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[bookmark: _Toc534215977]Executive Summary 
The ACCESS for ELLs (“ACCESS”) is an assessment of English language proficiency administered through the WIDA consortium to students who have been reported to the Department of Elementary and Secondary Education (the “Department”) as English learners. The assessment system is based on the WIDA English Language Development Standards. The ACCESS for ELLs 2.0 is administered to all publicly funded English learners (ELs) in grades K12, and the Alternate ACCESS for ELLs is administered to EL students in grades 112 who have a significant cognitive disability and who are unable to take the regular ACCESS tests. The ACCESS is available in paper-based and online versions for grades 112 (kindergarten tests are available on paper only). Massachusetts has been transitioning to online ACCESS testing since 2016 and is expected to test the vast majority of students online in spring 2019. The Alternate ACCESS is available on paper only. Massachusetts joined the WIDA consortium in May 2012 and administered the ACCESS tests for the sixth consecutive year in 2018.
Participation Rates
[bookmark: _GoBack]In 2018, 94,149 EL students in Massachusetts who were enrolled in grades K–12 completed the ACCESS tests, including 1,292 students who participated in the Alternate ACCESS, an overall participation rate of 97.8 percent, one-half percentage point higher than in 2017. Absent students totaled 2,187. In 2018, 71,157 or 87 percent of students in grades 1–12 took online ACCESS tests (rather than paper-based tests) compared with 62 percent taking online ACCESS in 2017. Overall participation results are shown beginning on page 5.
Overall Achievement
Achievement results are shown in detail beginning on page 6. The combined percentage of students attaining the highest levels on the ACCESS tests (i.e., Level 4.2 through Level 6) in 2018 is comparable to the percentage in 2017 (22.4 percent of students in 2017 and 22 percent in 2018). 
New Reporting Requirements
This report has been reorganized to include the requirements for reporting the proficiency and progress of ELs as described in Title III of the federal Every Student Succeeds Act (ESSA) and in the Language Opportunities for Our Kids (LOOK) Act, a 2017 state law. Five required elements are summarized below and described in detail beginning on page 12 in this report.

· Reporting Element #1: The number and percentage of ELs making progress toward achieving English language proficiency
· 51.8% of Massachusetts students made progress (i.e., met their target scores on the ACCESS tests) in 2017; 51.2% of students made progress in 2018.
· Reporting Element #2: The number and percentage of ELs attaining English language proficiency 
· 19.5% of students attained English proficiency in 2017; 19.8% of students attained English proficiency in 2018.
· Reporting Element #3: The number and percentage of ELs who exit English learner status based on their attainment of English language proficiency 
· 48.4% of students who attained English proficiency exited EL status in 2017; 62.4% of students who attained English proficiency exited EL status in 2018.
· Reporting Element #4: The number and percentage of ELs meeting challenging State academic standards on the next-generation MCAS tests for ELA and Math for each of the four years after such children are no longer receiving EL services
· 49 percent of former EL students (i.e., FEL students) scored Meeting Expectations or Exceeding Expectations in ELA and 46 percent in Mathematics in 2018 (compared with 51 percent of all students who scored Meeting Expectations or Exceeding Expectations in ELA and 47 percent in Mathematics).
· Reporting Element #5: The number and percentage of ELs who have not attained EL proficiency within 6 years of initial classification as an English learner (i.e., 5 years plus an initial baseline year, or within 6 years) 
· 15.2% of ELs had not met proficiency after six years in 2017; 15% of ELs had not met proficiency after six years in 2018.



[bookmark: _Toc534215978]I.  Background  
This report summarizes the results of 94,149 EL students in Massachusetts who participated in the 2018 Assessing Comprehension and Communication in English State-to-State for English Language Learners (ACCESS for ELLs and Alternate ACCESS for ELLs) tests, which were developed by the WIDA consortium, and are intended to measure the English language proficiency of English learner (EL) students in consortium member states. Thirty-nine states currently participate in ACCESS testing. 

ACCESS for ELLs (ACCESS) tests measure how well EL students have achieved the English Language Development (ELD) Standards developed by the WIDA consortium. Massachusetts adopted the WIDA standards because they describe English language instruction in four subdomains (listening, reading, speaking, and writing); academic literacy in four subjects, plus social and instructional language; and because the WIDA standards are aligned with the 2017 Massachusetts Curriculum Frameworks.

