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Commented [1]: This regulation and the associated
policy will be retired.

Commented [2]: The content to too detailed for a
governance document. Suggest pulling the details into
a handbook (Literacy in the Classroom or something
like that) which provides teachers guidance in
supporting both reading and writing through the

| curriculum.

Commented [3]: | like this idea. This regulation seems
extremely outdated given how much has changed
since 2015, but this is an important conversation to
have.

Commented [4]: From an equity standpoint, | think we
want to ensure that all students are having access to
high quality writing instruction.

Commented [5]: This regulation and Policy IGAA were
created by ACPS. There is no accountability
embedded. Should this information be linked to or
transferred to the instructional assignments policies for
elementary and secondary? We should reach out to the
TLL curriculum team for a full review/revision on this
one.

Commented [6]: | would agree that this information
should be embedded in other policies and likely does
not need to be a standalone policy and regulation.

B

Commented [7]: The term 'requirements' is
immediately changed to 'guidelines' in the operational
definition The two should match.

&

Commented [8]: Again, | am concerned with this
language around "the" writing process.
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Commented [9]: This is vague and open to
interpretation. How does this ensure consistency/a
standard expectation for students?

-

Commented [10]: There may be certain situations in
which direct skill instruction might be appropriate.
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111 _ ~ | Commented [17]: We will want this statement to be in
112 keeping with our grading policy. If taking a standards-
based approach to grading, | would envision it being

- {Commented [11]: Is this still current? }
\\ \{Commented [12]: | do not believe it is. ]

N

{ Commented [13]: Language is out of date. }

. { commented [14]: Is this still current? )

h ‘{Commented [15]: outdated reference }

_ -~ ~ | Commented [16]: Writing expectations should be
included in each course syllabus.

113 best to report progress on writing development
114 separately and not conflate writing proficiency with
115 reporting student progress towards a different
.~ | standard.
116 W
I [ commented [18]: Is this still active? )
\
118 \\{ Commented [19]: Is this reflective of our practice? }
119 Commented [20]: It is not still active. }
120 ity -4 a i 0 a a =3 - {Commented [21]: Does this happen? J
121 X ’ — = ‘{Commented [22]: outdated reference }
122
123
124
125
126 § - {Commented [23]: Are they? }
127
128 _ -~ | Commented [24]: Could we add some SEAL
129 language throughout this policy? Or include it in one of
130 the bullet points in this last section?
131 "~ | Commented [25]: This is not all we expect for writing
132 instruction to do. In the primary grades, for example,
we also expect writing instruction to reinforce students'
133 multisensory linking of letter-sound connections in the
134 brain. Additionally, the term writing "assignments" is
limiting to the ongoing writing work with which we hope
our students will engage.
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