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Investigating the Relationships Between the Standards of Teaching Quality for
Undergraduate English Majors and the Secondary School English Curricula
Pan Ming-wei  Feng Guang-wu
( Guangdong University of Foreign Studies Guangzhou 510420 China)

In China guidelines are available relating to the English curriculum and talent cultivation across different educational stages.
The Secondary School English Curricula featuring the manifesto of English teaching philosophy and practice serve as guidance in
every aspect of English language education and teaching at the secondary school level. Likewise the Standards of Teaching Quality
for Undergraduate English Majors play a pivotal role in guiding and evaluating undergraduate programs of English Language and Li-
terature. This paper aims to make an in-depth analysis of the relationships of the two national documents. As such light will also
be cast on the interpretations of the relations between the High School English Curriculum and the National Standards of Teaching
Quality for Undergraduate English Majors two related documents to be issued soon. It is hoped that the reflections made in this pa—

per can help language educators” develop a better understanding of the documents so as to enhance their teaching quality.
Key words: secondary school English curriculum; standards of teaching quality for undergraduate English majors; talent

cultivation
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