Table of Contents


[image: image1.jpg]



Contents
1Introduction


3World Language Focus Group Discussion Questions


4Comments Provided at Focus Group Discussions


25Written Comments Submitted by Focus Group Members and Members of the Public


30Comments from Members of the California Language Teachers’ Association




Introduction
The California Department of Education (CDE), Instructional Quality Commission (IQC), and State Board of Education (SBE) are commencing the process for revising California’s World Language (CA WL) Standards. California Education Code Section 60605.13 requires the Superintendent, in consultation with the Instructional Quality Commission, to recommend to the state board revisions to the World Language Content Standards for California Public Schools adopted by the SBE in 2009. The CDE convened three public focus groups of educators in different regions of California to offer opportunities for public comment to provide input regarding the essential knowledge and skills that should be included in the 2018 California World Language Standards for Students in Kindergarten Through Grade Twelve. This report, along with the subsequent SBE-adopted guidelines (which will be based on current law and these comments), begins the work of revising the CA WL Standards. The World Language Standards Focus Group Report encapsulates the comments from the focus group meetings, an input session at the 2017 California World Language Teachers’ Association annual conference in Monterey, as well as public comment submitted directly to the CDE, and serves as a starting point for the revision of the 2018 California World Language Standards for California Public Schools: Kindergarten Through Grade Twelve (CA WL).

A list of discussion questions that served as the basis for the focus group discussion and the oral and written comments can be found on page 3. Beginning on page 6, the report is divided into two sections. The first section is a summary of the oral comments made by focus group members and members of the public at the three focus group meetings. Oral comments made by members of the public are briefly summarized in table format following the notes from each focus group meeting.

The second section of the report is a compilation of written comments received from both focus group members and members of the public for each of the three meetings in January–February 2017, the input collected at the 2017 California World Language Teachers’ Association annual conference, as well as public comment submitted directly to the CDE in January–February 2017. Members of each of the focus groups and members of the public were invited to submit written comments about the discussion questions or World Language education in general, which are presented in the order of each meeting. The written comments are unedited; any errors are those of the authors. The formatting of these written comments may have been altered for consistency and Web accessibility, and all personal contact information has been removed.
The focus groups were held on the following dates in the following locations:

Focus Group 1: January 23, 2017, Santa Clara County Office of Education 

This location also hosted a videoconference that included Fresno County Office of Education and Humboldt County Office of Education. Note: There was no public comment at Fresno or Humboldt. 

Focus Group 2: January 25, 2017, California Department of Education

This location also hosted a videoconference that included Shasta County Office of Education. Shasta provided no public comment. 

Focus Group 3: February 6, 2017, San Diego County Office of Education

This location also hosted a videoconference that included Los Angeles County Department of Education and Riverside County Office of Education. 

All of the meetings were audio recorded, and copies of those recordings are available from the CDE upon request.

World Language Focus Group Discussion Questions
Discussion of the following questions will ensure that the revision of California’s World Language Content Standards for California Public Schools: Kindergarten Through Grade Twelve (CA WL Standards) includes the voice of World Language educators in California.

1. What should be the goals for World Language education in the 21st century? 

2. What suggestions do you have for updating the structure, scope, and sequence of the 2009 World Language Content Standards? 

3. To what extent should the revised 2018 CA WL Standards reflect or be aligned with content in the World-Readiness Standards for Learning Languages?

4. How can the revised 2018 CA WL Standards support biliteracy and dual immersion programs? 

5. How can the standards support the development of intercultural competence?

6. Finally, what other recommendations do you have to ensure that California’s 2018 CA WL Standards will be a useful tool for California’s World Language educators?

Comments Provided at Focus Group Discussions
Summary
What follows is a brief summary of the oral and written comments of World Language teachers and individuals with expertise in World Language standards and instruction at three focus group meetings (at the Santa Clara County office of Education on January 23, at the California Department of Education on January 25, and at the San Diego County Office of Education on February 6) and during an input session involving members of the California Language Teachers’ Association (at their annual conference in Monterey on February 18) in the Winter of 2017. The insights gathered from these sessions highlight several key areas for further consideration. They also provide an important base that may inform the revision of the California 2018 WL Standards.  

Goals for World Language Education in the 21st Century

Deliver world language instruction primarily in the target language with regular opportunities for authentic interactions that promote linguistic, global, and intercultural competency. Provide access to world languages through multiple entry points from kindergarten through grade twelve. Link authentic communicative proficiency, literacy, and cultural competence to career readiness. Use technology to aid in providing real-world, versatile, relevant contexts to make language meaningful.

Structure, Scope, and Sequence  

Make the standards concise, easy to navigate, and useful to both novice and experienced teachers. Develop language-specific standards that reflect how different languages are taught differently and acquired differently. Align the standards to the language and guiding principles of other content standards (e.g., the English Language Arts (ELA) and the English Language Development (ELD) standards). Consider including appendices that provide examples of learning targets, “can do” statements, and various suggestions—including use of technology for instruction, sample performance tasks, and guidance for administrators about what to look for in classroom instruction. Include a glossary to ensure a common understanding of key terms (e.g., content standards, framework, interculturality, performance standards, etc.).
Aligning the 2018 CA WL Standards with the World-Readiness Standards for Learning Languages

Align the terminology and proficiency levels in the 2018 CA WL Standards with the World-Readiness Standards for Learning Languages. Overall, follow structure of the national standards and realign to fit in with American Council on the Teaching of Foreign Languages (ACTFL) proficiency standards (low, mid, high). At the same time, California standards also need to address the unique and diverse needs of California students.

