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ESSA REQUIREMENT: EVALUATING ELP ALIGNMENT

Annual measures of ELP proficiency using ELP standards that are:
 Derived from the four recognized domains
 Speaking, listening, reading, and writing

 Address the varying proficiency levels of ELLs

 Aligned with the state’s academic content standards
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FRAMEWORK (CCSSO, 2012) GUIDANCE

 Provides four components to evaluate ELP standards
1. Foundation
2. Progressions
3. Standards Match
4. Classroom Match

 Recommends using correspondence vs alignment

 Recommends ELP standards be grounded in language practices
 “a combination of communicative acts used in the transmission of ideas, concepts, 

and information in a socially mediated context” (CCSSO, 2012, p. 2) 
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WHAT IS MISSING FROM STANDARDS MATCH? 

 Guidance on CCSS 
and NGSS only
 What about state-

specific standards?

 Vague guidance on 
actual procedures
 What qualifies as 

correspondence?
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CORRESPONDENCE STUDY

 Task: Evaluate correspondence between ELPA21 ELP standards and state-
specific academic content standards according to:
 Key practices
 Analytical tasks
 Language functions

 Process: Gather judgements from SMEs using an approach similar to 
traditional alignment

 Format: Using both collaborative online discussions and independent 
offline tasks
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CONCEPTUAL APPROACH
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STUDY PROCEDURES: IDENTIFYING PRACTICES

 Content-area panels collaborated to identify the language practices

 Different starting points for each panel
 Science: SEPs
 Math: Processes
 ELA: Overarching Standards 

Whole-group discussion to identify overlap between panels
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STUDY PROCEDURE: EVALUATING ELP CORRESPONDENCE

 Independent offline work to identify correspondence via
 Modality for each practice (Receptive, Productive, Interactive/Analytical)
 ELP standard(s) that exemplify the skills required to engage in that practice

 Results were consolidated and presented to panels 
 Categorized as strong, moderate, or weak/no connection

 Panelists discussed connection results to reach consensus
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EXAMPLE RATING FORM
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PRACTICE TO MODALITY CONSENSUS

 Each modality identified 
for at least one practice

 All content areas reflected 
a range in practice to 
modality relationship
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PRACTICE TO ELPA21 STANDARD CONSENSUS

 Each ELP standards 
identified for at least 
one practice

 Content areas 
reflected a range in 
ELP standards
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ELA STANDARDS TO ELP STANDARDS

 ELA Panel completed 
additional rating task

 Identify correspondence 
between ELA standards and 
ELP Standards

 Discussed results to reach 
consensus
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ELA STANDARDS TO ELP STANDARDS
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CONCEPTUAL APPROACH


	Evaluating Correspondence 
	ESSA Requirement: Evaluating ELP Alignment
	Framework (CCSSO, 2012) Guidance
	What is missing from Standards Match? 
	Correspondence Study
	Conceptual Approach
	Study Procedures: Identifying Practices
	Slide Number 8
	Study Procedure: Evaluating ELP Correspondence
	Example Rating Form
	Practice to Modality Consensus
	Practice to ELPA21 Standard Consensus
	ELA Standards to ELP Standards
	ELA Standards to ELP Standards
	Conceptual Approach

