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“The Spsnish language Proficiency Mt (m 1585) 1s ome of the tests
g designed cooperatively by the Peraonnsl Rosesrch Bection and the Army
Laaguage Echool, Mare detailed information sdout the backgroumd of
test sad the operational rrodlems involved is givem in FRE Repart Bo. 925,
Summary Keport omn XKight Languasge Praficiency Tests.

POPULATION STUDIED

Beven thoussad Epsnish Lenguage Proficiency Test aniwer shoots were »
' retwned to the Ferscomel Research Becticm betweer § April 1950 and 12 ¥
Fedruary 1951, Approximately cms thousend answer sheets were useless ' f
for stuly since these papers were almost ccmpletely void of responses.
This group wis probadbly composed of Spanish-speaking iadividuals whe . ,
knov little or mo English and of persons whose knowlodge of Bpunish ves : g“
extremely rour. E£ince these men could not fessidbly be used operatiomally, i
the resulting usable ceses wvere considerel repreoasntative of the popula-
A tion claiming knovleige of the lenguage. A sanple of S5L2 subjects wes
seleoted from the total number of usadle emsver sheets. The represents-
tiveness of the sample distributiom for the perent population was checked b
by the chi-squere technique. A probability between .60 and .90 that '
4 differences ap lerge ar lerger than those existing between the sumple
snd population distridutions could huve occurred by chunce was found. The ‘
saxpls for eny ons part, however, included only thoee individuals' results '
3 vho atteapted at least & meximm number of iteme im each part to be in-

ADAO7Y6838

cluded in the smmple for the particuler psrt. Thus, 542 claimante .
4 exaniped met this standard om Parts I and 1I, 185 om Part III, end &T5

on Pert IV, For additional information oo sapling see FBS Report No. 925.

- Since the mapner in which fecility im Bpanish is acquired in the

r E' ~  United Etates veries from learning on the street level to leerning in

3 (% 5 ‘the highest educational level, it may Ve expected that a wide reags of

¢ 5 Froficiency in ebility to "understand,” “read,” emd "write” the langusge

3 ] would be observed.
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.j;‘ i =4 FESULTS AND DISCULSION

Tadle 1 shows the mean and standard deviations (5.D.) of the vericus

3 G2 rarts of the Speniah Language Proficiency Test. The meen-purt scuwres of ,
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Clearance and Transmittal of Reports to Defense
PERI-TP Pechnical Information Center (DTIC)
70 ppc-DAA-I FROM pesearch Pubs Group,ARI PATE g nov 79 CHT 1

ATTN: H. A. Scinrecengost (Price/48913)

1. The reports listed on Inclosure 1 are approved for public release with unlimited
distribution (95 numbered ARI Research Memorandums, 51-1 thru 52-82).

2. These arc wwmong the unrecorded ARI reports which you identified to us 22 June
1879 as not in your retrieval system. The accompanying box contains at least one
copy of each report listed in Inclosure 1, for your retention and reproduction.

3. We will be sending more previously unrecorded ARI reports to you shortly.
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15.2 et 11.1 for facility im understamding (Parts I and II) ssd fecility
in witing (Part IV) respectively, show that thess parts were someuhst
aifrioult for the group tested. The mean score (7.7) of the group om
Part III, however, indicates this part wes of average difficulty for
then. As ixn the other lamguages, no statemsmi cam Do made as t0 whether
the resulting mesn-part soores are wodwst ¢f the imherest 4ifficulty

of the test, ar of the mature of the sampls.

The persentages of test populatioa rsted Fluemt, Fair, oxr Poor om
the darie of & ecsmon comversiom table are yresemted in Tadls 5. The
perceatazes of the populetics rated as Jluent are 7.2 im Parts I amd
II, 43.% im Part IXI and 16,95 in Part IV. The relatively high propor-
tiom of imdividuals rated Fluemt im Part III (facility in reoding) may be due
t0 my one o all of the followimg Sactorss

(1) The group rated Fluemt im faoility to understand actually
possesses tho required Fluency.

(2) Part III iz tco easy amd does mot adequately rejressnt the
trus levels of proficiensy required.

(3) 7The cuttimg soore 1s too low,
¥o evidemce favaring amy coe of these expleaations ip presently availadble,

There appeers to be some overlap in what the differeat purts of the
test measures. Talle 2 shows the seme pattern of intercorrelstions de~
tveen parts as 1s seen for all othexr lammguaze testa. As in other tests
snalysed, it would appesr that this is due more to the fumctiocmal relatiom-~
ship between "understanding,” "reading,” and “writimg" than imept test
paking. No statwmsnt can de mads adout vhat is moasured by sach part of
the test.

Biserial ocorrelation coefficients between euch part snd its componeat
items ware computed; one excepticm wes that the combined scores of Parts I
sad II served as the part scoare vith vhich items in Part I amd Part II were
correlated, The highsat emld lowent twemty percent of the blserial distribu-
tions ere indicated im Tedle 3. It must be noted, thst «ll but items 8, 12, 19,
21, and 25 in Parts I and II, and ftem 104 in Part IV are sigmificantly re-
lated beyound the 001 level of coanfidence to their compoment parts. XIatries
in Table 3 for Part 1III of the tsst have beon omittad. Biace the timed mature
of the test with the resultimg omission of items tends to imcrease the
magnitude of the biserial correlations, it was felt that sny comparieds:
bestween these valuee would be mislesadimg. All the obtuined biseriel
values for the items in Part III of this test were found to be statiscal-
1y differant from z2ex0 st the .00l level of comfidence.

In en effort to dstermine which iteme sppear to be “essy"™ cr “hard”

for this sexple, reasomstle standwrds for the proportion of imdividuals
answoring each item corrsctly were sought.
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DIYFICTLSY IN TERNS OF AVERAGE VALUXE ON THE EPANIBK LANIIAGE
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