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Response to Huw Lewis’ Article

The author, Lewis, is concerned about the Welsh second language (WSL) within the new curriculum. He discusses main points such as pupils leaving school without the vital welsh language skills and training teachers to higher standards. Other works that explore the welsh second language are the likes of ‘Successful Futures’ and ‘One language for all’.

One theme that arises in Lewis’ report is that pupils are leaving school without the relevant welsh language skills that they may need to be able to progress within a job or to continue their studies. The point that Lewis is conveying is that students are lacking these skills that they are supposed to have been improving from the ages of 3 through the national curriculum (Lewis, 2015, p. 1). The ‘One language for all’ document makes a similar comment to Lewis. This comment was that it is now the ‘norm’ for students to leave school with ‘low attainment’ in WSL (Davies, 2013, p. 1). Donaldson’s Successful Futures suggests a way to combat pupils lacking skills when leaving school. Donaldson recommends that at the age of 16, pupils should be able to take full course WSL as the welsh language ‘should remain compulsory up to the age of 16’ (Donaldson, 2015, p. 115). I agree with Lewis and Davies that students are leaving school with limited skills as I left school with a GSCE in full course WSL yet not able to have more than a simple conversation in welsh about topics like the weather in different tenses or clothing. I also left school when full course WSL was not compulsory but short course was, so there are those that can speak less welsh than I am capable of. These students are less confident in talking in welsh in the past tense where I am comfortable talking in the past tense. While I believe with Donaldson that full course should be compulsory, I also believe that the teaching of welsh up to this point should be assessed and the qualifications should be developed so students are able to use welsh outside the classroom.

This links to the next theme that Lewis mentions. This theme is that teachers should be trained so that they are better equipped and have better welsh skills themselves (Lewis, 2015, p. 3). I believe that additional training and support would benefit children in learning WSL. Davies points out that teachers rely on ‘training and advise from local authority advisors on how to deliver the scheme of work’, but the recommendation within the document is that the Welsh Government and local authorities should give guidance and training to teachers about the ‘most effective language teaching methods’ (Davies, 2013, pp. 31-32). Another recommendation that I agree would assist teachers while teaching WSL comes from Donaldson’s Successful Futures. This recommendation is that Welsh-medium schools can ‘act as hubs for the welsh language’ in English-medium schools to aid teachers (Donaldson, 2015, p. 115). Estyn also gives recommendations, one being that schools should give opportunities to teachers that will help them enhance their Welsh language skills and their language teaching skills (Estyn, 2013, p. 11). Giving teachers these opportunities will mean that they can be more confident in themselves and their ability to speak, write and read welsh and then to be able to teach the right skills to students so that they are able to reach high standards in WSL. While Estyn believes that to improve standards in WSL the Welsh Assembly Government (WAG) should expand the ‘number of specialist WSL teachers’ (Estyn, 2007, p. 5). Whist I believe that specialist WSL teachers would be useful to teach high standards of welsh, I have the opinion that providing additional support, advise, guidance and training will have more of an impact as many Welsh-speaking teachers are employed in or are searching for jobs in Welsh-medium schools. 

Another theme that is covered in Lewis’ report is following Curriculum Cymreig. Lewis believes that Curriculum Cymreig should be covered in the ‘six Areas of Learning and Experience’ which means that the ‘history and the story of Wales’ is learnt (Lewis, 2015, p. 2), however, Davies states that it should not be ‘limited to history’ (Davies, 2013, p. 22). Likewise, the ‘Developing the Curriculum Cymreig’ document believes that pupils must be able to ‘develop, apply knowledge and understanding’ of the Welsh ‘culture’, ‘economic, environmental, historical and linguistic’ features (WAG, 2003, p. 4). Donaldson also thinks that it should be covered under the six areas of learning and experiences as these areas should include a ‘Welsh dimension’ (Donaldson, 2015, p. 38). I agree that the Curriculum Cymreig should not be limited to just the history and language of Wales but the other characteristics mentioned above too. I also believe that it should be used across the six areas which include learning about aspects of Wales. Another document that supports are the points made above is a document by the Welsh Government. This document gives recommendations for WSL, with one being that the Welsh Government make learning about aspects of Wales and the Welsh language a ‘integral part of the curriculum across all subjects’ (Welsh Government, 2014). This recommendation given by the Welsh Government I also agree with.

The final theme that I will discuss from Lewis’ report is having a ‘meaningful continuum of learning from 3-16’ (Lewis, 2015, p. 2). Davies discusses a ‘language continuum’ where a welsh literacy framework would be developed as a ‘basis for one continuum of learning welsh’. It is also suggested that this idea would mean that the term ‘second language’ would be ‘removed’ (Davies, 2013, pp. 1-2). Whereas this broad description hasn’t fully convinced me that it would affect the learning of Welsh, Donaldson makes it clearer and points out that it would make learning Welsh as well as other subjects ‘less fragmented’ which would be a benefit to all learning for all children. He states that the continuum of learning would ‘flow from when a child enters education through to the end of statutory schooling’ (Donaldson, 2015, p. 53). Donaldson is able to give a better understanding to how this continuum would benefit children’s learning. However, I believe this method of teaching would make it very hard for teachers to plan work and be organised, I feel it might end up being a disadvantage to some students as teachers will find it harder to complete this level or teaching and learning. Again, the Welsh Government recommends that they are to ‘revise’ the programme of study for Welsh over a period of time and will use a ‘National Literacy Framework’ for Welsh which would include having ‘one continuum of learning for Welsh’. It also states that a ‘consequence’ of this happening would be losing the term ‘Welsh second language’ (Welsh Government, 2014, p. 3).

Overall, I agree with the majority of the points that Lewis makes within his report. The main points that I had picked out and discussed such as a continuum and Curriculum Cymreig I feel are very important to make progress in teaching and learning Welsh. I would recommend that all the points that Lewis had pointed out should be investigated further and acted upon.
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