T4 T4 ¥ TR Ik EH

A
L Lo

BRI TR R . KA DEFRDP LR L, RKEARAMEZ B 20D A F )V
B ZTOFE EEEFROYEEREOEEN BRI o072 L b F 2 5, BICHER
AL, HEEREHFFORNZ L L OO L 7 2 b4 28505, FIRX
D OIEMES 2/ ) IERRERMEIEZR, 7271 b, IR, FSCERLR SHEE
EHRHALE LTE HES N, FREIC U EE DT 5 BT, HER T
) 70 PESCRIFR & FISCHRSBE L 72 5 72D TH Do L L 804ERICA D, EBL
Fa—bo#ERE, HARD S DO DIZ X BEFFERAFERIIRY, ZNET
DI —DE O AGKBENE R R 2 B L 72 HENE s
SERRFEEIE I I 2 =Y a YRR AIT BT, A-F VI 3Iasr—V s
Y ERFHERE ORI R HFEREERGEE O AET (Assistant English Teacher = %
ALT: Assistant Language Teacher) % KEHH T 5, I xZEL L T B8RO
BEHSL T I3 27— a YEE L RFEARSICHD ) =71 ¥ 7. 7474
Y 7IREOWME DS OEFBEPLEL END LI kD TNTOIAT AT
R, BAAR 23R8 )7 R Il T R O W S & SRR B OB E P HiEA & L
THEATWRVOPBURTSH 2,

2. FAT A4 VT ORERESR

— M HVEREEE - HEDOABREOHRTIA v 74 v IR QBT A RN R
WEEbN TS, Raimes (1983, p.6) (&, T4 714 v ZEME SRS ERE
MiFE. k. AH =2 A (Mechanics), fi%. 7%, HE. 5iaF. FIHE, NEO
9DIIFIT TV 5, TSRS E LT MEBIIISUR ORI UG, A =2
AWETEE - 447, RO RPWUEDEEND. BRI EELE TR R OHE
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A

FE. I S FENE, LR SR EN D TN A IIATEIC
BEREL CHIO T TR I a7 —2a v RFERELTO T A 74 » 7R
DHREN D, BIZHFERLE, BHICLD 74— Ny Z2R5HEb b Y . AT
o, ) EHliTIUIEBENRSEm - Oh, BIES 4 LIRS TV 5,

3. A T4 Y ITEBEORME (~ 90 440)

5 1960 AT F Tl R RSEFOTN T 2 #d% SN SCEHHOMERR
AL ELTIAT 4 Y IHfEH & NIz BISHHESFEAMB S, S, HARFEE
FEOT— FEHE L CORMFHEIT % A RMEH, ARBEE L TEE SN, 4
THZoiiud, KFEARMEIL RSN TS, —HT80ERICIEF Lz
Ia=T =T avHEORNEBRE T A T4 I FO%, HEERL D QBT
BT L L9128 ). QOERBENLZOELEZ, NERTHATICE Lz, 2L T
[Tt ARERL] 33228 T4TIAT 40T EZFTVES,T 5,

3123322 W74 747407

Jek, 7Ok A7 7 a—F Do Mind Mapping TOE X TH 5 & OW % A&
(Arndt, V,,1993), Drafting, Revising TOfJi[E] & D& HAHL (peer revision) (Raimes,
A., 1983; Kashiwagi, T., 2003), #WEEFETOFHAF 2 Zi#k L2k (e.g., Porter, D,
& O’Sullivan, B., 1999), 7 1 — F/Xv 7 TOEXFAOEHED 5\ IXHEEEM (e.g.,
Bichener, J., 2012; Robb, T., Ross, S., & Shortreed, 1., 1986) 2* 5% 5 —#D T A 7 14 ~
FIREEATVS, HIZREIITVLIA T4 2 7GSRI, SO LT
a2 TA N3 5 (gulded wrltlng) TD3G L&\ (Leopold, L2012; Neumann, H., &
McDonough, K., 2015) R HAFEZE 3 2R RSN TV D, AE—F U LR
&b7474/7i%<mwéfﬁﬂ g BIC, MEDHFXHELITE, BHIYPH
B MAFOERICLVESLEELEZ L I EDMEERD, TELED RELH)
Hi® b, ZHUEEFAHY, 5isaT, BHoHFEFLoaia=r— a2l
VAATEZZ TN AI 2= NTATIATA YT Thbo

