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Foreword

Welcome to the volume of proceedings from the National Symposium on Japanese
Language Education (NSJLE) 2012. This event was the first in almost four decades to
bring together Japanese language educators from across all sectors and levels around
the nation. Australia has the fourth-largest number of Japanese learners in the world,
and more than 95% of those learners are at the primary and secondary levels. NSJLE
provides the unique opportunity to bring together the diverse groups of the Japanese
language education community in Australia to share information and expertise.

The 2012 symposium was a great success. This volume is a record of the depth and
breadth of knowledge in the field of Japanese language education in Australian schools.
It allows those who were not able to attend the chance to engage with ideas and opinions
from the symposium. These papers offer a glimpse into innovative ways in which
Australian teachers of Japanese are leading the field and helping to create the future of
international Japanese language education.

I would like to thank the following people for their tireless work in making these
proceedings possible: Professor Chihiro Kinoshita Thomson, for her work guiding
the editorial panel through the selection and editing process; Robyn Spence-Brown,
Anne de Kretser, Cathy Jonak and Hyogyung Kim for taking part in the selection and
editing process; and Yutaka Nakajima, Matthew Todd and Elicia O’Reilly for editorial
assistance and administration. Finally, thank you to the contributors to this volume,
without whom none of this would be possible.

The papers in this volume are but a small selection of the strong voices heard on the day.
I hope you enjoy them.

Nao Endo

Director

The Japan Foundation, Sydney
July 2014
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Introduction

Anne de Krester, Melbourne Centre for Japanese Language Education

The inaugural National Symposium on Japanese Language Education (NSJLE) was held
1-2 November 2012. It was a wonderful event, celebrating the commitment, expertise,
innovation, dedication and generosity of educators and stakeholders in Japanese
language education. It was the culmination of a great deal of hard work from a wide
range of people and organisations. It was exciting, it was successful and it led to greater
national cooperation and collaboration.

In 2009, the Melbourne Centre for Japanese Language Education (MCJLE) was
commissioned to write a report titled The current state of Japanese language education
in Australian schools. The report, written by myself and Robyn Spence-Brown and
published in 2010, made six recommendations to the Federal Government. One was the
establishment of a national council for Japanese language education to create a national
focus on the teaching and learning of Japanese, and give educators, researchers and
stakeholders opportunities to share innovations, best practice, research findings, discuss
issues, and advocate for Japanese language education. Japanese is the most widely taught
foreign language in Australia—and has the highest student participation numbers—
but at the time of the report there was no national body of Japanese educators, nor a
national voice advocating for Japanese language education in Australia; indeed, this was
the first national conference on Japanese language education to be held in decades.

Believing in the importance and necessity of establishing a national body advocating for
the teaching and learning of Japanese, the MCJLE and The Japan Foundation, Sydney
committed to ensuring the recommendation made to the Federal Government in the
report was brought to fruition. MCJLE has had a cooperative and collegiate working
relationship with The Japan Foundation, Sydney, which equally determined that a
national focus was needed, and so the two organisations began discussions to consider
working together to plan and execute NSJLE. Having no experience in organising an
event of this scale, the MCJLE was uncertain of what the experience would entail.
Organising a gathering of Japanese language educators on a national scale was a
huge task and somewhat of a risk. Planning the symposium together with The Japan
Foundation, Sydney allowed the two organisations to pool ideas, skills and contacts.

Long before the report was written, there had been many discussions with The Japan
Foundation, Sydney about the numerous innovative programs and excellent teaching in
existence all over Australia. In addition, we were aware that many Japanese Language
Teachers’ Associations (JLTAs) around the country were working extremely hard and
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effectively to provide professional learning, support and encouragement to teachers
in their states or territories. However, we also noticed that there was duplication of
information dissemination, professional learning and processes for organisation—
and yet, not enough sharing of best practice or successful teaching programs, ideas,
strategies or research outcomes that could and should be shared nationally to broaden
and strengthen the knowledge base and streamline workloads. The aims of the
symposium were to showcase the strengths of Japanese language education, to discuss
issues facing Japanese language education (such as falling student participation rates),
and to look at what could be done to ensure future growth in numbers and quality of
Japanese language education programs in all sectors.

The Japanese teaching community and related stakeholders are famously generous for
their willingness to support anything that will promote Japanese language education.
All organisations involved were tremendously helpful in promoting the symposium,
widely advertising details to ensure that as many people as possible were aware of the
event. The Japan Foundation, Sydney and MCJLE were able to use their resources to
ensure comprehensive promotion. Hoping that a long lead time for the symposium
would result in greater attendance, we decided on early November for the symposium.
We were determined to hold it in 2012, a year that did not clash with the Australian
Federation of Modern Language Teachers’ Associations (AFMLTA) conference. After
initial planning discussions, our focus quickly turned to matters of logistics: venues,
number of participants and budgeting. Having never undertaken such a venture, it was
difficult to know how many participants we should expect, so we optimistically booked
a venue for 110 people.

With the generous cooperation of state and territory stakeholders from all sectors
and levels of education, as well as publishers, booksellers, JLTAs and the AFMLTA,
interest, support and enthusiasm from the Japanese language education community was
overwhelming and the symposium created a more-than-expected amount of interest
from a wide range of people, as evident by the numerous emails that came from all over
the country and from overseas as word of the symposium spread.

Once registration opened, attendee numbers grew steadily. I was relieved when the
number climbed to 50, and excited when it rose again to 80. Then, over one weekend,
six weeks before the conference, the number jumped to more than 150, far exceeding
the venue capacity. All of a sudden, we had to quickly secure a bigger venue. November
is a busy time for conferences in Melbourne, but fortunately, a bigger, suitable venue was
found and, with our panic allayed, we had somewhere to accommodate as many people
as were willing to come.
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When registrations closed we had 320 delegates, far beyond our expectations. This
included Japanese language educators from every level (primary, secondary and tertiary),
stakeholders from every state and territory of Australia, as well as delegates from Japan,
the USA and New Zealand. Not surprisingly, participants from Victoria made up just
under half the registrations, with New South Wales, Queensland, Western Australia and
South Australia also strongly represented. Secondary teachers made up almost half of the
total delegates, with stakeholders and academics also significantly represented.

Wanting a positive tone for the symposium—and confident that there was much
optimism about the future of Japanese language education despite recent participation
decline—the title of the symposium was set as Creating the Future, and four areas
for the focus of presentations were chosen: advocacy in and out of the classroom;
innovative structures for changing learning and increasing opportunities; information
communication technology; and teacher education and development.

The submissions provided us with an interesting varied, and comprehensive program.
In all, we had 42 presentations—the majority were individual, but many were panel
presentations. Poster presentations also provided another opportunity for sharing.
Wanting the symposium to focus on Japanese language education locally, but also to
look internationally for trends and inspiration, two local and two international key
note speakers headed the program, all challenging and encouraging educators in
their thinking and approaches, providing direction, raising questions and challenging
attitudes and approaches.

After a stimulating first day, the symposium dinner was held in Queens’ Hall of the State
Library of Victoria, a beautiful room reflecting the past of Melbourne and a fitting venue
as a symbol of history and learning. The dinner was attended by 110 delegates and invited
guests including dinner guest speaker Wing Commander Sonja Halloran, who gave a
fascinating speech about her Japanese language learning journey and how that experience
and expertise kept weaving its way through her professional career, through language
studies with the Royal Australian Air Force (RAAF) in Australia, studying at the Air
Self Defence Force Command and Staff College in Tokyo and working at the Embassy
in Tokyo, culminating in her involvement in Australia’s RAAF relief mission to Japan
after the March 2011 tsunami. Her message was simple but resonated with everyone.
Having Japanese as a second language is a skill which can continue to provide and weave
opportunity through one’s life; we never know how or when, but it will always be welcome
and often exciting. The dinner was a wonderful opportunity for delegates to relax, celebrate
the teaching and learning of Japanese, and to network and enjoy time together.
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The success of the symposium exceeded our hopes and expectations in terms of numbers
and enthusiasm. By the end of the first day, many delegates were asking if there would
be another symposium. The number and range of attendees was a welcome surprise,
highlighting the strength of Japanese language education in Australia, and how far and
wide its influence has spread throughout the country, as well as internationally.

As the symposium was held in the final stage of National Asian Languages and Studies
in Schools Program (NALSSP) funding, many teachers benefited from financial
support from their sector body. The Japan Foundation, Sydney also provided numerous
substantial travel grants to many interstate teachers, which contributed to the large
participation numbers and the wide range of teachers able to attend, particularly
from the furthest states and territories. The Japanese Language Teachers’ Association
of Victoria (JLTAV) was also very generous in providing funding to its members to
assist with the costs of attending the symposium, and the MCJLE supported teachers
as well. When conducting the research for our report to the government, one of the
overwhelmingly positive messages that came through was how cohesive the Japanese
teaching community was and how supportive, encouraging and sharing they were. This
was evident in the organisation, promotion and execution of the symposium where at
each stage, everyone involved—whether directly or indirectly—was more than happy to
help in any way possible. It is testament to our community and no doubt a key factor in
why the symposium was such a success.

One of the wonderful outcomes of the symposium was that there has been subsequent
sharingofknowledgeandresourcesbetweenstatesandterritories, schoolsandindividuals.
Despite the challenges facing all Japanese language educators at this time when
enrolment rates are decreasing slightly, the atmosphere at the symposium was one
of excitement, enthusiasm and enjoyment. Teachers welcomed and revelled in the
opportunity to network, share and learn from one another and hear about research that
could impact their teaching approach or methodology. This was a hope that has been
transformed into a real outcome. Such a large gathering of people passionate about their
work created wonderfully positive atmosphere and a definite buzz. NSJLE 2012 was the
first step to developing a national body for Japanese language educators and developing
a national profile. With more work to be done to achieve this, there is confidence and
commitment that this will happen.

The symposium was a huge learning curve for all involved. However it was an extremely
rewarding experience and the outcome so positive that the inaugural NSJLE will be followed
by a second in July 2014, and hopefully many more after that.
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Editor’s Introduction

Chihiro Kinoshita Thomson, UNSW, Australia

The proceedings of the National Symposium on Japanese Language Education provide a
snapshot that records a significant period of the history of Japanese language education
in Australia from local, national and global perspectives. NSJLE was held a week after
then-Prime Minister Julia Gillard’s launch of the Australia in the Asian Century white
paper, and the timing made us even more aware of the importance for all Japanese
language educators to have the chance to hear a plurality of perspectives in an era when
the global agenda pushes change on the national agenda, which in turns becomes policy
that has the potential to have an large influence on local programs.

The symposium theme, Creating the Future, is a reflection of the history and the current
state of Japanese language education in Australia. Blessed with a number of talented and
highly professional Japanese language educators at all levels; fortunate enough to have
the support of a variety of bodies, including the Australian Government and The Japan
Foundation; and backed by a stable and prosperous relationship between Australia
and Japan economically and strategically, as well as in people-to-people links, Japanese
language education in Australia has thrived to achieve world-class outcomes in both
education quality and the number of learners. This volume celebrates these successes by
sharing innovative practices by Australian teachers of Japanese.

However, the future we are to create is filled with uncertainties: changing governments
and their policies; the so-called “China threat” that accompanies the rise of Chinese
language programs to the detriment of other language programs; Japan’s never ending
economic down-turn; and the possibility, and in some cases reality, of Japanese language
program closures. One of the aims of the symposium was to start a dialogue among
stakeholders to create a national council of Japanese language education. For us to
actively participate in creating the future of Australian Japanese language education, and
to creatively turn uncertainties into allies, we need a venue for continuing discussion. It is
hoped that these proceedings will offer strategies for advocacy and ideas for discussions,
and pave the way for such a national body.

Just as the symposium was a successful integration of many layers of difference, this
volume embraces multiple perspectives. Contributors range from primary school
teachers and postgraduate students, to national opinion leaders and internationally
renowned academics. Issues raised encompass language policies, information and
communications technology, classroom instruction and advocacy. The collection also
contains papers in both English and Japanese.
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The volume is divided into three sections. The first, Cutting-Edge Language Education,
begins with a paper by Yasu-Hiko Tohsaku on advocacy. The paper is not only cutting-
edge on its own, but also a tool for staying at the cutting edge in providing concrete
strategies for advocacy of Japanese language education. Angela Scarino’s paper follows,
highlighting the cutting edge of Australia’s national agenda, and exploring the way
in which the Australian National Curriculum and its adaptation for languages will
potentially have a sizeable impact on what and how we teach Japanese in schools—and
consequently, in universities. Hiroko Kataoka then brings differentiated instruction
and assessment to the horizon, which, no doubt to many readers, a brand-new idea in
language teaching and learning. It challenges the currently prominent one-size-fits-all
approach to teaching and testing, and bring us to the forefront of classroom practices.

The Plenary Panel Discussion echoes the diverse and pressing issues in Australian
Japanese language education of 2012. The panel is mediated by Robyn Spence-Brown,
and includes comments from Matthew Absalom (President, Australian Federation
of Modern Language Teachers Associations), Anne de Kretser (Director, Melbourne
Centre for Japanese Language Education), Kathe Kirby (Executive Director, Asia
Education Foundation), Carolyn Stevens (President 2011-2013, Japanese Studies
Association of Australia), Chihiro Kinoshita Thomson (Australian representative for the
Japanese Global Network), Yasu-Hiko Tohsaku (then President, American Association
of Teachers of Japanese) and Kent Anderson (Pro-Vice Chancellor [International],
University of Adelaide). These comments are inevitably situated in each participant’s
own context, and a number of issues raised in the panel are relevant to the discussion
on the creation of a national council.

We then move on to share innovative practices. Two papers, by Wendy Venning and
Mariel Howard, are descriptions of energetic and inspiring practices at local primary
schools. Although the content of the papers is very different—one is on computer
technology and the other is on speech contests—the authors’ passion and love for the
Japanese language and the students in their programs is outstanding and inspiring. The
success of these primary school innovations is extremely encouraging, and worthwhile
communicating to many. The paper by Sarah Pasfield-Neofitou, Masae Uekusa and
Mari Morofushi considers the use of tablet PCs in the teaching of Japanese at tertiary
level. This is an important indication of how the incorporation of technology has
become a topic relevant to all levels of Japanese teaching. Aya Kondoh and Hyogyung
Kim then propose process-oriented and case-based approaches to the instruction of
business Japanese, a contribution that might save many business ventures in the future
by equipping learners with global communication skills. The papers in this section
provide a glimpse of best practices in Japanese language education.
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The Food for Thought section includes two very different papers. They highlight
groups that surround mainstream Japanese language education: heritage speakers
and postgraduate students. Although the number of heritage learners of Japanese and
postgraduate students in Japanese applied and educational linguistics is small, they
do and will continue to play major roles in the overall scheme of Japanese language
education in Australia.

This was our first attempt at publishing proceedings arising from a teachers’ symposium.
As the Chief Editor, I first thought that I would like to see more research oriented papers
in the proceedings; however, current research culture at Australian universities does not
necessarily encourage academics to contribute research papers to a publication such
as this one. In hindsight, it is good that we have been able to provide an outlet for
innovative and inspiring local practices.

I would like to express my gratitude to The Japan Foundation, Sydney, for editorial
assistance in the production of this volume. Thanks, too, to all the contributors, review
committee members, editorial and support team members, especially Yutaka Nakajima
and Matthew Todd.

In closing this introduction and looking forward to the next volume, I hope that this
publication becomes the front-line for cutting-edge practices of Japanese language
teaching and learning at all levels.
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Y.-H. Tohsaku

Japanese language education in the global age: new perspectives
and advocacy

Y.-H. Tohsaku, University of California, San Diego
Abstract

As globalisation reshapes our world and impacts on every aspect of our lives, education
is forced to undergo constant changes to effectively prepare our children to participate in
twenty-first century society as productive global citizens. Japanese language education
is no exception. Faced with globalisation, we as Japanese language educators need
to rethink our goals, contents and classroom practices. This paper will examine how
globalisation has impacted on educational policies and reforms, everyday classroom
teaching and professional development, and explore the new perspectives and values
of Japanese language education. It also has become more and more important for us to
advocate for Japanese language education as the vision of Japanese education has been
shifting in the twenty-first century. We will discuss how we can develop our advocacy
skills and what we can do to advocate Japanese language education to students, parents,
school administrators, communities, politicians and other stakeholders.



NSJLE Proceedings 2012

FEIEEIN RIS 31 2 HAGEBS: HiZe Bl P PR A —

RS, AV 7 V=T R VT4 T

FEIBAGIC & O AR S 40, A DR O A RN E % KIEL T3, Z DT,
HEF, T EEDOEGEBEA L LTI 2B INTE 3 X9 R A ICE R
T2HDERDRL Mz 2B L E BB INTOWS, AAREAE L ZOHIFTlds,
HAGEZ B RIRE D E BRI L FEEHN - WA - BETORBETE T 2408 H
%, ZO LTI B BOR - 0, 2 LCHE OBEIRE L MO RERE B 7 o LT, FE B
EBZNFTICED K ) 12 % RUF L 720 % 0T L HARGEEE OB - e i L B R R
B LIS D, 21 AN RICB W TUIHAGESRE O L0 L LT T a2, Fik
HAEAEBIRE DS HAGESE 2 #i4E (advocate) T3 2SI TIC AR ERIC A>T
1o oA AR EAERE DB ZDIDDT RRAS —DAFNZEDEILTHEIRT 5. %7
2R DRGSR SRS P ML 2% | BOASK , 2 DAMBIFRE 1A CHA GRS A 2 #E5E 3
B DIAIDITE BN OWTH T 5,



Y.-H. Tohsaku

Introduction

Japanese language education is at a crossroads in many countries. While the number
of Japanese language students has been increasing in such countries as China and
Indonesia, there are many countries that have been experiencing a drop in Japanese
language enrolment. In a constantly and rapidly changing globalised world, Japan has
been losing the economic power it had boasted since 1980s. From the 1980s to the early
1990s, Japanese language classrooms were crowded with students who were interested
in doing business with Japan or gaining employment in Japanese companies. After this
economic downturn, Japanese language classrooms have been filled with generations of
students who are fond of Japanese pop culture. However, due to the falling status of Japan
in the globalised economy, interest in Japanese language learning has evidently been
waning in many countries. In the United States where the author is teaching Japanese,
people’s focus on Asia has clearly shifted from Japan to China. More and more schools
have started teaching Chinese, whilst other language courses including Japanese, are
scaled back or cut.

Faced with this situation, we as Japanese language teachers must intensify our effort to
advocate Japanese language education in order to attract more students to our classroom
and maintain our program. In this paper, I will discuss how we should advocate Japanese
language education. I will discuss three important factors of advocacy: Vision, Value and
Visibility. Then, I will discuss six elements for raising our visibility: Communication,
Culture, Connections, Collaboration, Credibility and Community.

Three Vs for advocacy: Vision, Value, and Visibility

First things first: Vision

The first keyword for successful advocacy is Vision. Education without vision is
powerless. Likewise, advocacy without vision is powerless.

We face problems including program cuts, cuts of small advanced level classes, lack of
good curriculum materials, and lack of professional development opportunities. Those
issues are important. However, when we talk about advocacy, the first thing we should
do is have a strong vision of Japanese language education.

We are teaching Japanese within each country’s education system, and Japanese language
education constitutes an important part of that system. The main goal of education is
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to help young people develop into productive, intelligent adults. Education means the
total development of children. Our main goal must be to help the human development
of children through Japanese language education. We should help students grow to be
intelligent, knowledgeable, smart citizens who can lead a rich, fruitful, productive life.
In other words, we should be educators before Japanese language teachers.

Once the vision of Japanese language education is set, it should be shared among all
those who are involved in the profession and everyone should do their best job to make
this vision a reality. A strong vision will unite Japanese language teachers and become
a foundation for advocacy and will also help us think about how we should solve issues
of program cuts and lack of funding. I strongly believe that education without vision is
useless.

More than grammar and vocabulary: Value

One of the important goals of foreign language teaching is, of course, to impart
knowledge of grammar and vocabulary as well as functional skills and abilities to use
the language in the real world. Nowadays, however, this goal may not be sufficient. We
have to add more value to foreign language teaching.

The twentieth century society saw change, but the change was rather slow, consistent and
predictable. As long as we made an effort, success was guaranteed in our life. Compared
with the twentieth century, changes in the twenty-first century are much faster and
more complicated. Due to this, the twenty-first century world is diverse, fluid, chaotic,
uncertain and unpredictable.

Information created by and available to the general public in the last century was rather
limited. Those who had specialised knowledge were respected and held power. The main
goal of education was to provide students with knowledge. Thus, the memorisation
of information was encouraged. On the other hand, in this century, an abundant
amount of information is produced every second, especially through the internet. In
this information-rich, information-driven age, the general public can have easy access
to information anytime, and having specialised knowledge is no longer considered
special. Rather, it is considered more important to have the ability to search for and
access information, organise and synthesise available information, and make decisions
on issues and solve complicated problems.
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Surviving in this complicated, globalised twenty-first century world requires a different
set of knowledge, abilities and skills from the twentieth century. The main goal of
educational activities now is considered to help children develop the knowledge,
abilities and skills that they need to survive the twenty-first century. They are called key
competencies (OECD 2003) or the 21* century skills (Partnership for the 21* Century
Skills 2006).

Examples of these include:

» Knowledge on current, complex social issues

Critical thinking and problem-solving skills

« Creativity, innovativeness, curiosity and imagination

+ Problem-solving and decision-making skills

« [Initiative and entrepreneurialism

« Flexibility and agility

« Collaborative and leading skills

« Various literacies (information, technology, media, cultural, etc.)

e Cross-cultural communication skills (NNELL 2011)

We as Japanese language educators must design and implement our instruction so as
to impart required knowledge, abilities and skills to our students through the teaching
of the Japanese language. This way, Japanese language education will become more
valuable as a school subject and worthwhile advocating.

In order to have our students acquire these knowledge, abilities and skills in our Japanese
language classroom, we have to adopt a new teaching model. The prevalent teaching
model of today originated in the nineteenth century. It is called the “factory model”. In
this model, a teacher, standing in front of a large number of students, gives a lecture and
leads the classroom in mass practices. This model makes it possible to produce a mass of
students who have uniform and standardised knowledge and behaviour. This model of
education was created in response to the needs of the industrialised age that needed a large
number of factory workers who had the same knowledge and skill. However, the twenty-
first century requires a different education model to prepare students for living in our
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diverse, globalised, complicated world. This is the case with Japanese language education,
too. We should adopt such approaches as Project-Based Learning (Markham 2003; La
Mer and Mergendoller 2010), Problem-Solving Learning (Jonnasen 2010), Passion-Based
Learning (Newell 2003), the Thematic Approach (Dirkx and Prenger 1997), Inquiry-
Based Learning (Gonzalez 2013) and Content-Based Instruction (Valeo 2013).

The goal of Japanese language education in the global age should be more than the
acquisition of grammatical, phonological and lexical knowledge and functional
communicative skills. Rather, it should be the acquisition of social and networking
abilities; that is, abilities to engage in social activities, to connect with others to develop
new communities and societies, and improve quality of life by using the Japanese
language. These abilities can be best acquired through social networking activities in
the real world. This new approach to language teaching is called the “Social Networking
Approach” (see Kokusai Bunka Forum 2012; Tohsaku 2013). By bringing a variety
of social networking activities into our classroom, we can easily create learning
environments where our students effectively acquire and develop twenty-first century
skills in addition to language skills. On top of that, we can connect our language
classroom with communities outside our schools and thereby raise the visibility of our
education.

The use of these approaches in our Japanese language classroom produces students with
global fluency and minds who can survive the twenty-first century world. This is value
worth advocating.

Be everywhere: Visibility

One of the important goals of advocacy is to raise the visibility of Japanese language
education. To this end, we should consider the following 6 Cs (based on NNELLs
advocacy website):

o Communication o Collaboration
« Culture o Credibility

o Connections « Communities
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Communication

We should communicate what we are doing in our classroom to parents, other educators,
community and stakeholders whenever possible. We should talk about the short-term
and long-term benefits of Japanese language learning. It is important to tailor our
information depending on the audience. When we talk with parents, for instance, we
should emphasise the benefits of Japanese language learning for their children’s future
career. When we communicate with local politicians, we should focus on the impact of
Japanese language education on the local economy.

Whenever we have a chance, we should highlight and boast about our students’
achievement and success. For example, if your student wins first prize in a local or
national Japanese language speech contest, you should publicise it through not only
your school newspaper and classroom newsletter, but also in your local newspapers and
TV stations. Even a small publication is helpful to raise the visibility of your program.
It is important for the community and stakeholders to become aware that you and your
Japanese language classroom are too good to lose.

In the current information age where social networking services play an important
role for information exchange and dissemination, the effective use of social networking
services such as Twitter, Facebook, Google+ and YouTube is key to successful advocacy.

Culture

The uniqueness of Japanese culture can attract many people’s attention. Organise cultural
activities and events in which not only students but people in the community enjoy and
gain the knowledge of Japanese culture. As it is evident that many of our current students
are interested in Japanese manga, anime, video games, cosplay and J-Pop, Japanese pop
culture has the power to excite young people and draw them to the Japanese language
classroom. Also, Japanese pop culture is a good vehicle to keep them motivated for learning
Japanese and about Japan. Whenever possible, create opportunities where your students
can demonstrate their knowledge of Japanese culture to the community and stakeholders.

Japanese culture has been an influence on life in many regards: industrial design, art,
food, technology, fashion, and entertainment. Highlight these Japanese characteristics
and emphasise how Japanese language learning will make young people aware of them.
This kind of knowledge will make them more creative and imaginative. Such creative
minds will help them in their future career.
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Connections

Look for opportunities to connect with others and influence them on the benefits of
Japanese language education. For instance, if you are asked to give a talk about Japanese
manga, never say ‘no. Always say “yes” Whenever you have a chance to talk about
Japan, Japanese culture and Japanese education, make yourself available. Make yourself
indispensable. Always say “yes” (Rifkin and Haxhi 2012). This way, you will raise your
visibility as a Japanese language teacher in your community.

You can use your students to develop connections with your local community. For
instance, have your students organise a play or festival that is related to Japanese
seasonal events (e.g. hanami, momijigari), holidays (e.g. kodomo no hi, oshogatsu), or
Japanese culture (e.g. Japanese hip-hop, Japanese art and craft, ikebana) and invite local
community people. Or have your students organise a Japan anime night where Japanese
anime movies are shown to local children and young adults. Students can explain how
popular anime is in Japan and give comments about each anime movie shown.

Your students can work with students in Japan through social networking services such
as Skype and Google Talk or through the internet to conduct a cultural exchange project.
Get local community people involved in this project by, for example, presenting the
outcome of the project to them live or through the internet. Connecting your classroom
and students with people outside the school will raise the visibility of your teaching and
become a plus for advocacy. On top of that, your instruction will be connected to the
real world.

Collaboration

We teachers are always busy and tend to work isolated from our peers. Collaboration
with other Japanese language teachers, however, will help improve our teaching and
advocacy of Japanese language education. Collaborate with other Japanese language
teachers to gather and exchange information, develop materials and develop curricula,
and develop articulated programs and organise events. Working together with other
Japanese language teachers, rather than working alone, definitely raises the visibility of
Japanese language education.

Foreign language education does not have a high status in many countries. Collaborate
with other language teachers to advocate the importance of foreign language education
for young children. Also, collaborate with teachers of other subjects and let them know
how foreign language education can contribute to their subject and education as a whole.

10
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Finally, collaborate with people outside your school. Your presence in this type of
collaboration will attract a lot of attention to Japanese language education.

Credibility

While you are involved in advocacy activities, you will be often asked for information
and data regarding Japanese language education. For instance, your local politician
might like to have your enrolment data or information about the future demand of
Japanese language courses. Always make sure that data and information you provide is
accurate. Also, make sure that information provided by others is accurate before giving
it to others. Once you lose credibility in what you say, what you do, and in the data
and information you provide, it will be difficult for you to effectively advocate Japanese
language education.

When you engage in advocacy, certain data and information is constantly requested.
Try to accumulate and keep them on file so that you can provide them immediately.
Also, do not forget to do your own research by using and analysing that data and
information, and prepare for presentations and arguing for the importance of Japanese
language education using your data.

Community

Try to make you, your program and your students visible in your community. Encourage
your students to be involved in the community. For instance, your students can sing
Japanese songs in a local festival. If you are teaching at a high school, you can take
your students to local elementary and middle schools to recruit your future students.
Encourage your students to talk about their experience in your classroom and the
benefits of Japanese language learning. Have them make presentations (e.g. sing age-
appropriate Japanese songs, perform short skits in Japanese, show kamishibai or teach
origami) to elementary and middle schools, which will excite and motivate younger
students about learning Japan, Japanese language and culture. It would be a good
idea to contact local newspapers and broadcasting stations about these opportunities.
Remember that any photo opportunities are beneficial for advocacy. Also, you can use
the photos in your newsletter and have it distributed to the students’ parents, other
teachers, school administrators, school board members, local politicians and the wider
community people.

11
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The students’ parents and community always become big supporters when you are faced
with program reduction or elimination. The time to repair the roof is when the sun is

shining!

Concluding Remarks

In this paper, I have talked about the importance of advocacy for Japanese language
educators. In order to advocate effectively, we should:

1. Be visionary teachers
2. Add value to our Japanese language teaching

3. Constantly raise our visibility in the community.

12
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The development of the Australian Curriculum and implications
for Japanese language education

Angela Scarino, University of South Australia

Abstract

In this paper I set the context and provide a rationale for a shift in languages education
in Australia. I discuss the major features of the Australian curriculum for languages
and draw implications for the learning and teaching of Japanese in Australian schools,
K-12; and for understanding and describing learner achievements. The discussion will
draw examples from recent research studies conducted in Australia.

