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PURPOSE AND EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
  
National, state, and local educational conversations are all clinging to the phrase “preparing 
students for the 21st century.”  The ability to communicate with others and to interact with 
cultural sensitivity are keys for every student’s future.  The purpose of this legislative report, the 
first of five annual reports, is to present a picture of the current status of K-12 world language 
education in Minnesota.  We need to know our current reality in order to plan and prepare for 
the future.  What languages are being taught?  How many levels?  Which grades are involved?  
Who are the teachers?  Do we have enough language teachers?  World languages are no 
longer an “extra elective.”   How can we teach to reach all kinds of learners?  What is our 
collective vision for Minnesota’s students?  What innovations will take us past obstacles to 
realize that vision? 
 
The Minnesota Education Act of 2007 required the Minnesota Department of Education to 
conduct a survey of all school districts and charter schools in preparation of this report on the 
status of K-12 world language education in the state.   
 
The survey results indicate that: 
 

• Minnesota is teaching a variety of less commonly taught languages as well as traditional 
languages. 

• More opportunity to study languages exists in the grades 9-12 and in urban/suburban 
areas. 

• 22% of Minnesota districts offer an opportunity to begin language learning in grades K-3. 
• A wide range of program models exists for K-8 language instruction: exploratory, 

sequential elementary instruction, immersion and secondary coursework. 
• 38% of Minnesota districts offer language learning in grades 4-8. 
• About half of the 262 responding districts indicated that they would like to extend world 

language study to the middle and/or elementary grades. 
• Greater Minnesota faces challenges to offer extended programs in small schools and in 

attracting highly qualified teachers to their areas. 
• Urban school populations do not elect world language study to the same extent as rural 

and suburban school populations. 
• Comparing 2000-01 to 2006-07, French and German programs have lost enrollment 

despite the fact that overall there is a rise in both the total student population and world 
language teaching positions in the same time frame. 

• Technology integration, strategies for teaching all learners, curriculum development and 
assessment top the list of professional development needs. 

• Minnesota faces several challenges for offering more equitable language learning 
opportunities to all kinds of students in all parts of the state.  

• School districts agree, “World language study is a critical component to prepare students 
for the 21st century.” 
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A Report on the 
STATUS OF K-12 WORLD LANGUAGE EDUCATION IN MINNESOTA 2008 

 
Overview of Study 

 
A. Legislative Requirement 

 
In compliance with Minnesota Education Act 2007, Chapter 146, Article 2, Subdivision 43, the 
Minnesota Department of Education contacted all public school districts and charter schools in 
January 2008 in an attempt to determine the status of world language education across the 
state. 
 

Minnesota Education Act 2007, Chapter 146, Article 2, Subdivision 43, 
states: 
 
[The World Language Coordinator] shall…survey Minnesota charter schools and 
school districts to (i) determine the types of existing world languages programs 
including, among others, those that use information technology to provide high-
quality world language instruction, (ii) identify exemplary model world language 
programs, and (iii) identify and address staff development needs of current world 
languages teachers, pre-service teachers, and teacher preparation programs. 

 
B. The K-12 World Language Survey 2008 
 

The survey asked districts to supply information on the languages, levels and/or program 
models for world language programs in grades K-3, 4-8 and 9-12.  It also gathered information 
on how programs are staffed, instructional delivery systems, details about the student 
populations who elect language study, recent enrollment trends, professional development 
needs and views on the future role of world languages in the district and statewide curriculums.   
A copy of the district survey instrument is available in Appendix A. 
 

C. Data Collection 
 

All Minnesota school districts and charter schools were electronically sent the K-12 World 
Language Survey in January 2008.  Of the 520 survey invitations, 262 were returned, a 
response rate of 50%.  Each service cooperative region is represented in the respondent group.  
See Appendix B for a list of participating school districts and charter schools from each region. 
 

Region Number Location Number of Respondents 
1 and 2 Northwest 25 

3 Northeast 19 
4 Lake Country 21 
5 Central 18 

6 and 8 Southwest and West Central 31 
7 East Central 37 
9 South Central 18 
10 Southeast 27 
11 Metro 59 
 Anonymous responders 7 
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The following chart shows the distribution of types of communities in the total respondent group.    
 
Demographics of the Respondent Group 

Which descriptor best fits your school district? Percentage Response Count 

Urban 8.4% 22 

Suburban 19.4% 51 

Rural 69.1% 181 

Skipped question 3.1% 8 
Total 100% 262 
 
 

D. Study Limitations 
 
The survey tool can help to begin the process of identifying model programs but cannot be the sole 
tool for selection.  Model programs have defined extensions of time and intensity so that learners 
can acquire language skills and progress in their development.  The survey can identify programs 
where these criteria are met.  However, further investigation needs to take place before a program 
is labeled as a model for others to follow.  Student achievement, teaching practices and curriculum 
that exemplify the National Standards for Foreign Language Learning are some of the factors that 
will take closer study before model programs are identified. 
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The Minnesota Legislature requires surveys of public school districts to gain information about the 
status of world language education. Consequently, much of this report includes perceptions of 
Minnesota superintendents or administrative designees and data reported by districts to the 
Minnesota Department of Education. 
 
The collection of data about immersion program teachers and students will be more accurate in the 
future with refinements in the Staff Automated Reporting System (STAR), the system school 
districts use to report annual data to the Department of Education.  Currently, immersion teachers 
are reported according to the content assignment without reference to the immersion environment, 
making the data difficult to track on a statewide level. 
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Report of Findings 
 

Section A:  World Languages in Grades K-3 
 
Of the 262 responding districts, 54 (22%) reported some type of world language programming in 
grades K-3.  This also means that 78% of Minnesota’s children do not have any opportunity to 
begin language learning in the early grades. Table 1 outlines the number of programs reported 
by language and by program model.   
 
