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Abstract

This paper reports on how Assessment for Learning (AFL) was implemented in a high school
writing class in Japan where examination-oriented Assessment of Learning (AOL) is common. First, a
checklist for 200-word essays was developed to help students notice and edit their errors. The results
of the two tests and the questionnaire show that the checklist was beneficial for students to develop
their summarizing and paraphrasing skills and to become aware of the academic writing style which
requires clarity and conciseness. Second, students were asked to edit and revise their 500 to 700-word
essays through five kinds of feedback: self-assessment, peer assessment, teacher commentary, implicit
teacher feedback and explicit teacher feedback. The questionnaire reveals that students did not think
they benefited from self-assessment nor peer assessment. It was found that students heavily depend on
teacher feedback, which inhibits them from noticing their errors and correcting them on their own. The

difficulties writing teachers face in the AOL context also discussed.
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TAT 47 OREIMD ) BEIOLEL E LT, KK (2012) X [z & 2 EENEN
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v R BEN L EEOEBREEDBR L L TR D& EEERLTVD, &bz, %<
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ERDTAT 4 7 OREIBITDHEMOEENTEFOEIZ AV ML, AFEHT T
— (global errors) <CHATAI=F— (local errors) (Burt, 1975) &\ oz NERLIIED
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B< (p.175)] OB LW EFRRITTND, HOERIZED L, RS —3FEED
FELANAPBEPNIEELZ T bOTHY, BT T —%TETHZ LIL, AFDE
RELVEBZTHWDEOT, ROKIHMMARVITEL TS, RPN EFRT D,
oL, BHOHERIIRZEEZFNRIILTWT, BRAEZMBIZLELOTIERY, Fi-
EFPEBNZEUMBLLDOETT 4 — Ry 7 2B X I WHEILW2WZ5 5, BN
D roTHL ) L) FREIBEROBRP TIHEEN TR, LrL, F4T7 47D
BECIXERIIZTETH D Z LIXMEV RV, HEIMGERY Z2HEMEIEELTIND
DxEFL, ARITENE R T, BHEICESE S, BEREEIIR > THRND,
HEEDOZ T HWRFE T L, AEDEBNICESOERIIAIMEL. BATHRYIIR
SWTEETAZENTEDLLHIIIRDITIE, BEIXEART A — KXy 720D ED
EITHEZBREEALI D,

1.2 747 4 ¥ 72T 5 Assessment for Learning

Assessment for Learning (AFL) & {Z “the process of seeking and interpreting evidence
for use by learners and their teachers to decide where the learners are in their learning,
where they need to go and how best to get there” (Assessment Reform Group, 2002, p. 2)
TH D, ZHIIRBRCRIED 72 I BT A3 £ 7€ % FFAfi 9~ % Assessment of Learning (AOL)
L RS, AFL TIXAERDBAERBHZFTMT 5, AOL IXHEMIZ X 5 #FERIFHE TH 5723,
AFL Tit, AP B MO 7ML > T, BN TEEBEE TITMBR 0 722
W, EDTHITZER TE 02 ER LR OFET 5, AFL [ZEBITHHENOKRENT, &
EVREETETWR2NRGOH2 LT, IWESbERL T, BEE TN TE 200
AL, FBELLEEFEICEDE D, Lee (2017) 1 AFL Thd KU DL, HEHOKIE
RORFE Tl 72 <. EERBIRFECH D L EEL TS, T4 T 4 U ZIZBWT, AN ERE
WZE5 2 BB T 4 — KNy 71220 Williams  (2005) 1% Effective feedback is
focused, stimulates thinking, consists of comments only, refers explicitly to success
criteria, and provides concrete guidance on how to improve (rather than giving complete
solutions). T7cbh, BRMLRBEIDO 7 4 — Ky 7 Lid, EEDE KIUISHEDRDY
WZDOWT, BEINETORY # EENIEET 5O TIERL —2OEFHEICRE L T,
e N EEXRNL, ARERBE TEETEZLXOCTHE0WHZETHAI D, £
7=, Lee (2017) (ZX % & . feedback & feed up, feedback, & L T feedforward &9 3
D ND EFHHALTND, £7. feed up THEHBEIBERICTAT 47O [BIZEBEE)
% BARHIIZTRY, Feedback (3#ifi2S feed up T/RUZEIFEREBIZNF L TEDL BWTET
WAENERL, EFHIZBDDOITAT 4 IR EDE I REATHMIN, EDLIIZLT
EETRENEHEMT S, K%EIZ, feedforward Tid, ZKERIZ X 2 FRHIEHESS Y 7 2 A —
MIEDETEHEZ®L T, £EDS FEEZKRIVERS) Z&THDEHALTND,
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B, FHE BRL VST UTOEFLOa Yy 7% A hTid, AFL 28 A4 5 Z LI3ES T
1272\ (Lee & Coniam, 2013), BAOEK TIX, HENIIEFEDREY 24 L. 5TETHD
» @) THhY, AFEOBECITHMECE 7FHEES LV EERIN TRV OREIRTH
D, —F. AFL TIRAERDETHEOICVI-WERBIBIHBEREL RS, THIZE
ETEDLIZ. —AVLEVDARFIS LT, BEHRFIESCRA NS T V—%2HEMiL = A
YETT7 4= RNy L, AFEOETIIR L TEERLRR Y OFTEIITOR,

