Universities TELLP Meeting, MMU, 9-10 July 2008 

Present: Pura Ariza, Cathy Brady, Jo Clarke, Lucette Chrétien, Gee Macrory

Apologies: Richard Lait, José Luis Ortega, Tony Rae, Kathryn Relton, 

MEETING NOTES

REVIEW OF YEAR 
We should note that the first year of this project ran in fact only from November 2007, as notification of the success of the bid came only in October 2007. As a result, it was impossible to adhere to the dates in the original workplan. The following notes will clarify how this was addressed. In reviewing the year we assessed our progress against the categories in the workplan (A1 - ???)
A1 [insert aim]

Observations were carried out in all 6 schools (for details see appendix i – dates, observation schedule, notes) of teachers leading VC sessions with the children. It was agreed that the following issues arose:
Use of T.L : within this category, a number of sub-issues emerged:

· It needs to be clear which language (TL or L1) the teacher and the children are using; while on the one hand, the ability to code-switch is undoubtedly a key skill in bilingual communication, at this stage it is vital that sufficient opportunities are planned for all children and teachers to use the TL as well as their L1. 
· Equally, the opportunity to initiate as well as respond needs to be built into the planning.
· Related to the previous point, all children need the chance to ask and answer questions.

· There needs to be spontaneous and not just scripted communication.

· Children need to be taught communication strategies.
· The balance of accuracy vs communication particularly with regard to pronunciation. 
Impact on L1
· !t was noted that this experience had a positive impact on the children’s motivation to articulate their own language as clearly as possible

Relationship of VC experience with rest of curriculum

· Are the speaking and listening skills being transferred into more discrete language lessons and also across the curriculum?

Classroom organisation and management 
· Class size and number of children involved (how many children can communicate at once; what do others do?)

· Effective use of time

· Physical placement of equipment

· Impact of camera position on authenticity of communication event
· Are issues different a/c to country? (  e.g. effect of dominant pedagogy)                    

                                                       

[Q: other technologies] 
Training needs of CTs, issues arising from training needs: 

· linking CLIL  to VC (France) 

· how to integrate MFL into VC 
· identifying CLIL  continuum 

· linguistic progression 

A2 [insert aim]

Preparation of trainees 

France –HT involved in preparation (NB do this in all 3 countries next year)

 England - Jo Clarke carried out preparation with four MMU trainees 

A3 [insert aim] 
Children 

Key issues: motivation; 2 way language learning; nerves!

France – children were able to compare the English spoken by children in England and the English spoken by the Spanish children in Granada

Culture, intercultural understanding, pen-friends, creating interpersonal   relationships, real children – pleasure “de vrais gens”

Appreciation of own language  

A4 To do 

A5 issue:
Training programme for class teachers (CTs) needs development, especially in England. We need to prioritise this for next year, need to articulate specific requirements of trainees from each country 

A6 
England: yes

France yes 

A7 
Yes – but this needs strengthening – we need to ensure that schools realise that trainees are there to help.
A8 
report – to do 
A9 /10/11            
Observation by host tutors
England 
2 Spanish trainees in Eng: waiting for data from schools

2 French trainees in Eng: meeting data collected (problems re timing, hols) 

France 
2 English trainees: Michelle was observed by Adeline; Andy observed by Anthony

Spain     ????
Observation by visiting tutors 

England 
(Jan) Sp trainees – did JL obs – check !?

 Fr trainees - Carole/Elise – need to clarify this? same reason as probs with host tutors    - did Lucette observe?
Spain 
English  trainees (Rachael & Victoria) –observed by Pura in Spain 

France 

Michelle – observed teaching CLIL by Gee

Andy – observed by Gee but not with technology. 

A12   report} JL,L,G 

A13 
Trainees 

Observe & Assess x curric         Andy – Lorraine

                                                    Michelle – Cathy (Preparation for VC)

                                                    Victoria – Gee (VC)
                                                     Rachael - Pura

                                                     4 recorded interviews

Home tutors (England) 

France

Carole and Elise not on placement but observed and  participated in project – 2 interviews (+ other, additional trainees + dissemination to PE 2) 

Sp ask JL? 