Spanish is the predominant language choice, followed by Chinese, French, and Ojibwe.  Full-
year FLES (Foreign Language in Elementary School) is the predominant model followed by full-
year exploratory and total immersion.   
 
Exploratory and FLES models are selected by districts wanting to offer a language experience 
for all of their students.  Exploratory programs do exactly what their name implies; introduce the 
student to the world of other languages and cultures.  FLES programs are more intense allowing 
students to develop language skills.  Often a FLES program reinforces the content from other 
subjects at the same grade level.  For example, music, geography, science, math or art 
concepts are taught in the language being studied.  The class time spent serves dual purposes.  
The content of the language lesson dovetails the core curriculum while acquiring new language 
skills at the same time. 

 
Minnesota has seen an extraordinary growth in immersion.  As parents and school policymakers 
become more aware of the benefits of early language learning, the student success in these 
programs and the cost effectiveness of the immersion model, more districts are providing this 
opportunity.  
  
When asked what districts would like to do to enhance their current world language programs, 
46% of the respondents said they would like to extend world languages into the elementary 
grades and 20% would like to add or increase immersion settings.   
  
 

Section B: World Languages in Grades 4-8 
 
Of the 262 responding districts, 94 (38%) reported some type of world language programming in 
grades 4-8.  Spanish is the predominant language choice followed by French, German, 
Chinese, American Sign, Japanese, Arabic, Ojibwe and Latin.  Survey data for grades 4-8 is 
found in Table 2. 
 
Programs represent a wide range of program models.  It is common for programs that began as 
total immersion in grades K-3 to continue with total immersion or blend into a partial immersion 
model.  The exploratory philosophy of middle years schooling explains a predominance of 
FLES, exploratory and introductory sampling courses.  Some districts elect to make use of the 
middle years to begin a more solid world language program that articulates into the high school 
course sequence.  Students are able to complete a full or partial level one language course 
before they begin grade 9.   
 
When asked what districts would like to do to enhance their current world language programs, 
57% of the survey respondents said that they would like to extend the number of years that 
language can be studied to the middle years.  Of the 262 participating districts, only 38% said 
that they offered world language in grades 4-8.  This means that in 62% of Minnesota districts, 
students do not get the opportunity to begin language study until high school.  Starting earlier 
means that more students will have the potential of completing advanced language coursework 
at the end of their high school career.  An earlier start results in a stronger finish.   
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Section C: World Languages in Grades 9-12 
 
Minnesota school districts are required to offer the chance for students to take at least two years 
of a single world language.  Of the 262 survey respondents, 219 reported Spanish programs, 
followed by German (94), French (83), American Sign Language (43), Chinese (35), Japanese 
(13), Ojibwe (9), Latin (8), Arabic (3), Hebrew (1) and others not listed (12).  Table 3 shows the 
number of language programs reported for each level of secondary instruction.  Levels 1 - 5 
(and sometimes above) are offered throughout Minnesota’s high schools.  Schools offer the 
language course sequence(s) that can be supported by student enrollment, staffing, scheduling 
parameters and district finance.  Discussion on the shift in language populations is found in 
Section E, Recent Enrollment Trends. 
 

Section D: Equitable Access and Opportunity for All Students 
 
Looking at statewide averages can mask hidden issues.  Table 4 compares the survey data 
separated out by the type of community: urban, suburban and rural.  There are several notable 
differences that warrant further discussion.   
 
Schools in greater Minnesota face unique challenges in offering equitable opportunity to study 
world languages.  Smaller student populations, smaller overall district budgets, and remote 
location are some of the contributing factors.  Attracting and retaining highly qualified teachers 
to a small district that may not be able to offer a full-time position is another hurdle.  Sharing 
teachers among districts and making use of interactive television are two ways that these 
districts are making world language study possible.  Still, survey results show that rural schools 
offer far fewer opportunities to start language learning in elementary or middle years, or to take 
advanced level coursework.  Generally, a learner needs to study a language for four years or 
more to attain communicative competency in a language.  See Table 4 for the comparative 
survey data provided from urban, suburban and rural districts.  Sixty-nine percent of the 
responding rural districts reported that fewer than 10% of their graduating seniors completed 
four years or more of a language.  Rural schools with smaller student populations find it a 
challenge to get sufficient student enrollment for offering these courses.   
 
Urban districts as well have their unique challenges.  Urban school populations do not elect 
world language study to the same extent as rural and suburban school populations.  Table 4 
shows this comparative data.  Seventy-five percent of the responding urban districts reported 
that fewer than 10% of their graduating seniors completed four years or more of a language.  
Urban schools with larger student populations find it a challenge to get sufficient student 
enrollment as fewer students are electing language courses. 
 
When asked if world language study is a critical component to prepare students for the 21st 
century, survey participants overwhelmingly said “yes” (91%).  There was little difference in 
responses to this question among the geographic areas:  urban (100%), suburban (98%) and 
rural (88%).  If world language and cultural study are critical to every student’s future, then we 
have several challenges before us to meet the needs of every learner in every part of the state.  
 

Section E: Recent Enrollment Trends 
 
Table 5 shows a comparison of teacher and pupil data between the academic years 2000-01 
and 2006-07.  Total student enrollment and the number of full-time teaching positions have 
risen.  There were 15,644 more Minnesota students studying languages in 2006-07 and 46.03 
more FTE (full-time equivalent) teachers that same year.   
 