[bookmark: _Toc334719113]ACCESS for ELLs tests consist of four separate domain tests in reading, writing, listening, and speaking. Only students who participate in all four domains receive overall scores. Students participate in tests designed for specific grade-level clusters as follows: 

ACCESS for ELLs Tests
	Format
	Grade-Level Cluster Tests

	Online
	1, 2-3, 4-5, 6-8, 9-12

	Paper
	K, 1, 2, 3, 4-5, 6-8, 9-12; and Alternate ACCESS for ELLs in grades 112



In 2016, WIDA introduced a new, more rigorous computer-based test. Schools in Massachusetts were given a choice to administer either computer- and paper-based tests, with the expectation that the state would transition virtually all EL students to computer-based testing for the 2019 test administration. Paper-based tests remain available for use as an accommodation due to a disability or for a first-year EL with a lack of familiarity with or ability to use a computer.

[bookmark: _Toc331503699][bookmark: _Toc331597204][bookmark: _Toc331598532][bookmark: _Toc331601784][bookmark: _Toc334719114]For paper-based testing students take either Tier A or B/C of the designated grade-cluster test         (in grades 1–12), depending on their level of English language proficiency. For computer-based testing, the Listening and Reading tests are adaptive with students directed to questions of equal, lesser, or greater difficulty depending on how they responded to a previous cluster of questions. Based on Listening and Reading responses, the students are routed automatically to the appropriately tiered Speaking and Writing tests.

Students taking the ACCESS test receive scaled scores between 100600 overall, in each subdomain, and several composite scores. Proficiency level scores are reported as a whole number followed by a decimal (e.g., Level 3.4), indicating the student’s overall language proficiency level, and the relative position within the proficiency level of the student’s scaled score, rounded to the nearest tenth. English proficiency is reported in one of six English language proficiency levels: 1-Entering, 2-Emerging, 3-Developing, 4-Expanding, 5-Bridging, and 6-Reaching (see Appendix A).
Assessment subscores are also reported using the same scaled scores and proficiency levels in the four domains of listening, speaking, reading, and writing; and subscores reported as a composite score in the following combined areas: 
· Overall composite score combining all four subdomain scores 
· Oral Language composite score, combining scores from Listening and Speaking; 
· Literacy composite score, combining scaled scores from Reading and Writing; 
· Comprehension composite score, combining scaled scores from Listening and Reading. 

Standard Setting on ACCESS 2.0 Tests
In 2016, the WIDA consortium reset proficiency standards on its new ACCESS for ELLs 2.0 assessment. The standards on ACCESS 2.0 are more rigorous than the standards on ACCESS 1.0, meaning that a higher level of achievement on the new test is required to earn the same proficiency level as on the ACCESS 1.0 tests, which were phased out after 2015. The new standards were applied to ACCESS scores for the first time in 2017. Resetting the proficiency standards was intended by WIDA to ensure that ELL students were well-prepared to meet the rigor of the new College and Career Ready Standards now in place in Massachusetts and in other WIDA states. However, the resetting of standards had the effect of greatly reducing the number of students who qualified under the previous ACCESS 1.0 criteria to exit EL status. Massachusetts subsequently elected to revise its criteria for eligibility to exit EL status to a level that was judged to be comparable to the exit criteria on the previous score scale.
Reclassification of EL students
Prior to 2017, the criteria used to exit students from EL status had been the attainment of an overall score of Level 5.0. Based on 2017 results using the ACCESS 2.0 revised score scale, the Department recommended instead that districts consider exiting students from EL status when they met the following criteria, based on the likelihood that they would be able to perform standards-based classroom work in English:
a. An overall score of Level 4.2; and 
b. A composite literacy score of Level 3.9 

As before, the Department also recommended the use of other relevant data before exiting a student from EL status, including:
· student scores on locally administered reading, language, and other academic assessments;
· written observations and the recommendations of classroom teachers;
· student’s classroom work and academic grades; 
· student’s performance on MCAS tests.

Validating the New Exit Criteria  A Comparability Study
The Student Assessment office conducted a study to determine the comparability of ACCESS 1.0 and ACCESS 2.0 proficiency standards, specifically in terms of the overall ACCESS 2.0 test scores and the composite literacy scores. Three distinct methods were used to identify the equivalent proficiency level for a score of Level 5.0 and overall literacy Level 4.5 on the ACCESS 1.0 scale converted to the ACCESS 2.0 scale. The results of the three methods yielded similar results, and are described below.
1. Equipercentile linking, which compared the scores of students on both tests at each percentile rank; e.g., the scores for an EL student in the 15th percentile were calculated on both the 2015 ACCESS 1.0 (old scale) and 2017 ACCESS 2.0 (new scale);
2. The WIDA Score Lookup Calculator, which converts a given score on the ACCESS 1.0 scale to a score on the ACCESS 2.0 scale. We used this method to determine comparable scores on the new scale for students who previously took ACCESS 1.0;
3. Comparing the percentage of students attaining Level 5.0 on ACCESS 1.0 with the score attained by the same percentage of students on ACCESS 2.0.
All three methods yielded equivalent overall scores of Level 4.2, with a literacy composite score of 3.9, on the new ACCESS 2.0 scale.

