Chairman McLeroy, Members of the Board, Ladies and Gentlemen:
My name is Joan Jennings.  I have been a language arts educator in Texas public schools for 29 years.  I consider myself a lifelong learner, and therefore, have persistently refined my teaching craft. By continuing to seek professional growth, I learned best practices in the teaching of English Language Arts which guide my instruction today. My current position allows me to share this expertise with other language arts teachers and their students.  

First, I feel I must address the process of the “tweaking” of our current language arts standards to what is now a totally new document outsourced to educators outside of our state.  I do not mean offense to the hard and dedicated work of the writing teams in the Standards Work group.  I do, however, take great offense at a process that was not immediately transparent and did not seek the expertise of leading language arts educators in our own state.  Through the perseverance of some of our state associations, we are thankful to board members who allowed our voices to be heard.  I desperately hope you will continue to listen to our voices today.  
The Standards Work writing teams began their work in November.  It is now mid February, and honestly, I feel there simply has not been sufficient time to produce a document that contains clarity of language and coherence across all the grade levels.  The children of our state deserve a document that will ensure a quality 21st century education in the English Language Arts. The process should not be rushed.  
Here are some of my concerns with the accuracy, consistency, and developmental appropriateness of the language in the current document:

· In the Reading document, Standard 5- Vocabulary, the standard states: “Students learn new vocabulary from a variety of sources, using it effectively when reading and writing.  The student is expected to:--Under that standard – letter d, it states “use new words in conversation.”  That would indicate a speaking skill, not a reading and writing skill.
· In the Literary Text Strand, I feel there is a problem with the hierarchy of verbs used to delineate the cognitive demand in Standard 1.  Under letter (c) of that strand, the following verbs are used progressively grade 1-12:  identify, determine, paraphrase, compare, describe, explain, describe, analyze, compare and contrast, analyze, compare and contrast, and finally compare and contrast.  This kind of verbiage does not reflect the rigor we expect in our standards.

· In Strand 3, Informational Text, standard 3, Persuasive text, in Grade 6, letter (b), the wording refers to “persuasive strategies and rhetorical techniques (e.g., bandwagoning, emotional appeal, sarcasm).  Bandwagon is a propaganda device, not a persuasive strategy or a rhetorical technique.

· Lastly, I have many issues with the grammar strand since I do not believe that grammar can be effectively taught outside of the context of writing. I especially feel that expecting students to identify progressive and past progressive verbs in grade 3, future progressive and present perfect tense in grade 4, and all progressive and perfect tenses in grade 5 is developmentally inappropriate.  Students may be using those verbs in their speaking and writing, but having them identify them seems of little value other than to fill in a worksheet.  That is only one example from the grammar strand.  There are others, but time does not allow me to address them all.
In conclusion, I want to restate my plea.  Please take the time to make this a document that will propel the students of Texas into a challenging future that will demand them to be critical readers, writers, viewers, listeners, and speakers.  It will be time well spent!  What we do here today can satisfy a timeline, can satisfy a political expediency, can satisfy a mandate, but will it satisfy the future of our students who count on us to do what is educationally best for them?