AFL 75384 2 THERIC L 2 ERAIGHE. €0 B i, ©7 ) 25, £fFDT A
T AT AXRNDELIZEDR GO, KB TIIEENHYTIEK 3 FEDIAT 1~
TOBREERBN LB LENERIELZ,

2. FAT 4 7 ORERE L HIEEER

EBRICBITD AT 4 v 7 OKRKIEGZERZIIMh), BITOBRKRD AT 4 v THBEIC
LoE, BRICBITDZFAT 4V TOBEMTEEXDL I RV T VALV TRZRL,
R TITHEMTHEHPOEREZREBMNIZELZLETHD ([, 2017),

—F. FEBREEE (K 30 FE4AR) O GHE - REI CTRERONZTITF3754
TAVITEBATZTHT I v I RAXAVEBRE LTS, TOMERIILLTO®EY THD,

FREZBARDWIEXD L ) RLETIE, IVHRBHDOH L XEICT H72DIT,

HBEIIE, FEXOBEPLBRHLRVE IR EMTHI LR EXEETLZ
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DEVRIXOERETHD, SIHOAEFRELDOSVBRZANTEEXHCRD L 2B
LTWD, BRNORENDERIIEERDTAITIVIIFIAT 4V TOEBEZE>HZT
WS DDBREL o TV 3B,

3. TEAP #f{f > -2 ¥ D58 L F1f
3.1 #H#rL LToH TEAP

MPHEETLERIFEEDTAT 4 VI REOEFEKITI27 T A B34 Thol, HED
H#ZiX To become a better reviser and editor of one’s writing TH 5, 2F V. HHDE
TeRXE L VRO DIZT DI, BRXEBEXDNEHIIOTHI L2 BIEL LT
TR D AEEIIEM CRBERN LRI ATREICES ZLIETERVWI L 2A1RE LT
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EHIIETHILERZBETLOTH D, AEIIIRVIORET [SUECEEDORD IZEMN
DNWT, B TEETESL512725) L) BEXHA LK,

TAT 4 v T OREOCHEMIZ TEAP (AAKFBEREHS) ORELZSEIZL THEDN
TEAP OREZERL L TV 5,

TEAP | X - T3 « EBEDIEMZREV £\ o 72 accuracy, P b 7-FFRINIZES
Lot fluency EOLBENRTE . TATIVITAT 4 VT IZHERT —ZDOFHAD
fth. B, SVBRIOEENRTE S,

TEAP X TEAP A & TEAP B (Z4hivTvb, TEAP A (70-word summary) |Z
280 FEDFRBEL % 70 FEATRICENT D, FrERMIL 15203 Th D, ZORBEIZIZLLTD
AXNVBVETHD,

