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ESL Goals and Meeting Agenda 

Jan Frodesen explained the goals for the ESL cluster in IMPAC, summarized the previous meeting discussion in Newport Beach and introduced the agenda. The agenda was organized based on responses to a call via e-mail for discussion topics prior to the meeting. Three topics identified for information gathering and discussion were: 1) How is coordination of the ESL Program established and funded on each campus? 2) What is the class size for ESL courses? 3) Which CC campuses have a course one-level below English 1A? Is this course a pre-requisite to English 1A? Does the course meet the composition requirement? Is the course offered for credit? In addition, attendees were asked to identify the core issues related to ESL at their respective campuses for future discussion and recommendations.

Transferable ESL Courses

Jeanie Nishime, Articulation Officer for the IMPAC ESL faculty, distributed charts providing information on north and central community college ESL courses that are transferable to CSUs and UCs and responded to questions regarding these courses. Since ESL is not a major for community college students, at issue here is what courses are allowed for transfer as elective credits rather than fulfilling major requirements.

ESL Program Coordination, Class Size and Pre-English 1A ESL Courses

The chart at the end of these meeting notes provides a summary of the three questions that had been raised for discussion. Responses to these questions were considered important for identifying barriers to student academic language preparation and successful transfer that may exist because of the following conditions: 1) a lack of effective program coordination (or lack of any coordination); 2) classes that are too large to deal adequately with individual students’ needs in developing reading, writing, speaking and listening skills; 3) lack of ESL courses one level below the English 1A course for students who need second language support.
The responses from faculty indicate much variation in ESL program coordination and funding for it, ranging from a Department Chair with significant reassigned time (City College of San Francisco) to no funding for coordination.  Class size ranges from 45 students (in Reading/grammar at Las Positas College) to 14 students in UC Berkeley’s College Writing course for multilingual writers, with 30 being the most common class size. In general, enrollments were most impacted at the lower levels of ESL. Attendees also noted that ESL classes were often overenrolled. Offerings of ESL courses below the 1A level also varied widely at the community colleges, with several stopping three levels below the English 1A level and others (such as Sierra College, Sacramento City College) that have courses equivalent to English 1 A and/or that articulate into English 1A. The group agreed that information on these issues should be solicited at future IMPAC meetings.

In addition, attendees identified the following issues for further discussion.

Core Issues

Assessment and placement of ESL/multilingual students

· Students’ attitudes toward ESL courses, resulting in them avoiding ESL assessment exams or enrolling in ESL courses

· Problems with some English instructors needing to meet class loads accepting unprepared ESL students 

· Attitudes towards ESL by counselors; advisement from counselors to take English placement  (stigma of ESL)

Specific populations of multilingual students

· Problem with population differences at different locations and how to address  (e.g. immigrants vs. generation 1.5)

· International students –sometimes under-prepared; no contracts to finish preparation before pursuing regular studies; need better student services

· Some institutions closing doors to international students

Articulation between CC ESL and English departments

· Lack of support from English department for higher level ESL courses

· English departments’ challenges in meeting needs of generation 1.5 students; work with ESL on joint issues

· Students dropped for illegal repeats of ESL courses at 1A level who then take 1A

· Writing courses that have no in-class writing; concerns regarding awareness of English faculty of plagiarism or unauthorized help on out-of-class papers

Transferable ESL courses

· Rejection of transferable ESL courses by CC Chancellor’s  Office

· Progress with ESL Model Course Outline for degree applicability

· Repeatability of non-transfer level courses

Faculty/Hiring /Program coordination

· Need for more full-time instructors

· Need for more release time for program coordination

· PT English/ESL faculty lacking a voice in campus discussions and decisions

 CC ESL transfer students at CSUs and UCs

· Under-preparation of CC transfers who have taken 1A; failure to pass the GWAR; those who bypass ESL route are usually less successful

· ESL students unable to get out of ESL sequence at UC pass 1A at CCs when disenrolled

· Transfer students’ negative perception of ESL; won’t enroll in courses even when in need of academic language assistance for upper division work

_______________________________

Interdisciplinary Meeting with English (facilitated by Jan Frodesen)

(Meeting notes courtesy of English group)

Participants raised the following questions:

1. What challenges occur in identifying and working with non-native English speakers?

The discussion focused on two categories of perceived problems: 

a) complications resulting when non-native speakers are placed into classes not taught by ESL-trained faculty and 

b) special needs of “1.5” students (those born in the U.S. but whose linguistic development in highly influenced by non-English patterns)

2. Given that composition training as it now exists may not be applicable to the world as it currently exists, what good models and best practices are used to teach ESL and English?  Participants suggested these currently used effective practices:

a) At American River college, ESL courses followed by studies in business communications

b) At CSU Sacramento: learning skills taught by TESOL staff 

c) At Sacramento City College: course sections specifically developed for “1.5” students; placement into these sections is overseen by faculty trained in using multiple measures at Sacramento City College

d) At UCLA: students’ choosing or self-placing into “1.5” sections after receiving an assessment of “E.”

