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Overview




What is the ELL Funding Factor Count?

e Public School Finance Act of 1994

e Student October Count
» Data collection across all districts
e Student level data (as of the pupil enrollment count date)

e Used to determine the various counts included in the Total Program
Funding calculation

Funded

English Pupil Count

Language
Learner
(ELL) Count

Total Program Funding




Criteria for ELL Count

Students must meet the criteria in both boxes below to be included
in the ELL Count:

Not specifically reported in

Student October Count data:

the Student October Count:

e Grade level: K-12 e Students must still be
e Funding codes: 80, 82, 85, 91, within the five-year
92,94, 95 services window defined
e Language Proficiency: In ELPA -
e 1-NEP (Non-English e Cognos/Data Pipeline
Proficient) Reports can identify Years
5 9 - 5P (Uiee) Tl in Program after October
. Snapshot Generated
Proficient)
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Resources: English Language Learner Count Webpage
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Timeline
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General Timeline

*  Wed,, March 1* - districts with students in the ELL count sample will receive an email with instructions for uploading documentation.

s  Tues,, March 14" {10-10:50am) - School Auditing Office will host the first Office Hours session that will review the ELL count audit review
process and required audit documentation.
o To access these Office Hours, click on the link in the green box found on the School Auditing Office’s Training and Office Hours
website: hitps://fwww.cde.state.co.us/cdefinance/auditunit_trainings.
o The link will be live approximately 15 minutes prior to the Office Hours start time.

s Wed., April 5 {1:30-2:20pm) - Schdol Auditing Office will host the second Office Hours session that will review the ELL count audit review
4] i ocumentation.

o To access these Office Hours, click on the link in the green box found on the School Auditing Office’s Training and Office Hours
website: hitps://www.cde.state.co.us/cdefinance/auditunit_trainings.

o The link will be live approximately 15 minutes prior to the Office Hours start time.

Fri., April 14" - Deadline for districts to upload all required audit documentation for students included in the ELL count sample audit review.

s No later than Friday, June 30" - districts will receive an email from the School Auditing Office outlining the findings of the ELL count audit
documentation review.




ore sampled students

selected?




Statewide ELL Count Population

e 61,359 students were included in the ELL Count statewide

e 41,331 students were “cleared” based on spring 2022 WIDA
ACCESS scores
* Had scores below the CDE baseline proficiency cut points for
redesignation
e ACCESS for ELLs: 4.0 Overall and 4.0 on Literacy
e Alternate ACCESS: P1 Overall and P1 on Literacy

e For the remaining 20,028 students:

e Each were assigned a “sub-population” based on years in program
and 2022 WIDA ACCESS assessment participation

e Total of 4 possible sub-populations for each district

e Random sample of students from each sub-population (if applicable)
were pulled into the district’s sampled population

&
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Audit Sample

Therefore, all students pulled into the sample either:

e Have no spring 2022 ACCESS for ELLs or Alternative ACCESS
assessment scores

e Students new to the district, or those transferring into the district,
since spring 2022

OR

e Have scores at or above the CDE baseline proficiency cut
points for redesignation

e Continuing within the district OR transferring into the district since
spring 2022

&,
: O




Sub-Populations- Student does NOT have

spring 2022 WIDA ACCESS Scores

Y1 _NS: This student is in their first year of program and did
not take the ACCESS for ELLs or Alternate ACCESS assessment
in spring 2022.

e This student is new to the district

e Y2-5 NS: This student is in years 2 through 5 of program and
does not have Literacy and Overall scores from the ACCESS
for ELLs or Alternate ACCESS assessment in spring 2022.

e This student could be new to the district OR continuing within
the same district.

&
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Sub-Populations- Student DOES have

spring 2022 WIDA ACCESS Scores

15

Students in these sub-populations took the ACCESS for ELLs or Alternate
ACCESS assessment in spring 2022 AND met the CDE baseline proficiency
cut points for redesignation (ACCESS for ELLs: 4.0 Overall and 4.0 on
Literacy; Alternate ACCESS: P1 Overall and P1 on Literacy).

