the student’s
Reading or Listening score was not reported due to a test security violation.

Composite proficiency level (and Composite score, for students in grades 3
through 12) may be blank on the student report if a student did not attempt
all domain tests, or if a student’s score was not reported for any domain
test(s) due to a test security violation.

@ PROFICIENCY LEVEL SCALED-SCORE RANGES

For reference, the table below the student’s performance report indicates
scaled-score ranges for each domain at each proficiency level. For students
in grades 3 through 12, the table also indicates Composite score ranges.
Composite score ranges are not calculated and therefore do not appear on
student reports for students in kindergarten through grade 2.
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Sample Student Label: Explanation of Results and Terms

Schools receive one student label for each student tested. The label contains
student identification information and the ELDA performance data. The label o Sl LR L UL Ul

is designed to be affixed to the student’s cumulative folder. Student iden'Fificlation information is provided at the top of the Iabel.l The
school and district show where the student took the test. For security, only
Spring YYYY English Language Development Assessment the last four digits of the student’s state identification number are shown.
Student: ALVAREZ, AMATA State ID: XXXXX9999 DOB indicates the student’s date of birth (MM/DD/YYYY on the sample stu-
District: 000 Pelican Parish o Grade: 03 dent label represents the student’s date of birth).
School: 002 Egret School DOB: MM/DD/YYYY . ) )
Test Administrator: PALMER, CRAIG Ed Class: Regular Ed On the sample label, student Amata Alvarez was assessed in Pelican Parish
Domain Score Proficiency Level at Egret School. The test administrator was Craig Palmer. Amata is a grade 3
regular education student.
Listening 638 Level 3: Upper Intermediate Proficiency
Speaking 552 9 Level 3: Upper Intermediate Proficiency 9 PERFORMANCE DATA
Reading 424 Level 1: Beginning Proficiency On the student label for ELDA, the Listening, Speaking, Reading, and Writing

domain results are reported. The student’s scaled score is reported for each
Writing 458 Level 2: Lower Intermediate Proficiency domain, followed by the proficiency level. According to the sample label,
Amata Alvarez scored 638 in Listening, achieving level 3, Upper Intermediate
Proficiency. In Speaking, her scaled score was 552, which also corresponds
to level 3. In Reading, her scaled score was 424, which corresponds to
Sample Student Label level 1, Beginning Proficiency, and in Writing, her scaled score was 458,
which corresponds to level 2, Lower Intermediate Proficiency.

€@ | Composite 170 Level 1: Beginning Proficiency

On the student label, results are reported only for the most recent
administration.

© COMPOSITE LEVEL

The student’s Composite level is also reported. Composite levels are based
on proficiency levels students achieve in all four language domains. The
method for calculating Composite level for students in kindergarten through
grade 2 differs from the method used for students in grades 3 through 12;
for this reason, a Composite score is also reported for students in grades 3
through 12. Since a Composite score is not reported for students in kinder-
garten through grade 2, N/A (not applicable) is entered in the Score column
for those students. See pages 9-10 for an explanation of how to interpret
Composite levels.

Composite proficiency level (and Composite score, for students in grades 3
through 12) may be blank on the student label if a student did not attempt all
domain tests, or if a student’s score was not reported for any domain test(s)
due to a test security violation.

11 ELDA 2014 Interpretive Guide



Sample School Roster Report

MM/DD/YYYY ?E I DA Page 1

Spring YYYY English Language Development Assessment
School Roster Report
Grade Cluster: 3-5

District: 000 Pelican Parish
School: 002 Egret School

Proficiency Level Scaled Score Ranges
Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 Level4 Level 5
Listening 100-449 450-543 544-644 645-724 725-930
Speaking 117-449 450-546 547-667 668-808 809-937
o Reading 100449 450-579 580-647 648-769 770-931
Writing 127-449 450-576 577-668 669-844 845-950
Composite 100-174 175-273 274-370 371-485 486-500 0
9 Listening Speaking Reading Writing Comprehension # Composite ##
Name State ID Grade Score | Level Score | Level Score | Level Score | Level Level Score Level
ALVAREZ, AMATA XXXXX9999 3 |38 3 D552 3 D424 1458 2 > @ 370 1>
CORZEZ, JULIO XXXXX9999 3 507 2 633 3 436 1 475 2 159 1
DELACRUZ, BASTIAN XXXXX9999 3 802 5 911 5 543 2 688 4 3 326 3
LOPEZ, ALEX XXXXX9999 3 917 5 937 5 358 1 493 2 2 197 2
MUNOZ, JOSEF XXXXX9999 3 669 4 693 4 G’ 605 3 608 3 3 313 3
—
NGUYEN, SON XXXXX9999 3 746 5 856 5 * - 688 4
RUIS, REBECCA XXXXX9999 3 624 3 693 4 519 2 658 3 2 259 2
TRAN, MAI XXXXX9999 3 704 4 937 5 460 2 493 2 2 230 2
ALVARDO, ARTURO XXXXX9999 4 930 5 773 4 858 5 658 3 5 410 4
CHEN, CLARA XXXXX9999 4 917 5 937 5 819 5 724 4 5 457 4
GUZMAN, ANDREA XXXXX9999 4 892 5 937 5 484 2 688 4 3 326 3
HERNANDEZ, TERESA XXXXX9999 4 917 5 773 4 760 4 688 4 4 410 4
MARTINEZ, ANGEL XXXXX9999 4 840 5 937 5 663 4 724 4 4 413 4
NHOTSAVANG, ADAM XXXXX9999 4 917 5 911 5 737 4 631 3 4 370 3
ORTEGA, MIGUEL XXXXX9999 4 930 5 809 5 819 5 658 3 5 414 4
RODRIGUEZ, EUGENE XXXXX9999 4 802 5 742 4 760 4 771 4 4 410 4
SALAMA, FAID XXXXX9999 4 917 5 937 5 697 4 724 4 4 413 4
TANAKA, MIDORI XXXXX9999 4 917 5 856 5 858 5 843 4 5 457 4
VANG, KA XXXXX9999 4 539 2 693 4 424 1 547 2 1 163 1
CHAVEZ, DANA XXXXX9999 5 746 5 911 5 858 5 950 5 5 500 5
GARCIA, DANIELE XXXXX9999 5 452 2 523 2 472 2 547 2 2 200 2
JIMENEZ, LILA XXXXX9999 5 892 5 856 5 858 5 688 4 5 457 4
LUA, XUAN XXXXX9999 5 892 5 856 5 931 5 843 4 5 457 4
MORENO, MARTINA XXXXX9999 5 772 5 773 4 716 4 586 3 4 367 3
VALDEZ, SERENA XXXXX9999 5 746 5 633 3 424 1 510 2 2 191 2