3.2 Mind Mapping
TUELRATTU=FTE, T LA YA =37 (Brain Storming) , ¥ { ¥ K<
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¥ 2 (Mind Mapping) . B\ ZA/81 ¥ — 25 L (Spider Gram) & 3 Ehit, I
WaHECENS, BRT 2 BN LEFEREEEHE TRV FIZH VTY
o WANTHUMNIT — < 22 Ty NEK, BUFRICIA A 2 MIROE D X 9 12, ngE-
ETIE - HIBR A R L 2L EELRHH L 29 TRV DG, /3575 70
B R E B & ik L 255 . ARG 2 MRS 2 T 2 B 0% E % R/
VE2%Ta %o (White, R. & Arndt, V., 1991) EDEEZHW A2 3 H GO T, #3E
CHIEELT2FHEOVITND, HHVIEM AL, EEHFEEOR) BRI
JGLTHRODTRWEEZ LN TV,

33¥7 - Lta—

FRlZ, 70X AI4 74 2 ZI2BVTEER SN L HERERC. STtz
WOTWABET L Y 2 — (peer review, peer revision) % #3414 %, Mittan, R (1989),
White, R. & Arndt, V (1991), McGroarty & Zhu (1997) & 2832 %E L 72fpIc X 5 L
Vo — RS & o T BXFRADR O WER FRNE L BK o8y %,
IELCETFHETH Do 5712 Mittan (1989) 1, MEILD [E 2 5 | f78035H
HRLOII 2= = g U AEHL S, SHEREEEICBU % 4 8% 2 < Tl
HHBVWHDIZL TS, EFELTWS,

ENEEOFERTOET L E 2 —ORR LKA L72/AR (2005) (&, L2 #uE
FEOFMBETNEOWETNRL, V=5 51—, Bk, B2 ERcBwTy
T 2—%EEL2BOHD, BEASER LA L2 MEL TV, LA LA
5. $7% 1) B (Type-token ratio) , “F¥FEE., FHLRICBWTIE, LT
BHED TREL . PRI X 2HERORR, 50 I WREHAAZHA L, X050 23
WHEERZ A L CEEDEL 2 ) FRAD WEBIIAE D o 722 EATRIB I TV S,
F o ANRNRIE LD I AANEA L. R ORI LT\ 5 K. BN
REOYUEHBEDPHVEBETETO VI EPHS IR 5T,

AR L T OMES & LC, BB ) OFIRERUE. T AEECRIRIC R
L (14232 75 7356) LAZEECTHIAN (4058 425 4846) LT\ 5 MAYEH SN b,
TR & OHEBIC X V8T 7T TOEMIFEZ . EETOELEODBRIEL
MR o 2B, HRBRIIBEE DB SN TR D L ERIEL, WIH05/87 7
T T DEHRD B o Tz PRI, KDFELVRBEOREERMPIE L LT 5,

SINBENRT BT 27— FOMEENERL, 7)) Ea—DRFTLEMEZ E L O
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A

Le, BT LT 8% 2 NEBISHIL, FERsDH o 70| [ e M3 280
DENDPHIIBRIZ % 5 T DB\ ] [EElD 5 OB EE R AL 0\ | [RBAING
. TR, WEBASRONG] EAETF SN, KE. EETE LT [H#EREER
T OIFES DI R LA, RRIIOBWEPFERELED . BEREE A LI2]
{7 %] [TEEH COREIDRIIKB I T ] [HEREFELOEN R
B BRISFE—EP R CERELR TV, BPBIToNb, LELSNFED 45D
SHBETLEa—IZBELTEY, BEEOVEDE LTI HERT A1
g5 EBbNG,

4. #hBh & X 2

AR ERZ Y . T4 T 1 2 IEEIIR A BIERED D b o A=RCBYH 2 355
b0, BEONEEEHD L OO, MpOLETTRVE) iz o THMT 2 b
D, BWEOHGIIE - 72 HRF 2B & —fICBOR S 5 b 0, Bz RS 212
FEI LBV il s b o, 20N, B A\We Lz BHIZAIET 2 b
D% EFIZZWAPED . FEAIM S EREFTEHAT LI L THY . Thed
Bi¥25 27540,

41. 5 A3 3f =7 (Sentence Combining)

Ll ofgEd: e LTMNERTHHEH SN TED (e.g., Ahmed, Y., Wagner, R. K.,
Lopez, D., 2014; McCutchen, D., Stull, S., Herrera, B. L., Lotas, S., Evans, S., 2014)
EFL % ESL B CH BRI S 212 % 5 TE T b, (Park, H., 2000) HAE®D
KREFEZMRIZ U722 D 5B (Witt, 1., 2015 70 &) o M3 o filf i 72 M SCTHRRE L
X EBRBERTAZEICL), TLEENVDHLBEOR S ZFfo /23 HF E
25 ZENVHNTH B0 AIER, B, AEs. PR Z EoGiEBE I, B
AT ChERERLLETA T4 VB TH L, F22BR R aur—va
(Gei2) e, BEIRE D2 A ) IXERZ O OHIH EFL 58 F TIELIZL
(L EBTBEROELAXE DL EZIPHENEZ->TLE ) THERELH S
DT, I/EFZ, V4, ) - AU R EROERIEIER LI LEPD L,
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42. 7% A M4 (Text reconstructing)

