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Abstract
Error-count method, which is often adopted for assessment of EFL writing
in Japan, can sometimes produce unfair results to candidates who take risks
in using difficult grammatical structures. Research from the English Profile
Programme, however, shows that advanced learners tend to use those structures.
The purpose of this paper is to explore the possibility of assessing English writing
based on such information. 900 Japanese university students participated in this
survey. The CEFR levels of their English are assumed to range from A2 to B2+.
Three pieces of writing were collected from each participant. Their writing was
scored based on the checklist of CEFR criterial features of English drawn from
English Profile Programme research with some necessary modifications. The data
was analysed by an IRT item analysis programme. The results showed that 42
criterial features were effective in discriminating this level of English learners,
and that criterial features of great difficulty are mainly complex sentence
structures. The participants’ ability (Theta value) correlated moderately with
the results of human-rating. This would be partly because the assessment scale
includes reference to not only linguistic features but also some other aspects of
writing. However, the checklist of CEFR criterial features might become a more
accurate measure of linguistic aspects in English writing, if we could include
information about the condition of the appearance of each criterial feature. Some

implications are also proposed for teaching EFL writing.
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0, WhwdHBEXORAIZY o T, LT LI EHERRLAV, THHBIEST T
L EXCHRREDHESN CORNEDIZ, BURE TRALIESA, <ESAEN
TRRVPBUASNDE, DT DR EO LA EMICEWTESCIVIRSGHIiS L, FRZO0MA
Z FE>TLEIZEREL DD,

D7z, HHEEXORATIE, TREREEAIE] EX B o ik B e S T
Wo, ZIHOAIETIE, Bkx 2BLANDENENOIESCFHESNAZEIT2503, &
EANEDEE, SREMNEMIOERN, FORAEEICEENTWD, SHEMIEMRESIT,
SCED IERESEFEED ERESIHORDZENZ WD, 555 H (language use) | EL T,
SOERFEEZ G IO EbH D,

WSOMDOREMBREBEEDOHZ R ThHhdH, ARTIE, SEEMIERESS R -5 E
SO FTREME A RS Z &m0, 3 HraER R ) O T 3035 | 0T S 55 H | 70 & O FEAR FE7E
[CHERAYTHD, [RENEAEIZBOTY, [ZEALDOSE, ThHOBERNEEND,

W O FF Al 7 %€ X, TEEP (Test of English for Educational Purposes) attribute
writing scales (Weir, 1990) S H 726D THHAS, ZZTIERRVOMEFE D SR EE
720 TUNA,

Grammar

0. Almost all grammatical patterns inaccurate.
1. Frequent grammatical inaccuracies.

2. Some grammatical inaccuracies.

3. Almost no grammatical inaccuracies.

K% Hughes (2003) IZFA /N SN TWDERREHETH D, T2 TITRRVOBEEITMZ, %
DEFIZERBDHLN, LT TFLELTCOREEDAHDOEARWZEI-TEY, Wb
HI7a—s3 0 « 27— IR TE, BELOEHEIA FE g,

Grammar

6. Few (if any) noticeable errors of grammar or word order.

5. Some errors of grammar or word order which do not, however, interfere with
comprehension.

4. Errors of grammar or word order fairly frequent; occasional re-reading
necessary for full comprehension.

3. Errors of grammar or word order frequent; efforts of interpretation
sometimes required on reader’ s part.

2. Errors of grammar or word order very frequent; reader often has to rely on
own interpretation.

1. Errors of grammar or word order so severe as to make comprehension

virtually impossible.
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BEAE LD ER AT HB W TIE, Jacobs et al. (1981) @ scoring profile (A fi Tix, A
N—2ZAD AR TEENIL V) BWEL THHN, ZITHE, MOVOBELBLLIES VWO
(ENT, S IE D BMES O 4 22 SHEE B ICE T2V O B ~DF Kb b, 1o
72U, EALOSERETIE, agreement, tense, number, word order/function, articles,
pronouns, prepositions 23 #VIEINTEY, ZHUANADOL~VIZEFRTE B, FAIR
TO POOR (287 % negation & fragments, run-ons, deletions 7217 TH D,

