Minutes from IMPAC

Northern California Meeting

January 29, 2005

Lead Faculty:

Robert Blake, UC, Davis

Articulation Officer:
Cindy Parish, San Bernardino Valley College

Faculty Attendees:
Tom Blair, City College of San Francisco

Manuel Camacho, San Joaquin Delta College


Ana Maria De Barling, West Valley College


Kathryn Freschi, Marin, College of



Alma Garcia-Grubbs, American River College

Esther Guerrero, Merritt College


Bette Hirsch, Cabrillo College



Frederick Hodgson, Chabot College



Adam Karp, American River College


Caroline Kreide, Merced College



John B. Llorens, American River College


Kathy Moore, CSU Sacramento



Leo Paz, City College of San Francisco 

Susan Petit, College of San Mateo

Jorge Porras, Sonoma State University


Cristina Sabin, Sierra College



Irene Sadler, Sierra College



Mary Shea, Napa Valley College


Maria Villagomez, Napa Valley College


Maria Zielina, CSU Monterey Bay

1. It was decided that instead of participating in the normal statewide IMPAC meeting at a hotel near LAX on April 30th, the FL group would carry out their state-wide meeting in conjunction with the CLTA conference at the Double Tree Hotel in Ontario, Friday April 15th. Lunch will be provided by IMPAC.  Please make plans to attend the April 15th meeting in Ontario!

2. Participants reviewed generic CAN descriptors for courses 2, 4, 8, 10 and agreed upon the following versions with the hope that they will be vetted and approved at the next IMPAC meeting in Ontario, April 15th (see #1).   Specific performance outcomes must be adapted according to the categories of linguistic difficulty as stipulated by the Interagency Linguistic Roundtable (ILR) and ACTFL: 

ILR Categories for languages I, II, III, and IV:  It is understood that languages differ with respect to the amount of time needed to reach the ILR and ACTFL proficiency benchmarks.  Languages can be grouped according to the following ILR scale of contact hours needed to accomplish advanced proficiency (i.e. the superior level in ACTFL terms):

Category I (750 hours):  Spanish, French, Italian, Portuguese, Swahili

Category (1320) II:  German

Category III (1500):  Farsi, Hindi, Russian, Tagalog,Vietnamese 

Category IV (2760): Arabic, Chinese, Japanese, Korean

N.B.  With respect to the following descriptors, the participants at the meeting stressed that “arts” can also refer to literature.  It is also assumed that connection between language learning and culture is always intertwined; modern practice dictates that language should always be taught in a cultural context.  Furthermore, our faculty should be advised that these generic descriptors serve many purposes:  (1) to inform students as to content, (2) to provide a basis for establishing equivalencies among the three systems (UC, CSU, CCC), and (3) to reassure our colleagues in other disciplines that we are teaching language, culture and critical thinking in our lower-division courses.

Suggested generic CAN 2 “Elementary X”:  
The focus of this course is to teach culture and facilitate language acquisition through listening, speaking, reading and writing.  Language learners will communicate primarily with formulaic speech to perform basic communicative tasks (e.g. listing, enumerating, identifying, expressing minimal courtesies, agreement, and disagreement, especially in the present) and to begin to create/respond in the language in culturally appropriate ways.  While culture includes how to interact with native speakers, the course also encompasses an introduction to history, geography, politics and the arts.  Students will develop the ability to think critically by analyzing linguistic structures and reflecting on and evaluating cross-cultural differences.  Prerequisite:  None.  ACTFL Competency Goal:  Will vary according to language category (see appendix) in Listening, Speaking, Reading, and Writing.  Credit:  5 units

Suggested generic CAN 4 “Elementary X”:  

The focus of this course is to continue to teach culture and facilitate language acquisition through listening, speaking, reading and writing. Students will communicate in culturally appropriate ways using more complex speech structures--mostly at the sentence level with strings of juxtaposed ideas--including the ability to understand simple statements and questions and to participate in informal conversation by asking and answering questions.  Students can supply personal information and simple descriptions both orally and in writing and fulfill routine needs.  Students can be expected to produce short messages, notes, letters, and descriptions of self, family, and academic, work, and social experiences.  Writing may reflect oral language.  While culture includes how to interact with native speakers, the course also will continue to address issues in history, geography, politics and the arts.  Students will continue to think critically by analyzing linguistic structures and reflecting on and evaluating cross-cultural differences.  Prerequisite:  CAN 2.  ACTFL Competency Goal: Will vary according to language category (see appendix) in Listening, Speaking, Reading, and Writing.  Credit:  5 units

Suggested generic CAN 8 “Intermediate X”:  

The focus of this course is to continue to teach culture and facilitate language acquisition through listening, speaking, reading and writing.  Reading and writing are increasingly stressed, emphasizing culturally authentic texts.  Content is expanded so that students can express more spontaneously opinions on familiar topics.  Students will use increasing complex strategies and techniques to engage in casual conversations, make plans, and express ideas.  Accuracy is high for frequently-used structures and vocabulary, but more complex discourse is still quite halting and requires a sympathetic listener or reader.  There is a markedly increased awareness of cultural norms and values.  Students will continue to develop the ability to think critically, analyze linguistic structures, and reflect on and evaluate cross-cultural differences.  Prerequisite:  CAN 4.  ACTFL Competency Goal: Will vary according to language category (see appendix) in Listening, Speaking, Reading, and Writing.  Credit:  5 units

Suggested generic CAN 10 “Intermediate X”:  

The focus of this course is to continue to teach culture and facilitate language acquisition through listening, speaking, reading and writing.  This course emphasizes culturally authentic texts and strives to have students develop cohesive written narratives and expository prose.  Competency reflects the emerging ability to deal with complicated situations and to attempt to discuss topics beyond immediate and personal needs such as current events, politics, business, cultural and moral issues, history and customs.  Developing accuracy focuses on sustained control of culturally appropriate language that relies on narrations and descriptions in the present and past, as well as anticipated or hypothetical events. Students will continue to develop the ability to think critically, analyze linguistic structures, and reflect on and evaluate cross-cultural differences.  Prerequisite:  CAN 8.  ACTFL Competency Goal: Will vary according to language category (see appendix) in Listening, Speaking, Reading, and Writing.  Credit:  5 units

3. Previous recommendation for the discipline were reviewed and discussed, again, and the following additional comments were made:

· Greater attention should be directed to using technology in order to provide access to LCTLs and more advanced language courses (5 & 6) in general among the three systems.

· Attention should be focused on the issue of how should native-speakers courses be equated?  At which level:  as courses 2/3, 4/5, 5/6?

· Attention needs to be directed to create heritage placement exams for Spanish, Chinese, and other languages. 

· CAN descriptors need to be written for courses 5 and 6.
· High-school language equivalencies continue to be a source of lively discussion.  The IMPAC project, once again, has agreed on a rule-of-thumb: One high school year of language study = one college/university term (quarter or semester) of language study.  Nevertheless, the assessment procedures should confirm the accuracy of this general placement rule.   

· More information needs to be disseminated to the FL faculty about the Dual Admission program at the CSU. .  (Dual Admission was discontinued at UC.)
· A letter of advice for FL majors needs to be drafted and submitted to IMPAC for approval at the next meeting in Ontario (see above).