TATA Y THINEBO UL DT, FEEVPFUIIGRAL) =T 1 ¥ TP 5
ERELTOA A=V %L, TIDPLTDOTFANEHET LI AT ThHL, 1H
s AR LR IR A & FE o 72 AR S0 IO AL B BB Wi
FRERREE OFIRE L ERA L EDS R E B BN, BB R HIZEWEN EASL LT
BIETORV, INDSHE LT~ — (BH) 474 7DD, 7FA
FEEZBAD) —F 4 7 TEHRL, TV —7F (XT) TYAZ Y Z 727 TIT)
£ 4 7 F 7 X (Dictogloss) &) ¥ A7 12755,

43. 7% —H A% 7 +—2 (Focus on Form)
MEFEEE I B B CHEIEEIE, 1960 £ 5 OTEX % .l & L7-48E (focus
on forms) 5., EHAZHLLE L7-8E (focus on meaning) ##EC, II =4 —

#oTWwh, (Saraceni, 2008) 7+ —H A4 > 7+ —,ld, [TEILERSHEFFHED
Tk & BIROOIRED RIE 2 MO 2 15%# 2 4H 5 T 5 (Niu, 2009), 7T 4 Hfilix £
oI 2= —2a EBHHSHEEY . BETIIEEIEETDIA T4 27T
i & (Fotos,S. & Hinkel, E., 2007), A =% 27 L5454 VT OMES Ay
& LCRIA CEEITH) ARSNTWw A,

44 %~V —F 454 >~ 7 (Summary Writing)

BT 7 A NOERZEENTH L, HEFHETIT ) HE L IERETIT) H60d
%o WANIBRABEOGH 21TV, FTER (BR) LHE (BMEH) 25105,
FiRE F LOLIEI, LEEORVHNELELET L, FWNENELEoTRD
DPEHETF v 735, COBRICHGZTERER L TEYICO% CERFRME,
WEED 2 WU % ZTTREEDSH 5 DT, LT FEHERADTETE LH IO
oo ZOMWEENE, 77 A MBSO, )V —T1 YT I4T74 2 T %
BEEAF I, AVERESEIICEBNT 5 (Hirvela, 2007; Ushiro, Y., Kai, A., Nakagawa, C.,
Watanabe, F., Hshino, Y., & Shimizu, H., 2009) 75, $¥IZHFETITOHa. Y A2 L L
TOWSERENEBDNL DT, +5EMzIT> THrODTBR. £/, FiH
LRFHFEF 2 XM (54 7) 12X o TR EHIPLIZS WILENH DL DT,
B L BT DOREDP LI TH B,

_23_



A

45 B 7 ¥ X bE4 (Dictogloss)

Dictogloss & (., Focus on Form DJEBD & DT, KN FEHEICED DI %
(FiA) Hpe, ZNE TNV —TTEHLEVEVSOHET LY A7 Th b, HmiL
FETRELERERLZFMISET B &, FEEFEI T v MIEHAEDE
T2, VA=V T AY—F 2 7REJIOM L (Vasiljevie, Z.,2010) . 7 A 7 4
> ZHeS1om L (Stewart, B. L., Rodriguez, S., Luis H., Torres, G., & Juan A., 2014;
Azkarai, A., & del Pilar G. M. M., 2014) 3G RC B O L (Prince, P, 2013) 72 &,
FERREI DM EIZB L CEHHIZHEL LTSN RN D, ZDF A71213E <D
N T—2 g YOEE L, HEOTEIZ L YRR DO LT 272055 K LT
borEBbis,

46. HEj— v A RwEl (v 54 ¥ — ¥ A = E-rater®, Criterion®)

FERBEOE LR EMYIHEL T MEF YT Y —ERIEE, T14T4
V7 omEICES L T\wA (Burstein, J, 2003), 7 A Y # @ ETS %, Criterion®
EVI)ELHETF - EZXDOHFTHEHL TV L5ITT Y V2 Brater® Th b, &
D & HIHE LEH %2 5 % O 2O FFEIISEFE I 2 > TV 545, Jacob, H. L. fill
(1981) DFEF L 7zNE., MR, fhmg, SlfH, L) 7o 774 VIZk
L FEXRIRELOFI L R EEEROMIICET 5 [k e 5tk
(organization & development) . B O 72\ W7 19 72 S0 SCERTRR D 12 B3 % S0k
(grammar) . BRZEFH R 22 & ial DR D 1B S 2 A (usage) . AR ¥ 7k
RFEA R OTe T 7% EI1CB T 555 (mechanics) . #0) 3K L R0 BhRE i OB e 70 &
B B3R (style) @5 DOFH» LA