Level = Proficiency Level (1 = Beginning; 2 = Lower Intermediate; 3 = Upper Intermediate; 4 = Advanced; 5 = Full English Proficiency)
# Comprehension is derived from Listening and Reading

## Composite is derived from Listening, Speaking, Reading, and Writing

* No score reported due to test security violation
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Sample School Roster Report: Explanation of Results and Terms

The School Roster Report is posted in PDF format and may be downloaded

and printed from the LEAPweb Reporting System by districts and by schools.

The School Roster Report provides a list of students by grade within each
grade cluster and presents a summary of their performance.

A report is provided for each grade cluster of participating students, which
may have multiple pages. Because the scaled-score ranges for kindergarten
differ from those for grades 1 and 2, two reports are provided for the K-2
grade cluster.

© PROFICIENCY LEVEL SCALED-SCORE RANGES

In this box, the scaled-score ranges associated with each proficiency level
for the grade cluster are reported for each of the four domains: Listening,
Speaking, Reading, and Writing. For example, a grade 3 student receiving a
scaled score of 539 in Listening performs at proficiency level 2. A student in
grade 5 receiving a scaled score of 716 in Speaking performs at proficiency
level 4.

On School Roster Reports for students in grades 3 through 12, Composite
score ranges associated with each Composite level are also reported in this
box. For example, a grade 4 student receiving a Composite score of 410
performs at a Composite level of 4, Advanced Proficiency. Composite scores
are not calculated for students in kindergarten through grade 2; Composite
score ranges therefore do not appear in this box on School Roster Reports
for students in kindergarten through grade 2.

@ ROSTER OF STUDENTS TESTED

A list of students assessed in the school is printed in the far left column,
ordered alphabetically by grade. The second column from the left lists the
last four digits of the students’ state identification numbers. The third column
lists their enrolled grades.

Students who attempted one or more domain tests are included on the
report. Students identified in the Student Information System (SIS) database
as eligible to test who did not attempt any of the four domain tests and did
not have a valid nonparticipation code are also included.

© PERFORMANCE DATA

Each student’s performance on ELDA is reported. Reading across the row, the
student’s scaled score and proficiency level are presented for each domain.

In the sample report, student Amata Alvarez received a scaled score of 638

in Listening, which corresponds to proficiency level 3. She received a scaled
score of 552 in Speaking, which also corresponds to proficiency level 3. In
Reading, she received a scaled score of 424 and in Writing, a scaled score of
458, which correspond to proficiency levels 1 and 2, respectively.

NOTE: In 2006, raw scores only were reported for kindergarten and grades 1
and 2; beginning in spring 2007, scaled scores are reported for all grades.

® COMPREHENSION AND COMPOSITE LEVELS

The report also provides Comprehension and Composite results. Compre-
hension results are derived from Listening and Reading levels. Composite
results are derived from Listening, Speaking, Reading, and Writing.

Rules for determining Comprehension, Production, and Composite levels are
in the appendix. See pages 9-10 for an explanation of how to interpret Com-
prehension and Composite levels.

For students in grades 3 through 12, both Composite score and Composite
level are reported on School Roster Reports. For students in kindergarten
through grade 2, Composite level only is reported, since Composite scores
are not calculated for students in kindergarten through grade 2.

In the sample report for grade cluster 3-5, student Amata Alvarez’s Listening
and Reading levels yield a Comprehension level of 1. The proficiency levels
for Listening, Speaking, Reading, and Writing for this student, weighted and
combined, yield a Composite score of 170, which corresponds to a Com-
posite level of 1. For students in kindergarten through grade 2, a Composite
score is not reported. N/A (not applicable) is therefore entered in the Score
column on School Roster Reports for students in kindergarten and grades 1
and 2.

