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[bookmark: _Toc212185898]Purpose
This Request for Information (RFI) invites interested parties to submit their screening instruments and evidentiary materials for consideration for inclusion on the list of state-approved transitional kindergarten (TK) multilingual learner screening instruments, as required by California Education Code (EC) Section 48004(d).
This Request for Information provides:
· Background on the legislative requirements
· Eligibility criteria for interested parties
· Submission requirements and procedures
· Evaluation process and timeline
· Contact information for questions
[bookmark: _Toc212185899]Statutory Requirements for Screening Instruments
Selected screening instruments for the state-approved list shall be able to measure the extent to which a student enrolled in a TK pursuant to EC Section 48000 would benefit from additional support in English by screening their English language listening and speaking skills, and must meet the following requirements:
1. Have psychometric properties of reliability and validity deemed adequate by technical experts
2. Be developmentally and age-appropriate for pupils in TK
3. Be capable of administration to pupils with a primary language other than English
4. Be capable of administration by classroom teachers or other adults assigned to the classroom
5. Not discriminate on the basis of race, ethnicity, or gender
[bookmark: _Toc212185900]Selection Process
The California Department of Education (CDE) will use the detailed Evaluation Rubric (Appendix B) that provides specific criteria and scoring guidelines for both stages of the review process. 
Stage 1: Statutory Compliance Review (Pass/Fail) 
Each instrument will be assessed against the five statutory requirements listed above. Screening instruments must receive a “Pass” determination on each requirement to advance to Stage 2. Any “Fail” determination results in automatic exclusion from the approved list. 
Stage 2: Statewide Implementation Readiness Assessment (Scoring) 
Only screening instruments that satisfy statutory requirements will proceed to this stage, where capabilities for statewide implementation will be evaluated and scored based on factors such as large-scale experience, technical infrastructure, implementation timeline, and cost structure. 
Final Selection 
Following the evaluation process, the CDE will prepare a recommended list of screening instruments that meet the statutory requirements, for selection by the Superintendent, subject to approval of the Executive Director of the State Board of Education (SBE). The selection will be based on both statutory compliance and implementation readiness to allow California's TK programs to have access to high-quality, implementable screening tools that will help local educational agencies (LEAs) identify students who may benefit from additional English language development support.
Participation in the RFI is open to all interested parties. Interested parties are encouraged to review EC Section 48004 to understand the full context and legislative intent of this process. 
Eligibility
Sole proprietorships, partnerships, public or private agencies, and unincorporated organizations or associations may submit screening instruments for consideration in response to this RFI. If requested by the CDE, an entity must provide documentation of its legal status.
[bookmark: _Toc206068429][bookmark: _Toc212185901]Background
EC Section 48004, enacted in 2025, establishes requirements for TK multilingual learner screening following Assembly Bill (AB) 2268, which amended EC sections 313 and 60810 exempting TK students from the English Language Proficiency Assessments for California (ELPAC) testing. The ELPAC was field-tested in 2017 with students in TK. At the time of field-testing, only the oldest four-year-old children were eligible to be enrolled in TK. As a result, the ELPAC was not validated for use with younger four-year-olds or three-year-olds, who are now eligible to be enrolled in TK. The Legislature recognizes in EC Section 48004 that:
· Languages and cultures that pupils bring with them are an asset to their learning communities and should be uplifted and celebrated.
· Early identification of multilingual learners is key in providing early support with evidence-based language development resources.
· Identification should be done in a developmentally appropriate manner that minimizes stress on young pupils.
· California needs a standardized screening instrument that is developmentally appropriate for three- and four-year-old children entering TK.
The screening instruments selected pursuant to this process will, when used with home language surveys, support LEAs in screening multilingual learners in TK to determine who would benefit from additional English language development support. By screening students’ English language needs early, LEAs can implement instructional approaches that build English proficiency while honoring and supporting the home languages and cultural assets that students bring to their learning communities. 
Commencing with the 2027–28 school year, all LEAs serving students in TK shall screen TK students whose primary language is a language other than English, as indicated on a home language survey administered upon the student’s enrollment, to identify whether additional English language development support would be beneficial using a screening instrument selected pursuant to the process outlined in this RFI. Additionally, in the 2026–27 school year, the State Superintendent of Public Instruction (SSPI) may select LEAs to voluntarily conduct a field-test of the screening instruments selected pursuant to this process.
Statute also requires that following the selection of the screening instruments pursuant to this process, the CDE will review information submitted through this RFI to provide recommendations to the executive director of the SBE, and the relevant policy and fiscal committees of the Legislature, whether any of the screening instruments selected are also developmentally appropriate for identifying dual language learners, who are three through four years old, inclusive, in California state preschool programs.
[bookmark: _Toc206068431][bookmark: _Toc212185902]General Information for Submission
The submission process consists of two Snap Surveys and evidentiary materials as described below:
1. Cover Sheet Snap Survey: The Cover Sheet is required to be completed via Snap Survey. The link to the Snap Survey, as well as the Cover Sheet Preview, can be found on the CDE TK Multilingual Learner Screening web page. The Snap Survey will guide applicants through structured responses to all required elements outlined in the Cover Sheet Preview.
2. Submission Form Snap Survey: The Submission Form is required to be completed via Snap Survey. The link to the Snap Survey, as well as the Submission Form Preview, can be found on the CDE TK Multilingual Learner Screening web page. The Snap Survey will guide applicants through structured responses to all required elements outlined in the Submission Form Preview. 
a. Evidentiary Materials and Access to Screening Instrument: Applicants must provide evidentiary materials referenced in their Submission Form Snap Survey responses, along with access to examples of their screening instrument. These materials will be collected through the Submission Form Snap Survey, where applicants can upload a zipped file directly into the survey platform. 
Both the Cover Sheet Snap Survey and the Submission Form Snap Survey with the evidentiary materials are required by the deadline for a submission to be considered complete.
All components of the submission must be received by CDE no later than December 1, 2025, by 4:00 PM PST. A submission will not be considered complete unless the Cover Sheet Snap Survey, the Submission Form Snap Survey, and the required evidentiary materials are submitted. 
Hard Copy Submissions: Hard copy submissions will only be accepted in rare circumstances and require advance written approval from the Language Policy and Leadership Office (LPLO). To request approval for hard copy submission, email LPLO@cde.ca.gov by November 30, 2025, by 4:00 PM PST. All hard copy materials must be received by 4:00 PM on December 1, 2025. 
Applicants will receive a confirmation email when each of the two Snap Surveys are submitted. If confirmation emails are not received, please contact LPLO@cde.ca.gov no later than 4:00 PM PST on December 1, 2025. 
[bookmark: _Toc206068433][bookmark: _Toc212185903]Cover Sheet
Interested parties must complete the Cover Sheet via Snap Survey to outline and summarize the content of their screening instrument and evidentiary materials. The Cover Sheet questions are provided in Appendix C for use as a preview. The information provided on this cover sheet may be shared in the future with LEAs to help communicate key components and capabilities of approved screening instruments. Any information shared with LEAs is designed to support selection of an approved screener that best suits the LEA’s distinct needs.
[bookmark: _Toc206068434][bookmark: _Toc212185904]Submission Form
Interested parties must complete the Submission Form via Snap Survey to describe how their screening instrument aligns with the five statutory requirements listed above and to demonstrate their capabilities for statewide implementation. The Submission Form questions are provided in Appendix D for use as a preview.
Interested parties must also demonstrate the alignment between their materials and the critical components of an evidence-based, culturally, linguistically, and developmentally appropriate screening instrument for TK multilingual learners. Any evidentiary materials must be included in the Submission Form Snap Survey.
The Submission Form aligns with the Evaluation Rubric (Appendix B), and both are based on the statutory requirements in EC Section 48004(d).
[bookmark: _Toc206068435][bookmark: _Toc212185905]Review Process
The overall review process is as follows:
· Interested parties submit the required forms, materials, and information to CDE by 4:00 PM PST December 1, 2025.
· The review panel will evaluate submissions using a two-step process: first assessing statutory compliance, then scoring implementation readiness for qualifying instruments.
· Based on the evaluation results, the review panel will develop recommendations for the SSPI and the executive director of the SBE.
· The SSPI selects, subject to the approval of the executive director of the SBE, screening instruments for the state-approved list.
· The final selection of screening instruments for the list will be made by        March 31, 2026.
The schedule above is subject to change at the CDE's discretion. It is the responsibility of interested parties to check the CDE TK Multilingual Learner Screening web page for any updates to the timeline.
[bookmark: _Toc206068439]Contact With Review Panel Members
To ensure the integrity of the evaluation process, interested parties are prohibited from contacting review panel members directly regarding their submissions or any other aspect of the selection process. All communication must be directed to the LPLO at LPLO@cde.ca.gov. Any inappropriate contact between interested parties and a review panel member, could lead to corrective actions, including disqualification from the process and/or list.
[bookmark: _Toc206068440]Costs of Preparing a Submission
Any costs associated with preparing or delivering submissions in response to this RFI are the sole responsibility of the applicant. The State of California will not provide reimbursement for any costs incurred or related to the potential applicant's involvement or participation in the process.
[bookmark: _Toc206068441]Submission Checklist
The following checklist outlines the required items for a complete response to this RFI. Failure to include any of the required items will result in the rejection of the entire submission.
Two Required Snap Survey Submissions:
· Cover Sheet 
· Submission Form
Additional Required Evidentiary Materials:
· Direct access to the screening instrument and all evidentiary materials referenced in the Submission Form responses. These must be uploaded in the Submission Form Snap Survey.
[bookmark: _Toc206068442][bookmark: _Toc212185906]Contact Information
Interested parties may submit questions, requests for clarification, concerns, and/or comments regarding this RFI by email to LPLO@cde.ca.gov with the subject line "TK Multilingual Learner Screening RFI Questions."
Communications must include the party's name, email address, and contact telephone number. Please specify the relevant section and page number of the RFI for each question submitted.
Questions must be received by 5:00 PM PST on November 29, 2025. CDE staff will make every effort to respond to questions promptly. However, at their discretion, CDE staff may choose to not respond to questions that are untimely, not in proper form, or outside the scope of this RFI, and may rephrase questions as needed.