AT iy Ao

WFEOFEIT R WEEH I T MR L LTOMBI AL LT, 7LIA4
TAYITHRHDL, THUE, TAT4 V7B LHN. AR, AZ A VaBHiEICL
(Hyland, 2003), 7Ot 22 REILFEHFEDTA T4 Y T IEBHEHEH IS5,
BRI IGEEM TR ZFE, 77 b4 U EETE. ARETHEZHR (FI
IR . iEFE (Glossary) VB EOEHARH D, BEI TRV —FT
DOIFEFENRETH S T72, PFEIITIEIETGE (HBE  2011) 2EzhE
Bbihs,
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5. 94 574 Y RENICBIT B EE

L2 FEBOPGERE L FESNOBRIIZ  OfmE T SR LT &7z, # Bl
(expertise) LISMI MR LR & 37 % Raimes (1985) %> Zamel (1982) (24 L T, NNS (I#k
EEOFRONE I FTOER CAHKE MWD 2 v 7 % L (Johns, A.,1997), (%
A LS % (hedging) R BBhE, A, Z@EEE, —BILL BAHI2Z L v (Hinkel,
2002) &4 % Rf#L &%, L2 (Second Language, 45 2 S3&) 91 7 1 ~ Z'1%.L1 (First
Language, BHEFE) & OBIH A < (Jones & Tetroe, 1987), L1 TH LF =& F
FL2 THENAEHBEFTHY, L2 HEEDBEEH O 52% % & (Sasaki, M. &
Hirose, K., 1996), L2 TDF A 54 ¥ 72 L1 2T 52 12X W hEad 5
(Woodall, B. R., 2002) &9 2078 H 5. F7z L2 BGEREE N2 FEARIT. NE
EEOFHMIZ 5 % 5 2 (Hirose, 2003), T4 7 1 ZREEROA L 7EH & D
BB A% 5.2 % (Kubota, R., 1998), T2 L2 BGEREIZIS U CERER 2 BERE T
DEAVIEDLY  EEITEVAEEL S OFEE L HFEOTHLHIETE Tk
vy, & Takano (1993) 137RI2 L C\2 5, Sasaki & Hirose (1996) 1%, L2 #GERE|ZHNZ
LI TOIA T4 > ZHe & SRaiSCREIC 0 A HRAER D EAER L BTV 5,

6. $RE L oM L Tk

6.1. FF L~

COLNWGHE LEEDS 2REOFE AR L, B~ OHT#E % 41
AELEOLNLZEBEETEIET, FHLRIZ10FEUT T, ERE R LEKF YV 7
DIFEAEDVEFHELPHD . FEE LoOMEZ LIZLITHAZ 5, AL S+V+0 oK
FHEEATE TV WA H, EHEETHEC I LIHZIZERZOT, /12 F
2 TR T BENH LA, TNEZTEFTIME &) ) EFTEL . B
BEBEA L) T20, Mk LDLHIIEI D, RERMIIKRELLATY P&k
DLERET, OARFECHEBAER L CENERREICERL L) L35, Zhix. 4
HETEIC L B EREER L) L) O BB 2 W IEHICER ML D S iz,
MEXHEE 2 S/ CERT L LV T T4 Y FIEB LT 2 v, FRICHGERE
DIRNEBRFT EEFECORBUEREICAEN 2720 BN 2D 5w H ARG
R EED R 9o HAGER B ICHIRT 2306, B SUEOM#IZ D L 225,
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A

SHERN [H5. 2b] 2ERICL72A4F0ELHTHERIRY . BIBFH)
. BEICE DA F I ALHHEATLE ) TICHRKOMED D 5, HEREDR
H7; W5 T3 5 have, make, give, put 72 &% i T, — K AFMCEE (we, you) 72
ETEBAT D-ODOWENARI R TH L, fam~ A v N~y T2{ER L. BIX%%
CHBNATHIEDIREL LA,