An asterisk (*) in the Reading score column of the sample report indicates
that Son Nguyen’s score was not reported due to a test security violation.
The Reading proficiency level column is blank. Since both Comprehension
and Composite scores are partially derived from Reading scores, neither
score is reported for this student on the School Roster Report. The table for
Comprehension and Composite results on the Student Report for this stu-
dent would also be blank, and no Composite level would be reported on the
student label.
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Sample English Language Learner Program Report (Page 1)

MM/DD/YYYY % I D B Page 1

Spring YYYY English Language Development Assessment
State English Language Learner Program Report
Listening/Reading/Comprehension
Grade Cluster: 3-5

State
Grade: 3
(4)
Listening Reading Comprehension #
Level1 | Level2 | Level3 | Level4 | Level 5 Level1 | Level2 | Level 3 | Level4 | Level 5 Level1 | Level2 | Level 3 | Level4 | Level 5

Total # |\ % | # |%| # || # |%| # |%QTotal | # | % | # |% | # | % | # | % | # | % }§Total # | % | # || # || # || # | %
All Testers o @ 60 D 67 9/135 | 18| 157 | 21| 341 |45Q(760) 155 | 20| 200| 26| 84 | 11198 | 26 | 123 | 16 59 | 135 | 18D 176 |23 | 127 | 17| 198 | 26| 123 | 16
Type of Specialized Language
Program
Content-based ESL @ 13 7 8 5/ 33| 19| 36| 21| 79 |46 170 32 (19| 40 (24| 19| 11| 51 |30| 28 |16 170 | 28 | 16| 36 (21| 27 | 16| 51| 30, 28|16
Pull-out ESL 9 284 | 30 | 11| 42 | 15| 64 | 23| 58 | 20| 90 |32Q 282 82|29 80 | 28| 36 13| 58 |21 | 26 | 9f 282 | 72| 26| 79|28| 47 |17| 58| 21| 26| 9
Dual Language 19 2|1 2|11 2| 1 6|32 7|37 19 3116 8 | 42 2|11 3|16 3|16 19 2|11 8|42 3|16 3| 16 3|16
Transitional bilingual 34 4 |12 3 9 3 9/ 10| 29, 14 41 34 8|24 9|26 51|15 7121 5115 34 721 6|18 9|26 721 5|15
Developmental bilingual 1 0 0 0 0 11100 0 of 0| O 0| 0 0 0 1 [100 0 0 0| 0 0 0 0| 0 1 100 0 0 0| 0
Sheltered English instruction 0 0|0 O O 0| O 0 0 0 0| 0, 0|0 0|0 0O 0| 0 0 0| 0f 0/ 0] 0| O o of ofo
Structured English immersion 0 0 1117 2| 33 1117 2|33 0| 0 2|33 1117 2|33 1117 0 0 2|33 1117 2| 33 1117
Other 21 3 |14 2|10 4119 4119 8|38 21 7133 5|24 1 5 6 |29 2|10 21 7|33 3|14 3|14 6| 29 2110
Did not participate 92 1 1 2 2| 12| 13| 21| 23| 56 |61 94 8| 9] 20 |21 12 |13| 33 35| 21|22 93 5 5| 18 (19| 16 | 17| 33| 35| 21|23
Unknown 137 9 7 8 6| 14 | 10| 21| 15| 85 |62 137 19 (14| 36 | 26 7| 5| 38|28 37 (274 139 17 | 12) 27 /19| 20 | 14| 38| 27| 37|27

Time Enrolled in a U.S. School
Less than one year 9 @ 33 | 53» 12| 19 5 8 4 6 8|13 62 39 (63| 12 | 19 2 3 4 6 5| 8 62 | 38| 61| 13|21 2 3 4 6 5/ 8

1 year up to 2 years 66 | 11 [ 17| 15| 23| 14| 21| 12| 18| 14 |21 66 | 24 36| 21 |32 5| 8| 12 |18 4| 6 66 | 23 | 35| 22|33 5| 8| 12| 18 4| 6
2 years up to 3 years 74 1 1 8| 11| 17 | 23, 19| 26| 29 |39 75 9112| 23 | 31| 13|17 16 |21 | 14 |19 74 8| 11 21|28 15|20| 16| 22| 14|19
3 years up to 4 years 307 6| 2| 12| 4| 54 | 18| 73| 24/ 162 |53 306 | 38 |12| 72 | 24| 39 | 13|101 | 33| 56 | 18§ 306 | 29 | 9| 61 /20| 59 | 19| 101 | 33| 56 |18
4 years up to 5 years 161 2 1) 18 | 11| 29 | 18| 33| 20| 79 49Q 161 27 |17 | 48 | 30| 15| 9| 44 | 27| 27 |17} 161 | 22 | 14| 39|24 | 29 (18| 44 | 27| 27|17
5 years or more 50 4 8| 2 7| 14 7 | 14| 30 |60 51 9118 | 11 |22 4| 8| 13 25| 14 |27 51 7|14, 10|20 7 14| 13| 25| 14|27
Unknown 40 3 8 0 0 9] 23 9| 23| 19 |48 39 9123| 13 |33 6|15 8 |21 3| 8 39 8|21 10|26 10 |26 8| 21 3| 8

Students may be classified in more than one type of Specialized Language Program.

The percent of students across proficiency levels may not total 100 due to rounding.

Test results for small groups (fewer than 10 students) should not be publicly released.

Level = Proficiency Level (1 = Beginning; 2 = Lower Intermediate; 3 = Upper Intermediate; 4 = Advanced; 5 = Full English Proficiency)
# Comprehension is derived from Listening and Reading

14 ELDA 2014 Interpretive Guide



Sample English Language Learner Program Report: Explanation of Results and Terms

The English Language Learner Program Report is posted in PDF format and
may be downloaded and printed from the LEAPweb Reporting System by
districts.

The English Language Learner Program Report lists the number and per-
centage of students who performed at each proficiency level. Results for all
testers appear in the first row of the report, followed by results according to
students’ type of specialized language program and time enrolled in a U.S.
school. English Language Learner Program Reports are produced for each
grade and for each district as well as for the state. Only a state-level report

is shown and explained. Districts should use caution in publicly releasing
results with small groups of students. Results for small groups (fewer than 10
students) should not be publicly released.