Key words

Globalisation; intercultural language learning; Australian Curriculum; teaching
and learning Japanese in Australia; interpretation in communication and in learning
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Introduction

The Australian education community is currently engaged in the development and
implementation of a national Australian curriculum, under the auspices of the
Australian Curriculum, Assessment and Reporting Authority (ACARA). The Australian
Curriculumisbeing developed through three dimensions: a set oflearningareas (the Arts,
English, Geography, Health and Physical Education, History, Languages, Mathematics,
Science, Technologies, Humanities and Social Sciences, Economics and Business, Civics
and Citizenship); a set of cross-curricular capabilities (literacy, numeracy, information
and communication technology competence, critical and creative thinking, ethical
behaviour, personal and social competence and intercultural understanding) and
three cross-curriculum priorities (Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander histories and
cultures; Australia’s engagement with Asia; and sustainability). The development of
the curriculum for each learning area has begun with the preparation of a so-called
Shape Paper, written by an academic, to provide a conceptualisation of the learning
area that could be used as a blueprint for curriculum development according to the
key constructs developed by ACARA. I write this paper as the academic, invited by
ACARA, and working through its extensive consultative processes, to write the Shape
Paper for Languages (see ACARA 2011). As such, I write as an actor in the development
process, although it must be highlighted that although I have had the opportunity to
propose a design, I have had no role in the decision-making. Writing from this position,
in this paper I discuss the context of the development that provides a rationale for the
nature of the development. I then discuss six key considerations and features of the
curriculum for Languages. Throughout the discussion I draw implications specifically
for curriculum design, and for the teaching, learning and assessment of K-12 Japanese
language learning in contemporary Australia. For the first time in the past three decades
of national curriculum development in Australia, the curriculum for Languages is not
being developed generically in a way that is intended to apply to all languages but,
rather, the development is language-specific and it is for this reason that it becomes
particularly valuable to highlight implications for specific languages—Japanese, in the
present instance.

Context: setting the scene for the development of the Australian Curriculum:
Languages

In setting the scene for the development of the Australian Curriculum: Languages,
I consider first the reality of globalisation and its impact, and second, the national
Australian Education reform agenda.

17



NSJLE Proceedings 2012

Language learning is taking place in the context of globalisation, which in its
contemporary guise is creating a new social order; it is producing the movement
of people and their ideas and knowledge, goods and services at a scale and speed
that are unprecedented. The fact of such global circulation is not new but, combined
with the reality of advanced technologies, the intensity is much more marked
than in previous times. The process of globalisation has altered the nature and
extent of social, cultural and linguistic diversity in societies. The new term “super-
diversity” (Vertovec 2010) is intended to capture the kind of sociocultural complexity
surpassing anything that many migrant-receiving communities have previously
experienced. The impact on education in general and on languages education in
particular has been well documented. The very nature of multilingualism and
multiculturalism is changing (see Blommaert 2010; Kramsch 2014; Kramsch
and Whiteside 2008; Lo Bianco 2010). In this context of mobility and global
information networks, language use and capabilities are increasingly important,
and communicating successfully—that is, being able to exchange meaning across
languages and cultures—becomes critical. Language issues are more salient than ever
before and mobility, mixing and social, cultural and political dynamics become central
concerns in the learning and teaching of languages. In his preface to an international
review of “non-native language learning” in a global world, Kurt Fischer sees
language learning as “central to politics, economics, history and most obviously education
... language learning is not isolated, but totally enmeshed with all the important
issues of the future” (2012, 23). He views language learning as central to improving
communication, which is at a premium in this context, but also as a means to promoting
global understanding, highlighting: “To understand the importance of language
and culture, people need to be familiar with several languages and cultures” (23).

The new global reality of our times requires a renewed conceptualisation of
language learning itself. In languages education many diverse manifestations of the
impact of globalisation have emerged in recent times. These are best characterised as
a shift from monolingual to multilingual views of language learning, or what Ortega
(2010) has termed “the bilingual turn” This means that the process of learning
additional languages is itself understood as a multilingual act—where all the languages
in the learners’ repertoires come into play—rather than one which involves learning
additional languages separately from the language of learners’ primary socialisation.
Cenoz and Gorter (2011) refer to this as a ‘holistic approach’ Cook (2005) coined the
term ‘multicompetence’ to refer to the co-existence of more than one language in the
same mind. Li Wei (2011), working with Chinese background learners, notes the code-
and mode-switching in the language use of these students and that this hybridity is
a natural part of their multilinguality and language use. Garcia (2009) uses the term
“translanguaging” to describe the kind of language use that is integral to bilingual
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language learning. Another dimension of change in language learning is in the
recognition of language learning being not only a cognitive and linguistic activity, but
also a social and affective one.

Language learning is not simply a matter of learning a subject at school but, rather,
learning about oneself and others and the way languages and cultures shape identity
(Norton 2012). It requires individual learner biographies and trajectories of experiences
be taken seriously. Specifically, what are needed are curricula and pedagogies that
engage with and build on “the diversity in semiotic modes that learners, with diverse
social, cultural, linguistic and learning biographies bring into the classroom” (Stroud
and Heugh 2011, 413-429). It is these understandings about the changing nature of
language learning that were brought to bear in the development of the Shape Paper for
Languages in the Australian Curriculum.

A second aspect of the context that has shaped the development of languages in the
Australian Curriculum is the National Educational Reform agenda.! The Australian
Curriculum was foreshadowed in the Melbourne declaration on educational goals for
young Australians (MCEETYA 2008). These national goals include languages as a key
learning area, prioritising Asian Languages. The Australian Government’s white paper,
Australia in the Asian century (2012) was released by the previous federal government,
marking in education a renewed emphasis on the learning of Asian languages and
the need for students to have direct experiences of Asia. As mentioned, ACARA has
designated Asia, and Australia’s engagement with Asia, as one of the cross-curriculum
priorities that needs to be enmeshed in learning in all learning areas. A recent review of
Japanese language learning (de Kretser and Spence-Brown 2010) provides a thorough
analysis of the learning of Japanese language and culture in Australia at the present
time. Despite Australia being one of the largest centres in the world for the learning of
Japanese as a foreign language, and the positive uptake of Japanese in Australian schools
K-12, there are some signs of fragility in the provision and nature of learning Japanese.

These two aspects indicate the need for a curriculum for Languages, including Japanese,
which represents a significant change from the status quo. How these contextual realities
and their implications for language learning and teaching were conceptualised and
“translated” into a curriculum design are discussed in the section that follows.

1 Itshould be noted that with the change of government at the end of 2013 some aspects of the Australian Education Reform agenda are likely to change.
Notably, the new government has initiated a review of the Australian Curriculum and a review of teacher education that are likely to impact on the
national educational landscape.
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Key considerations and features of the Australian Curriculum: Languages

In this section I address six features that are central to the design of the Australian
Curriculum: Languages. These include (1) profiling learners and learning;
(2) reconceptualising the key features of Language, Culture and Learning; (3)
reconceptualising teaching and learning practices; (4) the specificity of Japanese; (5)
reframing of aims, curriculum content and its scope and sequencing; and finally, (6)
achievement standards.

Profiling learners and learning

The design of the Australian Curriculum: Languages began with a consideration of
learners and their learning. The profile of learners in the Australian language learning
classroom is rich and increasingly diverse. In designing a curriculum for language
learning, it is necessary to appreciate who the learners are linguistically and culturally.
Learners come to language learning with diverse knowledge, experiences of life and
learning, affiliations, desires and memories that come from their life-worlds (see Scarino
and Liddicoat 2009; Liddicoat and Scarino 2013, Chapter 3 for a detailed discussion).
Traditionally, these characteristics have been seen as part of a learner’s “background”
or traits and teachers were invited to “be aware” of the learner’s profile. The notion of
“background” has meant that the life-worlds of students have indeed been backgrounded.
Yet, learners’ biographies or life-worlds, mediated through the languages and cultures of
their primary socialisation at home and at school, are constitutive of learning. Learning
is understood to emerge through linguistically and culturally mediated, historically
developing practical activity (Gutiérrez 2003). In learning an additional language,
learners learn to operate within (at least) two linguistic and cultural worlds, and they
learn by constantly comparing, interacting and reflecting on the experience. It is in this
sense that their language learning is intercultural. Their learning is not an abstracted
activity; it is embodied. Learners participate (1) as language learners, using language
and cultural tools to create new knowledge and understanding; (2) as intercultural
language users, using the target language to develop a personal voice in the target
language, recognising the linguistic and cultural demands of communication across
languages and cultures; and (3) as persons, whose identities are developed through the
process of learning.

The Australian Curriculum: Languages—Japanese® will be based on this view of learners
and learning and an intercultural orientation to language learning, as described in the

2 At the time of writing this paper, the Australian Curriculum: Languages—Japanese has been written to a first draft stage only and, based on the data that
emerged from a national consultation on the initial draft, it is currently being re-written.
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Shape Paper for Languages and as further elaborated in the Australian Curriculum:
Languages Design Paper.’ The implications for teachers of Japanese are that they need
to recognise students of Japanese as diverse (as learners who may or may not have a
home “background” in Japanese or may or may not have a prior learning experience of
Japanese at school or in the community). They also need to recognise the role of their
students as language learners, as intercultural language users and as young persons. They
need to personalise the learning of Japanese, to consider what learning Japanese might
mean for different learners with different affiliations, goals and expectations in relation
to learning Japanese. They need to consider the different kinds of “bridging” towards
understanding that will be needed by different learners, the different kinds of challenges
that Japanese language learning poses for different learners, and they need to maintain
high expectations. Teachers of Japanese also need to recognise that, for all learners,
learning Japanese in Australia is different from learning Japanese in Japan or indeed in
any other context—for example, the USA or Singapore. They need to understand the
changing, contemporary world and Japan in this context, and reflect upon the kinds
of experiences of Japan and Japanese-ness that they are creating with students in their
classrooms. Finally, in relation to learners and learning, teachers need to recognise that,
like their learners, they too bring their distinctive life-worlds to their teaching, and that
they too see the world and learning through their linguistic and cultural lenses.

Reconceptualising Language, Culture and Learning

As already mentioned, the impact of globalisation on people’s lives, work and learning
is substantial. Language learning, including Japanese language learning, needs to be
responsive to changing global realities. For the languages education profession, this
means moving beyond communicative language learning to accomplish a kind of
language learning that reflects the multilingual reality of the diverse spaces in which
languages are now used. Kramsch (2006; 2009; 2011) highlights a major difference from
communicative language teaching when she states that “today it is not sufficient for
learners to know how to communicate meanings, they have to understand the practice
of meaning making itself” (Kramsch 2006, 251). This implies, firstly, that learners do
not just exchange words but, rather, that they exchange personal meanings, mediated
through the lens of the languages and cultures of their primary socialisation. It also
implies that they need to understand what is entailed in the reciprocal exchange of
meanings, especially when the exchange is across diverse linguistic and cultural worlds.
This also entails questioning assumptions, trying to understand the world from another’s
point of view or stance, and being able to “move between” languages and cultures.
Thus, the key concepts of language learning (Language, Culture and Learning) need

3 Inaddition to the Australian Curriculum: Languages Shape Paper (ACARA 2011), the work on developing curricula in specific languages is based on the
Australian Curriculum Design: Languages, which ACARA has not yet released.
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to be reconceptualised. The view of language in the Australian Curriculum: Languages
(ACARA 2011) not only acknowledges language as a grammatical system and as social
practice, but also as a practice that involves people and their participation in a reciprocal
process of interpreting the language and culture, the person and the self. The view of
culture not only captures culture as facts, artefacts and information and as social practice
(i.e. ways of doing things in diverse cultures), but also as a lens through which people
mutually interpret, create and exchange meaning. The view of learning not only includes
acquisition of new knowledge and participation in the use of knowledge, but also as
involving processes to make sense of knowledge, self and others (see Halliday 1993). It is
akind of language learning that calls for a greater emphasis on interpretation, reflectivity,
reflexivity and imagination (see Scarino 2014 for a detailed discussion).

Byrnes (2006) highlights another dimension of language learning that becomes crucial. This
is the understanding that learning a language involves a process of engaging all language
users in continued language development toward highly functional multilingualism. In
other words, it is necessary to take a long-term developmental perspective.

These ideas are also reflected in shifts in Japanese second language education, for
example, in the work of Hosokawa, who advocates a shift in language learning from
“what” and “how” to “why”; that is, from Japanese language learning and Japanology
to Japanese language education; and from Japanese society and culture to “a pedagogy
of language-culture and the development of problem-finding and problem-solving
learning by using Japanese” (Hosokawa 2005, 218). In this view, language learning shifts
from being teacher-guided to being learner-centred and, more recently, to highlighting
learner subjectivity. Developing literacy across languages is understood as holding in
play both the learners’ first language(s) and the additional language being learnt (Koda
and Zehler 2008).

In summary, for all students learning languages (with or without a home background),
language learning involves necessarily moving between “bridging”, “negotiating’,
“crossing”) at least two linguistic and cultural worlds. As Aoki, a Japanese-Canadian

educator, explains:

Bilingualism ... is indeed a mode of being-and-becoming in the world. For me
personally, learning a second language has been an entering into the strange
world of unfamiliarity. Gradually, the new language sheds its unfamiliarity as
I see more deeply into another perspective of the world and see with my new
eyes an already familiar world. Two perspectives dance before me and press
forward upon me, and when I find difficulty with one perspective, the other
lends a willing hand.
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Being bilingual ... is to meet the unfamiliar second language at the margin of
the horizon of the mother language. It is to belong to two worlds at once and
yet not belong to either completely. It offers an opportunity to fall back on the
only person I must depend on, myself. Being bilingual asks of me that I live
while probing life and life experiences. Because I live in tension at the margin,
questioning becomes central to my way of life. (Aoki 1987/1991, 243)

In learning to use the target language, learners learn to: (1) exchange meanings
reciprocally through interaction with people and/or texts; (2) “move between” and come
to understand the linguistic and cultural systems of the language they are learning, and
at the same time referencing these to their own linguistic and cultural systems; and (3)
develop metacognitive and metalinguistic awareness of what it means to interpret and
to act in the world, and to be interpreted reciprocally by others (ACARA 2011).

The implications for teachers of Japanese of this reconceptualisation of the key concepts
in languages education is that they will need to go beyond traditional views of language,
culture and learning to consider using the Japanese language as a social practice, in
Australia and in Japan and other Japanese-speaking communities, in actual or virtual
spaces. They need to consider learning language as an intercultural endeavour, focused
on the exchange of meaning. They need to ensure that students are invited to reflect on
Australian English and Japanese, Englishness and Japanese-ness and on themselves and
others. Such reflection should become an integral and natural part of language learning.
Teachers also need to consider their own conceptions of these key concepts and the way
their own conceptions impact on the Japanese learning experiences that they create for
their learners.

The specificity of Japanese

Approaching the development of the Australian Curriculum: Languages as language-
specific after many years of developing generic frameworks for learning languages
in Australia raises an important question. What is it that is specific in teaching and
learning specific languages? Some aspects of the distinctiveness of particular languages
that need to be considered include the following:

» Language communities: Languages are practised by communities of speakers
whose identity is defined by their language—which communities and which
identities, for Japanese?

o Learners: The profile of learners learning the specific language (i.e. Japanese) in
Australia here and now.
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« Learning: Linguistic and cultural “distance” of the specific language for Australian
learners: the concept of what it is that is “difficult” or “different” to learn from an
Australian learner’s perspective.

« History: The history of the specific language in Australian education: how has it
been framed and what is the impact of this framing?

« Language: Distinctiveness of concepts, grammar, etc.

Thus, in relation to Japanese language learning some examples of the specificity of
Japanese might include explicit features of the linguistic system; principles of the kana
and kanji writing systems; knowledge of aspects of Japanese language use (e.g. levels
of formality and their significance in interpersonal relationships, awareness and use
of honorifics, understanding politeness conventions); and aspects of Japanese cultural
practices and values (e.g. the interrelationship of traditional and modern perspectives
in society, an awareness of the role of respect for age and hierarchy, an awareness of the
integral role of Shinto and Buddhism).

The implications for teachers of Japanese are that they need to shift away from the
generalising tendency that has resulted from generic frameworks and reconsider the
specificity of Japanese. It also means considering the learning of Japanese from the
(Australian) learners’ points of view and imagining diverse ways of “bridging” the
individual, Japanese and Japanese-ness in the world. It also means seeking to avoid
reinforcing stereotypes through teaching and learning.

Reframing aims, curriculum content and its scope and sequencing

The expanded, interrelated aims of language learning in the Australian Curriculum:
Languages are as follows. Learners learn to:

« communicate in the target language

« understand language, culture, and learning and their relationship, and thereby
develop an intercultural capability in communication

o understand themselves as communicators (ACARA 2011)

These aims are intended to capture the interpretive, reflective, reflexive and imaginative
work involved in learning languages. The third aim acknowledges that language
learning is not a static subject in the school curriculum, but rather that it involves
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people communicating with each other and coming to understand the nature of
communication and the self as a communicator when communicating both within a
language and culture and across languages and cultures.

These aspects are further elaborated in the curriculum design through two strands: (1)
communicating in the context of diversity and (2) understanding (not just language but
also the process of exchanging meanings). These are further elaborated through a set of
sub-strands as follows:

o Communication
- Socialising and taking action
- Obtaining and using information
- Responding and expressing imaginative experience
- Translating (mediating; moving-between/languages and cultures)

- Reflecting on intercultural language use

+ Understanding
- Systems of language
- Variability in language use

- Understanding of the role of language and culture

Itisthrough these strandsand sub-strands that the nature, scope and sequence oflanguage
learning is depicted. The progression in learning is captured in content descriptions and
elaborations (see ACARA 2011). These sub-strands are further developed as “threads”
for specific languages. (see Scarino 2013 for a depiction).

The implication for teachers of Japanese is to ensure that they capture the distinctiveness
of learning Japanese. It also means considering the nature of language learning and
expanding the domains or scope of work encompassed in the communication and
understanding strands. For example, the translating sub-strand is one that has been
much debated in the development process. This arises from teachers understanding
translation as the process of word-for-word rendering that it might have been in the past,
rather than its contemporary sense of mediating cultural meanings. It is not by chance,
for example, that the concept of “lost in translation” has gained so much currency in
literature and cinema, or that the concept of translation and Japan should feature so
strongly in the theatre works of the Canadian director, Robert Lepage—particularly
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in his work, The seven streams of the River Ota (Lepage 1996). It also means creating
opportunities for intercultural experiences and reflection for students. Teachers need
to take a developmental view of learning, ensuring that they build connections across
the span of learning. Importantly, it means resourcing ourselves as teachers so that we
are able to critically discuss our own experiences of an ever-expanding repertoire of
intercultural engagement with the target language.

Achievement standards

A number of issues arise in relation to seeking to describe student achievements in
languages education, including Japanese. A major problem is the absence of an adequate
description of student achievements. A sustained study of students’ experience of
learning Japanese (Lo Bianco and Aliani 2013) shows how students are, in fact, seeking
more rigorous and extensive learning. There is no clear understanding of the nature,
range and level of achievements that might be expected of language learning in
Australia. This is due at least in part to the fact that descriptions of student achievements
in languages education have been generic rather than language-specific. Further, there
is evidence that there is a great deal of variation in student achievements and that this
relates to two major variables: time on task and learner background.

The Student Achievement in Asian Languages Education (SAALE) project (Scarino
et al. 2011) investigated student achievement in four languages—Chinese, Japanese,
Indonesian and Korean—through testing at three points along the K-12 continuum:
at the end of the primary cycle, at the end of Year 10, and at the end of Year 12. The
study explicitly examined the variables of time on task and learner background. Based
on statistical analysis of the test data and qualitative analysis of student responses,
descriptions were created for specific student groupings. In other words, descriptions
of achievement were developed at “average” and “high” levels in a way that took into
account time on task and learner background. Furthermore, the descriptions are
supplemented by exemplars of students’ work with commentaries that outline the
features of language use and language learning evidenced in each exemplar. This work
represents an initial step in the direction of establishing empirically based descriptions
of achievements that are sensitive to the context of learning. Much more research is
needed to develop descriptions that do justice to the nature, range and scope of Japanese
language learning.

Teachers of Japanese need to consider actual student achievements, tailored to different
groups of learners (who have been learning Japanese for different periods of time and
who are learning Japanese as a second language or as a background user of Japanese).
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Teachers also need to reconsider their own expectations about the nature and extent of
student achievements, for these expectations can be highly influential.

Conclusion

The development of the Australian Curriculum: Languages—]Japanese provides
an opportunity for teachers (and other interested parties) to re-examine and re-
conceptualise the learning and teaching of Japanese in Australian schools. In curriculum
terms, the shift needs to be towards a focus on meaning, recognising its centrality in
both the process of communication and the process of learning. It is also necessary to
consider the nature, range and scope of Japanese language learning. In pedagogy, it is
necessary to honour the learners, to recognise that language and culture need to be
integrated in learning experiences as students learn to move between at least two different
linguistic and cultural worlds. Further, it is necessary to reconsider the central role of
reflection, to build meta-awareness of the role of language and culture in communication
and in learning. Finally, it is important to develop students’ capability for reflection, in a
way that is reciprocal and recognises the knowledge, assumptions and values of others.
Through the assessment process, it is necessary to expand the learning that is valued, to
develop accounts of language-using-and-learning that capture communication as well
as reflection, and to develop alternative ways of assessing that do justice to learners of
Japanese.

For many, the Australian Curriculum: Languages, and specifically the curriculum
for Japanese, will not be seen as “new”. This may well be the case in some instances,
but it is certainly more. It seeks to put in place a necessary expansion of learning to
focus on meaning and the ways in which it is interpreted, created and exchanged, and
with this careful attention to reflection, both on the role of language and culture in
communication and on self in relation to other. In this way a utilitarian curriculum,
which is so often highlighted in relation to the learning of Japanese, will begin to be
complemented with a curriculum that is humanistic and educative.
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Differentiated instruction in Japanese language classes

Hiroko C. Kataoka, California State University, Long Beach

Abstract

This paper introduces differentiated instruction (DI), a widely used approach in primary
and secondary schools in the United States and elsewhere, to the community of Japanese
language teachers at all levels including universities. Based on the premise that all learners
are different, DI makes it possible for teachers to provide opportunities for students with
different readiness, interests and learning needs to perform at their best, so that learners can
learn the most appropriate content through the most effective processes, producing the best
products. This presentation introduces the rationale and components of DI as well as a few
examples at university and high school levels. It also discusses issues and questions about DI.

Key words
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Issues and rationale

Regardless of the level and type of school—primary, secondary or tertiary, regular or
Japanese language school—our Japanese classes are made up of a variety of students.
Our students vary in their cultural and language backgrounds, family histories and
educational experiences. Their aptitude for learning languages and styles of learning
may differ, too, and the Japanese language proficiencies they bring to their class, unless
they are in a basic introductory course, differ also. Our students are all very different
individuals.

We have observed that, despite using the curriculum, textbook and teaching philosophy;,
outcomes differ for every class. There may be several reasons for this, but the most likely
is the difference among students and the combinations of differences that students bring
to class. The differences in proficiency grow larger as students advance in their study of
the language. In upper-level courses the differences have grown so large that sometimes
it becomes impossible for every student to make progress if they are all taught in the
same way. In this presentation I would like to discuss differentiated instruction (DI),
which could help students increase their Japanese proficiency while using our limited
time and resources effectively.

Rebecca Alber summarised the rationale for DI when she stated: “Equal education is not
all students getting the same, but all students getting what they need. Approaching all
learners the same academically doesn’t work. We have to start where each child is in his
learning process in order to authentically meet his academic needs and help him grow
... equality is about meeting the needs of the individual” (2010). This statement captures
the essence of DI. Learners are all different individuals and they learn differently;
equality of education does not mean treating and teaching everyone in the same way
but providing opportunities for everyone to learn in the most effective and the most
appropriate way for each. In fact, research has shown that students are more successful
in school and find it more satisfying if they are taught in ways that are responsive to
their readiness levels (see Beecher and Sweeny 2008; Stavroula et al. 2011).

This belief is the foundational premise of DI. This is important to note because I have
been told more than a few times by colleagues in Japan that the philosophy of DI cannot
be applied to teaching in Japan because all learners in a class must be treated “equally;’
namely, given the same treatment and taught in the same way.
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What is DI?

Many school websites cite a definition of DI attributed to Carol Tomlinson: “A flexible
approach to teaching in which the teacher plans and carries out varied approaches to
content, process, and product in anticipation of and in response to student differences
in readiness, interests, and learning needs.” DI is an approach to teaching, not a method.
Much of the content of this presentation builds on ideas from Tomlinson and others
who have been researching and practicing DI in classrooms at all levels and in all locales.

Components of DI: students and instruction

Three traits among learners require differentiation of curricular elements (Theisen
2002). The table below presents these traits and curricular elements.

Students Noun-modifying phrase

Readiness Content

Interests Process
Learning needs Product

Theisen calls the learners’ traits “Differentiate Why?” and the curricular elements,
“Differentiate What?”

Components of DI: learner traits

An appropriate execution of DI requires that we find out and consider learners’
differences in readiness, interests and learning needs. We will look at each of the learner
traits and curriculum elements individually.

Readiness

Readiness refers to what students know, understand and can do now. Students’ current
proficiency level, skills, content knowledge and understanding of content are included in
readiness, but readiness is not the same as or limited to student ability. Rather, readiness
means more general preparedness.
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Interests

Interests include students’ interest in content such as the knowledge of specific topics
and skills they want to gain from instruction.

Learning needs

Learning needs include learning profile, learner background and pace of study. Learning
profile encompasses several aspects: learning styles (auditory learner, visual learner
or motor skill learner); motivation (intrinsic or extrinsic, instrumental or integrative
motivation, intensity); personality (introverted or extroverted, risk-taking, tolerant of
ambiguity); and learning environment (space size, quietness level). Student background
includes cultural background (ethnicity and linguistic background, including heritage
learners and previous study); and family background (socio-economic background,
family configuration, familial attitude towards learning). In addition, learners may have
handicaps such as a disability or disorder; alternatively, they may be gifted. All these
differences result in differences in learning needs. Learners also differ in pace of study
or learning speed. Learning pace may be affected by differences in cognitive ability,
especially among young learners.

It is extremely important for instructors to know about the learner differences discussed
above if one of our teaching goals is to teach everyone to attain the best proficiency they can.

Components of DI: curricular elements

What to differentiate?

1. Content > What
Related to objectives; often based on standards

2. Process > How
Activities, tasks, grouping and length of time

3. Product > Assessment
Outcomes that are to be assessed

The three components of DI relating to curricular elements are content, process and
product. “Content” is what we teach; “process” relates to how we teach; and “product”
refers to assessment.
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Content

Content is what the teacher plans to teach to attain objectives. Each course has
instructional goals, which should be the same for all learners because they define the
reason for the course. However, there is always more than one way to attain those goals.
Unit objectives, weekly objectives and daily objectives all lead to the attainment of
goals, and it is possible to vary objectives according to learner traits; namely, students’
readiness, interest and learning needs. Content as well as objectives can be differentiated
according to how well a student understands a concept and what their skill levels are.
Lesson plans and teaching materials should reflect these differences.

An example of differentiated content can be found in Technical Japanese (JAPN422),
at California State University, Long Beach (CSULB), my university. Despite its title,
the topics dealt with in the course span a variety of disciplines including science and
technology, health science, humanities and social sciences. This course is one of the most
difficult to teach because cohort comprises a variety of backgrounds and proficiency
levels. This variation has increased recently, because budget cuts and cancellation of
courses have compelled some students to enrol despite their lack of readiness. This
course has been taught by three instructors in the last several years and each has taught
the course differently, but all agree that differentiated instruction was necessary.

When I last taught this course, I conducted a pre-test composed of some items from
previous JLPT Levels 3 and 2, the Simple Proficiency-Oriented Test (SPOT), and kanji
reading and writing tasks. The ten students in this course fell roughly into two groups:
four heritage background students, and six students who had passed Advanced Japanese
(JAPN302). Among the latter, some attained good grades in the course but others
barely passed. The three course goals were the same for all the students: to develop
some reading strategies appropriate to their levels; to be able to summarise information
obtained from reading passages and present it all to their classmates both in speech
and in writing; and to increase their knowledge of and ability to use kanji and kanji
compounds, mostly in comprehension. The objectives for each student were different
according to their proficiency levels and their area of study and interests.

The class met twice a week in three-class cycles. One group met in class to study using a
shared textbook, while the other group went to the computer lab to read individual reading
materials. During the next class, the groups swapped activities—the first group went to
the lab to do individualised work, while the second group came to class to work with a
shared textbook, different to the other group. In the third class, all students came to class and
presented their readings to the entire class. This cycle was repeated until the end of semester.
Below is a chart of the cycle which started during the second week of semester (Diagram 1).
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Diagram 1: Class schedule
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Next to the chart are directions given to students on the procedure for individual

reading.
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The following is the format of the reports students wrote after reading their articles and
before making presentations to their class. After their presentation, students quizzed
the class to see if their presentation had been comprehensible to all classmates.

LiR—t# (FEAZFLRED =2 IR LTI N,)
K FeHiH:
1. Z4bv
=17 =F(52ET)
FLH(100F-BANT)
CDFLHZFHATHITDH LA
CDFIHDPSFATEFEBFE(EA DR T2 b DZ20FHE L IV,)
f%i’%@i&&):J:O)3\4\5%@.‘@"(5%@(1@@%2@:i&&)7§§‘4%’@i’%%)ﬂﬂ%ft
23,
7. fMDHEAEDIDD N R Tk
(D)NBZEFEDILTaX
Q)H A B ERIT OB FEFR5D
Q)HEfRETE I EI DI R(5RIET,)

ey s B

In all upper-level Japanese classes at CSULB, students are required to complete projects,
research or reading reports. They are given a choice of topics, procedures and formats
such as written, oral and multimedia presentations. This is a reflection of our effort to
differentiate content.

Process

The second component of DI is process. Process refers to how one teaches: namely,
differentiation of activities, tasks and grouping of students. Activities and tasks can
be ordered, for example, from concrete to abstract, from simple to complex, from
structured to open, and from less to more independent. Depending on the students
(and often groups of students), different activities and task types can be assigned, rather
than assigning the entire class the same activity or task.

Multiple intelligence activities can be used to differentiate on the basis of learning
profile. Different teaching materials with the same or similar content can be used. For
example, some reading texts can be used as is, but others given to different groups can be
modified, semi-authentic texts with slightly less-complicated sentences and fewer kanji.
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Auditory learners may learn sentence patterns via listening and speaking practices,
while visual learners may learn the same structural patterns by reading them.