[bookmark: _Toc212185907]Appendix A: California Education Code Section 48004
Education Code - EDC
TITLE 2. ELEMENTARY AND SECONDARY EDUCATION [33000 - 65001]
  (Title 2 enacted by Stats. 1976, Ch. 1010.)
DIVISION 4. INSTRUCTION AND SERVICES [46000 - 65001]
  (Division 4 enacted by Stats. 1976, Ch. 1010.)
PART 27. PUPILS [48000 - 49703]
  (Part 27 enacted by Stats. 1976, Ch. 1010.)
CHAPTER 1. Admission [48000 - 48071]
  (Chapter 1 enacted by Stats. 1976, Ch. 1010.)
ARTICLE 1. Kindergartens [48000 - 48004]
  (Article 1 enacted by Stats. 1976, Ch. 1010.)
48004.  
(a) The Legislature finds and declares all of the following:
(1) With the expansion of transitional kindergarten, there is an increased need to support our youngest multilingual learners, including pupils whose primary language is a language other than English, pupils who are learning two or more languages at the same time, and pupils who are learning a second language while still developing their first language.
(2) The languages and cultures that pupils bring with them are an asset to their learning communities and should be uplifted and celebrated. Research demonstrates the cognitive, economic, and long-term academic benefits of multilingualism and multiliteracy.
(3) Early identification of multilingual learners is key in providing early support with evidence-based language development resources and in improving pupil outcomes. However, identification should be done in a developmentally appropriate manner that minimizes the stress placed on young pupils.
(4) With the passage of Assembly Bill 2268 of the 2023–24 Regular Session, signed by the Governor on June 14, 2024, the Legislature affirmed its commitment to ensuring all pupils in transitional kindergarten, including young four-year-old children eligible for transitional kindergarten, are not assessed for English language acquisition status with a language proficiency assessment that is not developmentally appropriate.
(5) As a result of the passage of Assembly Bill 2268 of the 2023–24 Regular Session, pupils in transitional kindergarten were exempted from the requirement to be administered the English Language Proficiency Assessments for California (ELPAC) in the 2024–25 school year, thereby eliminating the ability of local educational agencies to screen pupils in transitional kindergarten for English language acquisition status.
(6) It is the intent of the Legislature to ensure an efficient method of screening pupils in transitional kindergarten for English language acquisition status to determine if they are a multilingual learner and to streamline processes for local educational agencies and staff through the statewide use of a standardized screening instrument that is developmentally appropriate for use with three- and four-year-old children entering transitional kindergarten.
(7) It is further the intent of the Legislature that local educational agencies provide language development support to multilingual learners in transitional kindergarten and that local educational agencies and teachers and staff assigned to transitional kindergarten classrooms provide parents or guardians of pupils enrolled in transitional kindergarten with information regarding the benefits of multilingualism.
(8) It is further the intent of the Legislature that local educational agencies identify multilingual learners in transitional kindergarten who need language development support by using a screening instrument that meets all requirements of subdivision (d) and a home language survey that complements the screening.
(b) (1) (A) By no later than March 31, 2026, the Superintendent shall select, subject to the approval of the executive director of the state board, a list of screening instruments that meet the requirements of subdivision (d) to support the identification of multilingual learners in transitional kindergarten.
(B) The Superintendent shall submit recommendations to the executive director of the state board, and the relevant policy and fiscal committees of the Legislature, whether any of the screening instruments chosen pursuant to this section are also developmentally appropriate for identifying dual language learners, who are three through four years old, inclusive, in California state preschool programs.
(2) (A) For the 2025–26 fiscal year, the sum of ten million dollars ($10,000,000) is hereby appropriated from the General Fund to the Superintendent for any of the following purposes:
(i) To acquire screening instruments selected pursuant to subparagraph (A) of paragraph (1) and any training materials, available for use by, and free of cost to, local educational agencies.
(ii) To support field-testing of the screening instruments pursuant to paragraph (2) of subdivision (c).
(B) Funds appropriated pursuant to paragraph (2) shall be available for expenditure or encumbrance through June 30, 2028.
(3) For purposes of this subdivision, the department is exempt from the requirements of Part 2 (commencing with Section 10100) of Division 2 of the Public Contract Code and from the requirements of Article 6 (commencing with Section 999) of Chapter 6 of Division 4 of the Military and Veterans Code.
(c) (1) (A) Commencing with the 2027–28 school year, a local educational agency serving pupils in transitional kindergarten pursuant to Section 48000 shall screen transitional kindergarten pupils whose primary language is a language other than English, as indicated on a home language survey administered upon the pupil’s enrollment, to identify whether they are multilingual learners using a screening instrument selected by the Superintendent pursuant to subparagraph (A) of paragraph (1) of subdivision (b).
(B) The department shall provide guidance to local educational agencies on the use of the screening instruments selected pursuant to subparagraph (A) of paragraph (1) of subdivision (b).
[bookmark: _Int_V6STtb0I](2) In the 2026–27 school year the Superintendent may select local educational agencies to voluntarily conduct a field-test of the screening instruments selected pursuant to subparagraph (A) of paragraph (1) of subdivision (b).
(d) The screening instruments selected pursuant to subparagraph (A) of paragraph (1) of subdivision (b) shall be able to measure the extent to which a pupil enrolled in a transitional kindergarten pursuant to Section 48000 would benefit from additional support in English by screening their English language listening and speaking skills and shall meet all of the following requirements:
(1) Have psychometric properties of reliability and validity deemed adequate by technical experts.
(2) Be developmentally and age-appropriate for pupils in transitional kindergarten.
(3) Be capable of administration to pupils with a primary language other than English.
(4) Be capable of administration by classroom teachers or other adults assigned to the classroom.
(5) Not discriminate on the basis of race, ethnicity, or gender.
(e) Local educational agencies that screen pupils pursuant to this section shall ensure that, based on the responses of a home language survey administered upon a pupil’s enrollment, a pupil is screened within 30 days upon enrollment in a transitional kindergarten program.
(f) Results of the screening administered pursuant to this section shall not be used for any of the following:
(1) To identify a pupil as an English learner pursuant to Section 306.
(2) Any high-stakes purpose, including, but not limited to, teacher or other school staff evaluation, accountability, pupil grade promotion or retention, identification for gifted or talented education, reclassification of English learners, or identification as an individual with exceptional needs.
(g) (1) This section does not preclude a local educational agency from administering, based on the responses of a home language survey administered upon a pupil’s enrollment, the English language proficiency assessment pursuant to Sections 313 and 60810 to a pupil in kindergarten or any of grades 1 to 12, inclusive.
(2) This section does not change existing law that excludes a pupil enrolled in a transitional kindergarten program pursuant to Section 48000 from being administered an English language proficiency assessment pursuant to Section 313 or 60810.
(h) This section does not preclude an educator from providing language development support to pupils in transitional kindergarten based on classroom observations and the educator’s interactions with a pupil.
(i) For purposes of this section, the following definitions apply:
(1) “English learner” has the same meaning as defined in subdivision (a) of Section 306.
(2) “Home language survey” means a survey administered at or before the time of a pupil’s initial enrollment to identify whether the primary or native language of a pupil is a language other than English and may be the same as the survey required pursuant to subdivision (a) of Section 11518.5 of Title 5 of the California Code of Regulations.
(3) “Kindergarten” does not include transitional kindergarten, as defined in subdivision (d) of Section 48000.
(4) “Local educational agency” means a school district, county office of education, or charter school.
(5) “Multilingual learner” is a pupil enrolled in transitional kindergarten pursuant to Section 48000 who has a primary language other than English, as indicated on a home language survey administered upon the pupil’s enrollment, and could benefit from support for their linguistic and developmental needs as determined by a screening instrument selected pursuant to subparagraph (A) of paragraph (1) of subdivision (b).
(j) For purposes of making the computations required by Section 8 of Article XVI of the California Constitution, the appropriation made pursuant to paragraph (2) of subdivision (b) shall be deemed to be “General Fund revenues appropriated for school districts,” as defined in subdivision (c) of Section 41202, for the 2025–26 fiscal year, and included within the “total allocations to school districts and community college districts from General Fund proceeds of taxes appropriated pursuant to Article XIII B,” as defined in subdivision (e) of Section 41202, for the 2025–26 fiscal year.
(k) Notwithstanding any other law, this section shall not be waived by the state board pursuant to Section 33050 or by the Superintendent.
(Added by Stats. 2025, Ch. 8, Sec. 42. (AB 121) Effective June 27, 2025.)