PROFICIENCY LEVEL RESULTS

Page 1 of the report provides results for the domains of Listening and Read-
ing, followed by Comprehension results. Page 2 of the report (page 16)
provides results for the domains of Speaking and Writing, followed by Com-
posite results.

© RESULTS FOR ALL TESTERS

In the first row, results are provided for all testers. The total number of par-
ticipating students for the grade is reported in the first column under each
domain (Listening and Reading on page 1, Speaking and Writing on page 2).
Comprehension results are reported in the third column on page 1, Compos-
ite results in the third column on page 2.

Page 1 of the sample report shows that statewide 760 grade 3 students took
the Listening test and 760 grade 3 students took the Reading test. Page 2 of
the sample report shows that 757 grade 3 students took the Speaking test
and 759 grade 3 students took the Writing test.

In the ten columns to the right of the total for each domain, the number and
percentage of students performing at each proficiency level is reported. On
page 1 of the sample report, of the 760 grade 3 students who took the Lis-
tening test, 60 (8 percent) performed at level 1, Beginning Proficiency.

The percentage of students across proficiency levels may not total 100 due
to rounding.

@ RESULTS BY TYPE OF SPECIALIZED LANGUAGE PROGRAM

Below the results for all testers, the report shows the total number and
percentage of students who performed at each proficiency level according

to the type of specialized language program in which they are enrolled. If the
type of specialized language program was not coded on the answer docu-
ment, results are included in the Unknown category. A footnote indicates that
students may be classified in more than one type of specialized language
program; the total number of students for this classification group, therefore,
may not match that in the first row for all testers.

On page 1 of the sample report, 170 students who took the Listening test
participate in a content-based ESL program. Of these, 13 (7 percent) per-
formed at level 1, Beginning Proficiency.

ELDA 2014 Interpretive Guide



Sample English Language Learner Program Report (Page 2)

MM/DD/YYYY % I D B Page 2
Spring YYYY English Language Development Assessment
State English Language Learner Program Report
Speaking/Writing/Composite
Grade Cluster: 3-5
State
Grade: 3
Speaking Writing Composite ##
Level1 | Level2 | Level3 | Level4 | Level 5 Level1 | Level2 | Level3 | Level 4 | Level 5 Level1 | Level2 | Level 3 | Level4 | Level 5

Total | # |% | # |% | # | % | # |%| # |%QTotal| # | % | # |% | # | % | # |%| # |%YTotal | # |% | # || # |%| # | %| # | %
All Testers o @ 34 4| 28 4| 89 | 12| 212 | 28| 394 | 52 86 | 12| 280| 37213 | 28178 | 23 2| OFC755 | 118 | 16221 |29 | 225 |30| 190 | 25 11 0
Type of Specialized Language
Program
Content-based ESL 170 7| 4| 7| 4| 22| 13| 56| 33| 78 |46f§ 170 | 18 |11 | 58 | 34| 57 | 34| 36 | 21 1 1] 167 | 24 | 14| 48|29| 53 |32| 42|25/ 0| O
Pull-out ESL 9 282 |19 | 7| 13| 5| 37| 13| 67| 24| 146 |52 281 | 43 |15|129 | 46| 69 | 25| 40 (14| O | Of 279 | 61|22 101 /36| 78 |28| 39| 14| 0| O
Dual Language 19 1 5 1 5 2 1 7|37 8|42 19 11 5 7|37 51|26 6 | 32 0| 0 19 2|11 8|42 3116 6| 32 0| 0
Transitional bilingual 36 4 |11 3 8 2 6/ 10| 28| 17 |47 34 11 3 9126 11 |32| 13 |38 0| 0 34 6| 18 7121 10 29| 11| 32 0| 0
Developmental bilingual 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 11000 0| O 1 0| 0 1 1100 0| 0 1 0 0 1100 0| 0 0 0 0| 0
Sheltered English instruction 0 0|0 Oof| O O/ O0f 0y 0 oO0]O 0 0| 0 0] O 0 0 0 0 0/ of o/ 0l 0O 0| o 0] O
Structured English immersion 6 0| O O Of 1|17 1|17 4|67 6 0| 0| 4|67 2[33 0 0o 0 6 0| 0| 3|50 2|33 1117/ 0] 0
Other 21 1 5 1 5/ 419 3| 14| 12 |57 23 10 | 43 8 | 35 3|14 2 9 0| 0 21 733 3|14 8 |38 3| 14 0| 0
Did not participate 92 1 1 3 3 8| 10| 33| 36| 47 |51 92 4| 4| 256 |27 29|32| 33 |36 1 1 94 5 5/ 19|20| 35 |37| 34| 36 11 1
Unknown 136 4 3 2 11 13| 10| 35| 26| 82 |60 137 10 41 30| 37 |27| 49 | 36 O| Of 136 | 13| 10| 32|24 | 37 | 27| 54| 40 0] 0
Time Enrolled in a U.S. School
Less than one year e 62 | 23 | 37| 11| 18 91| 15 11| 18] 8 |13 61 30 (49| 22 | 36 4 7 5 8 0| O 61 39 | 64| 12|20 5| 8 5 8 0| 0
1 year up to 2 years 66 | 7 |11 6 14| 21| 17| 26| 22 |33 66 | 14|21| 28 42| 18 27| 5| 8 20 66| 21|32 24/36| 14|21 7|11 0| 0
2 years up to 3 years 74 0 0 1 1 14 | 19| 24 | 32| 35 |47 74 5| 7| 35|47 21|28 13 |18 0| 0 74 7 9 30|41| 20 27| 17| 23 0| 0
3 years up to 4 years 304 | 3| 1| 4| 1/ 23| 8| 86| 28/ 183 |62f 306 | 15| 5|104 |34/108 |35 78 |25 1| of 302 | 20| 7| 83|27|114 |38| 84| 28 1| 0O
4 years up to 5 years 161 0 0 4 2| 13 8/ 59| 37| 85 |53 163 11| 7| 58 | 36| 47 | 29| 47 | 29 0| Off 161 17 | 11| 51|32| 43 |27 50| 31 0] 0
5 years or more @ o| of 2| 4 6| 12| 10| 20|33 B B 7014 19 37| 11 22| 14 |27| o| of 51| 7|14/ 10|20| 19|37| 15|29 0| O