Biliteracy, Dual Immersion

Include statements regarding the value of dual immersion and biliteracy in the front matter. Articulate a vision for performance and assessment of dual immersion learners (what students are able to do in at least two languages) and discuss what to expect along the way (e.g., developing English skills may take longer, etc.). Move toward making the Seal of Biliteracy reflect world language proficiency. Provide appropriate alignment between ELD, WL, and other standards, and include culture, which is key to language learning and understanding language and global competence.

Intercultural Competence

Align the 2018 CA WL Standards with existing standards that address intercultural competence. Define and describe what it means to be interculturally competent, including at the various proficiency levels. Keep global citizenship at the core of cultural competency. Ensure students access the culture authentically and have opportunities to interact with their peers—and with others—in the target language (e.g., in class, locally, virtually, on trips, or through social media). Tie target language proficiency to career and technical education, as language helps career.

Ensuring the CA 2018 WL Standards are Useful

Recognize and embrace the distinctive characteristics of California students, and clearly describe the variety of students and pathways/points of entry available to students in California. Align key terminology with other standards and to what universities are using, and include examples to make jargon understandable. Develop an online collection of resources, examples, real-world tasks and activities that support the CA 2018 WL Standards. 

JANUARY 23, 2017 – SANTA CLARA COUNTY OFFICE OF EDUCATION

Focus Group Members Present
	NAME
	AFFILIATION

	Denise Eachus
	East Side Union High School District

	Baocai Jia 
	Fremont Union High School District

	Elizabeth Matchett
	Palo Alto Unified School District

	Sally Mearns 
	Stanford World Language Project

	Jennifer Shuen 
	San Ramon Valley Unified School District

	Michael Silva 
	San Mateo Union High School District

	Nicholas Sturtevant 
	East Side Union High School District

	Leeyee Su 
	San Mateo Union High School District

	Yadira Zapata 
	Martinez Unified School District

	
	


Focus Group Discussion Notes

QUESTION 1

What should be the goals for world language education in the 21st century? 

· Global development of language for every student. 

· Not an isolated topic; should be integrated. Incorporate technology and make language meaningful.
· Linguistic and cultural competency; include all students, not just those going to college.

· WL connected to literacy framework; expand the use of literacy.

· Translation and localization and prepare generations to enter work force. Practical applications (e.g., career readiness, linguistic competence) are often overlooked.

· Global citizenship and use of authentic materials.
· Include heritage languages.

· Have multiple entry points from K–12. Graduate with a measurable degree of competency.

· Understand the culture of the groups that speak target languages to break down divides.

QUESTION 2
What suggestions do you have for updating the structure, scope, and sequence of the 2009 World Language Content Standards? 

· The 2009 standards have a good base but include typing and word-processing in WL Standards.

· Don’t be too generic. More examples to clarify practical applications.

· Change the word “settings” to “communities” to align to the ACTFL standards.
· Follow structure of national standards.

· Keep progression of content categories; realign to fit in with ACTFL proficiency standards (low, mid, high) to make new standards more accessible for teachers.

· Include standards for advanced students who began in elementary school.

· Address the struggle English-only HS students experience to progress after the first year.

· Include precise language and learning targets—“can do” statements.

· Align the standards to Common Core State Standards (CCSS) and EL standards. 
· Encourage ELs to enroll in WL classes, as this puts them “in the same boat” as English-speaking students.

· Show progression of learning graphically, as it helps teachers visualize.

QUESTION 3

To what extent should the revised 2018 CA WL reflect or be aligned with content in the World-Readiness Standards for Learning Languages?

· Need a common vocabulary. Use ACTFL terminology (novice, etc.). Other vocabulary too.

· Streamline the vocab. 

· Include more details in state standards, more explanation. 
· Help some languages (e.g., those with a more complex orthography) understand they are not trying to achieve the same as Indo-European languages.

· Fewer, deeper standards.

· Be in the target language 90% of the time (guidance from ACTFL).
· Include the grading rubric from ACTFL.
· Would rather use the ACTFL standards as the starting point and only add CA “enrichments” and issues as appropriate.

· Navigating CCSS, ACTFL, CA WL Standards can become overwhelming. Combine them in a crosswalk document; one set of standards incorporates expectations from CCSS-ACTFL, etc. would make a new teacher’s life easier.
QUESTION 4

How can the revised 2018 CA WL Standards support biliteracy and dual immersion programs? 

· Challenge of teaching language and content. Need standards that support both: “What does it mean for a heritage language student to be in a language course in high school? It would logically go to content-based instruction.” 

· Build language earlier for long-term language learning opportunities for content-based language instruction.

· Enrich section on content with examples and suggestions.

· Focus of the skills and nuances of the language, not just prescriptive vocabulary lists.

· A crosswalk of the standards would be helpful for all the things that teachers are required to do.

QUESTION 5

How can the standards support the development of intercultural competence?

· Products, perspectives, and practices need to be expanded for cultural understanding. Add more description and explanation.