1. BEXDOT—~&2RL, F—UV—FKE2ROT5AF
2. *FTHEZEROT. BROFETENLEZD, VATV TH5ZXFL

—J%. TEAP B (200-word essay) [ZfIEERE TS/ 7 72 HFETHRAL, 2 D208
ROEEDLEPNTETFA MDD 4 DOFPREKEEL, BHODOHEEBETS WX THHA
L., BBICZOMIFEDOHI> L, HOOBERL LT, FOMERERELEVWEERI M ZL
TZOHBEEZEL, 2T 200 ERHRD 437777 TEED, FrERMIZ35 HThb.
CORMEE 7 VT TEDIIHLERAXFNVEE OH D,

1. VI RTEFEZHAIRY ., B - BOWEEZREFETRIAT L AF/L

2. 22007 FANDOHENLENENIFEREKE 2 0T OHAMDAF I T AF /N

3. MBIRREZBEDOSETENHL, SV HIDHAX L

4. 7 Z 7D RIREE IR % DT FRRRE R L CELSRIC, BT 4 22
— AV —H—EERDAF)

5. mEDNT T T T TEDRERPER AN EEE, TOEBEHATE LA

3.2 TEAP %ffi- /-3

EOIDBRETIIMEEZ 7 T ALB THA, NETEMITTHL, FEPIZ 200-word
essay X° 70-word summary %/ — MIENETZ, FI77RREZEFETEIFHAT S, 4
DDONRTTZTDIL, EDNRTTIT7ILMeEE, EI0RF 508 L, LER
Eh bl onT, ZEANT, BMETRVEAR, E LWVWHIHE L I, HEITRERIC.
AED ) — N EED, R — (global error) & EFTAI=F — (local error) OWEF
E7A4—FRNy 7 L, ROBRETEFEIORLT, AREF 7 — KNy 7 2R TEXET L
WIORNEBRVIR LT, #HED T 4 — KNy 71T explicit 2F VAR H O L implicit
DF VISR S DD 2 E > TW5 (Ellis, Loewen & Erlam, 2006; H4H, 2015), H
FOTT—IZRNONTEH, BHTITETERWEAS S L #EHIHIW L7ZBEIX, explicit
feedback Z{f\, AFEB&H TETIETZ 5 & ¥ L7235E 1, implicit feedback # 5 2 % X
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DLz, FTo, HEONDF AL, FATHR 7 4 — My 70 B2, UEREE
DEEWH OFEA SN X 7=,

ERERDBENDT7 4 — NNy 7 &2BEBIZ LT, EXETEWHIEEZ2ER L, £#MVH
ANESRIDEYIZRBZDONT, RENZFRICFEY 2 L0 L 5o TUELWE WO FE
WEIAD T, AFEOBERVIZITETIIR L TRV TEELE, £, £fFEO0TT7—%
ROFTRETHEM LI, BETIE, Z2OMUIC, TFAMDOT—<vRF—T—FORDF
7. BROKFIE, N7 7L —RADOFEOHE 21To1-,

TEAP 3FFEHIROF TELS Z L 2ERT S, TEAP OB 2kiTHZ LIk -T, &
X% #E[< fluency (Casanave, 2004) #EmHDH I ENTEX D LEZTWS, K¥IX TEAP
B @ 200-word essay #5ERT D DIZ 1 BEfIZ EXEE L1223, RIBRITERL T 2 BIig¥
FERTRERORMTTE AL I 1T o7z,