]

Unknown 39 1 3 0 0| 10| 26 5| 13| 23 |59 38 4 111| 14 |37 41 11| 16 | 42 0| 0 40 7,18 11]|28| 10 |25| 12| 30 0| 0
Students may be classified in more than one type of Specialized Language Program.
The percent of students across proficiency levels may not total 100 due to rounding.
Test results for small groups (fewer than 10 students) should not be publicly released.
Level = Proficiency Level (1 = Beginning; 2 = Lower Intermediate; 3 = Upper Intermediate; 4 = Advanced; 5 = Full English Proficiency)
## Composite is derived from Listening, Speaking, Reading, and Writing
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Sample English Language Learner Program Report:
Explanation of Results and Terms (continued)

© RESULTS BY TIME ENROLLED IN A U.S. SCHOOL

Below the results by type of specialized language program, the report shows
the total number and percentage of students in the grade who performed at
each proficiency level according to the number of years enrolled in a U.S.
school. If the time enrolled in a U.S. school was not coded or inappropriately
coded on the answer document, the students’ results are included under
Unknown.

On page 1 of the sample report (page 14), 62 grade 3 students who took the
Listening test have been enrolled in a U.S. school for less than one year. Of
these students, 33 (53 percent) performed at level 1, Beginning Proficiency.

On page 2 of the sample report, 51 grade 3 students who took the Speaking
test have been enrolled in a U.S. school 5 years or more. Of these students,
33 (65 percent) performed at level 5, Full English Proficiency.

® COMPREHENSION AND COMPOSITE RESULTS

The report also provides Comprehension and Composite results. Page 1
shows Comprehension results, which are derived from Listening and Reading
levels. Page 2 shows Composite results, which are derived from Listening,
Speaking, Reading, and Writing.

Rules for determining Comprehension, Production, and Composite levels are
in the appendix. See pages 9-10 for an explanation of how to interpret Com-
prehension and Composite levels.

Page 1 of the sample report shows that of the 759 grade 3 students who
took both Listening and Reading tests, 135 (18 percent) performed at Com-
prehension level 1 (Beginning Proficiency).

Page 2 of the sample report shows that of the 755 grade 3 students who
took tests in all four domains, 118 (16 percent) performed at Composite level
1 (Beginning Proficiency).
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Sample Subgroup Report (Page 1)

MM/DD/YYYY %E I DA Page 1

Spring YYYY English Language Development Assessment
State Subgroup Report
Listening/Reading/Comprehension
Grade Cluster: K-2 (Kindergarten)

State
Grade: K
Listening Reading Comprehension #
Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 Level4 | Level5 Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 Level4 | Level5 Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 Level4 | Level 5
Total | # | % # % # % # % | # % f| Total | # % # % # % # % | # % J| Total # % # % # % # % # %
=
All Testers o 009 | 33 | 3D137 | 14 (373 | 37 [212 |21 254 [ 25(1017) 85| 8|248| 24| 499| 49| 99| 10| 86| 8JC1009| 84 238 24| 503( 50(101| 10| 83| 8
Regular Education
Regular Education (925 | 30 121 | 13 (345 | 37 (195 (21 |234 |25 931 | 78| 8 (228 | 24 (461 | 50| 89 (10| 75| 8 925| 78| 8|219|24|464 |50 | 91|10| 73
Section 504 37| 1 3D 719 9|24| 10|27 | 10|27 38 3| 8 3| 8| 20| 53 5|13 7118 37 3| 8 3| 8| 20|54 514 6|16
Special Education
(Excludes G/T) 47| 2| 4D 9| 19| 19] 40 7(15] 10|21 48 4| 8| 17| 35| 18| 38 5110 41 8 47 3| 6| 16|34 | 19|40 5 (11 41 9
Gender
Male 541 (19| 4| 75| 14 (206 | 38 | 117 |22 |124 |23 546 | 50| 9139 25 (263 |48 | 52 |10 | 42| 8 541| 50| 9|133|25|264 |49 | 54|10| 40| 7
Female 467 (14| 3| 62| 13 (166 | 36| 95 (20 |130 |28 470 | 35| 7 |108 | 23 (236 | 50 | 47 |10 | 44 | Of 467| 34| 710422239 |51 | 47 |10| 43| 9
10
Invalid 11 0| O 0| O 1 [100 0| O o 0 1 0| O 11100 0| O 0| 0 0O 1 o O 11 0 0| O of 0 0of 0
Ethnicity/Race
Hispanic/Latino 629 (24| 4| 95| 15 (231 | 37 | 141 (22 |138 |22 637 | 68 | 11 |173 |27 (294 | 46| 56 | 9| 46| 7} 629| 67| 11|166 |26 |295|47 | 66| 9| 45| 7
American Indian or
Alaska Native 3] 0] O o O 0| O 2|67 1133 3 0| O of O 2|67 133 0|0 3 of 0 o 0 2|67 1133 of 0
Asian 249 | 3| 1| 26| 10(105| 42| 46 (18| 69 |28 249 7| 3| 4418|149 |60 26 |10| 23| 9 249 7| 3| 441|18|149|60| 28|11 | 21| 8
Black or African American 32| 2| 6 7122 4113 11|34 81|25 32 31 9 825 16| 50 2| 6 319 32 31 9 8 (25| 16|50 2| 6 319
Native Hawaiian or Other
Pacific Islander 0| 0| O o O 0| O 0o 0 of 0 0 0| O of O 0| O 0| 0 0|0 0 of o0 o 0 0| O of 0 of 0
White 88| 4| 5 9110|2832 12|14 | 35|40 88 6| 7| 22| 25| 34|39| 13 |15| 13|15 88 6| 7| 19|22 37 (42| 13|15 13|15
Two or more races 0| 0| O o O 0| O 0o O of 0 0 0| O of 0 0| O 0| 0 0|0 0 of O o 0 0| O of o0 of 0
Invalid 8| 0| O 0| O 5| 63 0| O 338 8 1(13 1113 4 | 50 1(13 1113 8 1113 1113 4 |50 1113 1113
Free/Reduced Lunch
Yes 659 | 16 | 2| 93| 14 (243 | 37 | 147 (22 |160 |24y 665| 54 | 8 |158 | 24 (337 | 51| 63 | 9| 53| 8} 659| 53| 8|154 |23 |337|51| 63|10| 52| 8
No 302 (11| 4| 39| 13 (11237 | 56 19| 84 |28 302| 22| 7| 76| 25|141| 47| 31|10 32 |11 302 22| 7| 73|24 (144 |48 33 (11| 30 (10
Migrant 301 | 21 7| 55| 18| 93| 31| 72|24 | 60|20Q 300 60|20 |108 | 36| 64 21| 47 |16 | 21| 7§ 299 42|14 (112 (37| 97|32 36 (12| 12| 4

