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FRE P EE D ER U REETAT 1 7 OFHI BT 25 %2

FHEEIXE DINCE ZSFEIAT 4T EFHlIL WA D) —
R EE GEH R T)

A Consideration on the Evaluation of English Writing
Produced by Learners of English
—How Raters Evaluate L2 Writing Performance—
NARITA, Masumi (Tsuda University)

M

AR, HBLSETA T 1 v 7 OFHIIE OFECTFII L — 7 Y v 7 BEHEO 7 A2
DX DB E RET ONERDFEICT - TR RELETH D, FHlE OFEANRERSC
SIIFTRREM L — 7 v 7 BNEEHl O 7 v AT EICBI T 5 AR e TR 2 L,
FHEENC LD ST AT 4 I ~Da X NEHT RN E LTRY RT3,

F—U—F
B SRETATALY, TAT 4 TR, FHl—T7 V7, 2Ty 28T

1. (ILHIZ

HBEDO REWIGEEE TRBRICEB N TH, H A2 OFEEICBITHHEFEREICBWTY, KT H
FILLDEFETCDAL =X I ROTAT AT DRES 12 E D IDNTFHM T 202 WHRREE T, FEAMRS
RPSTOTRBELBHR > TEDD THETHD, ITFE T, WTNORE ORIz
THRHI OB R EZFLR LI — T Vo 70T =y ZUANOE A HELES A LI/ 5T
7o UNSR-FNRE - TR, 2017 10T, 2023), [FIRFIC, ZAUHOFHIIEAEIL, HEEDZED )T
PEEH BN FEEOEHENOMOEREL T4 — R\ 72T 572012, HDHWVITFEE
FAHIZEDH CFHMERETIZED T A — RN I Z R T 7o 626 TEL (LT,
2023),

FEEDNY L CODIGETAT A 7R BIZB WY, "TTTT7IA4T 4 TRy v A TA T+
VIRV —=TA T T, VT I as RN e NS T RGBT AT T DR GG Uy
— 7V 7EERNCHEL, AL TWD, FEEFICLI I ARATHALTWD, EFETAT 1 7 F
HEHYTHEMOAECEN T 0B AT 70 —F LR EOR) THBEINOAEHL T
HEDIGFETAT A T RN E T DEEBITMBEBNTT 4 — R 7242 TS, LsL, ZoL7z
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PEEETAT AL VB Ak L CRET A0, FHE 74— RSy 7 O % KA 2 2
FTHEVHY AR RS THHHLHEITREL TLESTODI LMD, EH I, L—T
JZEENLBRERELELUT- B C, FEEBEPERUICEGETAT 7 Zit s, R E %
FEEARBEPOFEREZRD DL T I ERAE DI ENL NN, TOHENFEHE~DT 1—R /Ny
&M D RERIL LB LT D,

2022 FEEICEE DB T O CEMLIZRFETAT A T HE BB LFEHE~OT o r—h
FAEEA L ZE 2 —FAEOERICEDE, BHEIITAT A TFHNE 7 4 — R Ay 78IS 5 A
T Z BRI T D7D DI RAETRD D OB RITV L RARFEM A EL TLEI LWV AHIZE KL TS
D, FEEBIHENOLBONDT 4 — R\ 7 a2 Eb) THEMIZIRA TWAZENH LN ST
(Narita et al., 2023), ZOLH7RFERRICEEL, V—T V7% AW EGETAT 42 77D~
o A B AN A IRA VN FM 5 2 5391272 -7~ (Greene et al., 1989; Barkaoui, 2010) .,

AL, FREFEENFER LT IEZETAT 42 7 ORI BT, G O R LR 6
FT2N—=T V73RO 7 e AZE D L8R e KX T OEVOBFZEI AT o TR R 72 %
BThA,

2. B ERETAT AR DR E LR

TAT AT RN, FFEDTAT 4L T BRI RIGET 5 F FERFFBIZIS U GHiS S
ZEBL 2V, IR BE TR E COTAT 4L TR B W TUREHAIN TODH DI,
2RI (holistic scoring) &4 AT EIFHM (analytic scoring) IZKBITED Th A9 (Weigle,
2002), ZOHAETH, B UYL MICEs GHEOBLESCRE, 37205 —T7 Uy 7 O5kE
TEDYID, 12203, DVTHIFHEO 7= OFE 2 DL—T Uy 22O TIE, 5 (2024) (23R
INTND,

BRI E AT REM O W AUTH A b T AU R3HY, FEAME O S B B9IZ L > T
UNORSVERNDH D, EIRICEEL T, Bachman & Palmer (1996) (2XA7 A o fF M &
WIORE SIS E O Bl (Weigle, 2002: 121) W& & (12725, LS AT —T Vs
WIREDE, TAT 4TV 7 VW T QR ITEEAD) FEME (T 55l — =278
Ehash, FAEE M OEEMEEZ & OO HICEBEOR RIS IS, ORI R A0 G E
Bl FERERD LD O BEAEAPR SR ROTAT 4 7 Ll —T V7, Z L CEHliE O
MICAELDEEZBND, FHE X, TAT 427 —T Vo OFBITINZ, FESE DD SH| ki
VELT 728, ERIEAPEBRT 221XV, FHEO 7= DI AIT> T ThH, 20 E#LE
R (L DRI T 2 DIX 52X (variability) (22727230, FEAEREAUZIESA TN R
HEEWST BRI B E KT LS (Eckes, 2011; Lumley, 2005) ,

Barkaoui (2010) 1%, FHEIEDEO DAL E CFE RO FMEIZ RIE T HEIZ OV TOM
FERNBIVAENTHDL DD, FHMiE 235l —7 Vo 22 SN TE D IRl 21772
STWVDLDONEVNI T BERAZDLDERDIIEVUETHHER R TND, To& 21, IRMFHE
BT, RHEF 1IN — TV 2SO RO TAT 4> 7 S T 5 5 s RS E SH O 72
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DNTHRFT LR DDA OL D OFFSIIRE T D720, FHliE 12> CRENRIZR A T Em<7e
HZENRIAEND, EL TS (p.5b), MENIT, S HTHIRHE TlIN—7 Uy ZIZHA8LE RN ER
RULTEOBICAEFH RERE T2V IUL W T s Lz, LnL, %Rk 3559512
A | L DRI T 213 h - EEHETHY, FRAMAR AR EREBIRL TAIDICE b,

AL T, %Wﬂﬁ%ké%ﬁw~7)y70)$aﬂ”ﬁﬂﬂ F%#é%??ﬁ%%b%ow?&ﬁb, 24
i DFFHEDEVNZ LD EL T, FHIH OFAMTT 2 23 02X B DL ENH ZEA BT
T 5, SHIT, T B DI DL Z RIRH IR 2L TEDH LT v 2534 (Many-Facet
Rasch Analysis) DA HPEIZ DWW TH s,

3. B LEEm L — 7Yy O HEAEH
3.1 FHAMRRER LR AmVE O E ML DR

FEAT A O FFE (RERECRHIFR SR, SRR T DFF A DERE) Lo 7o 3 Al # 22 (K 25 A

RIETHELZRE LRI NETHE LS TE 7= (Barkaoui, 2010; Cumming,

1990; Huang, 2009; Lumley, 2005), 7=& %1%, Cumming (1990) TiX, 3B 32 %0
WAL, FEAGRRER DS B A LR RRFAT F L ORI ITFHI O 7 m e AE RIZREV DD
HZEEFRRL T)D,

S DREE LR L — TV 7 OS5 H 3 Mt G LT iF%EA% Barkaoui (2010) *@3};60 e
& OFEPEL L TR B LI OIXFHERBR O A M CTh 5, BARMIZIE, BERGEELHWT, 6
SREL L CoOIEE (English as a Second Language: ESL) 747 47 OFMliz R LI=ZL D73
WEHEE 11 4 LR E 2R HIE 14 4 LOMITITRERRIRHEL— 7 Vo 75DV NI HTIRE
i —7 Vo 22 SGHI O 7 2t RAZED I 7R2E N RH LD ETE LT, /3HHE 5 (p.64)
ZLULTFOFR 1 12FLHd, LT, HEELHHELT BT, OHHIEHEIAL—7 V2% AW iziED

M ERERE IR L TR L OE BN AT LT EHE L TVD,

#1
Barkaoui (2010) |23 2FHME Ol 7 72 ADE
B2k AIRHEL— T V7 DFE IINTEIRE L — 7V 7 DA
SR ER AT '%é‘?@%?ﬁ%ﬁﬁébfxﬁ%, AL =TV JOGBEBIZ LR ARl A
(14 %) RMEFEE AL T 5 ‘\@b, LEORIRXEEMREIC
HEEZENTD
S R I %%’?Diﬁiﬁfﬁf@?%%\%@(% . /1{—7‘1\)? c\:ﬁéu‘\\tziﬁﬂ{ﬂi%ﬁﬁ
(11 4) ZOMNB B L AT ERDD ﬁﬁ%fj;a%ﬁml%‘/ia%ﬁﬁéiﬁ
7R

ST, FRHNRHT NS, FHIZE ORHEZVS L — 7V 7 DIES 33 M & O B Rk
TECTERB RN DT AT A2 7 DESENTR T DB RE W S DT T D, FHIOREERD2W,
BHDVITRRDA R L TODRHIE (1T AT AR L — 7 U 7 & W Rl E 2N E L THD D
TIXRVINEERZ T HLEHIT, 7l — 7V 2GR S AT DR OB« REE DNEFE 755

123



i7" e A EE KT LHIDERBL TS,

YoiEA A EFEL L C (English as a Foreign Language: EFL) 2%2A TV H AR A KA E
HUTEBGETAT A 7B ELT, 2Ty 208 AW G ICE LD AT A (RY) %
FRAL7-MF 221 Schaefer (2008) 238%, 24087 243 ML, AR L7 IICRHlIC 2% 5%
VDI DIEEL (BHAHWFAR) ZRIRFHZ T TEDEVORIE DB, 7o b 2 X7 LFEh OB A
DFENAR TR AR 23 RSN E D7 E i ~HZ &b TE S (Barkaoui, 2013; Eckes, 2011),
Schaefer (2008)CiL, HARNKFAE 40 4128550y A% 40 4 O JaERERERE (AU
TETENTWDIEFEFRE ) F) ST FIEEI L — 7V 7 2 O TR L=, 2Ok —7 Uy
PNIBEAFDON—T V7% B U T BICHELIZH O Th D, dHliO@l ALl T Content (N
%), Organization (# %), Style and Quality of Expressions (£ DA AL EE)
Language Use (S#Ef#H), Mechanics B§#REOHT) , Fluency iEiG1E) 62030, K 8lS
Wi 1, 2 SCRRE OffE /a5t b 35 (descriptors) & 6 DL /L (Excellent, Good, Fair, Barely
adequate, Poor, Very poor) 7 ESh7z,

IOLTIRBNEFERICK LTS T v 2 08T (RRS ST A0HT) AT /8o Tk R, FHlE &
M OB EDORITIE, (DITNE B L ONHERL ) OFEAM A B L FEATGE 13 [ 5 556 ) B L O HE
PREEIN | OFEAMZ W WMER DD 72, (S, TR | BE O OFEm 2N H WOFHEE 1,
535 H ) 3 KON B A BT | OFEATIZRE LV ME M 28 b7z, 612, FHli#E & EEF (ER
ZNF) EOMNTIL, BENEEESFICHL UIEI TIFRNEEX IR L CROL IO BLSI2E
WAV REL e D AR ST,

FFREOWT O FRIZIBNTY, FHlE LRl —7 V7, HDHWVITFHIR G THLHE -5
FETAT 47 EDORNCFHIDARO R ECIDZENH OGN oTe, ZOTZEIE, B 57474
7R I OFHIOMWFRIZ W TR O B R E T B2 KT EH R Z O, Rl (2xf
T HHFATIBITE T LR HHEERLTUNVD,

3.2 ESL Composition Profile 23gFAlF#E (2 M 1F 95228

AREICIE, B SEIATAV T RRIIOHHFHEIN—7 ) v 7 & LTRSS TS
ESL Composition Profile (Jacobs et al., 198 IZHFFEHE 2N B IZ T2 2 T & ERZ v
THIiE D55 FNWEFE LR ZBITT 5, FEEHE S HARANKRFAEDPEL L 72 555 5mR
ARG LT HF5EI2 3\ T ESL Composition Profile 2 i &4 L T & 7228, 215
Z S (interrater reliability) 23 @m0 >7235 5 EZED TR ST G R HY, ZO0HTH)
L —7 Uy 7 BRI S E > TED IS, EDISRFHD T rE A%t 1bLY5D
DERDZEITEETHDHEE X TN,

FT, BELSEETAT AT RRIIDO T HIRHTIV— 7 Vv 7 T % ESL Composition Profile
WA 1 I2FeD D, HEOBRNLE ZSiE7 A7 4 VRN ZFH I C& 5720, JERF AT
DA JEFEF-E B DRI LU RDBHALINIRY, BEDDITE Y727 4 — R\ 72 Ji5B B H
T HZENTED, L, [Fl—DFLihEE (descriptors) (2% L T G- 727 SUZIENHY, FF
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i ORI CRES DR EAT HAIEHDENAL, FHHOZ Y 2B ZLiZeniazn, &
Chang et al. (2023) I35 L T 5 (p. 2),

1
ESL Composition Profile (Jacobs et al., 1981) DOHEE

OB S EREASES | N (30), H5Rk(20), FEHEZ(20), SREMH (25), HEMAOHH (5)
4 B¢ (EXCELLENT TO VERY GOOD, GOOD TO AVERAGE,
FAIR TO POOR, kXU VERY POOR)
EXCELLENT TO VERY GOOD (30-27): knowledgeable o
substantive e thorough development of thesis e relevant to
assigned topic
GOOD TO AVERAGE (26-22): some knowledge of subject e
ST EL Y adequate range e limited development of thesis e mostly
. relevant to topic, but lacks detail
(B T OFHI) | RATR TO POOR (21-17): limited knowledge of subject e
little substance e inadequate development of topic
VERY POOR (16-13): does not show knowledge of subject e
non-substantive e not pertinent e OR not enough to
evaluate

1. Weigle (2002) @ Figure 6.3 (p.116) (23 THERL

L~V

= 2% ESL Composition Profile (W7 23 FA Nz 7 EEM) ZHWC ESL A7 (27
%Rl 9 DBE ORI & ORI 7w A% HT LIZHFZED Ok -1 Winke & Lim (2015) 235155
ND, ZOMFETIL, BEICKFLTEBSNIZ TV AARA ST ANDFERIZE DT NV—T"551F (75
BEIN—T, WG EH I N—T, BIMER R N—7) Eoo A DES, 70T OENEE
JEIC AV TEIREINTZ 40 D=y EAIZXK LT 9 A OFHIE A FRTFIHAE Z T =D HIZFHliAE 7
DH3, OB O OB Z O ME BT T HE TR, BHEAFHIIL T, Y
1 _EIZHE RSN —T U 7 DE D 3% E DLSHWORFFTER L TWOAEHIIE TELH M E
AL TS, FHlix ROy B A LB GRERFR T Y 2 O FRIOAL EICHE S, G
BT —2DHTRERAELLTICELD D,

(DFHEH 1, L—7 Vo ZICREESN TOLBLEDIEIC R 21T 5 7 23 -7, 725, fi
HAENT N =TV 7GRSV T DB DAL, TNE], TRk, TRE%), [S3E4E
M1, TEREIHAT | Too7223, FHIlS ZONEE TiTh v,

@V —T Vw7 Dtk OBLR T % AR BT | ORI 23T DR 25 D 72> T2,

B) LV ZL DI EZ AT T BLAIT K T 28 A O FHE# SN L& <R B o7, &b
EEZ AT T2 TR OB IR T 20l A RS ME DS H b m W BIEZ R L, RbIEREZ A
(FT2l o T TRERRE BT | OFR U B 1T DRI S FEME DS R b IRV EUE TH -7,

(DFTARH B FNED O FHl B 1B 7 297203 il 7 e 2 b — 7 Vo 21281 21D/ 37—
R RBGHIR O M) 2 578, R TS R IE AR FHE# OIEAR 2 — AT E A
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ZEINBE IR BN,

SIMTHIRHT L — 7 Vo 21238 TR O B S L S VD NA R 23 5T 5 O FEAAT 2 O RF Al &
MEHEMEIC R BE KT LD EWVIORERIT, v—T Vo7 O GHIEI T DA FE 2 HE LD 2 T
HHTLERLTND, SHIT, FHT-BIZ, BRRGHT — 233l 23 728K EOBLAIZ LD %<
DIEFZ T T=O0EHRIAL TKNAH DO TIHRWEWVI R ZTRD DO, 7ob 2 LRI AR A
PP a— Ll BB DEDLIE T A DL DITEI DB 2R Z LN TELD TIIROINE B ZEL
TWo,

WA, NIARFEN IS T D 0GB FRE DTV AAA T AN TIES N R Loy A%
®HBLELT, MBIZFE2 Iz 7= ESL Composition Profile ZHWTESL, T 200 %
Tl iEOWFSEIZ Chang et al. (2023) 235, ZOWF4TIL, (1DESL Composition Profile
75>EW§5%1‘I§2E|"JEZ?JF?J DBLREPELT 4 SOBLRITHEIEFIZ 6-25 8 (L-v 0BTV o)L LRk

Z 4 D) EFY TTHHLZAE R, QQDOBLEZ LICEARRZ 58 Cldzed 4 BepEafmE Lz
ﬁ%, SHIZ(B)Q)DFAMEZ BT D =y BAFHE CRITL R R A S Tng, (DE@)ICE
FLEHmEDENEK 2 107,

2
BT ECEHIE (DB DN ) E AW CEHME 256 D —7 Uy 7O 5] (TN ) OFE)
1) v~ | (2 L~ S

LRl LBE
Essay clearly addresses topic e Ideas are

developed thoroughly e Essay reflects
substantive thought e No extraneous
material
Essay mostly focused on topic e Expresses

o a few advanced ideas e Some details and
BRI 16-20 3 reasons included, though thesis not fully
developed
Essay minimally addresses the topic (at the
11-15 2 surface level) o Development of ideas is not
complete o Lacks detail and support
Essay does not adequately address the topic
6-10 1 e Ideas are either non-substantive or not
pertinent @ OR Not enough to evaluate

1 : Z0F 1T Chang et al. (2023) ® Figure 1 (p.4) BELOALOFEIRIZIEAWTER

21-25 4

FRR@OFHMIEE, (DOFHHIZIWCRHEE ICRDFF AR TR —E L7z H B R &b TR
WU (14%) Tho7eZenbial—ialafk T 4 BRI UETLIZb 0720, FEAD5E
—ERIL B0% A LTz, ATy 2T AN TRILEZ — BRI, FNEN 15%E 56%Th
ST, BAEEL TUIFIZRNEF 5073, 4 BRI & T 52 LIV BRE DIEFETAT 4 7 He))
DIENNT ANEREH OB TRIE CEA I ESNI 2L (T 2T L~O A
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RBEFROMER MBI S MEAET Y 2T I KO BN R oT2, ZD% O EFL(B)THE
MEL 7o 3 A TIZRB W Th BIAFRAE RGO,

ZDOXH7ekERND, Chang et al. (2023) 134U ) /1 ESL Composition Profile X512
FER OB E T HILTHE BRI CORGEFEHE DT 41— R\ 7 LV BLEN DI
i CHDHEEZ DD, TVAAANT AND IO BRGE T ERDH DB DIRBDDNE 71—
RONIFERDBTAT 4 T OEOENEFEUNHEZ HNDDONEIN—EERHL THD,

3.3 B _FRETAT AT ~DOFHBFE A

BERE T, FEBPEL LICE ZSFET A7 14 71Tk L THREHE DT = A
MRS 5 2 L IFB L RWEA S, —F, BRSO EZREREE T, FHIE 2351 —
TV 0% HWCE ZSiETAT 4 7 HFH T 500 Tho)y, EEREMF DO R R R
RODEVIRER DM BD A THKIDDHZLENRZNEAD,

L2~L, 2023 4F 10 HIZ International Corpus Network of Asian Learners of English
(ICNALE) 7= b/ &7~ Global Rating Archives (GRA) (Version 2.0) [Z1EE
& 2L DA M EFT (strong points) EREFT (weak points) (2571 CREd SV TR, FHIHE
PME 2 DIEL Ty TADE AR E TR FHRIIEE LT 200, EVST O LNT 7 a—F TO
AT 2 DTS ATREIC 2R o7,

Ishikawa (2023) (2L%E, GRA Tix ICNALE 7m0y =/ N CIEE LT pEH T — X DIEE T
7 140 DAL —F & 140 DTy A ZHIHL, L1 OH &, BB W TR Ra R > A5
80 ADFHME 2SRRI & S AT IR Ot 5 21TV, FERIZINZ CTRAV ML EL T,
SIATHIREMIE, ESL Composition Profile TOFMERRRRICILDE, 5 - SiEICLLEHOEIC
WL B 2 HEE 2 HND 3 DOIARIIZLANE N OAFE 10 ORI DX, 22 10 AR
TERREATOIEWIME O FELFRHL TS (R 2), 12, ZIWVETOFHEIL—7 Vo 71213725
~7- attitude (THEEE |) WA 20 A= Z EEFHME O 7 -t 22Kl 3 AT 240
I AHT=Z&1%, ICNALE GRA A8 TR — S RAIZL TV,

* 2
ICNALE GRA (Z85(F 253 A ARG D 1 Rk
Language Content Attitude
Intelligibility Comprehensibility Willingness to communicate
Complexity Logicality Involvement
Accuracy Sophistication
Fluency Purposefulness

1% : Ishikawa (2023) ® TABLE 3.12 (p.65) [Z £S5\ CTHERK

AHEE DNy 7 7T 0 ROSRRMEIER T2 &, [F—0OfHli—7 Yy 72 LT T
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HIEFEDOE VDI 7 2 R B AL LT ONEINERETHIELTED, eI, J55E
BB LEFELNDOF HEZHZ TODHE DR RFEA B LE VR A=Y D EATH &
(2D, Bl 7 AL KT TR ZE R D, LvbZALE CTOMFFE TR DU TUVRUNEL
KIS L2 TLBI B LALZR Y,

EHX, PHARAEL T, ICNALE GRA (2515 EFL BEOFEE D EH L 120
DTy EATEHFHL, FHEE 80 40 DIEAEX TR L7 5S5EE 17 Z.kt‘ VARAN—=Y 1T 4
IZ &> Tt 5- & 7= K FT (strong points) £ AT (weak points) D AL ha kb T A7z,
AntConc (Anthony, 2022) |ZL28EHHFEE KWIC OFRIZED, ZTNHD I 7T R H
22D IR DA A MDD R EDZRAE M AT T, A ROFERIIIIR L T2 R B ] 503573,

FEAIZFIR LA M A CEAGAICITEAHEN b D LE 2 biLD,

FHTDOaA LT, EVRAN—=Y AT BRAETHFER ARSI TDH e (K 3) %, 5%

FEABRITTB ZDSTREEHNIE RO TWDZE | (M 4), Ty A CEFELLCT WL IICE
KUzt ON %L b, BTOaA T, WO A7 OIS SCE! :Fa'éa“é:f%‘/bﬁi
HIZObOD (X 5 BLUM 6), FEEHEOHEITIT L OME (B 6) REEOLLT S, &L
DM (K IZEHE SR DD E~DF RN bz,

Ltk FHIE IR D2 A MLRIZ )T 255722 3 T DAL B TH LD, 5L —7 )y 2125k
SR E R A 2 F T2 a A NI D Z e TS A T2, Cal & Yan (2023) D EOIZFF
fii—7Vy 2 La X MR O FFERRBRMEIC DOV THEIRD Z LR TEDH IO D,

3
AntConc (Version 4.2.0) (245 KWIC /R (B YV RANR—= AN LD AT A RO —H)

| @ AntConc = (m] X

| File Edit Settings Help

| Target Corpus KWIC Plot File View Cluster N-Gram Collocate Word Keyword Wordcloud
Name: temp Total Hits: 262 Page Size 100 hits ~ &) 1to 100 of 262 hits | @
Files: 1
File Left Context Hit Right Context
Tokens: 27755 I

Business_only strong 2 1 Business_.. 10st grammatically correct. Examples and  supporting  details were used to support his claim. Alr
2 Business_... 10st grammatically correct. Examples and ~ supporting  details were used to support his claim. Ac
3 Business_... ing examples and reasons. Examples and ~ supporting  details were used to support his claim. Alr
4 Business_... as using logical reasoning. Examples and ~ supporting  details were used to support his claim. Th
5  Business_.. as using logical reasoning. Examples and  supporting  details were used to support his claim. Th
6  Business_... develop interesting points. Examples and ~ supporting  details were used to support his claim. Th

7 Business_... ne writer was able to relate examples and ~ supporting  details were used to support his/her claim

8  Business_... 10st grammatically correct. Examples and ~ supporting  details were used to support his claim prc

9 Business ... ding adequate conclusion. Examples and _supporting _ details were used to support his claim. Alr

Search Query . Words C] Case C] Regex Results Set All hits ~  Context Size 10 token(s) =
supporting v Start [] Adv Search

L
Sort Options Sort to right v Sort1 1R ~ Sort2 2R v Seort3 3R v Order by freq ~

Progress - 100%

Time taken (creating KWIC results): 0.077 sec
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4
AntConc (Version 4.2.0) (255 KWIC FEor (FEEH B IZ LD E T A O —H)

| @ AntConc — O X

| File Edit Settings Help

| Target Corpus KWIC Plot File View Cluster N-Gram Collocate Word Keyword Wordcloud
| Name: temp Total Hits: 446 Page Size 100 hits \) 1 to 100 of 446 hits e)
Files: 1
File Left Context Hit Right Context
Tokens: 25333 I

- 1 Education... nd passionately made points of interest The = ideas  were presented in a consistent manner. Adve
Education_only_strong.tx
2 Education... rell-organized, and easy to understand.” The = ideas  were presented in logical order The writer att
3 Education... conjunctions and vocabularies are used. The = ideas  were presented in a consistent manner. The v
4 Education... jive us the detailed analysis of the issue. The  ideas  were presented in logical order First part of t
5  Education... | reasons. The vocabulary use was good The  ideas  were presented in a consistent manner. The ¢
6 Education... vords and explain what you want to tell. The  ideas  were presented in a consistent manner. Arrar

7 Education... >ns with good command of basic grammar.  Ideas  were presented logically and clearly. The writ

8  Education... »alanced with two of the polarized opinions. = Ideas  were presented logically and clearly. Very wel

9 Fducation... f personal examples to convince the reader.  |deas  were presented logically and with confidence

Search Query . Words C] Case C] Regex Results Set All hits ~  Context Size 10 token(s) =
ideas‘ " Start [ Adv Search

.|
Sort Options Sort to right v Sort1 1R ~ Sort2 2R v Seort3 3R v Order by freq ~

Progress - 100%

Time taken (creating KWIC results): 0.0792 sec

5
AntConc (Version 4.2.0) (245 KWIC /R (B RANR—= AL DHATa A RO —H)

@ AntConc — O X

File Edit Settings Help

Target Corpus KwiC Plot  FileView  Cluster ~ N-Gram  Collocate  Word Keyword ~ Wordcloud
Name: temp Total Hits: 606 Page Size 100 hits \) 1 to 100 of 606 hits e)
Files: 1
File Left Context Hit Right Context
Tokens: 30534 I
1 Business_.. manner of expression." Has major lapses in  grammar  and punctuation that impedes comprehensik

Business_only_weak_2.tx

2 Business_.. mmar and punctuation. Has major lapses in ~ grammar  and punctuation that impedes comprehensik
3 Business_... :des comprehensibility. Has several lapses in  grammar  and punctuation that affect comprehensibilit
4 Business_... pede comprehensibility. Has major lapses in =~ grammar  and punctuation that minimally impedes con
5  Business_... ite the thoughts further. Has major lapses in ~ grammar  and punctuation that impedes comprehensik
6 Business_... vement with the reader. Has major lapses i~ grammar  and punctuation that impedes comprehensik
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