3.3 TEAP B DOilf

AARZEREH ST TEAP OFMAE AT L TR, ZD7-8, TEAP ILET 58 EE
ZUV ONEET 5 L SEOHFITH —EnTWiRvy, 207, TEAP B @ 200-word
essay {[ZBAL Tid, FRMBE OFHmEELER L7z, THIEEL L EDF v 7Y X b
(Appendix 1) T, A TEIIEMEZRENERLELDTHD, ZOF=y 7 AL
o T AT TEAP BICEV A HEL TN E > TREZHTAMHBTETNT,
AR TE TRV, TETWRWERIZEI THIEOWONEZAKIZT S Z LB TE 5,
IDTAT 4 T ORENKRDLDFEFERIZ, AERICETZADT r— 2L TFzv 7Y
A2 NOEIMEERST, &£ 53 L. 36 A DOEIZENRH T, TORRE. EFEOKRYE
(89%) B Fxv 7 URNMIRIZIZ-T-EEZT-, (Appendix 2), 7LV ETTZ7 4 X 2T &
r— MROEBROBEHRERTWD L, FOETAMAL D, EORBTHAIX MR L V-
BT NHD BB DN, WEDTAT 47 TE, IR TEXIUIMEIZRDD
D ERTERPoTBMABRNE VST HliEhEY BiIZ LRV, TEAP BOFx v
ZYVAME o LEEIETONYRTWVEDIES TV E LY,

BRIOEHEEIC, BHENRKELRFERTAY U0 TEAP BELZEKR L1Z, $HfOHNE
ITEFIZL S THERT —~< %25, SlE N7A4AN—DOFHOEM, K7 T 4 TiE
BT 2 AEEBOBY . mETH 2T 28EEOHEM, BARIZKIT 2 KEEREDOHD .
PERT/ NP ERICE T 2 IRE - £FOBRROEM,. BAROFEOHKE O FHBEFRE O,
AARICRIT D RREROEMEHBE L7, EE2ELLEDOF =y 7 ) X MOFHEEEL
EHMEETHHAWE, ZhCE > T, BETOME OB L EMEE COFFMELES
RILCIZTBHZENTE, TEAP B DA (24 Aiiis) 28T L, A0 1 FHo
FRET AN (FHA 11.85, ¥R ZE 5.1567) & 2 FHOHIEKRT A b (¥R 15647, Y
R 4.721) T, AE#E (=-4.65, d=52, p< 0.00) 237,
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4. nrrxytA OiEE L

TEAP O¥E L LT 500-700FEn a7yt A 2 Lz, 7 —<XEHIGETE, 57
RSV TTHRDEREZEN T, TOB. 3 2OBEE (1 2IXEX, 2 DIXAARFE
DBEH) 28IHTH L &25MEL Lz, 25 3CHiIL CiNii R Google Scholar (Ga3Xi
RYA b)) TRESEZ, wX. FEEE. 1% 3y b EORFOXFSIHOELRY
7200 51X APA 2 # 1)L (Hacker & Sommers, 2017) 2> CiF#E L7, v/ vt
A DFHIEIZ ST > TUULAFLDEX FZ TE DT AnD L HIC LT

4.1 XHEIRALBEXMOEE HOEE

AFITAAZBEORLTOXFSIHRLEELMOEZ HE2 T TIZHS> TV, DR
YTy A DRPIOFERKTEUTORMBHE SN,

1. 5| HOFEWEBEE>TWE, BODFERDY K —F & LT topic sentence DT, f#

IRELIA, T T 7 %FIHATHD B,
2. MEEsIRT 3L 2Ic, X0~ Z0EFar—Lih, BAOSETECILHNT
Y. RlEichoTwa, £RBRIIEICES> TS,

MES -5 R EXMOEE HFIMEES -, FEXROT VI — N TEREBRNDI B
ENDERTEIDEWIERMICH LT, 77— MI& X7z 36 4% 20 40 TEIGOGE
RNIEZHEMLT, BTDHIENTED] IolihoTc & xT,