The percent of students across proficiency levels may not total 100 due to rounding.

Test results for small groups (fewer than 10 students) should not be publicly released.

Level = Proficiency Level (1 = Beginning; 2 = Lower Intermediate; 3 = Upper Intermediate; 4 = Advanced; 5 = Full English Proficiency)
# Comprehension is derived from Listening and Reading
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Sample Subgroup Report: Expl

The Subgroup Report is posted in PDF format and may be downloaded and
printed from the LEAPweb Reporting System by districts.

The Subgroup Report summarizes proficiency level results by education
classification (regular education, special education), gender, ethnicity/race,
school lunch status, and migrant status. Regular education students are
further grouped according to eligibility for Section 504 services. The report
lists the number and percentage of students who performed at each profi-
ciency level within each classification and subgroup. Results for all testers
appear in the first row of the report. Subgroup Reports are produced for each
grade and for each district as well as for the state. Only a state-level report

is shown and explained. Results for small groups (fewer than 10 students)
should not be publicly released.

PROFICIENCY LEVEL RESULTS

Page 1 of the report provides results for the domains of Listening and Read-
ing, followed by Comprehension results. Page 2 of the report (page 20)
provides results for the domains of Speaking and Writing, followed by Com-
posite results.

© RESULTS FOR ALL TESTERS

In the first row, results are provided for all testers. The total number of stu-
dents for all classification groups may not match that in the first row for all
testers. This occurs if the classifying information (education classification,
gender, ethnicity/race, lunch status, or migrant status) was not coded or
inappropriately coded on the answer document.

The total number of participating students for the grade is reported in the first
column under each domain (Listening and Reading on page 1, Speaking and
Writing on page 2). Comprehension results are reported in the third column
on page 1, Composite results in the third column on page 2.

Page 1 of the sample report shows that statewide 1,009 kindergarten stu-
dents were given the Listening inventory and 1,017 kindergarten students
were given the Reading inventory. Page 2 of the sample report shows that
1,006 kindergarten students were given the Speaking inventory and 1,006
kindergarten students were given the Writing inventory.
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anation of Results and Terms

In the ten columns to the right of the total for each domain, the number and
percentage of students performing at each proficiency level is reported. On
page 1 of the sample report, of the 1,009 kindergarten students who were
given the Listening inventory, 33 (3 percent) performed at level 1, Beginning
Proficiency.

The percentage of students across proficiency levels may not total 100 due
to rounding.

@ RESULTS BY EDUCATION CLASSIFICATION

Below the results for all testers, the report shows the total number and
percentage of students in the grade who performed at each proficiency level
according to education classification.

The data for regular education students are further divided into regular
education students and students with one or more disabilities according to
Section 504. Data are also presented for special education students, exclud-
ing gifted and/or talented, who are reported under regular education.

On page 1 of the sample report, 925 students who were given the Listen-
ing inventory are classified as regular education. Of these, 30 (3 percent)
performed at level 1, Beginning Proficiency. Thirty-seven students who were
given the Listening inventory are classified as having one or more disabili-
ties according to Section 504. Of these, 1 (3 percent) performed at level 1,
Beginning Proficiency. Forty-seven students who were given the Listening
inventory are classified as special education. Of these, 2 (4 percent) per-
formed at level 1, Beginning Proficiency.

