= tistyo] Hol= Hofztzg A5 7

q g4°, & 92, 3 71&?
DAL RFAFR, DALUSE 2} At 42

E-mail: limhs@cheonan.ac.kr, chongwon@mail.chonan.ac.kr, kichun@korea.ac kr

The Type of English Writing Error of Korean Undergraduate
Students

Heesuck Lim, Chongwon Park, Kichun Nam
Dept. of Information & Communications, Cheonan Univ., Division of Language
and Literature, Cheonan Univ. Dept. of Psychology, Korea. Univ.
E-mail: limhs@cheonan.ac.kr, chongwon@mail.chonan.ac.kr, kichun@korea.ac kr
2 o shRasiRcte] 4 ST X2 (RO1-2000-000-00407-0)2] x|z U S

Abstract

This study was conducted to extract the feature set
of English writing error for suggesting adequate
English writing program and making automated
scoring system. The frequent committed error and the
error across the level of writing proficiency were
reported.
Also, It is reported that the correlation between type
of error and native speaker’s rating score.
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1. /meaning/structure 1. /meaning/structure
2. /agreement/agreement-noun 2. /agreement/agreement—noun
3. /meaning/word selection 3. /Main verbs issues/main verbs/transitive
4. /parallel structure 4. /connectives
5. /Sentence types/complex sentences 5. /meaning/word selection
6. /Main verbs issues/main verbs/transitive 6. /parallel structure
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9. /article 9. /adjective
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5. /usage/There be structure 5. /Main verbs issues/main verbs/transitive
6. /Sentence types/complex sentences 6. /Main verbs issues/main verbs/intransitive
7. /parallel structure 7. /Sentence types/complex sentences
8. /preposition 8. /mechanism/capitalization
9. /meaning/word selection 9. /adjective
10. /connectives 10. /relative pronouns
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