6.2 Hifl L ~ov

COLNVIEH HIEE. B TEIPMEN L) ZFOH, T ORI
bR & SRS A IR, I CEDY 10 35~ 15 SR OB SUE A L H 2
LEXFETHb, ELAIWIIHHET L I 7205 but E BELIE. BEN L REE
FEWIT5, AT, MESE LTSRN THREDE C BAMEICRITA 2 &, 4§
AIFETAILCLEB) L9528, BHEiRAUDOEEATELRWVIZL2DDbS
FT1O2OLIWELDEFREANTLE D) 2L, HEREOEN LD Z L% DS
EFoNb, 2WEO N3] 2% EFEZOPEELOPOHFIDTE TRz
O, RERGEFLHFEZHET L V)R L L RN, Lo T—RARBOD
we, you, they R E:A4EH) @ something, nothing % EFEIZ T A & FHIT R WEINA D 5,
IR L L CIIE—REER T 2B L IFETE LN L L, €O TH L Wi
ST ARFEEREHT S LD RIBEE LT 2 ULEN D Lo [FRHITEA R R & 5
MEFHLZ, LDFLVWIHE, BRSLEBHZ ER L2808, BiiioN) =—32 3
YR EICOERRLDE S,

6.3. L~

B ERZ L CERCE B EHICEFE L B RETE LNV TH S,
PICRIL 16 FELL BT ANEFADTEAFNHE. B3 2 M3 5 ly ZoglE, /3
TTTTRY =L ) — AR OHERERIEETE LNV TH D, 72721 OB
T but RFELICHLEMDAR S ND 720, ¥4 ¥V FYy TIELETH ). EHE
IROTHERER 2 Zi S 2T nE % 5 vy, F 72, “shell noun” (Schmid, H., 2000)
EMHIN G SRS 2 LED WAL, RS 2 I ERIE, 2% ) #%
FEEOBWIEEFEELSH LAY L 2, BRAEH 2O TEESLETH S, iz
X, “Everybody knows the fact that all the participants should be aware of the principle
that the final goal is to win the first prize.” ®F1® the fact, the principle 75% %) T 5,
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9 LTHHREIES T, EEFRICEREEZEC L, 5012 »cd 51
REMEDSE Ve SOLNIVOFBEIZE, B LBE, T4 7 MR, YTy
AAYNAZ Y TR EDI A7 AHICHAGDE RS, AE—=F 2 7L OfE
FHETHLTA ATy v a v RHNATOS LY F—2 a v EIGHTEL Y Ay
DLV, WWEMZHETIAETE 2 ICT BESHIUL, LY FEHNEIET S
LBbNG,

64 74— KN
M) T TRZDHE L BHC TR AHE. ENEIIIRIIIRE & BRI
BASH Do ATHIZET L Z DORIFAZ DV TIIER ~ i d 1)« SCEETIE IR RS
% EDH D (Truscott, J., 1996, 1999, 2010) &9 FaRER, I EIGE AW B
AR TAF =< OBIBIETD (Manley, J., & Calk, L., 1997) &9 FiE%, B
R HIFE T A T4 2 ZIZHBT % (Polio, C., 2012) &\ ) FEiRb & Do WA
R % I ADHEHIZE T HEICET 2 71— FNy 2 23 _XETH D (Aoki,
N., 1991; Keh, C.,1990; Kobayashi, T.,1992) &9 FEiEH L B o5N, R IZE
BRARMBETEIZERVREN RN E VIR D Ao b, T2, BRI - KR
74— RNy 7 OBFEMEICE L T, #HADEN TV 225, BUR 7 4 — F
NV T DFEPEGTLHLONKRENET LT (e.g., Bitchener, J., & Knoch, U,
2010; Van Beuningen, C. G. fiti ., 2012) Ti&, HEWLREVIZH RIS TE, HIETE
IR A~V FiakZe EOSEAROBE R LT 5 L FRL T D, BR7 4 —F
Ny ZIZBWTEHREMOENAND [FOE] 2RTEZFIE, A vy —Tx—
ZVZHHE L, SHEEEOMETIN S TEATH L EIZBWT, A0 H 2 BRIy
7

Mikx 52574 =Ny 7 LiZ—#%2HB3THDTH 5, (Shintani, N. & Ellis, R.,
2013)
7. Gl

HBEBRLG CTROEEL B2 55HM0IE, BHEIZE > THNRADHETH D, 4
DADOKAL, BEEOWY TS, Oy 7T HE 2T, BB hsEzsr, &
R REFHED (A,B,C R D) ZEOEBITNEFHLH LD ADA v
JIIEE DB ETHH ) o BICIHRD L ) % KERT T A A X TIEME T
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A

fili 9% DIX RSO 242 B P -mOSLAEIZ & > TIWEEZ ) . T4 7 1
¥ TVEEHMEE O BEME S IFFEIZHEA TV B 28, FEFEH LB TldZe v,

72725 F CEEBESNTELFHMERE L L Tid. BiEKR. —3CFHRE. T-Unit,
B0 D7\ (Brror-free) T-Unit, %72 V) 3E% (Type-token ratio) . fli FFEH gL X
. L~ — 1 — i EDZT S DA, therefore X for example & % L 722>
LEEST, BHEEEDOHLTFAMNTHE LIRS LV, 728 2IBRRAFHE L H
L7 mHBoRES RO LT, WM aREHETIERELE LTORLE
LIEHIBTC & 2\,

