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SUMMARY

FY20 Appropriations bill included $3 million within the Office of Indian Energy and Economic Development (IEED) “for
grants to federally recognized Indian Tribes and Tribal organizations to provide native language instruction and
immersion programs to native students not enrolled in BIE schools including those Tribes and organizations in states

without Bureau-funded schools.”

RECOMMENDATIONS
Subject to the tribal consultation, the language preservation grant should target communities who are at the highest risk
but will also benefit the most from revitalization efforts:

e Language Status: Evaluate languages for their endangerment status according to the Expanded Graded
Intergenerational Disruption Scale (EGIDS). Funding should be prioritized for languages at levels 6b-9 of the scale
where the language is losing users, but active users still exist at the grandparent generation.

e Alternative Funding Opportunities: Prioritize communities that do not already receive federal funding
specifically for language preservation activities. This will allow Indian Affairs’ program to extend the availability
of federal resources to as many tribes as possible. Per Congressional language, the new grant program should
exclude BIE and BIE-funded schools or programs targeting students enrolled at a BIE or BIE-funded school.

e Economic Development Pressures: Given the correlation between language extinction and economic
development, priority should be given to programs extending language use to economic domains.

¢ Medium-Sized Projects: Offer 15 — 60 one-time grants ranging in value from $50,000 - $200,000 for specific
projects related to language documentation activities or capacity building to create or expand language
preservation programs. This strategy will target tribes with smaller or non-existent programs and discourage
reliance on Indian Affairs funding for operational costs as the future availability of this funding is uncertain.

Figure 1. Global Language Hotspots.
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Table 1. Expanded Graded Intergenerational Disruption Scale

Label
|0 International
1 National
2 Provincial
3 | Wider Communication
4 Educational
5 | Developing
' 6a Vigorous
| 6b | Threatened
) Shifting
' 8a Moribund
8b ‘ Nearly Extinct
9 Dormant
10 Extinct

'~ Description _ _
The language is widely used between nations in trade, knowledge exchange, and
 international policy.

The language is used in education, work, mass media, and government at the

national level.

' The language is used in education, work, mass media, and government within
| major administrative subdivisions of a nation.

The language is used in work and mass media without official status to transcend

~language differences across a region.
| The language is in vigorous use, with standardization and literature being

sustained through a widespread system of institutionally supported education.

by some though this is not yet widespread or sustainable.

The language is in vigorous use, with literature in a standardized form being used

The language is used for face-to-face communication by all generations and the

situation is sustainable.

is losing users.

The child-bearing generation can use the language among themselves, but it is not

being transmitted to children.

generation and older.

: The language is used for face-to-face communication within all generations, but it

| The only remaining active users of the language are members of the grandparent

' The only remaining users of the Iahguage are members of the grandparent
' generation or older who have little opportunity to use the language.

The language serves as a reminder of heritage identity for an ethnic community,

but no one has more than symbolic proficiency.

The language is no longer used and no one retains a sense of ethnic identity

- associated with the language.

Table 2. Summary of Federal Funding for Language Preservation Activities

. Progtam
| BIE Native Language Immersion
| Grant Program

' HHS Native Language
Preservation and Maintenance

HHS Ether Martinez Immersion
Program

NAL@ED Native American
Language Program

NEH/NSF Documenting
Endangered Languages
Program

Prioptes
. BIE-funded schools to creat

e or expand language
immersion programming.

Projects to support assessments of the status of the
native languages in an established community, as well as
the planning, designing, restoration, and implementing of
native language curriculum and education projects to
support a community's language preservation goals.

Focused on community-driven projects designed to
revitalize the Native American languages to ensure the

| survival and continuing vitality of these languages and the

culture of Native peoples for future generations
Support schools that use Native American and Alaska
Native languages as the primary language of instruction;

- Awards support fieldwork and other activities relevant to
| recording, documenting, and archiving endangered

Page 2 of 3

___Funding (estimated)
| 5-25 grants of
| $50,000 - $500,000
| annually

25 3-year grants of
$125,000 - $300,000
each year

18 3-year grants for
$100,000 - $300,000
each year

4 — 8 3-year grants of
$125,000 - $300,000
per grant

1 to 3-year project
grants



languages around the world, including the preparation of | 6-12 month
lexicons, grammars, text samples, and databases. fellowships
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