· Content portion of 2009 standards has culture embedded. Keep them with the vocab alignment to ACTFL.

· Use action verbs (e.g., investigate, reflect, explain) instead of “understand” or “know.” This also helps with alignment with CCSS.

· This is the section to address Global Competence. New standards are out there on intercultural competence. Need to make this a focus.

· Tie to career and technical education, as language helps career.

QUESTION 6

Finally, what other recommendations do you have to ensure that California’s 2018 World Language Content Standards will be a useful tool for California’s World Language educators?

· Think about your average busy teacher who doesn’t have time to research. 

· Make the standards useful and include examples to make jargon understandable.

· Have training sessions (rollouts) for teachers after standards are adopted.

· Make WL a required subject.

· Have WL start earlier; currently it begins at grade six.

· Include the action verbs in the standards to address depth of knowledge as well.

· Vocab alignment with ACTFL.

· Make them interesting to teachers, and use the standards to unify other standards.

· Include the stages; content and content words from 2009. Helps build units of instruction using authentic texts as opposed to a textbook.

· Add standards to go beyond where they stop now.

· Maintain recognition of variety of students and pathways in CA; expand on that topic.

· Keep the standards actionable so students and teachers can see progress.

· Easy-to-read document; include progression description (not the linear one).

· Within main body of document, honor dialects and the way heritage students speak. Currently some confusion about what a “valid” language is; let teachers know what heritage languages bring is valuable and not belittle them. 

· Students should work with authentic texts.

· Appendices with classroom strategies/templates and professional development (manual for teaching teachers about the standards).
· Continuing professional development should be part of standards.

Public Comment

Santa Clara County Office of Education Public Comment

	Name
	Affiliation
	Summary of Comments

	Monica Garcia
	Santa Clara County Office of Education
	· Add an appendix on elementary grammar for WL teachers. This is critical for learning any language, but especially dual immersion.

	Marianne Hew
	Fremont Union High School District
	· Standards should not be one size fits all. Don’t only focus on people as first exposure to the language. Many students are heritage speakers. Construct a separate pathway or separate guidance for heritage or native speakers.

· Too many students max out on the language before senior year. Include how to take the language and apply it to other areas, such as history.


Videoconference Site: Fresno County Office of Education
No Public Comment
VIDEOCONFERENCE SITE: Humboldt County Office of Education
No Public Comment

JANUARY 25, 2017 – California Department OF EDUCATION

Focus Group Members Present

	NAME
	AFFILIATION

	Monica Caldari 
	Creekside Cooperative Charter School

	Melanie Halstead 
	Fresno Unified School District

	Peggy Kao 
	Rocklin Academy

	Christine Lanphere 
	Natomas Union High School District

	Angela Martinez 
	Liberty Union High School District

	Aimara Olazabal 
	Pittsburgh Union High School District

	Nancy Salsig 
	Berkeley World Language Project

	
	


Focus Group Discussion Notes

QUESTION 1

What should be the goals for world language education in the 21st century? 

· It should be rigorous, coherent, manageable, include clarity for articulation from grade to grade, college and career, global competency.
· Career readiness aspect: focus on learning by doing, leading to what students will be doing in the future; authentic language; emphasis on writing the language.
· Linguistically, culturally, and globally competent students.

· Provide multiple points of entry to access language education: well-articulated K–12 pathways, and even K–16 pathways. 
· Meet the needs of heritage language speakers. Do more to address the needs of diverse languages.

· Much of the heritage language students might have had gets lost by high school, so start those languages earlier, especially character-based languages.

· Include opportunities for authentic communication; simulate real life.

· Opportunities for tolerance, non-judgement, exchanges across countries (e.g., working on common units, having real exchanges).

· CA should strive to increase the number of students learning a second language. 

· Include more authentic resources, online community (links?).
· Provide a variety of models: foreign language in the elementary schools, dual immersion; sequence programs from middle school through high school, to college.

QUESTION 2

What suggestions do you have for updating the structure, scope, and sequence of the 2009 World Language Content Standards? 

· Organize the standards by proficiency level and use national terminology (low-mid-high, novice-intermediate-advanced, etc.).
· Making meaningful communication a greater priority than learning about the language (ELA/ELD Framework). 

· Acknowledge different proficiency levels for different tasks/domains.
· Specific examples in italics of what each standard looks like.
· Include technology in the standards—technology to communicate, technology to teach.

· Base them on ACTFL standards and levels, including the task examples. Include sample “I can” statements.
· Clear discussion of functions at increasing proficiency levels. Functions in 2009 standards appear more as text types. 

· Include examples of learning targets.
· Delineate what text types they should be able to identify and use; distinguish how they might be different in the target language compared to English.
· Include the world of work in the standards—how to make it practical.
QUESTION 3

To what extent should the revised 2018 CA WL Standards reflect or be aligned with content in the World-Readiness Standards for Learning Languages?

· Yes! They are of high quality and effective because they include specific functions of what students do with language. We should use the terms that are used nationally.
· Include intercultural competence and global citizenship issues that are not in our current standards.

· Align to the language from the WRS so we can speak nationally.

· Let’s adapt/align with ACTFL but reflect the unique diversity specific to CA.
· Also align so students can self-monitor in WRS; put that into CA WL Standards.
QUESTION 4

How can the revised 2018 CA WL Standards support biliteracy and dual immersion programs? 