[bookmark: _Toc212185908]Appendix B: California Transitional Kindergarten Multilingual Learner Screening Instrument Evaluation Rubric
Introduction
The purpose of this rubric is to assist the reviewers in selecting high-quality screening instruments for the state-approved list that accurately identify Transitional Kindergarten (TK) students who would benefit from additional English language development support, as specified in California Education Code (EC) Section 48004(d). The screening instrument must be developmentally appropriate for multilingual three- and four-year-old children entering TK as required by EC Section 48004. The California Department of Education (CDE) recognizes that TK students may also be five years old at the time of screening due to enrollment timing and birthday cutoffs; therefore, instruments should also be appropriate for five-year-old children. The instrument must be culturally and linguistically responsive and based on sound psychometric principles that reflect and consider the diverse student population in California's TK programs.
[bookmark: _Int_xTi19kY4]This rubric is designed for use by the review panel during the evaluation of submissions in response to the Request for Information (RFI): Transitional Kindergarten Multilingual Learner Screening Instruments. The evaluation process follows the Selection Process Overview detailed in the RFI. It aligns with the five statutory requirements in EC Section 48004(d).  Additionally, it includes an assessment of vendor capabilities as deemed appropriate expected by the CDE to enable voluntary field-testing in the 2026–27 school year and statewide implementation commencing with the 2027–28 school year. The rubric is organized into two main evaluation stages: Statutory Compliance (Pass/Fail) and Statewide Implementation Readiness Assessment (40 points maximum).
In Stage 1, each statutory requirement will be evaluated using a Pass/Fail determination. The five statutory requirements collectively, rather than each requirement alone, offer a comprehensive assessment of the appropriateness of the instrument for identifying multilingual learners in TK. In Stage 2, vendor capabilities will be evaluated across three evidence levels: Strong, Moderate, and Minimal. Given the young age of the target population, developmental appropriateness is emphasized throughout the evaluation criteria.
The review panel will discuss together and deliberate on the strengths and weaknesses of each proposed instrument, including its overall appropriateness for accurately identifying TK students who need English language development support.
Stage 1: Statutory Compliance Determination (Pass/Fail) 
Must pass ALL criteria to meet the five statutory requirements and advance to Stage 2
1. Psychometric Properties (EC Section 48004[d][1])
Requirement: Screening instruments must have psychometric properties of reliability and validity deemed adequate by technical experts
1.1 Evidence of Reliability
Required Documentation:
· Technical manual or report that describes the methodology and statistical indexes or reliability coefficients (i.e., test-retest correlation, split-half reliability, Cronbach’s alpha, Cohen’s Kappa, KR-20 score) used for evaluating test reliability
· Information on how the methods and statistical indexes used are appropriate for evaluating test reliability for the screening instrument
· Results from reliability analyses for children ages 3–5  
· Inter-rater reliability (if applicable), including methods and statistics used for evaluating inter-rater reliability
	PASS
	FAIL

	· Appropriate method(s) and statistical index(es) used to evaluate test reliability for the screening instrument
	· Inappropriate method(s) and statistical index(es) used to evaluate test reliability for the screening instrument

	· Reported results from reliability analyses 
· Reliability statistical indexes or reliability coefficients proving strong evidence of reliability
· Strong evidence of reliability
	· Unreported reliability analyses results
· Reliability statistical indexes or reliability coefficients not providing strong evidence of reliability 

	· At least one reliability analysis specific to children ages 3–5 with adequate sample size (n≥100) 
	· No reliability analysis specific to children ages 3–5


	· Technical documentation meeting professional standards
	· Inadequate or missing technical documentation


1.2 Evidence of Validity and Expert Review 
Required Documentation:
· At least one validity study specific to children ages 3–5 with adequate sample size (n≥100) including description of methodology used in the validity analysis, results of the validity analysis, and how results support the use of the screening instrument within the context of its intended purpose and targeted student population  
· Documentation of expert review by recognized organizations, individuals, OR peer-reviewed empirical research study
· Evidence of instrument’s ability to identify children needing English language development support 
	PASS
	FAIL

