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I n Falll 2014, staff from the Department of
ment of English Language Learners created a
pl ementation of the dual |l anguage (DL) prog
(Al SD) school s. A pilot study was conduct ec
were used to re ne the DL rubric. In addi't

and administrators about the rubric compone
new set of classroom observations was cond.

rubric as the observation instrument. The |
presented in this report.
The observations included 118 classrooms ac

ed included campuses-wiagp Imomdesrd t ionvgawt, hrgohdenld w o
and theandnevwy models in the same campus. Th
study had been i mplementing the DL program
of classrooms observed per campus ranged fr
observations varied per grade | evel (Tabl e
served s@amndtigleadles (25 cl assr ooms tli'gnr aedaec hh agdr ¢
the smallest number omE 6)lasstmeodimy, obdbesevecr
rooms covering all four core content areas.
most (76 and 20 classrooms vVvisits, respecti
social studies were being taught received f

Table 1.
Number of Classroom Observations per Gr

Grade | ev€l assroom observations
Kindergarten 24
°Grade 25
2Gr ade 25
3Grade 20
4'Gr ade 18
5%Grade 6

Soubceober 2015 AUSD DL rubric observation study

Classroom Unstruction

Observers were asked to rate several aspect
bric. Each item in the rubric had descripti
tation) to |l evel 4 (high/excellent i mpl emen
rubric and | evel descriptors. Observers wer
tions and on the rubric items as they wal ke
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Language of the Day and Language of Unstruction (LOQU)
Regardless of grade | evel or subject, the majority of tea
(71% to 100 %)
Language of Choice or Language of Unstruction (LOU)
The majority of teachéihgsafieomekiendedgartemeto34rating. Th
teachers stayed in the LOI and supported the students in
other than the LOYyra@dEfigeaehé)s dhsebved were rated equal
but using the studentsd native | anguage to assist with co
sheltered strategies to make content comprehensi bl e.
Figure 1.
Language of Choice or Language of Instruction
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SouFakl 2015 AYUSD DL rubric observation study
Noteepmesents number of ratings per grade and ratings ranged fr
(high/ excellent i mplementation). Scale descriptions are present
received in a grade.
Group and Undividual Accountability and Assessment
The majority of teacher"sgriand ek irnedceerigvaerdt ean Itehvreolu g2h r2at i ng. T
l'y monitored studentsd |l earning, but no system was in pla
|l earning (Figure 2). THger amag orreicteyi voefd tae alcehveerlsyB adast r e g e i & &
Figure 2.

Group and Individual Accountability and Assessment
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SouFakl 2015 AYUsSD DL rubric observation study
Not eepmesents number of ratings per grade and ratings ranged fr
(high/ excellent i mplementation). Scale descriptions are present
received in a grade. 2
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wor ksheets or copied work instead of cr eé@tnidiggd aodrei ggiemaclh eprrs
ceived |l evel 4 ratings, indicagradethavel esbahbengchgdadt
and creative projects that elicited higher Il evel thinking
or groups, work was original, and teachers may have wused
Figure 4.
Challenging Lessons and Hands on Instruction
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SouFakl 2015 AYUSD DL rubric observation study
Not eepmesents number of ratings per grade and ratings ranged fr
(high/ excellent i mplementation). Scale descriptions are present
received in a grade.
I n many cases, observers commented that students were wor
were engaged and producing authentic work. For exampl e, i
ry, students were asked to discuss the reading with their
what they discussed with their partners. I n some math <cl a
problems and help each other with comprehensi on; in one p
classroom how she solved a math probl em.
Unstructional Grouping in Bilingual Pairs or Groups
The majority of teachers in all/l grade |l evels received a |
visited, student pairing or grouping seemed natur al and s
Figure 5.
Instructional Grouping in Bilingual Pairs or Groups
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SouFakék] 2015 AUSD DL rubric observation study
Noteepmesents number of ratings per grade and ratings ranged fr
(high/ excellent i mplementation). Scale descriptions are present
received in a grade. 4
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er, in some instances, students continued to produce work
Conceptual Renpnement (CR) and Specialized Vocabul ary Enri
Both CR and SVE were very rarel%ygobderaedyi aad kh eaWee g aCR ew:
in tfaemd3y4d ades (three out of 20 classrooms, and three out

that at | east two of the teachers used anecdot al records

additional concept uatlausguhptp otrhte, caonndc etphte nusrieng a di ffefent s
grade (' ve out of 20 classrooms), observers indicated tha
review academic vocabulary in the opposite LOI, and at | e
vel op and enhance academic vocabul ary.

