February 13, 2007

SBOE Consideration of Proposed Revisions to ELA TEKS

As an ELA educator with more than 30 years experience in the secondary ELA  classrooms of Texas, I am speaking today primarily in support of the Proposed Revisions to 19 TAC Chapter 110, Texas Essential Knowledge and Skills for English Language Arts and Reading, Subchapter A, Elementary, Subchapter B, Middle School, and Subchapter C, High School,  Though there are some elements that warrant editing and revision in this document, overall this represents a solid set of standards that will positively impact the literacy education of our students.  I am supportive of these standards for the following reasons:
The proposed revision 
· reflects national standards as set forth by such respected groups as the International Reading Association, National Council of Teachers of English and College Board
· is consistent with proposed college and career readiness standards; it certainly “raises the bar” containing expectations paralleling current PreAP and AP expectations
· provides a framework allowing teachers to implement best practices based on the most current research about how and why students learn
· provides reasonable parameters within which the local school district, campus, or teacher team can adjust and differentiate instruction and instructional materials to meet diverse student needs
· allows a local district or campus to balance the literature chosen for student reading between the literary canon of our American and British roots with the notable literary selections of various cultures and time periods

· recognizes the writing and reading process as a developing process rather than as a linear progression from skill to skill

· provides a research strand based on solid research strategies but allowing for the rapidly changing technological capabilities of the 21st century.

· contains a media strand that ensures our students will have the critical thinking tools to be intelligent consumers of media messages 

· represents the result of a lengthy review and revision process that included input from many educators and experts

I indicated that I am speaking primarily in support of this document as there are some revisions that I feel important even to this document.  For example, in its specificity, there are some obscure and less than essential skills.  That an English IV student be expected to “evaluate the effect of form on dramatic structure in odes and villanelles” or that an English III student be required to “refine syntax to employ tropes and schemes” certainly warrants review.  However, these are small matters in comparison to the inadequacies of the Substitute Amendment provisions that have come to my attention.  This “amendment,” that was rejected in 1996 by this board as unacceptable, is no more acceptable today as it lacks many of the attributes of the document to which it is being presented as an amendment.  This proposed amendment
· has not been reviewed by large numbers of the English teachers who will be charged with implementing these standards on a daily basis 

· does not meet national standards as set out by IRA, NCTE, College Board, and other well-researched standards 

· does not reflect the demands and needs of the 21st century as it is firmly rooted in the past 

· does not support college and career readiness 

· does not allow for implementation of best teaching practices as supported by current research 

· does not reflect a global view of the 21st century 

· does not allow professional educators the flexibility to meet the needs of a changing and diverse population 

· does not reflect in its reading lists our diversity of culture as it relies primarily on a canon of Anglo Saxon and white American literature; there are a few instances of African-American authored literature but nothing from the Hispanic culture nor other cultural voices  that are reflected on our campuses 

· prescribes formulaic writing, even outlining what each paragraph of specific essay assignments should contain rather than teaching students a variety of writing patterns and structures from which the student chooses to best suit purpose and audience 

· reflects outdated, cumbersome research practices that predate our current technological capabilities

I once heard a motivational speaker who asked his educator audience how many of them drive while looking only in the rear view mirror.  Of course, everyone snickered at the absurdity of such an idea.  The speaker went on to question whether as educators we may be guilty of such silliness when we ground our practice in the past without focusing on the present and the future.  Is a knowledge of where we have been and what we have learned in the past important?  Of course it is, but we and our students must be prepared for what is and what is to come just as a driver mostly should face forward.  The Proposed Revision to the ELA TEKS is a framework that addresses the future.
Thank you for the time you give to thoughtful consideration of the many issues and possibilities facing educators today.  
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