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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YBegomneHue o nepeknaccudgukaymm
vy € orpaHn4eHHbIMU BO3IMOXHOCTAMMU, N3y4aroliummn aHIMUUCKUN A3bIK

Wmsa yyeHuka: YHUKanbHbIN NOCTOAHHBIA @HOHUMHbIA MAEHTUMKaTOP

y4yaulerocqd B witarte lMeHcunbBaHWA:

HaTta: Knacc:

LIkonbHBIN OKpYT: Lkona:

YBaxxaeMbli poaANTENbL/OMEKYH,

Ha ocHoBaHun HabnwogeHun yuutenen, exerogHom OueHKM u3ydyeHus aHrnuickoro 4sbika (OueHka
MOHUMAHUA N CNOCOBHOCTM OBLLEHMS Ha aHIMUACKOM A3blKe NUL, M3YYaroLmX aHrfMACcKMiA s3blkK), ob63opa
aKkageMmn4eckon MnporpaMmbl M MporpaMmbl SI3bIKOBOM Nogaepxku Bawero pebeHka, M pekoMeHgauuu
LLUKOSTbHOWM rpynmnbl, YneHoM koTopon Bbl aBnsinnck, Baw pebeHok GyaeT nepeBedeH B ctaTtyc B ObiBLUErO
obyuatoLeroca aHrrmMmckoMy A3blKy M UCKITHIOMEH U3 OKPYXXHOM obpasoBaTenbHOW nporpaMmmbl 00y4veHus
WMHOCTpaHHOMY A3blky. Baw pebeHok GygeT HaxoauTbCca Noa HabniogeHUEM B TEYEHWe Crneayrolmx ABYX
y4yebHbIX NneT ¢ Tem, 4TobObl ybeguTbCcs,, YTO OH/OHA He CTONIKHETCS C Kakumu-imbo npobnemamum,
CBSI3aHHbIMM C BradeHNEM aHIIIMACKMM dA3bikoM Ecnm BygeT ycTaHOBREHO, Y4To NoTpebHOCTb B OBrageHumn
AHIIMNCKMM A3bIKOM COXpaHUNnachb, OH/OHa MOXeT OblTb BO3BpaLLeH B Nporpammy obyyeHus UHOCTPaHHOMY
A3blKy. Bannbl, Nofly4YeHHble Ha OCHOBaHWUM OLUEHKU BNageHUs1 aHrMUACKUM S3bIKOM, U KpUTEPUU, KOTOPbLIM
pormkeH 6bin  cooTBeTcTBOBaTh Baw pebeHOK, ykasaHbl HMXe BMeCTe C pekoMeHdauuemn o
nepeknaccudpmkaumm. Ecnu y Bac ectb kakne-nnbo Bonpockl, Bl MoXeTe cBA3aTbCS C:

Nmsa

JomKHOCTb

TenedoH OneKkTpoHHas noyTa
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TumynobHbili AUCM 0 nepeKaaccuukayuu (monbko Ons U3yyarouwux aHerulickuli S3biK ¢
uHOugsudyarnbHoOU rnpoepammoli obyyeHusi, Komopbie ucronib3yrom QUeHKYy MNOHUMaHUs U CriocobHocmu
obuweHusi Ha aHarulCKOM 53bIKe)

OBwun cymmapHbIn ypoBEHb BNageHUs aHIMMMACKUM S3bIKOM:

ypOBeHb BOCNPUATUA Ha CIyX:

YpoBeHb BnageHNsa pa3roBopHOM peyblto:

ypOBeHb BnageHuna YtTeHnem:

ypOBeHb BnageHna nMCbMom:

CneumanucTbl, NPUCYTCTBYIOLLME NPU 0OCYKOEHUU peKOMeHOaLNNI:

Tpebyemble kputepumn
Y4yeHuKk MMeeT npaBO Ha nepeknaccudukauuio TOMbKO B TOM Criydae, ecnv Bce OTBETbl Ha criefyolume
YyeTblpe BONpoca ABnatTca yreepavtenbHeiMy (JA).

1. WmeeTcsa nu y yyeHnka uHaueuayarnsHas nporpaMma obyyeHus?
OA / HET

2. BbIn N yyeHWK BKIOYEH B MpoOrpaMmy M3ydYeHWsi BTOPOro si3blka/OunuHreansHoro obpasoBaHuns Ha
NOCTOSIHHOWM OCHOBE B TEYEHME MUHUMYM YeTbipex neT?
DA/ HET

3. He yBenuuuncs nu obwmin cymmapHbii 6ann y4yeHuka no YPOBHIO BNageHUs aHIMMNCKUM A3bIKOM B
cootBeTCTBUM C OUEHKOW MNOHMMaHUA W CrocOBHOCTM OOLEeHUA Ha aHrUMNCKOM A3blKe N,
N3yyaloLnX aHrMnCckMn a3blk, 6onee Yem Ha 10% B KakoW-MOO MOMEHT MNKU B LIENIOM 3a Tpu
nocnegHnx Ha AaHHbIN MOMEHT LMKNa TeCTUPOBaHUA?