Class teachers (CTs)
Observe & assess CTs + carry out interviews:                                           

England – yes, observation of CTs was carried out but interviews still need to be done                                                                         

France – yes, both observations and interviews have been done                  

Spain - check                                                                            

Children’s progress
Our perceptions
Teacher perceptions 

Children’s perception
 (CEF A1)

Data from tutors (our perceptions so far) – importance of the following: 

· communication skills 

· confidence 

· motivation 

· listening skills 

· concentration 

· pronunciation 

· willing engagement in conversation 

· increased risk taking 

· repair strategies 

· cultural awareness 

· use of L1 

· understanding what a language is for 

· grammar/vocabulary 

· common projects (eg games) with other children 

· ability to develop friendships 

· social skills 

 

to do in England: interview teachers (Schedule to include perceptions of children’s progress + any feedback from children themselves) 

· Tony, Richard 

· Kathryn, Claire 

· Michelle, Caroline, Oliver, Mauren, Laura 

 

A14 report 

A15 meeting 

Emergent new pedagogy                   DRAFT
Characteristics (of effective pedadogy)

· real time + authentic 

· regular + frequent learner = learner communication 

· content-led, rather than language led 

· purposeful communication 

· autonomous learning  (not teacher led) 

· autonomous communication 

· communication strategies (eg repair) 

· pronunciation – aim of being understood 

· parallels between teacher/learner (teacher as learner and learner as teacher)
· metacognitive and metalingusitic awareness & understanding 

· teachers check comprehension of content 

· CLIL – Teacher language is reduced, therefore more responsibility devolved to the children 

· Children as teachers - cooperative language learning 

· Teachers working cross-culturally & linguistically/teacher exchange working co-operatively
· Teacher not as expert 

· Clear articulation of: use of L1/L2, initiating/responding 

 

Next Year 

CLIL – NB Lucette’s project
Learning Platform – children/teachers/trainees.

Could we organise focus groups of children at 3 points throughout the year? 

Trainees need to use CLIL on return from placement abroad 

A17 New pedagogy at work 

French and Spanish trainees in England need to observe video-conferencing  in King’s Rd & Seymour Park  in October
Lucette to offer opportunities to PE 2 early in September, looking at both video-conferencing and CLIL; ML (Michel Lambert?) will also be presenting their CLIL research project to their trainees.
Gee will be presenting this to a CILT conference at Loughborough University. She will give the same presentation to the English trainees

We need to launch the project & involve trainees in this 

 We need to highlight all aims of TELLP project – not just video-conferencing. Could trainees do ICT assignment/task on Learning Platform? 

Trainees at university in September in all 3 countries- importance of preparation of trainees, prior to school visit, preparation to include VC, LP & other technology, CLIL, notion of European teacher, CRF 

Post 22 Nov (LP training)

· Provide additional training for trainees before placement –we need to remember that the Spanish trainees Manchester placement is soon after this date (Jan 09) 

Further planning for + 08/09 

We need to ensure that 07/08 objectives from workplan continue to be met especially: 

A9, 10, 11 & 13 = trainees on placement

Revisit these to do better

+

Focus group of children in each school - Sept/Jan/Jun

Immediate action needed 

· interviews with class teachers & headteachers in King’s Rd & Seymour Park; organise same from JL 

· get J.L to complete notes from today 

· see A15/16 re outcome of today’s meeting 

· discuss school visits to see VC as soon as possible with HTs 

· visit to schools to explain ITE element of project 

· plan Sept input to trainees – liaise with ICT staff 

· plan launch – September? – 3 countries (agree date) & events through year 

· set up website 

· plan Sept input to university staff so that all colleagues are fully informed 
 

Outcomes 

1). Understandings

2). Pedagogy – publish

3) Events: local seminars/international conference 

Issues from Brussels minutes 

· independent evaluator } internal/external 

· check date in grant agreement 

· check rules on website re grant agreement 
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