Alternate ACCESS for ELLs 

The Alternate ACCESS for ELLs was administered in Massachusetts to EL students with significant cognitive disabilities. The Alternate ACCESS is given in grades 1–12 to students whose disabilities prevent participation in the ACCESS for ELLs general assessment, and is recommended for students who participate in the state’s academic alternate assessment, the MCAS-Alt. It is administered individually by trained and certified educators in four grade-level clusters: Grades 1–2, 3–5, 6–8, and 9–12. Students are assessed in the four domains of reading, writing, listening, and speaking. Results are reported at six proficiency levels (Levels A1, A2, A3, P1, P2, and P3; see Appendix C for descriptors for each proficiency level), and on a numerical scale from 900 to 960. In all, 1,253 Massachusetts students in grades 1-12 participated in the Alternate ACCESS for ELLs test during the five-week January–February 2018 testing window.

[bookmark: _Toc534215979]II.	Summary of the Statewide ACCESS for ELLs Results
[bookmark: _Toc534215980]Student Participation
In 2018, 94,149 EL students in Massachusetts who were enrolled in grades K–12 completed the ACCESS tests, including 1,292 students who participated in the Alternate ACCESS, an overall participation rate of 97.8 percent, one-half percentage point higher than in 2017. Absent students totaled 2,187. In 2018, 71,157 or 87 percent of students in grades 1–12 took online ACCESS tests (rather than paper-based tests) compared with 62 percent taking online ACCESS in 2017. Overall participation results are shown beginning on page 5.

Participation in the 2017 and 2018 ACCESS and Alternate ACCESS is summarized below in Table 1. “Participation” means that a student participated in all four sections of the ACCESS test―reading, writing, listening, and speaking. Table 1 summarizes participation by grade cluster and years of enrollment in Massachusetts.  

Table 1. Number and Percentage of Students Participating in the 
ACCESS Tests by Grade Cluster and Years in Massachusetts for 2017 and 2018 
 [image: ]

Participation was highest in lower grades and slowly declines as grade levels increase.  Participation was lowest in grades 912, primarily attributable to high school students who have been in enrolled in Massachusetts schools for four or more years. Participation rates are also lower for students who took the Alternate ACCESS (90 percent participation) compared with participation rates on ACCESS tests (9798 percent).
[bookmark: _Toc278273143]
[bookmark: _Toc534215981]Student Achievement
Table 2 summarizes overall ACCESS proficiency level results including the number of students tested, the average overall ACCESS scaled scores, and percentages of students scoring at each ACCESS proficiency level, disaggregated by grade cluster and years of enrollment in Massachusetts. Results for students who took the Alternate ACCESS for ELLs are summarized in Tables 4 and 5. 

Table 2. Number of Students Tested and Percentage Scoring at Each ACCESS Proficiency Level by Grade Cluster and Years of Enrollment in MA for 2018

[image: ]


Figure 1 provides a comparison of the percentages of EL students at each proficiency level by grade on the 2017 and 2018 ACCESS for ELLs tests.


[bookmark: _Toc534215982]Figure 1. Percentage of Students at Each Performance Level on the 2017 and 2018 ACCESS for ELLs (Grades K6 and 712)
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Table 3 shows the comparative percentage of ELs who attained English proficiency as indicated by an ACCESS score of Level 4.2. The combined percentage of students attaining scores indicating their attainment of English proficiency (i.e., between Level 4.2 and Level 6) in 2018 was comparable to the percentage in 2017 (22.4 percent of students in 2017 and 22 percent in 2018). However, marked decreases were noted from 2017 to 2018 in grades 3, 6, 7, and 8. 
Table 3. Percentage of EL Students Who Attained English Proficiency in 2017 and 2018 
as indicated by an ACCESS test score of Level 4.2 or higher

[image: cid:image002.png@01D4B7E2.1A8717E0]

Composite Scores 
In addition to receiving an overall ACCESS proficiency level score, students receive three composite scores: oral language, comprehension, and literacy. Composite scores are derived from a combination of weighted scaled scores from the four language domains as follows: 
· Overall―combining the four domain scores, as follows: Listening (15%), Speaking (15%), Reading (35%), and Writing (35%)
· Oral Language―combining equally weighted scaled scores for Listening and Speaking (50% each) 
· Comprehension―combining scaled scores for Listening (30%) and Reading (70%) 
· Literacy―combining equally weighted scaled scores for Reading (50%) and Writing (50%)

Median scaled scores and proficiency levels by years of enrollment for the three remaining composite scales are presented below, by grade cluster and years in Massachusetts. 


Table 4: Median Composite Scores of EL Students on the 2018 ACCESS Tests
by Years of Enrollment in Massachusetts and Grade Cluster

[image: ]

[bookmark: _Toc534215983]Results of the 2018 Alternate ACCESS for ELLs
The Alternate ACCESS assessment was first administered in 2014 to EL students with significant cognitive disabilities. The Alternate ACCESS results are reported at six proficiency levels: A1-Initiating, A2-Exploring, A3-Engaging, P1-Entering, P2-Emerging, and P3-Developing, and on a numerical scale from 900 to 960. Alternate ACCESS proficiency levels A1, A2, and A3 align with the ACCESS proficiency levels as shown in Figure 2 below. See Appendix D for the performance definitions of the Alternate ACCESS for ELLs proficiency levels.





Figure 2.
Overlay of ACCESS and Alternate ACCESS Proficiency Levels
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In 2018, 1,292 students participated in the Alternate ACCESS for ELLs. Results of the 2018 Alternate ACCESS test administration, disaggregated by years of enrollment for each grade cluster, are summarized in Table 5. 



Table 5: Median Composite Scores of EL Students on the 2018 Alternate ACCESS for ELLs Tests by Years of Enrollment in a Massachusetts School and Grade Cluster
[image: cid:image003.png@01D4B707.220F7740]

III. New Reporting Elements 
New requirements for reporting the proficiency and progress of ELs are outlined in Title III of the federal Every Student Succeeds Act (ESSA) and in the Language Opportunities for Our Kids Act (LOOK), a 2017 state law. Five required reporting elements are summarized below.
· Reporting Element #1: The number and percentage of ELs making progress toward achieving English language proficiency, disaggregated for ELs with disabilities
· [bookmark: _Hlk536441360]Reporting Element #2: The number and percentage of ELs attaining English proficiency
· Reporting Element #3: The number and percentage of ELs exiting EL status based on their attainment of English proficiency
· Reporting Element #4: The number and percentage of former ELs meeting challenging State academic standards for each of the four years after such children are no longer receiving EL services, disaggregated for ELs with disabilities
· [bookmark: _Hlk536441722]Reporting Element #5: The number and percentage of ELs who have not attained EL proficiency within 6 years of initial classification as an English learner (i.e., within 5 years after the first baseline year, or within 6 years), disaggregated for ELs with disabilities
This report has been updated to include results on the five reporting elements described above. Results for the five reporting elements are based on the overall state results on the ACCESS tests combined with results for students taking the Alternate ACCESS. Reporting on the five elements is intended to provide districts with important instructional feedback to promote and accelerate the achievement of EL students, and to provide a basis for additional oversight of EL programming by the Department.
Reporting Element #1: EL Students Making Progress Toward EL Proficiency (disaggregated for students with and without disabilities)
In 2018, a new method for establishing student progress was used that provided the following information for each EL student:
1. Future Progress Target representing the minimum ACCESS proficiency level score needed on the following year’s ACCESS test to remain on track to reach English proficiency (i.e., growth-to-proficiency) within a total of six years in a Massachusetts school. Future progress targets are reported as an ACCESS proficiency level, ranging from Levels 1.0 to 4.2. Individual student targets will be provided in the fall of each year. Further clarification of Future Progress Targets is provided in Appendix C.
2. Difficulty Index showing an estimate of how difficult it will be to reach next year’s target, relative to the student’s current proficiency level. The difficulty index ranges from 1–99, with one being the lowest difficulty (i.e., least difficult to achieve the target) and 99 the highest (i.e., most difficult to achieve the target). Students with difficulty indices greater than 60 have a high difficulty index. Educators were directed to use the difficulty index as an indicator of which students may need additional instructional assistance in order to succeed. Further clarification of Difficulty Indices is provided in Appendix C.
3. Student Growth Percentile for ACCESS (SGPA) indicating the amount of progress made by a student on the ACCESS test from one year to the next, relative to other EL grade-level students who earned similar ACCESS scores the prior year. In general, SGPA indicates whether a student has made low, moderate, or high gains in their ACCESS test scores from one year to the next compared with other ELs in the same grade level who took the ACCESS test in two consecutive years. Like the difficulty index, the SGPA is a number from 199, with 4059 representing average growth. Unlike the difficulty index, however, higher numbers of SGPA indicate more growth, whereas higher numbers on the difficulty index indicate greater difficulty in reaching the following year’s target. SGPA allows each student a nearly equal opportunity with other ELs in their grade level to demonstrate their progress in learning English.
4. Progress Indicator, either “Yes” or “No,” showing whether the student has met last year’s future progress target in the current year. Students who meet or exceed their future target for that year will be designated as having “made progress.” Students who do not meet their targets will not make progress for that year. Students taking the Alternate ACCESS will make progress if they increase the Alternate ACCESS achievement level in any subdomain by one level.


Table 6. Number and Percentage of EL Students Meeting Growth-to-Proficiency Targets 
by Grade for 2017 and 2018 
[image: ]

Across Massachusetts, 51.2 percent of EL students made progress in 2018 (as shown in Table 5). Approximately two-thirds of students in grades 1–5 made progress, while a third or fewer students made progress in grades 6–12. However, a large proportion of middle school ELs (52 percent) and high school ELs (33 percent) have been enrolled in the state for six or more years (as shown in Table 7). Only 23 percent of those students made progress in middle school, and only 17.5 percent of those students made progress in high school.

Table 7. Number and Percentage of EL Students Meeting Growth-to-Proficiency Targets 
by Grade Cluster and Years Enrolled in a Massachusetts School

[image: ]


ESSA, Title III also requires reporting of growth-to-proficiency results by disability status.  Table 8 disaggregates the results shown in Table 7 by students in special education versus not in special education. Overall, 57 percent students without a disability made progress while only about 30 percent of students with a disability made progress. In middle and high school, the rate of students with disabilities making progress was less than 15 percent. In those grade ranges, a large proportion of students with disabilities were enrolled in the state for six or more years     (78 percent in middle school and 76 percent in high school), suggesting that middle and high schools are retaining students with disabilities in EL programming much longer than they are retaining students without disabilities. 


Table 8: Number and Percentage of EL Students Meeting Growth-to-Proficiency Targets 
by Grade Cluster, Years Enrolled in Massachusetts, and Disability Status

[image: ]


Reporting Element #2: EL Students Attaining English Language Proficiency
The method of identifying EL proficiency in 2018 is the same as it was in 2017. Students who obtain an overall ACCESS score of Level 4.2 and Level 3.9 Literacy composite will be designated as having met English language proficiency. The proficiency rates shown in Table 9 indicate that approximately the same percentage of students had attained EL proficiency in both years (19.5 percent in 2017 and 19.8 percent in 2018). However, the distribution of proficient students in 2018 changed such that more students were deemed proficient in the lower grades and fewer in the higher grades, likely as a consequence of using individual progress targets in 2018, rather than average targets for all grades in 2017. 
Table 9. Number and Percentage of EL Students Attaining English Proficiency 
by Grade in 2017 and 2018 
[image: ]


As shown in Table 10, the proportion of students attaining EL proficiency is highest in grades 35 (35.3 percent). In most grade clusters, the proportion of students attaining proficiency increases with years of enrollment in a Massachusetts school; however, the proportion decreases slightly for students enrolled for 6 or more years.

Table 10. Percent of EL Students Attaining EL Proficiency 
by Grade Cluster and Years Enrolled in Massachusetts
[image: ]

Reporting Element #3: EL Students Who Exited English Learner (EL) Status as a Result of Their Attainment of EL Proficiency
This element reports the number and percentage of students who exited EL status once they had attained English proficiency on the ACCESS tests. The number of students reaching proficiency in 2017 and 2018 is shown in Table 10 and the top row of Table 11. The number of students exiting EL status by the fall of the following year is shown in row 2 of Table 11. The percentage of EL students who attained proficiency and exited EL status by the following fall as a result of their attainment of proficiency is shown in row 3 of Table 11. The overall percent of proficient EL students who exited EL status after reaching proficiency was 48.4 percent in 2017 and 62.4 percent in 2018.
Table 11. Number and Percentage of EL Students Who Attained English Proficiency and Exited EL Status in 2017 and 2018 

[image: cid:image003.png@01D4B3FB.CEBC30F0]

Table 12 indicates the number and percentage of students exiting EL status based on attaining proficiency in 2017 and 2018 by grade cluster. The first number in each grade cluster row is the number of students attaining proficiency. The second number identifies the number of those students exiting EL status by fall of the following year. The third row shows the percentage of students exiting EL status, based on their attainment of EL proficiency. A comparison of percentages in 2017 and 2018 shows an increase in students exiting EL status based on proficiency in 2018 across all grade clusters. Overall, 62.4 percent of English proficient students exited EL status in 2018, an increase from 48.4 percent in 2017. 

Table 12. Percent of Massachusetts Students Exiting EL Status After Attaining English Proficiency by Grade Cluster in 2017 and 2018

[image: cid:image004.png@01D4B3FB.CEBC30F0]




Reporting Element #4: Former ELs (FELs) Meeting Challenging State Academic Standards (disaggregated for students with and without disabilities)
Reporting Element #4 describes the number and percentage of former English learners (FELs) who have met challenging state standards, as indicated by a score of Meeting Expectations or Exceeding Expectations on the next-generation MCAS ELA and Mathematics tests. For this reporting element, FELs are considered to be students who exited EL status up to four years prior to taking the MCAS tests. Reporting Element #4 is also reported by disability status (i.e., EL students in special education versus ELs not in special education).  

In 2018, the results of all FEL students (i.e, students who have exited EL status during 14 prior years) were reported together. In subsequent years, statewide FEL results will be indicated by each year since the students were exited from EL status (e.g., FEL year 1, FEL year 2, etc.). 

Note: 2018 results are reported in grades 3–8 for FELs and non-FELs who took the next-generation MCAS tests (i.e., ELA and Mathematics only). Results on the legacy grade 10 MCAS tests were not included, but will be included in subsequent years, once students have taken the next-generation ELA and Mathematics MCAS tests in grade 10. It is also important to note that the non-FEL group includes students who are current ELs, as well as those who were “never ELs;” while the FEL group does not include current ELs.

As shown in Table 13, a majority of FELs met challenging standards in grades 3 and 4 in both subjects, and in grade 5 in ELA. In grades 3 and 4, FELs outperformed students who are not FELs. FEL performance tended to decrease as students’ grades increased, except for grade 8 mathematics, which shows higher performance for FELs than grade 7 math.
Results shown in Table 13 indicate that FELs outperformed the Not FELs group in grades 3 and 4, for both subjects, with 62 percent of grade 3 FELs meeting challenging standards in both subjects, and 63 percent and 59 percent of grade 4 FELs meeting challenging standards in ELA and Math, respectively. FEL results in grade 5 are comparable to the Not FEL group. After grade 5, the comparison group performs better than the FEL group in both subjects. Across all grades, the comparison group slightly outperforms the FEL group (51 percent to 49 percent in ELA and 48 percent to 46 percent in Math).  


Table 13. Number and Percentage of Former ELs (FELs) and Not FELs Meeting Challenging State Academic Standards in 2018 

[image: ]
Student percentages shown in Table 13 are subdivided by disability (i.e., special education) status in Table 14. FEL students without disabilities have higher rates of meeting challenging academic standards in ELA and Mathematics in grades 3 and 4. In grade 5, FELs have a lower rate of meeting challenging standards, and the discrepancies between FEL and Not FEL achievement increases as grade levels increase.  

With respect to student with disabilities, the average rate of meeting challenging standards across grades is 13 percent in ELA and Mathematics for FEL students with disabilities, and 14 percent in ELA and Math for nondisabled FEL students. In summary, students with disabilities perform similarly regardless of FEL status.

Table 14. Percentage of FELs and Not FELs Meeting State Academic Standards on MCAS ELA and Mathematics by Grade and Disability Status

[image: ]


[bookmark: _Hlk536532428]Reporting Element #5: EL Students Who Have Not Attained English Proficiency within Six Years (disaggregated for students with and without disabilities)
ELs in Massachusetts are expected to reach proficiency on ACCESS tests within a total of 6 years after being classified as an English learner in a Massachusetts school (one baseline year, plus five years to demonstrate growth toward proficiency). An EL student is considered to have attained English proficiency when he or she earns ACCESS scores of at least Level 4.2 overall and Level 3.9 Literacy composite.
As shown in Table 15, approximately 15 percent of all EL students did not reach proficiency in 2017 and 2018 within 6 years of entering a Massachusetts school.

Table 15. Number and Percentage of ELs Not Attaining English Proficiency Within Six Years 
in 2017 and 2018
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Table 16 indicates this information by grade cluster for EL students with and without disabilities in grades 3–12, omitting students in K–2 due to the reporting requirement that a student be enrolled in a Massachusetts school for at least six years. While about 15 percent of students in both 2017 and 2018 are not meeting proficiency standards within six years, the percentage of students with disabilities not attaining proficiency in six years approaches 37 percent in both years. For students with disabilities in grades 6–12, the percentages of students not attaining proficiency within six years is greater than 70 percent.

Table 16. Number and Percentage of EL Students Not Attaining English Proficiency Within Six Years by Grade Cluster and Disability Status (2017 and 2018)
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[bookmark: _Toc534215986]IV.	 ACCESS Results for EL Students from the State’s Highest Incidence First-Language Groups
Table 17 shows the number and percentage of students in the highest incidence language groups enrolled in a Massachusetts school in 2017 and 2018. Spanish is the largest native language group with just under 55 percent of students, followed by Portuguese, the native language of about 10 percent of the EL population.
[bookmark: _Toc365536359]Table 17. Number and Percentage of Enrolled EL Students by Highest-Incidence 
First (Native) Languages (2017 and 2018)
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The ACCESS achievement of students speaking the ten highest-incidence languages is summarized in Table 18 and Figures 3, 4, and 5.  
Both tables show the percent of students scoring at each ACCESS level, by native language. The language groups with the highest percentages of students in the highest performance levels are Chinese and Vietnamese.
Table 18. Percentage at each ACCESS Proficiency Level 
for EL Students Speaking the Ten Highest-Incidence Languages 

[image: ]

Figure 3 depicts the percentage of students in each ACCESS proficiency level by native language.

Figure 3. Percentage of EL Students by ACCESS Proficiency Level for the Ten Highest-Incidence Languages

[image: cid:image001.png@01D4B7E2.1A8717E0]

Figure 4 shows the average ACCESS proficiency level by grade cluster for the ten highest-incidence native languages. Figure 5 shows the average ACCESS proficiency level by native language and number of years in a Massachusetts school. For Figures 4 and 5, the bar widths represent the proportion of students with an economic disadvantage, as shown in the key.







Figure 4. Average 2018 ACCESS Scores for EL Students Speaking the Ten Highest-Incidence Languages by Grade Cluster*
[image: cid:image001.png@01D4B7D6.7EC98F50]
*Bar widths denote the proportion of students with an economic disadvantage.


Figure 5: Average 2018 ACCESS Scores for EL Students Speaking the Ten Highest-Incidence Languages by Number of Years in a Massachusetts School*

[image: cid:image001.png@01D4B7D4.E34B2710]*Bar widths denote the proportion of students with an economic disadvantage.
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[bookmark: _Toc365536357]Appendix A. Performance Definitions for the ACCESS for ELLs Levels of English Language Proficiency
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[bookmark: _Toc534215990]Appendix B. Alternate ACCESS for ELLs Performance Definitions
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Appendix C: Further Clarification of Future Progress Targets and Difficulty Indices
Graph C1 provides clarification of Future Progress Targets based on the following variables for ELs. Future Progress Targets for EL students in grade 6 are provided as an example:
· Future Progress Targets (2019)
· Difficulty Index for the future Progress Targets
· Current ACCESS level
· Years enrolled in MA

In Graph C1, the ACCESS proficiency level is shown on the y-axis for each category of Years in MA. The 2019 Future Progress Target is displayed on the x-axis. The shading depicts the Difficulty Index from easiest (green) to moderate difficulty (yellow) to very difficult (red). The nonlinear growth trajectory observed in the actual student population is illustrated in the curved graph lines.  

For EL students in their first year in a Massachusetts school, students who scored lowest on the ACCESS test will have the lowest targets, ranging from 1.9 to 2.0 for students scoring between 1.4 to 1.7 on the current year’s ACCESS test. As students’ current year ACCESS scores increase, their Future Progress Targets will also increase. Students who score above ACCESS level 2.0 will have targets that are higher than 2.9. The highest target assigned is 4.2 (Since Level 4.2 is considered English proficient), depicted by the straight vertical line in each graph panel. A similar growth trajectory is observed for students enrolled in MA for two years.  

For students enrolled for three and four years, the trajectories are shortened to denote the reduced time frame for attaining proficiency. For example, the lowest-scoring students enrolled for three years begin with Future Progress Targets of 2.4 (compared with a target of 1.9 for students enrolled in MA for fewer years). For the lowest-scoring students enrolled in MA for four years, the targets start at 2.8. The higher level of difficulty in meeting these targets is denoted by the orange shading, which is especially evident for lower-scoring students enrolled in MA for four and five years. For high-scoring students, the relative ease of reaching their targets is denoted by the green shading.












Graph C1: 2019 Grade 6 Students’ Future Targets Relative to Years in MA, Current ACCESS Proficiency Level, and Difficulty Index
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1
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7 Vietnamese 2279 2.5% 2241 2.3%
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WIDA Performance Definitions - Listening and Reading Grades K-12
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WIDA Performance Definitions - Speaking and Writing Grades K-12

Within sociocultural contexts for language use...

Linguistic Complexity Language Forms and Conventions Vocabulary Usage
Level 6 - Reaching
English langusge learners will use a range of grade-appropriate language for a variety of academic purposes and audiences. Agiliy in academi language use i reflected
in oral fuency and automaticty in response, flexibiliy in adjusting to different registers and skillfulness in interpersonal interaction. English language learners strategic
competence in academic language use facilitates their abilit to relace information and ideas with precision and sophistication for each content area.
At cach grade, toward the end of a given level of English language proficiency, and with instructional support, English language learners will produce. .
+ Multiple, complex sentences + Avariety of complex grammarical suructures | + Technical and abstract content-area language,
Level5 | » Organized, cohesive, and coherent matched to purpose including content-specific collocarions
Bridging expression of deas characteistic of + Abroad range of sentence parterns + Words and expressions with precise meaning
particular content areas characterisic of particular content areas across content areas
+ Short, expanded, and some complex + Compound and complex grammatical + Specific and some technical content-area
sentences strucrures language
Le"‘"i“ © @mrrtlomr=tmefikmmh o Syl || o e G
Expandng] emerging cohesion characteristic of content areas ‘meaning chrough use of collocations and
particular content areas idioms across content areas
+ Short and some expanded sentences with | + Simple and compound grammatical structures | + Specific content langusge, including cognates
emerging complexity with occasionl variation and expressions
N Le‘l"'f o EpttHloretrdiertnes © S i T o Trphirere et bt
eveloping emerging expression of multiple related used across content areas
ideas across content areas
+ Phrases or shortsentences + Formulsic grammatical strucrures + General content words and expressions
Level2 | + Emerging expression of ideas + Repetitive phrasal and sentence parterns across | Social and instructional words and expressions
Emerging content areas across content areas
+ Words, phrases, or chunks of language | + Phrase-level grammatical strucures + General content-related words
Level 1 « Single words used to represent ideas * Phrasal patterns associated with familiar social | + Everyday social and instructional words and
Entering and instructional situations expressions

WIDA





image29.png
‘At each grade leve, toward the end of a given alternate level of English anguage proficiency, and with nstructional support...

English language learners with significant
cognitive disabilities will roduc (Productive):

English language learners with significant
‘cognitive disabilities will process (Receptive):

+ Speciic content language, ncluding cognates and
exprssions

- Words or expressons with multiple mesrings sed

- Repetiive grammatica structures withoccasonsl

Students may scoreup o alernate proficiencylovel P3in
the domain of Wrting.The domainsof Lisening Speaking,
‘and Reading do ot ncludetet tems tageting alternate
proficiency level P3 and sbove; threfor, studens aking
s tst cannt demonstrate Engli language 2t atemate

LovelP vartion proficiencylevel 3 and igher inthose domains.
Developing | . Sentence patiems across contentareas
- Shortand some expanded sentences with amerging
compleity
- Expanded expresson of one dea or emercing
expression of mulipl dess
- General content words and expressions across content |+ Generalcontent words and expressions, induding
aress cogrates
- Socialand instructonslwords and expresions across |+ Sodal and nstructionalwords and exprssions across
Lovalr2 - Formuaic grammatical structues - Compound grammatical constructions
merging - Repetive phasaland sentence patters acoss content | - Repettive phrasalandsentence pattoms acros content
- Phrases or short senences - Mutipe relsted simple statements
- Emerging expression f dess © Anides withdetis
- Genersl content relsted wrds - General content elated words.
 Everyday socialand instuctonslwords and expresions | + Socil and instuctonalwords and expresions
-  Phrase lovel grammatcl sructures - Simplegrammatica onstuctons
Lovel - Phyasal pattrs assocised with commonsocialand | - Common soisland nstructionsl orms and pttems
ntering structonsl tuatons. ~ Singl sttements or questons
- Words,phrases, or churis ofanguage - A idea within words,phrases, o chunks of anguage
- Single words sed to represent deas
- Famillar words associated with daly outine - Symbols ltters,and/or numbers
+ Representaions of sounds,words,r ideaswith drawing |+ Spoken socialand nsructonsl words and famiar
symbols leters,or numbers expressions
Level A3 - Routingly practiced patems asociated with common | - Routinely pracicd social and nstructional forms and
Engaging socialand nstructionalstuations patterms
- Oral approsimations of words or phrases - Familasatements or questons associated withdaly
- Symbolsorleters o represent deas routine
- Anidea witin vsua epresentatonsor familranguage
+ Diferent sounds and gestures to commuricate - Routinely practicedorl cues
+ Markingsorsymbolsto communicate (e, with wting | + Familavisua representatonsasscisted with dily
Level A2 utensilor assstive device] routines
Exploring - Approsimations o routinely practiced rds + Emironmentalsymbos andshapes
- Varied tone and nflectionto convey needs, desiresor | + Speken words associated withfamiar people, dlly
‘moods (1o convey adherence o socl norms) outing andor environment
a - Imitatons of sounds - Famila voices and commuricativesounds
o  Varied body movements to communicae (g, eyegaze, |+ Change n expresson (9, facia, bocy, vocal)

rasp wrkting utensi)

..within soclocultural contaxts for language use.





image30.png
Grade Level Difficulty Index 2019

2 99

Years in MA

First Year

ACCESS Level

ACCESS Level
P
9
o,
k |
o @

Second
Year

Third Year

ACCESS Level

Fourth Year

ACCESS Level

Fifth Year

ACCESS Level

15 20 25 30 35 40
Target 2019




