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Abstract. This article is devoted to the criteria-based assessment of students’ progress at a
foreign language practical lesson at a university, which is undoubtedly one of the key problems
in the modern methodology and didactics of teaching foreign languages. The authors generalized
such concepts as assessment and criteria-based assessment. The authors examine the «Foreign
Language» subject at the University, the features of teaching, its purpose, and its objectives.
After analyzing the scientific and methodological work of native and foreign methodologists on
the issue of assessing the students’ progress in practical classes of a foreign language, the authors
set the goal of this study - to develop and experimentally test a system of criteria-based assessment
of students’ answers, their performance in all types of speech activity, which are included in
all types of works in a practical lesson of a foreign language.Based on their own experience,
inconsistencies in the existing assessment system, and its shortcomings were identified. It was
generally biased.The authors have developed criteria for the main types of work and based on
them, an assessment system is presented in letter and digital equivalent. Using such empirical
methods of research as observation, self-observation, conversation, analysis, and generalization
of the existing pedagogical experience in this area of research, the authors of the article concluded
foreign language teachers, which will further help to introduce this criteria-based assessment
system into the educational process.

Keywords: educational process at the university, a «Foreign language» subject, criteria-based
assessment, types of speech activity: speaking, listening, descriptors, language level.
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for the student to further learning, on the other
hand, on the contrary, it can demotivate learning

The issue of assessment in the education
system plays a significant role and is an integral
component of educational activities since it
is perhaps the only tool for determining the
effectiveness of notonly studentsbutalso teachers.
On the one hand, the assessment received from
the teacher, which is presented in the form of
amark, can be a powerful motive and incentive

activities. Today, in many scientific works, the
issue of criteria-based assessment is considered,
which is understood as the process of correlating
the learning outcomes achieved by students with
the expected learning outcomes based on well-
defined criteria [1]. Despite the many scientific
papers devoted to this topic, many questions
remain open: the question of the objectivity

310 Ne 1(138)/2022

A.H. Tymunes amuindazor Eypasus yammorx ynusepcumeminiyy XABAPIIBICHI.

edazozuxa. Ilcuxorozus. Oreymemmarny cepuscol
ISSN: 2616-6895, eISSN: 2663-2497



N.A. Ustelimova, G.K. Tussupova, A.B. Kassenova, S.K. Mussina

of evaluation, the correctness of criteria and
descriptors, the validity of the evaluation, and
a differentiated approach, despite the common
goal and objectives of the course, etc.

Thus, the purpose of our work is to highlight
and summarize the main aspects of assessment
in the education system at universities, and using
the example of the course «Foreign Language»,
which is a general educational subjectat non-
linguistic faculties in universities of Kazakhstan,
to share our own positive experience on the
issue of assessing students” oral answers in the
classroom of a foreign language in the conditions
of a block-rating system based on criteria-based
assessment.

History

Evaluation as an activation process is quite
multifaceted and is examined by scientists of
various sciences. For us as methodologists, this
concept,first, is interesting from the philosophical,
pedagogical, and psychological points of view.
Since the methodology of teaching foreign
languages is based on these sciences. There are
many scientific schools whose scientific interests
have been devoted to the study of assessment.
Many interpretations and explanations of this
concept have been given, but we will give
some of them, which, in our opinion, reflect
the essence, and largely explain the creation of
an assessment system in the methodology of
teaching foreign languages. So, assessment in
pedagogy is considered an activity aimed at
collecting information about the knowledge
and skills of students, their attitude to learning,
and its results [2]. In pedagogy, assessment
is quality control of students’ progress, a tool
that allows you to determine the development
of students and their progress in mastering
educational material, as well as a way to further
adjust actions. At the same time, assessment as
a process applies not only to the activities of
students but to the activities of the teacher as well.
From a psychological point of view, evaluation
is associated with the mental operation of
comparison. According to Rubinstein, a mental
operation is a particular manifestation of analysis

and synthesis at different levels of cognition.
The analysis is the mental dismemberment of
an object, phenomenon, or situation and the
identification of its constituent elements, parts,
moments, and sides. Synthesis restores the
whole dissected by analysis, revealing more or
less significant connections and relationships
of elements identified by analysis [3]. The well-
of practical intelligence
R.Sternberg considered the evaluation processes
in the following strategies: task identification,
task definition, and presentation,
of a task solution strategy, task information
organization, resource allocation, and tracking of
one’s movement towards the goal, assessment of
the correctness of the solution [4]. A. N. Leontiev
analyzed the relationship between evaluation
and emotions in line with the activity approach.
With the help of emotions, A. N. Leontiev wrote,
a person evaluates the current situation or a
possible situation in the future, his activities in
these situations, and is also able to evaluate his
manifestations in situations of the present and
future [5]. Thus, we can say that assessment
as a psychological process includes such a
mental operation as a comparison, carried out
through analysis and synthesis, while human
emotions affect the final result of the assessment.
In philosophy, evaluation or assessment is
considered as a representation, concept, or
judgment about the meaning of an object or
phenomenon. Values are reflected in the mind in

known researcher

creation

the form of assessments. And the result of value
judgments is the definition of material, spiritual
values that are meaningful by a person, a group
of people, or society as a whole [6].

In textbooks on the methodology of
teaching foreign languages, assessment, which
undoubtedly remains the main component
in educational activities, is not considered
and studied as a methodological aspect. The
methodology of teaching foreign languages has
gone through many reforms and changes. The
goals and objectives are being improved, and
technologies and tools are being developed,
but the issue of evaluating the oral answers of
students in a foreign language class remains
relevant.
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Research methods

Based on the analysis of existing research
in the field of pedagogy, psychology, and
methods of teaching foreign languages, we
have generalized the concept of «assessment»,
which is quite extensive and includes not only
oral commentary by the teacher of a qualitative
indicator of a student’s answer, but also an
assessment as a symbol or sign of this comment.
Based on the methods of empirical knowledge,
namely, monitoring the
students in foreign language classes through
the introduction of our developed scheme for
evaluating students’ oral responses based on
our developed criteria. As well as comparing the
results obtained with the previous course. And
for the purity of the experiment, an anonymous
survey on the effectiveness of the new assessment
system was conducted among the teachers of the
department and students.

achievements of

Discussion and results

The «Foreign Language» subject is studied
by students of non-linguistic specialties and is
included in the list of compulsory disciplines
and studied during the first year of study. Three
hours a week, students attend foreign language
classes, which are practical. In extracurricular
time, teachers organize the independent work
of students (SRO). The purpose of the course
is to develop the skills of speech activity:
speaking, listening, reading,
to form intercultural
functional competencies for students [7]. The
difficulties in organizing practical classes are
that the groups are of different levels, while the
number of students in one group varies from 14
to 20, and given the fact that the subject is not
their core subject, all students have different
degrees of motivation and different abilities to
study a foreign language. Having summarized
the descriptors that apply to all types of speech
activity in the context of the minimum sufficient,
optimal, and high language levels, we have
developed the following requirements. In the
field of oral and written communication, students

and writing,

and communicative-

at the end of the course should be able to convey
information, inform the interlocutor, request the
necessary information, interrogate, question,
advise, recommend, convince, characterize, and
express sympathy and antipathy, to highlight
advantages and disadvantages. During the
dialogue- conduct simple conversations on topics
related to situations from everyday life, to use
phrases and sentences to exchange information
in the social, social, cultural, educational, and
professional fields. During the monologue- to
describe situations from the social, socio-cultural,
educational, and professional fields of activity,
exchange remarks, to use paraphrases. In the
course of written communication-to write an
essay on the covered speech topics, to convey
communicative intentions in compliance with
the regulatory requirements for registration [7].

Undoubtedly, by the end of the course, we
want to see our graduates who speak a foreign
language at a sufficient level, who can apply the
acquired knowledge in the further educational
process, as well as in their future professional
activities. Skills and abilities, acquired in foreign
language classes, such as the ability to carry out
joint creative projects, obtain new information,
the ability to evaluate and correct their work,
and the ability to independently improve their
language level.

So, a foreign language is a language spoken by
residents of another country for an individual, it
is also a language that is not spoken in the country
of the individual origin [8]. L.P. Solovtseva
considers a foreign language as an academic
discipline as a language that is studied in the
educational process under artificial conditions
and which is not used in the natural environment
along with other languages [9]. In these specially
created language conditions in practical classes
of a foreign language at the university, we teach
students not only language as a sign system,
but also as a means of communication, as a
tool with which you can gain new knowledge.
The structure of a practical lesson in a foreign
language depends on the goal and objectives
that the teacher must achieve. Based on our own
experience, we distinguish the following types of
classes:
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Table 1

Evaluation in letter, numeric, and percentage equivalent by a 100-point system

Digital equivalent Percentage equivalent | Grade according to the
of points traditional system

A 40 95-100 Excellent

A- 3,67 90-94

B+ 3,33 85-89 Good

B 3,0 80-84

B- 2,67 75-79

C+ 2,33 70-74

C 2,0 65-69 Satisfactorily

C- 1,67 60-64

D+ 1,33 55-59

D 1,0 50-54

FX 0,5 25-49 Unsatisfactory

F 0 0-24

Table 2
Type of work in Grade in letters and .
class percentage equivalent Descriptors

Checking home | A-/19% - A / 20% Home assignment is completed as required. The
assignment student actively uses speech topics. Answers

teacher’s questions. Can explain the choice of correct
answers.

B-/15% - B+/18%

Home assignmentis completed as required. The
student uses 80% of the vocabulary on speech topics.
Answers the teacher’s questions andcan explain the
choice of the correct answers.

C-/12%-C+/14%

Home assignment is completed. The student is
having difficulty with vocabulary. Vocabulary
on the studied speech topic is less than 70%. The
student answers the teacher’s questions by reading
sentences and phrases. The student cannot always
explain the answers.

D/10%- D+/11%

The home assignment is partially completed. The
student practically does not know the meaning of
the words and phrases on which the homework
is based. The student can only read and has
difficultyexplaining.

F/0%- FX-9%

Home assignmentis completed partially / not
completed. Active vocabulary is usedin less than
25%. The student is unable to explain the studied
topic.
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¢ Classes where the work is being done on new
material. Here, new vocabulary is introduced to
the speech topic, a new grammatical topic, which
is directly related to the speech topic. Students
study new regional information. The work is
done on the pronunciation of new words and
expressions. We often conduct this type of class
at the beginning of a block of each semester.

* Summarizing classes, which begin with
checking homework, activating the studied
material, then the new material, fixed on
examples and exercises is explained.

¢ Creative classes, where students, working in
small groups or pairs using a given algorithm by
the teacher, find the information and knowledge
they need in a creative search and in a new
situation to complete a creative task. These can
be presentations, work on a mental map, role-
playing games, dialogues, interviews, mini-
projects, etc.

¢ Classes that test residual knowledge. These
classes are held at the end of each block in the

form of testing or oral questioning of the studied
speech topics.

Within the framework of the block-rating
system, the answers of students in each lesson
should be evaluated by a 100-point system. So,
the assessment is an alphabetic or numeric sign,
which determines the compliance of a student’s
level of knowledge with the standard adopted
in each country or a particular educational
institution [10].

The scale for assessing student responses in
the classroom at the L.N. Gumilyov Eurasian
National University is presented in table No. 1

The main dissatisfaction of students
assessment is bias. It is difficult for students
to understand the criteria for evaluation. For
teachers, this grading system is also difficult, for
example, the grade “excellent” varies from 90 to
100 and it is quite difficult for a teacher to justify
the score, for example, why one student gets
93 and another 94. Based on the features of the
“Foreign Language” subject itself, and based on

in

Table 3

Grade in letters and
percentage equivalent

Type of work in
class

Descriptors

Grammar exercises | A-/19% - A / 20%

Completed grammar tasks are correct. The
studentmakes minor mistakes, which he corrects
himself. The student understands the use of
grammar rules.

B-/15% - B+/18%

Completed tasks may contain errors. 75%-85% of

the given grammar tasks are completed correctly.
Mistakes made by the student can be analyzed
corrected independently. The student
understands the application of grammar rules.

and

C-/12%-C+/14%

The student makes a significant number of
mistakes. 40%-45% of grammar tasks are done
incorrectly. The student has difficulty explaining.
Doesn’t understand all the grammar rules. Has
difficulties with giving examples.

D/10%- D+/11%

50% of grammar tasks are completed incorrectly.
The student cannot correct his mistakesand does
not understand the use of grammatical rules in
practice.

F/0%- FX-9%

Grammar tasks are not completed/completed by
25% percent. The student does not understand
the use of grammar rules in practice.
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Table 4
Type of work in Grade in letters and .
. Descriptors
class percentage equivalent
Listening A-/19% - A/ 20% The student aurally understands the content of the

presented dialogues and monologues based on the
studied speech material. At the same time, unfamiliar
words do not interfere with understanding what is
heard. The student completes the tasks correctly,
and can explain the answers using information from
the audio track.

B-/15% - B+/18%

The student aurally understands the monologues
and dialogues presented for listening. But due to
unfamiliar words and expressions, there are minor
errors that the student can correct on his own when
listening again.

C-/12%-C+/14%

The student understands only dialogues and
monologues based on the studied speech material.
Unfamiliar words and expressions interfere with
understanding, in this regard, mistakes are made.

D/10%- D+/11%

The student hardly understands what he heard,
even though the monologues and dialogues for
listening are built on the studied speech material.
50% of tasks are completed incorrectly.

F/0%- FX-9%

The student does not cope with the task / performs
only 25%. The student understands only single
words. He does not understand the general content
of what he heard.

the developed descriptors for all types of speech

achievements of students with

developed criteria, according to language level

specifically

activity, as well as taking a differentiated approach
into account, we offer the following assessment
system to teachers of foreign languages in
universities. According to the structure of the
lesson, the teacher covers the following types of
work: checking homework, working on grammar
exercises, listening, working on an active
vocabulary on speech topics, and speaking. For
activity, students can get a 5 points maximum.
Based on work experience, this «encouragement»
undoubtedly motivates the student to work
in class. And activity in the classroom is a
significant condition, from a methodological
point of view, for consolidating the studied
material, for enhancing existing knowledge of
the language. All types of work by the teacher are
estimated by us in the range of 20%. Thus, we use
criteria-based assessment, which is understood
as a process based on comparing the educational

descriptors that correspond to the goals and
content of the «Foreign Language» subject [11].

In our opinion, doing homework is a key
component of learning activity, so the necessary
skills and abilities in the subject are formed only
in systematic practice, and the most important
thing is the formation of skills and abilities
to work independently. Here there is several
requirements that apply to the organization of
homework:

e it should be clear to every student. If the
groups are of different levels, then the formation
of homework should be approached differently.
The student should be able to cope with tasks
independently without anyone’s help.

e Assignments should be identical to the
topics that were worked on at the lesson, so they
will have training, reinforcing character.
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topics vocabulary

Table 5
Type of work in Grade in letters and .
. Descriptors
class percentage equivalent
Work on speech | A-/19% - A /20% The student completes the tasks correctly. Can explain

new words and expressions, knows their native-
language equivalents. Can make sentences and mini-
situations based on the given words.

B-/15% - B+/18%

The student completes the assignments but makes
mistakes. Can explain the meaning of words in their
native language. Can find synonyms and antonyms.
Can form sentences from these words and use them
in speech.

C-/12%-C+/14%

The student makes mistakes while completing the
assignment. Has difficulty translating and writing
sentences.

D/10%- D+/11%

The student makes a large number of mistakes
(50% of the task is completed), does not understand
the meaning of words, experiences difficulties in
making sentences, and cannot use these sentences in
a situation.

F/0%- FX-9%

The student does not complete the task / performs
with a large number of mistakes (25% completed
correctly).

¢ Additional material for self-study, which is
creatively developed, using modern technologies,
which are relevant, useful, and interesting and
will be an effective motivator in learning a foreign
language.

In the following table, we have presented
descriptors for checking homework, as well as an
assessment in letter and percentage terms.

In the modern methodology of teaching
foreign languages, the study of grammar takes
place in a speech situation, immediately on «live»
examples. There is an element of guesswork.
Students are taught to analyze grammatical
rules and examples, and independently try to
apply the rules in practice, forming grammatical
authorities. In Table 3, we have presented
descriptors for grading grammar tasks:

The next type of speech activity that is
practiced in foreign language classes is listening.
Listening refers to the receptive type of speech
activity and is the simultaneous perception and
understanding of speech by ear [12].

Students are offered a variety of audio and
video tasks that are directly related to speech and
grammatical topics. In Table 4, we describe the
descriptors on which we base our scoring.

An introduction to a speech topic begins
with dictionary work. These can be tasks for
matching words and expressions with pictures,
supplementing sentences with new words and
expressions, choosing answers to questions,
choosing verbs in set expressions, distributing
words and expressions according to the table
presented, and choosing antonyms or synonyms,
etc.

In the following table, we offer descriptors for
grading this type of work in a practical lesson in
a foreign language.

According to the requirements of modern
methodology and didactics of teaching a foreign
language, the leading type of speech activity in
a foreign language class is speaking. Perhaps, all
types of work that we organize for students are
aimed at developing speaking skills. Buildings
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Table 6
Type of workin | Grade in letters and .
) Descriptors
class percentage equivalent
Speaking A-/19% - A [ 20% The student coherently expresses himself by the

learning situation, using grammatical and lexical units
by the communicative task, and avoiding phonetic,
stylistic, and phonemic mistakes.

B-/15% - B+/18%

The student can speak logically within the studied
lexical topic. He does not experience difficulty in
conveying the main, key points of what he has
read, seen, and heard. Uses grammatical and lexical
constructions within the studied topic. Has a small
number of mistakes.

C-/12%-C+/14%

The student uses non-common sentences in speech
within the framework of the studied lexical topic and
makes messages with simple sentences. Experiencing a
deficit in the vocabulary of words. Makes grammatical,
lexical, stylistic, and phonemic mistakes.

D/10%- D+/11%

The student finds it difficult to express his thoughts.
Transmits text-based content. Does not always
adequately use words and expressions. Makes
grammatical errors that interfere with understanding.

F/0%- FX-9%

The student refuses to answer / talks incoherently
anduses elementary lexical and grammatical
constructions. Makes grammatical, lexical, stylistic,
and phonemic mistakes.

for speaking are held at all stages of the lesson:
the participation of students in a dialogue
with the teacher, drawing up dialogues with
classmates, monologues in the form of texts
retellings, summing up, analyzing what has
been read, making statements in the course of
discussions, role-playing games, question-and-
answer work based on what has been read or
heard, slideshow and project presentations, etc.
Taking into account all the requirements that
apply to these types of work, we have developed
descriptors for assessing speaking.

Findings

The system we have developed for the
criteria-based assessment of student performance
in a foreign language class at a university
undoubtedly has many advantages from the
previously used one:

e This grading system is transparent,
understandable for both students, and convenient
for teachers.

e Students’knowledge is evaluated objectively
based on descriptors with which students are
familiar and which are compiled by the purpose
and objectives of the discipline. In this regard, the
assessment begins to motivate students to further
study.

* There are fewer questions and complaints
about the points given, both from students and
their parents, and the management staff of the
educational and methodological work of the
university.

e This technique allows students to learn
how to adequately evaluate themselves and the
achievements of their fellow students.

* The student sees an improvement in their
performance in each type of speech activity, and
thus can correctly prioritize in preparation for
the next lesson.
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¢ Noticeable improvement in the language
level of students.

Conclusion

progress for each type of work. The convenience
of this system and its methodological justification
were confirmed by both students and teachers

during conversations. Based on the results of
the winter examination session, we can say that
this system today meets all the requirements
of modern methods and didactics of teaching
foreign languages and can be actively used by
teachers of foreign languages in educational
institutions.

During the first semester of the 2021-2022
academic year, students of the Faculty of
Architecture and Civil Engineering of the L.N.
Gumilyov Eurasian National University were
evaluated according to this criteria system, which
is based on the principle of assessing students’
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Cryaentrepaing JKOO-aa mieT Tiai IpakTHKaAabIK cabaKTarbl )XYMBICBIH KpUTepuraaabl Oaraaay

Anaarma. bya makaza yHuBepcuTeTTe IIeT Tiai OOMBIHIIA ITPaKTUKAABIK cabaKTa CTyAeHTTepAiH >KYMBICHIH
KpuTepuaaAbl Oarasay¥fa apHaaraH, Oy Ce3ci3 IIeT TiaAepiH OKBITYABIH 3aMaHay! dJicTeMeci MeH AuAaKTU-
KaCBIHBIH 03€KTi MaceaeaepiHiy Oipi 6oabir Tabblaaabl. ABTOpAap Oarasay >koHe KpuTepuaaabl Oarajay cu-
SIKTBI YEBIMAAPABI KaailblaaAbl. AsTopaap yHusepcuretTeri «[IleTea Tiai» IoHiH, OHBIH OKBITYABIH epeKIIlelik-
TepiH, MaKcaThl MeH MiHAeTTepiH KapacTeipaasl. llleTea TiaiHiH nmpakTMKaAbIK cabaKTapblHAA CTYAEHTTepPAiH
yArepiMiH Oarasay Maceaeci OOVIBIHINIA OTaHABIK >KOHE IIeTeAAiK d4iCKepAepAiH FBIABIMU-dAiCTeMEeAIK SKYMBI-
CTapbIH TaaAail OTHIPHIII, aBTOpAAp OCHI 3epTTeyAiH MaKcaThlH — KpUTepuaaAbl Oarajay >KylieciH asipaey >KoHe
DKCIIePUMEHTAAABI TYpAe ChIHay bl Koviabl. Illet Tiai GolibIHIIA TpaKTUKAABIK cabaKTa SKYMBICTapAbIH OapABIK
TypAepiHe eHeTiH CTy4eHTTepAiH JKayarlTapbl, 01apAbIH coliley apeKeTiHiH OapAbIK TypAepiHAeri OpeIHAAAYEL.
O3 ToxxipubeciHe cyliieHe OTHIPHII, KOAAAHBICTAFbl DaFralay >KyiieciHAeri coliKecci3gikTep, OHBIH >KaAlbl Oip-
JKaKTBl CUITaTTaFbl KeMIIiAiKTepi aHbIKTaaAbl. ABTOpAap >KYMBICTBIH HeTi3Ii TypAepiHiH KpuTepuiidepin a3ip-
AeAi >X9He 0lapAbIH HeTisiHje apinTik >koHe U@ PAbIK OasamMaasl TypAe Oarasay >Kyiieci YCBIHABL 3epTTeyain
SMIIMPUKAABIK 9JiCiHIH Oakblaay, ©3iH-03i OaKbLlay, 9HTiMeaecy, OCHI 3epTTey CalachblHAAFBI I1eJarorMKaabIK
ToXipubeHi Taaaay >KoHe >KaAllblAay CUAKTHL 94iCTepiH KO/AJaHa OTHIPHIII, MaKala aBTOpAaphbl OChI KpUTEPI-
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aaApl Oarasay >KylieciH OKy yJepiciHe eHridy GapbIChlHAa IeTea Tidl MyradiMAepiHe ogaH o9pi KoMeKTeceTiH
KOPBITBIHABLAAP Kacaabl.

Tyitin ce3aep: yausepcurerreri oKy mnpoueci, «Illerea Tiai» moni, Kpurepmaaasl Oarasay, ceriaey ope-
KeTiHiH Typaepi: ceiiaey, ThIHAAY, AeCKPUIITOpAap, TiA4iK AeHTell.

H.A. Ycreanmosa, I''K. Tycynosa, A.b. Kacenosa, C.K. Mycuna
Espasutickuii nayuonarvrvii ynusepcumem um. /.H. lymuresa, Hyp-Cyaman

KPI/ITepI/laAI)HOE OIj€éHVBaHlIE yCII€eBa€MOCTH CTYA€HTOB Ha IIPaKTUYIEeCKOM 3aHATIN
VHOCTPAHHOIO sI3bIKa B By3€e

AnHOoTatms1. JaHHasi CTaThs IIOCBAIEHa KPUTEpPMaAbHOMY OIIEHMBAHUIO YCIIEBAEMOCTH CTYAEHTOB Ha
IPaKTMYeCKOM 3aHATUM IO MHOCTPAHHOMY S3BIKY B By3€, YTO, HECOMHEHHO, SBASETCS OAHOM M3 KAIOYEBBIX
11po6.eM B COBpeMeHHOI MeTOAVIKe U AUAAKTHKE IIpeIiojaBaHsl MHOCTPaHHBIX SI3BIKOB. ABTOpaMy OOOOIIeHbI
TaKye IIOHATI, KaK OLleHMBaHIe I KpUTepuaabHOe OLleHMBaHIIe, paCCMOTPEHBI AXcunIIANHA «/IHOCTpaHHEII
SI3BIK» B By3€, 0COOEHHOCT ITperoJaBaHILs, ee 11eAb U 3ajaqun. [ IpoaHaansnposas HaydHbIe I METOAMYECKIIE Pa-
GOTBI OTEUeCTBEHHBIX I 3apyOe>KHBIX MeTOAMCTOB 10 BOIIPOCY OLIeHMBaHNs YCIIeBaeMOCTH CTYAE€HTOB Ha IIpakK-
TUYECKUX 3aHATUAX MHOCTPAHHOTIO A3bIKa, aBTOPHI OIIpeAeANAN 11eAb AaHHOTO ICCAeA0BaHIs — paspaboTaTh 1
DKCIIePUMEHTAAbHO IIPOBEPUTD CICTEMY KPUTEPHaAbHOTO OIleHVMBaHIsI OTBETOB CTYyA€HTOB, X YCIIeBaeMOCTHU
II0 BCeM BIJaM pedeBOil AesATeAbHOCTV, KOTOPBle OCYIIIeCTBASIIOTC Ha IIPaKTUIeCKOM 3aHATUM 10 MHOCTpaH-
HOMY s13bIKy. Ha ocHOBe coOCTBEHHOTO OITbITa OBIAM BBLIBAEHBI HECOOTBETCTBISI, HEAOCTATKM CYIIeCTBYIOIIen
CHCTEMBI OLIEHMBAHIISI, KOTOpasl B 11e410M OKa3alach HeOOBEKTUBHOI. ABTOpaMy pazpaboTaHbl KpUTEPUU 10
OCHOBHBIM BUZaM paOOTHl, U Ha MX OCHOBe IIpeACTaBAeHa CrCTeMa OILleHMBaHNs B OyKBEHHOM M IM(PPOBOM
DKBIBaJeHTaX. JICcIoAb3ysl TaKie IpyeMbl SMIIMPUIECKOrO MeToJa 1CCAeA0BaHNs, KaK HabAI0AeHNe, CaMOHa-
Oarogemne, becega, aHaAU3 11 0O0ODILEHIIE MMEIOIIeroCs I1e4arornyeckoro ObiTa B AaHHOI 004aCTu 11CCAeA0Ba-
HIISI, CA€/1aAV BEIBOABI A5 IIperiojaBaTe el MHOCTPaHHBIX A3BIKOB, KOTOPHIE B 4a/bHENIIIeM IIOMOTYT BHEAPUTH
AAHHYIO KpUTEPUaABbHYIO CIICTEMY OlleHMBaHM: B y4eOHBIiI ITpoIiecc.

Karouesnie caoBa: yueOHBII ITPOIIECC B By3e, AUCIIUIIANHA «/[HOCTpaHHBIN SA3bIK», KpUTepHaAbHOE OlleHN-
BaHIe, BIABI peYeBOIi AesTeAbHOCTI: TOBOPEHIIe, ayAUPOBaHIe, AeCKPUIITOPEL, SI3BIKOBOI YPOBEHb.
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