* Diff_Redes: The testing district in spring 2022 was NOT your district.
e This student likely transferred into your district (i.e., new) since spring 2022.

e SAME_Redes: The testing district in spring 2022 WAS your district.
e This student is continuing within your district (i.e., not new).




Sample List

ELL (funding factor) count sample lists have been uploaded to
districts” audit Syncplicity folders and contain the following

fields:

/7~ ™\

A

B C

] E F G H I J

1 Year

2 |2022-2023"0000

District Cc SASID

"0122456750700

School Co School Na Grade

BakerStreT}U? Holmes  Sherlock '1 2

Field

Description

Year

Current school year (2022-2023)

District Code

As reported in 2022 Student October (should be your district’s code)

SASID

As reported in 2022 Student October

Schiool Code

As reported in 2022 Student October

School Name

As determined by the reported school code in 2022 Student October

Grade

As reported in 2022 Student October (student’s grade)

Last Mame

As reported in 2022 Student October (student’s last name)

First Name

As reported in 2022 Student October (student’s first name)

Year In Program

As of 2022-2023, year in program as calculated by CDE

Language Proficiency

As reported in 2022 Student October (student’s reported language proficiency)

Sub-Population

As assigned by the School Auditing Office for sampling purposes (see above section titled “Sub-Populations”

*2022 Test Type

Will indicate if the student took the ACCESS for ELLs (WIDA ACCESS) or Alternate ACCESS (Alt ACCESS) in spring 2022. If blank, then
CDE does not have record of the student taking either assessment in spring 2022.

*TEST_DISTRICT

If the student took ACCESS for ELLs or Alternate ACCESS in spring 2022, this field indicates the district code through which the student
took the assessment.

*LITERACY LEVEL

If the student took ACCESS for ELLs or Alternate ACCESS in spring 2022, this field indicates the student’s literacy level, if determined.

*OVERALL LEVEL

If the student took ACCESS for ELLs or Alternate ACCESS in spring 2022, this field indicate the student's overall level, if determined.

16

*Documentation evidencing these assessment scores are not required for any sub-population, UNLESS the referenced scores on the sample list are incorrect

for a given student.




Audit Documentation



Reminder!!!

e The following sections provide a brief overview of Colorado’s
standardized identification and redesignation procedures.

* |f you have any specific questions or unique student
situations related to your district and/or sampled student list,
please contact for clarification:

e Doris Brock-Nguyen: brock-nguyen d@cde.state.co.us
e Lindsay Swanton: swanton _|l@cde.state.co.us

18
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nts New to Program
and/or
ew to District
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Documentation for New or Transferring Students|| 1000 (e 01

Students who did not have any scores from spring 2022

 Likely new to the district since spring 2022; likely did not take
one of the assessments because they were not yet attending
your district.

e This group includes both students new to the Colorado public
school system and students who were newly transferred into
the district.

For these students, the district needs to provide
documentation showing that:

1. The students went through the identification process AND
2. The students were correctly identified as NEP or LEP

=
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|dentification Process:

the WIDA Screener

When identifying students as
non-English speakers, every
district must:

1. Review the Home
Language Survey, and, if
applicable...

2. Administer the WIDA
Screener

21



|dentification Process:

the WIDA Screener

e |f the WIDA screener was administered within 365 days prior
to the pupil enrollment count date (i.e., between 10/4/21 and
10/3/2022), AND the score supports a language proficiency of
NEP or LEP, the district must upload:

B \WIDA Screener Score Report

WIDA Screener showing the qualifying date and score

22



WIDA Screener Report for Kindergarten (and 15t Se'meSter_'Fi_rst-_

Grade) Example

e——— LS A
WIDA Screener for Kindergarten — T e oy o
scnre Repﬂd Test Date: 09/07/2021 Test Administrator/Scorer: Shedock Holmes
e = wmorEm bl
Ty d il g Student Information
Farl e P Lowd S Puia . .
- e First Name:  John Last Name: Watson
EmE A L e e Birthdate: Current Grade: K
B xmeid oE N ] :
T State ID: 01234567800123 School: Awesome K-8
MMHHHHHF:#H';:::::::: District: Awesome School District State: co
v d gy g il e My e
= — ey Language(s):
i B
T 5 WIDA Screener for Kindergarten provides a snapshot of an English language leamer’s general English language
] | proficiency. The proficiency level scores are one factor to consider as you determine whether a student can benefit
s, Jion from English language support services.
| iy e “i_'tl.ﬁ.
[T e a— : Language Domain Scores Proficiency Level
O & O PP~ 1T |
BXE, TE Listoring y
L0 E o R R N Fu
um Areanr e Sw beeense e e L Feeaen L mmng 3
Writing 1
Reading 1
Composite Scores Proficiency Level
Oral Language -50% Listening + 50% Speaking | 2
Literacy - 50% Reading + 50% Writing 1
Overall - 35% Readmg; 35% Writing + 15% 1
Listening + 15% Spea
Proficiency levels are defined as part of the WIDA English Language Development Standards Framework. For
more information about the framework, visit the ELD Standards Framework page. To better understand the
proficiency level scores, refer to the kindergarten proficiency level descriptors.

23



ldentification Process

s 1. WIDA screener score report

If the WIDA screener was administered within 365 days
preceding the pupil enrollment count date and it did NOT
support a language proficiency of NEP or LEP, then the district
must upload the following documents:

* WIDA screener score report dated within 365 days prior to the pupil enrollment count date

e 2. Process

e Documentation describing the district’s process for identifying students with a language
proficiency level of NEP or LEP

s 3. Objective Criteria

e Rubric with cut scores or other objective criteria (e.g., ratings, levels or other measurables)
that clearly indicates what conditions must be met for a student’s language proficiency level
to be designated NEP or LEP

e 4. Evidence

¢ Evidence supporting the student’s NEP or LEP identification, based on the district’s process
and qualifying criteria

24




|dentification Process

If the district did not administer a WIDA screener for a newly
identified non-English speaker (i.e., language proficiency of NEP
or LEP), the district must upload:

Explanation

Narrative explanation as to why the screener was not
administered during the identification process.

Note: Regardless of a student’s (or family’s) perceived language proficiency, ethnicity,
race, or linguistic background, the district must evaluate the responses indicated on the
home language survey and administer a Screener if it is appropriate.

Responses indicated on the home language survey are intended to trigger investigation
into English Language Proficiency (ELP) but do not determine eligibility for ELD
instruction/programming/annual assessments. A student cannot be identified as ELL
solely based on responses indicated on the HLS. (Refer to CO Standardized Procedures to
collect Screener scores and body of evidence.)

. F oL




ontinuing within District




Redesignation Process

All students identified and reported as English learners (i.e.,
language proficiency NEP and LEP) are required to take an
annual ELP (English Language Proficiency) assessment:

e ACCESS for ELLs
e Alternate ACCESS
e Kinder ACCESS

Based on the annual ELP assessment scores and body of
evidence, educators should evaluate English learners for
redesignation (FEP, or “fluent English proficient”).

27 E%




Redesignation Process

In rare instances a
student may not have
complete annual ELP
assessment scores:

<

N~

e ACCESS for ELLs assessment is
incomplete (due to documented
absence)

e Documented misadministration
of a particular section of the
ACCESS for ELLs assessment has
occurred

e The student’s disabilities

preclude assessment in one or
more domain(s)

Districts are still expected to evaluate the student’s progress
through the review of a body of evidence that was described in
the district’s redesignation process.

28
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Students with no Score
(same district, continuing student)



Documentation— Continuing in Program but No._S_core
(same district)

If a student is not new to program AND

The student is not new to your district AND

The student does not have annual ELP
assessment scores from spring 2022, THEN

The district should provide documentation
showing that the student’s progress was
evaluated and did not result in redesignation




Documentation—No Score (same district) - '

Possible Sample Sub-Population: Y2-5 NS

31

For documentation, the district must provide:

m 1. Explanation

¢ Narrative explanation as to why the student did not take an annual ELP assessment

e 2. Process

e Documentation describing the district’s process for redesignating students out of
program when annual ELP assessment scores are not available

¢ With a previously-reported language proficiency level of NEP or LEP

mmm 3. Objective Criteria

e A scoring rubric that includes cut scores or other objective criteria that clearly indicate
what conditions must be met for a student to be redesignated out of program

e e.g., ratings, levels, or other measurables

e 4. Evidence

e Evidence supporting that the student did not meet the district’s criteria for
redesignation