LU in, ZOLOREEEOTEVERIZIL, oW RMERHD, Fiuk
(G LWEGEE IV CTIEMEICEDN N CE &, THELWIEEEZ HI VTN 578, %D%E@J’
XE LTI, EHOEERGHETRENLVOMBETHD, HATIE, BAEOHEHNS
W, HE T RIS AR RGEZ O TEMICE JOITEEINDLIENRZ N,
LIPLZRRD, THEELWEEEE | 2 FIVWT, RRICHEZ TLEIDE, THLWEEE LW
WTC, FROEILSTICELDLE LIS NANENE, BHEIZITHIBrc&Eeun,

I TIIIER OB R ITIEDO M R Z BRI E R 572012, WROELE L THRE,

A.
I enjoyed the school trip. We went to Okinawa. We went there by plane. We
visited Shurijo. We stayed in Okinawa for three days.

B.
I enjoyed the school trip to Nagano. Because I had a good time skiing. I want to
ski but I have never skied. Our teachers teach us how to ski. I’'m a good skier

next winter.

ARG LWIEEZ AW TERICENTWADIZH LT, Bl oy nERsh
%o B2, B O TRREBOEATIIFFRNCRR RS D728, LEEEREL TORBMRIRfARIC X
HXI=TTHA),

TIE, TNOOEE, SCEMARBANSOERATIE, S0l HEzZZ 5 THA
I, EHOIIREAERETHIIE, BOORW ATESEHMES, AL TW
% BITESFHlE D, LU D, AL, o TnASTRIG 551 S0 L 55 330 oo 7
T, TOIFNOEHEBOEHLIRER THLOIZKLT, B, H13C8, FH2308,
H33CH, FASTRIN WG TEY, BIfESE TX how to ... Z2& bbb T, Fiz,
because OHiZ M TIIH 50, HOTWDE, ZHOL TR THDE, EHLONRCIERRIIDZE
EEMEDNHEA TWDOD, BHITIZHBTLATZ ),
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AT, AX—ZOBERND, TERERRHEI OO D I SUERIEHS | 2O BT D,
MEFEOFEIEB O T, (MRFFEIICEELIT, MRS LWDhERDLHILITE S TIE
R, FREEAE T, —RICFEPELS EEDNDLONLE LW EE DRSO~
&ﬁt/ufb\ékf%‘z%z"bfb\éo BUERITB B RPBAEEIT RIS LW EEZ LN
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ZZ, 1AL OFERETITBRIEE N RANCESISN, ZETHHEILNATND,

e, BICEASHDFEEERIL, S LoEESIT V0, LL, Ehbe
WO TEENEG LITRO/2NIEE, INETOFE2TEEBIFIOMEINOH O TH
Do Tz, ZHBLO s LER « RERATIHFFIETHZ VDA, HRNFEY
FNIIDRINIELLAE 2D 5012 bewy, 172U T, ZHH O s R « A E L,
(G LWEEIEE 7207y, THELWEEIER 17200, IZhMITITE TR,

2.2 English Profile Programme H\5 DRI

ZoOIZEL T, English Profile Programme 735 B2 TBLDORH D, I—0/30
LB S HS A THS CEFR X, EMOIEY, FFEDFIHE~DF K720, £ZT,
ZOTRTINE, Tr7VyY RS ESOL ZHUZ, 4 CEFR L~V O JEEED HER M
(criterial features) & 2. D1 TV Z2HEL TV,

ZOHBD=HIZ, English Profile Programme TlX, 4> 7 U ESOL 73 3 it
LCETMEDOR 2 Ie T AMBE T — 2 ((EXT — 2 H0) DO DFEEF a3 — A% A{E
L, £nZhd CEFR L)L O FEORMERMEZFREL TWD, ZNHDORERIT,
Hawkins and Buttery(2009), Salamoura and Saville (2009), Salamoura and
Saville (2010) 72 S IZHDMNIZENTND, ZI0bIE, 72ExiE, ZHBO s OFHFITIE
MIROIFRI D0, Bk - NEERNE, HB1SFEICEFORWEEEX, 208G
IRV NI LR DTS, DFED, AARDOHPERTIHEL TCWDII 2 UEEA S,
HOIELLE 2 DI DIIE R0 DRI DIEN DD, EWVHZERDN->TET=D
i

