K.V.I: Key Values Involved
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Integrating Thinking Skills into a Language Program

	Positive Values: Things we want to have.

· PD

· Time

· Resources promoting thinking skills of languge learning (from Innovations and Excellence)

· Frequency of contact

· Language consultant

· Language room – dedicated space for displays posters

· For primary – an avenue of professional promotion despite the fact they are specialist teachers

· Cooperation and tolerance

· Integration across KLAs – subject skills rather than content

· Shared resources and PD programs

· Use of various styles of thinking curriculum tools

· Promoting thinking skills in languae curriculum

· Consultant and resource area.

· PD – for innovations and Excellence – administration / bosses – so that LOTE can be informed within the schools in the regions for better profile of LOTE – not our job to teach the other teachers the promotion of LOTE

· Promotion in the school

· Resources – Wall posters / visual prompts.

· Own rooms for LOTE / modelling

· Language assistance in schools

· Integration across KLAs provided there is a suitable link.

· Subject skills

· Resources shared

· PD in the country areas – money provided

· More teachedrs in schools.

· Active minds on task

· Creative thinkers

· Physical aids

· Flexible rooms – allowing for physical activity – or specialist rooms

· Cross curricular – Home Eco / Maths in German.

· Planning time

· Active student learners – engagement – value

· Greater recognition for LOTE as a Key Learning Area as a provider of Thinking Curriculum outcomes.

· Greater real world experiences – eg. Native speaker / intern programs

· Higher profile in the community – starting at the top – Governement recognition

· PD for the “bosses” and community.



K.V.I: Key Values Involved

Integrating Thinking Skills into a Language Program

	Negative Values: Things we want to avoid.

· Avoid being absorbed by the Middle Years model (double sessions)

· Avoid being left out of decision making in terms of cross-curriculum topics

· Avoid having unqualified teachers taking language classes

· Avoid being considered under SOSE umbrella rather than a separate KLA

· Avoid being ignored.

· Misconeption of LOTE alue in the community / school / general public

· Boring the students – need to encourage the students to continue

· Untrained teachers

· Competition between languages – promote LOTE as a whole.

· Negativity of parents in the classroom

· LOTE teacher isolation – in contact time – budget – value

· Devaluing the importance of LOTE not only as interculturally significant but as an academic thinking KLA.

· Student and teacher negativity

· Sole reliance on integration placed on the LOTE teacher

· Negativity about own capacity to implement “Thinking Skills” as a teacher

· Negativity from other KLAs, teachers and parents

· Sole reliance of integration across KLAs placed on language teachers

· Being pidgeonholed into one type of thinking curriculum

· Misconceptions of LOTE in school community and community in general

· Avoid “non-trained” teachers teaching LOTE.