· Use ACTFL–CCSS crosswalk as a guide for the WL Standards Advisory Committee (SAC) as they begin their work to look at ELD, CCSS, and other standards to see connections or where connections could be.

· Make it clear that WL is literacy and can align to ELA.

· Include culture, which is key to language learning and understanding language and global competence.

· Focus on effective writing and other literacy skills. Clearly state the purpose and practicality of the use of language—transition words, developing good ideas, crafting thesis statements, and communication skills.
· Include some policy statements regarding the value of dual immersion and biliteracy in the front matter. Also discuss what to expect along the way—developing English skills may take longer, etc.—to have as resources when speaking to school boards and parents.

· Note that acquiring more than two languages is desirable. 

QUESTION 5

How can the standards support the development of intercultural competence?

· Fewer topics with greater depth of knowledge. 

· Make it possible to use the target language online (e.g., Facetime, etc.).
· Focus on effective communication and presentational skills. 
· You can’t separate teaching language and culture as they are inextricably connected. 
· By learning about culture and developing intercultural competence, students cultivate a perspective and empathy of those who speak the target language.

· Use authentic documents, visuals, and ads to ensure the teaching of culture. Promote the suspension of judgment, being open to learning about social norms through observation.
· Standards should include links to authentic resources and videos, perhaps to an online community. 
· Instead of “students will know the culture,” it should be “students participate in the culture.”

· Embed culture in the standard and lesson rather than have a lesson on culture.

· Define and describe what it means to be interculturally competent, including at the various proficiency levels.  

· Include history of the culture and draw similarities to your own culture. Students may realize we are not that different and become more motivated to engage.
QUESTION 6

Finally, what other recommendations do you have to ensure that California’s 2018 World Language Content Standards will be a useful tool for California’s World Language educators?

· Recognition of the need for continued professional learning for teachers.

· Include opportunity for teachers to have an open dialogue about the standards through an online community.

· Links to peer-reviewed assessments and recommendations regarding assessments.

· Checklist of what should be taught by year.

· Museum of Tolerance has workshops on tolerance useful to WL teachers.
· Make it “teacher friendly.” New teachers need examples of what the terms look like, including at various proficiency levels. “Explicit” vignettes, including assessment of lesson.

· Include current research—what you include in a section is sending a message [framework?].
· Ensure the standards apply to different programs and different proficiency levels (the current standards do this well).

· Address needs of immersion program educators. 

· Support academic literacy explicitly.
· Include online database of resources, examples, real-world tasks and activities.
· Include technology and the use of technology for learning WL.
· Include access to professional development.
· Clearly written document, concise, practical. Identify key standards—which ones we should really focus on.

· Connect each standard to a field or career so they see the practical use/purpose.
· Make standards simple to use (referenced framework, ACTFL poster).
· Make standards adaptable and flexible. We teach many languages, and all languages are in a state of change. The standards should allow for change as the world changes.

· Include templates for instructional sequences and units.

· Keep the number small, not like some of the other ones.

· Break them up by level: novice, intermediate, advanced.
· Include vignettes and unit outlines [in the framework].
· Guidance for administrators about what they should be looking for in a classroom. Including proficiency descriptors would help administrators and teachers [framework or standards?].
· The Teacher Effectiveness for Language Learning project has checklists not intended for evaluation. [Thomas Sauer was referenced.]
· Include non-Latin-based languages in the snapshots and vignettes. Make the examples broad. 

Public Comment

California Department of Education Public Comment

	Name
	Affiliation
	Summary of Comments

	Tanya Zacconi
	
	· Excited to hear that the standards will be informed by ACTFL 

· Please include multiple points of entry

· Please include the needs of heritage learners

· Excited that we will share standards with neighbors in other parts of the country

	Carol Sparks
	
	· Include emphasis on using language as a means of instruction, not just as the subject matter.

· Include opportunities for immersion and opportunities to absorb language.


Videoconference Site: Shasta County Office of Education
No Public Comment

February 6, 2017 – San Diego County Office OF EDUCATION

Focus Group Members Present

	NAME
	AFFILIATION

	Tonja Byrom 
	California State University, Fullerton

	Sébastien DeClerck 
	Ventura Unified School District

	Marina Dillingham 
	Sweetwater Union High School District

	Sarah Fox 
	San Diego County Office of Education

	Jason Fritze 
	Laguna Beach Unified School District

	Andrew Hiben 
	Chaffey Joint Union High School District

	Svetlana J. Lazarova 
	Palm Springs Unified School District

	Carolyn Viramontes 
	Alvord Unified School District

	Doris Vaglienty 
	Coachella Valley Unified School District

	
	


Focus Group Discussion Notes

QUESTION 1

What should be the goals for world language education in the 21st century? 

· Emphasis on what students can do—proficiency based on outcomes, not drilling.
· Be able to connect to careers and college.
· Based on real world experiences. Students can actually create language to communicate with native signers and speakers, rather than regurgitating phrases.

· Goals can better acquaint stakeholders with the process and better develop realistic and achievable goals. 
· Communication should be the heart of world language education, including authentic communicative competence, literacy, and cultural competence. Opportunities to use 21st century skills in the learning and application of language.