Students with Scores
(same district, continuing student)



Documentation—Students with Scores
(same district)

For students who have spring 2022 WIDA ACCESS
scores AND

Who tested at or above the CDE baseline
proficiency cut points for redesignation AND

Who tested while enrolled in your district (i.e.,
test district is the same as your district) THEN

The audit documentation must show your
district’s redesignation process was followed, and
the results (see next slide)




Documentation—Students with Scores (same dlstrlct)

Possible Sample Sub-Population: SAME_Redes

Audit documentation for these students must include 3 pieces:

e 1. Process

* Documentation that describes the district’s process for redesignating students (with a
previously-reported language proficiency level of NEP or LEP) out of program

mmme 2. Objective Criteria

e A scoring rubric that includes cut scores or other objective criteria that clearly indicate
what conditions must be met for a student to be redesignated out of program

e e.g., ratings, levels, or other measurables

e 3. Evidence

e Evidence that supports that the student did not meet the district’s criteria for
redesignation (despite scores that demonstrate a language proficiency level other
than NEP or LEP)

e If the district’s scoring rubric or matrix for a given student shows what criteria were
not met for redesignation, the district must provide the supporting documentation to
show those criteria were not met.

34



Labeling Audit Documentation




Documentation

Upload one document per sampled student (which could be multiple pages), labeled “Student
Last Name_Student First Name”

All Files... » English Language Learner Count » October 2022 @5

MName & Date modified

:E‘ 0000_ELLCountSample_October 2022.xdsx 5 minutes ago Excel worksheet 8 KB

. Doe_lohn.pdf 17 seconds ago Acrobat document 805 bytes

If the district has any students for whom it needs to upload its Identification and/or
Redesignation process, these processes should be uploaded as their own document (PDF or
Word)—do not share a hyperlink to your processes.

&,
. O




General Comments

 Make sure your documentation is complete—the School
Auditing Office will not be reaching back out for additional
documentation.

e Final audit review letters will be reflective of what the
uploaded documentation supported.




Example Documentation




ELL Identification Process
Flowchart
STEPF 1: Determine Eligibility Sl‘[llf_lf!:lt naot
Review the Home Language Survey Responses in the ELL Candidate Listand 1. ELL eligible

Elizibality Action in Frontline. Key Cuestions to Azk Yourself: NO Document the
¢  Is/was the child’s primary lanpuage a language other than Enslish at any point? reascns tbﬂ student 13

¢ Do the responses mdicate that the child could possibly be mn the process of learming I 4 “ﬂ't "‘:Jlgl—blﬁ for
Enghish? teshing 1o the 1. ELL

Ehgihlity action
YES

STEP 2: Document a Body of Evidence (BOE)
For newly enrolling students to our distrniet and students returming lJt-l years after ther lasl-.ﬂLCCESS test: Assess
with state approved Englizh language screener. Document BOE m #2. ELL Identfication & Program Placement in Fronthne.

For students refurming to the disirict within 2 years of their M.EESS test: Beview current academic data and recent
language experiences. If these are diffevent than when the student was last enrollad al- administer the English lanzuage
sereener. If current academic data and recent lanzuage expenences are the same/similar to when they were last enrolled, vou may
maintain the last language designation without retesting. Update the ELL program placement

State Approved English Langnage Screener
Einder: 1" semester-W-APT Ozl onky Einder 2* semester and G1 1* semester: W-APT all domains
G1 2 semester- G12: WIDA Screener Online G1-12 students with no Englizh: Use Paper Screener Path B

"‘TJ-_-l?"' [. The smdent IS NOT currently an

ﬂ'ﬂ?}‘ 1: Analyze the BOE English Language Learner.
v Chuestions to Ask Yourself

¢  Does the BOE mdicate the student 15 in the process of learning Enghish’

¢ Does the BOE mdicate that the student may need Enghsh language
development, language accommodations or additional support related
to language 1o order to be successful in school?

NO > FINAL STEP: Documentation
Complete Documentation in Frontline
[/i 2. ELL ldentification & Program
Placement, including vahd rationale for
non-ELL deternuination.
Contact MLE Dept for assiztance.

