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  Terminology and Wordings 
- Normative terminology 

 e.g. “short and simple texts, highly explicit purpose;  limited, highly familiar 
vocabulary” 

-  Synonymic wordings 
     e.g. “Develops a simple learning plan with several sequenced steps, with   

assistance’ for Learning Level 1  
= “Develops a sequenced learning plan with assistance from an appropriate person” 

for Learning Level 2  

Teacher’s comment:  
“ In CGEA, if they have used technical terms like ‘highly familiar situations’, then they 

explain that terms in the range statement, further document to give you examples 
like ‘advertising leaflets’, ‘notices’, or ‘signs’ or ‘simple price list’, etc. So by giving 
that, the teachers and assessors are not left to interpret the term “highly familiar 
situations” on their own…”  

(Denis’ Interview Extract) 













References  
  Bachman, L. (1990). Fundamental consideration in language testing Oxford: OUP. 

  Cazden, C., Cope, B., Fairclough, N., Gee, J., Kalantzis, M., Kress, G., et al. (1996). A 
pedagogy of multiliteracies: Designing social futures. Havard Education Review, 66(1). 

  Davies, A. (1995). Testing communicative language or testing language communicatively. 
Melbourne papers in language testing, 4(1), 1-20. 

  DEEWR. (2008). The Australian Core Skills Framework. Canberra: Adult Literacy and 
Policy Section. 

  Gal, I., Groenestijn, M., Manly, M., Schmitt, M. J., & Tout, D. (2003). Adult numeracy 
and its assessment in the ALL survey: A conceptual framework and pilot results. 
Retrieved 20.09.13, from Statistics Canada: 
http://oggiconsulting.com/wp content/uploads/ALLS-
Aug2003_Numeracy_Framework-1.pdf  




