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APEC Educational Forum on World Language Education and Talents Cultivation

Agenda
Time: September 9th, 2012(Sunday)
Location: CNCC
Time Activities Location
Lobby of the
All Day Registration CNCC Grand
Hotel
Time: September 10th, 2012(Monday)
Location: BLCU
Time Activities

09:00-09:30 Welcoming Ceremony

Opening Ceremony

19:30-09:35 Chair: Mr. Yang Jun, Deputy Director General, Department of International
' ' Cooperation and Exchange ,Ministry of Education, P.R.C.
Opening Address: Prof. Cui Xiliang, President of Beijing Language and Culture
09:35-09:40 o
University (BLCU)
09:30- Address: Ms. Marlenne Johvana Mendoza Gonzalez , Head of Scholarship
.An 09:40-09:45 . : .
10:00 Department, Ministry of Education, Mexico

09:45-09:50 |Address: Mr. Lu Zhiwei, Director of the APEC Secretariat

h9:50-09:55 Welcome Address: Yang Jun, Deputy Director General, Department of International
' ' Exchange ,Ministry of Education, P.R.C.

09:55-10:00  (Closing of Opening Ceremony

10:00-10:10 Group photo

10:10-10:25 Coffee Break

12



Time Activities
10:25-10:3Plenary Session 1
0 Chair: Prof. Zhao Min, Vice President of BLCU
10:30-10 5Topic : The leading Role of APEC Members in the field of Language Teaching
0 Speaker: Ms. Adriana de Kanter, Education Network(EDNET) Coordinator of
APEC HRD Working Group
Topic : TBD
10:25-11:55
10:‘r’o‘ﬂ:lSpeaker: Ms. Cathryn Hlavka, Minister-Counsellor (Education and Research)
0 Department of Education, Employment and Workplace Relations, Australian Consulate
in China.
11011 3Topic : Types of Education, Innovation in Language Teaching And Training Models
0 Speaker: Ms. Hajah Lena binti Mohammad Hassan, Senior Education Officer
Of the Ministry of Education, Brunei Darussalam
11:30-11:3 _
. Summary by the Chair
12:00-14:00 Lunch (Buffet )
Panel Discussion 1 : Language Education Policy and Standard (See the Appendix for
details)
14:00-15:30
Panel Discussion 2 : Language Education and Cooperation under a Cross-Cultural
Perspective (See the Appendix for details)
15:30-15:50 Coffee Break
Panel Discussion 1 : Language Education Policy and Standard (See the Appendix for
details)
15:50-17:00
Panel Discussion 2 : Language Education and Cooperation under a Cross-Cultural
Perspective (See the Appendix for details)
17:30-19:30 Reception Dinner
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Time: September 11th, 2012(Tuesday)

Location: BLCU

Time

Activities

09:30-09:35

Plenary Session 2
Chair: Prof. Zhao Min, Vice President of BLCU

09:35-09:55
09:30-10:35

Speakers : Mr. Bob Holden, Former Governor of Missouri, USA

09:55-10:15

10:15-10:35

Prof. Li Yuming, Chairperson of the University Council, BLCU

10:35-10:50

Coffee Break

10:50-10:55

Closing Ceremony
Chair: Prof. Zhao Min, Vice President of BLCU

10:55-11:05

Summary of Panel Discussion 1
Rapporteur: Mr. Tony W.T. Lin, Director-General, Bureau of International

Cultural & Educational Relations, Chinese Taipei

11:05-11:15
10:50-11:30

Summary of Panel Discussion 2
Rapporteur: Prof. Neungreudee Lohapon, Head of Department of Western
Languages, Chulalongkorn University, Thailand

11:15-11:20

Joint Statement
Announcer: Representative of APEC member economies

11:20-11:25

Closing Remark:
Speaker: Mr. Yang Jun, Deputy Director General, Department of
International Cooperation and Exchange ,Ministry of Education, P.R.C.