Test results for small groups (fewer than 10 students) should not be publicly
released.
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Sample Subgroup Report (Page 2)

MM/DD/YYYY %I D u Page 2
Spring YYYY English Language Development Assessment
State Subgroup Report
Speaking/Writing/Composite
Grade Cluster: K-2 (Kindergarten)
State
Grade: K
Speaking Writing Composite ##
Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 Level 4 Level 5 Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 Level 4 Level 5 Level 1 Level 2 | Level 3 Level4 | Level5
Total %| # | % | # | % | # | %| # |%WTotal| # | % | # | % | # |%]| # | %| # | %} Total % | # | % [ # |%| # |[%]|#|%
All Testers @ 74 | 7D151 | 15 (339 | 34 | 247 | 25 [195 | 19 [1006) 206 | 20 | 402 | 40 [209 | 21 | 138 |14 | 51| 51000 | 165 | 17} 398 | 40 [300 |30 [101 | 10| 36 | 4

Regular Education

Regular Education 925 | 68| 7|138| 15309 |33|232(25|178 |19 922|185|20|366 | 40 (194 | 21| 130 [14 | 47| 5} 920|150 | 16 | 363 | 39 |283 [31 | 91| 10 | 33
Section 504 36 11 3 6| 17| 15|42 31 8] 11]31 38 7118 12|32| 12| 32 4111 3| 8 36 5(14| 11| 31| 13|36 4111 3( 8
Special Education
(Excludes G/T) 45 5111 7116 | 15|33 | 12|27 6|13 46| 14|30 24| 52 3| 7 41 9 1] 2 44| 10| 23| 24| 55| 4| 9 6|14 0] O
Gender
Male 542 | 42| 8)p 88| 16 (187 (35(123 (23 (102 |19 537|119 |22 |225| 42 |107 (20| 65|12 | 21| 4] 536| 95|18 |230| 431|148 |28 | 48| 9| 15| 3
Female 463 | 32| 7D 62| 1315233124 (27| 93|20 468| 87|19 |176 | 38 (102 | 22| 73|16 30| 6} 463 70| 15|167 | 36 152 33| 53|11 [ 21| 5
Invalid 1 0| 0 1 (100 o O 0| 0 0| O 1 0| O 1 (100 0| O 0| 0 0| 0 1 0| O 1[100| Of O 0| of 0| O
Ethnicity/Race
Hispanic/Latino 627 | 56| 9| 97| 15|212 |34 |145(23 |117 |19 628|140 |22 |274 | 44 (124 | 20| 66 [11| 24| 4} 623(123 (20 |258 | 41 (170 |27 | 51| 8| 21| 3
9 American Indian or
Alaska Native 3 0| 0 0| O 0| O 2|67 1(33 3 0| O 133 0| O 133 133 3 0 1 33| 133 1133 0
Asian 248 | 10| 4| 33| 13| 98|40 | 66|27 | 41|17 247| 36|15 86| 35| 53| 21| 53|21 19| 8 246 21| 9| 95| 39|89(36(| 30| 12| 11| 4
Black or African American 319 5| 16 4113 12|38 8 __Z_E 32 928| 15| 47 5|16 319 0|0 32 6|119| 14| 44| 9|28 31 9( 0| O
Native Hawaiian or Other
Pacific Islander 0 0| 0 0| O 0| O 0| 0 0| 0 1} 0| O o O 0| O 0| 0 o0 0 of O 0 of of O of 0 0] O
White 88 5| 6| 13| 15| 22|25 22|25 26 |30 88| 19|22| 23|26| 26|30| 13|15 7|8 88| 14|16 26| 30(30|34| 14|16]| 4| 5
Two or more races 0 0| O of O 0| O 0| O of O 0 o O of O of O o 0 o o0 0 0| O 0 ol ofo 0| of o| O
Invalid 8 0| 0 3| 38 3138 0| 0 2|25 8 2|25 3|38 1[13 2|25 0| 0 8 1[13 4( 50 113 2(25| 0f O
Free/Reduced Lunch
9 Yes @ 47 b 87| 13 (228 | 35| 164 |25 (131 |20 658|130 |20 |276 | 42 |134 | 20| 88|13 | 30| 5] 653|109 |17 |267 | 41[190 (29| 63| 10| 24| 4
No 301 | 21| 7| 55| 18| 93|31| 72|24 | 60|20 300| 6020|108 | 36| 64| 21| 47 (16| 21| 74 299 4214|112 | 37|97 (32| 36| 12| 12| 4
e Migrant @ 22 b 76 | 25 (141 |47 | 31[10| 32|11 302| 22| 7| 73|24 |144 | 48| 33 (11| 30|10 301| 21| 7| 55| 18| 93|31 | 72| 24| 60|20

The percent of students across proficiency levels may not total 100 due to rounding.

Test results for small groups (fewer than 10 students) should not be publicly released.

Level = Proficiency Level (1 = Beginning; 2 = Lower Intermediate; 3 = Upper Intermediate; 4 = Advanced; 5 = Full English Proficiency)
## Composite is derived from Listening, Speaking, Reading, and Writing
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Sample Subgroup Report: Explanation of Results and Terms (continued)

© RESULTS BY GENDER AND ETHNICITY/RACE

Below the results according to education classification, the report shows the
total number and percentage of students in the grade who performed at each
proficiency level according to gender and ethnicity/race. An invalid listing for
gender indicates that the answer document field was blank or that more than
one option was coded for a student who was not preidentified. An invalid
listing for ethnicity/race indicates that on the answer document 1) both the
ethnicity field (Are you Hispanic/Latino?) and the Race field were blank,

2) No was coded for ethnicity and Race was blank, or 3) both Yes and No
were coded for ethnicity and Race was blank. If more than one option for
race was coded, results are reported in the row for two or more races.

On page 2 of the sample report, 542 kindergarten students who were given
the Speaking inventory are male and 463 are female. Of male students,

42 (8 percent) performed at level 1, Beginning Proficiency, in Speaking. Of
female students, 32 (7 percent) performed at level 1 in Speaking.

On page 2 of the sample report, 32 students who were given the Speaking
inventory are black or African American. Of these, 8 (25 percent) performed
at level 5, Full English Proficiency, in Speaking.