	· At least one validity study evidence document specific to children ages 3–5 with adequate sample size (n≥100)
	· No validity evidence provided for children ages 3–5

	· Documentation of expert review from recognized organization, individuals, OR peer-reviewed publication
	· No documentation of expert review from recognized organization, individuals, or peer-reviewed publication

	· Evidence demonstrating instrument's ability to identify children needing English language development support
	· No evidence of validity to support instrument’s ability to identify children needing English language development support


2. Developmental Appropriateness (EC Section 48004[d][2])
Requirement: Screening instruments must be developmentally and age-appropriate for pupils in TK
2.1 Age-Specific Design 
Required Documentation:
· Evidence of task and procedure alignment to early learning research and/or established frameworks (e.g., California Preschool/TK Learning Foundations) 
· Age-appropriate task examples, such as those that are playful and engaging
· List of accommodations to support diverse developmental needs and disabilities, such as visual aids and other individualized supports
	PASS
	FAIL

	· Developmentally and age-appropriate tasks and procedures 
	· Tasks and procedures not developmentally or age-appropriate 

	· Evidence of task and procedure alignment to early learning research and/or established frameworks (e.g., California Preschool/TK Learning Foundations)
	· No evidence of task or procedure alignment to early learning research and/or established frameworks (e.g., California Preschool/TK Learning Foundations)

	· Accommodations available to support diverse developmental needs and disabilities, such as visual aids and other individualized supports
	· No accommodations for diverse developmental needs; lacks visual aids, individualized supports, or other strategies to provide accessibility


2.2 Administration Format and Time
Required Documentation:
· Administration time and format specifications as listed on Submission Form
	PASS
	FAIL

	· Designed or suitable for individual or small group administration (≤5 students)
	· Not designed or not suitable for individual or small group administration (>5 students)

	· Materials and tasks designed for children ages 3–5
	· Materials not suitable for children ages 3–5

	· Administration guidance includes procedures for structuring screening sessions appropriately for TK students, including the option to break screening into multiple sessions when needed
	· Administration procedures require continuous screening without flexibility to structure sessions based on individual student needs


3. Multilingual Administration (EC Section 48004[d][3])
Requirement: Screening instruments must be capable of administration to pupils with a primary language other than English
3.1 Language Availability
Required Documentation:
· List of currently available languages for administration directions (note: construct measured remains English language proficiency)
· Evidence of cultural adaptation procedures
· Multilingual administration guidance
	PASS
	FAIL

	· Available in the Spanish and English languages, at minimum
	· Not available in Spanish and English

	· Process for developing additional language versions
	· No process for additional language development

	· Cultural adaptation procedures documented
	· No evidence of cultural adaptation

	· Administration guidance provided for multilingual contexts
	· No multilingual administration guidance


3.2 Cultural Responsiveness
Required Documentation:
· Cultural adaptation and validation studies
· Evidence of consideration for diverse linguistic communities in item development
	PASS
	FAIL

	· Evidence of cultural adaptation beyond translation
	· Translation only, no cultural adaptation

	· Consideration of diverse cultural backgrounds in item development
	· No consideration of cultural diversity in item development

	· Appropriate cultural representation in norming/validation samples
	· Inadequate cultural representation


4. Teacher Administration (EC Section 48004[d][4])
Requirement: Screening instruments must be capable of administration by classroom teachers or other adults assigned to the classroom
4.1 Administration Procedures
Required Documentation:
· Administration procedures and complexity report
· Example training materials and requirements
· Teacher qualification specifications
	PASS
	FAIL

	· Administration procedures appropriate for school staff 
	· Procedures require specialized expertise

	· Clear administration manual and guidance
	· Inadequate or missing administration guidance


4.2 Administration Support and Training
Required Documentation:
· Comprehensive training materials overview
· Ongoing support resources and materials examples
· Quick reference guides and troubleshooting resource examples
	PASS
	FAIL

	· Adequate training materials provided
	· No adequate training materials

	· Ongoing or extended support available to administrators of the instrument
	· No ongoing or extended support provided

	· Quick reference guides and troubleshooting support resources
	· Inadequate support resources


5. Non-Discrimination (EC Section 48004[d][5])
Requirement: Screening instruments must not discriminate on the basis of race, ethnicity, or gender
5.1 Equitable Screener Review and Practices
Required Documentation:
· Evidence of equitable screener design
· Bias review documentation and procedures
· Differential Item Functioning (DIF) analysis
· Accommodation options for diverse learners
	PASS
	FAIL

	· Documented bias review procedures and results
	· No bias review documentation

	· DIF analysis across race, ethnicity, socio-economic status, and gender with acceptable results
	· No DIF analysis or evidence of bias

	· Appropriate accommodations available for diverse needs
	· No accommodations for students with diverse needs


Stage 2: Statewide Implementation Readiness Assessment (40 Points Maximum)
Only for instruments that passed all five statutory requirements
6. Vendor Capabilities for Statewide Implementation
6.1 Large-Scale Implementation Experience (10 points)
The extent to which the vendor demonstrates experience with large-scale screener implementations in regions or states comparable to California in scale and diversity
	Strong Evidence (8–10 points)
	Moderate Evidence (4–7 points)
	Minimal Evidence (0–3 points)

	Vendor demonstrates extensive experience with statewide implementations serving similar populations (>100,000 students annually) and provides clear documentation of successful large-scale deployments with detailed case studies and measurable outcomes.
	Vendor demonstrates reasonable experience with large-scale screener implementations (50,000 students annually) and some documentation of successful deployments with basic case studies or outcome data.


	Vendor demonstrates limited experience with large-scale screener implementations (<50,000 students annually) or unclear documentation of deployment success with minimal or no case studies or outcome evidence.



6.2 Technical Infrastructure and Platform Capacity (10 points)
The extent to which the vendor's technical infrastructure can support California's 1,900+ local educational agencies (LEAs) and diverse technological environments
	Strong Evidence (8–10 points)
	Moderate Evidence (4–7 points)
	Minimal Evidence (0–3 points)

	Technical platform demonstrates robust capacity for concurrent users, comprehensive security measures, proven scalability with multiple delivery options (online/offline), and extensive technical support with 24/7 availability and multiple contact methods.
	Technical platform demonstrates adequate capacity for concurrent users, reasonable security measures, some evidence of scalability with limited delivery options, and moderate technical support with business hours availability.

	Technical platform demonstrates limited capacity for concurrent users, basic security measures, unclear scalability with single delivery option, and minimal technical support with limited availability or contact methods.


6.3 Implementation Timeline and Support Services (10 points)
How the vendor plans to meet California's statutory timeline requirements and provide comprehensive implementation support services 
California Requirements Context:
· 2026–27: Potential field-testing with volunteer LEAs
· 2027–28: Mandatory statewide implementation begins
· 1,900+ LEAs serving diverse TK populations statewide
· Screening required within 30 days of TK enrollment  
	Strong Evidence (8–10 points)
	Moderate Evidence (4–7 points)
	Minimal Evidence (0–3 points)

	Vendor provides detailed, realistic timeline for supporting LEAs with potential field-testing (2026–27) and full screener implementation in 2027–28 with comprehensive support services for LEA administration of the screening including, but not limited to, training, technical assistance, data analysis, and ongoing consultation with LEAs. Timeline shows clear understanding of California's requirements (including 2027–28 mandatory implementation start and 30-day enrollment screening window) and proven ability to meet similar timelines. Vendor addresses willingness and capacity to support potential field-testing during the 2026–27 school year. 
	Vendor provides reasonable timeline for supporting LEAs with screener implementation with adequate support services including basic training and technical assistance. Timeline shows general understanding of California’s TK screening requirements (including 2027–28 mandatory implementation start and 30-day enrollment screening window) and some evidence of meeting similar timelines.
	Vendor provides unclear or unrealistic timeline for supporting LEAs with screener implementation with limited support services or basic training only. Timeline shows poor understanding of California’s TK Screening requirements (including 2027–28 mandatory implementation start and 30-day enrollment screening window) and little or no evidence of meeting similar timelines.


