Notification of reclassification
ELs with disabilities

Student Name: PASID:
Date: Grade:
School District: School:

Dear parent/guardian,

Based on teacher observations, the annual English assessment (ACCESS for ELLs), a review of your
child’s academic and language support program, and the recommendation of a school-based team of which
you were a member, your child will be reclassified as a former English learner and removed from the
district’'s language instruction educational program. Your child will be monitored for the next two school
years to ensure that he/she does not encounter any challenges resulting from English language acquisition.
If it is determined that there are lingering English language acquisition needs, then he/she may be placed
back into the language program. The scores from the English assessment and the criteria your child had to
meet are listed below along with the reclassification recommendation. If you have any question, you may

contact:

Name

Title

Phone E-mail
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Reclassification Cover Sheet (only for ELs with an IEP who take the ACCESS for ELLS)

Overall composite proficiency level:
Listening proficiency level:
Speaking proficiency level:
Reading proficiency level:

Writing proficiency level:

Team members present for recommendation discussion:

Required Criteria
The student is only eligible for reclassification if all the answers to the following four questions are YES.

1. Does the student have an IEP?
YES / NO

2. Has the student been continuously enrolled in an ESL/bilingual education program for at least
four years?
YES / NO

3. Has the student’s overall composite proficiency level score on the ACCESS for ELLs NOT
increased by more than 10% at any point or total over the three most recent testing cycles?
YES / NO

4. List the three most recent ACCESS overall composite proficiency level scores:
1.
2.
3.

5. Is there documented evidence that the student has been provided with the appropriate level of
language support, including ELD instruction, throughout his/her enrollment in the LIEP?
YES / NO

Evidence that was evaluated by the team in making the recommendation for reclassification:
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If the answer to any of the following questions is “no”, then the notes must contain a description of compelling
evidence that the student should be reclassified as a former EL in spite of the fact that there is an indication
that he/she may benefit from continued participation in the LIEP.

1. Has the student received adequate ELD instruction commensurate with his/her ELP level for the most

recent four years?
YES / NO

2. s this student able to effectively communicate in English?
YES / NO

3. Is the EL making progress toward meeting PA Core Standards in listening, speaking, reading, and
writing on par with ELs who have similar profiles?
YES / NO

4. Are any ACCESS for ELLs domain scores that affect the student’s ability to reach an overall
composite proficiency level of 4.5 directly related to the student’s disability?
YES / NO

If yes, explain:

Based on the student’'s ACCESS for ELLs® overall proficiency level score and use of language as observed
by his/her teachers, this student is recommended/ is not recommended for reclassification

as a former EL.

Notes:

ESL Teacher/Coordinator Signature:

ESL Teacher/Coordinator Printed Name:
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Thong bao phan loai lai
Hoc sinh khuyét tat

Ho tén Hoc sinh: PASID:
Ngay: Lép:
Khu hoc chanh: Truong:

Kinh gtri quy phu huynh/nguoéi giam ho,

Dua trén quan sat cua gido vién, két qua danh gia tiéng Anh hang nam (ACCESS cho Hoc sinh Anh ngi), danh gia chuong
trinh hd tro hoc tdp va ngdn nglr clia con quy vi va khuyén nghi cia nhdém chuyén gia trudng hoc ma quy vi cling 1a mot
thanh vién, con quy vi s& duoc phén loai lai 1a hoc sinh d3 timg hoc Tiéng Anh va khong con dugc tham gia chuong trinh
hoc tap ngdn ngit cuia khu hoc chanh. Con quy vi s& duogc theo ddi trong hai ndm hoc tiép theo dé dam bao rang em khong
gip phai bat ky thach thirc nao do viée tiép thu Anh ngit. Néu dugc xac dinh c6 nhu cau tiép thu Anh ngit kéo dai thi em
c6 thé duoc dua tré lai chuong trinh ngdn ngir. K&t qua danh gia tiéng Anh va céc tiéu chi ma con quy vi phai dap ung

duoc liét ké dudi day cung véi khuyén nghi phan loai lai. Néu c6 thic mic, quy vi co thé lién hé:

Ho tén

Churc danh

Pién thoai E-mail
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To bia Phan logi lai (chi danh cho hoc sinh Anh ngit c6 IEP va tham gia ACCESS©O cho Hoc sinh Anh ngit)

Diém trinh d6 thong thao theo linh vuc:
Trinh d6 nghe:

Trinh d6 noi:

Trinh d¢ doc hiéu:

Trinh d viét:

Céc thanh vién nhém c6 mit dé thao luin khuyén nghi:

Tiéu chi bat budc
Hoc sinh chi du diéu kién dé dugc phéan loai lai n€u tat ca cau tra 101 cho bon cau hoi sau 1a CO.

1. Hoc sinh ¢6 IEP khong?
co/ KHONG

2. Hoc sinh c6 lién tuc tham gia vao mot chuong trinh gido duc song ngit/ESL trong it nhit bén nim hay
khong?
co/ KHONG

3. Diém trinh d6 thong thao theo linh vuc cua hoc sinh trong danh gia ACCESS cho Hoc sinh Anh ngit
KHONG ting qua 10% ¢ bat ky diém nao hogc tong sd diém trong ba chu ky kiém tra gan day nhat?
Cco/ KHONG

4. Liét ké ba diém trinh do thong thao theo linh vuc trong danh gia ACCESS gan day nht:
1.
2.
3.

5. Co bang chung dugc ghi lai ndo dé chimg minh rang hoc sinh da dugc cung cip mirc do hd tro ngdn ngir
thich hop, bao gdm hudéng dan ELD, trong sudt qua trinh tham gia LIEP khong?
co/ KHONG

Bing chimg di dwoc nhom dénh gia khi dua ra khuyén nghi phan loai lai:
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Néu cau tra 161 cho bit ky cau hoi nao sau day 1a “khong”, thi ndi dung ghi chii phai mé ta bang ching thuyét phuc
rﬁng hoc sinh nén dugc phan loai lai 1a hoc sinh da tirng hoc Tiéng Anh mic du thue té c6 du hiéu cho théy hoc sinh
d6 c6 thé duoc phat trién thém néu dugc tiép tuc tham gia LIEP.
1. Hoc sinh c¢6 dugc huéng dan ELD day du, twong (mg véi trinh ¢o ELP ciia minh trong bon nim gan day nhat
khong?
co/ KHONG

2. Hoc sinh nay c6 thé giao tiép hi¢u qua bang tiéng Anh hay khong?
co/ KHONG

3. Hoc sinh Anh ngit c6 tién bo dé dap tmg cac Tiéu chuan C6t 15i ciia PA vé nghe, noi, doc va viét nhu nhimng
hoc sinh Anh ngit ¢6 mirc d6 phat trién tuong tu khong?
Cco/ KHONG

4. C6 bat ky diém linh vyc nao trong danh gia ACCESS cho Hoc sinh Anh ngit anh huéng dén kha ning dat
dugc diém trinh d6 thong thao tong hop 1a 4,5 lién quan truc tiép dén tinh trang khuyét tat caa hoc sinh
khong?

co/ KHONG

Néu co, vui long giai thich:

Dua trén diém trinh d6 thong thao trong Panh gia ACCESS® cho Hoc sinh Anh ngir va kha ning st dung ngdn ngi
theo quan sat ctia gido vién, hoc sinh nay dwgc khuyén nghi/ _ Kkhéng dwoc khuyén nghi phan loai
lai 14 hoc sinh da tirng hoc Tiéng Anbh.

Ghi chu:

Chir ky cua Giao vién/Diéu phdi vién ESL:

Tén viet hoa ctia Gido vién/Piéu phoi vién ESL:
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