3. ®WE
3.1 HAZEERR
FIT, AT, ROIOIBEEREARTE TS,

1. BARANRGEFEEOIGE S OFRBNA 072 SEERHEE B 137>,

2. TNHLDOIEMERNEIE A OFED FEIZE 970> TN,

3. FEYERRMETEH O HOF AL SICUIZBE I HEEEE AN D8 AR RITiE, &
DIHLFHEED B DD,

3.2 WMEY—I

English Profile Programme @7 —#IEEIZBWTHWOGIN T3 DDIEXH A7 % Hu
2o HWIDZAZIX, HENPLOKEZEARBEITHS EA—LZEDLD, H20XATIT,
FHNPOEROTELLTZAVT U NTH SO ZRZNT HZ LR o72LL T, MBI T2 %
HFHO, FIDXAIIL, HEOAIEORFIEEFAELD, Thd,

3.3 SmE
HARDEN KFEOSFEHEKDO1EAEI0%, ZNHDOSNE DHFED CEFR L ~/1ig,
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BT DTAT 4T« FATOFREERIZEINE, TRROIIHHL WD, B, =
DLJUE, 3DDERTDHIHLDE - EG @G ROR R ZEDZNFE D CEFR OIE{ER
LV ERLTNWDEEZ, TO0MMERT, 728, CEFR LV Al, Al+, A2, A2+,
B1, B1+, B2, B2+ 1%, ZNZ1~8ITEZMHZ THD,
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3.4 T—4

ROy =AW TNESNTZFEEORELT =22 S MEZ LIy —7 e AL
2L OB HRELT, FROSLCITUEDORITFOFEA NI TND,

B, INHOFEMEITE, TNEH CEFR OL~VHIE DR FIMT 5 Tng,
BARUIN — =0 T B2 T2 T RS 241280 T T D, 144 1FF 7> T A
FHEIR L DOBAREIT> QDI EE, WIIAITEIREE CIDN —=2 T %527
%2%, %‘T 1LV EOR—F DG A, BIOFE IR AE D F IR AL ELTAD,
Wil R A E A LTz,

R %EiCEFR THERLL TRV, {FXAZIZGCTEARMICEEREZ LD % H

VY, D008 M1y T — 2D T U DN U IS LA HEA R ST A

T, WEREIIIHEMNL T, CEFR OFMFE THLEE YR T 4 —R v —KFD Tony
Green B LICHERA L THLHIRE LT, AT LD MY T NVOVERELIT-T-,

3.5 EERMETOHIE
English Profile Programme |23 W TEEHERFEL 2> TNDEEZDNDHE X, BIT
DY THD,

1. 130, 2. 330, 8. 1 know/think that ..., 4.1 want/would like to . 5.
H#% wh- B3, 6. 4R, 7. ESFICIA%EER, 8 BlESD J:é?&gég
f&fifi, 9.8V O to REF, 10. SV Oing, 11.1it...that, 12. He sald to me (that),
13. BFRIRAF (BT #5), 14. 82 wh- B30, 16, I HE A A7 1 (wh- BElH
TN EBIREERBXAT), 16. REFFTZOREE wh- 5[, 17. would rather,
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18. had better, 19. D% AT KD 5w (BUEF), 20. EEIORNIKD 5
FAAESC(BAESEA), 2101t ... to, 22. B RSCEA A7 1T (wh- BeRGA GEE/ 04
A7), 23. She told me that , 24. 53, 25. may #JHEME, 26. may FF ], 27.
might FIREME, 28. might FFFl, 29. can FF Al &M ~R358E/), 30. can AIHEME, 31.
must 75, 32. must 421, 33. should 7R/ 3AZ, 34. should #JfEME, 35. can
HE71, 36. could RE 1 LASF, 37. would (would like to LA%:), 38. BELR{N4 FA IR
FVE (S-S, JEATRN P CIER (S) ), PARFNBIRFIE H CIEMK (S) ) ThHHI L
ZFRT, LT, FRROER,), 39. BMRAR4 I IR (S-0), 40. BIFRAR4 T
FRAE(O-S), 41. BAfRAR 4 F HITRAHTE(0-0), 42. BIMRIA FAET A FEHIRH
%, 43, BRI G FERIFR A (S-S), 44. BIMRIA G FEHIFR 1L (S-0), 45. B4
a4 FEMIRR ML (0-S), 46. BAMRA4: 5 FEHIRAIE (0-0), 47. BAGREIG kR
L, 48. BAtREIGE FEMIFR AL, 49, %8R8, 50. 52 T, 51. Eital, 52. Bhihi
+have+ 85770, 53, A& ek