Group work is indispensable in foreign language classes because of its communicative
nature. Differentiation can be used for pair and group practices, where students can be
grouped according to their readiness, interest or learning profile. In all cases, similar
students can be grouped together, or different students can be grouped together. The
latter option may seem counterproductive, but it is useful because it can expose students
to different ideas and learning styles. Some students work better alone, and others work
better in groups. In order to satisty all students’ needs, it is mandatory that class work
consists of “ebb and flow” of experiences (Tomlinson 1995), moving from individual
work to group work to whole-class work, then back to group work or individual work.

Another factor in the differentiating process is scaffolding. Scaffolding is “an instructional
method whereby the teacher provides temporary support while employing strategies
designed to help students accept responsibility for their learning” (Tennessee State
Board of Education 2001), based on Vygotsky’s Zone of Proximal Development, or ZPD
(Vygotsky 1978). ZPD concerns the distance between what the learner can do alone and
what they cannot do even with help. The ZPD itself is the area covering what the learner
cannot do alone but could with help from a teacher, or in collaboration with peers.
Scaffolding is used to help and guide students to fill the ZPD. Since the ZPD differs
greatly from student to student, differentiating the type and amount of scaffolding is
essential, particularly when teaching a class with highly diverse students.

An example of DI in process is seen in a Recycle unit developed by Michiko Schricker
while teaching at a Saturday Japanese school in California. In a section of this unit,
she prepares the students through pre-reading activities introducing the process of a
science experiment recycling Styrofoam. The pre-reading activities include discussing
recycling, viewing a video of recycling Styrofoam, introducing and practicing new
vocabulary (both input and output activities), and verbally explaining the procedure
of recycling Styrofoam using pictures, new vocabulary and sentence structures already
familiar to the students. Schricker then differentiates the next activity of letting students
explain the recycling procedure in several ways, depending on the students’ ability and
rate of progress. Options including matching the pictures and sentences, filling in the
blanks in sentences which explain the recycling procedure, writing sentences on their
own, or verbally explaining the recycling procedure.

After concluding the above activities, Schricker presents a passage that explains how
Styrofoam is recycled. The global reading activities (choosing a title and matching
paragraph numbers to the topic of each paragraph summarised in one sentence) are the
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same for all students. The detailed reading activity is differentiated according to how much
understanding is expected of each student. Schricker developed three levels of reading
comprehension activities: the simplest is to fill in vocabulary to complete a summary of
the reading, the second is to complete sentences to write the summary, and the third,
to summarise the recycling process without assistance. Students learn in Japanese about
recycling and can tell others about the process, but in different ways. In addition, those
activities are done in groups or in pairs, unless students prefer to work individually.

Product

Product refers to outcomes that are used for assessment. In DI, differentiating product is
extremely important because we begin with the premise that students’ learning objectives
may differ. Since assessment of the course goes hand-in-hand with objectives, students
with different learning objectives should naturally be given different assessment.

Products can vary. Some examples include presentations, reports, posters, journals,
films, discussions and debates, in addition to the more traditional interpretive tasks
of reading and listening. The instructor can use DI by not only providing a variety of
products but also giving students their choice of products to be evaluated, based on
such factors as students’ language background, cultural background, interests, learning
styles, and language proficiency. Grading options enter the picture also. We do not want
to grade the outcomes too easily or too harshly, so we must find an optimal level that is
challenging but not impossible for any student.

Differentiated assessment

Assessment plays an invaluable role in DI because it forms the basis for determining
content, process and product. Chapman and King state, ‘Differentiated assessment is an
ongoing process through which teachers gather data before, during and after instruction
using multiple formative and summative tools’ (2012, 1) to identify learners’ needs and
strengths. Let us look at four topics concerning assessment.

Differentiated Assessment

1. Constant assessment

2. Assessment appropriate to individual learner
3. Assessment with options
4

. Assessment that reflects objectives

40



Hiroko C. Kataoka

The first topic is constant assessment. In DI, we need to assess students constantly,
beginning with a pre-instruction assessment. Pre-assessment has a two-fold purpose:
one is to grasp the learners’ needs, and the other to set objectives. Among those of us
who teach Japanese in secondary and tertiary schools, our greatest concern regarding
readiness is to find the learner’s proficiency level and, when dealing with higher level
courses, deal with kanji issues. Because kanji are also vocabulary, writing Japanese
depends heavily on their use, and so are intrinsically linked to proficiency. In fact,
differing levels of kanji knowledge is one of the main reasons for differentiating
instruction in upper-level classes.

In order to use DI, one needs to conduct frequent on-going assessments, both
formative and summative. This is for the purpose of creating or choosing activities and
tasks that are appropriate to learners and to monitor learner growth. These assessments
should be both frequent and appropriate to individual learners. However, since it is
nearly impossible to differentiate assessment for each individual, one may want to
divide the class into groups according to language proficiency, language skills, cultural
background and, in the case of younger learners, cognitive ability.

Students may be given assessments with a variety of choices. For instance, the learner may
choose the task, work style, assessment tools or evaluation format, such as self- or peer-
evaluation. The learner should be given opportunities to express or present what they
have learned in class and can do in the best way they can. Needless to say, whatever the
form or the tool, assessments should be able to measure how objectives have been met.

An example of a traditional but differentiated assessment is a kanji quiz. Since students’
knowledge of and skills in using kanji can be so diverse, especially in upper-level
Japanese courses, it is often not fair to require all students to learn the same amount
of kanji. After the student and the instructor have decided the level of involvement in
kanji and how much the student is to learn, a kanji quiz can take various forms. For
instance, some students may be required to learn to read and write all the kanji and kanji
compounds introduced in class; others, to read all the kanji but to write only selected
kanji compounds; and the rest, only to read them. If all students are required only
to read the kanji, then each group can be differentiated by giving them full credit by
completing 100%, 90% or 80% of the quiz. One group may be required, in addition
to writing the reading of the kanji, to write in Japanese the meaning of the kanji
compounds, while the other group may be asked to match the words with meanings
written in a different column.
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Another example of a rather traditional but differentiated assessment is from my
course Japan: Its Land, People, and Culture (JAPN452). This is a content-based
instruction (CBI) course that takes up topics such as Japanese geography, food,
industries, dwellings and leisure activities. The final exam gives students choices of
questions to answer. Below is an example, with rubric omitted:

ROEM DD S - D%E /T, ZNEFN300~400F TEATUEIVL, HNED
IEAEE(1/4), HAGED IEMEX (1/4) 5L (1/4) S OFIH DG (1/4) TR L
%7, (20x2=40)

1. HRDJNZE S LTHEL TAMRD LD TT D, o, ZD7DI, EALF RSP
NI A3 D 370>,

2. 5% S DENLAREDNET LT A RIEIEMA T2, ZUIE ) THULEIRTE
5TLEID,

3. BREERMER DT ERIELDTL X9 D%
4, BIEICRI L TRV X — 2 HERC L 2R EVI DIZED L) K TT D,

In addition to giving choices, this type of writing can be differentiated in several ways:
asking for longer or shorter responses; giving simple or detailed instructions or giving
hints; preparing different rubrics; or, instructing students to use certain structures or
paragraphs. The task can be made more creative, therefore differentiated, by giving
situations such as having to write a petition letter opposing a dam, asking the government
for more funds for maintaining the national parks, or arguing for the free import of
foodstuft at an international free trade conference.
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In individual oral interviews, which are conducted at the end of the fall semester in
Advanced Spoken Japanese, we ask students a list of questions such as those seen in the
box below.

JAPN31170F—7Xb-7AL (3K
« HEHAZTIRCIZEALIEZEELET D,
© LOTH/EARGATLHELTY D,
ENENDBTEDI: T 12385 7 N F T 32003 L TS0,
s OOZADBIRIZONTEATLE I,

EATRNISZ DRI E I AE T D, £ LTZ) A E 2,
FELCEHBILTL7ES W,

o THFKIRZEALFIETT D,

o BRESADBRIRICOVTEZTRIES S, ZDEGAS D TH TP LFEL SCEZ TP,

s HEHNZEZTT D, OOZ AN THOEVVY TEHESATT D WVIZEALED
2TT?
VW15 720 HEIANZWWIZ OO T DG HZE THIF TS0,

o VVDOHREEIZ?Z ZOHARRBIZSTFoNT/ BHESHTHET ), EILTE
THFE T 2,

s L2dh  OOZADRIERBZTEZ Y,

s OOZMZ EALMTT D2y CALIEISZE TENAFE T2, 0TI 2,

o FPREARMLTFDL T D, ZARMLEFIZOOZAICHBTVRET D, &9
TEZ IS ET D,

ZITIE RO T (257) D HCH /T2 LTS, (B % KEFETH A
—FZ¥ET,)

Differentiation takes place by asking the italicised questions to only those whose
proficiency level was high when the course commenced. Those who began with lower
proficiency may be asked italicised questions, but are not expected to answer them fully
or appropriately. Since the weaker students do not respond to the same questions as
the stronger students, using the same rubric for all the students does not penalise the
weaker ones.
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Issues and questions about DI

The fairness issue

Differentiated instruction is not free of issues and questions. One of the reservations
about DI is philosophical. Japanese instructors, especially those from Japan, have voiced
opinions such as, “We cannot teach students in one class differently, because it is not
fair,” and, “The administration would have a fit if they found out we are giving different
teaching materials or tests, because that could lead to favouritism.” Are we “allowed”
to have different objectives for different students? Is it ethical to give assessments that
are not exactly the same for everyone? Is it acceptable that students who are awarded
an A for the course have a range of skills and abilities? Of these questions, the last is the
toughest to address.

To these questions, we can ask, “Is it acceptable that students’ readiness differs so much
when they start a course?” It is of course ideal if all students share the same readiness and
the same proficiency level when they enter a language course. Indeed, it is supposedly
the same in introductory courses. However, as students progress in language study,
uniformity across the cohort develops into diversity and this gap widens as the course
progresses. It is not only proficiency level or readiness in general, but also students’ level
of interest and learning needs that change as they grow.

Assigning grades

Were we to give all our students the same objectives, teach them in the same way and
assess them in the same way, it is obvious that weaker students would not be able to
perform as well as those with much higher levels of proficiency. Since the content would
be more difficult and they would not be ready for such a challenge, those students are
doomed to receive a lower grade. If we focus on those who are lower in proficiency,
then the more advanced students may not be learning anything new and would end up
wasting valuable time to learn more and advance even further. Those students should be
given more opportunities to learn. It is very difficult to see how filling these gaps can be
unfair and lead to favouritism. I do believe DI is the fairest way to educate our students,
and help them achieve their best.

One way to grade fairly is to consider giving three separate grades, which Tomlinson
calls “3P grading”. The three Ps stand for performance, process and progress. If we focus
on performance, only those whose absolute proficiency levels are high to begin with can
get good grades. However, if we consider process and progress, and if the learners are
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guided through their work using DI, they have a good chance to receive high grades in
these areas. Course grades could be a combination of the three.

Student concerns

When one tries to tell students that we do DI in class, some students may become
unhappy. Among them are those taking the course for an easy A. As much as we do not
want to believe that some students come to our classes with that sole motivation, such
students do exist. I have had a few, and I had to tell them that one of the goals of the
course was that students complete the course with more proficiency. Not every student
was satisfied with that explanation, but everyone did agree to stay in class and put in an
effort to improve.

Another group, although few in number, are Japanese heritage language learners (JHL).
They have been raised speaking Japanese at home, but the amount of exposure to
Japanese differs from student to student, as do their proficiency levels and skills. A couple
of those students voiced the concern that their ability might be overestimated solely
because they are JHL speakers and thus end up unfairly placed in a high-proficiency
group which may disadvantage them in grading. It was not until I gave a pre-assessment
test (composed of selected test items from the past Japanese Language Proficiency Test
and a part of the final exam for the course) and told each student their result that they
were convinced that their Japanese ability was not overestimated.

In addition, giving the students on the first day of instruction some information on DI
and how the instructor would assess them usually works. I also have students sign a
contract stating that they understand the goals of the course and that they are willing to
work with the DI format, including differentiated home assignments, projects and tests.
This should protect the instructor’s position.

Limitations of DI

Unfortunately there are limitations to DI. It is not possible to employ DI when the
differences among students in readiness and learning needs are too great. For instance,
a group of children with a great discrepancy in age in one class, such as five to twelve,
cannot be taught effectively even using DI due to differences in cognitive ability. This
issue is often encountered in Saturday Japanese schools in the United States.
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A huge gap in proficiency levels among students cannot be filled by DI. I have taught an
upper-level Japanese course in which students’ proficiency levels spanned from Novice
High to Advanced Mid according to the ACTFL proficiency scale. DI cannot work in
a class with this much of a gap. Even if the gap is not so wide, it is nearly impossible to
teach a class of Intermediate Low learners with a few true beginners. There is a limit to
differentiation.

Teacher workload

Differentiated instruction requires teachers to be flexible in their approach to teaching
and adjust the curriculum and presentation of information to learners rather than
expect students to modify themselves for the curriculum. This means constant work on
the part of the teacher.

It is said that DI is not something extra you do but is a part of everyday teaching that
every teacher should do. Regardless of what our pro-DI colleagues say, learning to
incorporate DI into everyday teaching is time-consuming, and means a much bigger
workload compared to traditional teaching. Preparing and giving pre-tests (a part of
which could be an oral proficiency interview with each student), grading them, making
a form for and reading personal background information sheets, and grouping the
students into two or more groups is time-consuming at the beginning of the semester
when we are at our busiest. Once the term starts, the teacher has to prepare differentiated
teaching materials and home assignments, followed by differentiated assessment tools.
In addition, the instructor may not be able to use the teaching materials prepared prior
to the new term, because they may find that the student population is very different
from their original assumptions.

There is, however, a silver lining in teacher workload in DI: the instructor does not
have to fret about having to give an A to a strong student whose proficiency was higher
than the course goal to begin with and who never studied throughout the term. The
instructor does not have to agonise about what to do with students lacking readiness
who, no matter how hard they work and how much they improve, could not get an A if
they were in a traditional course. The student who shows great improvement over the
term could earn a high grade they could never attain otherwise, which in turn might
give them more confidence and motivation to work harder. It is a well-known fact that
success is the best motivational factor for even further success. That is perhaps the
greatest reward for the teacher, which makes some extra work worthwhile.
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Robyn Spence-Brown

The panel has been asked to address the following questions:

o What are the strengths of Japanese Language Education (JLE) in Australia and
the challenges facing it?

« How can we build on strengths and address challenges to ensure it remains
strong and relevant?

o How can we promote the relevance of JLE and build demand in schools,
universities and the community more broadly?

« How can we work together across states, levels of education, and internationally
to build for the future?

I've asked each of the speakers to speak for six minutes or so about one or two aspects of
these questions that they think are important, from different perspectives. Then, when
they’ve all had their say, we're going to open it up for the panel to pick up on points that
have been raised, and get into more of a discussion. I'd like to ask Kathe Kirby, Executive
Director of the Asia Education Foundation (AEF), to start.

Kathe Kirby

I want to focus my five minutes worth of comments today on the issue of building demand
for Japanese language learning in Australian schools. I've chosen that topic because I
wanted to draw on a report that the Asia Education Foundation published in June this year
(2012) called “What Works: Building Demand for Asia Literacy”, so my early comments
are going to be focused on a combination of what works at building demand for languages
education in general, for Asian languages and then finishing with Japanese.

I think all of us here are well-versed in the fact that building demand for languages is
as critical an area for investment as providing the supply of teachers and high quality
programs. We know that. We've known that for a long time, but I don’t think that
we've developed much of an evidence base to actually tell us what works at building
demand. When we started this research project, we asked these sorts of questions:
“What influences a primary school principal to support the choice of one language over
another or any language?”, “What influences a school community to support the choice
of one language over another?”, “What arguments work best with a largely monolingual
Australian community?”. Well, things like the White Paper on Australia in the Asian
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Century make a difference to the community’s views about the importance of learning
languages. “What influences a Year 7 student to choose Japanese over, say, Chinese or
French?”, “What strategies influence a year nine student to continue their Japanese
language?”, “What arguments and incentives are successful for Year 10 and 11 students
to continue on with their studies into Year 12 and then on to university?”.

The point that I want to make here is that we know that building demand for languages
learning, for Asian languages, for Japanese language, is a complex task that does not
have one single answer. The arguments that we might put to children in primary school,
in Year 7, in Year 9, in Year 10 or 11, are quite different arguments and I don’t think we’ve
recognised that nearly enough. And in fact, we might've done an analysis of many of the
strategies around the country that were funded through the National Asian Languages
and Studies in Schools program on building demand; many of them have had a fairly
narrow focus and they’ve often had a focus on just the vocational reasons for learning
a language. And I don’t know how many times people have suggested to me, “Well, if
they just waived HECS, then students will do a language at Year 12 We don’t have any
evidence to support that.

What's really my point today is the need to know more about this area and to gather
evidence. There are lots of things we do know, and we’ve known them for some time:
we know that a powerful driver of demand in students to continue with their language
studies is having a sense of purpose. We know that that purpose is really supported
when the whole school is commissioned, when there are studies of countries where
that language is spoken embedded across the curriculum, when the school community
values and celebrates the languages taught in the school. We know, and our report
absolutely validates this, that personal encounter is one of the strongest drivers of
demand for school principals and teachers and members of the community, perhaps
in hosting visitors from a language target country. We know that parents play a critical
role in supporting school language choice and in fact, that’s one of the things that our
report has emphasised.

We collected 26 case studies of what’s working around the country to build demand.
We didn’t want to accept the case studies unless they had a report, an evaluation or data
to prove that their strategy was being effective, and one of the key overview messages
that comes through is the importance of having parents on side. But think about this:
how many strategies at a system level have there been to educate parents about Japanese
language or the value of languages learning in general? What role does policy play in
speaking to parents? What role does leadership from politicians and from education
leaders have? And of course we know that a powerful driver of demand is high quality
teaching, at all levels of school, of course, but vital to keep students engaged in the
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primary years, in transition to Year 7 and again in early secondary school, where our
data shows that the influence of friends, the power of the teacher and the timetable
most drive the demand to continue on with language study. But we also know that no
matter how high quality the teaching is, that we’re often coming up against structural
impediments that have been put in place to hold us back, to create barriers; we know
what those structural impediments are. One of them, of course, is pathways between
primary and secondary school, the opportunity for students to have continuous
language learning. One of them is Year 12 assessment procedures, and another one is
the vital need for increased time on task.

We've actually known about these impediments for a long time. All of these factors, from
high-quality teaching to personal encounter and purpose, the removal of structural
impediments right down to political and community support, drive demand for Asian
languages and Japanese language in Australian schools, singly and together. I don’t
think we've recognised the depth of what’s required. Joe Lo Bianco often talks about the
67 plus reports that have been undertaken into languages education in the last 30 or 40
years in this country, so nothing that I've said to you today will shock you, but little has
been done at the systemic level to address these issues.

I really picked up, as all of you would, the important objective in the White Paper
announcement, that all Australian children will have access to continuous language
learning from primary school through to secondary, thereby setting in place the
importance of doing something about language pathways.

The fact that little has been done and languages have remained largely optional in
Australian school education has made languages absolutely vulnerable to the issue of
demand. Maths teachers don't talk about driving demand; English teachers don't talk
about the need to drive demand. It’s largely a conversation in languages education and
perhaps in the arts and some other areas. Perhaps the White Paper’s objective that every
child will have continuous access to learning a language will go towards rectifying that.

My second last point is that too little research has been done in this area to know what
is working. Our report includes a literature review; we sent the researchers back four
times, we said there must be things there, there must be more literature that’s been done
on this issue of what arguments work with kids at primary, higher, lower secondary,
upper school, the community, parents, principals, what strategies are working to build
those continuous pathways.
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So my final point is this (and I think that this creates a real challenge for Japanese
language education going forward): we also need to focus, as well as those macro issues,
which I've just briefly gone through, all of us here, need to challenge on what are the
strategies that will build demand for Japanese language education, specifically?

The really wonderful report on Japanese language education in Australian schools
undertaken by Robyn Spence-Brown and Anne de Kretser (drawn on) in the Four
languages, four stories report, emphasised that a one-size-fits-all approach to Asian
languages in Australian schools doesn’t work. We have to know, what are the arguments
that are going to specifically speak to that primary school principal, that are going to
specifically speak to parents and to children at those different levels of schooling, to
encourage them to continue on with their Japanese language education?

And we have a challenge here; and that challenge (apart from some of the things I've
mentioned) is the growing profile of China in Australia, and that’s one of the languages
that is on the tip of everyone’s tongues: “We must be learning more Mandarin”. And yet,
Japanese has the most long-term and largest footprint in our schools and we need to
build on the strength of that. So that’s really the challenge that I'm going to leave here
with you today: Is the argument for learning Japanese being lost in the community
and what are we going to need to do to specifically address some of the issues that are
just briefly outlined and identified today in regard to Japanese language learning in our
schools? Thank you.

Robyn Spence-Brown

Chihiro Thomson, from UNSW, will focus on a tertiary perspective on some of these issues.

Chihiro Kinoshita Thomson

Kathe talked about building demand in the school sector. I'd like to make some
comments on building demand in the tertiary sector.

I think in the tertiary sector, student enrolment is still very strong in Japanese; however,
there is a demand which is not yet harvested due to mostly structural issues. Some
university students are not taking up Japanese, or for that matter, any languages, or
continuing with Japanese not because they don’t want to, but because they cannot or
they don’t think they can or because they don’t know how.
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Professor Lo Bianco talked about this morning what he called the “waverer”, who is
neither committed nor totally uninterested, and I think this is where we can build
demand. When a high school leaver comes to the university, say this person is interested
in doing an Engineering degree, he would go to an Engineering Faculty student centre.
But the Engineering Faculty student centre will not tell him how to do a language within
the university structure. We need to have better communication between us; people
from Arts faculties or other faculties who are offering Japanese and places like the
Engineering Faculty student centre, as well as high school teachers or career advisers
whod advise this person where to go, how to find Japanese courses.

Non-Arts degrees, such as Engineering, Architecture, Medicine, etc., make it very
difficult to continue with Japanese or take up Japanese as a major. I've done a very small
survey at the UNSW, that’s my university, and I've found that there is no single program
in the University of New South Wales that does not allow a language to be taken. It
might just be a single subject, but most likely, you are allowed to take up to six subjects
in Japanese or another language. That means you can do a three-year long, continuous
study of language, if you have the will to find it, and I think it's probably similar in other
universities: if you are committed, you can find a way to do a language.

And also, when you come to a university as a first-year student, you don’t know the
way around, and the time goes very quickly and you’ll be a second-year, third-year or
fourth-year student and you think, “Oh, maybe I can take Japanese as an elective,” and
they do. Many of the first-year students in my course are Engineering students who are
in their third or fourth year. They like the Japanese course very much but next year, they
are graduating; it’s too late.

So those are the structural issues within the university, and we need everybody’s help to
inform our students or other administrators, to make it more visible in the university
system for high school leavers or new students of Japanese to find a way to do Japanese,
even if they are not majoring in Japanese.

Another point I want to make is that there is not enough incentive to start or continue
with Japanese in the university system. Victoria is blessed with a bonus point system
(for university entrance), however in New South Wales, in my university, only those
who are going into the Arts degree would receive bonus points for doing a language.
I think we should inform university decision-makers of information, such as that US
universities require a foreign language for admission. For example at Harvard, they
recommend four years of language study before being admitted; Stanford, three or more
years; UCLA, two years required and three years recommended. This is for admission,
and many top US universities require foreign language courses to be taken during their
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degrees. For example, Columbia requires at least intermediate level proficiency; Yale,
at least three courses; Duke, at least three courses. We need collaborative effort among
faculties within a university, we need collaborative effort between the university sector
and high school sector, and we need collaborative effort among universities so that we
can build more demand within the university.

Robyn Spence-Brown

And now Anne de Kretser, Director of the Melbourne Centre for Japanese Language
Education (MCJLE), will share some ideas.

Anne de Kretser

My work involves predominantly primary and secondary schools so I'm going to talk
about those sectors. I'm going to talk about two things today and the first is to make
the point that we are doing well and Japanese is doing considerably well. We are doing
a very good job.

When Robyn and I interviewed a lot of people for the report that we wrote, one message
that came through was, “Why are we worried about Japanese? Japanese is fine” Even
though, after the boom in the ‘80s and ‘90s we had the bust, we have survived and
Japanese is still very strong in Australia. So when we interviewed people, that’s why
they were wondering why we were concerned about Japanese. However, even though
we've remained fairly strong, we have to keep evolving. And Japanese teachers have
been expert in doing that. We've adapted, we have changed. We can’t, perhaps, rely as
much on the rhetoric that was used about students needing to learn Japanese because it
would help them get a job. So we have adapted.

Tohsaku-sensei talked about culture and how important that was, and that’s one of
the things that Japanese teachers have been—very expertly, I think—able to help their
students with: learning language and culture together. Thats been one of our strengths.
Having pop culture now—and I notice that even on Sunday mornings when Rage used
to be on—now it’s Asian pop instead. Pop culture, the digital age, that exchange that we
have, are all very important to us.

But importantly, I think Japanese teachers have embraced and used the personal touch
to their advantage. Sister school exchanges, language assistants coming into the school:
that personal exchange cannot be underestimated, and those personal exchanges make
the language real for the students and I think that has been an ongoing strength of ours.
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However, we do have challenges as well, and as the public discussion around Chinese
(Mandarin) has increased, the discussion about Japanese may have become less visible.
Thats an ongoing challenge for us, as Kathe said, and it's something that we, as teachers,
need to be very, very aware of, but also very proactive, in making sure that our voice is
heard. Today is a great example that we have a lot of voices and that we need to use them.

There was an interesting study done through the University of South Australia a few
years ago, interviewing students who were learning a language. And when they asked the
students, “Why should you learn a language?” the students said, “I'm a global citizen. It']]
help me get a job and I think it will be good for my future” When they asked them, “Why
are you studying a language?” they said, “I enjoy it. 'm good at it, and I like my teacher”

Sometimes the messages that we convey are not always the ones that resonate with the
students. And I think Kathe is exactly right. Some of the messages that are going out
may not really be that important to a Grade 4 student or even a Year 7 student. So we
have to be very careful, but also very strategic, about those messages that we give.

Through my work at the Melbourne Centre for Japanese Language Education, I often
got calls in the past from teachers asking me to ring their principal and convince them
that the Japanese program is worthwhile. In the last two years, I've had numerous calls
from principals asking me to come and speak to the staft to help them understand how
important the Japanese program is. That’s been a really big turnaround, and I think that
that’s a great turnaround.

I mentioned this morning that we have a principal at this conference; we also have
classroom teachers, classroom teachers who are trying to use Japanese in their class. So
they’re supporting Japanese in their school. So Japanese isn’t a specialist subject, it has
become a mainstream subject, and the students see their Japanese teacher using Japanese
outside of the classroom, conversing with other teachers. They see those other teachers
using Japanese where they can in their class. It doesn't have to be a huge amount, it’s that
the students see that it'’s a more mainstream thing than a specialist thing and therefore
that message that Japanese is too hard or it’s too difficult, or the poor children can’t cope,
that sort of action actually helps to make sure that that message is not being sent.

The other thing that I really would like you to think about is that in secondary schools,
the message that often is given to students is: “If you don’t go all the way, don't go at all.”
They're only talking about the end product: Year 12. “How many students do we have
going through Year 12?” I know it’s a numbers game in your schools but when we only
talk to students about success of language learning in terms of finishing Year 12, then I
think we are losing students who might stay with us longer.
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RMIT did a pilot program called VET in Schools, and they actually offer the students a
certificate, a vocational Certificate II in Languages, in Japanese. And they offered it to
schools where they were losing students after the post-compulsory years, or in schools
where students generally did not show a great interest in learning Japanese. Having the
students being able to actually accomplish a certificate at a midway point, after Year
9, and in some cases Year 10; actually being able to say, “I studied Japanese ’til Year 10
and I have a qualification. I have a certificate that says I achieved this much,” was a very
powerful thing in those pilot schools. The numbers of students retained increased and
interestingly, some of the students who decided they weren’t going to continue, after
getting that qualification, decided, “You know what? I am going to continue” I think
that we need to start looking at acknowledging students’ language level at other points,
not just at the end of the game.

With my work, I've travelled to particularly South Australia and Tasmania and worked
within Australia, and I see—and Robyn and I saw this through our report as well—
teachers involved in the Japanese Language Teachers’ Associations (JLTA) working so
hard to provide professional development for their teacher body. They work very hard
to keep their teachers networked and connected. They're all doing amazing work, but
we don't share that work. There are innovative programs, there are fantastic processes,
there are incredible teachers doing amazing things, and in their network or in their
state, they are able to support one another. But we are not sharing that in a bigger way.
And one of the things that MCJLE, and I hope The Japan Foundation, are going to
work on is actually bringing those JLTAs together to ensure that there’s a stronger body
and that we work more closely together, sharing that information and making sure that
information and knowledge is shared amongst us. We are living in the digital age and
that sort of thing is much, much more easily done these days. So that’s where we're
heading, I hope, in the future. Thank you.

Robyn Spence-Brown

Now Id like to invite Carolyn Stevens, President of the Japanese Studies Association of
Australia (JSAA), to speak.

Carolyn Stevens

As the current president of the JSAA, sadly, one of the tasks I'm called upon to perform
is writing letters of support to the university, usually senior managers, on behalf of
Japanese language programs that are under threat of downsizing or even closure. This
trend is despite the clearly recognised need for, and promises of support for, Asian
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literacy in Australia, as per the White Paper released last Sunday. Thankfully, at least to
the Federal Government, Asian engagement seems to be important.

So then, why this constant sense of threat? Why is it that we feel the need to quote,
“Tame the tiger;” as Joe (Lo Bianco) noted this morning? In his keynote, he described an
uneasy relationship between knowledge, which is what we do, and power, which is what
they do, as outlined in policy. This uncertain and uneasy relationship is at the heart of
this sense of insecurity. And I think I speak for many here when I say that oftentimes it
seems as if teachers, whatever the level of schooling, end up creating knowledge in spite
of the support, or lack thereof, of policy or (those in) power. Policy takes a fairly narrow
focus on the vocational aspect of studying language, at any level, but I'm particularly
talking about university.