6.4 Cost Structure and Value (10 points)
The extent to which the vendor provides transparent, reasonable, and sustainable cost structure for California's statewide implementation
	Strong Evidence (8–10 points)
	Moderate Evidence (4–7 points)
	Minimal Evidence (0–3 points)

	Vendor provides comprehensive, transparent cost structure with clear breakdown of all fees (per-student, licensing, training, support). Pricing demonstrates strong value proposition with competitive rates for comparable services. 
Multi-year pricing stability guaranteed with clear terms. Cost structure shows economies of scale for California's large implementation and includes detailed cost justification with benchmarking data.
	Vendor provides adequate cost transparency with basic breakdown of major cost components. Pricing appears reasonable for services offered with some value demonstration. Limited multi-year pricing information provided. Cost structure shows some consideration of scale economics with general cost justification provided.
	Vendor provides unclear or incomplete cost information with minimal breakdown of fees. Pricing appears high relative to services offered or lacks value justification. No multi-year pricing strategy provided. Cost structure shows little consideration of scale requirements with inadequate cost justification or missing benchmarking information.


Rubric Summary Framework
Stage 1: Statutory Compliance
· Pass: Instrument meets ALL five statutory requirements
· Fail: Instrument fails ANY statutory requirement (automatic exclusion)
Stage 2: Statewide Implementation Readiness (for qualifying instruments only)
· Total Points: 40 maximum
· Strong Readiness: 32–40 points
· Moderate Readiness: 20–31 points
· Minimal Readiness: 0–19 points
[bookmark: _Toc212185909][bookmark: _Hlk210376073]Appendix C: Cover Sheet Preview 
Instructions
[bookmark: _Hlk213149818]This preview is not intended to be completed outside of the Snap Survey. The questions in this preview are provided to support response development before logging into Snap Survey. The Cover Sheet is required to be completed via Snap Survey. Links to the required Snap Survey, as well as additional appendices, can be found on the TK Multilingual Learner Screening web page.
This cover sheet is designed for interested parties to provide a concise overview of their screening instrument(s) including its key characteristics. This information will be used by the review panel to determine if the screener meets the five statutory requirements in California Education Code (EC) Section 48004(d) and additional capabilities for statewide implementation. Evaluation will follow the two-stage process described in the Request for Information (RFI) Selection Process section. The information provided on this cover sheet may be shared in the future with local educational agencies (LEAs) to help communicate key components and capabilities of approved screening instruments. Any information shared with LEAs is designed to support selection of an approved screener that best suits each LEA’s distinct needs.
Submission Deadline: December 1, 2025, 4:00 PM PST
Instrument Information
Screening Instrument Name: 
Publisher/Vendor: 
Version/Edition: 
Copyright Year: 
Primary Contact for Submission:
· Name: 
· Title: 
· Email: 
· Phone: 


Instrument Overview
Target Population
(check all that apply)
Age Range: 
· 3 years
· 4 years
· 5 years
· Other: 
Grade Level: 
· Transitional Kindergarten
· Preschool
· Other: 
Primary Purpose:
· English language listening and speaking screener
· Multilingual learner identification
· Language development screening
· Other: 
Languages Available
Note: The construct measured is English language proficiency. Languages listed below indicate availability of administration directions to support student comprehension. 
Current Languages: (check all that apply)
· English
· Spanish
· Mandarin Chinese
· Vietnamese
· Filipino/Tagalog
· Korean
· Arabic
· Hmong
· Russian
· Portuguese
· Other: 
Additional Languages in Development: 
Administration Characteristics
Format and Delivery
Administration Format: (check all that apply)
· Individual administration
· Small group administration (2–5 students)
· Large group administration (6+ students)
· Flexible (e.g., both individual and group options)
· Other: 
Delivery Method (check all that apply):
· Digital/Online platform
· Paper-based materials
· Mixed media (digital and paper)
· Use of manipulatives (e.g., objects, board game, etc.)
· Movement activities
· Interactive technology (tablets, computers)
· Other:
Time and Logistics
Total Administration Time: 
· 10–15 minutes
· 16–30 minutes
· 31–45 minute
· Other: 
Number of Sessions:
· Single session
· Multiple sessions (specify number)
Administration Requirements
Administrator:
· Classroom teacher
· Specialized screener staff
· Any trained adult
· Other:
Training Required:
· None
· Minimal (< 2 hours)
· Moderate (2–8 hours)
· Extensive (> 8 hours)
Screener Components
Content Areas 
Primary Skills Measured: (check all that apply)
· Receptive vocabulary
· Expressive vocabulary
· Vocabulary knowledge
· Listening comprehension
· Speaking fluency
· Phonological awareness
· Letter knowledge
· Emergent literacy skills
· Social-emotional language use
· Other: 
Task Types
Screener Tasks Include: (check all that apply)
· Picture naming/identification
· Story retelling
· Following directions
· Conversation/interaction
· Vocabulary tasks
· Listening comprehension
· Phonological awareness tasks
· Other: 
Scoring and Reporting
Scoring Method
Scoring Type: (check all that apply)
· Automated/computer scoring
· Manual scoring by screener administrator
· Combination of automated and manual
· External scoring service
· Other: 
Score Types Provided: (check all that apply)
· Raw scores
· Standardized scores
· Percentile ranks
· Proficiency levels
· Risk categories
· Developmental bands
· Other: 
Results and Reports
Report Formats Available: (check all that apply)
· Individual student reports
· Classroom summary reports
· District/LEA reports
· Parent/family reports (English)
· Parent/family reports (other languages)
· Additional resources that inform instruction and provide individualized support for students given their results
· Other: 
Turnaround Time for Results:  days/hours
Psychometric Properties
Reliability
Statistical Indexes or Reliability Coefficients Available: (check all that apply)
· Internal consistency: 
· Reliability sample for children ages 3–5: n = 
· Statistics used: 
· Reliability coefficient: 
· Test-retest reliability: 
· Reliability sample for children ages 3–5: n = 
· Statistics used: 
· Reliability coefficient: 
· Split-half reliability:
· Reliability sample for children ages 3–5: n = 
· Statistics used: 
· Reliability coefficient: 
· Alternate form reliability: 
· Reliability sample for children ages 3–5: n = 
· Statistics used: 
· Reliability coefficient: 
· Inter-rater reliability: 
· Reliability sample for children ages 3–5: n = 
· Statistics used: 
· Reliability coefficient: 
· Other: [Other]
· Reliability sample for children ages 3–5: n = 
· Statistics used: 
· Reliability coefficient: 
Validity
Validity Evidence Includes: (check all that apply)
· Content validity analyses
· Sample for children ages 3–5: n = 
· Summary of analyses: 
· Criterion validity analyses
· Sample for children ages 3–5: n = 
· Summary of analyses:  
· Construct validity analyses
· Sample for children ages 3–5: n = 
· Summary of analyses: 
· Concurrent validity analyses
· Sample for children ages 3–5: n = 
· Summary of analyses: 
· Predictive validity analyses
· Sample for children ages 3–5: n =
· Summary of analyses: 
· Other validity analyses:
· Sample for children ages 3–5: n = 
· Summary of analyses: 
California Context: Did the reliability and validity study include children or students from California? 
· Yes
· No
Implementation Support
Training and Professional Development
Training Options Available: (check all that apply)
· Online self-paced modules
· Live webinar training
· In-person training sessions
· Train-the-trainer programs
· Ongoing coaching support
· Other: 
Training Materials Include: (check all that apply)
· Administration manual
· Video demonstrations
· Practice materials
· Quick reference guides
· Troubleshooting guides
· Family and community engagement/partnership
· Other: 
Technical Support
Support Services Provided: (check all that apply)
· Technical helpdesk
· Customer service support
· Implementation consultation
· Data analysis support
· Professional development services
· Other: 
Support Availability: (check all that apply)
· Business hours (specify time zone: )
· Extended hours
· 24/7 support
· Emergency support line
· Other: 
Statewide Implementation Readiness
Current Scale of Implementation
Current User Base:
· Number of States Using: 
· Number of Districts/LEAs:  
· Annual Students Screened: 
California-Specific Readiness
Previous California Experience:
· Currently used in California districts
· Previous pilots in California
· New to California market
If used in California, specify districts: 
Statewide Implementation Capacity
Infrastructure Capacity:
· Maximum Concurrent Screener Users: 
· Maximum Concurrent Training Users: 
· Data Storage Capacity: 
· Technical Platform: 
· Cloud-based 
· [bookmark: _Int_8eU9Wpno]On-premise 
· Hybrid
Implementation Timeline Readiness:
· Ready for potential field-testing in 2026–27 
· Ready for full implementation in 2027–28
· Need additional development time
Cost Information
Pricing Structure
Cost Model: 
· One-time licensing fee
· Annual licensing fee
· Per-student fee
· Per-district fee
· Usage-based pricing
· Flat-rate subscription model
· Other: 
Additional Costs: (check all that apply)
· Training fees
· Implementation support
· Technical support
· Data hosting
· Providing data exports (for the state and individual districts)
· Report generation
· Other: 
· No additional costs
Estimated Cost Range for Statewide Implementation screening 100,000 students annually enrolled in 1,900+ LEAs: $ to $ 
Additional Features
Accessibility and Accommodations
Accessibility Features: (check all that apply)
· Screen reader compatibility
· Audio instructions
· Visual supports
· Simplified interface
· Extended time options
· Break capabilities
· Other: 
Special Accommodations Available: (check all that apply)
· Students with disabilities
· Students from diverse cultural backgrounds
· Other: 
Integration and Compatibility
System Integration: (check all that apply)
· Student Information Systems (SIS)
· Learning Management Systems (LMS)
· Screener platforms
· Data warehouses
· Other: 
Data Export Options: (check all that apply)
· CSV files
· Excel spreadsheets
· PDF reports
· API access
· Custom formats
· Other: 
Supporting Documentation Summary
For each item checked below, applicants must provide corresponding evidentiary materials that will be uploaded through the Submission Form Snap Survey. All evidentiary materials must be compiled into a single zip file for uploading through the Snap Survey submission process.
File Submission Requirements:
· Maximum file size: 20MB
· Format: Single zip file containing all evidentiary materials
· Only one file upload permitted per submission
· Required attachments requested at the end of the online survey
Included with this submission:
1. Technical Documentation: (check all that apply)
· Technical manuals or reports
· Psychometric reports
· Validation studies
· Reliability studies
· Other: 
2. Implementation Materials: (check all that apply)
· Administration manual
· Training materials overview
· Sample reports
· User guides
· Other: 
3. Evidence of Compliance: (check all that apply)
· Bias review documentation
· Non-discrimination evidence
· Expert review letters
· Peer-reviewed research
· Other: 
4. Sample Materials: (check all that apply)
· Sample screener items
· Scoring examples
· Report samples
· Multilingual examples
· Other: 
5. References and Case Studies: (check all that apply)
· Implementation case studies
· Client references
· Success stories
· Research citations
· Other: 
Certification
I certify that the information provided in this cover sheet accurately represents the screening instrument and its capabilities.
Signature: 
Print Name: 
Title: 
Date: 
Company/Organization: 