A H—Fy hBPAEFBICREREL, BREBHRICAFTEORERICR 122D, BEUH
DffifE% 7 VT 4 AVZBHKT 2 Z L. NEZBERIL, MEICZIT AN D HERD
bolz, £I-—FTE, ab—&X—ZXA IR TEHDOT, BHIFIAL TV, FiZ, 3l
AT 2LEi2iE, Bd 77 L —XTIRRY 2RV, EXEATLL2<EI T ILE
D5, 4 AOBRYIOFBET, BIGOEBRMEIZ OV TEE L. Plagiarism statement (Z%5%
LizZ ool AT 4 v OREOBMB 225 EIZRAET 5EFE) I
YA S8, [ZORETRETI2LDFITATEGREE, HOAENTHLLo720
ABBENbDEAROXELTHILIERV] LEESETND, Ll AfFEOFIC
. BEXEMNOF—TV—RFE2EEL T, BHOOSELEEY (Das & Panjabi, 2011) .
AXREOSELMEEBICERL TVWEIENEL BLTHLTDIHIZ, BEMNRT
HLbRGELTLEDWREMERHD LD TH D,

ML LTX, HEdNNvtE—TV%kFH, BRELEL, EORy -V 2 RLRVWTERT
DB AL HERL TV &V, 200-word essay TIXR I H, EHE L TL4ELOEEME
STEHRIIRARIZLTVEN, ot LLEEL TW&E W, $72, KT Tid Plagiarism
checker 72 E DT 7Y BB INTWT, AFEICFELOE THEEBRE TSI L HAETHA I,
FEEDT U — T [b o E AYDIFEDORIL LA noTc)] EW O HEf#ENEH -
DT, THT IV I FAT A VT ICMN BT L TEDIES D,
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42 S5FEEDOT 41— KRy

AEPEL Ty EAIZ 5 BEDT7 4 — KXy 75252 T, EOT7 44— RNy I RREVE
ik, 5HEEDT 4 — KNy 7 L3 AFL R4 5 [HEfDa A RO T 4
— kw7 EfEOBCHHME. ©7 M O 3EBEIIMZ, AOL D=2 7% 2 M TEHEAT
ORTWD THEC X AHENR 7 4 — KNy 7 ) b TEEC X DEERNRT 41— KNy
7] D2EHETHD,

FBIEBREESRIC ARBITITET AL RD L) v i35 2o T, Tal b,
ERITIEDT v A 2 Z oL VEUTEL ZENTFRTEEZNLTHS, £ 1 FHETITHE
FRMAEEEZZONPE LoV EX, FOXIICHAIT TN DONREEZTIELL>
7o B 1FERIIaALY MDOHZDOT 41— KRy I T, £HEOT v B A IIFEEENT, BO
MTE 2=, NEDPHEAD>, thesis statement 235 570>, /XF 75 7 DRAIZOWVTEID
aARARL, WERLHEOBRVEZERMLIZY, BELEVTAZ L 38T, 20 1 flL
LT HERADZ YA L TEXZRDOIAL FDOBDT 4 — KNy 7 B TFIZHET 5,
A ADTy A IIEREVLFHEZTE R BRSoTRERZHITL, EDOLHICLIZL, &
BRENRL - EHEEFHL L I ICRENERE LEZAEE 212,

ABEEADOELFRICEZTca A b

1. 222 avBLIERRTLTLEIY, 22 av2RETEHARIGE LI a Y
I 1~3_R—=VEL L BERTT,

L BUIOXIEEZH K [FERSEEERCMATEZ TS| LEVRZVDL LR
WE T2, [EH % touch $5% & I3EETITV T A, We live in the information
age.ll LTI & H T2,

3. RIIMVERWVWTT,

4. FEZEZ L WREESHEATHWEDOT. 207 b bFEEBICT 2 2 L HE
2> TWBEDTIIHRWTT H, FERENIZEEZTORETIIR DT,

5. Kurihara (2008) T Nobumasa (35 v b L TL 7Z &\, [RIERIC Toshiyuki b 77 v
bo BEERMEG, ARNIFED R,

6. [HMAZFHEIRVDIRBETRRV, DA TF 4 7THLEREB T2 O THEICHE
LR THhvn, FA CRESR»SEBERLTH DR T YA AETRET
Vol WO ERICIREIKRGRL I TH,

7. #EOFHEBENLE T I ZNLIC L o THEDL 2o WHIT—23HH E3TH». B
DHBHY 2 ERLPHLEE LAWEEPEZ 20T, /v 2 —F v PI¥EED
HREZIETE20TIEHRL, FHTWEDTIL,

8. HEDY ¥—73 ) XLiifEeTTh, BEZLBATETH, LELRFERZIEZZT
WETh, FESENICRS Y —F ) XLEHT BRMERH ZDTIRAVTT A,

9. Av&—Fv FREEVESEL T, ERATERAVDDORSVTT A, —HHEIIIE

[\
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Ttk 2bonoic, FEEIHEAVEARZ., FHOMRZASLWALTL X I,
ZHEIFREOHE LBRL TOELAD,
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¥ - SEXEOIEFIZT A7 7y FETT,

11. T2ELARVTENTARTLEI W, XVEBIICRZY £,

12. A¥HEEFEIAV L BRHErZ b o LHAICL T, ZONEZFEE LT W,
BHDOAT 757 FHHORVE) 2RYIOFICEVTAL, B GiEhnFE
D3I Z TW3B), RIC thesis statement Z L THHEH 30~ 2 L v Ifihic LT
CIZE 0,

L. Z0 1 HlERD L, FUISHEREREDRBY 2R LAVIETTH- 70z, BbT
HMOTONIZHER L Tz Z IR/ <, M®$ﬁ5zkgﬂ#5:%/bwaw74~
Ko 274, BEZFRLIET L., FREIC, Content X° Organization LAZN D SUECFEREIZE T
5aRA R EANTNEZ Ebho f:o Mak & Lee (2014) OFEHED/NERDOHERIZH
H, AFLOT7 7a—FIZBRA LA b b, #RIEERD AOL 12> T, EREBFNIZRE
DBV ZEFELETETELTLEZEREL TS, b AFLO7 Fu—F BTV
Wiz, AFL T22< . AOL OV TxfE->TLE - T,

WICEREIRO AL M E2BEBIZLT, FEEEL, 2 FRzEV L, RKiZEAr7F=
I VA RNEESTHDFEL THD, & 3 FREEV, BV 7F = v 7 TE, FHER
WhER T, T, AEBEOEDT 4 — RNy 7 2BEIZ LIz, ERLUZS, £LT
EFOXIIEXHELENERVIERLET,

BOeFMmHEOEL7F w7 U R R

Fxv 7IHH N Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory

Formatting | T vt/ o (REA. XFFA X, 74V
.24 PAoRE. TR BEEY F0E
LW, 57753 7DBRPIDAR—Z, &
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Grammar & | Xk - fBRILEY) CIER/ED

Vocabulary

Number of FEE 500-700 FE v w4 ORBEICT — N

words BENTH S

Total Score Satisfactory DE&13 5 5 /30

1. Which teacher comments did you agree? Why?
2. Which teacher comments did you ignore? Why?

3. How did you revise your essay? Explain.

CETT, AFEFTESBEVZEUIENILTS 3 BliZME &5 2 Lithd, ZDHE
;7265}:\ Tyt A REORNDES TE/, 0k - BEORVMNELD, F 3 JRfEIZ
LT, #EMEIA T —~—H—TCTXE - FBEDORYVRLHELE LTHRIZL TWRWESICS
— 27 LT, MENRT 40— RNy 7 2L DT, MENRT 4— KXy 7 LI3RE A2 e
THRET T, BEIZLARY,

FBAFRRIICT ML 5 27, ©TMOKIEL Lam (2010) 28F 2 L TER LT
(Appendix 3), 7 7 AA—hrDa A hEZITT, RMERAIZENSE, FTELT, X
BEI@ERE T, AEVAMEZATEDEZEYNZLOETZ, 77 AA—FDa Xy NOHW R
BEERTFANRTEEELTHOWVWWL, FREFEREL T VW LIZLEE, 74— Ky %
ZITAND D, ERT A0 EEFICRIEE DL, AEE— AD writer & A7 L, AR
FIZBABENWZECEEZE LTI L2726 TH D, tTﬂﬁ®%®é&®%#
AR N DN XDFRFEL LT, ET7EEM—  (Appendix 3) (Zi% B4
yEAE T TAA—NMIFATHLH Z LT, FIOTHEEMLSMNI, BHTOEIXD rwuﬁij
EERBTDIENTER [RAFICOVRBLI RV U TINVREXEEL I EBRKRUIE R
(VAR MDA 2T I LICE-T, BRB2BARH D Z LIZRBDOW] &
WIHaxy MRBEMN-T-, BT B OWTIIFERMBRRIGRH -T2 X DB AT,
AFIIETIHEEZSEBICL T, B5EREE ., BEZAEEOT v &1 ORIT, TE -
FEREOBRYPHIE, 2 TETELT, BEENRT7 4 — Ny 7 2{To7, ZOEERNRR
DETEIXEBIIRANIAT O BEIOIEETH DM, ZhERZIATo2DIE, FNE TORE
BT, BOORMRAIZKN2E, B TITET RS LT SAER L2126 TH
B, IhEb LICEFIIRKEREZE V.,

T4 — KRy DT7avREELOBLUTOLIIIRD,

F1FER #HMcLdaA  oBO7 4— Ky (AFL)

FE2RME AREHICLDZELTF v (AFL)

% 3R BEhic X oML T +— Ky 7 (AOL)

FAFRRE 77 AA—MNIXBETEHE (AFL)

%5 R BENCXHEENLRT +— Ky 77 (AOL)
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4.3 T A4— Ny 7 IIHRTHEEDOKIG
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B, ZAUTAEEITERE LTHEEIICEKFEL TWAZ L 27RY, BEHEMALIZY., v

¥

D SLFEATEY T2 LIZBRTWRNEWEA S By, FICE EFFHlIT 2 RIZILIZ 2D
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e. HBH5FMONE - Wk « BREICHT HEHENLEROTIE 11

ZNERETT
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REDERVPRLBEILLRD D

ZNLEDITHD R o Te D
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Appendix 1: TEAP B 200-word essay DF = v 7 U X k

BT T T 7 ORPIOIIRET T HEITE (or REHEITH) Tyt A DT —~ (]
NEEZR D)) ZiTox ) SH 5,

77 7OHRBITBERTEL, FOB, 7272 o7z xiz] 727 TR, W E
DL BV~ T-DOE 2 1-Dh, BFEEFESTHET S,

A, B, and C accounted for 30%, 25%, and 10%, respectively. 7 — % ODEFITRKZ 1
HONOIEFIZIE D,

2K T 200-230 BN TH/XT 77 713 50-60 FHIFE LI D (B 1T HEL
2IZVMDNAT IS BRLRNEIIINT U RAELE D),

F2, FEI3NT TRHADART>RBOIEEICEL, BB ADLBIDIEE TIX 2V,

B 337 DKL On the other hand, 7> Meanwhile,#. % 4 /37 O&#IZ In my

opinion, 7> All things considered, & \>->7 discourse markers % -2iF %,

B2, B 3T OEEFFIIREFR %2 5 suggests, points out, argues, thinks,
believes, finds, examines, argues, proposes, describes, reports, considers,

recognizes, insists Z{# 9,

TR = DREOMEY IR LIT#ET 5, ] 21X, Aida has two suggestions. First, he
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insists ~. Second, he believes ~. Z L TRDOXZ 7 Z 7 HREIC L H RRBAEZEY
W2 THEENND, & THHMARHRE2 525, EDOSE | Aida, principal of Keio SFC
High School, suggests that ~. (5 1 %) Moreover, he points out that ~. (5 2
£) NI,

RRE CiZ In your conclusion, say which of the solutions you think would work the
best based on the reason given. & H 5D T, HD, EHLLDET, FARENRZ |
NxEIT-XVELONEE LV, Aida’s first solution of ~ing will work the best. &
WOT T L—REED &KUY,

EWANRTOBADOLZAT, IR we ZFELRV, HLETTHLEEHN—RREEVZIZ
IMMEBAIN DD, [ 29 & FBANI 2V IBVHEIRIZR S,

EANTOBHADEZAT, TXAMOHNBLRELLIRIEZBVRLTUIWTE
Hh, BODMENOAY PFHFNLVOBAEDIT D,

THXAIEABEULEZOEF - LEHEERBATT, ET7FA M2 LoV
ATREOES#HREHLT, B TEMBLTHL, BHOSETESVETEHIEZ ST
5T ¢,

Appendix 2:7 > 77— MER

200-word essay # &L L&, Fx v 7 U X MIRIZITZo72h

Yes 32

No 4

yes &[BI% L7=AEDEH
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KURBESELBETABRESIZEBNT | BA 2 "3bnh 41

fHEICHERTE D

—HTEAR TN

FEHRA L RERZGN TV RN
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Appendix 3: ¥ 7 i D /5 ik
1. 7 ClEfE% 5K,

2. $HE T thesis statement & topic sentences IZ F## % 5] <
3. RICBEhartvraz&EL, UTESZFC LI w,

A FEERZII-2Y)3E3

Do you want to say...?

Could you explain why you think ...?

Do you mean that ...?
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What is the purpose of this paragraph?

Why did you put ... in this paragraph?

B. MERZR~T

Do you realize that ... and ... are incompatible?

It seems to me that this issue you presented is too subjective.

It seems to me that ... and ... should not be compared in this dimension.

C. Z¥MEL LB 0»%2FHMAT S

You may be wrong here because...

This example may not be suitable to illustrate the idea of the topic sentence.

This quote may not be relevant to what you are discussing. You should say ...
instead.

D. fRREZIRET S

Why don’t you change the idea from ... to ...?

I think you should give more information about ... in the second-last paragraph?
You might use the word ... rather than ....

You need to add a phrase concerning ... here.

RICETIETE % 95 A EORE T4 74 PR =RV TTF#RES] <, BEEVIEET
ELTEWITFERA,

R IC Peer assessment ¥ — t DR % $ %, Satisfactory 7> Unsatisfactory 22D &'H
b2 iCo% DI}, Overall effect iCix 1-10 R TORE % TIT 5

NP FERRERL, 2 XY P RSGEOREV RN ICHATS b Y, RRONE
T, DHP VIS WEFTICOWTHERBL T, A= F—ZFHHALTH S 9,

—J. = bF—Fa AV HBREY) - ARETHDLLRFHTE S,
RT7COFELAVHR -T2, A=t F—DarvirbLiciResEERsT,
Peer Assessment Dfffic, ¥D =+ F—Da Xy FERY ANZOL, EREFEHL
ok roBHEEL, £ A— b F-—DT vk EFiLZ L, HYDT Y
ADFHE I N2 Z LA EZBEL T, AZEALEL»EZEL,

10. EXE L 7-J5f51% Peer Assessment D& o L x ICRHT 3,
v 7 RF s — b

F = v 7IEHH

F

Satisfactory

Unsatisfactory

Formatting IytA ol (RAXFIAX, 74V,

24 PAORE. TR EZFE VT %2 L,
XTI T T DRYID AR — R BELE DK
B) MIERED

Citation AXH D5 HIFHE—+ & LTHERL -2

References SELEOEEH (KX L vt 4 DRk)
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X IERE D
Paragraph Iy A XHRNT 5D
flow
Grammar & | Xi& « B8 ITEY CIERD
Vocabulary
Overall EHENZHIR (b2 )T, HAPLT VD
impression 10 )
Total Score Satisfactory D& 5 5 /35

1. Which peer feedback did you decide to incorporate in the third draft?
2. Which peer feedback did you decide not to adopt? Write your reasons.
3. What did you learn from assessing your partner’s essay and from being assessed by

your partner?
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