
Assessments of language proficiency 
 
The assessments given in the in-home interviews (years 1-3) were the BEST Plus 
(listening comprehension) and the Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test (PPVT). In 
addition, in the classroom, students were given the BEST Literacy test and the 
CASAS (Comprehensive Adult Student Assessment System). 
 

 2002 2003 2004 2005 
  6/17/2003 6/24/2004 7/7/2005 

BEST Plus 
(listening/speaking)  295 

(beginning literacy) 
408 

(low beginning) 
423 

(high beginning) 

     
PPVT Raw score 

vocabulary Age 
equivalence

 
29 
 

2.5 

25 
 

2.5 

61 
 

4.75 
     

BEST literacy  4/10/2003 2/26/2004  
SPL* III 

(high beginning) 
SPL V 

(high intermediate) 
 

11/6/2003 
  

SPL IV 
(low intermediate) 

 
 

     
CASAS 

(listening)  5/22/2003 11/17/2004 2/24/2005 

  200 
(high beginning) 

195 
(high beginning) 

206 
(low intermediate)

*SPL= Student performance level 
 
III= “Individual can read most sight words, and many other common words. Can read familiar phrases and 
simple sentences but has a limited understanding of connected prose and may need frequent re-reading. 
Individual can write some simple sentences with limited vocabulary. Meaning may be unclear. Writing 
shows very little control of basic grammar, capitalization and punctuation and has many spelling errors.” 
IV= “Individual can read simple material on familiar subjects and comprehend simple and compound 
sentences in single or linked paragraphs containing familiar vocabulary. Individual can write simple notes 
and messages on familiar situations but may lack variety in sentence structure, clarity and focus of writing. 
Shows some control of basic grammar (e.g., present and past tense) and spelling. Uses some punctuation 
consistently (e.g., periods, commas, question marks, capitalization, etc.).”  
V= “Individual can read text on familiar subjects that have a simple and clear underlying structure (e.g., 
clear main idea, logical order). Can use word analysis skills and context clues to determine meaning with 
texts on familiar subjects. Individual can write simple paragraphs with main idea and supporting details on 
familiar topics (e.g., daily activities, personal issues) by recombining learned vocabulary and structures. Can 
self- and peer-edit for spelling, grammar, and punctuation errors.” 
 
 



The gains in language proficiency as measured by standardized assessments 
suggest that progress in learning English was slow for Guangli. His initial test 
scores show he started very much as a beginner in English. While his scores 
improved in all areas, the improvement was not as great as see for most 
learners.  
 
We wonder about lack of great progress in proficiency given the great amount of 
reading reported by Guangli in 2003-2005. The report of 3360 minutes/week of 
reading English for pleasure in 2003 likely includes a great deal of time which 
was not meaningful. We interpret the report in this way because Guangli 
reported reading textbooks for seven hours a day as well as watching television 
(reading the captions) for seven hours a day. We believe that it is more likely 
Guangli meant that he spent 7 hours reading English – part of the time watching 
television and part of the time reading his textbooks. 
 
The large amount of time for obligatory reading in English in 2005 was an 
indication of his reading textbooks and exercise books for his ESL classes. 
  
 

 2003  2004  2005 

Reading in 
English 

For 
obligation 

For 
pleasure  For 

obligation
For 

pleasure  For 
obligation 

For 
pleasure

Minutes per 
week 120 3360  690 30  1260 930 

 