® RESULTS BY SCHOOL LUNCH STATUS

Below the results for gender and ethnicity/race, the report shows the total
number and percentage of students who performed at each proficiency level
according to school lunch status.

In the sample report, 657 kindergarten students who were given the Speak-
ing inventory participate in the Free/Reduced Lunch program. Of these, 47
(7 percent) performed at level 1, Beginning Proficiency, in Speaking.

© RESULTS BY MIGRANT STATUS

Below the results grouped according to participation in the Free/Reduced
Lunch program, the report shows the total number and percentage of stu-
dents who performed at each proficiency level according to migrant status.
Migrant students are those who have an approved certificate of eligibility
(COE) on file.

In the sample report, 302 kindergarten students who were given the Speaking
inventory are migrant students who have an approved COE on file. Of these,
22 (7 percent) performed at level 1, Beginning Proficiency, in Speaking.

® COMPREHENSION AND COMPOSITE RESULTS

The report also provides Comprehension and Composite results. Page 1
shows Comprehension levels, which are derived from Listening and Reading
levels. Page 2 shows Composite results, which are derived from the Listen-
ing, Speaking, Reading, and Writing domains.

Rules for determining Comprehension, Production, and Composite levels are
in the appendix. See pages 9-10 for an explanation of how to interpret Com-
prehension and Composite levels.

Page 1 of the sample report (page 18) shows that of the 1,009 kindergar-
ten students who were given both the Listening and Reading inventories,
84 (8 percent) performed at Comprehension level 1 (Beginning Proficiency).

Page 2 of the sample report shows that of the 1,000 kindergarten students
who were given inventories in all four domains, 165 (17 percent) performed at
Composite level 1 (Beginning Proficiency).
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APPENDIX

Rules for Establishing Proficiency Levels for Comprehension, Production, and Composite Scores

Rules for Combining Listening and Reading Levels

to Yield a Comprehension Level (All Grade Levels)

If Reading And Listening | Then Comprehension
Level is: Level is: Level is:
1 1
2 1
1 3 1
4 2
5 2
1 2
2 2
2 3 2
4 2
5 3
1 2
2 3
3 3 3
4 3
5 3
1 3
2 3
4 3 4
4 4
5 4
1 3
2 3
5 3 4
4 5
5 5

Rules for Combining Speaking and Writing Levels

22

to Yield a Production Level (K-2 Levels Only)

If Writing And Speaking Then Production
Level is: Level is: Level is:
1 1
2 1
1 3 1
4 2
5 2
1 2
2 2
2 3 2
4 2
5 3
1 2
2 3
3 3 3
4 3
5 3
1 3
2 3
4 3 4
4 4
5 4
1 3
2 3
5 3 4
4 5
5 5
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Rules for Combining Comprehension and Production Levels

to Yield a Composite Level (K-2 Levels Only)

If Production Level is: | And Comprehension Level is: | Then Composite Level is:
1 1
2 1
1 3 2
4 2
5 3
1 1
2 2
2 3 2
4 3
5 3
1 2
2 2
3 3 3
4 3
5 4
1 2
2 3
4 3 3
4 4
5 4
1 3
2 3
5 3 4
4 4
5 5
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Rules for Calculating Composite Score and Composite Level (Grades 3-12 Levels Only)

The following steps are used to calculate the Composite score and the Composite level for students in grades 3 through 12:

1. Calculate the weighted Composite score for each domain by multiplying the proficiency level by the corresponding grade cluster/domain scoring
weight from the Composite Scoring Weights table below.

Composite Scoring Weights

Grades 3-5 Grades 6-8 Grades 9-12
Listening 0.10466 0.09910 0.07175
Speaking 0.03205 0.07435 0.04151
Reading 0.43359 0.40512 0.46584
Writing 0.42970 0.42144 0.42090

2. Add the weighted composite scores for each domain together, multiply the resulting sum by 100, and then truncate to the whole number to get a
Composite score.

3. Refer to the Composite Score Ranges table below to determine the Composite level for grades 3-12.

Composite Score Ranges

Composite Score Ranges Composite Level
100-174 Level 1: Beginning Proficiency
175-273 Level 2: Lower Intermediate Proficiency
Grades 3-5 274-370 Level 3: Upper Intermediate Proficiency
371-485 Level 4: Advanced Proficiency Example (Grade 6-8):
. . . - Proficiency levels of 4, 3, 3, and 3 were obtained on
486-500 Level 5: Ful .Eng.;hsh Prc?ﬁ.mency the grade 6-8 Listening, Speaking, Reading, and Writ-
100-168 Level 1: Beginning Proficiency ing tests, respectively. Multiply the proficiency level for
169-285 Level 2: Lower Intermediate Proficiency each domain by the corresponding scoring weight and
- — add the weighted composite scores together:
Grades 6-8 286-383 Level 3: Upper Intermediate Proficiency
— (0.09910 x 4) + (0.07435 x 3) + (0.40512 x 3) +
384-489 Level 4: Advanced Proficiency (0.42144 x 3) = 3.09913
490-500 Level 5: Full English Proficiency Resulting sum multiplied by 100:
100-169 Level 1: Beginning Proficiency 3.09913 x 100 = 309.913
170-270 Level 2: Lower Intermediate Proficiency Truncated to the whole number: 309
Grades 9-12 271-373 Level 3: Upper Intermediate Proficiency A grade 6-8 student with a Composite score of 309
- — will receive a Composite level of 3, Upper Intermediate
374-492 Level 4: Advanced Proficiency Proficiency.
493-500 Level 5: Full English Proficiency
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