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Scoring Guide for a CBI Classroom Project

Notes: 1) Project 3 (proposal for entire course also needs [in Factor 4 “Pieces”] an overview / Table of Contents). 2) For Projects 1 & 2, presentation is not as important, so Factor 5 “slides” by one performance level. 3) Evidence of pedagogical consciousness” will very in length with the size of the project, and will be much more extensive for a project that presents the design of an entire course. Evidence can be reference to secondary literature or just “teacher talk” that shows consciousness of CBI concepts and their implications.
	
	Global
	Factor 1: Is It CBI? (30%)
	Factor 2: Language Level Fits Activity? (20%)
	Factor 3: Time Appropriate? (20%)
	Factor 4: The Pieces (20%)
	Factor 5: Presentation (10%)

	6A+
	After tryout in real class, the project goes to conference / can be used as exemplary for a later CBI class.
	Is essentially equivalent to instruction in the other subject area (except for the inescapable oddities that the language level does not match the cognitive level of the other subject level, and that there are specific language targets).
	Central language level is exactly right, and the activity, even as is, can fit the neighboring level above and below.
	Entirety of activity is a very close fit to the declared available time, and is also, even as is, flexible in both directions.
	More than just the basic set of  instructor directions, student setup, support resources (realia, etc.), assessment tool, and evidence of pedagogical consciousness); all pieces of high quality.
	Extremely accurate language (spelling, punctuation, syntax, paragraph structure, organization of parts, voice) AND strong visual management of the text (typography, layout).

	5A-
	Needs ¼ hour with me, then 1 hour of revision of small-scale content.
	Needs minor transformation of one aspect, but no content is missing.
	Needs slight adjustment (ex.: one learner activity is above or below level).
	Very close fit, but not flexible.
	Needs a couple of adjustments that can be carried out with little help from me beyond the initial criticism.
	Close to 6: errors of language are individual, not systematic. Needs a pointer or two about typography / layout.

	4B
	Will work adequately for its creator, but use by others would need serious support.
	Needs to add something and cut something, or transform (the) two chunks.
	Entire project needs adjustment by one major ACTFL sub-level (ex: IntMid vs. IntHigh is major; IntLow vs. IntMid is minor)
	Needs 50% adjustment (cut by half, stretch to twice what’s there), but this requires no major rethinking.
	One piece (or equivalent sub-pieces of multiple pieces) needs my earnest help (half-hour discussion) and then several hours of your attention.
	One systematic exposition flaw and a couple small-scale errors. Format is plain but not confusing.

	3B-
	Most parts will work adequately for its creator, but one major part should not be used yet.
	Needs several major changes, but the underlying idea is indeed CBI
	Entire project belongs to a distinctly different level (exs: IntLow/Mid v. Advanced, LANG 103 v. LANG 203). Score 2: level is even more inappropriate (ex: Adv v. NH, LANG 301 v. LANG 101)
	Much too short or much too long for the available time.
	Needs an hour of my time and probably 5 hours of yours.
	To become 4, presentation (this alone) needs an hour of consultation, followed by several hours of your time.

	<3
	Can’t conduct a complete rating, because the project is clearly going the wrong direction. Brief survey of project reveals that the organizing principle is not CBI, but something else, most likely a language lesson, and probably a pedagogically traditional / reactionary one (=hard-nosed grammar-translation approach).
	2: Format is confusing, and there are many errors in spelling and grammar.