This is problematic because it separates language from the rest of the academic
curriculum as somehow different or special; an extra add-on. And unfortunately, this
often results in a subordinate status. This is the tension quoted from Joe’s book from
2009: “[a] tension between the view that we have language provision serving economic
and employment ends versus serving the ends of social justice, educational access and
personal satisfaction”. The problem is, if we barter with the “tigers” using the currency
they value, we too end up focusing on the economic and employment ends of our
discipline and make ourselves even more vulnerable to the ebb and flow of supply
and demand. Despite the government calls for continuous support, if there is falling
demand, there is little realisation of policy support from our heads of schools, deans
and vice chancellors.

With the rise of China, students as well as administrators, turn their interests to Chinese.
Others have their eyes on South America and are supporting Spanish. We are told that
the economic rise of China and India has encouraged university students to study these
languages, and therefore, we learn that Japan has to contract if China is to grow. This neo-
liberalist view of Asian literacy hurts not only just the area specialists who are not included
in the flavour of the month menu, but it also endangers those who are chosen, for when
supply and demand principles drive education, everyone runs the risk of vulnerability.

I would like to see teachers of Japanese at both the secondary and the tertiary levels
promote the study of Japanese in non-instrumentalist ways as well. As Kathe pointed
out, let’s project ourselves as the teachers do in Maths and in English. Project that image,
and the reception will follow.
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But this situation is not limited just to Australia. The Modern Language Association,
which is the peak academic body for the teaching of foreign languages at universities in
the United States, wrote in 2007:

In the context of globalisation and the post-9/11 environment, the usefulness
of studying languages other than English is no longer contested. The goals
and the means of language study, however, continue to be hotly debated. On
the one end, it is considered to be principally instrumental, a skill to use in
communicating thought and information. At the opposite end, language is
understood as an essential element of a human being’s thought processes,
perceptions and self-expressions. (MLA 2007)

In light of the [Australia in the Asian Century report, which] I would consider fairly
instrumentalist, we also have to argue a further case, that of the intellectual value
of studying Japanese and how the study of Japanese enhances and deepens our
understandings of ourselves and others in exactly the same way that the study of
History or Philosophy does. We want to take advantage of the current political and
economic climate that prioritises Asian literacy for economic growth and employment
opportunities, but we must not rest on the White Paper’s instrumentalist support.
Regardless of the cheerleading in Canberra, those of us in any form of education,
whether it’s tertiary, primary or secondary, are vulnerable to administrators who follow
numbers. We must present our discipline as an intellectually vital area, and the activities
of the MCJLE and also my organisation, the JSAA, are crucial in supporting this.

My organisation sponsors activities such as a biannual conference. We have a newly
formalised annual symposium grant program and we also publish an ERA A-ranked
journal Japanese studies published by Routledge in the UK. These are all ways the JSAA
supports teachers of Japanese at all levels in ways that are recognised by the workplace
managers who are following numbers, but are also intellectually viable. While many of
you here are already members, I call on the others to join, and those who are already
members to engage with the association’s activities more regularly. I think the JSAA can
assist with this project, moving away from instrumentalism and towards intellectual
vitality through its activities. One of my main goals is to show the monolingual leaders at
the top that the study of Japanese is not merely a trend to rise or to fall, but an academic
area with intellectual as well as strategic benefits.
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Robyn Spence-Brown

Now Id like to hand over to Matthew Absalom, president of the Australian Federation
of Modern Language Teachers Associations (AFMLTA).

Matthew Absalom

It’s fantastic to see you all here today and congratulations on a very interesting program.

I want to talk a little bit about some of my own work. I'm a linguist and a language
teacher. I teach Italian, but I'm here in my role as the president of the AFMLTA. I did
a little study on motivation a couple of years ago, looking at why first-year university
students have continued or dropped the language during their second years. I pulled
out the students that kept going with Japanese to the end of Year 12, and the statistic
that stood out was the importance of teachers, and this point’s already been made. It
looks like only a subtle difference, but statistically, actually that’s significant. Everything
else, you can see the factors there (referring to Powerpoint slide): travel, culture, future
employment, teachers and entertainment. And then you see things such as strategic
Victorian Certificate of Education (VCE) scores. I also want to note that, by the end
of school, parents have moved out of the equation, actually. If we look at motivational
studies in junior secondary, parents are a big thing. By the end of school, it’s not the
parents anymore. If anything, it might be students’ peers. But by the end of school,
students have become people. They're a little bit more independent, they make their
own decisions. So that’s something to think about.

Here’s a quote: “Japanese was a much more interesting experience than French at
senior level and the teacher seemed much more interested and knowledgeable” And
this comments been made before. Actually in Australia, we've got an expert body of
Japanese language teachers and that’s a strength that really needs to be maximised.

I just want to talk about Japanese more widely. Japanese is a little bit of an anomaly in
Australia. If you think about the language, and if you think about the other languages
that we teach here, the perceptions are different. If we pick out other languages, people
will say “French is music” or “Indonesian’s easy”. Italian: “all the Latin lovers” What do
people say about Japanese? It doesn’t have—there isn't a “hanger” like that. There isn’t
a, “I'm doing Japanese because..” Okay, people say “anime” and all of that, but I'm not
convinced that’s the thing. But just think about that a little bit.
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It's not a community language because there haven't been waves of immigration. So
Japanese doesn’t have the community language status that other languages have. It's not
necessarily a language for business anymore. Everyone’s talking about Chinese now.
It’s not spoken widely. It's not a mass language. It's not like Spanish, Arabic. It’s not a
language of colonialism. And people say it’s not easy. The thing about “easy” though,
look, seriously, nothing’s easy, actually. I mean, anything that’s valuable isn’t easy. And
as languages educators, we shouldn't fall into the trap of saying, “It’s hard,” because
everything’s hard. It’s hard to write a critical essay. It’s hard to learn a musical instrument.
It’s hard to drive a car. It’s hard to get the pasta just right.

I think the other important thing Id like to talk about is branding. This is my point.
Rethink the message. What's the message? Think about the message. Japanese clearly has
a special place in the heart and minds of countless Australians, otherwise it wouldn’t have
the strength that it’s got in education. That’s something really, really important for you
to bear in mind. People have fond memories of learning Japanese. They don’t have the
horror of, “My Latin teacher was this,” or, “French was hideous, Madame was—” you
know, whatever. We don’t have those stories around Japanese, which is something to really
build on. There are clear special relationships between Australia and Japan. When I was
doing a bit of research, you know, apparently the best buckwheat soba noodles are from
Tasmania? You know that old adage about getting to people through their stomach.

I think a good way to think about Japanese is as a gateway language. We have to be a little
bit more collaborative in languages and a little bit less competitive and combative. It’s
nice if people can use Japanese to move on to Korean or whatever it is. And we should
actually be happy with that and not going, “Oh, no. Keep doing Japanese.” Intellectual
and chic and an achievement. They’re three things that I want you to think about around
Japanese. Intellectual, as my colleague just said. Japan is, from a design point of view,
from a fashion point of view, to look at—aesthetically very pleasing. Something to bear
in mind. We're talking about adolescents. They like the way things look. They like fads.

I think it’s good to think about whats easy as well. 'm a phonologist. Japanese is
phonologically a very accessible language. Same vowel system as Spanish, Indonesian.
Not difficult syllabic structure. From a pronunciation, from a phonological production
point of view, it’s actually quite accessible.

And the people side of it, we've heard about it today. We've got connections. Increasingly,
I'm talking about language learning as about people. If we make it all about books and
whatever, thatll appeal to that nerd that likes books, but the 99% of the rest of your
students are interested, actually, in interacting with people. Working together; last
point. As I've said already, within languages, we're our own worst enemies. We look at
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each other and go, “Oh, no. They've got a few of my students. They should have kept
doing Italian. Why did they move to Japanese?” We've got to move on from this, we've
got to move away from it. We've got to think as a field. We've got to think as “languages”.
We've got to think of each other, not being divided and conquered. We have to learn
from each other.

The AFMLTA National Conference 2013 will be a fabulous opportunity to learn from
one another. The AFMLTA, what do we do? We do some national projects—were
looking at building capacity. One of our recent ones has been mentoring leadership. You
can find this on our website. We're putting up examples of practice at the moment. We
need better research, we've heard that already. We need to know what works. (You can
see were all on the same page up here.) We need to know why people choose Japanese.
Why? Because it’s unclear to me why students choose Japanese. We need to know why.
We need better collaboration. AFMLTA, MLTAs, JSAA, we've got representatives of
universities here. Schools; get some research happening in your schools. Do it yourself.
It’s easy to do research in your schools. If you want some suggestions, contact any of us.
We'll help you out. I'll come to your school and help you, wherever it is. But get some
research going. Work out for yourselves what’s going on.

And don't let this moment slip away. We've got our moment now. Everyone’s always
seeing those moments, this is a good moment. And think about quality. What do we
want for our students? What do the students want? Have you asked them? And that’s
where I'm going to finish.

Robyn Spence-Brown

Now, it’s over to Professor Kent Anderson, who has just arrived from the airport.

Kent Anderson

EVS ZACBIE AYIGENELTHLIRGDERA 7T L —FNREDT Vb Ty =Y
VEHLET, SH HAETHERT 20 WEFETHRT 20  ARKBIEKS>TOIATTITNRE
H.Ya—-mE7 AL L Qe E T v MRS AN TS 1IX TE v |
EEDLNID T RIOTHE T/ OICKFE THRRIE TN EET,

So I started in Japanese to tie in two things, to make two points. One, is I'm one of
those evil administrators that you've heard about. Some of us evil administrators
speak Japanese, speak foreign languages, and believe deeply and passionately about the
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importance of language. You have allies that you don't know about who are there, who
will come. And we've seen that again and again. So it’s not as bleak as we sometimes
think it is and that is my punch line for today. I only have five minutes, but my message
is a very simple one: “the power of the positive”—the power of the positive message.

The second reason that I started off in Japanese is I love to tell stories, so let me start
oft with a story of mine. I took French in Years 6, 7 and 8 because I was a student in the
United States and in order to go to university, you had to do a language. And I failed.
Having failed at French before I got to the point where you can get into university, I
took German for Years 9, 10 and 11, and I failed. I got into university somehow and
there decided, “Well, shoot. I'd better do something,” and so I started to study Japanese.
And well, my Japanese is not perfect; but I can get by enough to do things. The point of
that story is that on the back of those failures of French and German is the success of
another language. So what I'm trying to suggest is we change the language, for example,
on retention, not to talk about how we fail our students if they don’t stay with us, but
how we actually leave them prepared to succeed in not only learning another language
but in hundreds and thousands of other ways. Connecting with people. And that is one
of the things that I think the White Paper talks about very well.

Okay, so my message is again simple: the power of the positive. There are two aspects
to that. The first is the negative is lazy, intellectually lazy, and I think a scapegoat for too
much. It is hard to change. It is easy to retain the status quo. Therefore, given the two
options, we will do nothing. Negative is easy for evil administrators to ride. The positive
is something that they want to do, but given no option, like the vacuum, they will go
into the negative space.

The second is, the positive is powerful. If you don’t try something, of course you won't
achieve anything. So first is the willingness to try, and being positive. And I want to
repeat what others have already said, there should be no excuses for something being
hard. Everything in life that is worthwhile is hard. Don’t use “hard” as a negative. Hard
is a positive that builds resilience, that builds humanity, and that builds powerful
relationships. And those are the challenges. I was rewriting a speech of the Vice
Chancellor’s today. I took out “problems” and I put in “challenges” Those are the
challenges that present us. And then, whether you believe the research or not, there is
this concept of the power of positive thinking and positive psychology.

Okay, if you have come with me this far and you believe in this power of the positive, I
think there are two aspects, or two ways I want to think about it. One is around learning.
The message that this is the hardest language; the message that most people never get to
fluency; the message that we have dropouts; the message that our retention rates are not
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as high as we want, are negative messages which make the cause harder. Turning that
into the positive, which is how we prepare people for those future successes, I think is
easier to get people on board with.

The second one is about the politics, or the public policy as Joe (Lo Bianco) would
talk about. Let me focus on three things here. The first is, why Japan? So much of our
time now is talking about the negative of Japan. The lost decades. Why Japan? I want
to get beyond that. Japan (I like this idea of rebranding) is sexy. Japan has the strongest
teaching infrastructure of any language. You guys are the best. This is the model for the
rest of the world. So get out of the conversation, of the rhetoric, of deficit, and move to
how strong we are. The same with the White Paper. No one actually debates what the
White Paper is arguing, which is, the gravity has shifted and we need to prepare. All of
the debate, all of the negativity is over: do we put in ten thousand dollars or ten billion
dollars? I mean, that’s a pretty positive conversation to be having. Let’s turn it into the
positive. And finally, the challenges in schools. I've been there, I've been to your schools,
my sons in your schools, I've taught in the schools; I know it is challenging. I know
doing that day in and day out, you can get frustrated and you can fall into the rhetoric
of the negative, but it’s actually the positive that will bring us along. It’s the positive
that the evil principals, it’s the positive that the evil deans, it’s the positive that the evil
cheque writers, the politicians and the bureaucrats, want. Optimism sells. And we have
something that this country needs and you are the best in the world at delivering it.
Thank you very much.

Robyn Spence-Brown

I've asked Professor Tohsaku to go last so that he can, with his critical eye, from an
outsider’s perspective, comment on some things he’s observed since he’s been here.

Yasu-Hiko Tohsaku

Because I went through a very bad education system, I didn't develop well my critical
thinking skills, and so I cannot be critical in that way, but I'd like to talk about the building
of Japanese language education in Australia from a slightly different point of view.

As Chihiro-sensei said when she introduced me (for the keynote address), I am the first
president of the American Association of Teachers of Japanese. This association started
on January 1st this year. Before then, we had two organisations. One is ATJ, mainly
consisting of university faculty members who are teaching Japanese language, Japanese
literature. And another one is NCJLT, mostly comprising K through 12 teachers.
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Before these two organisations merged, they hardly had a conversation between these
two entities. Probably, the conversation started five or six years ago when we started
developing national standards. That was the first time when I think university faculty
membersand K-12 teachers got to work together and discussed the streamlined program
of Japanese language, and that was a really good opportunity for both the K through
12 teachers and university faculty members. And also we developed an advanced
program, AP Japanese Language and Culture program, whereby high school students
can take this university Japanese language course while in high school, and if they pass
the exam, they can get college credit before coming into a college. In order to develop
the AP program and exam, especially, high school teachers and university teachers
come together to develop the program and test. During the course of this process, we
have a conversation and we get to know each other. Before the introduction of the AP
program, university faculty members didn’t care about K through 12 programs. And K
through 12 teachers were afraid of talking to us. But communication is really great. And
I think it’s important for K through 12 teachers and university faculty members to have
a conversation, to sit together and to understand each other. This is really important for
building a future of Japanese language education, I think in Australia too. And one good
way to have this kind of conversation is to develop a well-articulated program. By not
having a well-articulated program from kindergarten through to university, we waste a
lot of money and time. And also, we cannot create highly proficient Japanese language
speakers.

I often hear in the United States, “How many years do you have to study Japanese if you
want to become proficient?” It’s true, Japanese language is really difficult, but sometimes
(it’s not) because (it is) too hard, it’s because we don’t have well-articulated Japanese
language programs from kindergarten through university, that students won't become
more proficient in Japanese. So I think teachers from every entity, every sector, should
get together and think about developing a well-articulated program from K through
university. And also, we should not forget after university. I think we should think about
Japanese language education from cradle to grave. Even after university, when education
is over, people should use Japanese.

So developing life-long Japanese language speakers and users is really important. I was
reading a newspaper article, actually Nihon keizai shinbun, the other day, and in that
article, I don’t mean to put down cab drivers, but a cab driver who had worked for a
really famous, big corporation in Japan, he actually was in Southeast Asia, and when he
returned to Japan from Southeast Asia, he was fired and he lost his job and he became a
cab driver. And when someone interviewed this cab driver and asked “Why do you think
you were fired?” he replied “Because I didn’t have any professional skills.” I talked about
twenty-first-century skills this morning, and in this article, this person who interviewed
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this cab driver said, “In the twenty-first-century, having professional skills, perfect
professional skills, is really important to survive.” So if you study Japanese, you should
strive to become a really proficient speaker. There is a business book talking about Ten
thousand hours; in order to become professionally skilful, you have to do something,
one thing, for ten thousand hours. Ten thousand hours is just a figurative thing, but if
you want to become more proficient in Japanese, you have to, although it’s hard, you
should work really hard. And you should work from kindergarten through university
and even after university is over, I think you should keep studying Japanese, and we
should emphasise that. And, again, it’s up to you to create joy in learning Japanese.

And I know my time is up soon, but in order to build up the future Japanese education
in Australia, you should constantly do leadership training. Leaders do not stay young
forever. We need the next generation of leaders. The same is true in the United States.
When I was approached by The Japan Foundation five years ago and asked “What is the
priority for Japanese language education here?” I said, “Development of young leaders”
We won't stay young forever, and we need, constantly need, the next generation of
leaders, and I think the same is true with Australia.

And also lastly, I talked about advocacy and as you see from my talk, advocacy needs
special skills. So in order to advocate for Japanese language education in Australia, I
strongly suggest you have a workshop to train people for advocacy skills. Thank you.

Robyn Spence-Brown

Now, I'd like to throw the floor open to the panel, to throw in those important comments
you've missed or pick up on things that other people have said. Who would like to kick oft?

Matthew Absalom

I absolutely agree that we shouldn’t be justifying ourselves. I want to remind you that
in every declaration for educational goals for young people—the three declarations:
Darwin, Melbourne, Adelaide—languages has always been one of the key learning
areas. We actually have to stop justifying ourselves.

But the point I want to make is actually about finding out why the students are doing
it. Sometimes the curriculum documents tell us that the kids are doing it because they
want to talk the language or, you know, they want to go buy one of your nice Japanese
pancakes or something and they want to talk to the lady while they’re doing it. Some
kids don’t want to, some kids want to read, some kids want to do something else. My
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point is to find out why theyre doing it so we can respond as educators, so we can go,
“Oh, I've got a group of nerdy big heads here who want to read. Let’s do some reading
even though the curriculum doesn't tell us to”, or “I've got the opposite, some illiterate
fools who don’'t want to read” Let’s emphasise another aspect of the language. That’s my
point about why they’re doing it. I just want us to be able to be responsive and actually
feel okay about going, “Hang on a minute, okay, I've got this curriculum thing here, but
the kids want this (other thing). I know I can do it. I know their Japanese will improve
through these activities. Let’s give it a whirl”

Kent Anderson

I hadn’t thought about Matthew’s suggestion of brand until he made it. I think it’s an
excellent one. Let me encourage one thing which is, we don’t have to wait for Japan
to figure out what Japan’s brand is, and fall on the back of that. This is Japanese for
Australia, and that can be different, and indeed we might even lead Japan in this.

The second point is, tagging on to the end of this conversation we were just having right
now, when you go into a branding exercise, you are not just saying, “What do the clients
want?” you are also saying, “Who do I want to be?” So, I'm not in favour of just 100%
giving up who we are to wherever the students might be at this time. I want to take a
bit of responsibility for who we are as well. But I think the brand is a wonderful idea for
JSAA or for one of those others. Also, I might plug Languages and Cultures Network for
Australian Universities (LCNAU) Languages Communities; for the university teachers
here, please join in this advocacy.

Chihiro Kinoshita Thomson

Taking on the branding idea, I think if we let the students do the choosing it'll work. And
just to look back at my last semester, our students did some presentations on their own
chosen topics and one was “maid cafes” and a second was, “Why is it that Japanese idols
don’t sell in Australia?” And those topics came along with “Why is the Japanese suicide
rate so high?”. So, you know, let the students choose what they want to learn and it will
work. And also our Australian students have different types of consuming life. They use
Hello Kitty stationery goods and they aspire to buy Shiseido Cosmetics, even though they
are so expensive and they can’t afford it, and they eat sushi every day. We don't have to sell
Japan too much, they already own their own Japan. Let the students do their own talking,
I think it will be alright. And after listening to Tohsaku-sensei’s talk this afternoon, and
I've known Tohsaku-sensei for many years, I have taken his advice and I want to do some
self-promotion, and I'd like to encourage you to do more self-promotion.

69



NSJLE Proceedings 2012

This year at UNSW we have focussed on advocacy. One of the advocacy strategies
was, we applied for the Office of Learning and Teaching citation for an outstanding
contribution to student learning, and we were awarded that, along with $10,000 dollars.
You know, being humble is Japanese, I know self-promotion is not very Japanese-y, but
we need to do it and I'm sure there are many more deserving teams and individuals here
whod deserve this award much more than us, but we did it and that’s why we got it. We
need to do it and I encourage all of you to apply for awards.

Kathe Kirby

I wanted to pick up on something that Anne de Kretser has said and link her to the
obvious enthusiasm for the number of associations that have been talked about during
the panel discussion. Anne made a point about sharing good practice, and if there’s
one thing that the AEF learned through the report we did into what’s working to build
demand, it’s that if we do share practice, we're sharing good practice and that it’s really
powerful. One of the profiles we did was a program happening in New South Wales
independent schools where they actually were teaching parents at primary schools the
language that the primary school was teaching, so parents were able to come in for half
an hour a couple of times a week and had a go at learning Japanese or Chinese. This had
a really powerful effect on the parents. And the parents all of a sudden say, “Oh now we
get it! Oh this is fun! We're going to really support this.” I'm using that as an example,
when you share that practice, when you say, “Here are some schools in New South
Wales doing this, why couldn’t schools everywhere be doing this?” So it’s a way to bring
the parent community in. And I think that with the rich and live associations that you've
got, one of the real challenges is utilising the technologies that there are today. How are
you going to really build on sharing good practice and sharing what’s working? Because
everybody in this room has strategies that they know work really well. So I just urge you
to think about that.

Robyn Spence-Brown

Thank you very much to all the panellists, for giving us such rich ideas in a very short
period of time: Very important ideas about how to connect and how to advocate for
Japanese—and a lot of challenges. That's why we invited them, because just as Jo Lo
Bianco said about our expectations for students, we have very high expectations for
the Japanese community. We feel very privileged to have had you here. Thank you for
starting many conversations for us.
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Wiki wonderland: a tool for learning and advocacy

Wendy Venning, St Francis de Sales College

Abstract

The Junior Primary sector (4-8 year olds) is under-represented in the LOTE literature.
This age group has particular learning needs which are largely ignored in LOTE
research. Yet creating the future starts here: this is the time when foundations can be
laid for sound language learning skills, and above all, the time when a love of language
learning can be instilled.

This paper will discuss the use of a wiki in a Junior Primary Japanese program. The
wiki was originally designed as a communication tool for parents and the wider school
community, to showcase Junior Primary language learning in an outer metropolitan
school. This use of technology then became a tool of advocacy for language learning.
Parents became advocates, sharing the wiki with friends and relatives all over Australia
and indeed all over the world.

In addition to showcasing student learning and becoming a tool for advocacy, the wiki
also became a learning tool in itself. Pages on the wiki could be re-used time and again
to review targeted language, using the interactive whiteboard to pinpoint or extend the
linguistic focus.

The paper will conclude with hands-on advice and tips for setting up a wiki.

Keywords

Junior Primary, wiki, technology, communication
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Introduction

The Junior Primary sector (4-8 year olds) is under-represented in the LOTE literature.
This age group has particular needs: students are often pre-literate; are still developing
fine motor skills and social skills; have a high need for routine and repetition; have high
teacher dependence; and have an interactive play-based learning style that thrives on
hands-on activities (ACARA 2011, 7). These learning parameters are largely ignored in
LOTE research. Yet creating the future starts here: this is the time when foundations
can be laid for sound language learning skills, and above all, the time when a love of
language learning can be instilled.

This paper will discuss the use of a wiki in a Junior Primary Japanese program. The
wiki was originally designed as a communication tool for parents and the wider school
community to showcase Junior Primary language learning in an outer metropolitan
school. This use of technology then became a tool of advocacy for language learning.
Parents who could clearly see how the above learning parameters translate to the
Japanese classroom, and who could then clearly see the benefits of learning Japanese at
Junior Primary level, then became advocates themselves, sharing the wiki with friends
and relatives all over Australia and indeed all over the world.

In addition to showcasing student learning and becoming a tool for advocacy, the wiki
also became a learning tool in itself. Pages on the wiki could be re-used time and again
to review targeted language, using the interactive whiteboard to pinpoint or extend the
linguistic focus. Furthermore, students became so keen to feature on the wiki that they
put extra effort into producing high quality work that would be showcased.

Classroom technology

The explosion of classroom technology over the past few years has been tremendously
exciting. One of the most exciting things is the way new classroom technology allows
teachers to connect with parents. Language teachers often don’t have much contact with
parents, especially at primary school level, where the homeroom teacher is the parents’
main contact. Technology that allows language teachers to become closer to parents is
extremely useful. My experience of working with younger children is that parents are
generally very keen for their children to learn a language.

They are also very keen to know what their children arelearning, and very interested to know
what is going on in the classroom. This parental involvement drops off as children reach
high school, but at Junior Primary level, parental interest and involvement in schooling is
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very high. Parents’ own past language learning experiences may have been very teacher-
oriented, may have been at secondary level, and perhaps focussed heavily on using writing
to learn a language. Learning a language at Junior Primary level is very different.

About Junior Primary students

This age group has particular needs. Students:

« are often pre-literate (often do not even know how to hold a pencil, and cannot
recognise any letters, let alone write any);

o are still developing fine motor skills (many cannot cut with scissors, many cannot
fold a piece of paper in half);

« are still developing social skills (often call out, have little consideration for others’
needs);

« have a high need for routine and repetition (the sense of stability Junior Primary
children get from following routines is hugely important to learning);

« have high teacher dependence, constantly needing reassurance; and

« have an interactive play-based learning style that thrives on hands-on activities
(ACARA 2011, 7).

You may think this is a perfect description of Year 9s, but in the case of Junior Primary
students, these characteristics are typical of the normal social development of this age
group. In addition, our younger learners are increasingly presenting with a variety of
challenging behaviours. These often arise from a lack of social maturity, particularly in
the areas of persistence and resilience. This is what we must expect of learners of this age
group. We must find ways to engage these younger learners, ways of learning language
that do not rely on literacy skills which may not yet be present. A successful lesson takes
these learning needs into account.

Looking in on my Junior Primary classroom, you might think the students are not
learning—they are just play-acting, just singing songs, just making craft. But in fact
this is how 4-8 year olds learn (Bell and Lambart 1997; Makin and Wilmott 1998); the
essential learning may just not be as explicit as it is in secondary classrooms.
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For example, we may be learning the sentence patterns of:
Kore wa nan desu ka? __desu
Kore wa __ desu ka? Hai, __ desu lie, __desu

We frame these in something age appropriate, like using the book A visit to the zoo, and
use the zoo animals as a base for the sentence structures.

The wiki is a way of clearly showing parents the way we learn a language at Junior
Primary level—not just the sentences we are learning, but also the activities we use to
focus on those sentences—the toys, the craft, the puppets, and the learning through
creative play.

The wiki

My wiki started outasa communication tool for parents and the wider school community,
to showcase the work the students were doing in their Japanese lessons. I wanted the
pages of the wiki to show that my Japanese teaching is clearly targeted to meet Junior
Primary needs. I wanted parents to see the variety of activities in my Japanese lessons;
the use of the school environment such as the schoolyard and playground; the ways
students use classroom technology such as the SmartBoard and iPads; and most of all,
the sense of fun.

I also wanted parents to see that while students thought they were learning about zoo
animals, for example, in fact they were:

« learning about word order in Japanese sentences
« learning how to ask and answer questions in Japanese

« learning about the syllabic nature of Japanese writing, and so on.

I wanted them to see that what the child saw in the lesson—say, making a tiger, or a
paper plate face—provided an opportunity for reflection on the language being learned.
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What is a wiki?

A wiki is simply a publicly accessible website to which you can add, on an ongoing basis,
as many pages as you like. The pages can simply feature information. For example, my
wiki includes a broad outline of my teaching program and the Australian Curriculum
Framework for Japanese. Previously, the official page contained an outline of the South
Australian Curriculum Standards and Accountability (SACSA) for Japanese, and
showed parents how my teaching program reflected the South Australian Languages
policy. From the parents’ point of view, this is probably the most boring part of the
wiki—no photos of their children here. But it is valuable to have this information out
there in the public domain, easily available to any interested parents. Transparency
is a key idea for me. Then—on more interesting pages—we can add photos, glittery
headlines and video clips of students.

In other words, my wiki is an electronic class newsletter, showing parents what their
students are learning in Japanese on a regular basis. It’s important to me not just to
show the “star” pupils, but everyone having a go. Making mistakes is part of how we
internalise our language learning, and the process is as important as the product. I can
include links to other sites we use in the classroom, such as the folk stories on KidsWeb
Japan. In this way, parents can click on the link and immediately read the story that the
class has read on the SmartBoard. Or the student can click on the link and share the
story with their parents.

I can also include links to other sites which may not be Japanese in nature, but can still
be used in the Japanese lesson—for example, the animation made by primary school
children in South Australia of the song “Caught in the Crowd” that I used in our lessons
on feelings. This was an effective way of combining Japanese with broader educational
goals, as the song, and the really moving video clip, looks at bullying at school. Many
of my students were in tears watching this, and our conversations about how we were
feeling came right from the heart. Again, it is valuable to be able to show parents how
we teach language at Junior Primary level.

Students and parents can also use the wiki to follow up on Japanese learning at home.
On each page, I write the language we have focussed on in each topic, to give parents
a starting point so that they can become involved in conversations with their children
about the Japanese the child is learning. Parents can see the songs we have learned, and
use these to help their children review learning. When we make origami, I put the steps
on a wiki page, so that students can do more origami at home if they wish.
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It’s fair to say that, notwithstanding the learning that takes place, Junior Primary students
often focus on something interesting to them, for example: “Mum, we ate marshmallows
in Japanese today!” The wiki page allows a conversation to develop from that: “Why did
you eat marshmallows in Japanese?”, and most importantly, “What words did you learn?”

1”

The wiki allows parents to easily see that the marshmallows were in fact pretend dango,
and the chocolate sauce was pretend soy sauce. Parents can see that the language and
intercultural focus was on saying grace: itadakimasu and gochisosama.