At the same time, not all languages rose or fell equally.  Spanish grew by 19%.  Several less 
commonly taught languages also grew: Chinese (164%), Japanese (76%), Latin (65%), and 
Ojibwe (272%).  Some languages experienced a decrease in student enrollment.  French and 
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German, long-time traditional courses in Minnesota schools, decreased by 19% and 18% 
respectively.  Russian, listed by the US Government as one of the “critically needed” languages, 
decreased by 78%.   
 

Section F:  Teachers and Professional Development 
 
Survey data showing the numerous licensure backgrounds of K-12 world language teachers is 
shown in Table 6.  It is more common for teachers of K-3 students to be credentialed outside of 
the field of world languages.  Often a licensed classroom teacher delivers language instruction 
along with other subject areas. 
 
The ranking and response counts of the top 10 professional development topics are found in 
Table 7.  The professional development needs reported in the survey reflect the changing 
dynamics of world language education.  It is not surprising to see technology integration as the 
number one answer.  Not only is technology an efficient teaching tool, it can make real-world 
global communication possible in ways never conceived just a few years ago.  World language 
educators are striving to reach a broader base of student population than recent common 
practice.  All of this requires a continuous retooling of our current methods and practices.  
Curriculum development, assessments, and teaching strategies can assist teachers in creating 
multiple pathways for students to succeed in developing proficiency in a new language.  As 
standards for students have risen, so have the standards for teachers.  World language 
teachers need to attain and maintain a high level of language proficiency and continuously work 
on the depth and breadth of cultural knowledge connected to the speakers of world languages.  
 

G. Vision for the Future of World Languages in Minnesota 
 

Education decision-makers look to the future and predict what type of learning experiences will 
best benefit today’s K-12 students decades from now.  They do know that students will be living 
and working in a world even more globally connected than our world today.  Again, survey 
respondents overwhelmingly agreed (91%) that world language study is a critical component to 
prepare students for the 21st century.  Yet, when asked if world languages should be a 
requirement, only 51% gave an affirmative answer.  Several survey participations added 
comments about their fears of being able to finance a program, find a teacher and develop a 
curriculum where all students can find a level of success.  These then become our challenges in 
achieving a vision where all Minnesota students are provided an equal opportunity to the 
education they need to thrive in the future. 
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Recommendations 

 
The 2007 Minnesota Legislature addressed several world-language related items.   
 

• Legislation in 2007 established and provided funding for five world language pilot 
program grants for school districts intending to develop a new world languages program 
or expand an existing one.  The Department of Education received 25 applications for 
the 5 grants.  There have been numerous requests from schools districts inquiring about 
assistance to enhance their programming.  It is recommended that the legislature 
continue and expand on the pilot world language grant program. 

 
• The legislative report, Chinese Language Programs and Curriculum Development 

Project, provided a K-12 Chinese curriculum model and resource handbook. 
 

• The Chinese legislative report also outlined several recommendations for world 
languages in general.  These recommendations are found on pages 86-96 of that report.   

 
• Legislation established a full-time World Language Coordinator at the Department of 

Education and outlined the duties related to the position.   
 

• A high school world language graduation requirement was proposed.  A legislative report 
on that topic will be submitted by February 15, 2008. 

 
• Another legislative report will outline the standards and process for awarding bilingual 

and multilingual certificates to K-12 students who demonstrate and maintain a requisite 
level of proficiency in multiple languages.   This will also be submitted by February 15, 
2008. 
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Grades 4-8
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World languages In Grades 9-12

I. Ar" world lIInoul'O'!S offered during Ihe reg"lar sc:hool day in orades 9-IU

Or"s ONo
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I. Is world langua~a part of eyery student's requi~ cunKulum at son,,, tim" during IIrades 9-117

Ov"s ON<>
2. Who tuches vour langull9" pl'O(lram(s) in IIrades 9·1l? (Cho,k all that apply)

~
lJr.""s-.d K-12 worid ~no~~" teKher
lice"'lId 7-12 worid lano~~e teKher
Teacht!r 0" a yarlance
TeKht!r ~nde< romm~n,ty expe<t pemnsSlCln
InstnJction prima<>ly del,~ereod VIa dlSUoce leammo
Instrucbon pnmanly del...ered Yla f"lId,a-tlased cumc~Tum

3. o_s your district shar" lic"nslld world lanlllll'lIe personnel with another district?

ave, ONo
4. Which lanlluao'" and l"y"ls at" offered In grade. 9·121 Check each course that is offered.

leyel I Level 2 Level 3 Level 4 level 5+

Amer>can S'gn 0 0 0 0 0
lal>lJ~a~e

Arabic 0 0 0 0
Chinese 0 0 BFrench 0 0
~" 0 0 0
Hebrew 0 IT 0
Japanese 8 8Lat,,, 0
Ojibwe 0 D 0 0
Spanish 0 0 0 0
"',,' 0 0
5. What siz" was your 2007 senior graduating class?

§U",~ "" §'~_
l00-t99 400-499

200-m Over 500

6. What pen"uta9" of the 2007 senior graduatinll dass compl"ted 2 yean or n,or" of hiQh school
worid language c~it?

§-'''''lll"llo - 25"4

26"4 - SO"4

7. What penentage of tbe 2007 senior- oraduating dass comp,",ted" yun.". m."." of hiQh school
worid language c~lt?

§-'''''!ll"Ilo - 25"4

26% - SO"4
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Minnesota K-12 World Languages 2008
8. o-s your disuid offer worid languaoe coo,rso.s where students can potentially Nom college credit?
(AdvalKlI'd Placement, International 8accala"rNte. College in the S<:hools, etc.)

OYeS O~
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Trends and DeclSlOn-makmg

1. Do "II students In your dlSlrlct h"ve the opportunity to elect world langu..oe study?

§yes, world Loong".... e IS reQuJre<! fof al Sludents.
Yes, world I;lnguage IS an~e open to an students.
No, """'e students do not have the ootoon of Sludy...g a lang~age. lJSI mM<' subgroups.

LIlt lIrou~ who unnot opt to SIl>dy lanQuages

1. How closely does the enrolln'enl In yo"r world I..ngu..ge progra",(s) reflect the n,akeup of your tot ..l
sludent popul..tion? Do alt sub9ro"ps of yo"r Sludent popul.. tion equally MCesS world l..ng"..ge st"dy
opportunities? (Check fill that "pply)

Yes, all subgroups p<esent In our student populatIOn equally access world lalllluage program(s)
No, our ASIan and PacIfic Islander POP~latlondoes not eoually access world la""l.age sludy
No, our Black populatIon does not eoually access world lanQuage study
No, our H..~nIC populatIOn does not equally access world language study
No, our American IndIan populatIon does oot equally access world lanQuage st~dy

No, our WhIte populatIon does oot equally access world lalllluage study
No, our Free or Reduced Lunch populatIon does oot equally access world lanQuage Sludy
No, our IEP (SpecIal EducatIon) POPulat"'n does not equally access world lanl/ual/e study
No, our LEP (limIted En<;Ihsh Proficleocy) POllulatlon d""s not equallv access wond lallllUal/e study

J. Does your district offer courses specifically designed for herit..ge language le.. rners to study their
"ati"e lang"age? (Heritage learners - NlIli"e spe<lkers of a li"'O"..ge other than English)o Yes (list lanlluall'" below) 0 No

lar>g\!~tl!

4. How Is world l""gn"ge Inllructlon delivered i" your district? (Check 1I1l th"t ..pply)

~
A. T"acl>er '" th" dassroom
B, Inl"raetJ"e TV

C. Onl,ne with a oon-Ianl/U"l/e teacher oro the dusroom
D. W";' or med",·b<lsed romeulurn In place of "n ,"strudor

If yOll .... ll!ctecl B-D whldl COUrsetl) u.... these dehvery lIYsr..rnl7

5. How h..s world ~nOll"oeenrolh"enl changed Or not ch..nged silKe 10007

~
Ir>rreased gr""tIy ,n rl!l<lt>on 10 tile d,strict·s over"" demoglillp/uC5
Ir>rreased somewl\;lt In relatoon 10 the d,ltnct"s 0..-.....1 <lemO\lfOlplllcs
l>K:rl!a.sed somewhal on ~lat>on 10 !he d,ltnct"s ownl demogr.opllics
l>Kr"a.sed g",atly .. ",labOn 10 !he d,ltnct"s 0V«iI1 d_fOIphocs
No SIlIndit.ant dla"O"S ,n ,.qbOn to the d,slnch o..-e<aI C""'O';fOIpt-1CS
Da~ not "~aQble

6. H.....e ..ny world Iangu/IOe P«lOram offerings been redtKed or ellmln.. ted sOnce 10007o Y"s 0 No (s.kll>!he nett q~<!5tIonl
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Minnesota K-12 World Languages 2008
7. If y~, list languages. le~ls al'ld primary reason fO\" redurtion/~imination.

Le>oel ~a5On

~"""n SiOn IF)
La"llL"ll@

~.. I H
C~iI1Me C=:B
F...nc~ r=-B
~" I H
H"b,@w r:::::J0]
Japan@..,. I H
~"" r:::::J0]
Ojibwe I ,-J
Span"h I H
Ot~er I ,-J

I H
r:::::J=i
1 H
1 H
r:::::J=i
1 H
c:::::FJ
1 H
1 H
1 1..1

8. Have any world languag@ I)rOll.am off@ringsbeenadded.,..extendedsinc@lOOO?

o y"s 0 No (Skip the next quest,on)

9. If yes. wh,.t was added? (Check all that al)l)ly)

~
Ext@ndf!d .. prevlOuslyoff@rf!dsequ@oc@toth@m,ddle sclOollevel (Grades 5-6)

Ext@nd@d .. prevlOuslyoff@r@dsequenc@toth@@lemOffitary level (Grades K-4)

Extendf!d .. pr@v,oust1 offered seQueoce to a mo... a<lvaocf!d h,gh school level
An add,t'onalla"lluage

List addf!d languages

10. Is your district h'ter<!'Sted In enllllUclnglls currenl world language program(s)?o YM (Please give deu,ls ,n the ne,t quest,on) 0 No

11. If y<!'S. whal wo"ld yo"r district like 10 do? (Check all thai apply)

~
Expand the number of Ioongu"lles offered
Add or 'ncrl!a ... ,mme<"SlOn settIngs.
EKt~ the nLmber of years ~t Ioong~esun be studlO'd to middle schooVjunior h,gh students
E~!~ the number of years ~t IanguaQes un be studted to "",",,,ntary students

E.<!~ the number of years that 1a'lQ~esun be stuoted for me... advancf!d ~els of st..dy at the hlQh
sct-I \@vf>lo Add or ,ncruse courses w~ere studeNs ~aye the ent~ of eam;"g CJDIeg" tre'dll (AP. lB. College In the
SChools, @[c.)