ZHHDIE AL, FEARYIZIT English Profile Programme (Z81F 5 5E4THFZE % 212,
HARDIGEHE DFEEIZEDOELI-0IL, HTOEEETo, 2B, biblo¥HE
a— RADL~YLR, o7y K% ESOL 0iER (KET, PET, FCE, CAE, CPE) 2
Lo TD7ediz, ZNHOFFEITIEARNIZIE A2-C2E2 /3 —L T\HEEB 2 LND,

HFED CEFR L~V O FEUEREE DML, EH DR N T —I v ay T w5 =ik
FEHR P EBHL T HRFRAESHICIVITONZ, £3, 100475 O FAELT —XIZk
FAEEEREOF A 2B THIETL, REAREEZZELAY, FREREL, EDHKE,
T —7 R ANENTFANELT — 22 1 NOZRREIZOZ2 NI E D, FIEREOA
HF v JUANMIFAL TOoT, FEDIELEDI TWAEAIZIE, EDHEIZ1IZS
Z, b Ty, F20d, ELLSb TR nEEIdlE, 0252 Tz, 2A A0
I CHIE R BTG50, MBEAZSETHREIL, U2z S & micid T L,

3.6 T—HADDWAHE

T—=ADHHITIE, ENENOHEOMBLOA AT AN B A RELTHRY, 7
ARIE H 347 7 5 RASCAL (2™ T, 612, FEUERME o MBIz S<aE N E
Theta & CEFR L~ VO Rf%R%E, 777 CaRL, HEREEEH L, Z0OE, CEFR
L-ULd Al Al+, A2, A2+, B1, Bl1+, B2, B2+ 1ZZNEN1~8IZEEH 2, SIEFD
CEFR L ~UX, REMEOHLT —2%HIRLIEHE, 3ODXAIDOFHMEOAFHILYK
O,

3.7 #ER
ZOTFIEICED, KEEOHEH S ELEEEEE, LTtz
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&1 RASCAL I2&kHEERMNRBRAELRERE