It is not realistic to expect Junior Primary students to articulate to their parents a lot
of what happens in a lesson. The wiki provides a tool to frame conversations about
language learning, making it easy for parents to ask appropriate questions in talking to
their child. I find this transparency most beneficial to parent-teacher communication,
as parents can clearly see what their children are learning, and how they are learning it
at the Junior Primary level.

At its simplest level, my wiki invites parents in to my classroom so they can see what
we are doing in Japanese lessons—thus fostering transparency in my teaching program.

Advocacy

As time went on, I found that the wiki had taken on another role—as a tool for advocacy.
As parents saw that it really is worthwhile learning a language in Junior Primary, saw
how much Japanese the students were speaking and writing, and how the student’s
understanding of Japanese culture was growing, they began forwarding the site address
to grandparents, relatives and friends: of course to show off their child’s achievements,
but indirectly celebrating the achievements of the Japanese program. It is wonderful to
see parents and the wider community sharing the excitement of our Japanese program—
in just a year, parents had shared the wiki with friends and relatives all over Australia,
and indeed all over the world. This is fantastic advocacy for the teaching and learning
of Japanese.

A learning tool

In addition, the wiki has also become a learning tool in itself. My students are excited
to feature on the wiki, and this has become a motivating factor driving their learning.
They want to produce great work that will feature in a photograph. They want to be
recorded speaking Japanese so that the clip will appear on the wiki. When the photos
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and videos appear, the students want to see and hear them again and again—so the
wiki then becomes a teaching tool. Using the interactive whiteboard, I can pinpoint
particular linguistic items for the class to review. I can press pause and ask students
to supply the next word—or think of an alternative, or to sing the next line of a song.
Because the video features themselves, their brothers and sisters, and their friends, it is
so much more fun.

I have also deliberately used the wiki to further the connection between home and school
in a Show and Tell page, in which students show others the Japanese things they have at
home. When shown my wiki, the South Australian Minister for Education commented
in particular on this page because of the language learning links made between home
and school.

The wiki has also been used in ways I didn’t envisage—a teacher at another school (where
Japanese is not taught) used my page on making origami to demonstrate procedure
writing to a class.

Setting up a wiki

Wikispaces, a site where teachers can create their own wiki, is free for schools. Teachers
simply need to create a name for the wiki and log on to www.wikispaces.com to establish
their own page. I think it is good to choose a name that shows clearly what the wiki is
about. Of course you can use any other website template to serve the same purpose.
Wikis can be used as information sharing sites in which anyone can contribute or add
parts, but my wiki is read only because of its primary function as a newsletter.

Photos and videos are imported as files. Video clips need to be kept short in this format.
Wikis operate differently to Word documents, and I've found the best way to display
photos and videos is to first create a table. Of course you need permission from parents to
show students’ photos on a website. Many schools now have a standard consent form for
this. Some parents do not consent, and there are valid reasons such as custody disputes
that may come in to play, and these rights must be respected. I know of some teachers
who black out the faces of children who do not have consent, but I take a great deal
of photos and prefer just to not use those that include non-consenting children. One
does have to be careful not to have children in the background too, as with computer
technology a tiny dot in the background can be enlarged so the face is recognisable. It is
always better to crop or remove the photo.
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Headlines, emoticons, and long video clips are imported as widgets using embed codes.
I like Glitterfy.com for headlines, but Sparklee.com and CoolText are also popular.
Colour backgrounds for pages are also imported as widgets. I have found that writing
is best done first in a Word document if you want to use Japanese script, then cut and
pasted in to the wiki. On an iPad, it is easier to write directly in Japanese script.

Conclusion

My wiki functions primarily as a communication tool—an electronic audiovisual
newsletter for parents and the wider school community to showcase the Junior Primary
language learning in our school. From this beginning, the wiki has grown into a tool
of advocacy for language learning as parents have shared the wiki with friends and
relatives across Australia and around the world.

In addition to showcasing student learning and becoming a tool for advocacy, the wiki
has also become a favourite classroom learning tool. Students enjoy revisiting pages on
the wiki to review targeted language, and have become so keen to feature on the wiki that
they put extra effort into producing high quality work in the hope of being showcased.

I am passionate about language teaching: my wiki is an opportunity to share that passion
with others, inviting them to join me on a walk through my Wiki Wonderland.
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Japanese speech night at the primary school level: Advocacy
through language learning

Mariel Howard, Kalamunda Christian School

Abstract

Every year at Kalamunda Christian School, students are invited to take part in a
Japanese speech contest. The contest is held in the evening in the school gymnasium,
with family and friends as the audience. Speeches are based on the topic for their year
level. Students use topic-related phrases they have learnt to plan their own talk. It is
then checked by the teacher before the students practice it to the point of fluency. Most
students know their speech by heart, although reading of hiragana script on the day is
allowed. The number of participating students has increased steadily over the contest’s
history. In 2008, 22% of the students studying Japanese took part. By 2013 the number
had grown to 37%. The evening is highly anticipated by students and parents alike. It has
improved student motivation and changed the culture of language learning. In addition
to advocacy, the contest has greatly improved student learning. Students who enter the
competition every year have approximately 60 phrases in their long term memory. By
changing the vocabulary, the number of sentences they are able to create in the future
is enormous.

Keywords

speech contest; Japanese; primary; language advocacy
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Introduction

Kalamunda Christian School is an independent Christian primary school which, since
2008, has run an evening Japanese speech contest in Term 4 for Years 1-6. At Kalamunda
Christian School, all students from Pre-Primary to Year 6 receive 60 minutes of Japanese
instruction per week. In 2008, 22% of the students in Years 1 to 6 took part in the
contest. By 2013, the number had grown to 37%. Over its six-year history, the speech
contest has considerably improved student motivation and skill and changed the culture
of language learning. In 2009 to 2011, I also ran the speech contest at Swan Christian
College Junior School (until 2010 called Midland Christian School), where the results
were similar to those at Kalamunda Christian School.

At the contest, the students present a speech or role-play based on the topic they have
covered in their Japanese classes that year, as follows:

Year 1 Self-Introduction

Year 2 Describing family

Year 3 Describing own room, garden and house

Year 4 Shopping role-play

Year 5 Arranging an outing with a friend

Year 6 Inviting a friend to a birthday party (2008-2012)

Biography of favourite artist and explaining processes
used to create own artwork (from 2013)

Aims of the speech contest

The contest was born out of a desire to motivate the students in their language studies.
The plan was also to ensure that learnt expressions remain relevant throughout the year,
form a usable chunk of natural conversation, get revised often and go into the students’
long term memory.

The contest was also planned to overcome some of the challenges of language
education in primary schools: namely, lack of time allocation; lack of information
and communications technology (ICT) and other resources; and frequently changing
teachers. All of these factors combined means primary school language teachers must
make effective use of all the time and resources available, and plan programs that are
embedded into the curriculum, providing continuity even if the language teacher was
to change.
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Another aim of the speech contest was to create an “open-ended” activity to recognise
not only individual students’ abilities but also their capabilities, thus focusing on each
student’s potential. The structures for both the speeches and role plays provide an
opportunity for extension, as students are able to add as many new words and additional
phrases as they are capable of memorising.

A speech contest also provides a communicative purpose to improve accuracy and
fluency in the language: “Learning is about personal meaning-making ... Interaction
needs to be purposeful ... about something ... have[ing] value in its own right” (Scarino
and Liddicoat 2009). Both speeches (real communication) and role-plays (pretend
conversations) provide practice for real impromptu language use. This communicative
purpose can and should be created in a regular classroom, but is naturally reinforced in
a wider context when the audience grows to a couple of hundred people.

It can be argued that neither the actual speech contest nor the practice for it provides
an opportunity for real spontaneous conversations. In order to address this issue, Year
6 students at Kalamunda Christian School study art through the Content and Language
Integrated Learning (CLIL) pedagogy, where real communication is ensured by studying
another subject (art) in a foreign language (Japanese). On the other hand, a typical
tourist to Japan is not likely to make an art project but has a need to buy some food
and souvenirs. A speech contest provides a perfect opportunity to revise and memorise
high-frequency, everyday expressions for future use.

Finally, a speech contest increases the profile of languages in the school community,
especially if press, and guests from outside of the school, are also invited. The audience
also has an opportunity to learn about the culture of the country. At Kalamunda the
audience gets to sample Japanese food, see the judges dressed in kimono and watch
videos clips about Japan.

Steps to a successful speech contest

1. Effective teaching of the content during the year

The success of the speech contest relies heavily on the effective teaching of content
during the year. As time is limited, opportunities need to be maximised by making
learning interesting, fun, relevant and age-appropriate, and above all, instilled with a
real communicative purpose. Far too often primary school children are taught lists of
nouns with no sentences to communicate with. Japanese children are not likely to walk
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around pointing out all the colours they can see, but “What is your favourite colour?” is
a common question among this age-group and provides real communication.

A variety of methods and activities need to be provided in order to maintain interest
and ensure a variety of language uses. There are many language learning resources
available to purchase and many more to download, but as any good educator knows,
simple everyday items like blankets, dice, balls, card, puppets and pictures are a great
and cheap way to engage student interest. As Scarino and Liddicoat say, “The key is
to have resources which open up multiple possible uses and allow for flexibility and
creativity in teaching and learning” (2009).

“Music is the most effective memory strategy as emotional experience is readily
recalled” (Alford 2010). Some of the songs learnt at Kalamunda Christian School match
the topic they are studying at the time, while others are sung during the last 5 minutes
of the lesson. These “filler songs” are often real Japanese children’s songs on YouTube,
which are played in order to increase the students’ vocabulary and understanding of
the Japanese culture. Even if students do not understand all the words, the songs will
improve their intonation and provide a calm multi-sensory learning environment. As
revision, students are also encouraged to sing along to songs they have previously learnt
as they trace new characters.

The power of revision cannot be underestimated. It is especially useful to expose
students to the same words in different contexts and by different methods. You can
cater for each student’s preferred learning style by revising the same words in a variety
of ways: visually, kinetically and aurally. By using plenty of movement in sports, role-
plays, games and gestures you can engage the power of “motor memory” (Alford 2010).
Getting students to think of their own mnemonics for new words will help them recall
the words later. Changing location can also help weaker students, as “teaching a concept
in a different location assists students to recall it through episodic association, i.e.
utilizing the associative emotions they develop” (Alford 2010). Teachers should also use
emotions to engage learners’ “brain compatible learning” by modelling an optimistic
state (Alford 2010).

All Japanese assessments at Kalamunda Christian School are open ended, and students
are given a rubric to help them achieve their goals. Students also practice their speaking
assessments with a friend, ask for help if needed, and get assessed when they believe
they are ready. This ensures that students know their speeches or role-plays well before
the contest, as the speaking assessments are the same or similar to the speech they are
required give in the contest.
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Finally, target language should be used as the mode of delivery whenever possible to
maximise the time available. As any second-language speaker knows, it takes the brain a
moment to get used to the new language environment and start not only understanding
but also producing more language. My own experiences, as well as observations of my
students, show that constant swapping of language does not allow the learners to enter
this new language “zone”. In addition, by using the target language only, the students are
likely to become familiar with everyday expressions like “well done”, which were not even
included in the intended learning outcomes for the lesson. This “incidental language
learning” adds to both speaking and listening skills and improves the students’ fluency
in the language. At Kalamunda Christian School all students from Years 1 to 5 start their
lesson with a 20 minute “Japanese-only time”, in which previously learnt expressions are
revised and new expressions are introduced and practiced. Year 6 students listen to and
speak only Japanese during their 60 minute CLIL art lesson.

2. The role of script in effective teaching

Kalamunda Christian School has a “no romaji” policy in order to ensure correct
pronunciation and to remove the crutch that often prevents students from advancing
in their hiragana reading and writing ability. The Japanese script is sold to the students
from the beginning as a “secret code” that their family cannot read, which creates
mystery and intrigue.

Students learn each character as it comes up in the new expressions they are learning.
The characters get revised regularly as they come up in new words, and each lesson
revises some old characters and introduces new ones. The written language supports
the spoken language and vice versa, as the expressions students have memorised help
them read and write new script, and their knowledge of the script helps them learn
new words. This method also ensures that any new students get a chance to learn the
characters as they are being revised by others.

Over time, students progress at their own pace, moving from individual character
recognition to being able to read words and eventually whole sentences. All hiragana
tests and other reading and writing assessments are similarly scaffolded to cater for
students at various levels of reading and writing proficiency.
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3. Good marketing of the event

As is the case of any event, good marketing is essential to create excitement and hype.
Students are reminded about the speech contest at the start of each year, and quite
often they are already asking what their new topic is in their very first lesson. They
are reminded of the benefits of taking part: improved Japanese and public speaking
skills, improved confidence and an opportunity to impress their parents and friends.
The event is also a permanent feature of the school calendar.

Entry into the contest is invitation-only, based on their speaking mark. This makes the
invitation to participate highly desirable and ensures that students work hard to get a
good mark in their speaking assessments. However, if a child really wants to participate
but has not made the mark, they are given extra help to reach their goals. Often this
extra attention helps deepen the relationship between teacher and student, and ensures
that the student stays motivated in their Japanese studies for years to come. Once a
student has indicated their desire to take part and permission has been received from
the parents, the student is not allowed to change their mind. This supports the school’s
values of commitment and resilience.

The principal, Mr Gavin Nancarrow, always attends the speech contest in order to
show his support for the event and languages in general. Every year, other language
teachers in the area are also invited to see the event either as judges or as members of
the audience. The event is made as “official” as possible, with students wearing formal
school uniform, standing one by one on the stage, speaking into a microphone and
bowing at the beginning and end of their speech.

The hall is decorated with Japanese posters, Japanese video clips are shown during
breaks between year groups, and Japanese food is offered at the event. In 2013, speech
contest students even sang a Japanese song and performed a Japanese dance on the
stage. Every year the contest improves, with new things to showcase to parents.

4. Planning and practice of own speech

Students are given ample examples of speeches and role-plays. Students particularly
enjoy the subliminal method, which I first experienced as a student of Swedish in my
native Finland. Students are asked to put their heads on their desks and close their
eyes. The teacher plays relaxing Japanese music, and after a while starts giving example
speeches and role-plays while the students are still resting.
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Students base their own speech or role-play on the structures and expressions learnt
throughout the year. Depending on the level of ability, they are welcome to add new
words or expressions. If they struggle to memorise the whole conversation, they can
also delete some of the phrases. This happens particularly closer to the speech contest
itself as some students run out of time to memorise the whole speech. Often the winner
is not decided only by correctness or fluency, but also by how many expressions the
student has managed to include in their speech. Students are not upset even if their
speech ends up shorter than originally planned. The joy comes from being able to stand
on stage and show their parents what they have learnt. On the other hand the ability to
add new words and expressions enables students to make their speech their own and
allows able students to stretch themselves with an open-ended task.

The teacher writes down English translations of students’ speeches as a PowerPoint
presentation in order to provide a translation for the audience. The students get a
copy of this speech and meet with the teacher one-on-one to ensure they can say the
expressions correctly. In most speaking activities, real and practice, communication
and fluency are more important than accuracy. However, as students are likely to use
these phrases as a framework for future spontaneous communication, it is essential that
they are memorised correctly. Once students can recall each expression, they practice
in pairs and at home to improve fluency. Students who have already learnt their own
speech are happy to help others, which improves learning outcomes for both students.

Actual contest

Students compete in their year groups. The two invited judges, one a Japanese teacher
colleague and the other a native Japanese speaker, are given a copy of the English
translation of the speeches so that they can follow them, tick off correct sentences and
write notes if necessary. They are also given a list of all students with space after each
student to write notes on the judging criteria of pronunciation, accuracy, fluency and
variety of expressions.

The judges have time to deliberate after each year group and find consensus on the
winner and runner-up. During this time the audience learns more about Japan by
watching a short video clip. The results are announced at the end of the contest, and
engraved medals are handed out at a future assembly. All participating students are
given a Japanese trinket or treat as a thank you for taking part.

In 2012 and 2013 we had to separate the evening into a junior and a senior contest as
the number of contestants grew to 65 and 73 respectively. Japanese supper was served
between these contests.

90



Mariel Howard

Evaluation

As pointed out by Scarino and Liddicoat, all programs and activities need to be evaluated:
“Evaluation is an integral part of the process of curriculum renewal. Evaluation involves
making considered judgment about a program to ensure that what is being done in
teaching, learning and assessment is worthwhile, effective and sufficient” (2009).

Evaluation for the speech contest is done every year by asking students about their
experiences straight after the contest. I have also asked for feedback from principals,
parents and stakeholders about how to improve the contest in future years.

Evaluation of the speech contest has resulted in many improvements over the years.
As the number of participants increased, the contest was split into junior (Years 1-3)
and senior (Years 4-6) sections with a shared supper between the contests. As access to
technology improved, short video clips on Japan were added to entertain the audience
while the judges deliberated.

Student evaluation

According to surveys, students enjoy taking part in the competition and most of the
students come back to compete in following years. Classroom observation has proven
that those who have participated in the contest continue to be highly motivated in
their Japanese class and can recall expressions learnt in previous years. They are able
to remember both the topic-related vocabulary and the key sentence structures and
phrases used in their speech or role play. Altogether, the school’s Japanese program
in Years 1-6 covers over 60 phrases and sentence structures as well as hundreds of
individual words. Children who take part in the contest every year have the potential
to retain all of these in their long term memory and thus be able use them in their own
Japanese conversations in future years.

The contest was awesome. I like it because I get to talk in front of people. My
Japanese gets better and I can still remember last year’s speech too. (Isla, Year
2 student)
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Principal evaluation

The following statement was made by Gaye Entwistle, the acting principal of
Swan Christian College Junior School. After receiving positive feedback from her after
the first contest at the college in 2009, I asked her to write down her impressions so
that I could include them in a professional development session that I ran in Perth in
February 2010:

The Japanese contest was a new idea for the Junior School. Mariel was really
keen and saw it as a great way to grow the profile of LOTE in the school and
also challenge the children.

The planning and prep that went into the evening was great and the kids loved
to have the extra sessions of coaching. There was a great up take of kids for
the evening.

A large group of parents and friends arrived at the event and were treated to a
sample supper of Japanese food. The atmosphere was exciting.

The delight was that we saw our children perform who were very competent
but also those who managed to really persevere and push through the fear of
performance. The standard of presentation by all children was really impressive.

Parents were delighted, and all the apprehension I felt leading into a public
competition for the younger students quickly disappeared as I saw the pride
and excitement as they competed and were encouraged and rewarded. It was a
wonderful event we would really like to build into our regular program for the year.

Parent evaluation

I have also conducted informal oral surveys with parents after each contest, all of
which have been positive. The following parent was asked to write down her impressions
so that I could include them in subsequent professional development presentations on
the topic.

A wonderful opportunity for the students to speak Japanese in front of an
audience, to “force” them to converse yet with a thrill of competition.

92



Mariel Howard

The subject was “real life communication” about themselves, which will be
useful later in life to speak to any Japanese speaker. The competition gave my
daughter confidence, not only in her Japanese speaking but in speaking to a
group of adults (parents) in a safe small atmosphere.

It was set up beautifully and carefully introduced to be a safe place. The
PowerPoint behind each student enabled us non-speakers to understand what
the child was saying.

Overall, a carefully thought out, carefully managed, delightful evening for
parents and students alike. (Michelle Plaistowe, parent of a Year 5 student)

Conclusion

At the start of 2008 there were many disengaged students in the Japanese classes
at Kalamunda Christian School. The purpose of the speech contest was to provide
motivation and goals for the language learners as well as improve their language skills. In
terms of improving motivation and Japanese language skills, the speech contest is the most
significant addition to the Japanese language program at Kalamunda Christian School.

The number of participating students has increased steadily over the contest’s history.
In 2008, 32 students (22% of the students studying Japanese) took part. By 2013 the
number had grown to 74 (37%).

The evening is highly anticipated by students and parents alike. As envisaged, it has
improved student motivation and skills and changed the culture of language learning.
In addition to advocacy, the contest has also greatly improved the students’ language
skills. Students who enter the competition every year would have approximately
60 phrases in their long term memory. By changing the vocabulary, the number of
sentences they are able to create in the future is enormous.
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Use of tablet computers in a beginners’ Japanese course: benefits
and issues of using “inking” in the classroom

Sarah Pasfield-Neofitou, Monash University
Masae Uekusa, Monash University
Mari Morofushi, Monash University

Abstract

“Inking” is a feature of the tablet computer that enables the user to write directly on
the screen, and is frequently used in educational settings, especially in the areas of
mathematics and science. However, when it comes to language education, there seems
yet to be scope for research. This paper explores the various uses of inking, based on an
actual Japanese course for beginners, which has introduced tablet computers. The report
will give specific examples of how tablet computers can be used in areas such as: teaching
scripts, vocabulary and grammar, teaching reading and writing, developing teaching
materials, running interactive classes, revising work and setting quizzes to students.

Keywords

Japanese language education, tablet computers, ICT
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Japanese education in the global era: process- and case-based
approaches for business communication

Aya Kondoh, Reitaku University
Hyogyung Kim, Osaka University

Abstract

In recent years, there has been an increase in learners who learn Japanese for the purpose
of working, particularly in Asia, so a paradigm shift in Japanese education is necessary.
Japanese language education requires a new approach to teaching and learning at the
intermediate level and beyond. In addition to learning language itself, it is important
to support learners who would like to work collaboratively with people of different
cultural backgrounds. In this paper, we discuss business communication in Japanese
language learning with the results of our research conducted in Japan, China and India.
Moreover, we describe two Japanese learning approaches based on our research: the
“process-oriented approach” and the “case-based approach” The former promotes
Japanese learning through problem solving by accomplishing communicative tasks
in business situations. The latter involves learning identifying problems and analysing
them from multiple viewpoints through discussion of solutions based on real cases.
We present those practices with textbooks based on two approaches. We conclude that
Japanese education should be considered in the broader context of human resources
development in this global era.

Keywords

Japanese for special purposes JSP; business communication; business process; case
learning; human resource development and Japanese language education

104



Aya Kondoh, Hyogyung Kim

1. LI

211FED 7 — OVIRHRIZE T, 70 —2 VL AM DS IS BT 5 &) 7k 5
HAE WA T AMER S AL L T %, HAEN TR A FEnb & s X 2 5978 o
ARPEZINTED ST ELMIECEME T, SN ETYU RIS HRGESTE 2/ EAD
FENEEREFE SN TS,

RKOSND AMIZOWTEEIMDEA TS B ZIE, 74 F = (2006)1F. 32D S (F—av
Ervy—) bt ORMRWICIEET 2, O AERME R (ER, 5t 2 Hvs
. Q@FE L EMTRIRT NN THS  EFREL TS, L L HAEZEOHYET
M BERE IR AL S HBENESCHEE HEICOWTHES N 2130,

HAEWNIZS & &0 HAESMERED HARE#EE B FMI 22 FEHE 2 R > T 21
DA THRINTOL, K2 GO ERBF 2 DR E L7GRERIR Tl HAGEYH
DHMIDHINZIC, PRER DR &\ ) 1235 5 (AL $:2013), AT O A H
PRBILLA DR EfG R T DR DA 1(53.9%) T4 DAL HHZLEE 1 (40.7%) &5 25T
W5,

ZZ T ARTIE, EEEEOB AN Z SBRIEIAMBRE ) BE» S HATERE %%
ZTCAKDBBENEDRH B I 5% EN FEHESHEFK L2007 70 —F LHE EZEEIC
DWTHRE T2,

2. 70—V ANMBRDT-D2oD7 71 —F

2.1 RERAED S BB TG E TR

FEH 5132008052012 F THRMBFET A v ¥ —di & (HHT) B FIHGEH A (h
)2 F2hE L 72 (Bt 2011, JT#EM2009), 2 LT R TRO SN B8ORS H: - WD
2010) fTEI AT, v —7 T4 V7R CHERAINIHARED V=777 74 V%
FERL L 72(424th2010), 2 LTINS DFAE DS, IS, FAEEERRE T, FIRES RUARTAE ), 5
SAVHEARRE IS TETH B 2 EAUR SN T E20101th), S S 2D %D 5
702207 7 a—F % R LT B—07 7 a—F 13 A H FoHEE HAREZ Y DS
Tl THEER I T IR2E E 2070 2O THAZER 252 L EHEE2012)TH 5,
TR, LRI ST TICERE(Y A2) D352 500 3 T IFZ UG 2T e ThFH L
ATV D FD ALFHIFHEZER OB A L S 25, A R T LT ORI Tl HARE
ZDHDD EFE(HBE) MO IEDER TELZ0 L) p0bih sk,

105



NSJLE Proceedings 2012

ftl 7 B R AT L QO BRICER 2 2R A U B, RIS O BT N (HARGEIEREES
FY ol S e o) T GEREEREE) Do U0 257 o2\ T EE(RERES
FNTRL 0D EDFA VT THELTOOL2 O 680 4 E A DREREBA Y2
—TERIT SN (TR 4:112009), 25 513, 2D L) R HEZRAT FIcAE L 2R S 2 R
BDENH D ECHBED S T —ABM 1 2o THAFE A HE D ESIENTELDTIE
BOIPEBEZ T, COEE Ry —AEHEH LB o7 7a—F L L7223 THRIR) BB T
—AFE I FHRITESL =AM Eoary 7)) 7 ) EEMIC EZRISHh> TSN (#
HE) DB C 2 2 BB SR L RIS IZRERUAER %2 L 72365 2 R k2 8 E L,
BRI DB O WTNAZIT) FAETH S, 7 —AXY Y F(EA ATN2006) 22 H L
Tw3,

[X]1. Plan-Do-See-Action D

BhERE-Bb A o —SAE

Interview in Japan, China and India

N Transcribing,
E=TR T A it

and extraction of

' businesstasks
I —2F- TIO7PAILER

CEFR®D
B2L-~JL
=E2E=

Group profiling SWOTSHTZE
Teacher Training by

real SWOT analysis
B with a professional

SHEM B &
Workshop

ZN6D2ODT7 70U —F % b LIQ2MBEOEM 2 HIFE L  FERERERT O B 2 MEEL 72,
Z LT EEFHBRORBRRCHEN DS D 74 — RNy 7 A EDPLD XY MIHDE  BGED
SLLMT L 785 13 S 2 B IR L 72,

106



Aya Kondoh, Hyogyung Kim

2.2 FEFERO T X A TH S

2.2.1 BFET ¥ A OB

HEER D N %D 513 EZR T O 7 e A2 AR TR 2 LB EETH S
(process approach), fi: =4 bph S8 i BUED R S, HAGE D RES PR B, Alik
P E T DI AEEASD, ZOREZERT 5 L) RIGE THA » BERTHS
EEZ D ETVEH oI BUERE(LIE St DE R E~— 7 T4 v T E7sCds(Can-
do statements)& % A7 #{ERL L 72 (48 - M 2010), Cdsz (F 2 BEICiE, RDDH5E)
%4772, (DCEFR(Common European Framework of Reference for Languages: M\ T
CEFR)DCdst Dty QBB B (HANE S F AR =Y ) ~DETY 7 J T
e, @fEE a9 )Ly ML 2SWOTHHHE D325, E¥# 63T -7 b Iy HEH
DSWOTI D70 2 ZHRDIRY  SWOT M Ot R (& KO 77 b7y b) EEEH 503
TER L 7Cdst 2 A L 72, O 6@z A HIl L HAGE 2 TS SF e LT
CIZIE, CEFRDB2L )L 2 HEITYLTH Z ES LW L 72, 2 LT, ZDCdsici > T¥
A7 2B S 610, HEEH, 553500 - UL AR ER 2 AL, 7 F AN EY 222322
7= arvDldDOHARFE(2011) 2T L7, ZDHE  EREREGZTO—HBE LD
DPTHEER DT B A THEIED R AT 22— a2 3(2012)TH 5,

TEHER DT U A THERE Y R AT o= r—vav i (REORDE AMEAS 7=
DOHEFEATKIZD E LD EP R RO 2GR I 2720 DY 27 3R EL ST
2 5% DB AL BB O B R SIS~ = T4 VT D% A E ISR RUA
BT 220 BNETH D HE NGBS, B2 MOHAR LB SIS, T4 Ay
T avEfTo ARENIORDITZ L R AT AR R E LT 7V PR 2 2 2 (7L ¥
VT=a)TEETOT UL ARG, FEEH L G NIRRT 5B, E Il
I HAGED L)) LR BL(F BRI O fE2 HER L T 57210 Tl Bl ARz 4
ST, KD FRINARZESHT - B S T D Z A2 1) e,

FAVIZHARFEDAK DN TV A% EZ Sz ala=r —> a ViGED 6K I T
WA ELRD—DTH ML Ly F— a3 TR T IR E
TG, RETOTH Ay arPRlETOaIa=r—2ary Tl NHETHOPhH &
0 DTGB 7 EDSEEGHAAFN TS, DU T ICLesson 4Tl EAR{L 2, 2411c, Cds&
BhgzmnTd,

107



NSJLE Proceedings 2012

#il)Lesson 4 1% B k{33

1. fRNEHE D ORADFEETH NSRS ICBLTE =& HD
HEHE e EE 2 TR 2 2 DS TE S, ()

2. R T4V ICBIFESWOT T2 FREDH M BID Eifsi
TNt Bt A CHIRETE 5, (8- )

3. REEGEE ML OGS feikim e B\ CHEE T E L SRS SO HIl o
HZNHEICHUE CE 5, (8 -5

4, HEAEELEICB W MEERD D DERICS I B D# 750
BRZIEMICERIITE S, £/ MR COERIC L, il %
FioTHRBZ IR L NI TES, (-

INBCAsITi>TTODY A7 IMER ST, ¥ A7 UISWOT T 2 DY DDHE, 5 27
2032y HEIHUCBI T 2SWO T OBEEHER, ¥ 2737256 % Tid . SWOT iz LT\
HARH £33 % [ Z |, 422K (Strengths, Weakness, Opportunities, Threats)IZ DWW T XE%
LR 5, ¥ A7 7 ZAREDNEZ £ LD ATEEI TH L fied T FrL vy TR AE
FHED LD H L MBI OTSWOT o 21T\ Z DR REFHRT 5 etz ic, Al
Az U GBI 2R DR %, GEMl %, Lesson 4(pp.52~64)% S 17\,