The Cover Sheet Snap Survey must be submitted along with the complete Submission Form Snap Survey and all evidentiary materials by December 1, 2025, 4:00 PM PST via the Snap Surveys.
For questions regarding this RFI, contact the Language Policy and Leadership Office at LPLO@cde.ca.gov. 


[bookmark: _Toc212185910]Appendix D: Submission Form Preview
Instructions
This preview is not intended to be completed outside of the Snap Survey. The questions in this preview are provided to support response development. The Submission Form is required to be completed via Snap Survey. Links to the required Snap Surveys, as well as additional appendices, can be found on the TK Multilingual Learner Screening web page. 
This preview aligns with the Evaluation Rubric for Transitional Kindergarten (TK) Multilingual Learner Screening Instruments (Appendix B). When completing this Snap Survey, please reference the rubric at the link above. Interested parties should use this Snap Survey to demonstrate how their screening instrument meets each of the five statutory requirements outlined in California Education Code (EC) Section 48004(d) and additional capabilities for statewide implementation.
For each required section, provide a detailed response that addresses all criteria and includes evidentiary materials as appendices. Responses should be clear, comprehensive, and directly address the evaluation criteria. For any evidentiary materials exceeding 10 pages, please also provide an executive summary. Applicants must provide all evidentiary materials referenced in their Submission Form responses, along with access to examples of their screening instrument. These materials will be collected through the Submission Form Snap Survey, where applicants can upload a zipped file directly into the survey platform. Interested parties must submit this Submission Form, along with the required Cover Sheet, via the Snap Surveys, for the submission to be considered complete.
Uploaded File Submission Requirements:
· Maximum file size: 20MB
· Format: Single zip file containing all evidentiary materials
· Only one file upload permitted per submission
· Required attachments requested at the end of the online survey
Submission Deadline: December 1, 2025, 4:00 PM PST
Hard Copy Submissions: Hard copy submissions will only be accepted in rare circumstances and require advance written approval from the Language Policy and Leadership Office (LPLO). To request approval for hard copy submission, email LPLO@cde.ca.gov by November 30, 2025, by 4:00 PM PST. All hard copy materials must be received by 4:00 PM on December 1, 2025.
Applicants will receive a confirmation email when each of the two Snap Surveys are submitted. If confirmation emails are not received, please contact LPLO@cde.ca.gov no later than 4:00 PM PST on December 1, 2025.
Vendor Information
Vendor/Publisher Name:
Screening Instrument Name:
Primary Contact Person:
Email Address:
Phone Number: 
Mailing Address: 
Website: 
[bookmark: _Toc64651258]Requirement 1: Psychometric Properties 
(EC Section 48004[d][1])
Have psychometric properties of reliability and validity deemed adequate by technical experts
[bookmark: _Toc1875842085]1.1 Reliability Evidence
Instructions: Provide detailed reliability data for the screening instrument, including statistical indexes or reliability coefficients for all relevant age groups.
Response: [Applicant provides detailed reliability information]
Required Documentation:
· Technical manual or report that describes the methodology and statistical indexes or reliability coefficients (i.e., test-retest correlation, split-half reliability, Cronbach’s alpha, Cohen’s Kappa, KR-20 score) used for evaluating test reliability
· Information on how the methods and statistical indexes used are appropriate for evaluating test reliability for the screening instrument
· Results from reliability analyses for children ages 3–5 
· Inter-rater reliability (if applicable), including methods and statistics used for evaluating inter-rater reliability
	PASS
	FAIL

