Appendix: Comments on a Recent Critique

Basing their conclusions on an analysis of 72 studies that they considered to be
methodologically acceptable, Rossell and Baker (1996) conclude that the
research evidence does not support transitional bilingual education as a
superior form of instruction for limited English proficient children (p. 7). [ was
not able to re-examine all the studies Rossell and Baker cited, because most
were unpublished reports. I did, however, read all of the studies they cited that
appeared in the professional literature, and found numerous problems with
Rossell and Baker's conclusions. [ examine here studies in which submersion
and “immersion” are claimed to be superior to bilingual education. I then
discuss those studies Rossell and Baker categorized as “unacceptable.”

Submersion versus Bilingual Education

Rossell and Baker conclude that in the case of English reading comprehension,
transitional bilingual education was superior to submersion in 22% of the
studies, worse in 33%, and there was no difference in 45% of the studies (60
studies were examined). Of the 20 studies in which submersion was claimed to
be superior to bilingual education, two were in the published professional
literature and [ was able to get information on one other.

Moore and Parr, 1978: This study examined children in four programs:
maintenance, transitional, minimal and English-only, and concluded that the
latter group scored significantly higher than the others on tests of English
reading. We are, however, given no details whatsoever on what went on the the
bilingual classes; all we have are labels. In addition, the duration of the study
was short: Moore and Parr’s oldest subjects had just finished grade two. It
typically takes longer for bilingual programs to show a positive impact on
English language tests. In addition, no raw data is provided, so it is difficult to
tell what the real effect of each program was.

Curiel, Stennina and Cooper-Stenning, 1980: In this study, seventh graders who

had been in bilingual education were compared to comparison students who
had not. While Rossell and Baker classify this study as showing submersion to
be superior, this is not what Curiel et. al. report. For reading comprehension






