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1. GENERAL OBJECTIVE

To propose a checklist model that enhances the

teachers’ Knowing-How-to-do skill when selecting and

assessing Spanish language learning websites coherent

with the Communicative Approach.
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2. RESEARCH PROBLEM
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3. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

Feedback

Web Space: (Marquès, 1999) Web (Codina, 2000; García, 2000; Cruz, 2002)
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Autonomy

Language contextualization

Language learning skills 
integration

Interculturality

Interaction

Evaluation

Feedback

Multimedia
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Hypermedia
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Communicative Approach On Language Websites:
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Identify their right answers and correct the errors in a  

language exercise

through the auto-feedback 

option

Action Content Condition

Website Checklist model

To establish the quality, effectiveness and overall worth of an online material (Levy & 

Stockwell, 2006; Hubbard, 2006; Chapelle & Hegelheimer, 2004)

Approach-based evaluation

(Summative evaluation)
Theoretical framework to build an 

evaluation instrument

Evaluation criteria

Evaluation items/descriptors

CALL Evaluation (Language Websites):
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Digital Competence:

DIGITAL 
COMPETENCE

Knowledge

Knowing-How-to-Do:

Analyze, evaluate and establish the 
pedagogical worth of an online resource 

(European Parliament and the Council, 2007)

Knowing-How-to-Be

The teacher’s ability to use 
effectively the digital resources 

for in and outside class use 
(Instituto Cervantes, 2012)
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4. METHODOLOGY
APPLIED RESEARCH (SELIGER & SHOHAMY, 1989)

Jolly & Bolitho’s 
material design 

model (1998).

Identification and exploration stage: 

-Needs analysis survey (administered to six teachers in training of their Digital 
Competence) and a semi-structured interview.

Contextual realization stage: 

-Literature review on the topics of:  The Communicative Approach, Website, CALL evaluation 
and checklist models, the Digital Competence.                 

Pedagogical realization and Production of material stages:

- Checklist: Theory-driven evaluation tool based on the Communicative Approach
principles (Levy & Stockwell, 2006, Hubbard, 2006).

- Study Guide: Material development on the principles suggested by Tomlinson (2011) 
and García (2009) (http://issuu.com/sthephannymoncadalinares/docs/guiapracticafinal)
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http://seleccionsitioswebelee.blogspot.com.co/
http://seleccionsitioswebelee.blogspot.com.co/p/es-tiempo-de-evaluar.html
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METHODOLOGY
Use of the materials and evaluation stages:

Checklist validation from an expert (Yang & Chan, 2008):

Resulting in three dimensions:

- Technical features characteristics: Ease of use and reliability (14 evaluation items).

- Pedagogical context characteristics: Content quality (5 evaluation items).

- Communicative Approach principles: Autonomy, language contextualization, language skills
integration, interculturality and evaluation (30 evaluation items).

Jolly & Bolitho’s 
material design 

model (1998).
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METHODOLOGY
Jolly & Bolitho’s 
material design 
model (1998).

Use of the materials and evaluation stage:

Checklist Application: Español para extranjeros (Spanish for foreigners) http://www.aurora.patrick-
nieto.fr/
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METHODOLOGY
Jolly & Bolitho’s 
material design 
model (1998).

Use of the materials and evaluation stage:

Study Guide (based on Tomlinson’s materials development principles) and Checklist Evaluation:
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- CALL evaluation should always be theory-driven in order be coherent with the class language

teaching approach.

- Even though language learning websites may present some limitations in regards of fully fostering

the learners’ communicative needs, they are still useful and appealing supporting tools for class

use.

- The proposed checklist serves as a tool to identify the language websites’ strengths/weaknesses

and as a starting point to embark on the task of designing an own online site. Additionally, this

evaluation instrument might augment the teachers’ sense of self-confidence and critical thinking

when selecting the language sites that best matches their teaching purposes.

5. CONCLUSIONS
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