	· Appropriate method(s) and statistical index(es) used to evaluate test reliability for the screening instrument
	· Inappropriate method(s) and statistical index(es) used to evaluate test reliability for the screening instrument

	· Reported results from reliability analyses 
· Reliability statistical indexes or reliability coefficients providing strong evidence of reliability 
· Strong evidence of reliability
	· Unreported reliability analyses results 
· Reliability statistical indexes or reliability coefficients not providing strong evidence of reliability 

	· At least one reliability analysis specific to children ages 3–5 with adequate sample size (n≥100) 
	No reliability analysis specific to children ages 3–5 

	· Technical documentation meeting professional standards
	· Inadequate or missing technical documentation


[bookmark: _Toc985607927]1.2 Validity Evidence and Expert Review Documentation
Instructions: Provide comprehensive validity evidence specific to children ages 3–5, demonstrating the instrument's ability to accurately identify children who would benefit from additional English language development support. This must include evidence of review by recognized experts or professional organizations.
Response: [Applicant provides detailed validity information] 
Required Documentation:
· At least one validity study specific to children ages 3–5 with adequate sample size (n≥100) including a description of the methodology used in the validity analysis, results of the validity analysis, and how results support the use of the screening instrument within the context of its intended purpose and targeted student population.  
· Documentation of expert review by recognized organizations, individuals, OR peer-reviewed empirical research study
· Evidence of the instrument’s ability to identify children needing English language development support
	PASS
	FAIL

	· At least one validity study evidence document specific to children ages 3–5 with adequate sample size (n≥100)
	· No validity evidence provided for children ages 3–5

	· Documentation of expert review from recognized organization, individuals, OR peer-reviewed publication
	· No documentation of expert review from recognized organization, individuals, or peer-reviewed publication

	· Evidence demonstrating instrument's ability to identify children needing English language development support
	· No evidence of validity to support instrument’s ability to identify children needing English language development support


[bookmark: _Toc2109250637]Requirement 2: Developmental Appropriateness
(EC Section 48004[d][2])
Be developmentally and age-appropriate for pupils in transitional kindergarten
[bookmark: _Toc915197716]2.1 Age-Specific Design 
Instructions: Describe how the screener was specifically designed for children ages 3–5, with references to developmental research supporting the design.
Response: [Applicant provides developmental appropriateness information]
Required Documentation:
· Evidence of task and procedure alignment to early learning research and/or established frameworks (e.g., California Preschool/TK Learning Foundations)
· Age-appropriate task examples, such as those that are playful and engaging
· List of accommodations to support diverse developmental needs and disabilities, such as visual aids and other individualized supports
	PASS
	FAIL

	· Developmentally and age-appropriate tasks and procedures 
	· Tasks and procedures not developmentally or age-appropriate 

	· Evidence of task and procedure alignment to early learning research and/or established frameworks (e.g., California Preschool/TK Learning Foundations)
	· No evidence of task or procedure alignment to early learning research and/or established frameworks (e.g., California Preschool/TK Learning Foundations)

	· Accommodations available to support diverse developmental needs and disabilities, such as visual aids and other individualized supports
	· No accommodations for diverse developmental needs; lacks visual aids, individualized supports, or other strategies to provide accessibility


[bookmark: _Toc880138851]2.2 Administration Format and Time
Instructions: Specify administration time, format, and procedures that are appropriate for young learners.
Response: [Applicant provides administration details]
Administration Specifications:
· Includes procedures for structuring testing sessions appropriately for TK students, including the option to break assessments into multiple sessions when needed 
· Total Administration Time: [number] minutes
· Format:
· Individual
· Small Group
· Both
· Setting Requirements: [Setting Requirements]
· Materials Needed: [Materials Needed]
Required Documentation: No additional documentation is needed here, as the specifications themselves serve as direct evidence.
	PASS
	FAIL

	· Designed or suitable for individual or small group administration (≤5 students)
	· Not designed or not suitable for individual or small group administration (>5 students)

	· Materials and tasks designed for children ages 3–5
	· Materials not suitable for children ages 3–5

	· Administration guidance includes procedures for structuring screening sessions appropriately for TK students, including the option to break screening into multiple sessions when needed
	· Administration procedures require continuous screening without flexibility to structure sessions based on individual student needs


[bookmark: _Toc102274418]Requirement 3: Multilingual Administration
(EC Section 48004[d][3])
Be capable of administration to pupils with a primary language other than English
[bookmark: _Toc1394643619]3.1 Language Availability
Instructions: Specify which languages are currently available for administration directions and the process for developing additional language versions. 
Note: While administration directions may be provided in multiple languages to support student understanding, the construct being measured remains English language proficiency.
Currently Available Languages, other than English:
· Spanish
· Mandarin Chinese
· Vietnamese
· Filipino/Tagalog
· Korean
· Arabic
· Hmong
· Russian
· Portuguese
· Other:
Response: [Applicant provides multilingual capability information]
Required Documentation:
· Evidence of cultural adaptation procedures
· Multilingual administration guidance
	PASS
	FAIL

	· Available in the Spanish and English languages, at minimum
	· Not available in Spanish and English

	· Process for developing additional language versions
	· No process for additional language development

	· Cultural adaptation procedures documented
	· No evidence of cultural adaptation

	· Administration guidance provided for multilingual contexts
	· No multilingual administration guidance


[bookmark: _Toc1816011480]3.2 Cultural Responsiveness
Instructions: Describe procedures for cultural adaptation and considerations for different linguistic communities.
Response: [Applicant provides cultural adaptation information]
Required Documentation:
· Cultural adaptation and validation studies
· Evidence of consideration for diverse linguistic communities in item development
	PASS
	FAIL

	· Evidence of cultural adaptation beyond translation
	· Translation only, no cultural adaptation

	· Consideration of diverse cultural backgrounds in item development
	· No consideration of cultural diversity in item development

	· Appropriate cultural representation in norming/validation samples
	· Inadequate cultural representation


[bookmark: _Toc701149073]Requirement 4: Teacher Administration
(EC Section 48004[d][4])
Be capable of administration by classroom teachers or other adults assigned to the classroom
[bookmark: _Toc246172756]4.1 Administration Procedures
Instructions: Detail the complexity level of administration procedures and demonstrate feasibility for classroom teachers.
Response: [Applicant provides teacher administration information]
Required Documentation:
· Administration procedures and complexity report
· Example training materials and requirements
· Teacher qualification specifications
	PASS
	FAIL

	· Administration procedures appropriate for school staff 
	· Procedures require specialized expertise

	· Clear administration manual and guidance
	· Inadequate or missing administration guidance


[bookmark: _Toc1738118053]4.2 Administration Support and Training
Instructions: Provide a comprehensive overview of training materials, duration, and any specialized expertise needed.
Training Specifications:
· Required Training Duration: [number] hours
· Current Training Format: 
· Online
· In-person
· Hybrid
· Ongoing Support Available: 
· Yes
· No
· Administration Staffing Requirements:
· Classroom teacher
· Specialized screening staff
· Any trained adult
· Certification Required:
· Yes
· No
Response: [Applicant provides training details]
Required Documentation:
· Comprehensive training materials overview
· Ongoing support resources and materials examples
· Quick reference guides and troubleshooting resource examples
	PASS
	FAIL

	· Adequate training materials provided
	· No adequate training materials

	· Ongoing or extended support available to administrators of the instrument
	· No ongoing or extended support provided

	· Quick reference guides and troubleshooting support resources
	· Inadequate support resources