O""'~
~~,
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I. Whal a.",a" of p.of61'klnlll developmenl liren~ by YOlJ. distric:t·s wo.ld Ianou"lIe I",achers?
(Clteck all thaI apply)

World ~nou;o;le StiI"Clards
ClJmCIJlum de'ooelopment illld cuma.lum Wl'1tJnO
Dev~pr.g lanou~e protic>ency assessment
De~",g classroom-based ilssessments
Update knowledge of H'COnd lanou;o;le xqu<SIb'ln

Methods and stralegoes for teach,ng alileamers
Cb«lOOm behaVl(ll" manaQement
Opportun'tles to """ntaln or ,mprove target lar">\luage proficiency
OppoftLn,l,es to broaden knowleodoe of target cultures
Inl"'l",I,ng technology ,nlO worid lar">\lL~e instruCllOn
lic",nsL'e for Ie.. commonly lau"ht IangLilges
oth....

nth"" (pi", ..,>,! spec,fy)

2.ln you. oi>inion, Is world language sludy a c.ilkal componenl to i>reP'lre students for the 21s1
cenlury?

Oves ONo
J. In your opinion, should wo.ld language be a Minnesola high s<hoolgrMluation r"'lIui.ement?

Oves ONe
~-,
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I. What a....a'J of profe'Jslonill development a.e needed by you. distric:t·5 wo.ld Ianouaue teachers?
(CltHk all that apply)

Worid ~"9u~e Stilnda"lls
eumcuJum de«eIoprnent ..Ad curroa.Jum Wl"Ibn!l
DeveloPlflll la"Gu~e proficoency assessment
DewoIo(I'''Il da'l$l"OOlTl-based ..5Hssments
Upd.. te knowledge of s.econd 1""Guage xquOSIbOn
M",thods ..nd Str.lteo'es for te;teh,ng .. lIlurnfl'S
elio<5lOQlTl behiolllO< m.Jn"oement
Opportun'tles to """nt..,n 0< ,mprove urget lanou~e proficiency
Opportl.nlt,es to bro.Jden knowleodoe of t.. rget cultures
Int"'l"'tlno technology ,nto world lano ..~e ,nstructHln
licens...e for less commonly lauohll.1lng ....ges
other

Other (pIe.J5e splK,fy)

2.ln your ol>in;o", Is world lilnguage study a ,.itkal compo"e"t to I>repare students for the 21st
century?

O"",s ONo
J. In your opinion, should world language be a Minnesota high «hoolgraduation relluirement?

O"es ONe
""""'"
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ThMlk you ~com~ t~1S sumy. 11'1$ r'lformatJoo w. ""'lp """"'''''til bettN pi;ln ~ world Ianou~e

,n<trt>ctlOn. 11'e Ie9lSliouve repo<t w~1 be putlhshed O<'l ~ M'ntI6OtiI~~t of EdLc,mon Wf'bs,te in
February 20(Nl.

DIf~t QLMt""" to JanICe Holter KlttOk at Janoc:e.h.k,ttokOstllt",mn.us
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APPENDIX B 
Respondents: K-12 World Language Survey 2008 
School Districts and Charter Schools by Region 

 
Region 1 and 2 
31 Bemidji Public School District 
36 Kelliher Public School District 
38 Red Lake Public School District 
306 Laporte Public School District 
308 Nevis Public School District 
356 Lancaster Public School District 
363 South Koochiching School District 
390 Lake Of The Woods School District 
432 Mahnomen Public School District 
435 Waubun Public School District 
564 Thief River Falls School District 
593 Crookston Public School District 
600 Fisher Public School District 
627 Oklee Public School District 
630 Red Lake Falls Public School District 
676 Badger Public School District 
682 Roseau Public School District 
2171 Kittson Central School District 
2215 Norman County East School District 
2358 Tri-County School District 
2609 Win-E-Mac School District 
2683 Greenbush-Middle River School District 
928 Region 1 & 2-Northwest Svc. Coop 
 
Region 3 
1 Aitkin Public School District 
99 Esko Public School District 
100 Wrenshall Public School District 
166 Cook County Public Schools 
318 Grand Rapids Public School District 
319 Nashwauk-Keewatin School District 
361 International Falls School District 
381 Lake Superior Public School District 
696 Ely Public School District 
698 Floodwood Public School District 
701 Hibbing Public School District 
704 Proctor Public School District 
706 Virginia Public School District 
2142 St. Louis County School District 
2154 Eveleth-Gilbert School District 
4020 Duluth Public Schools Academy 
4084 North Shore Community School 
4085 Harbor City International Charter 
 
Region 4 
22 Detroit Lakes Public School District 
23 Frazee-Vergas Public School District 
146 Barnesville Public School District 
150 Hawley Public School District 
213 Osakis Public School District 
261 Ashby Public School District 
264 Herman-Norcross School District 
542 Battle Lake Public School District 
544 Fergus Falls Public School District 
545 Henning Public School District 

547 Parkers Prairie Public School District 
548 Pelican Rapids Public School District 
549 Perham Public School District 
550 Underwood Public School District 
553 New York Mills Public School District 
611 Cyrus Public School District 
768 Hancock Public School District 
769 Morris Public School District 
771 Chokio-Alberta Public School District 
801 Browns Valley Public School District 
803 Wheaton Area Public School District 
846 Breckenridge Public School District 
850 Rothsay Public School District 
852 Campbell-Tintah Public School District 
914 Ulen-Hitterdal Public School District 
2149 Minnewaska School District 
2164 Dilworth-Glyndon-Felton 
2342 West Central Area 
2889 Lake Park Audubon School District 
4045 Lakes Area Charter School 
6014 Runestone Area Ed. District 
6016 Pomme De Terre Ed. District 
926 Region 4-Lakes Country Service Coop 
 
Region 5 
118 Northland Community Schools 
181 Brainerd Public School District 
186 Pequot Lakes Public Schools 
485 Royalton Public School District 
487 Upsala Public School District 
786 Bertha-Hewitt Public School District 
787 Browerville Public School District 
818 Verndale Public School District 
820 Sebeka Public School District 
821 Menahga Public School District 
2155 Wadena-Deer Creek School District 
2170 Staples-Motley School District 
2174 Pine River-Backus School District 
2753 Long Prairie-Grey Eagle School District 
2759 Eagle Valley Public School District 
4059 Crosslake Community Charter School 
4080 Pillager Area Charter School 
 
Region 6 and 8 
62 Ortonville Public School District 
330 Heron Lake-Okabena School District 
345 New London-Spicer School District 
347 Willmar Public School District 
417 Tracy Public School District 
423 Hutchinson Public School District 
465 Litchfield Public School District 
466 Dassel-Cokato Public School District 
505 Fulda Public School District 
511 Adrian Public School District 
514 Ellsworth Public School District 
518 Worthington Public School District 
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School Districts and Charter Schools by Region 
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640 Wabasso Public School District 
775 Kerkhoven-Murdock-Sunburg 
777 Benson Public School District 
891 Canby Public School District 
2159 Buffalo Lake-Hector School District 
2169 Murray County Central School District 
2180 M.A.C.C.R.A.Y. School District 
2184 Luverne Public School District 
2190 Yellow Medicine East 
2534 Bird Island-Olivia-Lake Lillian 
2689 Pipestone Area School District 
2754 Cedar Mountain School District 
2887 Mcleod West Public School District 
2890 Renville County West School District 
2895 Jackson County Central School District 
2897 Redwood Area School District 
2898 Westbrook-Walnut Grove Schools 
4093 New Century Charter School 
 
Region 7 
47 Sauk Rapids Public School District 
51 Foley Public School District 
138 North Branch Public Schools 
139 Rush City Public School District 
332 Mora Public School District 
477 Princeton Public School District 
577 Willow River Public School District 
578 Pine City Public School District 
726 Becker Public School District 
738 Holdingford Public School District 
739 Kimball Public School District 
741 Paynesville Public School District 
742 St. Cloud Public School District 
743 Sauk Centre Public School District 
745 Albany Public School District 
748 Sartell-St. Stephen School District 
750 Rocori Public School District 
876 Annandale Public School District 
877 Buffalo Public School District 
881 Maple Lake Public School District 
882 Monticello Public School District 
883 Rockford Public School District 
885 St. Michael-Albertville School District 
911 Cambridge-Isanti Public School District 
912 Milaca Public School District 
2144 Chisago Lakes School District 
2165 Hinckley-Finlayson School District 
2364 Belgrade-Brooten-Elrosa School Dist 
2687 Howard Lake-Waverly-Winsted 
4095 Trio Wolf Creek Distance Learning 
4137 Swan River Montessori Charter School 
6026 West Central Education District 
 
 
Region 9 
75 St. Clair Public School District 
77 Mankato Public School District 
81 Comfrey Public School District 
88 New Ulm Public School District 
507 Nicollet Public School District 
508 St. Peter Public School District 

2134 United South Central School District 
2143 Waterville-Elysian-Morristown 
2310 Sibley East School District 
2397 Lesueur-Henderson School District 
2752 Fairmont Area School District 
2835 Janesville-Waldorf-Pemberton 
4066 Riverbend Academy 
4127 Team Academy 
4144 Green Isle Community School 
4151 Edvisions Off Campus School 
 
Region 10 
227 Chatfield Public Schools 
238 Mabel-Canton Public School District 
239 Rushford-Peterson Public Schools 
241 Albert Lea Public School District 
242 Alden-Conger Public School District 
252 Cannon Falls Public School District 
253 Goodhue Public School District 
255 Pine Island Public School District 
294 Houston Public School District 
297 Spring Grove School District 
299 Caledonia Public School District 
300 Lacrescent-Hokah School District 
492 Austin Public School District 
495 Grand Meadow Public School District 
499 Leroy Public School District 
531 Byron Public School District 
534 Stewartville Public School District 
535 Rochester Public School District 
659 Northfield Public School District 
756 Blooming Prairie Public School District 
763 Medford Public School District 
857 Lewiston-Altura Public School District 
2172 Kenyon-Wanamingo School District 
2198 Fillmore Central 
4001 Bluffview Montessori 
 
Region 11 – Metro 
1 Minneapolis Public School District 
11 Anoka-Hennepin Public School District 
12 Centennial Public School District 
14 Fridley Public School District 
15 St. Francis Public School District 
16 Spring Lake Park Public Schools 
108 Norwood Public School District 
111 Watertown-Mayer Public School District 
112 Chaska Public School District 
192 Farmington Public School District 
194 Lakeville Public School District 
196 Rosemount-Apple Valley-Eagan 
197 West St. Paul-Mendota Heights.-Eagan 
199 Inver Grove Heights Schools 
270 Hopkins Public School District 
271 Bloomington Public School District 
273 Edina Public School District 
276 Minnetonka Public School District 
277 Westonka Public School District 
279 Osseo Public School District 
280 Richfield Public School District 
281 Robbinsdale Public School District 
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283 St. Louis Park Public School District 
284 Wayzata Public School District 
621 Mounds View Public School District 
622 North St Paul-Maplewood School District 
623 Roseville Public School District 
624 White Bear Lake School District 
625 St. Paul Public School District 
716 Belle Plaine Public School District 
717 Jordan Public School District 
719 Prior Lake-Savage Area Schools 
721 New Prague Area Schools 
831 Forest Lake Public School District 
832 Mahtomedi Public School District 
833 South Washington County School District 
834 Stillwater Public School District 
287 Intermediate School District 287 
917 Intermediate School District 917 
4015 Community Of Peace Academy 
4029 New Spirit Schools 
4038 Sojourner Truth Academy 
4039 High School For Recording Arts 
4042 Twin Cities Academy 
4043 Math & Science Academy 
4097 Partnership Academy, Inc. 
4101 Minnesota North Star Academy 
4112 St Paul Conservatory Performing Art 
4116 Lakes International Language Academy 
4119 River Heights Charter School 
4132 Twin Cities Academy High School 
4150 Minnesota Online High School 
6065 Metropolitan Learning Alliance 
6067 East Metro Integration Dist



 

 

TABLE 1 
 

REPORTED WORLD LANGUAGE PROGRAMS IN GRADES K-3 

 
 
 
Of the 262 respondents, 54 have world language programs in grades K-3.  Some districts may 
offer more than one language and more than one model.  The table shows the number of 
programs reported from these 54 districts. 
 
