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1. Firstly, it is important to state that the notion of beginning a framework with an ‘essence’ statement is an excellent one. By this we understand that it is intended to capture the essence of Languages as an area of study or an area in the curriculum. Because the statement is, at the same time, a statement about Languages in school education, then it is intended to capture the essence of learning Languages. This is what we would see as the purpose of the essence statement as well as the criteria by which we would judge the sufficiency of this draft statement. The statement as it stands addresses the essence of learning Languages more than the essence of Languages as an area of study. If we wanted to capture the essence of Languages as an area – we would say something along the lines that:

Language is the human capability that enables us to communicate, think, know and reflect … etc. etc.

 
These words then become important drivers for the statement as a whole – communication is captured, but language and thought less so (though you do mention “new ways of thinking”; the knowing is important because it refers to the ideational dimension i.e. ideas are developed and exchanged through language; from a school education perspective the “knowing” would foreshadow connections to concepts/ideas/ learning in all other learning areas e.g. mathematical knowing, scientific knowing, etc. The reflection becomes important as it foreshadows and connects with the important role of reflection and reflexivity in relation to language use.


You do not necessarily need to develop an essence statement that captures these dimensions if that is not your intention – but it is important for your community to be aware of the purpose and scope of the essence statement [and for us it is important to comment on what is there as well as what is not.]


Another reason for considering a statement about the essence of Languages (as an area) is that it could also signal the theoretical shifts in our understanding of Language itself – which has gone from language as words and structures to an increasing focus on communication (i.e. language in use) and meaning – to more recent views of language as a social practice. It is well recognized that teachers tend to stay with theories/ understandings of previous times – that they know, and feel comfortable with. We need, through the essence statement, to invite teachers to think about their area and how they themselves construct or conceptualise it, and how this matches current and best theorising.

2.
Paragraph by paragraph comments


Paragraph 1.


The first sentence is a claim. The second sentence could include making meaning of their world and others. In the third sentence, the important connection between language and identity is signaled but the actual connection is not described. Further, it is more than ‘awareness’ that is needed – beyond awareness we need to learn/develop through communicating, interacting with others, responding – seeing how others see them – realizing that their identity is shaped by others.


Paragraph 2.


In this paragraph it may also be worth highlighting that language learning engages one mindset/ emotions with another. This is what we mean by the intercultural. It is this interaction/learning/ communicating to negotiate meaning/come to understand others/ alternative ways of thinking and doing. In this way communication/learning are profoundly social, interactive, and reciprocal. The other point to make in this paragraph is that we would want students to engage with diversity (i.e. multiple ways, perspectives) rather than just what is different.


Paragraph 3.


This paragraph focuses on ‘skills’. We would prefer a term like ‘capability’ because it suggests thinking and doing. While the examples about sound, symbol are useful, we are left wondering why this example? There seem to be many purposes in this paragraph: it deals with (1) contexts (i.e. situations, participants, roles, relationships) (2) text (3) technologies (4) language form and function (5) meaning (6) differences (7) how languages work and evolve (8) multi-literacies – Are you trying to capture the range of goals? the range of skills? It’s not clear to the reader.


Last sentence – perhaps replace with “students develop the capability to learn additional languages and develop literacy understandings that enhance their use of their first language”.


Perhaps another way to do this is to think about connections – between 



language and culture 



language and learning



language and knowing



language and reflecting


Paragraph 4.


We discussed the strands with you previously. We would make them more active: communicating, knowing languages, knowing cultures and try to explain their interrelationship.


Paragraph 5.


We think that in an essence statement/understood as in (1) above should remain fairly abstract – leave the connection with objectives to a later part of the framework. Objectives, as curriculum constructs, are of a different order. The second sentence repeats part of paragraph 1.


Paragraph 6.


We would suggest that in this paragraph, the last sentence became the first: Each language is distinctive and has its own intrinsic value. Perhaps change the second to last sentence: “students in New Zealand schools choose from a range of languages, all of which are integral to New Zealand’s national identity and its regional, national and international interests”.


Paragraph 7.


Perhaps change the last sentence: “They are able to participate as citizens who can engage confidently and responsibly in a world with diverse peoples, languages and cultures”.


Finally, it may be worth considering the sequence of your argument. Paragraph 1 remains first, current paragraph 6 becomes paragraph 2; “language learning is dynamic” becomes paragraph 3; “By learning languages” is paragraph 4; “language learning requires” is paragraph 5 and ‘the strands’ is paragraph 6.


The flow of the argument then is:

· the context (note you don’t highlight the international as much as you could)

· languages landscape in New Zealand

· language learning

 
a, b, c

· the languages curriculum – strands.


We would also like to see a stronger emphasis on the intercultural i.e. students moving between languages and cultures – examining one’s own culture in relation to others – that idea of reciprocity again.
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