Classroom Environment

Similar to classroom instruction, observers were asked to
to the DL rubric. Each item in the rubric, except for CIla
i mpl ementation) to |l evel 4 (high/excellent implementation
scriptors. Observers were also asked to comment on their

cl assrooms.

English and Spanish Words on Word Wall (Classiped as Low
I n both English and Spanfgsgh,dekicd desrsg arotmsn htaldr-tau ¢ pu Bgreay n(ubr

77%) t hfamedqwevncy (23% to 47-%y ader dsapssbeds Thknded to ha
hi ggand -f oewquency words posted. Clasandighadats)hidglsel agrad
trend, with | argeareqruemlktegr § 56f% Itfoowe8goule)n ctyh a(n2 0h% gtho 44 %) wo
Wor d Wal |

Student Generated Al phabets
Observersd ratings indi c¢laatnedtig2t hde keadbegarweneamdré inv

studgeener ated al phabet4s dthgprasnd evetr eaS8her s (Figure 6%ratde, k
both the Spanish and the English alphabets were compl ete

A
¢ |

r

e
ir

visible to the studentshr ¢ déglrhaed emajl arsistr yo oanfs -gaireeadav edl, ad tpur

were incomplete or missing.
Despite the apparent | egwe nceornaniietdmean tp htaob esttsu daetnthi gher gr ade
Figure 6.

Student Generated Alphabets
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Not eepmesents number of ratings per grade and ratings ranged fr
(high/ excellent i mplementation). Scale descriptions are present
received in a grade.
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particularly goodenseg adfe dt lmd phtalbckeanti n ki ndergarten: Stud
vocabulary word at their desk, came back to whole group
Physical Response strategies that they had previousasllogud,ea
and the teacher had pictures of the vocabulary words on
Student Wor k Displayed
According to observersdsigraadegal,akds mademsg awd reen rmaegdead ei kcell ays
rooms to have student work displayed in the classroom or
di vidual and group work, represented multiple content are
indicated that i n"¢t he onmi@gjroaiet yc|loafs strhoeon2s, student work dis
l'y in one | anguage or one content area.
Figure 7.
Student Work Displayed
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SouFak]l 2015 AUSD DL rubric observation study
Noteepmesents number of ratings per grade and ratings ranged fr
(high/excellent i mplementation). Scale descriptions are present
received in a grade.
Classroom Library
The rating scale for c¢classroom |ibrary was composed of 3
(Figure 8) Observersd ratings and comments indicated tha
Figure 8.
Classroom Library
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Not eepmesents number of ratings per grade and ratings ranged r
(excellent i mplementation). Scale descriptions are presented in
received in a grade. 6
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than two books per student, the books represented I|iterat
tiple genres, were at or above grade |l evel, and were spli
Content Bulletin Boards
For all grade |l evels, at | east one content bulletin board
(Figure 9). I n addi tsi dg,t 4t haen®dmadjdoer ictl ya sosfr otohmes Ir ecei ved a r
that these classrooms had bulletin boards in three or mor
Figure 9.
Content Bulletin Boards
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SouFakl 2015 AUSD DL rubric observation study
Noteepmesents number of ratings per grade and ratings ranged fr
(high/ excellent i mplementation). Scale descriptions are present
received in a grade.
Observersd comments indicated that in some cases, bull eti
in other cases, they were created by the teacher and the
vocabulary in the LOI However, some of the observersd co
I'led with images, words, or information, that it was har
Bilingual Learning Centers
Bilingual l earning centers were pligpaddedTbel major kt pwtlef ghi
grade classrooms received a |l evel 3 rating (Figurest10). T
SouFakl 2015 AUSD DL rubric observation study

Not eepmesents number of ratings per grade and ratings ranged fr
(high/excellent implementation). Scale descriptions are present
received in a grade. 7