! YES |
The student IS an English Language Learner.

FINAL STEPS: Program Placement, Documentation, and Parent Notification

39

Process

Evidence

Objective Criteria 6

This document explains
how the district uses the
objective criteria and an
individual student’s body
of evidence to make a
determination, but does
not include the criteria or
evidence.




Identification Process

Process

dentification of Preficient Upen Engry (Nan-ELs} and English Leamess (ELs)

Objective Criteria

Evidence

HW-APT)
and schedued in

Reguiremenis for ldentfication

covrpens e CLP assegsment may be identifed wil addftiana
wvidnse (.0, (5P goals, 510 prograss, 154 axplanatini@ddence, i)

40




> DI E s Process

Objective Criteria

Standardized Identification Checklist
+
hm Language Survey Responses to guestions: Action: Evi d e n ce
Student Name: 1. What is the primary i English L Lewvel
used in the home?
Zereener administered Y/N = - - -
Grade:
2. What s the langusze most Standardized Redesignation Checklist
School: often spoken by the student?
I ual Assessment Assessment administered Assessment Scores
Date of Enrollment: 3. What is the language that the on XX from 5Y XX
student first acquired? nt Name:
p— o ACCESS Overall
Screener Administered XX on XX Scores on Screener: e & School:
o Alternate ACCESS Literacy h h k I .
Body of Evidence Collection (2t least twa): Findings: approaches, meets, exceeds nt ELP Level: T e S e C e C I St S
o Parent Interview scale, provide class work that
o Student Obzervation demonstrates findings & clear
e b N s, " g pprrp— T e should be seen as a
o Cognos Reports =ays about student's ELP, compzrable o Local writing data
o Other NWEA, DEIBELS proficiency to pon EL peers. o Local reading data

LY 4 i “starting points” to

. .o .
o English Learner Evaluation of Screener scores an o Redesignate (student maves Evaluation of annual ELP t h e I d e n t Ifl Ca t I 0 n
body of evidence: to FEF M1) aszessment, body of evidence

o Mot English Learner =nd minimum cut scores using:

N | N and/or redesignation
Determination on XX p rocesses.

Determination on XX
By district staff X

Parent Notification e e —

By district staff ¥}
Instruction & Program Plan begins on XX o R
Attachments:
Parent Opt-Out, if o District will monitor student Parent Signed on XX
applicable language progression and will re- Plan modified on XX Notes:
aoffer instruction/programs if
progression is not seen. Artachments:
o District will administer annual
ELP ass=ssment as required by
federal and state law. pitoring o benchmarks for expected Motes:
- growth in ELP ..
Data Pipeline Coding Student Language XX Student Proficiency Level: o access to grade-level core Artachments:
FPHLOTE content instruction ...
Student Language Program XX MNEP o zdditional support to attain
LEP English proficiency...
= Student Language XX Etudent Proficiency Level XX
30 days to moke EL Identification (2 weeks after Oct 1) — oil identified NEP/LEF students take annual ELP Pipeline Coding Euag= =
agssessment until Redesignation occurs — changes to instruction/programs con toke place anytime during Student Language Pragram XX

the year — coding changes are made ot the beginning of the school year during Student October Count.

Per USED guidance, if on EL student did not porticipate in the 2022 ELP gssessment window or does mot have an
Overalf ar Litermcy score, that student may not be considered for EL Redesignation. Oy students whose disabilities
preciude thefr participation in one or more longuage domains may be considered for Redesignation without an
overall and literacy scorefs) on ACCESS for ELLs or Alternate ACCESS. in these coses, the school/district must collect
evidence to demonstrote proficiency in the non-tested longuoge domain(s) on ACCESS for ELLs or Afternate ACCESS.
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Identification

Identification

SY2022-2023

Department of Culturally and Linguistically Diverse Education
ML Student Identification Form

Student Name

Primary Home Language

Schoal:

Student SASID,

Teacher Providing Information:

Current Grade:

Date Scresned:

Date Enrolled:

Previous EL Reporting History:

Composite Scores

Proficiency Scores

Screener Score

(NWEA, Dibels)

Reading:
Language Usage:

Literacy
FEP 40-6
LEF: 2.6-35
Overall MNEF: 1-2.5
Body of Evidence
Reading and Writing (If available)
As Evidenced by NWEA Cut Scores: Student Reading RIT Score:

Student Percentile:

Student Writing RIT Score:

Student Percentile:

Dibels Data:

Include at least one of the the following as part of the Body of Evidence:

O Parent Interview

[C] Teacher Observation
O Student tranzcripts

[ Test scores from previous school

[0 Exchange Student Progam Language
Aszssessment

Supporting documents
included o Yeso Mo

Will this student be Identified ML? | © Yes
o No

Student's Designation:

NEP LEP FEPM1 FEPM2Z FEPE1 FEPEZ FELL PHLOTE

Explanation:

CLDE Specialist.

Date:

42 CLDE Cuordinatlor:

Date:

Process

Objective Criteria

Evidence

In the event a screener score
did not support a language
proficiency of NEP or LEP, the
district would need to provide
a copy of its process, along
with the Obijective Criteria
(including cut scores, etc.) the
student must meet to be
identified, and then provide
evidence that the criteria were
met for identification by the
student.

F oL




Example Objective Criteria - Redesignation ¢ @ Process

Objective Criteria

Redesignation

Department of Culturally and Liguistically Diverse Education
ML Redesignation Body of Evidence Form

Evidence

For: LEP to M1 sy xo2-a00:

Mame: D # Grade:
Teacher: Schoal: Date:
L R
Composite Scores Proficiency Scores Points Possible Points
Earned
Proficiency Levels 5.1 - 6.0 3
Literacy Proficiency Levels 4.5 - 5.0 2
Proficiency Levels 4.0 - 4.4 1
Proficiency Levels 5.1 - 6.0 3
Overall Proficiency Levels 4.5 - 5.0 2
Proficiency Levels 4.0 - 4.4 1

Per COE guidelines, on ACCESS, students must score a 4 Overall and In Literacy In order to be i
‘conskdered for redesignation. Student must eam at least 2 points In ACCESS to move on. Points earned From ACCESS

As Evidenced Exceeds Grade Level Expectations 3
(CMAS, NWEA, Dibels\| Meets Grade Level Expectations 2
NWEA Cut Scores:

Reading:
Language Usage: pp hes Grade Level Expectations 1
Description:
Grade Level Writing

As Evidenced by Frceeds Grade Level Expectations 3
{CMAS, NWEA, lMeets Grade Level Expectations 2
Independent writing

Qamme] / Approaches Grade Level Expectations 1

Total Points Earned:

A student must eam at least 5 points with at least 2 points eamed In the ACCESS, and 1 point 2amed from each section In “Body of Evidence” o be redesignated to FEP
all

Wonitar Year 1. att

Supporting documents Will this student be redesignated? | o Yes

included < Yeso No o No
Date: CLDE Teacher Signature:

43 CLDE Coordinator Signature:




Example Objective Criteria - Redesignation f-: | Process

Objective Criteria

Redesignation Form: LEP to FEP Monitor 1

- Redesignation .
tudent Name Grade
Evidence
Student Local ID# Date
School: ELD Teacher
Body of Evidence: Language Proficiency Data
hid 4.0+ in Overall; 4.0+ Literacy (2016+; 5.0+ for 2013-13) Complete the historical dat if vailsble. .
pes not meet the minimum Redesignation criteria, and you believe the
ACCESS 2016-17 101718 201819 201910 2020-21 kdto FEP provide a namative explaining why. The nasrative should include
o PL ody of evidence must support that the student is performing comparable to
ed from unbiased Length of time in program is a factor. but not
Literacy PL ve must prove that the student is FEP.
ACCESS 2.0: 4.0 in all four language ins 2021-2022
ACCESS 2.0 ACCESS 2.0 Listeni Speald Readi Writing
Overall Literacy
The classroom teacher verifies that the student is able to fully and meaningfully participate in class without the need for
langmage accommodations. The student is performing comparable to an average native English speaking peer.
Classroom Teacher - Elementary: Core Content Teacher - Secondary Signamre Date adent named above has shown language proficiency and academic success

king peer. Itis therefore recommended that this stdent be moved to FEP
Body of Evidence: Academic Content Proficiency (most current data)

Assessment Minimum Requirement comparable to Score
average native English speaking peer. - - -
See guidance for minimom cut scores. Parent Signature(s), if possible Date

One strong piece of evidence that shows the student is competent in READING

Signature of CLDE Coach Date

Ome strong piece of evidence that shows the student is competent in WRITING.