[bookmark: _Toc1652922603]Requirement 5: Non-Discrimination
(EC Section 48004[d][5])
Not discriminate on the basis of race, ethnicity, or gender
[bookmark: _Toc707031429]5.1 Equitable Screener Review and Practices
Instructions: Describe strategies used to ensure fairness and mitigate potential bias in screener content and procedures.
Response: [Applicant provides fairness information]
Required Documentation:
· Evidence of equitable screener design
· Bias review documentation and procedures
· Differential Item Functioning (DIF) analysis
· Accommodation options for diverse learners
	PASS
	FAIL

	· Documented bias review procedures and results
	· No bias review documentation

	· DIF analysis across race, ethnicity, socio-economic status, and gender with acceptable results
	· No DIF analysis or evidence of bias

	· Appropriate accommodations available for diverse needs
	· No accommodations for students with diverse needs


[bookmark: _Toc748699194]Requirement 6: Vendor Capabilities for Statewide Implementation
Documentation of proof of scalability for statewide implementation
[bookmark: _Toc556140289]6.1 Large-Scale Implementation Experience
Instructions: Demonstrate experience with large-scale implementations, including prior number of local educational agencies (LEAs) served and comparable state implementations. Full statewide implementation is estimated to be 100,000 student screenings conducted annually.
Implementation Experience:
· Largest Implementation: # LEAs/Districts
· Total Students Served Annually: 
· States with Statewide Implementation: 
Response: [Applicant provides implementation experience, including timeline]
	Strong Evidence (8–10 points)
	Moderate Evidence (4–7 points)
	Minimal Evidence (0–3 points)

	Vendor demonstrates extensive experience with statewide implementations serving similar populations (>100,000 students annually) and provides clear documentation of successful large-scale deployments with detailed case studies and measurable outcomes.
	Vendor demonstrates reasonable experience with large-scale screener implementations (50,000 students annually) and some documentation of successful deployments with basic case studies or outcome data.
	Vendor demonstrates limited experience with large-scale screener implementations (<50,000 students annually) or unclear documentation of deployment success with minimal or no case studies or outcome evidence.


[bookmark: _Toc1512326809]6.2 Technical Infrastructure and Platform Capacity
Instructions: Detail technical infrastructure capacity to support California's 1,900+ LEAs.
Technical Specifications:
· Platform Type:
· Online
· Paper-based
· Both
· Concurrent Users Supported: 
· Projected User Capacity: 
· Data Security Measures:
· Technical Support Available: 
· 24/7 
· Business hours
· Other
Response: [Applicant provides infrastructure details]
	Strong Evidence (8–10 points)
	Moderate Evidence (4–7 points)
	Minimal Evidence (0–3 points)

	Technical platform demonstrates robust capacity for concurrent users, comprehensive security measures, proven scalability with multiple delivery options (online/offline), and extensive technical support with 24/7 availability and multiple contact methods.
	Technical platform demonstrates adequate capacity for concurrent users, reasonable security measures, some evidence of scalability with limited delivery options, and moderate technical support with business hours availability.
	Technical platform demonstrates limited capacity for concurrent users, basic security measures, unclear scalability with single delivery option, and minimal technical support with limited availability or contact methods.


[bookmark: _Toc1701195774]6.3 Implementation Timeline and Support Services
Instructions: Provide a hypothetical timeline and size constraints for conducting appropriate field-testing during the 2026–27 school year. Using this hypothetical timeline as a guideline, provide a full statewide implementation timeline for training and testing. Include milestones for support services, data analysis, and student screening in the timelines.
California Requirements Context:
· 2026–27: potential field-testing
· 2027–28: full implementation
· 1,900+ LEAs serving diverse TK populations statewide
· Screening required within 30 days of TK student enrollment  
Response: [Applicant provides implementation timeline]
	Strong Evidence (8–10 points)
	Moderate Evidence (4–7 points)
	Minimal Evidence (0–3 points)

	Vendor provides detailed, realistic timeline for supporting LEAs with potential field-testing (2026–27) and full screener implementation in 2027–28 with comprehensive support services for LEA administration of the screening including, but not limited to, training, technical assistance, data analysis, and ongoing consultation with LEAs. Timeline shows clear understanding of California's requirements (including 2027–28 mandatory implementation start and 30-day enrollment screening window) and proven ability to meet similar timelines. Vendor addresses willingness and capacity to support potential field-testing during the 2026–27 school year. 
	Vendor provides reasonable timeline for supporting LEAs with screener implementation with adequate support services including basic training and technical assistance. Timeline shows general understanding of California’s TK screening requirements (including 2027–28 mandatory implementation start and 30-day enrollment screening window) and some evidence of meeting similar timelines.
	Vendor provides unclear or unrealistic timeline for supporting LEAs with screener implementation with limited support services or basic training only. Timeline shows poor understanding of California’s TK Screening requirements (including 2027–f28 mandatory implementation start and 30-day enrollment screening window) and little or no evidence of meeting similar timelines.


[bookmark: _Toc221682474]6.4 Cost Structure and Value
Instructions: Provide transparent current cost structure for statewide implementation, including any per-student, per-district, licensing, or subscription fees. Include cost structure for training, supplemental resources, and any additional costs for full implementation. Full statewide implementation is estimated to be 100,000 student screenings conducted annually.
Response: [Applicant provides cost information]
	Strong Evidence (8–10 points)
	Moderate Evidence (4–7 points)
	Minimal Evidence (0–3 points)

	Vendor provides comprehensive, transparent cost structure with clear breakdown of all fees (per-student, licensing, training, support). Pricing demonstrates strong value proposition with competitive rates for comparable services. 
Multi-year pricing stability guaranteed with clear terms. Cost structure shows economies of scale for California's large implementation and includes detailed cost justification with benchmarking data.
	Vendor provides adequate cost transparency with basic breakdown of major cost components. Pricing appears reasonable for services offered with some value demonstration. Limited multi-year pricing information provided. Cost structure shows some consideration of scale economics with general cost justification provided.
	Vendor provides unclear or incomplete cost information with minimal breakdown of fees. Pricing appears high relative to services offered or lacks value justification. No multi-year pricing strategy provided. Cost structure shows little consideration of scale requirements with inadequate cost justification or missing benchmarking information.


[bookmark: _Toc1648346518]Additional Information
[bookmark: _Toc320859099]Evidentiary Materials Summary
Instructions: Provide a comprehensive list of all evidentiary materials included with this submission. Ensure all evidentiary materials indicated on the Cover Sheet in the Supporting Documentation Summary section are included in the submission.
Included Materials:
· 
· 
[bookmark: _Toc786576908]Sample Screener Materials
Instructions: Include sample screener items, scoring guides, student score report examples, and teacher or school reports to demonstrate the instrument's content and format.
Response: [Applicant provides sample materials description]
[bookmark: _Toc218156865]Certification
I certify that the information provided in this submission is accurate and complete to the best of my knowledge. All evidentiary materials referenced are included with this submission. I understand that any false or misleading information may result in disqualification from the evaluation process.
Signature: 
Print Name: 
Title: 
Date: 
[bookmark: _Toc1044325168]Submission Checklist
Required Components:
· Completed Submission Form Snap Survey
· Completed Cover Sheet Snap Survey
· Required documentation for the five statutory requirements, plus vendor capabilities
· Sample screener materials
Deadline Confirmation:
· Submitted by December 1, 2025, 4:00 PM PST
The Submission Form Snap Survey must be submitted along with the completed Cover Sheet Snap Survey and all evidentiary materials by December 1, 2025, 4:00 PM PST.
For questions regarding this Request for Information, contact the Language Policy and Leadership Office at LPLO@cde.ca.gov.
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