The combined English-ESL group made the following recommendation:

Remove the stigma associated with these ESL courses; specifically:

1 Propose course names that parallel course names designed for native speakers, and 

2 Re-designate course names  from “ESL” to “multi-lingual.” 

Institutions represented at ESL/English meeting:

· American River College
· City College of San Francisco
· Cosumnes River College
· Las Positas College
· Merced College
· Ohlone College
· Sacramento City College
· Sierra College
· Yuba College
· CSU, Sacramento
· CSU, Stanislaus
· UC, Berkeley

· UC, Davis

Summary of ESL IMPAC Sacramento discussion of questions regarding:  1) ESL Program coordination; 2) class size; 3) status of ESL courses below English 1A

	Campus/

Faculty Representative
	ESL  Program Coordination
	Class Size

(R=reading; W=writing; S=speaking; L=listening;

G=grammar)
	Course one-level below Eng 1A?

Pre-Requisite to 1A? Meeting composition requirement?

Credit/noncredit?

	CC campuses
	
	
	

	American River College

John Gamber


	Dept chair with reassigned time (large enough dept to get this)
	30; R/G/S/L often take more to keep line at 30
	Used to have course to meet comp req for AA, but Business Dept came up with class that took over that function; discontinued; have transferable 1A equivalent course

	Consumnes River

Marlo McClung-Mackinnon


	Dept chair with stipend
	Historically 28; this year moved to 35 due to productivity; attempting to restore 28 for W
	ESL courses stop two levels below and move into English/Reading one level below

	Folsom Lake College

Bernadette Anayah


	One full-time ESL person; seven PT
	35
	ESL courses stop two levels below

	Las Positas College

Sarah Nielsen


	Coordinator with 3-unit reassigned time
	S/W at 28; R/G at 45
	Yes; applies to AA, but only partially meets comp req

	Merced College

Beverly DiSalvo


	Under Developmental Ed dept with own director; only one FT credit and one PT credit
	30 (but really dependent on classroom size)
	ESL courses stop three levels below and move into English

	Ohlone College

Mark Lieu


	One “chair” for both English/ESL depts. with 20% reassignment to handle scheduling and observations of PT only
	30
	ESL courses stop three levels below and move into English

	Sacramento City College

Richard Cervin


	Current chair has stipend (not big enough for reassignment)
	27; lower levels more impacted, so more
	Classes at the 1A level accepted only for CSU; have course one level below that meets comp req (parallel course in English)

	City College of San Francisco

Sharon Seymour


	Department chair with 14.5 units/semester of reassignment (very large program) with six coordinators
	31 for W; 25 for others (there is a differential for W)
	Course three levels below 1A that meets comp req; feeds into English

	Sierra College

Kaye Foster

Robin Persiani

Susan Trant


	Coordinator; program redesigned in 1998; 11 units/semester reassigned (program and lab)
	25; low levels very impacted, upper levels not
	3 levels of transfer credit; top level equiv to 1A; meets half of comp req (need two comp classes); have courses that articulate into 1A

	Yuba College

Robert Wachman


	Lost funding for coordinator; now there are facilitators who do not receive funding or release time
	25-30
	Two levels below 1A; no degree-applicable courses, but three transferable; parallel comp courses with English comp

	CSU Campuses
	
	
	

	CSU Sacramento

Robby Ching


	
	Developmental 17

1A: 18
	

	CSU Sonoma

Cherry Campbell


	ESL under Linguistics Dept; does not collaborate with English on curriculum
	15 - generally all international students
	

	UC Campuses
	
	
	

	UC Berkeley

Margi Wald


	College Writing Program – no ESL program
	14
	Nothing below 1A; GW1 (elective in grammar/voc) is packed, but will probably be cut

	UC Davis

John Samsel


	Director of ESL

Coordinators for both undergraduate and graduate programs
	18
	Incoming freshman are first priority; hard to identify transfer ESL students with needs

	
	
	
	


Submitted by Jan Frodesen