FrER e RYERRE THBA Y PR e
2 3 -8.278 0.924
1 5513 -7.595 0.659

53 AT 5 -5.992 0.303
51 TE ) -5.896 0.290
30 can AIHEME -3.910 0.121
5 B3 wh- BRI -3.038 0.090
4 I want/would like to ... -2.662 0.081
6 A -2.243 0.075
49 Z e -2.107 0.073
3 I know/think that ... -2.070 0.073
14 Mi#% wh- %&RHC -1.476 0.070
9 SV O to RiEF -1.400 0.069
50 ETIE -1.215 0.070
40 BEER{R 4 5 il R 1 (0-S) -0.847 0.071
21 it ... to -0.807 0.072
35 can fE /) -0.531 0.074
41 BEER 4 5 il BRH 14 (0-0) -0.488 0.075
16 REFFEDOMEE wh- £ERISC -0.465 0.075
36 could BE 71 LIS -0.115 0.081
38 BEER A4 50 il R (S-S) -0.108 0.081
25 may AJREME -0.036 0.083
37 would (would like to LA%}:) -0.009 0.083
24 oA 0.004 0.083
23 She told me that 0.088 0.085
33 should 7R 3A % 0.139 0.086
11 it ... that 0.316 0.091
47 BER B HIRHTE 0.470 0.095
8 BED TN L D14 B S 0.488 0.096
7 £ E L D% B A 0.592 0.099
39 BERA 40 5 il R 15 (S-0) 0.611 0.100
27 might A[AEME 0.703 0.103
31 must 5% 0.802 0.107
32 must % B 0.908 0.111
19 FEHID% A D 5y 5k 3 (BAES ) 0.945 0.113
20 EEH ORI D 50 7 S (AL 5) 1.196 0.124
45 BELR A4 7 FERIBR AL (0-S) 1.275 0.128
29 can AR T 5HE 1.396 0.135
12 He said to me (that) 1.888 0.166
15 B ETHAT 1 2.007 0.175
48 BEER R FEHIBRH 1A 2.038 0.178
10 SV Oing 2.071 0.181
34 should FJREVE 2.071 0.181
43 BEFR A B FEIBR AL (S-S) 2.139 0.186
13 PR A 5 (BT A #) 2.291 0.200
52 Bh&EzA +have+ 18755 & 2.333 0.204
46 BELR A4 7 FEHIBR AL (0-0) 2.468 0.217
18 had better 2.808 0.254
22 B A7 1 2.877 0.263
26 may #F fJ 3.318 0.325
17 would rather 4.121 0.482
42 BIER A I A A% FERIBR A 4.121 0.482
44 BEER1R 4 5 FEHIFR A5 (S-0) 4.804 0.676
28 might §F 7] -Deleted-
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RASCAL OFEFRN D, BEINIEERZZHN0.250LL FO11EOIEH ZHIRLZ, i
SOHIBRIAE DG, HEEHEORWEDIE, 338, $F130%, NEidsE, e, #
ZEDOEOH DL, had better, #E{ELyECH A7 11, may 7F 7], would rather, [
PR FAFT A FEHRIBRAE, BAMRI 4G FERIFR AL (S-0), Th-o7-, %72, might
NI EEAEINR -T2, S bEIBRS T,

FEAERENE O H IR BIEUZ L -S<RE S E Theta E31EXL DA S K AVESCREM & DAL
EFRTTI7IILUTO@EY, ©7 Y OREMEIZ0.36 Th 5,

o iiiﬁﬁéé’g

0
-5 -4 -3 -2 -1 0 1
HERBEOHBERKICE S HETheta

K2 HEEHMEOHEBEEKICEDEENIE Theta LMD BEE

HEXMS

YE32 D> CEFR L~ULEHE Sl Theta LORIRIL, LLTO@YTHD,

32 EX® CEFR LARJLEBEHE Theta EDEER

CEFR L ~v AE 7)1 Theta XIS % RS
A2+ < CEFR = Bl -3.21 ~ 4
Bl < CEFR = Bl+ -2.87 ~ 5
B1+ < CEFR = B2 -1.46 ~ 11

4. EBE

RASCAL Of§RAab LI, HEUERRFEAN0.250LL FOIE A ZHIRLZ, ZHL T4
HERHEA L CAhDE, SIEREXNRER ST RGEFEHE LS TR O RO EEHERAET,
BAREASO A 3l C L D40 3 D% B E M0 /0 B SCC R D SUERRITIN R, Bk 722 EB)BY <
5D, FOFELLADE, RGN EREIZR > TCODEA (S-S, S-OXA7)D AN, B
HIREIZ R TWVAEE (0-S, 0-0 #47) LY, G EILE\, 72720, BREFO T TH
AT NN SIS D01 T, BRI O IR IR P8 Bl 5y 207 A 7o o
OIEBBFIXIZEALE VLN TELT, FRRINERY, X TE L, F10HLH3
AN, TRCOFLFENELES>TETEY, FRIINERTA2W O ICHIBRS =23,
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HASTHLE SRR S V O to AR, SV O ing 728 DI RAV R TANL, ZOHEMD
THLOFEEZEORBNAIE N THLZ LN DD,