· Develop proficiency in all domains, including in culturally appropriate ways.

· Real world communication experience so students can use the language after their education career. Include speaking, reading, writing, culture.

· Acquiring content knowledge that can only be learned through the target language and culture. The ability to communicate in all modes of language. Develop linguistic and cultural competency in real-world, versatile, relevant contexts.

· Include the use of technology to develop language abilities. What is translation/interpretation related to diplomacy and the work place? Connect to CCSS literacy and literature in English and the target language.

QUESTION 2

What suggestions do you have for updating the structure, scope, and sequence of the 2009 World Language Content Standards? 

· Was pretty satisfied with current standards, but there are too many points and too much paper. Make the new ones more concise. 
· Regarding the sequence, multiple entry points need to be addressed. This is different than other content areas. The 2009 standards are a great start, but reorganize by category and across proficiency levels. 
· Mirror the ELA/ELD standards so there is coherence between literacy and language development. 
· Set goals that are realistic… Second and third language goals should not be at the level of those for first language—a content connection versus a structural connection. 
· The 2009 standards are the most concise, only 12 pages of standards, but keep the proficiency level differentiation; add explication of bands of languages. Make the standards generic enough that any new language taught can use the same standards. You may still need some of the asterisks for certain differences between, say, Chinese and Spanish. Adding language-specific standards would be helpful. 
· Current standards are infinite but not necessarily measurable since we can teach using any topic. Perhaps at least have target number of hours for every language category. And include tasks linked to proficiency—i.e., clarify what a novice-mid student should be able to do that identify him or her as novice-mid.

· Current standards are trying to apply to all languages, which is not helpful. We need language-specific standards, even for generic or broad ideas. We need them to create objectives that are actually usable. Languages are taught differently.

· Include within the standards strategies and lessons because the framework takes too long to come out after the standards. Include a section on how to teach a certain standard for certain languages.

· Be careful about comparing WL Standards to other content areas. Include examples to clarify performance tasks and define terms like communication. 
· If strategies and examples are not appropriate for the standards, at least include definitions of terms. 
· Include outside the classroom standards. “Can do” statements included with the standards to help teachers visualize what they’re aiming for. 
· ACTFL has examples of real-world ways to teach American Sign Language (ASL) Standards. 
· Avoid specificity of content by topics (e.g., family, animals, etc.). Communication/language acquisition is so much more than vocabulary. 
QUESTION 3

To what extent should the revised 2018 CA WL Standards reflect or be aligned with content in the World-Readiness Standards for Learning Languages?

· The 2009 standards are aligned to some degree with the ACTFL, but ACTFL is better at being specific language-focused.

· Include the “can do” statements and some of the resources, which may be better for the framework.

· Need to add content to ACTFL.

· ACTFL language is national. Use the CA standards only to clarify or align for CA needs. Similar to what we did with CCSS and NGSS. ACTFL should be the starting point.

· Language acquisition is not “a sequentially mastered subject matter” and is not subject matter unto itself. It is taught through the subject matter. 
· Use the proficiency levels in ACTFL. 
· The CCSS address three modes of communication separately; they “missed the train.” 
· The ELD standards address communication and how language works, which could serve as a model for WL Standards. 
QUESTION 4

How can the revised 2018 CA WL Standards support biliteracy and dual immersion programs? 

· This is a totally different animal. Perhaps it should have separate standards.

· Separate sections by program models. “Learning World Languages and Cultures in California” from Stanford makes the point that language acquisition is the same, but the process is different. 
· Standards can’t be by grade level. 
· Use standards as leverage for teachers to understand the processes are different. Include updated, appropriate strategies and staff development. 
· Language is the by-product of content learning. 

· ACTFL says time is critical component by when language is taught (9–10, 9–12, K–12, K–16, etc.). 
· The Seal of Biliteracy should not be based on seat time! Increase the proficiency requirements. 
· Dual immersion and heritage language programs may be truly the only students deserving of the Seal. 
QUESTION 5

How can the standards support the development of intercultural competence?

· Current standards are grammar- and vocabulary-focused, and culture is an afterthought. It should be the other way around. Language is acquired though immersion in the culture. The standards should be written that way. 
· Standards need to be deeper, not fun, food, and fiesta. 
· Access the culture authentically using technology because it can be current. 
· If the Web tools (Google translate) are used in the real world, don’t prohibit students from using them, but teach them to look closely and check for accuracy. 
· Keep global citizenship at the core of cultural competency. 
QUESTION 6

Finally, what other recommendations do you have to ensure that California’s 2018 World Language Content Standards will be a useful tool for California’s World Language educators?

· Include what you do with a second or third language. Why are you learning this? Make explicit links to career opportunities (interpreting, diplomacy)? Meet A–G?

· Teaching culture is difficult, especially if you have not lived in that culture. Make the standards more useful by clarifying for teachers the value of culture; the culturally appropriate ways listed in the standards are the only way my students are exposed to culture.

· The WL standards need to be language-specific.

· Mention high-frequency structures and vocabulary, as they may relate to stages in proficiency. 

· Update the topics in the language continuum to better reflect current world events. Address historical context as well, but include current world environment, especially in AP courses.

· Don’t neglect all the work that’s been done with ACTFL, just build on that and align them for CA needs, including the “can do” statements.