8. $RGk

8.1. Controlled-to-Free Approach

Audio-lingual method %3 A 72 - 72 50-60 44T L 72 SCEEROEE 2 K D) |
LO—EOLIAEMIIAT) T4 7 4 ¥ 7B TH S (Raimes, 1983),  H5E
SCREERISC, . FOWIE % EDEX 2t HRTIrbi, HETONY — 27
T T4 A HELL A LR RELLEZ 5N b,

8.2. Process Approach

TATEE (L) OS54 74 77 7u0—F& L CIREIN/-REFE T, Raimes
(1983), Zamel (1982), Arndt (1991) 72 EAERB L 727 A ) A TOLHEFEHRA Y » A2
HEOVTVD, RICE2FFRFEF T AIREEIEN END L) 12720 F
B FS  (Prewriting) . SRR (A » R~ v ¥ 7). HEEiEPE (Revising)., %
IEERE (Editing) . 383K (Publishing) D& LARIZGAAL, FRCZNEATE DD
B9 Z L2k 5T (Peregoy & Boyle, 1997, p.187), X H 3 R+ WX 0FH % H
FRIIRELETH 5,

8.3. Genre Approach

80 AT HEDDIEH 2405 X 9 127 72 2 7T (Henry, A. & Roseberry, R. L.,
1998) 15§ (thetoric) 74 A I—RA X HAFESF. 77 A NSiB%. SREEo0
WO Hh 632 % (Swales, I, M., 1990), #H BV IZFETHO 7 7 k7w b 2 4f
EOMRWLHHPHIIZ L > TOMML, Y v VT ZDaIa=r—a
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~ BRYRIBERERIREINIZIG U7z R 2179 771k Td %o $#12 ESP (English for Specific
Purposes) D5, HLIAY —, ==X, HEEIIS U23UR, 727 A Mk,
Gk, FRmAAA L. AR E MR L 2 B S O3 SR MBS B HRiEk
TH5EHDOFTEZT I —/XADOHHI L 285 - WA HHOEZ L ZoT 7u—
FIZL %,

8.4. Collaborative Writing

A7k @ Communicative Writing & ) & ffifd] (peer) & D ¥ A7 % EAT7§ 5 EHE
WDRRVY, e BRI T TBLT (Task-based Language Teaching) 3L [H - 15824 &
e & A, REEFEDPER LTV LR - fREETH L. LA I T 7T OLHE
BT TV X — ORI EHIE PR (Zone of Proximal Development) %
HIZT 5. MHEEOBRICBW TS SRS, T&2 () KERHEEBEOZ L
T [RH2 T ] (scaffolding) &) TAREZ V235, KFEEED 70+ A
WBWTHIRERET L5414 F I X2 20T 5, ZOFEZHIE, BEBHIIBY
% Krashen (1985) O4RIS L 72 FR R [i+1] WA 4 > 7y MESE (F= ¥ —
ETIV) & Swain (1995) DB L7277 b7y MG (1 ~—2 2 YEEORR L
BB OLEM) ICHIBHTE2HmTH 5,

9. M MUB L2 DIRR

9.1 HAERANDZE  HEFHEOKFE
Maynard (1997) (I HAANEGESEHHEOE CHEGEE, LTOLHIZTLOTW A,
O EAREIEN 2 25 ABBR D & JRAE L 7-BIRR G, B 2 &
. BARIIRESN TS
@ [#HPMTEED T 5] &) FFEREERE 2 SN A5 () Lo
2 & o THERFATYR S, GEE & AFH Lo TR E RE S 7 HAEFEE %
o
® FFELHEHZLTLOLEE L
@ Tdsb, 5] &) HRFEZENL 7 be X become | ZKFFT 5 72D Bl
DIEFAD D 72 L B Z DIMAFEARIZ R o T D
TIZHARANEFFEHED T LML (K, 1997), HEMIEREHTSEL S
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A

IO, EEEREFEMEL ML - EHIERE (Kubota,R., 2002) 25 & L 7-HF
7L H 5,

HANEFL 2B ED T A 7 14 ¥ VeI BT BRI & @ i - ik
TH H 25\ T Nishigaki & Leishman (2001) 1%, HZAAFEFEEOREEO T & E
bNBLIFEFHZ, UWTOHE THEOITTW5, BEMFHER & LT, BERK
TEIZBED BB, — ARRERE (1), Wh SERTSC BiE O =R % 580 2 BIFT . Mk (n°t) |
FALSE, HEODEE., THEE L CobeBE %Y, WAMHEHE LT, B
Gk EOILE (). BEOBWAFT, mEFY. B )FEE. WEHEoOR
AR BT T 5,