: Phone Call, Email, L etter Home, Other

he student 5 cumulative file. A copy should be sent ro the CLDE
CLDE Director will communicate the approval with the ELD
Additional Data - One additional piece of data to refite or confirm any data point. DL Coach will begin the Review Forms for students on Monitor
ast quarterly jor two years.

FOR CLDE Director: Move to Monitor 1 (M1) Status has been approved: YES__ NO___

IfNO, state reasons and describe ion and collab

44 IfYES, date and form of commmnication to ELD Teacher, ELD Coach or DL Coach.




Schoo

——2021-2022 Re-designation to FEP, Monitor Year1

Academic Year

s 00 DR DS e

2021 2022

Re-designation iz a legol term used when o student’s longuage praficiency lobel changes. Colorode Deportment of Education [CDE)
has established minlmum criteria for this re-designation. State and local bodies of evidence must be used to determine longueage

proficiency and academic growth.
N\
LANGUAGE ASSESSMENT LP ScoRre Date
WIDA ACCESS 4.0 fr higher, Overall & Overall Literacy
Litkracy (previous year) \ MNIA 43 2;202 1
WIDA MODEL za or higher, Overall & mem\( Overall Literacy N/A
OV (previous year) N/A N/A
AcADEMIC ASSESSMENT / SCORE NEEDED \ SCORE DaTE
BOY - DIBELS K-5 At Benchmark or Above Grade Composite
(If applicable) Benchmark A N/A Nl A
BOY - K-5 Istation Reading i'sratian_ Mge Rank 3 1796 09/09/2021
plie e Did not meet Score
& level 5 Above B0
o Level 4 619-80th Needed.
BOY - K-5 Istation Math Istotion Percentoge Rank
= Ability Score A N/A
= Lovel 5 Above 80"
= [evel 4 517-80ch
BOY - 6-12 NWEA ELA NWEA Percentile Owverall N/A
= 00 Hl-g'h fA
*  61-80 Above Average
BOY - 6-12 NWEA Math \ NWEA Percentile Overall N/A
\¢ 250t A
» 61-80 Above Average
Meeting Grade Leval Grade of C or better in Grades Credits J
Expectations (GLEs) and ling and/or Writing (can Reading-D |N/A g?g ;;ﬂnﬁestcgs::;!ar
Prepared Graduate @ content ared too) Writing-D Needed
Competencies (PGCs) . adrmr:t with Credits to eeaed.
gr

/

' Process

Obijective Criteria IC

Evidence

This form includes cut
scores but does not explain
how they are weighted,
including assessments that
were not completed.




End of Year Status Form for | | || Process :
School Year: 2020-21 e .

Current Gndel School Q :

" Objective Criteria

Evidence
Data Check:Have the following conditions been met (or has sufficient evidence been provided to refute a score).
— %
Assessment Seore: | Met NeedeD Assessment Score: ‘/Mat Nceded\)
Seore? ‘ % This form does not include
ACCESS Overall 14 % or_No | ACCESS Literacy 1.0 % or_No objective criteria to decide
ACCESS Listening | ., or No | ACCESS Speaking 2, O e9 or No whether the student met

ACCESS Reading J or No [ACCESS Writing B’I Ves or (No the needed score, or how
NWEA Reading - \ f A Yes or No | NWEA Reading - | Yes or to refute a score.

Winter Spring H

DIBELS Winter | /A | Ves or No | DIBELS Spring N/A | Yes or No

Ready Reading | NJA | Yes or No | Writing Sample ~ | Yes or ()

Other. PAT-ERRW 3D | Yes nri T;lh Other: Yes or No
Next School Year: 2021-22

Check the appropriate recommendation for student placement for next school year (only one):

\‘ Remai in active ESL (circle one): NEP or

46
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