· What works for Spanish doesn’t work for ASL and other languages.

· Help administrators by including what to look for in a classroom.

· Describe what students will be able to do and how they can best get there.

· Put it in the standards that language is taught in the target language.

· Include resources in appendices.

· Have crosscutting concepts, like NGSS.

· Recommendation: The checklists in Eileen W. Glisan and Richard Donato’s book Enacting the Work of Language Instruction address ACTFL core practices for language.

· Build on the work done in CA with ELD standards. There is a lot of overlap. 

· Make standards approachable as useful to novice and experienced teachers.

· Use authentic instructional materials; teachers use the target language. 

· Involve and include teachers in writing the standards.
San Diego County of Education Public Comment

	Name
	Affiliation
	Summary of Comments

	Jorge Cuevas Antillón
	SDCOE
	· Focus on secondary 

· What we do could help or harm, so please consider the following: WL is different than other content areas and not all standards apply to all classrooms.

· Consider ACTFL scale proficiency levels (6 vs 3 in CA ELD)

· Consider that different languages are harder to master than others.

· Consider time of instruction in the standards

· Consider languages such as ALS and Latin

· Consider the different points of entry

· Consider conversational vs formal

· Consider the assessment to measure proficiency

· Consider making the application of the standards more flexible.


Videoconference Site: Los Angeles County Office of Education
Public Comment

	Name
	Affiliation
	Summary of Comments

	Lourdes Rivera
	Glendale USD
	· Practical guide would be helpful

· What do students need to learn in today’s world? [Include a] 21st century map for learning from ACTFL. 

· Also look at ELD documents and standards to see what we can take from them.

· Also look at all the frameworks, including CTE.
· Need other forums for feedback as this is not the most effective as evident by how few teachers are here to provide public comment.
· Include authenticity to help students’ proficiency and recognize different viewpoints in our global society.
· Simulations in the classrooms using culturally appropriate authentic materials

· Know what we’re trying to do before we start building standards.


Videoconference Site: Riverside County Office of Education
No Public Comment

Written Comments Submitted by Focus Group Members and Members of the Public
Written Comments from Focus Group 1
JANUARY 23, 2017 – SANTA CLARA COUNTY OFFICE OF EDUCATION
From: Anne Jensen

To: Alejandro Hernandez

Subject: Focus group questions and participation

Date: Monday, January 23, 2017, 11:36:20 AM

Attachments: WLS FG questions-public-01102017 (1).pdf

Dear Alejandro,

Thank you for provided the questions for the World language Standards Focus Group in Santa Clara. I was looking forward to participating in the discussion this afternoon. Unfortunately on Friday I developed a cold, fever, and laryngitis which has not gone away, so I made an appointment this afternoon to visit my doctor and figure out if I need to take some antibiotics.

I have provided my answers to the questions in the attached pdf document. I hope that you find my answers useful. Again, I'm so sorry to miss the meeting this afternoon.

Anne Jensen

Methods of Foreign Language Instructor

World Languages and Literatures Department

Office phone: (408) 925-4628

Cell: (650) 804-5028

[Contents of attached PDF document:]

Focus Group Discussion Questions

2018 World Language Standards

Discussion of the following questions will ensure that the revision of California’s World Language Standards for California Public Schools: Kindergarten Through Grade Twelve Standards (CA WL Standards) includes the voice of World Language educators in California.

1. What should be the goals for world language education in the 21st century?

The goals need to include the following: (1) developing skills to communicate in the target

language, (2) understanding the similarities and differences between student’s own culture and target culture(s), (3) critical thinking skills emphasized in the Framework for 21st Century Learning

2. What suggestions do you have for updating the structure, scope, and sequence of the 2009 World Language Content Standards?

Since this document was written before 2009, there have been many other documents and resources that have been created by ACTFL and College Board. The 2018 Content Standards need to reference thematic instruction, the 3 modes of communication (interpretive, interpersonal, and presentational), the ACTFL Can Do Statements and the ACTL World Readiness Standards. It also should reflect the latest thinking in assessment, more specifically Integrated Performance Assessment.

3. To what extent should the revised 2018 CA WL Standards reflect or be aligned with content in the World-Readiness Standards for Learning Languages?

It should definitely be aligned (see above). As a methods instructor I can attest to the fact that current research and work in the field of second language acquisition reflect the content of the World Readiness Standards.

4. How can the revised 2018 CA WL Standards support biliteracy and dual immersion programs?

There should be a section supporting biliteracy and dual immersion programs to reinforce

the notion that bilingualism is a positive thing

5. How can the standards support the development of intercultural competence?

The notion of intercultural competence or “interculturality” is one that is stressed by

ACTFL. It goes beyond just knowing facts about the target culture. Interculturality is the interaction of people from different cultures, and the understanding of another culture so that the language used is appropriate to the context and audience.

6. Finally, what other recommendations do you have to ensure that California’s 2018 World Language Content Standards will be a useful tool for California’s World Language educators?

I served twice on the Foreign Language Framework committee and realize that there are political issues involved in the creation of any document of this type. However, I think that you should look into the notion of using the the ACTFL proficiency levels (Novice, Intermediate, Advanced, Superior, Distinguished) rather than the Stages of competency currently used. It is confusing to teachers and student teachers out there because the textbooks they use with their students reference the ACTFL proficiency levels, not Stage 1, 2, 3 etc. Most methods textbooks and the resource documents published by ACTFL reference proficiency levels, not the CA Stages of Competency. The problem also is that ACTFL proficiency levels don’t necessarily equate to the descriptors of the CA stages of competency,

Written Comments from Focus Group 2

JANUARY 25, 2017 – CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

From: Masuyama, Kazue

To: Alejandro Hernandez; Masuyama, Kazue; WORLDLANGUAGE

Cc: Cliff Rudnick; Letty Kraus

Subject: Re: Appointment to Focus Group Panel

Date: Wednesday, January 25, 2017 5:38:36 PM

Hello Mr. Alejandro Hernandez,

I am sorry for my late reply. The following are my brief comments.

Kazue Masuyama

Question 1:

Aligned with a road map of major organization such as ACTFL:
https://www.actfl.org/sites/default/files/publications/standards/World-ReadinessStandardsforLearningLanguages.pdf
Question 2:

CULTURE goals can be enhanced by adding some of critical elements in their goals

· Identifies own cultural rules and biases

· Demonstrates partial understanding of the complexity of elements important to members of another culture in relation to its history, values, politics, communication styles, economy, or beliefs and practices.

Question 3:

Although the current CA WL Standards is excellent by reflecting our own cultural diversity and local needs, I would like to see that the revised 2018 CA WL is aligned with content in the World-Readiness Standards for Learning Languages. It is easier especially for new language educators if the documents have similar structure.

Question 5:

We expect young people to continue to go on to higher education; thus, the VALUE Rubrics of Association of American Colleges and Universities (AACU) are important to be discussed in the revision process. Among the AACU Rubrics, Intercultural Knowledge and Competence Value Rubric presents Cultural self-awareness; Knowledge of cultural worldview frameworks; Empathy; Verbal and nonverbal communication; Curiosity; and Openness. (See https://www.aacu.org/sites/default/files/files/VALUE/InterculturalKnowledge.pdf). In my daily teaching, these Rubrics are in my mind, and it helps to justify my teaching. So this framework will help enrich the current Content Standards at the K-12 Level.

Other VALUE Rubrics such as Critical thinking (http://www.aacu.org/value/rubrics/criticalthinking) and Information literacy (https://www.aacu.org/value/rubrics/information-literacy) present important perspectives in the development of Intercultural competence.

It is important to compare and contract what other States have been doing. At the same time, language practitioners choose their signature activities for Intercultural competence and discuss how to incorporate various elements in the Value Rubrics. These glass-roots activities will eventually help to pave the path to develop its Standards.

*********************************************************

Kazue Masuyama, Ph.D.

Professor, Dept. of World Languages & Literatures

Area Head, Japanese Language Program

Principal Investigator, California Capital World Language Project

California State University at Sacramento

Email: kmasuyama@csus.edu Phone: 916-278-5667

Faculty Webpage: http://www.csus.edu/indiv/m/masuyama
Office Location and Hours: MRP 2061 @10 –11am on MTWR, OR by appointment.

*********************************************************
Written Comments from Focus Group 3

FEBRUARY 6, 2017 – SAN DIEGO COUNTY OFFICE OF EDUCATION

Hand-written Submission From: Doris Vaglienty

Date: Monday, February 6, 2017

Location: San Diego County Office of Education
As we move forward in developing the 2018 CA World Language Standards, to address the linguistic and academic needs of our Long term English Learners through AP Language & AP Literature and Culture. The inclusion of these courses support:

· Language development (Linguistic skills)

· Interpersonal Skills

· Inquiry

· Rigor and Relevance

· Development of cultural competence

· Development of arguments etc. and others

Comments from Members of the California World Language Teachers’ Association 

Comments from World Café Discussion

2017 Annual CLTA CONFERENCE

Monterey, California – February 18, 2017

QUESTION 1

What should be the goals for world language education in the 21st century? 

· They should have a global perspective and address language proficiency, cross-cultural content knowledge, and world readiness;

· Develop critical and creative thinking, collaboration skills, and multi- literacy (technology, language, culture);

· Support all learners, according to their diverse needs;

· Provide multiple entry points and well-articulated programs;

· Provide opportunities to learn more than one world language—multilingual rather than bilingual;

· Increase empathy and global citizenship and promote community and human connection;

· Have a growth mindset;

· Develop language learning through authentic cultural contexts; language learning should be embedded in cultural contexts to help promote global competency and intercultural competency.

· Provide opportunities for students to be in contact with target language speakers and their cultures.

· Prompt self-reflection through cultural investigation, inquiry, and comparison.

· Align terms Pre-K–20 and define concepts (e.g., framework, standards, assessments) and adhere to vs. operationalize

· Add graphic that shows relationship of modes vs. “the Cs,” etc.

· Value of inquiry- and project-based learning

· Include a framework chapter for administrators and a chapter for technology

· Useful with students, teachers, parents, stakeholders

· Digital format? Modular format? App for that?

QUESTION 2

What suggestions do you have for updating the structure, scope, and sequence of the 2009 World Language Content Standards? 

· Do we need to start addressing which topics are taught at which level? Food vocab—level 1? Level 2? Future tense—level 2? 3? Do we leave it at a school/district level?