FIZHE, BE., BR, RN FLREOT VT HOE0RFEEOESIFEICR SN
DAGTEARYEL Y & REEE T & 72 L 72 Hinkel (2002, 2005) 13, # D5 K % 135D
LR T ZE R B S N AFERRA L SFEHFTCH L L, 2800F
EIHA DS % AR RER LT

92. FED Y A T\ X L #FE - BAEHOMER LYESY 27 ORE

SRR L NEOBEE (familiarity) 13E C L LOERPEICHBEBRL TV
(Hee-kyung, L., 2008; Kashiwagi, T., 2008), Kashiwagi (2008) |2 & % &, #FHEFOIE
B HE & il & LGRS0, HELSC, BERE i _72 30 & Cld, b HFEFICH
BEOBVFEFESLAFICZ NPT, H(RE (77 A MR) bEWKE, FELE
A, HEDE . B OEE L BRI . BEEOTH 2R3 Vil
BOMEF R 5o F7200CH EFOBFED R OO FEED L (Argumentative
Essay) C, 77 A MR, ‘FHLEDHEL, MBFEOMHNE Rtz =R L 72
i (W) AP Z V. BEEL MY v 7 OT ARG S F AR IR 5.
WA EE I HCORERE Ul & L72f0R % il L33 2 e 2 o
7o SRR L R ¥ AT B L WEEN ORI SRS T E b,

¥ 72Fmai 3 (Argumentative Essay) O¥p&1d. EiE% We, People 72 &O—fE AFR
EHW5S 2 L, Hifia O when, if & KRR EHWLEHITHEBT 5 2 &, be BF
R R T B85 )% B LR & R 7o P SIAME D v IR UAE )
OBE L UM AFREFE T D you % i H S & 2 & be Bh& o> i FH % [m1#E T X |
make, give 72 & DOMB)FT & I CEIY 2 BRI C& 57290, ¥y A7 OF>H
B2 KBRIZH ST TRPUEE 259 .
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SCERRMAA L 2020 FEED S ORFARIEFETO 4 R AR L I—RE L 720 &
D) =T AT E)AZV TN, oA T4 07 (FLEREERLRD) LR
=XV 7%z &) EVIBETH D, TTIZL OMEE. HEEHZLBZD
R 7 R N 2 E LIGD T\ %o 55 HAGOffE %R &9 o TRIEIZ[H
CEHET L2 S CRET 2008\ ) KIEIZ S 505, D & ARYGIZE
LT E MR OWEEAFT BT L REHEORUETH SH Z L IEM#EN R, O
ENTLL L DIFEHEEDTAT AV ITHE. T M7y VB ICHELERF->T
WA T E R IEN) TH 5,

SR

Ahmed, Y., Wagner, R. K., & Lopez, D. (2014). Developmental Relations between Reading and
Writing at the Word, Sentence, and Text Levels: A Latent Change Score Analysis. Journal of
Education Psychology, 106/ 2,419-434.

Aoki, N. (1991). The effects of ‘Global Consciousness’ on coherence of English compositions of
Japanese students writers. Annual Review of English Language Education in Japan, 2, 101-109.

Arndt, V. (1993) Response to Writing: Using Feedback to Inform the Writing Process. In Brock,
M.N. & Walters, L. (Eds.), Teacher Composing around the Pacific Rim; Politics and Pedagogy.
Clevedon. Philadelphia. Multulingual Maters: 90-116.

Azkarai, A., & del Pilar G. M. M. (2015). Task-Modality and L1 Use in EFL Oral Interaction.
Language Teaching Research, 19 /5, 550-571.

Bitchener, J., & Knoch, U. (2010). The contribution of written corrective feedback to language
development: A ten month investigation. Applied Linguistics, 31, 193-214.

Burstein, J. (2003). The e-rater scoring engine: Automated Essay Scoring with natural language
processing. In M.D. Shermis and J. C. Burstein (Eds.) Automated Essay Scoring: A cross
disciplinary approach. Mahwah, NL: Lawrence Erlbaum Associates.

Fotos,S. & Hinkel, E. (2007). Form-focused instruction and output for second language writing gains.
In Fotos, S. & Nassaji, H. (Eds.), Form-focused Instruction and Teacher Education. (pp. 131-
143). New York: Oxford University Press.

Hee-kyung, L. (2008). The relationship between writers' perceptions and their performance on a field-

specific writing test. Assessing Writing, 13, 93-110.

_31_



WA

Henry, A. & Roseverry, R. L. (1998). An Evaluation of a Genre-Based Approach to the Teaching of
EAP/ESP Writing. TESOL Quarterly, 32 /1, 147-156.

