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Overview of Task Force Work Plan

* Overview of Task Force Work Plan:

* The work plan consisted of

« reviewing existing fluency charts, descriptions, and levels,

« discussing these findings via email and zoom,

« recommending specific and descriptive standards,

« reporting the findings to the CIT Board and its fellow organizations

Review of Existing Fluency Descriptions and Levels

* ASLTA Standards: Ingartnershl with the American Council on the Teachin,
Foreign Languages (ACTFL) ASLTA publishes national standards for learning ASL as
a modern/world language for kindergarten through college/post-secondary (K-16

* (httos: actflorg/resources/actfl-proficiency-gui =2012)

* hittos://aslta,ore/wo-content/uploads/2014/07/National AS|_Standards.odf

+ Common ean F k of > for L fCEFR) is an
international guideline of performance descriptions and levels for what

individuals can interact using that language in various settings and modalities.

languages/home)

Discussion of fundamental understandings

*+ Itis essential that we recognize the fundamental difference between communicating an
e s e T e v oo Thags wih Iodguade, such
a5 narrate, explain, persuade, argue and more. Few existing programs offer this curricular scope
or sequents

* The priman;focus ot interpreting education consistsof earning how these functional aspects are

To construct similar meanings in a second langual

* Students entering any university evel programs are a\su rarely proficient in professional language
Use in their first/native langu;

* It gegms the u\kof(omplamls from Deaf people about “bad” interpreting is a result of limited
ASL uency of interpreters.

« Students who learn ASL in four semesters (and are typically at ASLP! level 2) have not sufficiently
mastered ASL and, sometimes English, to study interpretation

* While we agree that students in interpreting courses (and indeed throughout their careers) must

tinue ta hane interactive language skils n both languages, foundafional (basic and
ftermediate) [anguage Ieaming cannot, and should not be-a primary focus of interpreting
education.

CAUTION

* Our recommendations are focused on the future, not the present.
The recommendations below are a first step towards that goal.

* We recognize that implementing these recommendations will require
substantive changes in our current programs, and we recognize that
these changes will not take place overnight.

Recognize and honor diversity

* We also recognize that Interpreting programs consistently ignore and
devalue knowledge of dialects and varieties of ASL and American
Mainstream English. We urge CIT, ASLTA, CCIE to more explicitly
recognize and honor the diversity in US Deaf and hearing
communities, and to assist programs in teaching and assessing these
varieties. Ignorance of such valuable language resources is no longer
acceptable and threaten valid assessments.

What's Next
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https://www.actfl.org/resources/actfl-proficiency-guidelines-2012
https://aslta.org/wp-content/uploads/2014/07/National_ASL_Standards.pdf
https://www.coe.int/en/web/common-european-framework-reference-languages/home
https://www.coe.int/en/web/common-european-framework-reference-languages/home