OA | HET

4. YKaxute TPy camblX MNOCNEAHUX OOLWMX CyMMapHbIX 6anna ypoBHS BNageHWUsi aHrMUMCKUM S13bIKOM B
cooTBeTCTBUM ¢ OUEHKON NOHMMAaHKS U CNOCOBGHOCTU OBLLIEHNS HA aHTTIMACKOM SA3bIKE:
1.
2.
3.
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5. NmetoTca nu OOKYMeHTalnbHO noAaTBepXAeHHble [JOoKa3aTesNibCTBa TOro, 4TO0 YYEHUKY Obin

npenocTaBlieH Hagnexalwui YpoBeHb A3bIKOBOW MOAAEPXKKM, BKIIOYAs METOAMKY PasBUTUS HaBbLIKOB
BNageHusl aHrmUACKUM $3bIKOM, Ha MPOTSHKEHWM BCEro ero/ee BKNOYEHUS B obpasoBaTernbHYyLo
nporpammMmy oby4yeHust NUHOCTPaHHOMY A3bIKy?

DA/ HET

[okasaTtenbcTBa, KOTOpble ObINIM NPeAoCTaBeHbl crneuanMcTaMmm npu BolIHECEHUN pekoMeHgauumn o
nepeknaccudukalmm:

Ecnn xoTa Obl HA OO4MH M3 CreayroLmnX BONPOCOB AaH OTBET "HET", TO NpUMeYaHusa OOKHbl coaepXaTb
onucaHve ybeauTesnbHbIX [oKas3aTenbCTB TOro, YTO YYEHWK [OOIMKeH ObITb nepeknaccuduuupoBaH B
ObiBLIErOo 00yYatoLLerocs aHrnMMCKoMy A3blKy, HECMOTPSA Ha HanuumMe NPU3HAKOB TOrO, YTO OH/OHA MOXET
nony4nTb Monb3y OT AdanbHenWwero yyactuss B obpasoBaTefnbHOM nporpamMmme oOydeHnss MHOCTPaHHOMY

A3bIKY.
1.

Monyuun nu yyYeHWK adekBaTHY METOAWKY Pas3BUTUSA HAaBbLIKOB BIAfAEHUSA AHMTIMACKMM S3bIKOM,
COOTBETCTBYHLLYK YPOBHIO €ro/ee nporpammbl 00y4eHUst aHIMMIACKOMY A3bIKy 3a NOCNeaHne YeTbipe
ropa?

OA / HET

CnocobeH nn 3ToT Y4eHUK cBo604HO 00LaTbCA Ha aHITIMACKOM A3blke?
OA | HET

[loGuBaeTcs Nu M3yYaloWwmii aHrMUIACKUIA A3bIK Mporpecca B AOCTMXKEHUM OCHOBHBLIX CTaHOapTOB,
yTBEpXKAEHHbIX B wWTaTe [eHCUMnbBaHWs, B BOCMPUSITUM HA CRyX, Pas3rOBOPHOM peyn, YTeHUU U
NMCbMe HapaBHe C U3Yy4atoLLUMMUN aHTTIMACKUI S3bIK, UMEIOLLMMM CXoXne npodounm?

OA | HET

Nmetotcss nu kakue-nmbo Gannbl no npegmetam, B COOTBETCTBUMM C OUEHKOW MNOHUMaHUs W
CNOCOGHOCTN OOLLEHUS HA aHIMUACKOM $I3blKe 5UL, W3yYalroLMX aHrMUACKUA SI3blK, KOTOpble
oTpuuaTenbHO BMMSOT HA CNOCOBHOCTL yYeHMKa AOCTMYb OOLLEro CyMMapHOro YpoBHSI BNafeHus
aHIMUACKUM  S3bIkOM  Ha ypoBHe 4,5, HenocpefacTBEHHO CBsi3aHHble C  OrpaHWYeHHbIMU
BO3MOXHOCTAMU YYEHUKA?

OA | HET
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Ecnun pa, obbsacHuTe:

Ha ocHoBaHuM o6uwero cymmapHoro 6anna YypOBHSI BnafeHUsi YYEHUKOM aHrMMUCKMUM  SI3bIKOM B
cooTBeTcTBUN ¢ OLEHKON NMOHMMAaHUS U CNOCOBHOCTU OGLLEHUSA HA aHIMMACKOM A3blKE U UCMONb30BaHUSA
A3blka NO HabnwAeHUsIM ero/ee yuyuTernen, OaHHbI YYEHUK peKoMeHAyeTcsi/He peKoMeHAyeTcs Ans
nepeBofa B cTaTyc GblBLLErO 0OYYatoLLEerocst aHrMUACKOMY A3bIKY.

MpymevaHus:

Mognucb yunTens aHrnMMNCKOro sidbika Kak BTOPOro sidbika/koopAanHaTtopa:

Nms yanTenst aHrmuinckoro sisblka kak BTOPOro sidbika/koopanHaTopa neyvatHelMu Gyksamu:
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