
Office of the Superintendent of Schools 
MONTGOMERY COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS 

Rockville, Maryland 

March 20, 2024 

MEMORANDUM 

To: 

From: 

Subject: 

Members of the Board of Education 

Monique T. Felder, Interim Superintendent of Schools 

English Language Development Update: English Language Development Students 
Data and Action Plan 

During the January 11, 2024, discussion regarding agenda item 9 .1, English Language 

Development (ELD) Update: ELD Students Data and English Language Development Action 
Plan, Ms. Grace Rivera-Oven, Board member, requested the following information: 

Question 

Please provide a breakdown of presentation information from 2019 for comparison to the 
present-day data. 

Response 

Table 1 (Attachment A) indicates the number and percentage of Emergent Multilingual Learners 
(EMLs) who are dually coded, receiving both English Language Development (ELD) and special 
education services. The official enrollment of dually coded EMLs in the 2018-2019 school year 
was 17% of the total EML population. As of November 28, 2023, the unofficial enrollment 
for dually coded EMLs in the 2023-2024 school year was 18% of the EML population, with 
an increase of3,416 EMLs between the two school years. All grade levels experienced an increase 
in the percentage of students who were dually coded between the 2018-2019 and 2023-2024 
school years except for Grades 6, 7, and 8. 

Question 

Please provide information regarding the following: Demographic and geographic data 
for long-term EMLs; Graduation rate of the students who are in high school; and the truancy levels 
at each level: ES, MS, and HS. Also, please include those students with dual classifications 
(special education and EML) and what are the graduation rates for these students? 

Response 

Long-term EMLs 

Table A (Attachment B) provides the number of long-term EMLs by school 
as of December 1, 2023. A long-term EML student is one who has not attained the State 
English language proficiency (ELP) level within the expected time frame indicated 
in the Growth-to-Target Model for ELP. Cun-ently, 52 elementary schools do not have 


