S EORWEBL, BENMEMERLOTHD, LL, RFEEZNE, Zhbixd
FEIENLERICT TFELEHEE ThHELE 25, OFY, FEOEKLELLERITH,
T TFELUZHEB B RFCAS TELFEZ DI THBENEID N, S EIOFHEXT
RLIRST LIV DFEFEDRE 1 ZFRIL TWD,

SIERE N EZZ D6, BEHRRE FRESIARROEVREE D, DF), —H
WZSEFRRZFFo TDEN ST, ZNRMEZDNEIMTIIREREV DR HDHENIZE
7o ARTOREIL, SHIZ, —HZMfEZXD 180 -Th, FEERIZIME) | LVvHZEEn T L
BRIF TIERNENDZ L, ARIOPFHERRE X, SR THEALIOBREEGM R EE
ZIXEZ D LR, Lacl, MR, BERICE#HRZMT T, AL EE2E
SHTINLDIH B ZHE ST DDNEINTHD, ZINLEIEIFREIZHZ ML, %
PR L VOB G IVESCE BLEL, A RIS s R EDEES 72 8 2 535
LD, ENENOFEEPROMEHO BFEET L5 B 23R, Emr7e
AERTEVIMRER D> THNWDE LR,

B O FUERE O A DD RE ) A2 HEE LT-HE /1M Theta & A M O VESCEEATfE &
MR EE, ST LbE<R, 72770, R2bbndIoll, 5 CEFR L~ULIZET
DL TEBDIEMERFEZAE > TVOD (—EDORD S ER A 21T, %395 CEFR L~
JTETHETE 20N, BRI, A2+ 25 Bl+ £TIE, EMERMORIIXIFE
REREVDROD, Bl+ 22 5L EAERFE OB ZBITHIINL TWDD 03 bh 5,

DN AN OVESCEHmIE, SUEMIEMESICETAIEWmIZ T2 AV TirbhCnbbir
TRV, L LD, EYERFMEICEI T 21E# bR N2 HEE T o EEZHI DL BiFD
ZEb AR LR, XX, AEIOSGHTTIE, ZEIREIT RIS LS ERe
727Dy, ZiUE be surprised EW oo B A BIRELHIKI LI /20O b LIVRV, 20D
72, BHOEMRTEMRR (formulaic) 72 S FEE RO H BB T2nbHEWST, B0 UEE
PEDOENZENREDME AN AT BELITZIR DAV AY, 2, oA E w1 IELL
2 T2BENST, B 2 STIRIZEIT DN TR /5l OFBIR S TE VOB EITRG
VY, SIBIZ, BhENGNCRE T o4k 4 2 R VERME O HBLIY, BRI EZZ T
IRV EIEEZDLDOD, XATOFEVREIZEST, TORANLTLLESETHH LT
ROV, Lo T, ZHOBLEREEZETHILICLY, FKERHEO HBLOA I
F3<HESIE Theta OFFEZ LIF 5288 ATEEDD LAV,

5. R

AEOFAEZ N#H O CEFR U~ VL, {ESCGHl O #5025, Bla HbIZ A2 6
B2+ ETHA L CWABEHEESND, AFRAE THWZ A2~B20EUEREITEHH D55, A2
DHIHDN DD G UWEH E B2LL EDOHS BN DO LWIE H 2[RV, £<OIE
BIZZNODL XUV DFEFEDORIIOFRINAH N ThoTe, ZILbD A h7e BRI TH
HIL, SUHEENEMECRY, TS SRERENEMEIC DL, BAENRELIEND
notz,
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TS D FEYER O DA BEA S LI UIZRE DHEE S ARIC L A5 MRS BRI, @
LRoMRARBE BTz, ANEICEADESCOE MR T, SRR EMESLIMIbEE 2 7288
NEFNTWVDHDOT, ZHIEHDREE LR THD, LnLand, Bl EREOHHEO
HEDF =7 TR, FRENDIEERED B S 8T A5 M A Ik 5728
THIET, TNENOEERHETE B OFEEEZSOIC BTN TELAIREE R B D, 4
%, ZOIRFT I T EE R L QO ZEN M B LR D TH A,

SE X
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