Hinkel, E. (2002). Second language writers’ text: Linguistic and rhetorical features. New Jersey:
Lawrence Erlbaum Associates, Publishers.

Hinkel, E. (2005). Analyses of second language text and what can be learned from them. In E.
Hinkel (Ed. ), Handbook of research in second language teaching and learning (pp. 615-628).
New Jersey: Lawrence Erlbaum Associates.

Hirose, K. (2003). Comparing L1 and L2 organizational patterns in the argumentative writing of
Japanese EFL students. Journal of Second Language Writing, 12, 181-209.

Hirvela, A. (2007). Connecting reading and writing in second language writing instruction.
Michigan: the University of Michigan Press.

Hyland, K. (2003). Genre-based pedagogies: A social response to process. Journal of Second
Language Writing, 12, 17-29.

Jacobs, H. L., Zinkgraf, S. A., Wormuth, D. R., Hartfiel, V. F., Hughey, J. B. (1981). Testing ESL
composition: A practical approach. Rowley, MA: Newbury House Publishers.

Johns, A. (1997). Text, role, and context: Developing academic literacies. Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press.

Kashiwagi, T. (2008). Corpus-Based Elicitation of L2 Proficiency: Topic Type Prompts, L1 Rhetorical
Interference, and Pedagogical Implications for L2 Writing. Tokyo: Yushodo.

Keh, C. (1990) Feedback in the Writing Process: a Model and Methods for Implementation. ELT
Journal. 44/4: 294-304.

Kobayashi, T. (1992) Native and Nonnative Reactions to ESL Compositions. TESOL Quarterly, 26 /
1, 81-112.

Krashen, S.D. (1985). The Input Hypothesis: Issues and Implications. New York: Longman.

Kubota, R. (1998). An investigation of L1-L2 transfer in writing among Japanese university students:
Implications for contrastive rhetoric. Journal of Second Language Writing, 7 /1, 69-100.

Kubota, R. (2002). Japanese identities in written communication: Politics and discourses. In
R. T. Donahue (Ed. ), Exploring Japaneseness: On Japanese enactments of culture and
consciousness. Norwood, NJ: Ablex Publishing.

Leopold, L. (2012). Prewriting Tasks for Auditory, Visual, and Kinesthetic Learners. TESL Canada
JournalL29/ 2, 96-102.

Manley, J., & Calk, L. (1997). Grammar instruction for writing skills: Do students perceive grammar
as useful? Foreign Language Annals, 30(1), 73-83.

Maynard, S. (1997). Japanese communication. Honolulu: University of Hawaii Press.

McGroarty, M.E. & Zhu, W. (1997). Triangulation in classroom research: A study of peer revision.
Language Learning, 47/ 1, 1-43.

_32_



T4 T4 ¥ 7RO T Ll

Mittan, R. (1989). The Peer Review process: Harnessing students’ communicative power. In D.M.
Johnson & D.H. Roen (Eds.), Richness in writing: Empowering ESL students (pp.207-219).
White Plains, NY: Longman.

Neumann, H., & McDonough, K. (2015). Exploring student interaction during collaborative
prewriting discussions and its relationship to L2 writing. Journal of Second Language Writing,
27, 84-104.

Nishigaki, C., & Leishman, S. (2001). Needs analysis, instruction, and improvement in writing class:
Developing textual features in Japanese EFL college writing. JACET Bulletin, 34, 57-71.

Niu, R. (2009). Effect of task-inherent production modes on EFL learners’ focus on form. Language
Awareness, 18 (3&4), 384-402.

Park, H. (2000). Markedness and Learning Principles in SLA: Centering on Acquisition of Relative
Clauses. Journal of Pan-Pacific Association of Applied Linguistics, 4 /1, 87-114.

Peregoy, S. F. & Boyle, O. F. (1997). Reading, Writing & Learning in ESL : A Resourceful Book for
K-12 Teachers. New York: Longman.

Polio, C. (2012). The relevance of second language acquisition theory to the written error correction
debate. Journal of Second Language Writing, 21, 375-389.

Porter, D, & O’Sullivan, B. (1999). The effect of audience age on measured written performance.
System, 27 (1), 65-77.

Prince, P. (2013). Listening, Remembering, Writing: Exploring the Dictogloss Task. Language
Teaching Research, 17 /4, 486-500.

Raimes, A. (1983) Techniques in Teaching Writing. In Teaching Techniques in English as a Second
Language, (ed.), Russell N. Campbell & William E. Rutherford. New York: Oxford University
Press.

Raimes, A. (1985). What unskilled ESL students do as they write: A classroom study of composing.
TESOL Quarterly, 19,229-258.

Robb, T., