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Lee, Jong-Bok (2002). An assessment model for proficiency oriented
English instruction in college English. English Language &
Literature Teaching, 8(2), 177-196.

The purpose of this study is to help teachers and program developers
develop comprehensive and authentic assessment models with appropriate
ways of using various kinds of assessment tools in college English
instruction and assessment. Assessing by traditional discrete tests based
on grammar and vocabulary cannot measure the authentic ability for
language use in meaningful context in the real world. Currently, the trend
in language assessment is changing to performance assessment. Increased
use of performance assessments that involve language students in
selecting and reflecting on their learning means that language teachers will
have a wider range of evidence on which to judge whether students are
becoming purposeful and are able to communicate as English users. Also,
language programs focused on performance assessment are likely to instil
in students authentic skills related to communication in the global world
and enable them to evaluate what they learn from their English classes. In
this study, the author investigated the theoretical background, the need of
change, and several types of performance assessment.
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P 2GR g TAEANA BEXT £3 D= AA4F PrrEAE MEEE b A
238 ol2 T 7] ETE Aeted £g0] E Holth B A7 FHHES 9
Hrtel HaAd grETod AHgE 71ed WA A3 E(checklists)Wh AEE
(rubrics)®] AUt AEAS FACR & HH UgE A A € £F »
A=Al FGrts} g7 Al siElojob & 2719 7Kself-assessment) B FE | &7 Ht
(peer assessment)?] et QoA s R ohe} B81H olsFE el Hrtd o
274A Z29A =98

E dps 294 132 5% 724 IUYdA d7d 2FES F5td i
@Fgol untFA oA AFEE HrLET LS AT S AA ) o] F Aty
thorgt §rie] e £7¢ Rd S AAFoA AAFET o] vigo]
£ 3o

A7 &HAY A L A A Tl e go RKBFNAM et
87 FyPILE Wygsts wetd tE FA A7) L dsto|tA A F, 2000;
Wzl 1999 LAASY, 2000, Wed, 1999). vFY A% I B& FEY
(National Standards, 1996)¢) ¥} 7 ztFe) w83 B 7j#E0] A A4
& o} HAF Pt =7 spdel] 83t et

adbge] gEiAd HrPE gebxA rtdojh 13y W2 E R EE 9
ggtozA ey MAS Hate 97 A washback effect) & A& = 3l
th golm g AFAY FRALSAA vl AT 837t 2y S AAFoRA
Sefolol Hrisige] YXE A M2 Aol v} Ad&s A + e A7
" 4% gle Aotk 8 o] A7e AE wigoR igte] ugde] Ay AT
ge digte] e At WHETE Mty &R HBAHPLEA
SRR 7l EE A FANSEY 4¥d Tl @ Hojdh

. SYEII2o| Het

1. =8@otel 2in|

S5 APH 9o LSoINY dolYre S| ‘AL Yotordtn Folg ¥
% Qesbel Z2AE Folof Bn ole @ FiTRIHE SHE] ThFT Aol
A SAAES EHOZ dol§ ALgetE Aol B, o|Re Wi sAEol o
ool Wt Bolg ¢T UBIF B ol 1| Aol FAS B + JYeA¥
o 27o] RFoIA} THE Aotk el dAojety AN HAHES HojAkg
& PEG NLEH BEE THA RH8T IYelE Bretn BEY T2 o
3 Sol 240 RROAE FEE £ Bk oL Wesk B} Alolol] A2 22
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glolth, T o] AL FAER T o7 Y olFnte] Ao oA T2
T asets ARE A4S HolE 7t deiEnt o|ES 2R olfd 2HE £
YA Yol 71Nkg & Bt F2 olFA & dle o]f7} Atk AL £¥H ¥
of g N Aol 7ukg & Hrizt vlny F457] Lolsivhke A, B8 AIHA 58
A a2l wAbe A Sol A2 ol2j g FrhAd ojgatn ks wol =¥
fe] ok AZEEAAE A&E Rl T VAT M2 A TL T LA A
%2 Aol dF EAdztel A 3] dEoth

Fu o FHA Yol diF Hrhs A2 Folstet ubstd Al EF] ©A
& A L AGE /X2 dod FAB] FAYNERH & 7HA F& FHE F
E ol ggai) delch v d4 AlA Selle oA & 7HA & AddE
878 EAU 28 2k g7 gtk dojige dAdE vzttt 9|
g Agste dE 23 & 7HA Piwe] EAA gt tyy Ad & Ad 2t
AojFEo g ATEL AAHY JALTE AT JojAtgel= & 714 549 5
kg g 7EAlE doe AL HoAFa o

ojAlE AojH el AN FHFHY FH o2 wstslojord Al o} vt Hut
3a S Bo| Sgdte Aoz FRE ¥ & Yerit BAAA AN 712 887
goich WALEA QoIM & 7HA] wig AR dde FYgrtz d@se Aol
Iy ols} 2L AR A @A Gl BF X7 olFdl i EHLE
&etn HH $EUet Joln g AFNME FYP/tR HEL o YU
oh 5 Ed g 33L& FAS dojabdol iy S g AH FHo| AA
HeZ folX ¥x FaFoH A 257 I

olAle E& WAL, A, 23 FERE| BT FAste FAH LA A5
A3 Ak ziof & wolth WAL FAEANA ol g B2 RE o el g
BLS AEE 2450 FAHOR o]y HrhiA g dejordnt d7ldle 9
QAo X 8377t dehg BHEE ] g A€ A TE RO TR ¢
go| Eafold B ofolx A olHol} thol], Fobdd thy T2l B EokilA
%50 ha Frvt ol FAAH L on, v B2 29 HAGE Gl
E 5L ARl g 43 #do 7|28 FIL FAHE FrHHAAL Yot

T 27k ol @ FH FHHst J&EHE FAES AojAHE THA 23
< £ dojgtg AN FArte] datdx FAd] dsaHo} it o ow
Fg3tm ou|glE Wste} vpAsER 2 AojAtgo] ek Frto) glojA M2 HHE
AA AT oz YA AEE US| Wot=gele ol 4R n
AL BRI o ¥ Aot

AolAtgel did Fxe FASE 3T Jeio AL FAHE o= Ae ¢
oEA e gEths A& FE3e AE £ ¢ doiFelnh diile a7e FH
G FUoA A EAs ol Arh SAFHFAX S A GHEL BF Ao
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A48 FZHEE FAsiole stol GABS) UE %A BHE AAA} A
o AHES A &9 T SHeSelA dohsolor Bk Felst FEA B B
4% AHEe] A4S Wdslol glojobsinl Aa yARAE BE Aol

2. SR A

DA F8g7tel FHA 712 AAF B} (authentic assessment) F& of
o+x 7 7}alternative assessment)E ZHHAHL FASE /MU, 9] glod &
23 FA S0 EAoitt (Hart, 1994). 23 & S| HAAZ ol FALE & +
glom aRE] SEBRAA o gA W= =t i ARG AFHEC oA
Ao UAA EER T4 A5 FA U W A £9 FH Frle
AEHA AP e t2A ngHT FAE B ol AHFTolv HHE o
27 FA 8} QY 58 Prhe sty FHo BRPE FA ¥ dHE
Azt WastA Aod AR, 7)|Fe wigg T o|FoFh

Z8g7tE A5 Lo Aoz Yook T Fu|E E2UE FEA
ZA o] AFyel thg wrgo 2 sEsol gt gt FA ZFEe FIAES T
&2 LA H9E Fhdlokst 8Y Sgaizt 189 dgHAdA o & A
g4 7hAok stttm i 9lot (Nunan, 1988). 012§ ojujojr & of, &2 F4 o
fo 2= gEHAdA 259 S5 P4 SRE AL 47 aAH e
W3 A AMES AYEE, ada ggat ANH FREQ sl i Bt
Ao A BAB}EE £9F02A A9 FAE Folt Aotk AMEAY ojH
gso] wHHH AL 3 ¥F 2de Ao TIHE F8 EF B4
(Tedick, et al, 1998).

sS4t 24 T5YES AAVEC] AFEe A7k gEAEdA Ao s W, o
& T A8 FH), AFHQY o] G A ALY, 1E A9 Bl iy
o a2 AEHY dojtg WA £3] FolB 5 Qe FFE viHor &
o} 88 SGASAE $85 E = HFE BE ANEY Pt X3
o mAab7t AA oz PAEA He A5AHQ Ho| RoAdTh

ol REHYAANME HrHdAE ey dx)steor ot gL Bt
E 2A Y g2 E} FYEol weta o] Fojof gt TEE A Fdol
Ao Brhe S 22270 ANEY AN E FE 4 oy, 23E A S
EHA 845 gobe sdd 712§ Folotdth Hrixe gAEe] 2FHIY A
23 39 7138 AAsE o TEHo ok a4, 2229 FRES HIHE 7|37t
Zo] Ao} b AMAG WA Hok do) SEA FAY afyo] gFHRA AFHE
BE AzsEo] kst Hee Fagste S5 A 189 dojdhd e
olUg} 159 s¢HAL vdY 7138 oy Frh 1A FAFE 24
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(surnmative)o|2t7| 2ok @4 & (formative) B 7H7t At SEAEL 18 242 A
2o A #8& F3A =g AFFcl (Johnson, Johnson, and Holubec, 1993).

Ao Al zhopitod (self-reflection) & F3HA ANESY &S Brista, FRES
&2 Prrate WS 7t2R7] A 24A Ak A3 £YAA &4E AT
ol th W2 SHYEL oHA & 21 DA g £AE o|sFo2A
£ olgjg EAES YA et 2o o) AFAH]] 9AATA 8 itk FE
o] o] Edo| oujatE: FE WA IIZ 22E A% + A € i S
H 24 AFE 083 58L& Az ol FAEL HAALAA AdEY 55
o Ao gt AL L £ YA Hi volrtA 2RE FAAIE b T7HE
243 71%E §531A "¢t (Baron, 1991).

3. FYHrize

FB7te A N2E EAolt FARTE BAhs FYY7H 53A]7] 9
ato] b Yl Hrtol it ol2 2 Al BalA du FHFoF gk £ WAL
E g Eo] ol @ BrHE A o o ¥ FHE A7t itk WEHo|1 u
AEA S ool A& SEAES o) HIPRAdA 87 2R 8 4
Yol ha) BgE =2 F= Ytk £F o] FEE AT =S M g
AHNAZE & Ackes Mol disl 93U = dot. webs SGeAedA £3%8
7hol T o] 2H AL T3 ARH E A& AN wAE EF FAE
A 259 £8& o%A wgstn PristeAol et a1 FRES ke Y
HE A3 Qulist A xaop g

TG FYRE ARy A 9 WESE 83 A Folof I wd
S Eo] AASA 189 Aol date] BgE o] ZlEnd 282 o
Aol AANHE §Ho Feiof Pt EF FNEL FEE AP AT A=RE A
Fahe doll A} HoHg #9717} Hojok &), g LA, FYES TR J|ES
AeA A S o G4 o dE FAF =8HE ALY 7Hedol ®
o Aol

ol & ol foll A Feirtel B8 FHAH o2 At Aol T AAES
olgi g Hrlol A& A Algkol Hoste ehgats BY of¥A 128 JIIRFH ¥
g o o9 AR oz 128 Bt AT & US7t thE ol o] At
o] Basjt} ol Hrh g7} FFwAeA ofF YA B o AFH H
hd s 3 ALEE = gich oA dihd Whia HFA Wyl ¥ohE At
o Ao 2N FALER ST thdd HZHE e daE 4A wug + 3l
A HFH A Hrht A5H By F oj= shttel AT E & e
Adojsdol] B Bk FHHQA offol =2 F& 7] dRoloh A Fo] HY
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H7hyel JKES 3 7] Astq] wAke PSS FYL Hrshe doll HHEY
ARBE AEToZ AFF ol & Fojtt. o] AL FYEZ 3efF ANEAA AH-S
E REdg 23 aRd IKHARE § & 7 o AES 2iele 24 @7hx 9
ENA 2L AN Fmvhe g Feel AAE F AH8Et 1@ A5 o
&3 & F A&EHE 85 ol d& =g HAHer 2 Qi dv &
Aol A AHREY HHEE H7to) AHgEHE Rl SR 188 & A&
o) g Brhsta T8 shgd JA=we 7] AFE Aotk

ety Hrhe Ao e ALY AAE FI TH FL FHAN=
E nctsolzit). a2y AT WAL R0 A 2R E0] AHEHAE o de
Fule A olgo] Fasi,

4. 881 o9

Brrel g 29 Azkg whre AL 2 et A ass dYso 44
3 st W g wbrE RAolti(Hart, 1994). 1AL oint: titd H7tE +3¥
224 4& F Ue 7 F #de] & Aojot. A Hrhe wARS FAES Ao
AHgel BF TR 2HE o FAEL FHEFAA ALEY Ao Boe
ol2 Fog ¥ & JYEAE RAFEE 1¢d 85 AFHY F9a7t g0 @A}
£ o8 @ Hrte] HAaYsol FAE0] FAT FHOE JALRTE B2 A E
o} Hrlo] 23HE )T EF e Ul AFYE E80] & wAA € Rolnh

Baron(1991)& B2 &5 0] £YFHY ke FAE] AbRlY & 7HHeR
A AF-E Y3t ol AZTH JIeES TN oA F AEF e FF
o $FEL W% YA Rt AHHAY oL £ FAEC] FA YA
Bol M FLAA 2 U} vk FFdAe] JALTE MitE dojdhy wAd B
ol iy st Barond EW AN FHH7E HAS AAAH wn £
st THA] AbololE Apol7t A9 Qlttx W nEAEC] AAH LR F43] Fojun
Qe FAGL AF ek )AL $EE AP FHH FYFo] FAde B2
AALFEEEC] olF EWS FHY HrlAdezA AHE F JEE dviste R
ot

m. Ciest @ote=Tel 8
HAES AHE A FuAzte) Gaolch FAEL 549 71F, 54, 9%

So] EASHEAY] H7E UEhlt Rolaid APEE YW /1FL gz ¥ 5
Hol Ag 2AFEES AT S0l 39 Al ekl et 3 g &
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AEE FAE FY87] Aol AAEY AFES AHEo] AAIHofop Frt. WAk
& ST AYE et EBL 7HEEE SHA T 2 7|Foly GEH
A¢te SAEY BE AE AN Folof gt HYEL vl A H, BT F
L AHeY 59 2d FAS] AAErE & =0l € Rojnh

1. A HE(Check Lists)

HAEE B8 e Gkt el ARG FAs) 98 90 P4 E A
S o AL ETH B¢ AREE oW FAlol sl AHE AZEL el 3R
tA8 2AsE U ASEL Ohee] AAEE B0 HAE HFH e SYstE
4 Ba® 12 FEAASAE 2AGE 9 449 & e 45 PPEE AR
$5g 5¢ Lol B WS 9 Relwk

1
AR FFUEE AT HAE
1 # FEoR
BHRARN g 7153, dol, 4, A%F) Yes/No

SRR B 2

AR GRAN BE AY 2 =4
AR A asel ARy
wye Fol AW FUze A
3golae) st

FEE A9 %)

o] #AlE BT &T;ol| AF F vFUAY AEFE 3 T AR
A2 BHIAEE § Rolch BFAAM 7 FAEL AYNIAEY 4E, Yol 24
A, g A $uAE bt & 24, AF E3eke] dAME, JEFOA 2R A
Fr2e A Fol Bale o 37t ol eE] APt £ Uy 4uE HI
AAY 7IsiA BHA FEE FET AFE A A & RE FEAH o] A4
®E ©A 50 259 #AA SN FAgle] 5 FES TR AR
S AAT B Y] Fg A E vk v FARE F2 A £ da
& 8FSS Y1 YuA B WAy AT ot AP EE BEX AHE] 4
So] st WYs] 23E o]FolN THEEY Hrlel ¢ &St ¥ MR
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€ 0] 549 JAE TP oM BiHA F9 e FAFY 5 Qe
A7 JAEE AHE 4 ok

2. ™ HF (Rubrics)

AARste 92 AdEe 549 HAd dF 49| Ag Frlete ARE AT
o AdEE AT 2 93 FPR7M) BE Ax gEd BE BH S Bolgoh AH
#E TFEAY EARAY G S0 ofH F7H9 Aol 2 AbHE &
A A 2EA o2 AMS-Erh A EE A A F(holistic), €4 % (analytic), Z£3 7]
A(primary trait), 533 7]2 (multitrait) 52 Y] 712 A2 o8 JE Kl 7|23
o AzgEn oL U FHAY 2] HIE A MNEE REolh AL e
EE AYEE G2& 08 JEES VY] AF AU AEHE @0 (Hart,
1994).

D A4 Adx

AR AA Y JHRE dAFH R 274 379 28 Ao YE A Al
of AHgTh AAH AMRY A4 74 Hee FATHol e AvHd A&
g & @ 7HA S8 A7t @ 7HA] Sy d3En. AAH HHREAA Y
BEHL Y] o= F ) Z Ratn deAd Hrke Zaia e Ao #F AF
o|t} (White, 1985). AAA AAEE Al 48 WA= 689 F5 HHE 72 o
o APEE 7] FE5HS ey A4 Roln.

X2
2719718 918 43 Fx(Cohen. 1994; Shohamy, 1985)

Excellence-Communicative; reflects awareness of sociolinguistic aspects; well-
4  organized and coherent; contains a range of grammatical structures with minor errors

that do not impede comprehension; good vocabulary range.

Good-Comprehensible; little awareness of sociolinguistic aspects; adequate
3  organization and coherence; adequate use of grammatical structures with some major

errors that do not impede comprehension; limited vocabulary range.

Fair-Somewhat comprehensible; little awareness of sociolinguistic aspects; some
problems with organization and coherence; reflects basic use of grammatical
structures with very limited range and major errors that at times impede
comprehension; basic vocabulary used.

Poor-Barely comprehensible, no awareness of sociolinguistic aspects; lacks

1 organization and coherence; basic use of grammatical structures with many minor
and major errors that often impede comprehension; basic to poor vocabulary range.
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2 £499 AL

EAH e Axe A2 o oy alde] #3E gEdt FeE 492
2 Ul ok 479 49L& EEEH AP AAH H5E 2As] A
7t 4o A7t Fatgch 2700 doiM g £33 RG] A% WUY FHELS
ol g A, old, B, 71T 58 XYk o3 AE tde 49 e HE
Aol A 3t e o Aol 7 Yol A2 thE H47h HEEoR Yrig Aol oA
S FAR 3o F ofd AL gE A 2o f F837 dRojx e AL 7HedtA &
o} g BY, Wgggol 3048 v e 9952 104 F& 1584 i & A
t} ESL HololA 713 & oaid 243 Y4 EE Hughey et al.(1983)914 /g
Rolth. o] AHEE 570 FH(HE, 74, o8, AIALE, V)22 FHH e
2719718 9% AAFolt} t}&el EE Hughey et al(1983)2 Klee, Tedick, &
Cohen(199%5)e] 3§ A o|t].

#*3
¥4 A
Content-30 Total Points Possible
RScore; Criteria Comments

Excellent to very Good
-address all aspects of the prompt
4  30-27 -provides good support for and development of all ideas with
range of detail
-substantive

Good to average
-prompt adequately addressed
3 26-22 -ideas not fully developed or supported with detail, though
main ideas are clear
-less substance

Fair
~lacks good organization (no evidence of introduction and
conclusion)
2 21-17 -ideas may be disconnected, confused
-lacks coherence
-wordy and repetitive
~lacks consistent use of cohesive elements

Poor

-doesn’t adequately address prompt

-little to no support or development of ideas
-non-substantive

1 16-13
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Organization-20 Total Points Possible

Score Range

Criteria Comments

4 20-18

Excellent to very Good

-well-framed and organized with clear introduction and
conclusion)

-coherent

-goncise

~cohesive(excellent use of connective words)

3 17-14

Good to average

—adequate, but loose organization with introduction and
conclusion

-Somewhat coherent

-more wordy rather than concise

-somewhat cohesive(good use of connective words)

2 13-10

Fair

-lacks good organization(no evidence of introduction and
conclusion)

-ideas may be disconnected, confused

~lacks coherence

-wordy and repetitive

-lacks consistent use of cohesive elements

Poor

-confusing, disconnected organization

~lacks coherence so much so that writing is difficult to follow
~lacks of cohesion

Language Use/Grammar/Morphology-25 Total Points Possible

Score Range

Criteria Comments

Excellent to very Good

—great variety of grammatical forms

-complex sentence structure

-English-like construction

-good agreement of (subj/verb; number/gender)

-Very few errors overall with none that obscure meaning

3 21-18

Good to average

-some variety of grammatical forms

-attempts at complex sentence structure

-little evidence of English-like construction
-occasional errors with agreement

-some minor errors that don't obscure meaning

2 17-11

Fair

-less varlety of grammatical forms

~-simplistic sentence structure

~evidence of Korean-like construction

-consistence errors but few of which may obscure meaning

1 10-5

Poor

-very little variety of grammatical forms

~simplistic sentence structure that contains continuing errors
especially with basic aspects such as agreement

-evidence of translation from Korean

~frequent and consistent errors that may obscure meaning




TEE FAY g R¥Yl &L AT FhIt A7

Vocabulary/Word Usage- 20 Total Points Possible

187

Score

Range

Criteria

Comments

4 20-18

Excellent to very Good

-complicate academic range

-extensive variety of words

-effective and appropriate word/idiom choice and usage

3 17-14

Good to average

-good but not extensive, range or variety
-occasional errors of word/idiom choice or usage but
few that obscure meaning

2 13-10

Fair
-limited and non-academic range

that may obscure meaning
-some evidence of inappropriate register

-more consistent errors with word/idiom choice or usage

Poor
-very limited range of words

usage
-meaning frequently obscured

~consistent and frequent errors with word/idiom choice or

Mechanics-5 total Points Possible

Score
Range

Criteria

Comments

Excellent to very good

~demonstrate mastery of conventions

~few errors in spelling, punctuation, capitalization, and use of
accents

Good to average
~occasional errors in spelling, punctuation, capitalization, and
use of accents, but meaning is not obscure

Fair
~frequent errors in spelling, punctuation, capitalization, and
the use of accents that at times confuses or obscure meaning

Poor

~no mastery of conventions

~dominated by errors in spelling, punctuation, capitalization,
and use of accents
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ol A EoNME A A M2 the 4Gl N2 & 71EA7L FoIA gtk oA
9 AT AMY A B AP E¥ol 71 Boks W48 o 242§ Ao
Y. of® 549 71E2 o FAE AA7ke AA B, 9] £54 ne} i
g Aotk td] AMEE 718 Hrtshy] da) A4E £ A B AR
dolch. ol YRS HxE EX9 Jgol U@ ZzE AT 21FA Y4 =
ot

rlo

x4
37 £A & 9% #44 Jx
Grammar & Language Use

4 Excellent-Strong command of grammatical structure and some evidence of difficult,
complex patterns and idioms. Makes infrequent errors do not impede comprehension.

3 Good-Good command of grammatical structures but with imperfect control of some
patterns. Less evidence of complex patterns and idioms. Limited number of errors that are
not serious and do not impede comprehension.

2 Fair-Fair control of basic patterns. Speaker always conveys meaning in simple sentences;
Some important grammatical patterns are uncontrolled and errors impede comprehension.

1 Poor-Any accuracy is limited to set or memorized expressions; limited control of even
basic patters. Frequent errors impede comprehension.

Pronunciation

4 Excellent - No consistent mispronunciation; -good pronunciation with good intonation and
juncture

3 Good -Some deviations in pronunciation with little serious phonemic errors
-Non-native accent evident with occasional mispronunciations that do not interfere with
understanding.

2 Fair -Identifiable deviations in pronunciation with some phonemic errors -Non-native
accent requires careful listening and mispronunciations lead to occasional misunderstanding

1 Poor -Frequent pronunciation errors with a heavy non-native accent
-many phonemic errors that make understanding difficult

Fluency

4 Excellent -Speech is effortless and smooth with speed that approaches that of a native
speaker

3 Good-Speech is mostly smooth but with some hesitation and unevenness caused
primarily by rephrasing and groping for words.

2 Fair-Speech is slow and often hesitant and jerky. Sentences are left uncompleted, but
speaker is able to continue.

1 Poor-Speech is very slow and exceedingly hesitant, stumbling except for short

or memorized expressions. Speaker is not able to continue.
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Vocabulary

4 Excellent-Very good range of vocabulary with evidence of sophistication and native-like
expression. Strong command of idiomatic expressions.

3 Good-Good range of vocabulary with limited evidence of sophistication. Some expressions
distinctly nonnative-like but always comprehensible. Limited evidence of idiomatic
expressions.

2 Fair-Adequate range of vocabulary with no evidence of sophistication. Some distinctly
nonnative expressions or errors in word choice may impede comprehension.

1 Poor-Limited range of vocabulary. Lack of repertoire and frequent errors in word choice
often impede comprehension.

BN AREE B8 49 Aolrgel TP PHE F AU A B8 3
BE ATH E + £ Aok 2 248 AWE 7P 2 vlBe $RE0] AA
WeA HHd 9as glom AL REel gro AX gkt Rold e waw
S4Ee) 2700 Bao] £ael OhE Rel o 228 AFE 20 B BAE
AA AA Sl HE FE YHE AN 74 e vhe Aol ATHoz nad
FE itk Aotk

3) <8 71d AR

ZEH 7]1d YL g AHEL F2 7S U§ ABY SYPqRE & 3
A2 FaA B7} FHLloyd -Jones, 1977). 28% 712 & mAld] o5 FAHY 75
o whgbA 2ehd 4 glth A ol E HIELe § A FAdA & A Fo
Fgolut 2t Ui #Y5EE B3 Y8 7iFE F3 Y 4E 8, A4
Eo] SuAEALY HARNA AEs= gy 2& 252 a3HAYT 84 ol
AH8d 2EA 7d fHEE B8 e Aol " Aot

35
o83 713 AR

3-Develops a persuasive argument that is well developed and supported

2-Present a somewhat persuasive argument but without consistent development and support

1-Attempts to persuade but does not provide sufficient support.

0-Fails to persuade the audience
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£ 714 AR R BIE2 delF doleus) 8 A B 2aE

ool ek elste £ w7l 7l B U8 AYsE o o
B2 418 HHolVIE st B8 @A} Aolsdel SloH SR @ Be Pxat
7 4% 9 98 aes

4) E¢3 712 MR

Aoiahe) HrtolM BEA 714 HEL 28F 71 AR F FAstAR &
#7129 FANE F2IH] BRoke o 71A) ZHd dE $YL BIHES ol
Atk B 7HA the AE FEel g Aojzke HAN £44 AHES FAHA
B2y 713 AFEE AEE TS Aoy 71de] Edolge HolA g2
ok @A AU E g2 2R PR e s de 7o Boh AFHA 99
(cl; &, 74, 89 § A9) 2 vhrol Ale vhd 53 71d AN E Aol

BEA = AHSHE FHAle] £l ““‘r PP YEE2 vigdE g9 E0l

dg W ARAX T3] FAA HPEL PAEC] SHIE AE LE2EF
’\P‘ of the 7hsd AAE AP FEE Aty 3= of7]A Y Ao SHE
BALS] An e Fdo]  Aolth th el o ol g AAdM e HrtE AT AH
ol

_\1 nllo ujnt

X6
234 714 ARE
Quality of description Fluency Language control
High level of accuracy in Smooth and fluid speech/few Excellent control of language
4 description/high degree of detail hesitations features/well chosen vocabulary/
included in description accuracy and variety of

grammatical structures

Good accuracy in description, Speech is relatively smooth but is Good language control/ good range

though some detail might be characterized by some hesitation. of relatively well chosen

lacking vocabulary/ some errors in
grammatical structures.

Description lacks some accuracy Speech is frequently hesitant and Adequate language

and some critical details are jerky with some sentences left control/vocabulary range is
missing that make it difficult for uncompleted. lacking/ frequent grammatical
the listener to complete the task. errors

Description is so lacking that the Speech is slow and exceedingly Weak language control/ basic
listener cannot complete the task. hesitant and strained except for vocabulary choice with some words
1 short or memorized phrases. clearly lacking/ frequent
grammatical errors even in simple
structures.
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o] AMEE $4 124 W2z Ho o FHES 7 FFelA 1-484] K
AN FRo| mdsti gk A9} Hxof wido] ofutk o] A A Y E 7
Aol & Aolth FAlel ol2g wjge] ol HHEE T2 HAA A A =E HEAT
E AL ErbssiA dch ge 2 vid g 3AVL AL E dnit A2 AHE
7k R sojof & Roloh

3. MEE| ME B2

ofd Azt MRS ofF Felo] 27 ¢y] AAE st wHHe 2 AHeE
F A=E Adn soigts 2 A EE] A uFFid F P E ¢l
shE ol Fo7 dolth dojstey A g Hejo] AAE0] AHEHR] 2
A% R NG FARNE YA AL HE ARG AT B ohFsof @ A
AEE FAH oz AHgHbe Rol FRIAAT ol 2 WAL S0l EH
a2 Aol dgatn HAHAFE LA g ARRE s FE, HAF
02 ASZ S AHgste Hol At

AA 2 Grie @Al A F#E) Solgte F2 AYEE vutHE ¥ wE
7 Ado] Wasich Z7lole ov] ARE AEE FA A nFFHA F=F
AHgsta g3} zpAe RE ARshs Aol Yotk A A Ay P
o] Bo] AUt HEH ¥ Hrtehke el FYBet oo Fukd= AHEY
AHE-E ¢A =9 & Ol2 £33 gde] Bol ATt o Fae A HF
Aol oM Azlze}l dAE GEE Aol Bg a7k IR HHAA Y =
A9 Azlzg A A8 g 22 Pye 9 5= Qo

FIAE RS & £, @ AP 448 dAl Ho Fu R I F oA A
& ThE Folo} HojFrh 2L &S AU ¥ HEcld U F Ao AHE
#}E vasich g d@de] S dojWrkd AHEE AL FWRAA T4
s 2ok ol AL Hde st ez Koy F3d el 7F 74
Y9 Bl QoiME e wyez Azss dade I £+ AUk =@
H2Ze ZAE APE € o dade dol=aH AR 9%E 713 T AL
o2 @AYol dAY 5o AALE X2 A& A= Fodh oY HHEE
AR 239 B g Bol B4E FALE GS ol @ I 1532 AAHAN
AR AAEE o wobd Hojoh

V. X780t S=Ht

E5Y dojREaE

tlo

3 QA9na Be x5 TaARY

rlo

Qof sty
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(Carrell, 1989. Devine, 1993. O'Malley & Chamot, 1990. Schmidt & Frota, 1986.) 1&
< GFARA A ThE dojstFAES g ST g4 &
AT AAE T = ok A2 TgFAENAE FHH o AR HAE
o] BFE 7137t FolAof g} HAls e AZkg AAo] "asdty sidE f
st g A7 R AT SgAEdA N2 §7E F3 BYo] g Ey
Bl HEE Aol A AlFste] Mz REA RS 3 FAEY s18 FHATE
& 7HA] HE S ANET] TEREY dojF gl dig Frio] A 718 & AT
Aolt},

1. A7) "ot

FAS 2 stdF A o] 3t 222 ZAHHREE Fo2H AL 5 UE
e ojAolo] 59| A 190l UMY ERFSl B Aol Bol AASK%
th(Brown, 1988. Glazer, 1992. Graves, 1983. Routman, 1991). 28j4 A& 1%
A9 Shg FFAY ZAAEHE AE A Yed FAYES 2228 Yristn
HAIBHE M2 A i glof ok A71H 7ol gloiA] Wt FAEo] 222 AL
& Ajzbe] R3] Folxx] oW BFEE B gk

Blanche & Merino(1989)& 27| 37t9] £4-& AW 163 Ay dig &5
oA A7|H71e) B1FEE AFY F e LAS) et g7yt o] Ao 23}
A 27] g7t d$ Bl Rl RAIEE o) fE AN A ERo A HAE wu
o ALEE e FAHeln A&HY 7iFo] REFHL FAEANA 2FHE A7
B7HE ARA P of FHeAlo tht shgAt FHo] R golgtn FAI

SAENA A7) Br AL slaxe Re SedgEs staAe Ay FAE,
olgl gt gl 2o thdt AMT AHL O'Malley & Chamot(1990)2] SxHeke] g
Mol 7 Ao ok A7t EFEL FA o] FRE FAl, T oF], sy
5%, ANEY AutH) A3 kYol B oA Foll B 2AT o HILE DHA
7led A28 $ Ut

Blanch & Merino(1989)= ¢ yolz} 5o a47] H7E FEY 238 WolA
NG Holt mALe Bk, FEYAT 2L thE 7|EMY A T BjugeRH
BEGES FHYE 4 Yok AA R o) e AHE FAE) ANEY TFEg Q)
A EE 2R te HoM AFE Ao] He| =g 2R TAl A FAE SEH
At gk Atael] g3 ARE AFs 28 ope T8 wAb A e
23 A ke @3 H=we AT F + AUk

A71B7He & FAER g gFdt 715 gt Sold oA AEE
e BAE R st AHSE ok SAES e AR E AHB 7%
&of 2P golu FEEY dolsdE Frig oA Hriy YR EE BZY F U
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2. SREI}

GA5o] A S S0 tig A 54& HAGse @ /A BiL $8Y
B Yooz shesitt 2eu ol @ WSl 8ol HE FEM HAA
gl FEY £ Foe o] FAAA g £ old7t slojor &
o d& 59, gE0) TR odAolE gAY LEE & 1 2189 27 Y
A8, Wg, T4, L 7|e OE o REE F o= & XA FFok st
olt}, WA WA SAEA 7S FES v|E] Ags) Fojof @k WU FAE
o] 252 clAlolel bt A2 edg AFREE aTFHRY, T5°] B3}
£ Ao dg P3¢ olsit FABA Ve 4E FEL BAFD 5] 74
< Yrislol & RAAXNE AASA sz, HtE FAES & OF FHE WES
Fa9 ool g4g A oFA B8 HuENE ATY AAANE AAAES
fjof #ri.

AT EF AAEY PrHE o8BS HHEY HHEES ASTFCEN o5&
AL F Utk olE AHEEL FAL A FE Fojok dt S Ee] It FHS 2
g GPE 2227} o] AL AL & Utk oFU TR 2718 Hriste A
o5 PSS FHY PFLEY 4T ZL2 EE T8 W = Uk 971N
SFAE AL HrHg At g A3E B o] FEG T8 AU
U} AHEE AHEEE AL SAE] Bk 3 248 REed =80 A0 F
g9/t g0 A4dteld R4 SE@gol LA oor drt. FAS L A
2 FQstn AMAQ v g AFsed AAFE =712 AT £ e 4717t
x5 ojoF .

V.2 8

ol gl A Pt et w¥Po] Zio] AN THE AP Foja g AHE 9
3 228 FHso| @ o2} AAo) ddte =] Rt ol E vt WAE
o] WiEA] BE FYUYFE o3 A ZAHo|u ¢z dd AR AHEE ol
48 9re Fgsor doke AL gujaAE gt 294 dEE TAU S 2
Zojl Al mANA Y AL FYTES AFHT B A =] HAE Rolnh
Al olaldt mele 71Ee] HrtolA F2 0| R AAY gl Byt e
oA LS 223 F BT S49 HrhAd tib Wl did olsizt i
A A Adsolol gdhe e ZxEy] Aol

0$7) $89 e 224%F shid Ate) 254 g @abse] Y ZE vH¥
To| 22 39 £8S Hrtsjol Frin etk EA3 2 B715 Wil d
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kol gick A4 5-699] FASTE 72U TE TAMER o HIPE4AY &
248 2 A4E Aolth oA T 2 WYL L8y TFFHHILY] AReN K&

Fa8g Roj7] Wgolch EAle ZAE ANA ftn AHHA B Gyl A
Agate Aolth

HEHE S Mgt fYE 212 22F H2Hol dojoll g A4 7= 2
& dojargal tig H7tE AFE HAojojor 3k

dof TREE 5T HHoly IAAA 2uE AZkoje] Aot @A 29
g wHay A e 715 A THE FE oS YA F33he A9 37
deop Zdo] AAZE o) dAEA A & g Ak FAlY §HE 1
#atn sewo] 1 B RIHEAE Fasteol ¥t F WALE] AFHAFY
A FE F7HE v APH e FYH A, ofF, &E T 242 FoIA
T FEE A% FAFYE WY dE Fo FAAHY o] a7EH HAE
g AL | wAte wHEES neordt. BREL ATHA THE THY
JAE 25 FPF2 o) WrPPEE T3] HH3) 4 T2 HrHd 9avt
Ak

e

AN, AE™E, FAE2000). A7 R&HAY] g 2F5Fof FAE Y R =7
e, Yol Z5.55(2). 243-219

WEZ(199). +HF 7 JFE g8 ﬂ-=r*'57} HEyor &GP 7HA.

Wz olAg, AAN19W). FHF Y o]Er YA I uKIAAH 7.
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