11:25-11:30

closing of meeting

11:30-13:30

Lunch (Buffet)

14:00-18:00

Beijing Tour

18:00-21:00

Dinner/ Performance

September12-14, 2012, Wednesday to Friday
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Dr. Susan Sclafani, Former Special Adviser, Office of Vocational and Adult Education,



Time Activities Location

Xi’an/ Shang

All Day China Tour Dong

Appendix:

Panel Discussion 1 : Language Education Policy and Standard

Time: September10, 2012, Monday 14:00-17:00
Location : Meeting Room #1, Conference Center, BLCU

Chairperson: Mr. Tony W.T. Lin, Director-General, Bureau of International
Cultural & Educational Relations,
Chinese Taipeli

Time Activities

Topic : Language Education Policy for the Cultivation of

Language Talents
14:00-14:15 Speaker: Mr. Hisham Bin Rahmat, Assistant Director of the
educational Planning and Research Division, Ministry of

Education Malaysia

Topic : Language Education Strategy

14:15-14:30 Speaker: Ms. Anna Marie Baligod-San Diego, Education

Program Specialist of the Department of Education, Philippine

Topic :Language Education Strategy/Planning for the Cultivation

of Language Talents
14:30-14:45 Speaker: Mr. Tunku Ireneza, Assistant Director of the
Curriculum Development Division, Ministry of Education

Malaysia

Topic : The Language Policies and Educational Achievements of

14:45-15:00 (Chinese Taipei
Speaker: Mr. Tony W.T. Lin, Director-General, Bureau of

International Cultural & Educational Relations, Chinese Taipei
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Time

Activities

15:00-15:15

Topic : The Regional Language Education in Thailand

Speaker: Ms. Usanee WATANAPAN, Deputy Director of the

Bureau of Academic Affairs and Educational Standards, Thailand

15:15-15:30

Topic : Becoming a Mindful English Language Teacher:

Reflective Teaching Practices
Speaker: Ms. Alice Murray, Regional Language Office, US
Embassy Beijing

15:30-15:50

Coffee Break

15:50-16:05

Topic : Language education and the development of APEC

Speaker: Ms. DangThuyChi, Official of the International
Cooperation Department, Ministry of Education and Training,

Vietnam

16:05-16:20

Topic : Preparing and Supporting Language Teachers throughout

Their Professional Life Cycle
Guest Speaker: Shuhan C. Wang, Director of Foreign Language
Studies Center, Maryland University, USA

16:20-16:35

Topic: Needs for Regional Language Education

Guest Speaker : Prof. Timothy J. Greene, Provost of West

Michigan University

16:35-17:00

Q&A Session

Panel Discussion 2 : Language Education and Cooperation under a

Cross-Cultural Perspective

Time: September10, 2012, Monday 14:00-17:00

Location : Meeting Room #2, Conference Center, BLCU

16



Chairperson: Prof. Neungreudee Lohapon, Head of Department of Western

Languages, Chulalongkorn University, Thailand

Time

Activities

14:00-14:15

Topic : Foreign language education in Mexico: The intercultural and

interdisciplinary foreign language education curriculum at UAM
Iztapalapa

Speaker: Ms. Marlenne Johvana Mendoza Gonzalez , head of
Scholarship Department, Ministry of Education, Mexico; Mr. Javier

Vivaldo Lima, Coordinator of Foreign Language Education, Mexico

14:15-14:30

Topic : Teaching English in Peruvian Public Schools

Speaker : Ms. Maria Elisa Lidia de la Vega Polanco, English Specialist

for Secondary Education, Peruvian Ministry of Education

14:30-14:45

Topic : Cross-cultural Challenges: When Chinese Teachers Face Their

Foreign Students
Speaker: Mr. Chen Long, Professor at Beijing Language and Culture

University

14:45-15:00

Topic : Foreign Language Lessons: Dialogue of Cultures

Speaker: Ms.Tatiana M. Gurevich, Professor of the Moscow State

Institute of International Relations University

15:00-15:15

Topic : Promoting the Language Standard of College Graduates

The Implementation and Pedagogical Implications of an English
Graduation Benchmark

