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Course description. The course focuses on the nature of language learning, first and second language acquisition theories, stages of second language development, and individual learner needs and characteristics that will contribute to student performance.  Teacher candidates plan lessons that to meet the diverse needs of their student populations, and draw conclusions about various language learning theories and how this research can be applied to their classroom/ school community experience.

Required text: 
Brown, H. Douglas. Principles of language learning and teaching. White Plains: Longman, 2000.

Selected articles (use JSTOR for full text):
Komarova, N. & Nowak, M. (2001). Natural selection of the critical period for language acquisition. In Proceedings: Biological sciences, 268(1472), 1189-1199.
Kramsch, C. (2000). Second language acquisition, applied linguistics, and the teaching of foreign languages. The Modern Language Journal, 84(3), 311-326.

Kuhl, P. K. (2000). A new view of language acquisition. In Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the United States of America, 97(22), 11850-11857.

Levine, G. S. (2003). Student and instructor beliefs and attitudes about target language use, first language use, and anxiety: Report of a questionnaire study. The Modern Language Journal, 87(3), 343-364.  [NEED TO PRINT – CAN’T DOWNLOAD] 

Marinova-Todd, S., Marshall, B. & Snow, C. E. (2000). Three misconceptions about age and L2 learning. TESOL Quarterly, 34(1), 9-34.

Sandler, W., Meir, I., Padden, C., Aronoff, M. & Sabloff, J. (2005). The emergence of grammar: Systemic Structure in a new language. In Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the United States of America, 102(7), 2661-2665. 
Schulz, R. & Elliot, P. (2000). Learning Spanish as an older adult. Hispania, 83(1), 107-119.

Tsung-Yuan, H. & Oxford, R. (2002). Comparing theories of language learning strategies: A confirmatory factor analysis. The Modern Language Journal, 86(3), 368-383.

Prerequisite(s):  N/A
Student learning outcomes:  Upon successful completion of the course, teacher candidates are knowledgeable in and able to: 
1. Inform their practice with major theories, concepts, and current research in the field of second language acquisition to identify and employ effective strategies that support students’ social and academic language (Standards for English-As-A-Second Language Teacher Candidates—Standard 3a)
2. Understand the challenges associated with first language literacy, second language literacy, and second language development (Standards for English-As-A-Second Language Teacher Candidates—Standard 3c)
Methods of Assessment:  Throughout the course, teacher candidates will work on the following assignments: 
1. Reading journals. Teacher candidates will keep journals in which they will write an entry for each of the assigned readings (i.e., chapters in the textbook) and will turn the journals in on the date each chapter is scheduled to be discussed in class The journals will include the following: 

a) key words from the readings and their definitions

b) thought-provoking questions about the text

c) the students’ own observations of specific examples (other than those given in the texts) related to the reading
d) personal evaluation of the reading (at least 2 strengths & 2 weaknesses), also referring, when applicable, to previous information acquired from course materials and article reading

2. Article response & presentation. Each teacher candidate will be assigned two articles on the reading list for which he or she will have to write response papers to and present them to the class. The response paper will be two to three pages in length and it should include: (a) a brief outline of the main points of the article (this may not exceed a single page); (b) comments on the relation of the article to previously discussed material (this should be detailed and make specific reference to other articles); (c) a selection of excerpts of texts for discussion which illustrate, apply, or problematize the arguments in the article (either from among those cited in the article or from outside; if a teacher candidate brings a text from outside, he/she should make enough copies from the entire class); and (d) questions or issues related to the article for class discussion. Response papers will be due on the date on which the article is scheduled in class, and the presenting teacher candidate will be expected to lead the class discussion of that article. The other teacher candidates will be expected to have read the article and be able to respond to the issues raised by the discussion leader. The response papers will be turned in to the instructor. 
3. Research paper. The research paper should be on a topic related to first or second language acquisition. The paper should consist of several sections as follows: literature review, methods, results, discussion, and conclusion. The project may be on any topic related to course materials, but it should be approved by the instructor in advance. In preparation for the project, teacher candidates will select a research issue and will conduct a thorough review of references/sources on the topic and make cite 10 references/sources in the paper. The references/sources will provide the theoretical and/or methodical framework for your research, and they should be discussed in the literature review section of the paper. The methods section should give a detailed explanation of all subjects, data collection, and data analysis used in the study. The results & discussion section should present the findings as well as their similarities/ differences as compared to the issues raised in the literature review. The paper should be written in APA (American Psychological Association) style. 