· Make it clean, easy to navigate, access, “foolproof” (for admin, for example).

· Include example of precise learning targets that students can achieve at each level of proficiency.

· Include sample performance tasks in appendix.

· Develop academic language and literacy skills in the world language classroom.

· It is a unique subject area.

· WL standards ought to be universal and broad enough to address the main principles of language learning, language acquisition, and have language-specific subcommittees that would focus on the specifics, including the tempo of language acquisition. (This work could transition to guidance in the eventual WL framework.)

· Any characteristics or elements of other standards (e.g., the CCSS or ELD standards) need to be part of the WL standards; avoid relying or referencing other standards, as those might change.

· Integrate more with ACTFL for global learners.

· Keep in mind issues unique to California.

· Add subject-specific focus groups to develop sub-standards/language-specific needs.

· Include connections to other disciplines.

· Clarify the purpose of order of content, communication, culture/interculturality, structure, and setting?

· Update stages to better align to ACTFL.

· Change order? Change scope, list to align proficiency level to the ACTFL? 

· Examine what other states/regions did.

· Need to reexamine the content.

· Make the inclusive, reflect locality.

· Add interculturality to the five modes of communication of ACTFL “can do” statements.

QUESTION 3

To what extent should the revised 2018 CA WL Standards reflect or be aligned with content in the World-Readiness Standards for Learning Languages?

· Have parallel concepts, language performance targets.

· Have parallel language in California standards on investigation and inquiry.

· California standards also need to address the unique and diverse needs of California students, such as heritage learners and students who are culturally literate but lack academic language and literacy skills, as well as dual immersion and bilingual education. 

· The 2018 CA WL Standards and the World-Readiness Standards for Learning Languages should be interdependent and perfectly aligned and use the same language.

· Colleges/universities are using ACTFL proficiency guideline (N.H. Int. Low, etc.) instead of language stages I, II, III…

QUESTION 4

How can the revised 2018 CA WL Standards support biliteracy and dual immersion programs? 

· Address concepts of acquiring languages at the same time.

· Address integration of language, content (from different disciplines), and culture. 

· Address development of biliteracy skills (initial literacy and subsequent development across all grade levels).

· Include a vision for developing bilingualism and dual literacy.

· Provide a full sequence for immersion language learners Pre-K–16.

· Make sure WL standards are meaningful to K–6 educators.

· Provide appropriate alignment between ELD, WL, and other standards (use same terms).

· Provide or address vision for assessment and performance of dual immersion learners (what students are able to do in at least two languages).

· Address the needs of specific communities. (Can’t have one-size-fits all; be flexible.)

QUESTION 5

How can the standards support the development of intercultural competence?

· Language should always be taught within authentic cultural contexts using authentic resources in multiple forms (multimedia, etc.)

· Inquiry! Students need to attain intercultural competence through inquiry-based approaches, such as PBLL, 4 Cs of 21st century skills, media literacy, tech literacy, etc. 

· Linguistic competence, intercultural competence, and global competence go hand in hand.

· Linguistic competency is the cornerstone of global competence (to communicate ideas and to understand issues from a variety of perspectives). 

· Resources should be chosen in order to reinforce the three Ps: products, practices, and perspectives. 

· Students need opportunities to interact with their peers—and with others—in the target language: 

· Interactions with native speakers in target cultures (locally, virtually, trips, social media)

· Working collaboratively with peers to reflect on their learning interactions

· Students create products for real-world purposes, with purposeful connection to target language cultures.

· Beyond knowledge, include attitudes, empathy, non-verbal communication, and openness towards other cultures, starting from day 1.

· Develop in-class/outside activities using the concept of product, practice, and perspective.

· Meet/work with people from different cultures. We can help our students become effective global citizens through inquiry-based approaches and investigation of cultures through the use of authentic, multimedia resources, which help students gain deeper cognitive abilities, creative abilities, and collaboration skills. 

QUESTION 6

Finally, what other recommendations do you have to ensure that California’s 2018 World Language Content Standards will be a useful tool for California’s World Language educators?

· Engaging with target language speakers and their cultures provides opportunities for world language learners to increase their self-awareness and reflect on their own journey in becoming global citizens and developing empathy. It’s not just language and culture, it’s also the self-journey—self-understanding.

· The broad goals mentioned in response to Question 1 may inform the introduction to the standards documents to set the context for the spirit of the revised standards.

· Clearly define, perhaps in a glossary, what we mean by terminology such as content standards, framework, interculturality, performance standards, etc. in order to have a common language. 

· It is important to clearly define the theoretical framework this content area is based on—language learning—and the operational framework, which provides guidance on how to teach the WL standards. 

· All five Cs are present at all times, so it is not useful to think that content comes first or is the first priority in instruction or instructional planning. Include a disclaimer that articulates that no one C takes priority; the five Cs are interlinked. 

· Ensure new standards make a greater connection between language and thought, including opportunities for reflection. Language development and cognitive development go hand in hand. 

· In the framework, move away from stages and provide guidance relative to what proficiency levels mean and how they intersect across levels that are organized for school purposes. 

· Align language to what universities are using (e.g., critical thinking, global competence, informational competence, etc.). 

· The more we can parallel the language, the better. At the same time, our standards need to recognize and embrace the distinctive characteristics of California students and that address issues unique to California. 
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