Speaker: Prof. Li-Jiuan Lilie Tsay, Professor of the Dept. of Applied
English, Ming-Chuan University, Chinese Taipei

15:15-15:30

Topic : Towards cross-regional language education cooperation for

high-end talent training: perspectives from a Thai university context
Speaker: Prof. Neungreudee Lohapon, Head of Department of Western

Languages, Chulalongkorn University, Thailand

15:30-15:50

Coffee Break
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15:50-16:05

Topic : Language education and the development of APEC

Speaker: Prof. TranThiMaiPhuong, Director of Foreign Language

Centre of Hanoi Architectural University, Vietnam

16:05-16:20

Topic : A Balanced-Bilingual Strategy for Supporting Acquisition of

English by Chinese Toddlers
Guest Speaker: Robert Calfee, Professor Emeritus on Recall, School of
Education, Stanford University, USA

16:20-16:35

Topic : TBD

Guest Speaker: Ms. Deborah Trott Pierce, Representative of the

President of Webster University, USA

16:35-17:00

Q&A Session

18
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Promoting the Language Standard of College Graduates?

The Implementation and Pedagogical Implications of an English Graduation Benchmark

Summary

As the quality of language learning becomes a shared concern around the world and with the
rapid development of globalization, English language learning has been catapulted into a widely
spread “fever” in Asia for many learners and parents (Krashen, 2003). Two key components ensuring
the success of learning are the quality of teachers and evaluation of student achievement outcomes. In
order to promote the standards of language education, the APEC economies have launched several
projects starting from 2004. A summit held in 2004 in Beijing gathered educational policy makers and
researchers to look closely into the areas of instructional methods and curriculum, which have led to
some educational reforms in many regions. A research project conducted in 2007 by the APEC
Education Network on language standards and related assessments offers a comprehensive and
resourceful database on current practices in the setting and assessing of foreign language standards for

teachers and learners in the APEC regions (Chen, Sinclair, Huang, & Eyerman, 2008).

To further reinforce the standards in language education, the Ministry of Education in Chinese
Taipei (MOE) has carried out a series of projects to promote language standards. One project, the
“Schweitzer Program,” integrates available resources from different levels of schools and universities
to help underprivileged students, particularly in primary and secondary schools in remote areas. For
those who are gifted in languages, the “English Talents Learning Program” is carefully planned to
sharpen students’ achievements even further. Moreover, in the higher education, in order to promote
college graduates’ competitiveness and to meet the demands of the workforce after graduating from
universities, the MOE began encouraging universities to establish graduation benchmarks for English
proficiency in 2002. A considerable amount of related research was subsequently conducted.

According to data provided by the MOE (2009), in 2006, 53 universities had set up graduation
34



benchmarks, and by 2008, the number had gone up to 67. In 2011, there were more than 100 schools
implementing English proficiency tests as a graduation benchmark (Lin, 2011). The establishment of a
graduation benchmark involves three aspects of modification and consideration: curriculum alignment,
teachers’ teaching and students’ learning. Research related to teachers' and students’ attitudes can be
found in the existing literature (e.g., Su, 2005; Su, 2009; Lin, 2010; Chu, 2009). However, studies on
related policies for curriculum design and the pedagogical implications have not been prolific. Can a
tailored curriculum help improve students’ language proficiency? Hence, the purposes of this paper
aim to provide some insight on the implementation and possible pedagogical implications for the

improvement of language education through the establishment of an English graduation benchmark.

Keywords: graduation benchmark, washback effect, student attitude, standardized assessment,

language education standard

Introduction

With the advent of globalization, English has become a basic ability to possess for the global
citizens in many non-English speaking countries. In order to promote the standards of language
education, the APEC economies have launched several projects starting from 2004. To further
reinforce the standards in language education, the Ministry of Education in Chinese Taipei (MOE) has
carried out a series of projects to promote language standards, such as the carefully planned
“Schweitzer Program” and the “English Talents Learning Program” to improve and sharpen students’
achievements based on their different proficiencies. In 2002, the MOE also began to encourage
colleges and universities to establish English proficiency graduation benchmarks in an attempt to
enhance college students’ competitiveness and to prepare them for the demands of the workforce after

graduating from schools.

The establishment of a graduation benchmark involves three aspects of modification and
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consideration: curriculum alignment, teachers’ teaching and students’ learning. Research related to
teachers' and students’ attitudes can be found in the existing literature (e.g., Su, 2005; Su, 2009; Lin,
2010; Chu, 2009). However, studies on related policies for the make-up measure regarding the
curriculum alignment and the pedagogical implications have not been prolific.

Hence, in the following sections, the implementation and the pedagogical implication of the

English graduation benchmark are discussed.

Implementations of English Graduation Benchmark

Ever since the encouragement, a considerable amount of related research was subsequently
conducted. According to data provided by the MOE (2009), in 2006, 53 universities had set up
graduation benchmarks, and by 2008, the number had gone up to 67. In 2011, there were more than
100 schools implementing English proficiency tests as a graduation benchmark (Lin, 2011). The
MOE’s 2005-2008 Administration Guidelines has specified that college students should achieve a
50% passing rate in intermediate GEPT level and students in the vocational ones should reach a 50%
passing rate in elementary level by the year 2007. As a result, a lot of attention has been centred
around the assessment of students’ English proficiency as well as the establishment of the graduation
benchmarks. In Su’s (2005) research, more and more institutes have set up English proficiency
graduation benchmark in face of the trends and needs in the society as well as job industry. For
students of English related majored, certainly, they are expected to reach a higher English graduation

threshold set by their departments.

Standardized Assessments

After the implementation of English graduation benchmark, students are required to pass certain
standardized proficiency tests and achieve a satisfactory score. Some universities have developed their
self-designated proficiency test in order to assess their students easily and more cost effectively, while

many of them prefer standardized tests. Taking Ming-Chuan University as an example, although the
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Department of Applied English has created a test bank for assessing students’ progress of English
proficiency in an attempt to monitor students’ learning and help them achieve their graduation
benchmark. However, when it comes to reaching the graduation benchmark, students of Ming-Chuan
still need to take a standardized test, such as GEPT/TOEIC/IELTS or the equivalent to get a

satisfactory score to be able to graduate.

Remedial Courses on the Aligned Curriculum

The main purpose of establishing an English graduation benchmark is to promote students’
language proficiency, not to keep them from graduating. Along with the implementation of the
benchmark policy, the aligned curriculum design is provided by most universities. When students
cannot achieve a satisfactory score for graduation, they are required to take some remedial English
courses to make up the proficiency deficiency. Only if they passed those courses, can they graduate

from university.

Therefore the impact of the implementation has been an impetus to students’ learning. In a survey
conducted by Su (2005), more than half of the college students agreed on the policy of setting up a
graduation benchmark, for it can enhance their competitiveness as long as the goals are attainable.
Similar results were also found in Duo et al. (2012), Yen & Hsin (2006), and Chu’s (2009) studies.
However, while some hold a positive attitude, other students regard the graduation benchmark being
redundant to their learning. Liauh (2010), for example, surveyed 311 students from 7 universities of
technology and found that many held negative attitude toward the implementation of exit English

examination as well as the English curriculum alignment, teaching material and teaching methods.

Nevertheless, the passing rate of GEPT or other equivalent standardized tests have substantially
increased due to the benchmark policy set forth by universities. Taking Ming-Chuan University as an
example, after establishing the graduation benchmark in 2005, the students’ passing rate of GEPT has

been improved progressively. Similar results happened to other universities.
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Pedagogical Implications

After more and more universities and colleges have set up the English graduation benchmark,

some pedagogical implications are offered here.

Two streams of universities are shaped to accommodate students with different needs and
expectations for their future career. Students who study at technical universities focus more on their
training in professional skills and the knowledge of English for Specific Purpose (ESP) while those
who study at general universities tend to have higher competency and confidence in English
performance (Huang 1998; Lo 2000). Questions therefore arise here. What are the considerations for
the alignment of the curriculum to accommodate the implementation of the English graduation

benchmark? What is the students’ attitude toward the English proficiency graduation benchmark?

Attitude toward the Policy

Some policy-makers and educators believing in Pygmalion Effect may decide to set up a higher
standard of the benchmark while others do it based on their understanding of the recruited students’
English proficiency. Nevertheless, vice minister of Education, Lin, stated (2011) that it is important
for the universities to make the regulation for the graduation benchmark clear right before students

enter the universities.

Since the implementation of the graduation proficiency benchmark, research on students’ attitude
toward this policy has been found positive and supportive (Duo, Chen, Su & Tsay, 2012; Tsai & Tsou,
2009; Shen, 2004; Chen, 2004). In a study conducted by Huang et al. (2006) stated that 57% of the
students from universities of technology, 64% of the students from academic universities, 76% of the

teachers from universities of technology showed positive attitude and supported the implementation of
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English proficiency graduation benchmark policy. Nevertheless, negative attitude was also reported

and found from different surveys (Chen, 2006).

In Liauh’s study (2010), it is found that the graduation benchmark seemed to have influenced the

students with lower achievement more than those with higher English proficiency. Similar result was

found in Duo’s (2012) research.

Washback Effects

“Washback”, known as the effect of testing on teaching and learning (Hughes, 1989; Bailey, 1993)
is a neutral term, which has the potential to become either positive or negative (Alderson & Wall,
1993; Bailey, 1996; Hamp-Lyons, 1997; Hughes, 2003; Lin, 2010). Tests will somehow control the
design of the curriculum (Spolsky, 1994) and have impacts on teaching methods and students’
learning strategies (Biggs, 1995). Cheng (2005) indicated that washback is an intended or accidental
direction and function of curriculum change on aspects of teaching and learning through a change of

public examinations.

Two dimensions of washback effects of the English graduation benchmark have been
investigated in some research. Chu (2009) indicated that washback on teaching was limited only to
teaching of test-taking strategies in order to help students pass the requirement. And the washback on
learning was not positive because most of the participants found that the benchmark requirement was
too high to achieve while it was not helpful to the high achievers (Chu, 2009). Hence, Chu (2009)
concluded that washback is likely to be generated positively if students’ language needs are taken into
consideration. Some educators indicated that various professions require different language abilities,

and not all graduates from universities should possess the same proficiency (Lin, 2009).

Conclusion
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It has been almost a decade since the first establishment of the English proficiency graduation
benchmark. Although positive results have shown that the majority was in favour of the establishment
of the policy, the average performance of current students at universities and institutes of technology

is behind what was expected from the MOE (LTTC, 2004; MOE, 2008).

As many studies have evidenced, the setting of the English graduation benchmark has given
positive impacts upon the learning of students, especially on their extrinsic motivation once their
attitude is set right. However, as many educators have pointed out, students with intrinsic motivation
tend to be more persistent in their learning process and it is more important to activate students’
autonomy in learning for the ultimate goal of language education.

In Nunan’s (2003, p.589) survey of the impact of English language on educational policies and
practices in the Asia-Pacific region, it has revealed “significant problems regarding a disjunction
between curriculum rhetoric and pedagogical reality”. Cheng (2007) also indicated that setting
graduation threshold is not the key to improve students’ overall English competence. Reforming the
English curriculum in university level to increase students’ interest and motivation is the fundamental
solution to this problem (Hung, 2011). The research conducted has grounded some bases for the
improvement of the implementation. Recommendation on further research should be focused on
whether the curriculum alignment meets the students’ needs and whether washback effect overwhelms

the learning performance.
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