 
PROGRAM MODEL DEFINITIONS 
 
 

• TOTAL IMMERSION (Whole day in the target language) 
 

• DUAL IMMERSION (Whole day in one of two designated target languages) 
 

• PARTIAL IMMERSION (50% or less of the day in the target language) 
 

• FLES – Foreign Language in the Elementary School (One language taught for a 
minimum of 3 class sessions per week totaling at least 90 minutes) 

 
• EXPLORATORY (One language taught less than the required minimum frequency and 

time of a FLES program, commonly referred to as FLEX) 
 

• INTRODUCTORY SAMPLING (Minimal introductory sampling of two or more languages) 
 
 
Source: Minnesota Department of Education, K-12 World Language Survey 2008 

TABLE 2 

 
World Language Programs Reported in Grades K-3 
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American Sign (ASL) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Arabic 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Chinese 2 1 0 4 0 1 0 0 
French 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
German 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Hebrew 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Japanese 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Latin 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Ojibwe 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 
Spanish 9 4 1 13 0 16 6 4 
Other 1 0 1 2 0 0 1 0 



 

 

 
REPORTED WORLD LANGUAGE PROGRAMS IN GRADES 4-8 

 
 

 
Of the 262 respondents, 94 have world language programs in grades 4-8.  Some districts may 
offer more than one language and more than one model.  The table shows the number of 
programs reported from these 94 districts. 
 
PROGRAM MODEL DEFINITIONS 
 

• TOTAL IMMERSION (Whole day in the target language) 
 

• DUAL IMMERSION (Whole day in one of two designated target languages) 
 

• PARTIAL IMMERSION (50% or less of the day in the target language) 
 

• FLES – Foreign Language in the Elementary School (One language taught for a 
minimum of 3 class sessions per week totaling at least 90 minutes) 

 
• EXPLORATORY (One language taught less than the required minimum frequency and 

time of a FLES program, commonly referred to as FLEX) 
 

• INTRODUCTORY SAMPLING (Minimal introductory sampling of two or more languages) 
 

• PARTIAL SECONDARY COURSE (Partial completion of a course that is continued in 
high school) 

Source: Minnesota Department of Education, K-12 World Language Survey 

 
World Language Programs Reported in Grades 4-8 
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American Sign (4) 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 
Arabic (3) 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 
Chinese (15) 0 0 0 3 0 1 1 2 3 5 
French (43) 2 0 0 4 1 1 6 9 13 7 
German (34) 1 0 0 1 0 1 6 7 9 9 
Hebrew (0) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Japanese (4) 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 
Latin (1) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
Ojibwe (3) 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 
Spanish (118) 7 1 2 10 3 11 27 21 21 15 
Other (10) 0 0 2 2 0 0 0 0 2 4 



 

 

 
Table 3 

 
Reported High School World Language Programs 

K-12 World Language Survey 2008 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Source:  Minnesota Department of Education, K-12 World Language 

 
Reported High School World Language Programs 

 
 Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 Level 4 Level 5+ 
American Sign 
Language 

43 36 13 5 0 

Arabic 3 2 2 1 0 
Chinese 35 15 9 8 1 
French 78 79 63 45 22 
German 86 87 74 58 20 
Hebrew 0 1 1 1 1 
Japanese 13 10 9 7 1 
Latin 7 5 5 3 1 
Ojibwe 9 5 4 2 0 
Spanish 218 216 168 117 43 
Other 12 9 5 2 0 



 

 

Table 4 
 

World Language Program Comparisons by Type of Community 
 

 
 
 
Source:  Minnesota Department of Education, K-12 World Language Survey 2008 

 
Points of comparison 

 

 
Urban 

 
Suburban 

 
Rural 

World languages in grades K-3 35% 30% 18% 
World languages in grades 4-8 52% 69% 28% 
Potential college-credit world language course 29% 75% 34% 
Courses specifically designed for heritage language 
learners to study their native language 

25% 2% 11% 

Added to program(s) since 2000 40% 65% 41% 

Pr
og

ra
m

s  
O

ff
er

ed
 

Reduced or eliminated to program(s) since 2000 30% 50% 30% 
Teacher is shared by more than one district 0% 14% 30% 

Te
ac

he
rs

 a
nd

 
In

st
ru

ct
io

n 

Language instruction delivery systems 
 
1) Teacher in the classroom 

 
2) Interactive TV 

 
3) Online with a non-language teacher in the classroom 

 
4) Web or media-based curriculum in place of an instructor 

 

1).  83% 

2).    0% 

3).  11% 

4).  17% 

 

1).  98% 

2).    2% 

3).    8% 

4).    9% 

 

1).  64% 

2).  37% 

3).    6% 

4).    3% 
World language is required curriculum for all 
students at some time in grades 9-12 

40% 15% 5% 

Percentage of the 2007 senior graduating class 
completed 2 years or more of high school world 
language 

