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1) What research is needed? 
 
Need for a location and structure for specifically language 
research. 
 
Language research needs to be related both to national and 
EU language policy and to the social and economic polices of 
the EU Framework programmes. 
 
Criteria for evaluation of research proposals should be open 
and transparent. 
 
Research needs to take account of and build on what 
research already exists. 
 
Research is needed into how language policies are 
implemented, what impact these implementations have and 
what consequences this has for further research. 
 
There should be open access to (independent) evaluation 
reports of projects and programmes. 
 
There is a need for both “pure” research – conceptual and 
empirical – and “applied” research, including action 
research, survey research and evaluation research, both of 
which should include interdisciplinary research. 
 
It is important to research the impact of the various tools 
and programmes (CEFR, ELP, CLIL, etc) as well as the 
products and outcomes of the various EU programmes. 
 



Research is needed into the various needs for language 
learning of both learners and end-users (employers, etc.) 
 
Research is needed into “what works best” in specific 
contexts, and what is less successful. In addition, however, it 
is important to know what is generalisable beyond the 
immediate context, what might be an ideal environment for 
language learning. Beyond this, the dissemination of 
research results and of good practice, exchange of 
information and of practice is important. 
 
CEFR-related research: 
Specific research is needed into the perceptions, 
understandings and interpretations of the CEFR and its 
descriptors. Benchmarked internationally recognised 
exemplar items and samples of performance related to the 
CEFR levels are needed for the benefit of teachers, trainers, 
students and end-users (e.g. employers), as are accounts of 
applications of the CEFR and ELPs in curricula, in 
textbooks, teacher training and in classroom practices in 
teaching and assessment. 
 
More detailed description and exemplification are needed of 
the CEFR scales and tasks, as applied in a variety of 
different contexts. 
 
Research into how the levels of the CEFR reflect a hierarchy 
of second language acquisition would be very valuable, 
studying the development of learner language across CEFR 
levels for different target languages (NOT just English) and 
for different L1 backgrounds. 
 
Research is needed into how the CEFR might be revised and 
updated. 
 
 



2) What are the problems and opportunities in the 
implementation and evaluation of language policies and 
programmes? 
 
There is a lack of continuity across projects, there is a need 
for better dissemination of the results of projects and 
programmes, and more joined-up thinking about how 
projects and programmes can complement each other and 
their achievements to the benefit of language policy. In 
short, there is a need for better coordination and integration 
of language-related projects. 
 
It is important that policy addresses the need for 
sustainability of projects beyond the end of public funding, 
and the scalability of projects from small-scale to more 
generalisable actions. 
 
Language projects and programmes should be more closely 
linked to policy and to national, European and international 
research funding sources. 
 
Many policies address the ideal, but not enough consider 
what is achievable in the short- to medium-term. 
 
Consideration needs to be given to subsidiarity – what is the 
responsibility of national governments – and how the EU 
and the Council of Europe can provide added value and 
support to policy. 
 
There is a lack of transparency in what the sources of 
funding might be, how one can best describe and present a 
proposal: EuroSpeak presents a barrier to transparency, 
accountability and involvement. 
 



3) What lessons can be learned from the implementation of 
policies and programmes for future programmes and policy 
for the EU and the Council of Europe? 
 
The Council of Europe and the EU are generally thought to 
be doing a good job, and many experts have made 
significant contributions. The Barcelona Indicator (the 
European Indicator of Language Competence) is a good 
idea, as is the policy of 1 + 2. 
 
More coordination between the Council of Europe and the 
EU, and better links to research and evaluation are, 
however, needed. 
 
More joined-up thinking between policy formulation, 
implementation, monitoring, evaluating, the needs for 
research and the establishment of further projects building 
on what has been achieved and what still needs to be 
achieved. 
 
Learn lessons from mistakes as well as from achievements. 
 
Consider conducting feasibility studies before embarking on 
ambitious big projects. 
 
There is a need for guidelines on and minimum standards 
for language policy and language planning. An account of 
best practice in language policy planning, the Do’s and 
Don’ts of policy planning, would be very valuable. 
 
Research into language policy and language planning, as 
well as follow-ups to policy, and evaluation research into the 
effectiveness of policy implementation would enhance 
European policy. What is the impact of policy? 
 

Given the importance of the ability to speak a language in 
order to meet EU policy objectives, more emphasis in policy 
formulation is needed on the role of speaking, and the time 



and space needed in the curriculum for the teaching of 
speaking, bearing in mind the difficulty of foreign language 
learning and the time necessary to achieve satisfactory 
levels. Recommendations are needed regarding the 
importance of including the assessment of speaking in 
language proficiency and school-leaving examinations. 
Specific action should be recommended to enhance the 
teaching and testing of oral skills (including teacher 
training). Resourcing to support this and other policy 
objectives will be essential. 
 


