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A Nation at Risk (1983)… call for standards. 
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IASA (1994), NCLB (2001) 
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No Child Left Behind: 
Three important pieces for ELLs 

Sec. 1111(a)(3)(ix)(III) the inclusion of  limited English 
proficient students, who shall be assessed in a valid and 
reliable manner and provided reasonable accommodations on 
assessments administered … including, to the extent 
practicable, assessments in the language and form most likely 
to yield accurate data… 

Sec. 1111(a)(3)(xiii) enable results to be disaggregated within 
each State, local educational agency, and school by…English 
proficiency status. 

Sec 3113(b)(2) standards and objectives for raising the level of  
English proficiency that are derived from the four recognized 
domains of  speaking, listening, reading, and writing, and that 
are aligned with achievement of  the challenging State 
academic content and student academic achievement 
standards described in section 1111(b)(1). 
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Freddy's Webiinar 

The	
  Common	
  Core	
  and	
  NGSS	
  
Offers	
  a	
  New	
  and	
  Important	
  
Perspec*ve	
  on	
  the	
  Role	
  of	
  Language	
  
In	
  Content	
  Learning	
  that	
  Needs	
  to	
  be	
  	
  
Supported	
  by	
  Instruc*onal	
  ShiDs	
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New Paradigm 

Discourse 
Text (complex text) 

Explanation 
Argumentation 

Purpose 
Typical structure of text 

Sentence structures 
ΔVocabulary 

practices 
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search:	
  	
  ELPD	
  CCSSO	
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Observable	
  Language	
  Ar1facts	
  of	
  
Learning	
  

•  Construc1ve	
  classroom	
  discourse	
  
•  Transac1ons	
  with	
  text	
  
•  Purposeful	
  wri1ng	
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Our Goals 
•  Share exemplars for how CCSS standards are supported 

for ELLs; 
•  Encourage piloting of exemplars with careful observation 

of the challenges and successes of implementation – 
with a focus on the language artifacts produced by 
students. 

•  Support schools and districts in their identification of 
existing materials and the development of new units that 
support the new standards. 

•  Collaborate with school districts and universities. 
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ELA	
  Middle	
  School	
  Unit	
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Math	
  Annotated	
  Materials	
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District	
  and	
  State	
  Collabora1ons	
  

•  Ini1al	
  reviews	
  –	
  Bellingham,	
  Boston,	
  Broward	
  
County,	
  Charlo7e-­‐Mecklenburg,	
  Chicago,	
  
Denver,	
  NYC,	
  Oakland,	
  Palm	
  Beach,	
  &	
  Sea7le	
  

•  Pilot	
  implementa1on	
  of	
  ELA	
  –	
  Charlo7e-­‐
Mecklenburg,	
  Chicago,	
  Denver	
  

•  Language	
  across	
  content	
  areas:	
  Oakland	
  
•  State	
  implementa1on	
  of	
  CCSS	
  –	
  North	
  
Carolina.	
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Collabora1on	
  with	
  Teaching	
  Channel	
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Oakland	
  Implementa1on	
  of	
  Understanding	
  Language	
  
Developing	
  Student	
  Competencies	
  in	
  Three	
  Areas:	
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1.  Speaking	
  and	
  listening	
  in	
  academic	
  discussions.	
  
2.  Reading,	
  with	
  comprehension,	
  increasingly	
  complex	
  

non-­‐fic1on	
  texts.	
  
3.  Wri1ng	
  arguments	
  with	
  evidence.	
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What do academic discussions 
in Oakland classrooms look like 
now? 
•  Inconsistent across sites and classrooms 

(pockets of strong discussion practices) 
•  With the exception of a handful of sites, no 

development of rigor within grade bands:  K-5, 
6-8, 9-12  

•  Mostly limited to brief Think-Pair-Share or Turn 
and Talk that do not lead to deep 
understanding of content 

•  A focus on student output of ideas as opposed 
to sustained and purposeful interaction 

Academic Discussions/student 
talk named as a problem of 
practice at many sites. 

Academic 
Discussions: 
Our Current  
Reality 

11/20/2013	
   26	
  



If we do the following… 

Key Levers 
•  Provide professional learning for principals, 

teacher leaders and teachers across content 
areas using common language and tools to 
facilitate academic discussions 

•  Develop a digital toolkit centered around a 
video library for all content areas and including 
teacher tools and Professional Learning 
modules 

•  Develop a continuum of discussion that calls 
for increased levels of sophistication 
throughout the grades 

Key Levers 
Support site-based capacity and leadership in 
implementing academic discussions: 

•  Include academic discussions as a site focus.  
•  Support professional learning on academic 

discussions in PLCs using the digital toolkit 
•  Support implementation of academic 

discussions through walk-throughs / 
observations and a feedback cycle 

Leadership, 
Curriculum, & 

Instruction 
(District) 

Site-based 
Instructional 
Leadership 

Key Levers 
•  Implement whole group, small group, and/or 

pair academic discussion in the classroom on a 
daily basis  

•  Provide structures and supports that ensure 
equity of voice and full participation of all 
students 

•  Set the conditions for discussions by explicitly 
teaching, modeling, and reinforcing socio-
emotional competencies 

•  Emphasize use of general and discipline-
specific academic language  

Teachers 

Theory of Action for Academic Discussions - DRAFT 
…then we will impact the 

Core in these ways…  

Impact on Instructional Core 
 
•  Provide more consistency of discussion practices 
across sites and classrooms 
• Create language-rich learning experiences for 
students throughout the day, and in all content areas 
• Support teacher confidence and capacity to 
implement quality academic discussions 
• Consistent expectations for rigor and common 
understanding of what constitutes a quality academic 
discussion across the grade levels 
 

Impact on Instructional Core 
 
• Increase engagement and accountability of all 
students, including English learners, African-American 
Males and other language minority students 
• Deepen student understanding of content  
• Develop discipline-specific academic language 
• Develop reasoning  
• Develop listening skills 
• Increase students’ self-efficacy 

 …and we will reach our 
student achievement 
goals! 

•  All students will increase in academic 
achievement  

•  All students will develop 21st century 
college, career, and community 
readiness skills  

•  All students will demonstrate the 
discourse practices as defined by the 
Common Core State Standards in ELA 
and Math as well as the New 
Generation Science Standards, such 
as:  

•  Construct viable arguments 
and critique reasoning of 
others (Math) 

•  Value Evidence (ELA/History) 
•  Engage in argument from 

evidence (Science) 

•  Decrease the percentage of Long-
Term English Learners 

•  Decrease rates of disproportionality of 
African-American Males 
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Instruc1on	
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Leadership	
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MOOCs	
  
h7ps://novoed.com/common-­‐core	
  
through	
  support	
  from	
  OELA/NPD	
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Teams	
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Learning	
  Cycle	
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Document	
  

Imagine	
  

Perform	
   Reflect	
  



Learning	
  Cycle	
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Document	
  

Imagine	
  

Perform	
   Reflect	
  



Sample	
  Submission	
  	
  
More	
  than	
  1,500	
  submissions	
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Sample	
  Analysis	
  

11/20/2013	
   35	
  



Sample	
  Discussion	
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MOOC	
  Stats	
  	
  
(as	
  of	
  11/10/13)	
  

•  7,000	
  enrolled,	
  plus	
  1,000	
  auditors	
  
•  2,000	
  ac1ve	
  par1cipants	
  joined	
  519	
  teams	
  of	
  
1-­‐8	
  per	
  team	
  

•  1,560	
  fully	
  completed	
  first	
  assignment	
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Observable	
  Language	
  Ar1facts	
  of	
  Learning	
  

1.  Construc1ve	
  classroom	
  discourse	
  
2.  Transac1ons	
  with	
  text	
  
3.  Purposeful	
  wri1ng	
  
4.  Meta-­‐discourse	
  (instruc1onal	
  discourse	
  

about	
  the	
  above)	
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MOOC	
  Ambi1ons	
  

A	
  Live	
  Crowdsourced	
  Database	
  of	
  Observable	
  
Language	
  Ar1facts	
  of	
  Learning	
  
1.  Construc1ve	
  classroom	
  discourse	
  
2.  Transac1ons	
  with	
  text	
  
3.  Purposeful	
  wri1ng	
  
4.  Meta-­‐discourse	
  (instruc1onal	
  discourse	
  

about	
  the	
  above)	
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MOOC	
  Collabora1ons	
  
	
  …by	
  grade,	
  content,	
  region,	
  

…focusing	
  on	
  student	
  discourse,	
  engaging	
  with	
  text,	
  wri1ng,	
  meta-­‐discourse.	
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Ques1ons	
  and	
  Discussion	
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