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1. THE THEMATIC PROGRAM OF THE DISCIPLINE

The aim of the discipline: The purpose of the discipline is to develop the ability to work with various types of standardized tests
that assess the level of English as a foreign language. The course is aimed at mastering the skills of working with tests in 4 aspects:
listening, reading, writing and speaking and provides a proper level of knowledge of lexical and grammatical laws of the language.

Learning outcomes in the discipline: more detailed description and explanation of phenomena, self-experience, assessment;
explain, justify position, point of view, public speeches

Main topics studied in the discipline.

The media and the message

Strategy. Critical thinking: evaluating pros and cons
MODULE 2

Phrasal verbs with off. Phrases with life

Grammar. Conditionals. Mixed conditionals

That’s life

Golden years

“Bridging the Digital Divide: How Technology Shapes the Age Gap Between Generations”
Unreal situations

Writing. Persuasive writing. Making comparisons
Vocabulary Insight 7

Unit 8 Food and ethics

Vocabulary Synonyms of intensity

Wet wealth Grammar passive

Feeding the world Phrases with face

MODULE 3

Technology

Reading The next big thing. Making inference
Vocabulary Word analysis

Vocabulary Technology nouns
Artificial intelligence (AI): This is a rapidly growing field with many potential applications. You could

explore topics such as developing a chatbot, creating an Al-powered music generator, or using Al to
analyze data and make predictions.
Young minds
Reading The first and fraud of flight
Power
Utopia
Vocabulary Word analysis Society and citizenship
Dirty sport
Grammar Relative clause
1. Main literature: Insight Upper Intermediate Student’s Book with Answers with Audio Jane Wildman, 2020.

2. Insight Upper Intermediate Student’s Book with Answers with Audio Jane Wildman,2020.
3. McCarthy M., O’Dell F.English Vocabulary in Use. New edition. Upper-Intermediate . — Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 2012.

Additional literature:
New headway. Advanced. Student’s book. Oxford University Press, 2009.
New headway. Advanced. Workbook. Oxford University Press, 2009.4. Cambridge IELTS 10 Academic

Student’s Book with Answers with Audio




2. METHODOLOGICAL INSTRUCTION FOR FINAL EXAMINATION:
STANDARD WRITTEN EXAMINATION (OFFLINE)

2.1. Exam format: Standard written examination (offline). Platform: IS Univer.

2.2. The purpose of the written exam is to demonstrate the learning outcomes, skills and
competencies acquired during the study of the discipline, the ability to logically express one’s thoughts in
writing, and argue one’s point of view.

2.3. Expected results of the exam tasks:

One written exam card contains 3 questions that identify learning outcomes for the course studied
and are assessed according to the criteria described below:

Question 1 - Criterion 1. Knowledge of the theory and concept of the course; logic of presentation.
Criterion 2. Understanding and confirmation with examples of the theoretical principles presented in the
course content.

Question 2 - Criterion 3. Application of the selected methodology and technology to written
practical tasks. Criterion 4. Disclosure and solution of the main problem given in the practical task.

Question 3 - Criterion 5. Evaluation and written critical analysis of the applicability of the chosen
methodology to the proposed practical task. Criterion 6. Justification of the result obtained from one’s
own practice.

2.4. The examination procedure.

2.4.1. The standard written offline exam is conducted in accordance with the approved schedule.

2.42. 15 minutes before the start of the offline written exam, the teacher on duty checks the
students’ identities using their ID cards, and seats the students in the seats indicated on the attendance
sheets.

2.4.3. In the event that a substitute person appears at the offline written exam, the teacher on duty
draws up a corresponding report of violation of these Rules.

2.4.4. Late students will not be allowed to take the exam.

2.4.5. During the exam, the teacher on duty monitors students' compliance with the rules of
conduct in accordance with the approved instructions.

2.4.6. At the end of the time allotted for the exam (2 astronomical hours), the teacher on duty:

1) collects examination papers;

2) puts in each work a sign of the end of writing the work in the answer sheets - the letter X

3) provides answer sheets along with attendance sheets for encryption to a specialist from the
dean’s office.

2.4.7. In case of delay in providing work for encryption to a specialist from the dean’s office, a
corresponding act is drawn up with subsequent prosecution of the perpetrators.

2.4.8. During the exam, students are prohibited from carrying and/or using cheat sheets, cell
phones, smart watches and other technical and other means that can be used for unauthorized access to
auxiliary information. It is prohibited to talk with other students and strangers, or to write down your full
name and/or other identifying information in your answers.

2.4.9. If a student appears for the exam and refuses to answer the ticket, passing the exam will be
graded as an “F.”

2.4.10. If there is no good reason, failure to appear for the exam will be assessed as an “F”.

2.4.11. If a student violates one or more of these points, an Act of cancellation of the examination
work (hereinafter referred to as the Act) is filled out, and a grade of “F” (“unsatisfactory™) is assigned for
the discipline.

2.4.12. For repeated violation of these Rules during the exam, the student is presented for
consideration by the Faculty Council on Ethics.




3. EVALUATION POLICY,




RUBRICTOR FOR CRITERIAL ASSESSMENT OF FINAL EXAMINATION

Discipline: Language for special purposes C. Form: Standard written examination (offline). Platform: IS Univer
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Formula for calculating the final grade:

Final grade (FG) = (%1+%2+%3+%4+%5+%6) / K, where % is the level of task completion by criterion, K is the total number of criteria.

Example of calculating the final grade

Ne Score «Excellent» «Good» «Satisfactory» «Unsatisfactory»
90-100 % 70-89% 50-69% 25-49% 0-24%
Criterion
1. | Criterion 1 100
2. | Criterion 2 75
3. | Criterion 3 60
4. | Criterion 4 45
5. | Criterion 5 100
6. | Criterion 6 49
Final % 200 75 60 94 200+ 75 + 60 + 94 = 429
429 / 6 criteria= 71,5
Final score, as % = 72




Based on percentage obtained during the calculation, we can compare the score with the rating scale.

72 points range from 70 points to 89 points, which corresponds to the “Good” category according to the grading scale.
Thus, with this calculation, the project will be rated 72 points “Good” in accordance with th point-rating letter system for assessing educational achievements
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Dean B.0O. Zholdasbekova
‘Head of Department nm%v R.A. Avakova
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