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Standards Based and Proficiency
Movement

@ Following U.S. Educational Reform
@ what students CAN DO In addition to KNOW
@ 1982: ACTFL Proficiency Guidelines introduced

@ Criticism: “Tail’s wagging the Dog.” Lantolf &
Frawley (1985 & 1988)

@ 1996: National Standards for Foreign Language
Education: World Readiness Standards for FL

w ACTFL Performance Descriptors: 1997, 2012
w Backward Design for Curriculum Development
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C| X!l (Backward Design)

L

L

AT E o}

R i

S O (o

OZ=A T R

S Il A_._UoneM_aﬂAl o] —

Tl O G2

o) ﬁ:r._r_w X1 KO

—170 o _.|._o._nn_unﬂ — 1|1

mv_m._b .J_”_.__.\—/ o“_oL_/l 5 0
K M K N %07 10 .__LH\n}
ORI TR2
U gy Hol T2 &
oo Dol el
Bl O, o, < H.ﬂu%
w_/A IS0 o Y A_H_m
il =™ grdr  dHa- S
zony woMB i W% &
Ol TR XKD Mol
= 100 9 X T<F<Io ._oom

o

EEREBIAE S o
A A A



72 s CIRFQIo| A EEAL =

T=
S : National |
(Wiggins & McTighe, 2004) Standards|

Proficienc =
Stage 1: Identify desired resui¥ Perrma

Decision on

Assessme
Stage 2: Detei®

Pevidence

|Decision o
‘ Syllabus



C|XtRI2f M| THA]

(TA| W 1k0S)

L

L

AT E o




AT E o “uCh“aA 2| Al ErA|

ol E_E

AN

"o =L P~ ¢
=) = KLU (mu= - os
DI GREr g <k
— TR0 Olyp0k  =HY . 1o
ol Q| KIOZE oll=— &,
el O "Rl =10 K U
S0 = Rarel
fol 710 K|o10 Oll— ._o_u.A_Iu__/uA 0

< oy (&) == Lk

m__me__lawﬁ J ___.u__m___.mm.%o_. S ﬂ%_\} |.Ar=_

= KEL 351 S THologo B
0

— ._ bl
s L mll_dlm__m._uo L e _m,v.__ﬂ_._._ S

TOE AT | WA ) oo K
Rl o0y S QT ool
U< 3 0r0Fa s <HMDO % 30

— N ™



A|ZH0] B4 &
5 S20| 201X
xbM8E 7 B SHCE

w ACTFL Performance Descriptors
w National Standards



Ak 11 ACTFL Performance Descriptors; National Standards
Functions:
= Can understand, ask, and answer a variety of questions.

= Consistently able to initiate, maintain, and end a conversation to
satisfy basic needs and/or to handle a simple transaction.

= May show emerging evidence of the ability to communicate about
more than the “here and now.”

Text Types:

= Able to understand and produce discrete sentences, strings of
sentences and some connected sentences.

= Able to ask questions to initiate and sustain conversations
Context and Content

= Able to communicate in contexts relevant to oneself and others, and
one’s Immediate environment.

Linguistic Accuracy

= Can be understood by native speakers who are accustomed to
foreigners’ talk


ACTFLPerformance-Descriptors.pdf
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UbD Template with Design Questions for Teachers

Title: Subject/Course:

Topic: Grade: Designer(s):

Stage 1- Desired Results

Established Goals:
« What relevant goals (e.g., content standards, course or program objectives, learning outcomes)
will this design address?

Understandings: Essential Questions:
Students will understand that... * What provocative questions will foster inquiry,
¢ What are the big ideas? understanding, and transfer of learning?
¢ What specific understandings about them are
desired?

e What misunderstandings are predictable?

Students will know... Students will be able to ...

* What key knowledge will students acquire as e What key skills will students acquire as a
a result of this unit? result of this unit?

¢ Think in terms of nouns and in terms of e Think in terms of verbs.
content

Stage 2- Assessment Evidence

Performance Tasks: Other Evidence:

¢ Through what authentic performance tasks | ¢ Through what other evidence (e.g., quizzes,
will students demonstrate the desired tests, academic prompts, observations,
understandings? homework, journals) will students demonstrate

* By what criteria will performances of achievement of desired results?
understandings be judged? e How will students reflect upon and self-assess

their learning?

Stage 3- Learning Plan

Learning Activities:

What learning experiences and instruction will enable students to achieve the desired results? How

will the design

W= Help students to know Where the unit is going and What is expected? Help the teacher know
Where the students are coming from (prior knowledge, interests)?

H= Hook all students and Hold their interest?

E= Equip students, help them Experience the key ideas and Explore the issues?

R=Provide opportunites to Rethink and Revise their understandings and work?

E= Allow students to Evaluate their work and its implications?

T= Be Tailored (personalized) to the different needs, interests, and abilities of learners?

O= Be Organized to maximize initial and sustained engagement as well as effective learning?
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