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Table 1

9th-Grade student Scores on Open-ended Prompt, Fall (Pre-test)

	
	No. of students
	Score
	% mastery

	
	Fall
	0s
	1s
	2s
	3s
	

	9th-grade MLD classes
	49
	43

(88%)
	4

(8%)
	0

(0%)
	2

(4%)
	4%

	Other 9th-grade classes
	131
	99

(76%)
	14

(11%)
	10

(8%)
	8

(6%)
	14%

	Overall (all 9th-grade classes)
	180
	142

(79%)
	18

(10%)
	10

(6%)
	10

(6%)
	11%


Table 2 
9th-grade Student Scores on Open-ended Prompt, Spring (Post-test)

	
	No. of students
	Score
	% mastery

	
	Spring
	0s
	1s
	2s
	3s
	

	9th-grade MLD classes
	38
	18

(47%)
	8

(21%)
	5

(13%)
	7

(18%)
	 31%

	Other 9th-grade classes
	100
	71

(71%)
	14

(14%)
	10

(10%)
	5

(5%)
	15%

	Overall (all 9th-grade classes)
	138
	89

(64%)
	22

(16%)
	15

(11%)
	12

(9%)
	20%


Table 3 
Scoring Examples for the Graphic Design Academic Language/Justification Rubric (Grade 9)

	Score
	Examples
	Commentary

	0
	a. Left blank 

b. only an equation for each cost structure

c. “Lee’s competitor is right.” No other work is shown.


	These responses provide no indication that the student formulated an argument or could express it.

	1
	 “The competitor is right.”  

Shows computations of 40+30 = 70 labeled Competitor. Shows computations of 50 +25 = 75, labeled Lee.


	Offers claim and evidence. Evidence is not linked to claim; warrant is implicit. No use of academic language such as “because.”



	2
	“His rates would be even, it depends on each hours. So each one is not cheaper iether the highest amount. They both the same amount counting each hour.”

$50 + $25 + $25 = $100     

$40 + $30 + $30 = $100
	Claim is implicit (the competitor is not correct); includes a warrant (the rates can be even) and offers evidence (showing computations) linking it by saying “they both the same amount”. Includes some indication that who is cheaper varies by the hours worked (“it depends”)



	3
	No Lee’s competitor is not correct because if it takes him three hours or more the price is more expensive than lee’s.”

Work shows table for hours and dollars for Lee and competitor, with all values labeled.


	Offers a claim, a warrant (there are jobs for which the competitor is more), and points to the evidence (“if it takes him three hours or more” and includes a table). Logical connectors used (because) and evidence explicitly linked. The subordinate clause (if it takes…) specifies the domain for which Lee’s competitor costs more (three hours or more).




Table 4 

9th-grade Student Scores for Academic Language/Justification on Open-ended Prompt, pre and post (n = 30)
	
	Score

	
	0s
	1s
	2s
	3s

	9th-grade MLD classes – pre
	17

(53%)


	8

(17%)
	3

(20%)
	2

(7%)

	9th-grade MLD classes – post
	9

(30%)
	6

(23%)
	5

(10%)
	10

(37%)


Table 5 

4th-grade Open-ended Prompt, Spring 2007 (Pre-project) and Spring 2008 (Post-project)
	
	No. of Students
	Score
	%
mastery

	
	
	0s
	1s
	2s
	3s
	

	4th-grade MLD teacher’s class, spring 2007 (pre-project)
	18
	10

(56%)
	4

(22%)
	3

(17%)
	1

(6%)
	22%

	4th-grade MLD teacher’s class, spring 2008 (post-project)


	21
	3

(14%)
	9

(43%)
	5

(24%)
	4

(19%)
	43%


Table 6
Scoring Examples for Hot Dog Bun Prompt Academic Language/Justification Rubric (Grade 4) 

	Score
	Examples
	Commentary

	0
	 “I would buy the low price ones. this was my answer because I dont want to waste my money.” 
	Little command of academic language; claim does not have a logical connection to question being asked; no relevant evidence or warrants.

 

	1
	“I would take the package of 8 because it cost $1.00 and $1.00 is less than $1.20” 
	Minimal use of academic language. Includes a claim, a “because” statement, but does not have a logical connection to the least in the context of the problem.



	2
	Student shows computation of prices for two different combinations of packages. Shows prices 4.40 and 5.00 and says, “easy compare” and shows the claim, “2 of the 8 dog packs and 2 of the twelve” (as the least expensive)
	Uses language—e.g., packs, of the, compare, twelve. Claim is shown (“2 of the 8 dog packs and 2 of the twelve”), though not clearly labeled as “least expensive.” Evidence (student work) and warrants (“easy compare”) are shown. The reader needs to infer logical connections. 



	3
	Student refers to own work from part a, organized as 1, 2, and 3, presenting the claim, “My third idea” with justification as follows, “because it is $4.40 and my 2 and 1 idea are a higher price.”  The student then lists the three prices, and circles the lowest of the three. 
	Demonstrates ability to use academic and appropriate contextual language to represent responses. Claim is shown (“My third idea” [is least expensive], provides a warrant “because it is $4.40 and my 2 and 1 idea are a higher price” (compares with prices for other two cases), and evidence (refers to work showing prices for each case).


Table 7 

4th-grade Student Scores for Academic Language/Justification on Open-ended Prompt
	
	No. of Students
	Score

	
	
	0s
	1s
	2s
	3s

	4th-grade MLD teacher’s class, spring 2007 (pre-project)
	18
	7

(39%)
	10

(55%)
	1

(6%)
	0

(0%)

	4th-grade MLD teacher’s class, spring 2008 (post-project)
	21
	3

(14%)
	12

(57%)
	3

(14%)
	21

(14%)


Note: Rounded to closest whole %; therefore, may not sum to exactly 100%.
Table 8 

5th-grade Open-ended Prompt, Spring 2007 (Pre-project) and Spring 2008 (Post-project)
	
	No. of Students
	Score
	% mastery

	
	
	0s
	1s
	2s
	3s
	

	5th-grade MLD teacher’s class, spring 2007 (pre-project)
	18
	6

(29%)
	8

(38%)
	2

(10%)
	5

(24%)
	33%

	5th-grade MLD teacher’s class, spring 2008 (post-project) 
	23
	3

(13%)
	10

(43%)
	6

(26%)
	4

(17%)
	43%