Note: If a teacher candidate decides on writing a paper on acquisition of L1, he/she has the option to use the CHILDES database to analyze data; the other option, of course, is to collect his/her own data from a child/children.
4. Oral presentation of research paper . Each teacher candidate will do a 10-to-15-minute oral presentation of his or her research. The presentation should be organized like a conference presentation and should be supported by a power point providing key points, examples, tables (if relevant), and selected references.

Assessment Criteria:  The assignments will be graded using the following rubrics:
Rubric for reading journals
	Key words



	Very relevant

100         95            90
	Relevant 

      85              80
	Somewhat relevant 

75              70
	Irrelevant 

60        50       40

	
	
	
	

	Score _______

	Questions



	Very relevant

100         95            90
	Relevant 

      85              80
	Somewhat relevant 

75              70
	Irrelevant 

60        50       40

	__ questions that fit excellently within the context 
	__ questions that fit the context
	__ questions that somewhat fit the context
	__ questions that do not fit the context

	__ questions whose answers will develop excellent understanding and/or be conducive to an excellent solution
	__ questions whose answers will develop understanding and/or be conducive to a good solution
	__ questions whose answers will develop partial understanding and/or be conducive to a partial solution
	__ questions whose answers will not develop understanding and/or will not be conducive to a solution

	__ questions that contain all of the relevant key words/ phrases
	__ questions that contain most of the relevant key words/ phrases
	__ questions that contain some relevant key words/phrases
	__ questions that contain few, if any, relevant key words/ phrases

	Score _______

	Observations



	Very pertinent

100         95            90
	Pertinent

      85              80
	Somewhat pertinent

75              70
	Non-pertinent

60        50       40

	__ demonstrate ability to make inferences consistently
	__ demonstrate ability to make inferences
	__ demonstrate ability to occasionally make inferences 
	__ do not demonstrate ability to make inferences

	__ consistently demonstrate comprehension of deep-level meaning
	__ demonstrate comprehension of deep-level meaning on most occasions
	__ occasionally demonstrate comprehension of deep-level meaning 
	__ demonstrate ability to comprehend the surface level meaning of the  text

	__ demonstrate insight into, and deep understanding of, the relevance of the text to self and society
	__ demonstrate ability to understand the relevance of the text to self and society
	__ demonstrate some ability to understand the relevance of the text to self and society
	__ demonstrate some basic comprehension of the text but does not make connections to self and society

	Score _______

	Personal evaluation of the reading



	Very pertinent

100         95            90
	Pertinent

      85              80
	Somewhat pertinent

75              70
	Non-pertinent

60        50       40

	__ clear presentation of more than three strengths of the reading, supported with evidence from the text
	__ clear presentation of three strengths of the reading, supported with evidence from the text
	__ clear presentation of two strengths of the reading, supported with evidence from the text
	__ presentation of one or two strengths of the reading, supported with evidence from the text

	__ clear presentation of more than three weaknesses of the reading, supported with evidence from the text
	__ clear presentation of three weaknesses of the reading, supported with evidence from the text
	__ clear presentation of two weaknesses of the reading, supported with evidence from the text
	__ presentation of one or two weaknesses of the reading, supported with evidence from the text

	Score _______


Grade earned for reading journal ________ (of 100)

Rubric for article response papers

	Outline of main points
	Reference to previously acquired info
	Selection of excerpts
	Questions/issues raised

	No/unclear presentation of main ideas, no chronological order, more than one page
	60
	No reference to previously acquired info
	60
	No excerpts
	60
	No questions
	60

	Somewhat clear presentation of main of main ideas, somewhat chronological order, one page
	70

75


	Some reference to previously acquired information without indicating clear connection to the article
	70

75


	Selection of irrelevant excerpts
	70

75


	Irrelevant questions, no indicative of reflective thought
	70

75



	Clear presentation of main ideas, chronological order,  one page
	80

85
	Some reference to previously acquired information indicating some connection to the article
	80

85
	Relevant excerpts, but  too long
	80

85
	Relevant questions, indicative of some reflective thought 


	80

85

	Very clear presentation of main ideas, chronological order, half a page
	90

95

100
	Clear reference to previously acquired information indicating with clear connection to the article
	90

95

100
	Relevant, concise excerpts
	90

95

100
	Relevant questions, indicative of reflective thought 


	90

95

100


Grade = _________

Rubric for oral presentation 

	Content & organization
	Fluency of delivery
	Audience awareness

	Non-informative content, poor structuring
	60
	Long pauses between ideas or words within intonation units, negatively affecting comprehensibility 
	60
	Unprofessional attitude and tone during most of the presentation; rare eye contact with (part of) audience; inappropriate responses to audience questions
	60

	Informative content, adequate structuring, somewhat concise
	70

75


	Somewhat long pauses between ideas or words within intonation units, somewhat affecting comprehensibility
	70

75


	Professional attitude and tone during most of the presentation; occasional eye contact with (part of) audience; appropriate responses to audience questions
	70

75



	Informative content, good structuring, somewhat concise
	80

85
	Some pauses between ideas or words within intonation units, with  little effect on comprehensibility, though
	80

85
	Professional attitude and tone; frequent eye contact with audience; appropriate responses to audience questions
	80

85

	Very informative content, excellent structuring, very concise
	90

95

100
	Fluent delivery, no unnecessary pauses 
	90

95

100
	Very professional attitude and tone;  very frequent eye contact with audience; appropriate responses to audience questions
	90

95

100


Grade earned for oral presentation ________ (of 100)

Additional comments
RESEARCH PAPER

	Grade Section
	100       95        90

	85              80
	75              70
	60        50         40

	Introduction

	__ excellent overview of topic
__ excellent review of the literature
__ excellent indication of niche in the literature
__ excellent statement of research purpose
__ excellent research question(s), clear and concise
	__ good overview of topic
__ good review of the literature
__ good indication of existing niche in the literature
__ good statement of research purpose
__ good research question(s)
	__ acceptable overview of topic
__ acceptable review of the literature
__ acceptable indication of niche in the literature
__ acceptable statement of research purpose
__ acceptable research question(s)
	__ inadequate overview of topic
__ inadequate/chaotic review literature
__ feeble, if any, indication of niche in the literature
__ poor statement of research purpose, lacking clarity
__ inadequate, cul-de-sac research question(s)

	Method

	__ excellent selection of participants and/or texts
__ excellent description of elicitation procedures, if applicable 
__ excellent selection and description of research instrument(s), where applicable
__ excellent description of coding categories and procedures 
	__ good selection of participants and/or texts
__ good description of elicitation procedures, if applicable 
__ good selection and description of research instrument(s), where applicable
__ good description of coding categories and procedures
	__ acceptable selection of participants and/or texts
__ acceptable description of elicitation procedures, if applicable 
__ acceptable selection and description of research instrument(s), where applicable
__ limited description of coding categories and procedures
	__ inadequate selection of participants and/or texts
__ poor description of elicitation procedures, if applicable 
__ poor selection and description of research instrument(s), where applicable
__ little, if any, description of coding categories and procedures


	Grade Section
	100       95        90

	85              80
	75              70
	60        50         40

	Results/

Discussion

	__ very good description and interpretation of results
__ outstanding justification of methodology
__ clear, straightforward indication of agreement/disagreement with previous studies
	__ good description and interpretation of results
__ good justification of methodology
__ good indication of agreement/ disagreement with previous studies
	__ acceptable description and interpretation of results
__ acceptable justification of methodology
__ limited indication of agreement/ disagreement with previous studies
	__ poor description and interpretation of results
__ poor justification of methodology
__ no indication of agreement/ disagreement with previous studies

	Conclusion

	__ excellent summary of research findings
__ overt/direct admittance to difficulties/limitations in interpretation of findings
__ excellent indication of need for further research
	__ good summary of research findings
__ some admittance to difficulties/limitations in interpretation of findings
__ good indication of need for further research
	__ acceptable summary of research findings
__ little admittance to difficulties/limitations in interpretation of findings
__ some reference to need for further research
	__ inadequate summary of research findings
__ no admittance to difficulties/limitations in interpretation of findings
__ little, if any, reference to need for further research

	Organization
	__ excellent organization of material
__ excellent transitions
__ mastery of APA style 
	__ good organization of material
__ good transitions
__ good usage of APA style, rare errors
	__ acceptable organization of material
__ acceptable transitions
__ acceptable usage of APA style, some errors  
	__ poor/inadequate organization of material
__ poor transitions
__ poor command of APA style, frequent errors


Methods of teaching:  The instructor will utilize the following means to disseminate information:

1.  Lectures


                3. In-class discussions
     

2. Power-point presentations

 
Evaluation of performance

1.  
Reading journals



20%

2.
Response papers & presentation

20%

Article #1 =
Response =

Presentation =

Article #2= 

Response =

Presentation =
3.
Research paper



20%
4.
Oral presentation of the research paper
  5%
5.
Midterm




15%
6.
Final exam




20%


Grading scale

Course grades will be determined using the following scale:

A
(Excellent)

– 
90 and above   

B 
(Good)


– 
80.00 - 89.99    

C 
(Satisfactory)

– 
70.00 - 79.99   

F
(Failing)

– 
below 70.00

Course Expectations 
Late work policy: The assignments must be turned in on the day they are due in order to for the teacher candidate to get full credit. The assignments may be turned in up to one class period late, with a penalty of 10 points (out of 100). However, they will not be accepted later than that. Any research paper submitted after the due date will also be subject to a penalty of 10 points (out of 100) for each class period it is late. If teacher candidates are absent or unprepared on the day when their article presentation as well as the oral presentation of their research paper is scheduled, they will receive a zero for that assignment. Please recall that the last day of instruction for the course is the last day that work can be submitted. 
Plagiary: Plagiary is a serious offense, especially for students in a graduate program. Teacher candidates are responsible for familiarizing themselves with the appropriate documentation standards in the field in order to avoid plagiarizing ideas or language from their sources. If any assignment is found to be plagiarized, the person who submitted it will receive a grade of zero for the assignment and for the course. The person may also be expelled from the graduate program.

Disability statement 

Students with a documented disability must register with the WSSU Disability Services Office each semester to receive consideration for any accommodations in this course.  Accommodations are not retroactive.  You may reach the Disability Services Office by emailing waddellm@wssu.edu. 

Tentative schedule

	August 23
	Introduction

	August 30
	PLLT Ch. 2

	September 6
	PLLT Ch.3
Kuhl (2000)

Sandler et al. (2005)

	September 13
	Marinova-Todd et al. (2000)

Schultz & Elliott (2000)

Komarova & Nowak (2001)

PLLT Ch.4

	September 20
	PLLT Ch.5
Tsun & Oxford (2002)

	September 27
	Midterm revision
Topic selection

	October 4
	Midterm exam
PLLT Ch.6 

	October 11
	Fall Break

	October 18
	PLLT Ch.6 - Topics & questions for study

Levine (2003)

	October 25
	PLLT Ch.7 & 8

	November 1
	Literature review DUE  – Individual conferences

	November 8
	Method section DUE  – Individual conferences

	November 15
	PLLT Ch.9 & 10

Kramsch (2000)

	November 22
	Results/discussion/conclusion due – Individual conferences

	November 29
	Research Paper DUE

Presentation of research paper
Revision for final exam

Last day of instruction (University last day of instruction—December 5)

	December 13
	Final exam