<10%             25 %             

10-25%            0 % 

26-50%          17 % 

51-75%            8 % 

75-100%        25 % 

No data         25  % 

<10%                0  %             

10-25%             8  % 

26-50%            11  % 

51-75%            32  % 

75-100%          18  % 

No data           32   % 

<10%               5 %             

10-25%           19 % 

26-50%           27 % 

51-75%           33 % 

75-100%         11 % 

No data             6 % 

Percentage of the 2007 senior graduating class 
completed 4 years or more of high school world 
language 

<10%             75 %             

10-25%            0 % 

26-50%            0 % 

51-75%            0 % 

75-100%          0 % 

No data          25 % 

<10%               21  %             

10-25%            33  % 

26-50%            10  % 

51-75%              5  % 

75-100%            0  % 

No data            31  % 

<10%               69 %             

10-25%            22 % 

26-50%              3 % 

51-75%              0 % 

75-100%            0 % 

No data           6.7 % 

Le
ve

l o
f S

tu
de

nt
 P

ar
tic

ip
at

io
n 

 

All student subgroups equally access languages 72% 76% 85% 
Want to enhance current program(s)? 85% 87% 63% 
In your opinion, is world language study a critical 
component to prepare students for the 21st century? 

100% 98% 88% 

V
isi

on
 

In your opinion, should world language be a 
Minnesota high school graduation requirement? 

85% 68% 42% 



 

 

Table 5 
 

WORLD LANGUAGE TEACHER AND STUDENT DATA 
COMPARED OVER LAST 5 YEARS 

 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
Source: Minnesota Department of Education, Staff Automated Report (STAR) 2000-01 and 2006-07 

 
Language 

 
FTE 2000-01 

 
FTE 2006-07 

 
Difference 

Chinese 7.05 15.3 8.25 117% 

French 214.71 170.48 -44.23 -21% 

German 168.96 138.21 -30.75 -18% 

Hebrew 0 .6 0.6 ----- 

Italian .2 0 -0.2 -100% 

Japanese 8.86 13.04 4.18 47% 

Latin 6.84 10.71 3.87 57% 

Ojibwe 2.44 7.8 5.36 220% 

Others not listed 3.27 6.02 2.75 84% 

Russian 4.75 1.59 -3.16 -67% 

Spanish 737.16 828.2 91.04 12% 

TOTALS 1,147.19 1,193.22 46.03 4% 

 
Language 

 
Students 2000-01 

 
Students 2006-07 

 
Difference 

Chinese 838 2,216.00 1,378.00 164% 

French 24,084 19,562.00 -4,522.00 -19% 

German 16,985 14,200 -2,785.00 -16% 

Hebrew 0 39 39.00 ----- 

Italian 15 0 -15.00 ----- 

Japanese 897 1,579 682.00 76% 

Latin 880 1,451 571.00 65% 

Ojibwe 309 1,150 841.00 272% 

Others not listed 413 1,295 882.00 214% 

Russian 684 150 -534.00 -78% 

Spanish 97,996 116,188 18,192.00 19% 

TOTALS 142,263 157,907 15,644.00 11% 



 

 

TABLE 6 
 

WHO IS TEACHING WORLD LANGUAGE IN MINNESOTA?* 

 

*Respondents could check all answered that applied.  They skipped this question if world language is not 
offered in those grades in their district. 
 
Source: Minnesota Department of Education, K-12 World Language Survey 2008 

 
Who is teaching world language in grades K-3? 

 
 Response percent Response count 
Licensed K-12 world language teacher 67% 32 
Licensed elementary teacher with world language 
endorsement 

19% 9 

Licensed elementary teacher – no world language 
endorsement 

29% 14 

Teacher on a variance 33% 16 
Teacher under community expert permission 27% 13 
Instruction primarily delivered via distance learning 2% 1 
Instruction primarily delivered via media-based 
curriculum 

0% 0 

 Answered question 48 
 Skipped question 214 

 
Who is teaching world language in grades 4-8? 

 
 Response percent Response count 
Licensed K-12 world language teacher 54 52 
Licensed 7-12 world language teacher 50 48 
Licensed elementary classroom teacher with world language 
endorsement 

12 12 

Licensed elementary classroom teacher – no world language 
endorsement 

10 10 

Teacher on a variance 17 16 
Teacher under community expert permission 6 6 
Instruction primarily delivered via distance learning 0 0 
Instruction primarily delivered via media-based curriculum 2 2 
 Answered question 97 
 Skipped question 165  

Who is teaching world language in grades 9-12? 
 
 Response percent Response count 
Licensed K-12 world language teacher 38% 83 
Licensed 7-12 world language teacher 75% 166 
Teacher on a variance 10% 23 
Teacher under community expert permission 8% 17 
Instruction primarily delivered via distance learning 6% 13 
Instruction primarily delivered via media-based curriculum 5% 11 
 Answered question 222 
 Skipped question 40 



 

 

Table 7 
 

World Language Professional Development Needs 
 

 
Professional Development Needs 

 
Rank Topic Response 

percentage 
Response count 

1 Integrating technology 49 % 105 

2 Strategies for teaching all learners 46 % 98 

3 Curriculum development & writing 46 % 99 

4 Developing proficiency assessments 46 % 98 

5 World language standards 39 % 84 

6 Classroom-based assessments 34 % 73 

7 Teacher’s language proficiency  31 % 66 

8 Second language acquisition knowledge 21 % 45 

9 Broaden target culture knowledge  22 % 47 

10 Licensure for less commonly taught languages  17 % 36 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Source:  Minnesota Department of Education, K-12 World Language Survey 2008 