2.2.2 BHFEEH

(1) SWOTZr

Mz B LT 57200, (1)SWOTHH O HEDOF R LT 5O (2)SWOT
IR ORERDIE, 3)EMDOIMIED TP~ —7T T4 VIO W TDHERDIOTH
ST HEATHAANELFEZLT0E . HE0IIIFEZI) LI EBoTWR 32 E3H4(V:
RbFL o [HJLPT2MFREE, T- BB IHJLPT IR FREE | KA 7 A%V [HJLP T3 R BT R L
SWOTZHTIZBE T 2823 % 40(9077 x4) [T o 72, FEF IZ 2B, 204D FZZEDHTIZ10
[[], Lesson 12253 F TR ZIT Tz,

ARETIE2DDI A (I AV F A7) 2 BN ETBEINI 2R EICT 5,1
REIZ HAGEOL NV EZHZ EY R RAAGRD AN TREE 5722 TH 5, VIFFTH D
LD HILPT2ARETH - 7203, RFEDHHISWOT M 2R L 7= 2 E3d b  JEiETZ
DHFZH LT T2, ZD7280  SWOTH N D T 1% —0 6 HAZECTHRET 2053 707
T I ZIE M D H 22T 5, Taskl (p.53)12 i3, SWOT M DFHIAH(T, HAGE TE >
T2, VI, “Strength’2> 5 Tifid | “Weakness”2>5 5§52 £ 09 FEAEIC I ED 0
WE by 75 VG LTI Z 7o, 2D VI A KD HARFEDOL L3 0T

108



Aya Kondoh, Hyogyung Kim

& HARZEL ~OLHMEROKDS SWOTHHTIZOWTHER DS 72\ 2 A S, Z L CVIZ. SWOT
IR OWTEHHZ L, & OBf#EZ BT 2, St R 5EEE TH > 7205, BV 2 AHERD
HA D7 DIIZI RN TH o7t EZ D,

2B EEE D HARGE (RN SO R 2 AR Ak P03l s/ 2 Th 5, TiE
HPBHEE TH LD T OFHAPCHEMIOVLTUL fbD24 X BB TV, 2
DIz THR2 LN TET (B M fth) DFEA ST 2 B Z DRI NT(F A1), 45T
XA DFERERITIZ I AT % T HERC L e TR TUTHEA ST D H DT 03, R
SNTHINTY A7 2o o 20 EH 572720 TIZH TR KD o Tz, KDY A
72T, F Y HBEEOSWOT AT O Z Gi A, 22z D 5 2 LD 5T 7203, T
FHZEDBERICBLTH K EE LT,

BEDORBEAMENIC. TIZ Ty 7VEDSWOT S WO W T L v T —vavkz Lz, 7L
Yo —varii, RDLesson 5D FFHEL ST T720 UM FEITIE Do 72, Tl
BEGEDT v 7VEEDOSWOT i %2 S5 1 #E i 2 LT\ 7720 JEADO BRI R LTz
B AEDOBURESWOT O DFEREIZONWT, ~EDHHETEIENTE,

SWOTZ T OWNEIIHIRIER D 2385 2 7DD FIF 5 2D TER VDY, SWOTZ T DA
RUS DWW TUIBRTE E 20, OO TR SO FIETH 2, W RIS, B
Ko THRL 503, A (Strengths) 557 (Weaknesses) 122 (Opportunities) # & Threats) D
B ZWEEZ H7- Mg 2 L TAETO 7R REE L TH S, Qi i I N2 iE4E L
P MICL>THELA 3NS5 ZE AL EFERED % (T XA NI E GRSk 2 4 5-),
ZD10  FEEDOHELDOB ML MOV TSWOT N 2952 TES, QT
D7 ADHT, %%l%ﬁ% KD EOTOL ZEDFE ST B0, TECHAZE
(wrltlng)ﬁbﬁﬁ‘c‘:dé\ I27%, DD Z IS LTI, TRADFH W5 AIE 77V R T
FTITZNERDEIZ FALTT R EHTDE NI EZIBRRTNE  Z D R % 48 CHEHd
2, 0biE EZRITO 7T AR HE AR TELFIETH S,

L L EBEBD S W23 H 2, HRZEDL L3 E DKL, ERE2HE 25D

%Lﬂ)f:OSWOT/\Wi AR DD DR E ST L IRV A BER DA (R, H%% o)
WONOWF I 55568 0H 5, ZHUDOWTIIS B OB EREE L7\,

109



NSJLE Proceedings 2012

(2) EVRARE—F

W% T ¥ AM(Lesson 2, Lesson 4, Lesson 5)%{#H L 7-#E Hikix, MRS cbiT b,
TEY R AAE =% 27 IR L 72822 (8IR]. 5047 x 8., 644 XK R) IO WTH 5 (KIE - fG A
2012) 33N T %, AE—=F U7t E HIN E L7 ZZED 7012, 80l ) b4k, K278 E
7Ly T = arvZRLT0us, NEIE OHSEA LN ERBHEE2ENT 5,020
OB E LT RERMOHAMBIELHN L. OHILEDSWOT M %2179 . meftlc . @%
DHAREZHRIL 720 RE T HEFHMO 7Ly T =2 a v 2179, 04D Th o7z,
fill 2 DEBICOWTIFFE LB REN TR \0DS, EF TP EB I TS ) NTT
Ra®tOSWOT O DOFERZ ML ZEMTE/, Z LT IRER THRICIZ FEEAR)IC
WEET XAMIOWTEMZ L, TN 5B CEATH S 5%, LT IcZ N s DR
R,

110



Aya Kondoh, Hyogyung Kim

. TFAMIRICSIEE LD 3%:8 TR 14 R i buiRIZY o7

PEH:(R XD F)

S1: NEZIMOTHBEDE PR AGIIALEZZ ) 7L — A 82 H 20T 0L
KA LT 6,

S2: EDLICHARTILEY T = av LEiB Bl enghp)ELz, 7Y
ADRN JTEIFTBEAGE) DT, BARGIN% T F L7,

S3: EV R ABMNTH T 2R B0 EE

S4: FAFHATEIE 7. 2026 KSFHIiA CER WA TT S, RIS DEI TT,

. FATDNEIFEITLID,

444: Ko7
F AT DIEITE ) TLID>,
3%:b19 8k 144 L%

. EERORIZE)TLED,

4%4:5 59 LR

. LB TG TL 2,
244 Y Th L 244 TH S

. BRE R o7 LY ZAZIFED K ) ey A7 TLID (HHFLE)

S1: A9y CSWOT o5& 55 A2

S3: Lesson5D 7Ly T—2avDATA R A7 IFRHTK L Do 7z,

. BRI EEU Y A2 IZED K 7 A7 TL b (HhER)

S1: Lesson5D EX A2 57: Db D THEL T IV L) F R,

S2: WL AEAZCERBL, SO Gl in & % ED L GE) BN SHEH 25 227,

S3: DI EDLesson5D ¥ A7 E T2 I 723 Ho iR Z AL >ONE
ZAEOH T ERFLE LTy AT DMRDTHUTILD LR 72,

S4: TV Y T4 (T VLY T—2ay)DYAZFEIRITIDEBOET,
PR AN 2B F 22 ZADTX EAHZEBET(THTIvID
HRRE),

111



NSJLE Proceedings 2012

W AC—X U DRETH DS ZIUNBEL 72a X F 3% n, UL,
EHSOARMIIEO>TOEEE 2D, K64 (2012:37) Tl THAGEIERFEE RS
DREMHZITIZ. GA6NTALFEZ IR TR TIEARLCHARANETE LA\ 2235 M N % 5
R R L R 2 HIT TR ISR OSNEDTH S, 29 LEHEAD»S TEP 22232
== avy(KRTFAMNICRONE LI, 5. BRI oMK b5 LD 9 2550 %
BRELTHERICGHEZ G2, —~ ATl cZ2 o2 gk LT RS A VDI
%o T THA) JEBRENTEN EHSDEZ L7 — VRO HAEHZE ~DT
TR—FBRHEEINTEEE 2D,

RIHE D770 —=FTH 2T —AFFIIOVLTIERS,

2.3 —AFHBHMETES

2.3.1 %7 ¥ A o

HFOBEZZTLCOGBRE T, SEIEMEIRIZZLITE)F TRV HAAR
+CHRTEIFE 2205, HAANEAHE AR TR, 2 b2 bRTEDIRZ 3872 572012 [
DRI PR, BICERIK R Z B A IR TE WIS 4 H 5 DM TE) L7
IFRTE D0 oW BESE RAAIRBE I3 h 3L 725, COR I E R T 572012 &
H oI =AYy R (AR -11H2006) 248 H L 727 — A (case-based approach) %z #2I&
L7 -422010), 258, 7 —AEE LI AR Q2.1) LB (FHFEITHD Ly — 22 M
I RIS > TR INE DB T2 N 2 BB LS L L RRICIZBE AR % L 22036 Z | fif
PGB ZH L B OB OWTNE T 5782157,

BLHEODHFLLTES R AT 22— a v DI-0DT —AREE— B D YA N—2 54T
2EOED) — 1Tl HAR(HR) B TEHAEA - HAR A BORER L 7 F Eom#Ear
V703 EIC o TS, FEFII Bzl T ay 7V 7 MR o 7RIS A
ViDL Lol % G A D 0 7 NFEIBSGR°A B RSE DFE B R 2 A0 L AP & G B
MINCEZ D DI IND, Y% T FAMNI0Dr —RE GEREVAN AT —F [ —2R
DI (WS, SR D700y )oK IITRS, TEEICME) A 2912, (T
2013, 40)D—H =R T,

112



Aya Kondoh, Hyogyung Kim

(D7 L)E AV FICEIER (B VLA E L TEIZ(ZAT) LTV HA A
FACA)GEHZER))TT, HR(T2TW)DEMEH(L X QAL L $)IZH)(
DE)VDTIE(RA)ICEDET, TH(ZIHILEI))TEAY FA(CA)DTHR(ZIHL &
1B L) ZHL(HWw) LANI.0ANIFZEDA Y FA(CA)ESAUTA)DHAAN(IZIZ
ACA)YDAZ Y 7137 5)\ T ET,

(D7 )FEEE (S A)IF T (29 L £ 9) 05 TRFRTEEE(C 2 A FAE ) 1732
LU N T AV R IEER(TIC XAV DIIE(EH) 0) 2 L TNET,
(L 2 720) TRIEARR(FIFATI)NCHETE(AND)TAZ oy —2avzEoT
VETAER(L 2 0A)DT(ED)ICE, HASFANHE(DAL I LDBY  HATE
1ZIEA D) E HASHL(IZIZA S AD)ITRFE(EVLD)) LTS 4 > FA(CA)DS—A
(DED)YOT (D 7ZL)DA Y FAREB(CAL 2 WLA)E) FLER (L) DBGE(Z D
INFTERLEZII(ZT) T THNLET,

ETAWBER(RAT) TG (WE)THR(ZE) > TR ZENHH ET, £ ¥ Rtk
(L L $722) TOMEFE (LA S Q) PAHER (Z ) 72 A) DT (72 ) 3 8E (L L D) b
VD TY, HASIZA) TS 315 (139 2)EI (LA S ) MHR(Z I A) »
DWBNE) - NA - Z) DR (ToTW) LT S E(F) T L x)RHIR(I2-
1E29)Z2H(7)TEVRITATLDH D F L7 M (1) H AU T (S0) 13 FA (7
L)DEZAITHIFR(Z I L AINTH(Z)E T LGB (S L X DA) TORER (L X
NF) ZIDPAN)DBTEEL, L L AV F TR G (FAIR) 5 DEHR(C £ H1E9)
DA 7 L) 7B (D) D3> TEE R A FDTD ABHE(ZEE L)) DHEREIN(Z L)
B EOA)TRE (TN BBAICDEDIS> TR EDTT, (A1)

2.3.2: 7 —AREETHERNES A F 91?2

FHOIZ AV FOHRBMS 2R UHARANIL @RI, £ —VA THE Y5 16
L1603 DA v FE 2 —%1{T 572, Z 2 TGS DMERD L3> T 0 T ERH T
DIERIADITE RO FEE RO EN RSN, ZNSDNEZTE) A - Z )12 (TR
2013, 40-47) &L 72 —ABMIZ U T, ASUZA4RIRFLE OV E R E) T 2 DAhiciE
He e (EEE P EREEERE A YRR TR E) LS AT — 035 5, B TIICEE T
LZHANDEHZIAAYEADTV)EAETIIAIEDDL T TINVBELNTNS,

Koy =2 B2 AL hE A2 B24 (HARERE /RN TR EE) IS L, 9077 M D%
EDfTbN T, FIHIE (1) —2EM 2 & Hiis EiMz2 215, WEDHERZ T %, (2)M
HSNBHICEDSFEL A ). Q) 2R TERACHERZ T 5, (EAT—doii# %
DK WA —MIFEEAT 5, KNI RDADTH o7, (1) ZNZENDOLEFF B2 HE 2 TH
EFL 9. 2)ZDORILTHDME EEZEZET 0, (3) D77 RIZARDH D £ 902, (4)d
B o76  ZDE) B EEDIIATHIL X0, GRSV EDL) BT EAN
A A= LET D,

113



NSJLE Proceedings 2012

FEEPRIRIE, 2B 37 =AM DOFAID IER LTz, RO TR 23l 25U L
Tl L LEnitEL o T, ERIGEHZA)DNE F(TV) A YREA) DI 2=
=2 aviPTECORNWIE HEEZHFOLITEA T THLI LB T Xk
72, EHIC B DY 2 A LR U SOEA R THHGEMR, AR TS 72,809 H L
FRILEE DSBS N7, ZHUIETER DO RN IZTBR RS N0 72 2 ETH Y 2B EH L H Y
DFH ZSREFUNZ O W T ENEF %2 L QR Tl EN R TH o 72,

3.8HhIC

AFETIE, 7a—UVRHUCR O SN EHARRER T2 E 25 LT.22o07 7u—F%2ii&
BEEE 7 XA MR HIERHI L S TlE Lz, 70— UL & Tl ZNETIC Ao 7%
FLWHEPMEICE T 5, 550 UDEADHBEIN T DI TIdRW L, TIER, bk
W ZD7D MREEHEALDEZ QKL A REEF TR IK 2 & E% 78 LUk
LT ZEZLTAEHEBIL TS 2 TEIEDBROONDIELERD FDIDDIEEL
T ()HEERDO 70 ATHERIE  QMEOFELZ AL HAEZHOTIES £ R
ERICHZ TSR Z LRI 28 STy T — 228 2 R R L7, 7% T
Mi#ES 270 — VAL RIHECTELHAEAMZBIRT 2 LIE 8B THL, 5HIF.2D
D7 TU—F %2 REZEDEINEZESTOELL, FT7—T4F 2L =2 a v OS5
MNBBICOWTHRE 2D 72\,

fiid
AW SRR AR R BRI (C) ey 2 R asa =Ty —v a vBBITERD 7

D HAGEZAM &G 5 5 DB T8 2B 20148 ) GRAEE 52352062078 R - T ik
PN X DRI RD—HTH S,

114



Aya Kondoh, Hyogyung Kim

EE PN

KIGEE A FEARET-(2012) 'E PR ARE =% UV REEICBI 2 JEE s ) THARI S £ > 8 — BB MR AR S
15 7 AV AR F R PRI v # — <http://www.iucjapan.org/pdf/nenpou2012_Ohashi_Hashimoto.
pdf> 2014F4H1HZ

S I SETER - S T« PRESE T~ (2010) TB2L ~L O BUEE R 2 B #ob B 7 — (LhE AR P o e 22
AR+A3 a2 —vav RPN —.315-316, HAFERE F 2 ERE

FEIBR AR (2013) T O HARGEBE OBLIR 20124 B HAGELCE BEBIFHTE X U a<http:/ /www.jpf.go.jp/j/
japanese/survey/result/dl/survey_2012/2012_s_excerpt_j.pdf> 20144F5 H5HZ W

SERER - & 2200(2010) T — 23EE) | ICBIF BHEVODERE— P2 A Epar 7)) 7 oLt — THA

F i AL i 26 I SMIESR: - BORWEZE KRR AADE <http://www3.grips.ac.jp/~jlc/old/files/
ronshu2010/Kondoh_Kim.pdf>

TR « 4 2200 - fE K EE (2009) TTEFTH R RSB IT 24V FAEHAADLTE OB L T.55 720094 HA
TEHE P ARBTRE TS 249-250

SRR - - Y V70, A7 K - B 7 013)TEP R AT I a2 — 2 a v DD/ — A2 Wt
DIAN= T4 TEOE ) s [ ] 2 2K

WERERS - S - S 2200 - Wi R 701 TE Y R R a2 =7 — 3 3 v D7 D HAGE iBORITFE R BER -
TS

STIRER « R -« & 2200 - RS 1~ 2012) TR DO 7 0 b A THERE PR AaZ o= —ay 77 ay
MR

RIS R - T (2006) TSI | AT r —2 XYy FEH 174 P&V Pk

PR TR (2010) VEAHC B B E P R AHAGEAE O a— IV AM ORIz 0B R T#3bas
22— av DD HARTERE 1685 H0E B

I4F 2, S FI=7, 0 —F-H FUH =7 (Hi3%)(2006) ¥ —a v EF s — [EEEEHED 1% 0 X UT W HIR
S8 - FREEHE SRR - fEAK DD KA FHIR-BALQo1) THAANEHEADEY R A2 = —vay

BB B 2 BRI A — 7Eh HR 3 2 i I — ) THASULam S o h I HEE A S 2 4 2 - 6
[P HEESULE T 7 4 — 7 28, 62-71 R LR R

115



NSJLE Proceedings 2012

116



Food for thought



NSJLE Proceedings 2012

118



Noriko Shimada, Paul Moore

Japanese heritage language learners and the NSW High School
curriculum: Eligibility criteria and other hurdles

Noriko Shimada, HSC Japanese Committee Inc.
Paul Moore, University of Queensland, School of Languages and Comparative
Cultural Studies

Abstract

As parents of Japanese heritage children, we explore issues related to the development
and implementation of a heritage Japanese course in the NSW high school curriculum.
We first provide a definition of “heritage language learners” and draw on recent case study
research (Oguro and Moloney 2010) and local research into heritage learners (Oriyama
2010). The research findings highlight the issues of eligibility criteria as well as the
challenges of providing appropriate educational choices to heritage language learners,
who are a diverse group of students. We identify major issues related to the use of so-
called “eligibility criteria” which determine the students’ eligibility or non-eligibility for
entry into the various Japanese courses as well as the limited opportunities, both in
schools and in the community, for heritage Japanese learners to explore and develop
their unique linguistic and cultural skills, awareness and identities. We then provide
a historical overview of the development of the NSW courses, including the heritage
language courses, followed by the experience and perspective of a heritage language
learner. Our paper concludes with suggestions for a balanced approach to establishing
eligibility for the various courses, reflecting the diversity of heritage language learners.

Key words

eligibility criteria; heritage language learners; Australian curriculum; heritage language
courses
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Introduction

The New South Wales Higher School Certificate (HSC) is a credential awarded to
secondary school students who successfully complete senior high school studies in
NSW. The results of the HSC examinations are used to determine admission rankings for
universities. The Japanese Background Speakers course was formerly offered to native
speakers and heritage speakers who were deemed to have a background in Japanese,
but was far too difficult for the vast majority of heritage students. On the other hand,
eligibility criteria applied to the Japanese Continuers course meant that most heritage
Japanese learners were deemed ineligible for the Continuers course and therefore had
no choice but to give up studying Japanese altogether for the HSC.

In 2007 and 2008, the HSC Japanese Committee lobbied the NSW Board of Studies
(BoS) to remove the eligibility criteria. This coincided with the announcement at the
end of 2008 of national funding for the Board to develop so-called “heritage language
courses” in Japanese, Chinese, Korean and Indonesian (de Kretser and Spence-Brown
2010).In 2011, heritage language courses were introduced for these four Asian languages
in NSW, and HSC examinations for the new courses were implemented in 2012 for the
first time. Fifteen students took the examination for Japanese Heritage course that year,
and 18 enrolled in 2013. The Board notes that the role of eligibility criteria is twofold:
to place students in courses that are appropriate to their level of proficiency; and to
not advantage students who use the language for sustained communication outside the
classroom (personal communication, 17 April 2012). The position presented in this
paper is that heritage learners vastly differ in language proficiency, and that eligibility
criteria which treat them as a homogenous group prevent them from undertaking
courses more suited to their level of proficiency. Eligibility criteria are still applied to
language courses, however, and fundamental issues are therefore still unresolved.

This paper explores these issues by first providing a contextualised definition of the
heritage language learner. It then presents issues related to the focus on language
proficiency in determining eligibility criteria for this group of learners with diverse
experience and proficiency in their heritage language, including a case study of a
heritage learner.

Definition of heritage language learners

While there are several interpretations of the term “heritage language learners” or other
related terms (see Lo Bianco and Slaughter 2009, for a discussion of the various terms),
we follow Oguro and Moloney who, in the context of the school system in New South
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Wales, define heritage language learners (HLLs) as

school children who are being educated primarily through English but who
also have contact with other language(s) through their family or community.
This group may include children born in Australia or those who have migrated
to Australia, and may include children who have one or more parents or carers
who use the heritage language with them. (2012, 71)

In their research, Oguro and Moloney (2010; 2012) found HLLs to be diverse in terms
of linguistic, pragmatic and sociocultural awareness, and competence in their heritage
language (see also Oriyama 2010; Moloney and Oguro 2012). As a result, Oguro and
Moloney (2012) argue that HLLs are either placed in courses which do not match their
abilities, or discontinue their study of Japanese in senior years. As one student lamented:
“I was denied the opportunity to advance my Japanese during secondary school” (78).

In contrast to the variable abilities found in the research above, the definition of a
Heritage Japanese speaker provided by the NSW Board of Studies focuses on the
language proficiency of HLLs as a group:

Heritage Japanese language students are typically those who have been
brought up in a home where the Japanese language is used and who have a
connection to Japanese culture. They have some degree of understanding and
knowledge of Japanese, although their oral proficiency is typically more highly
developed than their proficiency in the written language. These students have
received all or most of their formal education in schools where English (or
another language different from Japanese) is the medium of instruction. They
can therefore be considered to some extent bilingual, with English or the other
language being the predominant language. (BoS 2010, 5)

The focus on language proficiency is further marked by the use of so-called “eligibility
criteria’ to determine which course students of Japanese are (in)eligible to undertake
during their senior schooling in New South Wales.

High school language curriculum in NSW: eligibility criteria, other hurdles and
the heritage language course

Students in NSW must complete 100 hours of language study before the end of Year 10.
Students in Stage 4 (Years 7 and 8) start studying languages at the beginner level in most
schools. Some schools use a part of the 100 mandatory hours for the students to study
multiple languages. In Stage 5 (Years 9 and 10), languages are elective subjects. In Stage
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6 (Years 11 and 12), languages are elective subjects for the Higher School Certificate
(HSC).

Of the Stage 6 HSC language courses, only four Asian languages—Chinese, Indonesian,
Japanese and Korean—have differentiated courses for learners with heritage or
background in those languages. Eligibility criteria are applied to all courses with the
exception of the Background Speakers Course. The students’ (in)eligibility to enrol in a
course is determined based on the eligibility criteria, irrespective of student preferences.
Table 1 lists the various Japanese courses and their target students in detail.

Table 1: Stage 6 Japanese courses and their target candidature

Course Description of target group

Japanese Beginners “students with no prior knowledge or experience
of the Japanese language, either spoken or written”
(BoS NSW 2006; cited by Oguro and Moloney

2010, 26)
Japanese Continuers “students who, typically, will have studied
(+ Extension option) Japanese for 400-500 hours by completion of

Stage 67 (BoS NSW 1999; cited by Oguro and
Moloney 2010, 26)

Heritage Japanese Heritage Japanese language students are typically
those who have been brought up in a home
where the Japanese language is used and who
have a connection to Japanese culture. They have
some degree of understanding and knowledge

of Japanese, although their oral proficiency

is typically more highly developed than their
proficiency in the written language. These
students have received all or most of their formal
education in schools where English (or another
language different from Japanese) is the medium
of instruction. They can therefore be considered
to some extent bilingual, with English or the other
language being the predominant language.

At entry level to the course, students will have
typically undertaken:

o some study of Japanese in a community,
primary and/or secondary school in
Australia, and/or

o formal education in a school where
Japanese was the medium of instruction up
to the age of ten. (BoS NSW 2010, 5)
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Japanese Background Speakers “students with a cultural and linguistic
background in Japanese” (Board of Studies NSW
1999; cited by Oguro and Moloney 2010, 26)

The difference between the Heritage course and other courses is that it not only aims
to improve language proficiency but also to strengthen the student’s connection to his
or her Japanese heritage, and to develop a positive and mature bilingual and bicultural
identity (BoS 2010). Students are expected to recognise and write approximately 500
kanji, including combinations. The number of kanji for the Continuers course is 200,
while students who complete the Background Speakers course are expected to be able to
write the 1006 kanji taught in Japanese primary schools and recognise kanji designated
for daily use.

Eligibility criteria and related issues

Table 2 outlines the NSW Board of Studies’ (n.d.) eligibility criteria for Stage 6 language
courses. For the purposes of determining eligibility, “formal education” is defined as
“education provided in the system of schools ... that normally constitute(s) a continuous
‘ladder’ of full-time education for children and young people” (UNESCO International
Standard Classification of Education 1997; cited in BoS n.d.).

Table 2: Eligibility criteria for Stage 6 language courses

Course Eligibility criteria

Beginners o Students have had no more than 100 hours study of the language at
the secondary level (or the equivalent).

o Students have little or no previous knowledge of the language. For
exchange students, a significant in-country experience (involving
experiences such as homestay and attendance at school) of more
than three months renders a student ineligible.

Continuers « Students have had no more than one year’s formal education from
the first year of primary education (Year 1) in a school where the
language is the medium of instruction.

o Students have no more than three years residency in the past
10 years in a country where the language is the medium of
communication.

o Students do not use the language for sustained communication
outside the classroom with someone with a background in using the
language.
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Heritage o Students have had no formal education in a school where the
language is the medium of instruction beyond the year in which
the student turns ten years of age (typically Year 4 or 5 of primary
education).

Background o No criteria
Speakers

Decisions on eligibility are made by the principals of schools providing the courses.
The issue with this arrangement is that there are not many principals whose area of
expertise is in languages. In addition, some criteria are ambiguous, while all implicitly
appear to equate potential exposure with proficiency. For example, the Continuers
criteria that “[s]tudents do not use the language for sustained communication outside
the classroom” may be interpreted differently depending on the principal.

For some students, the gap in proficiency levels between the Continuers and Background
Speakers courses has been appropriately filled by the introduction of the Heritage
course. There are students, though, who are deemed ineligible for the Continuers course
but find the Heritage course too difficult. Furthermore, the current criteria suggest that
students who go to Japan and study there after the year in which they turn ten may
lose their eligibility to study the Heritage course. These issues and ambiguities mean
students are unable to take courses best suited to their abilities.

Other hurdles

There are access issues as well. The small number of teachers who have the ability to teach
the Heritage course, combined with the small number of students wishing to study the
course, means that the Saturday School of Community Languages in Chatswood and the
Open High School (both operated by the Department of Education and Communities)
are the only two schools offering the Heritage Japanese course. The eligibility criteria
to attend the Saturday School—as well as restrictions at local schools, mostly related to
resources, for enrolment in the Open High School—severely limit access to the Heritage
course.

Another hurdle is that simply speaking Japanese at home is not sufficient to allow
students to follow the Heritage course, which demands a high level of expression as well
as reading and writing skills. Students need to acquire substantial ability for expression
in Japanese, as well as reading and writing skills, to study the Heritage Japanese course
but pathways which enable students to do this before they reach Stage 6 are extremely
limited. There are no courses offered at mainstream schools or Saturday Schools
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operated by the DEC. The only pathway currently available is the preliminary course for
Years 9 and 10 provided by the Open High School.

An increase in the number of Japanese HLLs has been cited as one of the reasons for
developing the Heritage course, but a comparison of the total number of students
studying Japanese shows no increase from 2011 to 2012, as can be seen in Table 3.

Table 3: Number of students taking Japanese courses and other heritage language
courses (BoS NSW 2012)

NSW HSC course 2011 total | 2011 rank | 2012 total | 2012 rank
Japanese Background Speakers 31 35 22 43
Japanese Beginners 541 5 625 5
Japanese Continuers 802 3 692 4
Japanese Extension 270 9 192 12
Heritage Japanese - - 15 49
Heritage Indonesian - - 1 61
Heritage Chinese (Mandarin) - - 90 20
Heritage Korean - - 33 36

The only course for which there has been a growth in the number of students is the
Japanese Beginners Course. The poor uptake for the Heritage course can be seen as a
manifestation of the issues of access and eligibility criteria discussed above.

Case study: Perspectives of a heritage language speaker

Following is the perspective of Noriko Kojiro, whose experience highlights the diversity
of experience, proficiency and dynamic needs of heritage learners.

Heritage language speakers should not be categorised or bundled together
by arbitrary standards such as eligibility criteria as there are vast differences
between individual heritage speakers. Even if one is able to speak both Japanese
and English, the stronger language for the individual will vary depending on
factors such as environment, time and topic. I lived in Japan until age ten, lived
in Canada until age 17, then lived in Japan for eight years before migrating to
Australia at age 25. English was my stronger language from my mid-teens to
the early twenties but neither language is particularly stronger than the other
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now, although it may be easier to speak in one language or the other for certain
topics and situations.

The curriculum for the Heritage course in NSW includes identity and culture
but individuals have different ways of dealing with these concepts. They are
certainly matters that cannot be taught. I thought of myself as Canadian for
many years. If I were asked what nationality I feel I am now, I wouldn't really
know and wonder if it really matters. It is more important to me that I am
who I am and that I am able to contribute to society in whatever way I can
using my skills, particularly my language skills. There are of course people
who feel a stronger connection to their first native language and the culture
related to it. However, identity and language proficiency are personal and are
not necessarily related to the parental language background, the number of
years spent in the relevant countries or the language of instructions at school.
Students may even reject the learning of their heritage language if identities
are “taught” at school. We acquire and adapt to identity and culture through
life’s experiences. They cannot be learned in a classroom. Language education
should just be that. It should not be an environment in which students are
put into arbitrary categories based on eligibility criteria and taught identity in
addition to language. The teenage years should be a time when people are able
to freely explore and pursue language capability as well as cultural identity and
literacy. The ideal would be to provide an enabling environment for students
who have potential to become truly bilingual and bicultural.

Conclusion

The preceding argument, supported by the case study presented above, provides evidence
against the use of rigid, broad ranging and potentially ambiguous eligibility criteria, in
favour of a more balanced approach reflecting the “extremely diverse language origins
and competencies of the learner cohorts in Australian languages, and the complex
task of providing fair, appropriate and comparable assessment” noted by Lo Bianco
and Slaughter (2009, 52). They further argue that “it is important to recognise that all
learners have legitimate interests and rights, with distinctive needs and potential, rather
than being seen as problems interfering with the efficient operation of examinations”
(52). While we recognise the need for decisions to be made regarding the target cohort
of any course, in recognition of the diversity of knowledge, skills and abilities reflected
in that cohort, it is essential for any criteria related to inclusion or exclusion of individual
students from a course to be unambiguous, fair and flexible.
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Abstract

This self-reflective report introduces a learning community for research students
whose research interests are related to Japanese applied linguistics, Japanese language
pedagogy and Japanese cultural studies at an Australian university. Research students at
Australian universities often feel that they do not have sufficient intellectual and social
support. In order to improve the research environment for postgraduate and honours
students in the Japanese program at an Australian university, a number of research
students have organised a learning community called the Benkyokai (study group).
The findings from observations and written documents indicate that the Benkyokai has
provided its members (research students) with both emotional and academic support.
Through sharing their research experiences and resources at the Benkyokai, the research
students support each other in various aspects of their research career. In other words,
the Benkyokai functions as a Community of Practice (Wenger et al. 2002; Wenger 2006).

Keywords

Research students; Australian universities; Community of Practice; Emotional and
academic support; Benkyokai (study group)
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Introduction

As Australia has the fourth-largest number of Japanese language learners in the world
(The Japan Foundation 2013), it is not difficult to find academic articles discussing how
we can improve the learning environment for Japanese language learners in Australia
(e.g. Thomson 2009; Fukui 2014). However, articles discussing the learning/research
environment for students who engage in Japanese language education research are scarce.
Research students form an indispensable component of Australian Japanese language
education, as they not only engage in research on Japanese applied linguistics and
Japanese language pedagogy, but may also become the teachers and researchers who make
contributions to further the development of Japanese language education in Australia.

This paper is a self-reflective report, which introduces a learning community for research
students in Japanese linguistics, pedagogy and cultural studies at the University of New
South Wales (UNSW) in Australia. The three authors are members of the learning
community and will reflect upon their own and their peers’ practices in this report. This
learning community is called the Benkyokai, a Japanese term meaning “study group’,
and is analysed based on the concept of a “Community of Practice” (Wenger et al.
2002; Wenger 2006). The aims of this paper are to portray how the Benkyokai has been
organised, and to report how the Benkyokai has supported the research students so far.
It articulates problems faced by these students and describes the processes in which they
overcome these problems through their participation in the Benkyokai.

Problems

Research students at Australian universities inevitably encounter many dissatisfactions
and difficulties throughout their research degree. According to Conrad (2006, 34),
the least satisfactory aspect of doctoral study is the intellectual and social climate. For
students, the lack of intellectual and social support beyond their supervisors creates
a sense of isolation, which can impact on planning and conducting their research
and writing their theses. Joining a supportive research community which provides
intellectual and social support is thought to be key to the successful and satisfactory
completion of research degrees (Conrad 2006).

At UNSW, where this study takes place, faculties provide their research students with
some support, such as seminars and workshops for research students, in an attempt
to create an intellectual and social climate that is favourable for them. However, these
seminars and workshops are held intermittently, and participants vary. Through these
experiences, research students in the Japanese applied and educational linguistics found
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it difficult to share their research interests and passion with other research students
in political science, media, translation and the like. In other words, these occasional
seminars and workshops, which include research students from various disciplines, are
less likely to help with forming a strong, supportive and continuing community among
those who share a common research interest.

At UNSW, the number of research students in Japanese applied linguistics and Japanese
language pedagogy has constantly increased over the past few years to reach a critical
mass. Thus it was timely to create a learning community—or Community of Practice—
for research students in the Japanese program to provide them with support not offered
by the faculty.

Community of Practice

A Community of Practice (CoP) is defined as “groups of people who share a concern,
a set of problems, or a passion about a topic, and who deepen their knowledge and
expertise in this area by interacting on an ongoing basis” (Wenger et al. 2002, 4). In
order to be classified as a CoP, the community contains three particular characteristics:
domain, community, and practice as described in Table 1 (Wenger 2006).

Table 1: Domain, Community, and Practice

Domain The area of particular interest shared and pursued by all members of the
community.

Community | A particular group in which all members are expected to participate in
order to pursue a shared interest, while building a mutually supportive
relationship through engagement in various activities.

Practice Activities developed by members in the community to develop and
maintain their own knowledge and skills related to the domain, and to learn
from other members through participation.

A CoP requires continuous interaction between members. Conversation with a stranger
with different domain of interest does not lead to the establishment of a CoP. Members
in a CoP will be able to recognise, given the proper structure, that they are in the
best position to pursue their own objectives through interaction with other members
(Wenger 2006, 4).
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Benkyokai

A group of research students in the Japanese program at UNSW has been operating the
Benkyokai since 2011. The Benkyokai aims to improve its members’ research by sharing
experiences and relevant information regarding their research amongst members, and
by supporting each other in various aspects of their research career. This section will
introduce how the Benkyokai is organised.

Domain

Benkyokai members belong to the Japanese Studies program at UNSW and share
research areas—that is, Japanese applied linguistics, Japanese language pedagogy and
Japanese cultural studies. Each member has a research topic related to these areas. All
members are very keen to improve their own research to successfully complete their
degrees, secure scholarships and gain future employment. Their shared interests and
goals help create a common ground and a sense of common identity amongst the
members, fostering a sense of belonging.

Community

Table 2 describes 16 past and present Benkyokai members, including an academic
supervisor. Currently, 11 members are active (two have successfully completed their
degrees and started or plan to start more advanced degrees [marked by *]), while
four members have successfully completed their degrees but continue to contribute
as peripheral members (marked by **). One member withdrew from the Benkyokai
in 2012 because he decided to discontinue his research project (marked by ***). The
members are diverse in terms of their research experience (Honours, Masters, PhD),
language background (Japanese native speaker, English native speaker, Chinese native
speaker), enrolment status (off-campus or on-campus, full-time or part-time), and
other factors such as teaching/learning experience. The Benkyokai also allocates roles to
members, such as leader and event coordinator. This diversity creates multidimensional
interactions among the Benkyokai members.
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Table 2: Benkyokai members

Name' Degrees First Languages | Periods in Benkyokai
Tsukasa PhD Japanese 2011 S2-current
Kumi PhD Japanese 2011 S2—current
Sara* PhD/ Honours Cl?rll%(l)irsl};ée 2011 S2-current
Yoshinobu MA by research Japanese 2011 S2-current
Takako* MA by coursework’’ PhD Japanese 2012 S1-current
Kanako MA by coursework Japanese 2012 S2-current
Toshiko MA by coursework Japanese 2013 Sl-current
Yukie MA by coursework Japanese 2013 S1-current
Megumi Practicum student Japanese 2013 S1-current
Takeshi Graduate Diploma Japanese 2013 S2-current
Professor Robson Supervisor Japanese 2011 S2—current
Anne** PhD English 2011 S2—current
Momoko** PhD Japanese 2011 S2-current
Linda** MA by coursework Mandarin 2012 S1-current
Emily** Honours English/Cantonese 2012 S2-current
Robert** MA by coursework Mandarin 2012 S1

1 All names are pseudonymous.

2 Coursework students in the Benkyokai are enrolled in a special project course where they are required to conduct a research project for one year.
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Practice
The Benkyokai operates via two main practices: weekly meetings and information

exchanges on members’ own Wikispaces® and emails. Weekly meetings are organised
as follows:

Table 3: Weekly Meetings

Time Thursday 4-6pm
Place A booked classroom/the main library’s meeting room/the supervisor’s
office

Languages used | Japanese (occasionally English)

in the meetings
Basic flow of 1. Members report their weekly research progress and receive feedback
each meeting on their own work from other members.

2. Members discuss a specific topic relevant to their research (e.g. read
academic papers on learner identity and have discussions; discuss
how to structure a literature review; rehearse their presentations for
conferences and receive feedback from each other).

3. Members decide the discussion topic for the following week.

Members set goals for the coming week.

Members who are unable to come to the university campus participate in the meetings
via Skype. The chosen leader of the group usually leads discussions, however all members
have the opportunity to contribute to discussion in a relaxed atmosphere (some members
often bring snacks to share in the meetings). All members agree on the basic principle
that they must contribute constructive arguments to create a supportive environment.

The Benkyokai has also had its own Wikispaces website since 2012, providing members
with yet another way to participate and communicate with each other. Since the website
contains some confidential research data, only registered members have access to the
website. The members mainly use Japanese to communicate.

The Benkyokai website has two main functions. The first is to share information and
resources for research and seminars/conferences. Members post a variety of information
and resources on the site, such as details of upcoming seminars/conferences, references
of useful readings, questions regarding theories and research methods. Members also

3 Wikispaces are social writing platforms for education (http://www.wikispaces.com). Users can create their own page, communicate with each other and
work on writing projects alone or as a team.
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use email to share important information and resources, as well as to offer personal
support. Minutes are taken at each meeting and posted to the website so that all members
can keep track of what has been discussed.

The second function is the recording of individual research progress. All members
have their own page where they can write about their research, and post weekly goals,
research plans and reports of their own research progress.

The Benkyokai regularly organises gatherings and events for both academic and social
purposes. Members have also formed panels to participate in conferences, and have
prepared and discussed presentations together. At the end of semester, the Benkyokai
organises a dinner party to provide members with an opportunity to get to know each
other better in an informal setting.

Emotional and academic support

This section outlines how the Benkyokai has supported research students by analysing
three data sources: members” written comments,* exchanges between members from
2011 to 2013, and participatory observation (the authors also participate in the
Benkyokai). Data indicates that the Benkyokai provides two main types of support to
its members—emotional support, and opportunities to develop academic knowledge
and research skills. This section also describes one of the challenges involved in
strengthening the Benkyokai as a CoP.

Emotional support

As indicated above, the primary motivation for establishing this study group was to
solve one of the all-too-common issues that postgraduate research students face
at universities: namely, isolation. The data indicates that the Benkyokai has been
functioning well to achieve this goal. For example, Takako points out that the Benkyokai
is not only for benkyo (study), but it is also a “home” for her. She explains that “we
share our personal experiences” like a family, and this home provides the individual
with a space to grow. Takako's perception of “the Benkyokai as a home to belong” is
reflected in her active participation. She often takes the initiative in welcoming new
members to the community (by proposing/organsing social events) so that they can
begin to “feel at home” in the Benkyokai. Takako is often called okdsan (mum) in
Japanese by other members of the group because of this caring role. This indicates that

4 In 2012, the members wrote how they felt about the Benkyokai to review its effectiveness. Each report was one page written in English.
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other members also see the Benkyokai as a home that gives them a sense of belonging.
The Benkyokai works as a “comfort zone” that protects members from becoming
isolated in their new academic environments and from getting emotionally lost there.

Yoshinobus comment below also illustrates how the Benkyokai provides emotional
support to its members. Yoshinobu, who cannot always physically be on-campus due to
full-time work, points out that the Benkyokai is “an indispensable place” for him. He says:

Asa full-time high school teacher, it is a little difficult for me to keep proceeding
with my study constantly as sometimes I have to leave my study aside. But, at
least once a week, I have this Benkyokai to attend physically or on Skype. By
attending it, I can feel reassured that I am also a research student like others
as well as proceed with my study by receiving advice from other members of
the Benkyokai.

This comment reveals that, while Yoshinobu too regards the Benkyokai as “a home”
to which he belongs, he also considers it a place where he is reassured of his identity
as a research student in the Japanese program at UNSW, not just a full-time worker.
Although it might be difficult for him to keep up the pace with his research due to his
physical isolation over long periods, this comment shows that his regular participation
in the Benkyokai helps him maintain his identity as a research student by constantly
interacting with others in the group.

Opportunities to develop academic knowledge and research skills

It is important for research students to develop the knowledge and skills to conduct
research and write academic papers. The Benkyokai functions as a unique space for
helping members to develop research skills and academic knowledge. Members can
decide what they want to do in weekly meetings, and can therefore address areas that
they want to improve or develop. For example, when Toshiko was writing an abstract
for her research project for the first time, she asked other members for comments and
advice. Other members were more experienced in writing academic papers, so they
shared their knowledge and experience with her. After receiving comments from other
members and re-writing her abstract, she described her feelings as follows:

137



NSJLE Proceedings 2012

Thank you very much for giving me comments on my first abstract ... I have
learnt a variety of things through your comments on structures of abstract,
appropriate academic expressions, grammar mistakes, and things I should add
to my abstract.’

As this example demonstrates, the Benkyokai provides members with academic support
that is not otherwise available, helping them to develop academic knowledge and skills
required to become a competent researcher.

Another member, Emily, who is not a native speaker of Japanese indicates that the
Benkyokai has helped improve her Japanese language proficiency as well as develop her
knowledge of Japanese language education and culture.

As a non-native Japanese speaker and a first-time research student at university,
being a part of Benkyokai has been a great learning experience. The consistent
weekly meetings in Japanese have helped me keep up with my Japanese [language]
study. The support network within Benkyokai is very strong - regardless of
research career, background, or stage of progress, everyone is willing to extend
his or her support and advice. It is also interesting for the members of Benkyokai
to be able to develop interest and offer insights into each other’s research, across
research areas that span from culture to language education.

Because discussions in weekly meetings, on the website and through emails are
conducted mainly in Japanese, the Benkyokai provides non-native speakers of Japanese
with valuable opportunities to improve their Japanese language proficiency (for more
details, please refer to Thomson and Chan 2014).

Diagram 1 illustrates the support system in the Benkyokai. The Benkyokai contains
complicated, multi-dimensional interactions which allow members to support each
other academically and emotionally.

5  FOHDTOTTAPTIIMIaAXVPLUESSTAYBIHD L) TS WE L, 7T AL 77 FOMROLL 5 | WHER B, SUEDRTIE, b Lif
AT HREZEREDARY MO E A7 LR IREE TR EE LT,
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Diagram 1: The Support System in the Benkyokai
,// —— = .__.‘.\\
/ Benkyokai

All members have different backgrounds and experiences, and different skills they
want to develop. The Benkyokai leverages these differences to help members develop
the skills necessary to become competent researchers. By creating opportunities to
share knowledge, experience and resources with each other, members not only develop
a stronger sense of community but also successfully improve various aspects, helping
them to better conduct research and write academic papers.

It is worth mentioning that the Benkyokai is not an alternative to formal academic
supervision. It provides research students with an important additional dimension
of support. As their supervisor also participates in the Benkyokai as a member, and
continues to provide necessary supervisory support to members individually outside
the Benkyokai, research students do not lose any input from their supervisor. By having
this unique opportunity to share thoughts and opinions regarding their research and
learning/teaching experience, members receive more diverse feedback, support and
information as it comes not only from their supervisor but also from each other. The
Benkyokai is a community where research students support each other over in the
course of their study. This improves their research environment and productivity.
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Challenges

Generally, the Benkyokai provides members with the emotional and academic support
presented above. However, it is also true that the Benkyokai faces challenges as a CoP.
The Benkyokai accepted four new members in Semester 2, 2012 and Semester 1, 2013.
However, the new members took time to understand how to participate. One of the
reasons was that new members had few chances to see how other members had been
involved. For example, Takako (who joined the Benkyokai Semester 1, 2012 and took a
caring, motherly role), was absent for several months in 2013 for personal reasons. She
would have been a good mediator to bridge the gap between the founding members
and the new members. Members have attempted to organise informal dinner parties in
addition to information sessions to explain how the Benkyokai works. As membership
changes, it is important that the Benkyokai develops structures to help new members
settle in and form stronger bonds so that all members can make the most of the Benkyokai.

Conclusion

This paper describes the Benkyokai and how it supports research students in the
Japanese program at UNSW, through the concept of community of practice. Despite
the fact that universities try to support research students in a variety of ways, such as
seminars and workshops, many research students still feel that they do not have enough
intellectual and social support. Often, university-led support events are inclusive of
diverse disciplines and lack continuity. The Benkyokai is organised by research students
themselves who share similar interests. These members have developed the structures
and practices to maintain the Benkyokai as a community of practice that provides
members with important emotional and academic support.
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Standards Task Force (Chair), AP Japanese Task Force, and the boards of directors for
AT]J, NCJLT and Aurora Foundation. In 2007 she received ACTFLs Florence Steiner
Award for Leadership.

Hyogyung Kim holds a PhD in Applied Linguistics from Ochanomizu University. She
was Lecturer at the Japanese-Language Institute from 2009 to 2012, and then Senior
Language Consultant at The Japan Foundation, Sydney from April 2012 to April 2014.
She is currently a Specially Appointed Associate Professor at Osaka University. She has
published teaching resources work on classroom research.

Kathe Kirby is the Executive Director of Asialink and the Asia Education Foundation at
the University of Melbourne, where her work focuses on equipping young Australians
for the Asian Century. Asialink is Australia’s largest Asia-Australia centre and works
across the education, business, arts and community sectors. Kathe has a background
in education as a teacher, university lecturer and policy maker. She is a Board member
of the Foundation of Young Australians and the Australia Malaysia Institute. Kathe is a
regular contributor to the media on Asia literacy in Australian schools.

Aya Kondoh holds a PhD in Applied Linguistics from Ochanomizu University, as
well as a Graduate Diploma in Education of Language Teaching (Japanese) from the
University of Technology, Sydney. She has been Associate Professor of the National
Graduate Institute for Policy Studies, Tokyo, and Director of Japanese Language and
Culture Program. Since April 2014 she has been Professor at Reitaku University. Her
research interests include business communication and teaching resources.

Paul Moore lectures in applied linguistics at the University of Queensland, School of
Languages and Comparative Cultural Studies.

Mari Morofushi has research interests including curriculum development, intercultural
communication and technology in teaching and learning Japanese. She also conducts
research evaluating the effectiveness of online lessons for expanding learning
opportunities.
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Tetsushi Ohara is a PhD candidate in Japanese language pedagogy at the University of
New South Wales. His research interests include learner autonomy and learner agency,
designs of classroom activities, and application of sociocultural theory to Japanese
language education. He also has experience in teaching Japanese language at UNSW
and language schools in Sydney.

Yuji Okawa is an MA research candidate at the University of New South Wales. Yuji’s
research areas include voice in writing, NSW HSC Japanese courses and Japanese
language education in secondary schools. Yuji is also teaches Japanese language at a
high school in the Sydney region.

Sarah Pasfield-Neofitou is a lecturer in Japanese and the eEducation Coordinator for
the Arts Faculty at Monash University. She is the author of “Online Communication in a
Second Language: Social Interaction, Language Use, and Learning Japanese” (Multilingual
Matters 2012). For more information, see http://sarahpasfieldneofitou.com.

Angela Scarino is Associate Professor in Applied Linguistics and Director of the
Research Centre for Languages and Cultures at the University of South Australia. Her
research and publications are in the areas of language learning, languages and cultures in
education, and language assessment. Her experience includes research and development
work in Australia, as well as in Hong Kong, Singapore, Malaysia and New Zealand. She
has led a number of research projects of national significance focused on intercultural
language learning and on assessment of student achievements in learning languages.
She has served as the President of the Applied Linguistics Association of Australia and
President of the Australian Federation of Modern Language Teachers Associations.

Noriko Shimada is the President of the HSC Japanese Committee, Inc., which is a non-profit
organisation working with the Japanese community, academics and relevant government
organisations to encourage the study of HSC Japanese and provide support and information to
interested parties. For more information, see http://hscjapanese.web.fc2.com/index.html.

Kaori Shimasaki is a third-year PhD candidate at the University of New South Wales,
majoring in applied linguistics. Kaori’s research interests include Japanese language
education; in particular how Japanese language learners are learning Japanese in
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language school and has experience as a tutor at the University of New South Wales.
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Robyn Spence-Brown is a Senior Lecturer in the School of Languages, Culture and
Linguistics, Monash University. She teaches postgraduate units in applied linguistics
and introductory Japanese. Robyn’s research interests include language assessment,
the impact of ICT on language teaching and learning, and the teaching of Japanese in
Australian schools.

Carolyn S. Stevens was appointed Professor of Japanese Studies and Director of the
Japanese Studies Centre at Monash University in 2012. Her work spans a range of
areas of cultural and social anthropology, including disability and social welfare in
Japan, Japanese popular music, consumer culture and fandom in contemporary Japan
and sensory anthropology. She was President of the Japanese Studies Association of
Australia (2011-2013), and currently edits the Association’s journal, Japanese Studies.

Chihiro Kinoshita Thomson is Professor of Japanese Studies at the University of New
South Wales. She represents the Japanese Studies Association of Australia in the Global
Network of Japanese Language Education and is a past President of the association. Her
research interests include learner agency and autonomy in Japanese language learning,
and Community of Practice of learners and speakers of Japanese.

Yasu-Hiko Tohsaku is a Professor at the University of California, San Diego, where
he is Director of the Language Program at the School of International Relations and
Pacific Studies and Coordinator of the Undergraduate Japanese Language Program.
He received his PhD in Linguistics from the University of California, San Diego. He is
former President of the American Association of Teachers of Japanese.

Masae Uekusa holds a Masters in Applied Linguistics for Language Teachers and has
four years’ experience teaching Japanese in Australia. In addition, she has undertaken
tablet training through the eEducation centre in order to prepare for her current project.

Wendy Venning, PhD, has over 25 years of experience in languages education, and has
taught every age group from 4 year olds to adults in a variety of settings in Australia and
Japan. Her success in language teaching has been recognised in an Outstanding Teacher
Award, presented by the Premier of Victoria. Wendy has lectured in Language Teacher
Education, and has presented papers at international conferences in Brisbane, Canberra,
and Melbourne. Her research has been published in numerous papers, book chapters
and newspaper articles. She finds Junior Primary students demanding but delightful.

146



Conference Abstracts

Conference Abstracts

The potential for Content and Language Integrated Learning (CLIL) approaches in
Japanese programs in Australian schools

Russell Cross, Margaret Gearon, Nicholas Creed, Naomi Mori-Hanazono, Junko Nichols

Content and Language Integrated Learning (CLIL) approaches to the teaching and
learning of additional languages (in Victoria, called Languages Other Than English,
and in the Australian Curriculum, Languages) has recently been promoted by the
Department of Education and Early Childhood Development as a key means of better
engaging learners in both primary and secondary schools. This approach, which
is producing successful outcomes in languages programs in European countries,
especially in addressing issues of the crowded curriculum and the promotion of
higher levels of achievement in foreign languages programs, is now being examined in
Victorian schools. The presentation will commence with an overview of the background
to CLIL approaches and their conceptual framework. It will then focus on the trial
implementations of a CLIL program in a range of primary and secondary schools in
Melbourne. The panel members will present the details of their involvement in this
innovative approach to languages teaching and learning in Japanese in their schools. The
presentation will conclude with a number of implications for the teaching and learning
of languages, in particular Japanese in Victorian primary and secondary schools which
elect to introduce a CLIL program.

Exploiting the potential of the Ultranet and eBookboxes to support effective
learning in Japanese

Madeline Jenkins, Jennifer Swanton, Jacalyn Tossol, Maree Boliancu

The Ultranet is an initiative of the Department of Education and Early Childhood
Development whereby students, parents and teachers can access information about
teaching and learning on a state-wide, secure online system.

eBookboxes are a key component of the Department’s commitment to provide high
quality digital content and support high quality blended teaching and learning using the
curriculum planning capabilities of the Ultranet. eBookboxes bring together relevant
research, background information and quality digital content that can be readily adapted
and modified to meet the needs of individual students. Three Japanese eBookboxes that
are aligned with VELS Levels 5 and 6 are currently available on the Ultranet.
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This session will introduce aspects of the Ultranet, including features of the Japanese
eBookboxes. Teachers who have worked on the elaboration phase of the eBookboxes will also
share their experience in creating complete learning sequences from standard eBookboxes.

Flipping the classroom: adventures in student-controlled learning

Julie Devine, Eri Tomita

Eri Tomita and Julie Devine have been trialling the use of video to present grammar
structures to Years 9, 11 and 12 over 2011 and 2012. The theory is based on the idea of
flipping the classroom, where students study new concepts at home in their own time, and
use time in class to do consolidation and practice activities. This session will present the
finding of the trial: the advantages and disadvantages, the challenges of implementing the
program and how they were overcome, student feedback and future directions.

Using ICT to effectively engage and retain students

Noburo Hagiwara

This session will showcase how Japanese Language classes at Kolbe Catholic College
have successfully transformed into 21st century learning. The college offers Italian and
Japanese where compulsory status is only for Years 7 and 8. Currently, more than 40% of
the entire student cohort (approximately 1000) is enrolled in Japanese and engaging in
various language learning experiences with innovative and dynamic ICT-rich pedagogy
based on a one-to-one device program. Participants will be provided with the core
philosophy as well as practical classroom ideas and solutions. For more information,
see www.hagipod.com.

Everyday Languages Program Years K-2: the benefits of less more often and how it
was implemented with success

Karen Gorrie

In an effort to address two recurring themes in recommendations for (Japanese) language
education—reform of programs in primary schools; and the idea that successful language
learning requires appropriate time, regularity and continuity—our school this year
completely changed our languages program oftered to primary school students.
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With funding from the Asia Education Foundation, St Aidan’s Anglican Girls’ School
has established an Everyday Languages Program for students in Years K-2. This
effectively means that all students in these year levels experience language classes (at
this stage in either Chinese or Japanese) for 20 minutes each day. Already we are seeing
huge success with this new way of programming languages in the curriculum, and are
planning to extend this to Year 3 next year.

This presentation will look at reasons behind this radical change for our school in the
way we program languages, how it can be done, why it should be done, and the benefits
that students gain from learning languages in this way.

Quality and quantity: the ACT Education and Training Directorate’s multifaceted
approach to providing languages pathways and increasing students learning
languages

Kristina Collins

The ACT Education and Training Directorate has developed a multifaceted approach
to both developing system capacity to teach languages and increasing the number
of students engaging in languages programs. A combination of policy requirements,
development of languages pathways K-12, provision of teacher professional learning and
student engagement activities has more than doubled the number of students learning
languages in the last five years. Enrolments in Japanese programs have increased by
235% in five years. This presentation will discuss some of the strategies employed by the
Directorate in developing language capacity as well as current findings relating to time
on task and student retention in elective years programs.

Making Japanese learning engaging and personal by developing intercultural skills

Yoshie Burrows, Yoko Nishimura-Parke

Making language learning engaging and relevant for all students has always been
paramount for languages teachers. This session will explore how students’ engagement
can be maximised by applying intercultural pedagogy into the teaching of Japanese
language in junior and middle secondary.
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Intercultural language learning (IcLL) is a pedagogy that has proved to be very successful
in making language learning dynamic, personal and relevant to each student. With
IcLL, students are constantly involved in a process of noticing, comparing, reflecting
and interacting with the new language and culture. They play an active role in their
learning, thus experiencing a much more personal engagement with the new language
and culture.

Yoshie Burrows has applied Intercultural language learning into her Japanese curriculum
for the past three years, noticing a significant increase in her students’ engagement and
motivation. She will present examples of units of work she developed around the IcLL
principles, drawn from authentic materials and the recently-published Japanese series
iiTomo. The examples will also offer ideas about how to incorporate digital resources in
the Japanese classroom. Samples of students’ reflections will be also presented, giving the
opportunity to discuss and compare differences between IcLL and non-IcLL tasks. There
will also be scope for discussion about how to track evidence of intercultural learning.

At the end of their presentation, Yoshie and Yoko will review the key benefits of this
pedagogy outlining the potential that IcLL offers to make the learning more engaging and
to consolidate, at the same time, the profile of Japanese language learning in Australia.

What can we do to encourage young Australians to embrace Japanese: strategies
to extend high school students’ Japanese competency and enhance student
engagement in the classroom

Sally Mizoshiri

In this presentation, I aim to share my strategies to extend high school students’ Japanese
competency. These activities and strategies are enhancing student engagement in my
classrooms. The three strategies that I will focus on in this presentation are: critical
higher-order thinking and cross-curricular learning; language to extend communicative
and linguistic competence; and authentic real-world opportunities for Japanese use.

Our language classrooms must provide challenge matched with requisite support for
students to succeed. Our students need to see that learning a second language is a skill
that can be applied to real-life scenarios one hundred percent of the time.

We need to enable students to draw on their experiences and find ways for them to
create a personal affinity with Japanese. The experience of learning a language needs to
be enriching and holistic and must be designed so that articulation is seamless and that
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there are clear pathways for our learners to follow. Our students must feel that Japanese
learning is an advantage—something that makes them stand out from the crowd!

Drama in the classroom to improve language outcomes and engagement

Yuko Fujimitsu, Melissa Luyke, Shingo Usami, Yoko Nishimura-Parke, Junko Nichols,
Tomoko Shimbo, Mari Nobuoka

This panel session will demonstrate how teachers can bring a little drama into the
classroom to get students speaking and responding, collaborating, and having fun,
while experiencing meaningful learning.

Presentation 1 (Mari Nobuoka, Melissa Luyke, Shingo Usami)

By commencing the session on translation skills for beginners with a short skit, this
presentation will demonstrate the effectiveness of drama and humour in highlighting
common pitfalls in translation. Audience members will deepen their understanding
of the complexities involved in translation by identifying the essential elements and
comparing translation theory with their own experiences.

Presentation 2 (Yoko Nishimura-Parke)

Yoko will share a sample activity from her Heritage Japanese classroom. The activity is
designed for students to express their ideas and opinions from a bilingual and bicultural
perspective. In developing their understanding of the chosen artist and her lyrics,
students imagine what the artist’s childhood was like as haafu, and share their feelings
about discrimination. By acting out the interview, students experience deeper empathy.
The resulting interviews are vivid evidence of students’ engagement, creative thinking,
and intercultural understanding.

Presentation 3 (Junko Nichols)

This presentation explains how a drama technique known as “hotseat” can be applied
in a language teaching context. It presents experience from a Japanese immersion class
held at Central Queensland University. The lesson plan was developed by a drama
lecturer and a Japanese teacher, and deliberately uses a controversial topic, whaling, to
engage students and stimulate their use of grammar, vocabulary and different language
registers. The technique can be applied to a range of topics and contexts.
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Presentation 4 (Melissa Luyke, Shingo Usami, Yuko Fujimitsu, Tomoko Shimbo)

A series of innovative, drama-based Japanese Immersion Workshops in WA is having
a direct impact on motivational levels resulting in increased numbers in upper school.
Workshop survey responses collated from the anonymous and therefore honest voices
of participating Year 6-10 students and their teachers have proven beyond a doubt that
language classrooms are in desperate need of more energy, more excitement, more
creativity, more interaction, more exposure to Japanese realia, and more drama!

Pieces of the puzzle: interrelated factors that have enhanced the teaching and
learning of Japanese at our secondary school

Les Mullins, Nicholas Creed, Peter Jackson, Ayako Yasunaga

Mount Waverley Secondary College Junior Campus has recently been redeveloped,
with its state-of-the-art facilities setting a new standard in school architecture and
educational philosophy. The major feature of this school building is the Purposeful
Learning Spaces or more colloquially “open plan spaces” Teaching and learning at
MWSC-Junior Campus is not confined within four walls. Purposeful Learning Spaces
support an educational philosophy that emphasises engagement, differentiation, and
collaboration in learning and the maximising of the teaching team’s combined talents.

The timetable supports this educational philosophy by blocking the Year 7 and 8 Japanese
classes into groups of three classes, which are timetabled together into Purposeful
Learning Spaces.

MWSC is also part of an Innovative Language Provision In Clusters (ILPIC) program
operating with the support of government funding in a cluster of local primary and
secondary schools. This program aims to improve the quality of language teaching
and learning through the provision of funds to purchase state of the art software and
hardware with communication capabilities, and the trial of Content Language Integrated
Learning (CLIL).

This funding has allowed the college to purchase 27 iPads, and a starting set of apps.
Regional funding has also supplied us with a Polycom electroboard. This HTML-
compatible TV monitor allows us to video conference student expositions with other
schools within the cluster. A further technological initiative is the use of Apple TV.
Through use of this facility, teaching material and student work produced on the iPads
may be displayed to groups of various sizes, also opening a range of possibilities for
interactive learning with the technology available on-line.
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In the teaching of Japanese at MWSC we have been convinced of the value of making
intercultural understanding an integral and significant part language teaching and
learning. From Year 7 to Year 10, intercultural understanding is written into the Japanese
language teaching syllabi.

The State of Asian Languages in Tasmania

John Kertesz

The State of Asian Languages in Tasmania is a NALSSP-sponsored research report on
the views of Asian language teachers and continuing pre-tertiary college students. It
provides a unique profile of teacher demography, career stages and intentions, as well
as classroom and external professional factors influencing student Asian responses
to language learning and their retention, particularly in the significant high school
years. Convergence of student motivation factors with teacher perceptions of school
appreciation and support for their efforts provide warnings for teachers as well as
schools for the future success of this learning area. Concurrently, variations in student
motivations and future aspirations, as well as continuing perceptions of Asian language
difficulty, provide critical focus areas for both retention and recruitment.

We can consider neither the future of language learning, nor LOTE as part of the
national curriculum, without understanding and responding to the most significant
cause of variations in student performance, the teacher. Amidst federal LOTE
promotion programs, statements about language relevance, and public references to the
importance of teacher quality, the reality in Tasmania is that expenditure on professional
development has failed to even maintain student numbers, suggesting that teacher
practices may be contributing to the decline, or at the very least failing to acknowledge
and respond to real causes of student withdrawal. It is imperative that policymakers,
learning leaders and Japanese teachers themselves facilitate professional behaviours
that overcome isolation, yield genuine ongoing improvements in pedagogy, overcome a
cargo-cult mentality in professional development, establish connections with Japanese
communities locally and in Japan, and, above all else, engage with students to understand
and maintain their motivation to learn Japanese.
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A window into the views and perceptions of teachers and secondary students of
languages

May Kwan

The findings of two reports undertaken by Independent Schools Queensland (ISQ):
National Asian Languages and Studies in Schools Program (NALSSP): Languages in
Independent Schools in Queensland (2009); and Secondary students views and perceptions
on languages other than English in Independent Schools Queensland (2011), provided
perspectives from the curriculum managers and teachers and students.

National Asian Languages and Studies in Schools Program (NALSSP): Languages in
Independent Schools in Queensland Report looked at the characteristics of the workforce,
identification of issues surrounding retention of staff, qualification to teach the NALSSP
languages, issues surrounding transition from primary to secondary and reasons schools
are not offering a NALSSP language.

Secondary students views and perceptions on languages other than English in Independent
Schools Queensland (2011) was an endeavour to find out from secondary students what
they think of their language learning experiences and which of these experiences would
they like more or less of. The findings provided essential information for teachers in
assisting them to reflect, plan and improve practice but more importantly to engage
students in learning languages beyond the compulsory years in secondary schools.

The above projects were funded through the Australian Government under the National
Asian Languages and Studies in Schools Program (NALSSP) and School Languages
Program (SLP).

Making links, making progress in the primary school

Therese Sakamoto

Over the past 30 years, the citizens of Frankston, Victoria and Susono, Japan have
shared a close friendship through their sister city relationship. Based on this strong
link, Derinya Primary School in Frankston commenced a connection with Susono
Nishi Primary in 2010 to promote friendship between children through the Language
Discovery (Palaygo) email exchange program. This program has proven to be a most
satisfying and successful venture for students, schools and local communities.
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Through Language Discovery, students are able to communicate in meaningful exchanges
of information, ask questions and gain an understanding of grammar structure with the
Phrase Palette tool which enables prompt creation and exchange of email messages,
stories and quizzes in the receiver’s language. Through regular implementation of the
Language Discovery program in Years 4-6 Japanese classes, students have also gained
intercultural understanding in addition to new language learning and their motivation
has increased. Students have also enjoyed using the program at home and during
computer time in their classrooms to interact on a more frequent basis than solely in
Japanese lesson time.

The success of this program has led to reciprocal visits between student and staff
representatives from each school and enabled students, school families and whole staff
to directly experience intercultural exchange through school visits and homestays. In
2011, a delegation from Derinya Primary visited Susono to mark the 30th anniversary
of the sister city relationship and to establish a sister school arrangement with Susono
Nishi Primary. It is most exciting that our link through Language Discovery has
blossomed into a formal connection between our school communities. Other schools
in Frankston and Susono are also joining Language Discovery to provide their students
and school communities with real, fast and meaningful connections to expand their
language programs and to investigate potential sister school ties.

Wiki wonderland: a tool for learning and advocacy

Wendy Venning

The Junior Primary sector (4-8 year olds) is under-represented in the LOTE literature.
This age group has particular needs: the students are often pre-literate, are still developing
fine motor skills and social skills, have a high need for routine and repetition, high
teacher dependence, and an interactive play-based learning style that thrives on hands-
on activities. These learning parameters are largely ignored in LOTE research. Yet
creating the future starts here: this is the time when foundations can be laid for sound
language learning skills, and above all, the time when a love of language learning can
be instilled.

This paper will discuss the use of a wiki in a Junior Primary Japanese program. The
wiki was originally designed as a communication tool for parents and the wider school
community, to showcase the Junior Primary language learning in an outer metropolitan
school. This use of technology then became a tool of advocacy for language learning.
Parents who could clearly see how the above learning parameters translate to the
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Japanese classroom, and who could then clearly see the benefits of learning Japanese at
Junior Primary level, then became advocates themselves, sharing the wiki with friends
and relatives all over Australia and indeed all over the world.

In addition to showcasing student learning and becoming a tool for advocacy, the wiki
also became a learning tool in itself. Pages on the wiki could be re-used time and again
to review targeted language, using the interactive whiteboard to pinpoint or extend the
linguistic focus. Furthermore, students became so keen to feature on the wiki that they
put extra effort into producing fantastic work that would be showcased.

Discussion may include large-screen presentation of numerous pages from the wiki.
The paper will finish with hands-on advice and tips for setting up a wiki.

Constructing transnational spaces and identities: exploring the potentials of a
Japanese language course for ‘background speakers’

Kenta Koshiba

With an increase in the number of so-called “heritage learners” or “background speakers”
enrolling in language classes, the potentials and effectiveness of ‘heritage language
courses’ have become a widely debated issue both nationally and internationally.
However, empirical studies that examine such courses, especially those at the senior
secondary and tertiary level, are only beginning to emerge. Thus, this case study aims
to contribute to this field by examining the language learning experiences and identity
construction of Year 12 and tertiary level background speakers who were enrolled in
a special “Japanese for background speakers” course that was offered by an Australian
university. The data utilised in this study is derived from a series of semi-structured
interviews conducted with eight students who were enrolled in this course, as well as
from audio-recordings of naturally occurring classroom interactions. These data sets
will be analysed in depth using the notion of “theory of practice” (Bourdieu 1977) and in
light of recent theoretical developments in the area of sociolinguistics and globalisation
(Blommaert 2010). This paper will argue that the Japanese background speakers’ course
may have provided a space in which the students could discursively and collaboratively
construct transnational identities that challenged what it means to be “Japanese” or
“Australian” At the same time, this study will also highlight how power, legitimacy
and essentialist identity categories may exert powerful influences on how the students
position themselves and how they are positioned by others within the classroom.
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Japanese heritage language learners and the NSW high school curriculum:
eligibility and other hurdles

Noriko Shimada, Paul Moore

This paper explores issues related to the development and implementation of “heritage
Japanese” courses in the NSW high school curriculum. We first provide a definition
of the ‘heritage language learner’ and a historical overview of the development of the
NSW courses. We then draw on local research into heritage learners (Oriyama 2001)
and recent case study research (Oguro and Moloney 2010) to highlight issues and
challenges in providing appropriate educational choices to such a diverse group of
learners. Major issues relate to the implementation of so-called “eligibility criteria” for
entry into the various Japanese courses, and limited opportunities (both in schools and
in the community) for heritage Japanese learners to explore and develop their unique
linguistic and cultural skills, awareness and identities. We conclude by discussing how
different states have addressed similar issues, and implications for a national curriculum.

Australian Curriculum Languages: design, development and opportunities for
engagement

Suzanne Bradshaw

The Australian Curriculum, Assessment and Reporting Authority (ACARA) is an
independent authority responsible for the development of an Australian curriculum
that supports 21st century learning for all Australian students.

ACARA’s work is carried out in collaboration with a wide range of stakeholders,
including teachers, principals, students, academics, governments, State and Territory
education authorities, professional education associations, community groups and the
general public.

This presentation will introduce the major design features of the Australian Curriculum
and provide an update of the curriculum development process at ACARA in relation to
the Languages learning area and discuss opportunities for engagement.
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Using inking technology in the teaching of Japanese

Sarah Pasfield-Neofitou, Mari Morofushi, Masae Uekusa

An established body of research on tablet PCs (a laptop with screen that can be written
on, called “inking”) has demonstrated that the use of inking can be highly beneficial in
a wide range of educational situations; however, research on the ways in which language
teaching may be enhanced via the use of tablet PCs is still emerging. The teaching of
Japanese in particular, and other languages which employ a non-alphabet writing system,
has a huge potential to benefit from the ability of teachers to demonstrate the live and
authentic use of the written language. Teaching the many different characters required
for active use and recognition in Japanese has long been a challenge, and in this paper,
we explore innovative uses of inking on tablet PCs as one solution. Drawing on surveys
with students and teacher journals, we describe the benefits for teaching hiragana,
katakana and kanji characters, as well as quizzing, modelling reading and handwritten
genres, responding to student questions, facilitating revision between classes and for
specific purposes such as examinations, providing answers to class activities, teaching
vocabulary and grammar, in particular, abstract vocabulary items that are difficult to
represent through flashcards, annotating difficulty content and challenging students by
reducing L1 content, and constructing knowledge collaboratively with students. The
presentation will conclude with a discussion of students’ reactions to these innovations,
the potential drawbacks associated with both the physical and virtual environment, and
a vision for future applications of technology.

Expressing oneself through digital storytelling: ANU student-centred Japanese
learning project

Carol Hayes, Yuki Itani-Adams

Digital stories that combine image, narrative and sound, provide a powerful way of
developing student communicative skills. The process of creating a digital story
addresses the goals of 21st century student-centered learning expectations, by focusing
on creative thinking, risk-taking and effective communication with the added advantage
of developing effective technical literacy.

Is it possible to include “impact” within an assessment rubric for intermediate language-
learners’” oral production? By presenting the results of the Digital Story Telling Project
that has been running as part of the ANU second-year Intermediate Japanese language
course for the past three years, this paper will demonstrate that the answer to this
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question is yes. The project aimed to assess the value of using digital stories in Japanese
language teaching as an alternative to the individual oral presentations or tests, and
secondly to examine methods of encouraging students to become more proactive and
to better express their own personal emotions, beliefs and ideas—beyond a superficial
“it was fun” level.

This paper will firstly introduce our project focusing on the teaching delivery methods we
have developed over the course of the project, including analysis of student evaluations.
Secondly, by presenting a detailed linguistic analysis of a number of digital stories, it will
demonstrate how students tried to express their emotions, beliefs and thoughts.

Should foreign languages be taught at university?

Yuko Kinoshita, Yanyin Zhang

The most obvious reason for taking a language course is to gain language skills. We
know that younger children learn foreign languages more efficiently, so some say that
allocating resources to schools, not universities, will yield maximum return. Perhaps the
TAFE sector is a more suitable place for language training for adult than universities,
given its focus on vocational and skill-based training. And an intensive delivery with
immersion is known to be efficient for acquiring linguistic competency, but is difficult
within the current university system.

Anecdotal evidence about public opinion—perhaps now categorised as market opinion—
is not encouraging for us. Small enrolments in many language courses seem to indicate that
few students or their parents value them. And university administrations are pressuring
language courses to reduce assessment standards and contact hours. So why teach foreign
languages in this relatively expensive educational setting, the university?

We argue that language studies at university level should not be considered as just
professional, vocational or technical skill training. Rather, it is a liberal art, contributing
to the intellectual and cultural development—and employability—of the student beyond
simple language facility. This does not mean that we replace linguistic curriculum with
cultural studies or cultural exposure. On the contrary, the framework of language
learning achieves these results through implicit learning, more effectively than explicit
studies. This is what makes it unique and valuable.
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Immersion versus non-immersion: what the data tells us

Noriko Iwashita, Robyn Spence-Brown

The paper reports on the findings of a study which attempts to identify characteristics
of performance of learners in two different programs (immersion vs. non-immersion).
A number of immersion programs have been mounted in Australia, and in most cases,
where the principles of this approach are adhered to, the outcomes for language learning
are positive both in attitudes to the target language and culture and in language gains.
Although the proportion of the school curriculum allocated to the target language
may vary, such an approach has been shown to have significant advantages over the
traditional language classroom setting in terms of the levels of fluency acquired in the
target language. This is due in part to the fact that the language is used for meaningful
purposes rather than simply being studied for its own sake, and also to the richer
and more intensive exposure to the target language that such an approach affords.
However, as Elder points out, there are currently no norms or benchmarks available
indicating the nature or extent of language proficiency that can be achieved under such
conditions, a lacuna that this study will attempt to address at least to some extent by
profiling characteristics of performance under typical and more time-intensive learning
conditions. The paper provides further insights into the complex issues of learner
background, and suggests implications for pedagogy and assessment.

Japanese immersion program in secondary school: the Robina High School
experience

Sellina McClusky

Robina High School has always been a vibrant language learning environment. When
many state schools were phasing out compulsory Year 8 language learning, Robina High
School was one of the few state secondary schools in south-east Queensland to maintain
a compulsory one-year language program. In 2007, when Robina High discussed
increasing its academic excellence curriculum, Japanese immersion became an obvious
option. The school had motivated students, supportive parents and capable curriculum
managers, so in 2008 the Robina State High School Japanese Immersion Program
(RSHSJIP) was born. The Japanese Immersion Program at Robina High School is the
only secondary Japanese immersion program in Australia.
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The JIP is a three year course which runs from Year 8 to Year 10. Students study maths,
science and business in Japanese. The maths and science course is based on the Extension
Maths and Extension Science curriculum. The business course covers general computer
applications in Years 8 and 9, and becomes Asian Business Studies in Year 10.

In 2011 our graduates achieved amazing successes and our school community is
already delighted with the positive outcomes of the program. Each year we improve
our practices and attract a wider enrolment area as the news of our program spreads
throughout our community. We are happy to share our trials and successes with other
interested language teachers and community members.

Language immersion camps: engaging the hearts and minds of secondary school
students

Kaori Okano, Teresa Castelvetere, Jennifer Swanton, Andrea Sampson

Language Immersion Camps are an application of classroom language learning in a
(more) real life context and present a number of benefits for students (e.g. fluency,
listening comprehension skills, spontaneity of speech, expansion of vocabulary,
heightened motivation, and enhancement of cultural knowledge). The relative value
of different aspects depends on the ages and proficiency levels of learners, as well as
the social context where language learning occurs. In Victoria, one such context is
that the majority of students cease studying languages by the time they start Year 11
(only one in ten VCE students study languages); this number is even smaller in the
regions. These students are a select specialist group in their own schools. Against this
backdrop, this panel discusses what sense high school students make of their Japanese
language immersion camp experiences, and how best we can enhance the benefits of
immersion camp for Year 9 and 10 students before the camp, during the camp and once
they return to their schools by building a community of practice with an interest in
language learning. The panel presenters have been involved in designing, implementing
and evaluating Japanese language immersion camps for secondary school students.
Successful language immersion camps activate affective as well as the cognitive areas of
student engagement and this can revitalise or even spur student interest in the language
and culture.
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Successful models for learning Japanese via distance education

Hilary Hughes, Jean Laffan, Darren Ball, Justine Daly, Anne Becker

This panel will present several successful models of students learning Japanese via
distance education. Schools are using online learning management systems, connected
classrooms with video-conferencing and shared desktop as well as using Adobe Connect
and traditional paper based models. Presenters will share their successful stories and
invite discussion of the issues for schools using these methods.

Moving away from traditional languages methodology to literacy based language
teaching: finding best practice

Monica Scully, Kate Spithill, Naomi Mori-Hanazono

The teaching and learning of Japanese language and literacy is underpinned by our
vision of how we inspire our students to be able to use Japanese language as adults
and for our students to authentically learn in two languages and through two cultures.
With the introduction of the Early Years Strategy in Victorian schools in the 1990s,
there was a distinct move from the teaching of English to the teaching of literacy, the
teaching of mathematics to the teaching of numeracy. This significant pedagogical shift
was underpinned by research into how adults ultimately used English and mathematics
in their daily lives and workplaces. Similarly, in our move away from traditional LOTE
methodology to literacy-based language teaching, we aspire for our students as adults
to be able to move effortlessly in and out of Japanese and English as the situation arises.
Over the past five years, the staff at Huntingdale have engaged in a number of projects
and grants to research best practice in this area both here and overseas and synthesis
this research into our pedagogy.

A multilingual literacy: linking literacy across languages (Japanese)

Kate Chandler

In this session I will highlight the research behind a multilingual literacy approach to
primary languages education and the inquiry process used to implement this approach
across South Australian government primary schools. I will make significant reference
to the literacy general capability in the Australia Curriculum and I will share literacy
and language teaching strategies suitable for Japanese language teaching and learning.

162



Conference Abstracts

The Multilingual Literacy approach, based on research, theory and practice, engages
primary languages teachers together with classroom teachers in reflective practice and
the sharing of effective literacy strategies across languages. Initially the Multilingual
Literacy approach focussed on second language programs (L2) from Reception to Year
2. However, the approach is now spreading across the primary years (3-7) and across
complementary languages programs (such as first language programs and English as
an additional language or dialect) with some schools including the approach in their
whole-school literacy program.

School based evidence demonstrates improved learning outcomes for students,
increased interest and engagement in language learning activities and a renewed focus
for language learning.

Supporting student demand

Anne Fisher

The ongoing, though gradual, decline in the number of students undertaking Japanese
language study in schools poses ongoing concerns about the future of Japanese language
study in Australia. Anne Fisher draws on the work she undertook at the Asia Education
Foundation on building demand for Asian languages in Australian schools, by taking a
“student’s eye view” to look at where solutions might or might not be found to address
this decline. In this brief session, she will:

« run through the factors that impact on the ability of students to continue with
their study of Japanese language throughout their school life

+ examine reasonable expectations and measures of success for students, teachers,
programs and systems

« contextualise the role of curriculum and teacher quality in the student language
learning experience

« stimulate discussion on areas for action and responsibility.
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Using the Japanese-specific annotations of the Professional Standards for
Accomplished Teaching of Languages and Culture to address the AITSL standards

Kylie Farmer

Professional Standards help us reflect on and plan for improvements in our teaching
practice. This session will support teachers in addressing the AITSL Standards
through the use of the Japanese-specific annotations of the Professional Standards for
Accomplished Teaching of Languages & Cultures (AFMLTA), and through viewing some
short film clips to demonstrate these in action in Japanese classrooms.

Japanese education in the global era: process and case-based approach for business
communication

Aya Kondoh, Hyogyung Kim

What is the role of language teaching in the global era? In this panel session, we discuss
business communication in Japanese language learning, together with the results of our
research and Japanese teaching materials we have developed.

Firstly, we show qualitative research which indicated that current Japanese business
language education in Japan, India, and China does not cater for learners’ needs and
competencies effectively. To improve this situation, further qualitative and quantitative
research investigated the problemsin Japan-India and Japan-Chinabusiness interactions.
Based on the nature of the problems identified, language resources necessary for effective
business communication were developed.

We then introduce resources comprising a syllabus, educational resource lists, “Can-do
Statements,” and two textbooks, a “business process” type and a “case method” type. In
the business process type textbook SWOT analysis, a tool used in the MBA and marketing
domain, is effective for developing competencies. The case method type textbook is
remarkably useful for solving problems and conflicts. Moreover, according to learners’
self-assessment and interviews, it makes it easier to work in heterogeneous groups.

Finally, we discuss Japanese language teaching focusing on the learners’ inner growth
and their practical language skills. Although our data doesnt include Australian
communication, we suggest these resources as tools for fostering “flexible and analytical
thinking, a capacity to work with others and an ability to move across subject disciplines
to develop new expertise”
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JF Standards for Japanese Language Education 2010: a tool for planning of
learning, teaching and assessment

Cathy Jonak

The development of intercultural communicative competence has become increasingly
important in our global society, and both intercultural and language skills/
understandings are essential in order to develop this competence. In recognition of this,
The Japan Foundation has developed The JF Standard for Japanese Language Education
2010, which focuses on “Japanese language for mutual understanding”. The JF Standard
is based on can-do statements, and is a useful tool for the planning of learning, teaching
and assessment. In this session three major aspects of the JF Standard will be highlighted:
1) The JF Can-do Statements are based on CEFR (Common European Framework
of Reference for Languages), but have been reframed to be applicable to a Japanese
language setting; 2) There is a useful “Minna no can-do” website where teachers can
search for can-do statements and make their own statements tailored to their learners’
needs; and 3) The portfolio is recommended as an evaluation tool for use with the JF
Standard, and samples of portfolios are showcased on the JF Standard website.

Participants in this session will familiarise themselves with the JF Standard, and consider
ways in which it can be a useful tool for Japanese teachers in Australia.

Changing teacher practice: the impact of ICT on languages education

Naoko Araki-Metcalfe, Carol Egan, Melissa Hughes, Glenn Voss

The use of ICT in everyday life is a necessity, and this is no different in languages education.
The choice of whether or not a teacher incorporates ICT in the classroom is no longer
available. Web 2.0 technologies, on-line language resources, interactive digital resources,
applications and software programs are available for teaching and learning Japanese
language. The choices are wide but are language teachers fully utilising the range of ICT
tools available to them? Are they feeling limited by the specific programs they choose
with a move back towards drill and practice and away from more creative ICT?

This panel discussion session provides an opportunity to discuss the effective use of
ICT in Japanese language classrooms by presenting examples from both primary and
secondary school teachers. Japanese teachers will present their action research based
project, using their own digi-stories from the NALSSP ICT Professional Learning
Project. This project aimed to increase the proficiency of teachers in using Web 2.0
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technologies in the targeted Asian languages classes and ultimately expand the use of
these technologies as a teaching and learning tool within languages education. The panel
discussion will focus on the following points: the characteristics of action research cycle
in language education, the journey of individual teachers incorporating ICT into their
languages education programs, the outcomes of their journey from their perspectives
and their students’ responses, and where to go from here.

Global articulation, local articulation

Yasu-Hiko Tohsaku, Chihiro Thomson, Robyn Spence-Brown

This panel introduces the Japanese Global Articulation Project (J-GAP). This project
was launched in 2010 by the Japanese Language Education Global Network, which
is affiliated with Nihongo Kyoiku Gakkai (Society for Teaching Japanese as a Foreign
Language). The word articulation is used within language education to indicate coherent
linkages among programs or courses in terms of course content and educational
structures, and the degree to which learners at one level can make a smooth transition to
the next. ]-GAP aims to achieve articulation in Japanese language education worldwide,
both within and across countries.

The project is led by Professor Yasu-Hiko Tohsaku, who will introduce some of the
international projects taking place under this banner, many of which will be of interest
to Australian educators. Professor Chihiro Thomson will discuss the activities of the
Australian arm of the project. Professor Thomson and Dr Robyn Spence-Brown will
present on the topic of Encouraging learners to continue their studies to higher levels
within and across levels of education: the role of motivation and educational structures.
There will be ample time for audience discussion of the major issues in articulation in
Australia, and the ways in which they can be addressed.
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Australian Curriculum, current curruculum

Anne Fisher

As Australian Curriculum Strategy Manager at the AEF 2010-2012, Anne Fisher
worked with ACARA to provide input into the development of the learning areas,
general capabilities and cross-curriculum priorities in the Australian Curriculum. In
this session she will draw on the insights gained through this work and relate them to
Japanese language learning in the Australian context. She will do this by providing a
brief overview of:

o the Australian Curriculum in development
« highlights and issues with the Australian Curriculum as a whole
« the particular role of intercultural understanding in the Australian Curriculum

« comparisons with current practice in States and Territories, time permitting.

The session aims to equip Japanese language teachers with knowledge and understanding
of the Australian Curriculum, including languages curriculum, to enable them to
participate confidently in discussions in their schools or jurisdictions as the Australian
Curriculum develops.

Factors influencing languages teacher retention

Shannon Mason

In 2001, 19 Central Queensland University students graduated from the Bachelor of
Education (LOTE) program, an immersion degree designed specifically to train teachers
of Japanese. The following year, 17 of the students were engaged in Japanese education
in Queensland. Eight years later, it was found that only five graduates continued to teach
Japanese, and of those, two had taken extended periods of leave to pursue other interests.

In order for languages to become an integrated, respected and accepted part of the
educational experience of students in Australia, there must be sufficient numbers of
qualified, quality teachers. Evidence suggests that appropriately staffing Language
programs is a challenge for many sectors and states, and a review of the literature reveals
that this can be attributed to a large extent to teacher attrition.
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Research currently underway by the author seeks to find what factors influence
Queensland Languages teachers’ decisions to continue or leave the profession. Drawing
on the themes that emerged from the literature review, the study aims to determine what
impact demographics, motivations, education background, employment background,
language experience and proficiency, teaching efficacy, school environment, support and
professional development, and the promotion of languages have on teacher attrition. It is
hoped that the study will give stakeholders further vital information on how to prepare
for and support teachers’ long and satisfying careers in Languages education. This paper
will give insights into both the existing research, and the preliminary findings of the
author’s PhD study.

Using the notion of Gross National Cool to engage students

Chris Graham

Japanese popular culture has developed a universal appeal in recent years and Japan has
emerged as a genuine cultural superpower in the twenty-first century. It has been suggested
that Japan’s influence as a cultural superpower is greater than as an economic superpower
in the 1980s. It has been exactly a decade since an American journalist, Douglas McGray,
coined the phrase Japan’s Gross National Cool. It is useful for Japanese language teaching
professionals to harness this appeal in school-based curriculum development. The
pervasive influence of Japanese culture in Australia makes Japanese second language
acquisition more relevant than many other regional second language choices.

In the classroom, there are abundant opportunities where unique aspects of Japanese
culture, fashion, music, entertainment, design, sport and of course, food can be the
springboard for engaging teaching and learning opportunities.

Using the GNC idea, this paper will suggest that Japanese language teachers reflect on
their programming and actively incorporate and focus on “cool” elements of Japanese
culture in their lessons. In particular, viewing texts provide interesting learning
opportunities to engage students and highlight the appeal of Japanese culture. This
approach is designed to maintain and reinforce the intrinsic motivation students enjoy
when studying a distinctive language and culture.
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Is using manga and anime to engage students ethical?

William Armour

Using my attendance at the annual SMASH! (Sydney Manga and Anime Show) as a
springboard, this presentation begins to reflect on the ethical implications of using
Japanese mass culture products such as “manga” and anime in the Japanese language
and studies classrooms. I problematise how uncritical Japanese language educators
have been in using Japanese popular culture as a kind of neo-Orientalist “hook” to lure
potential students into learning Japanese language and culture. Drawing on my own
experiences of using “manga” and anime and other ostensibly commercial products in
my Japanese language and cultural studies classes, I argue that as a Japanese language/
studies teacher I am in a significant way assisting a range of companies to advertise
their products under the guise of using “authentic materials” to facilitate learning. I
attempt to account for the ethical dilemma I am now faced with. In this presentation
I ask three questions—How ethical was it of me as a university academic to ostensibly
advertise to students the SMASH event, which could be construed as an event with
overt commercial purposes? To what extent am I condoning events that, while they
have relevance to my teaching, are nevertheless sites of commercial transaction? Have
I become a pimp for big business that mass produces Japanese soft power and, perhaps
more pointedly, Japan Inc. itself?
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