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Learning Objectives:

Provide evidence-based information to assist with:

üLegitimately referring young children from CLD-ELL 
backgrounds for special education evaluations

üLegitimately identifying what areas warrant evaluation 
when a special education evaluation is necessary

üModifying existing practices



ÅEnglish Language Learners (ELLs)?

ÅLimited English Proficient (LEP)?

ÅEnglish as a Second Language (ESL)?

ÅEarly Childhood English Learners 

(ECELs)?

ÅLanguage Minority (LM)?  

ÅAny others?

Essentiallyé

culturally -linguistically

diverse (CLD) children!



Becauseé

ÅCulturally diverse:
When an individual or group is exposed to, and/or 
immersed in more than one set of cultural beliefs, 
values, and attitudes.  These beliefs, values, and 
attitudes may be influenced by race/ethnicity, sexual 
orientation, religious or political beliefs, or gender 
identification.

ÅLinguistically diverse:

Where an individual or group has had significant 
exposure to more than one language or dialect.

(American Speech-Language-Hearing Association 2004)  



Most Common Myths Surrounding 

Second Language (L2) Acquisition

ÅThe younger the child (i.e., age 3 vs. age 7), the easier it 
is and the more proficient they should be

ÅThe more time children spend in their L2 
environment/context, the quicker they learn the language

ÅChildren and their parents have acquired a second 
language once they can speak it

ÅBilingualism is fine for typically developing children but 
not for children with mental retardation, autism, language 
impairments, etc.



More Myths

ÅIf one language is hard, then two languages will be 
harder

ÅIf I only speak English, they will learn it faster

ÅMixing or using two languages is ñbadò and/or confusing

ÅStronger native language (L1) means ñquickerò L2 
acquisition

ÅAll speech-language milestones for ELLs are delayed

ÅAll ELLs are sequential language learners (commonly 
referred to as ñESLò)

(Tabors 2008, Genesee, et.al. 2004 & McLaughlin 1992)



Why Are We Talking About This?

Legal Issues

Reauthorization of Individuals with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA) 2004 

ÅñRequires non-biased assessment 

(Goal is to get the information needed to make valid 
decisions regarding course of action)

ÅNon-standard assessment measures are not considered 
substandard

ÅStudentôs ñnativeò language must be tested unless 
clearly not feasible

ÅEven when native language not feasible, obligation to 
make informed, non-biased decision remainsò

(Slide 35, Kohnert & Glaze 2006-2007; emphasis added by presenters) 



IDEA 2004é

Evaluation must include all data needed to make decisions

ñ300.304(c) Each public agency must 
ensure that (6)éthe evaluation is 
sufficiently comprehensive to identify all of 
the childôs special education and related 
services needs, whether or not 
commonly linked to disability category 
in which child has been classifiedò

(p. 9, Rudebusch 2008; emphasis added by presenters)



IDEA 2004é

ÅñYour state and district cannot require procedures that result in 

unreliable, invalid or biased evaluations.ò 

ÅñThe Individuals with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA) 2004 does 

not include a single reference to tests or test scores.  All 

references to tests that appeared in the 1997 version have been 

removed. For example, IDEA 1997 talked about ótests and other 

evaluation materials used to assess a child,ô while IDEA 2004 

talks about óassessments and other evaluation materials used to 

assess a childô [20 U.S.C.§1414 (3)].

ÅñIDEA 2004 requires that óassessments and other evaluation 

materials é are selected and administered so as not to be 

discriminatory on a racial or cultural biasô [1414(b)(3)].  Therefore, 

a test that is culturally or racially biased against the child you are 

assessing, and the scores derived from that test, cannot legally be 

used to identify a communication disorder.ò 
(page 11, Crowley, et. al. June 2006)




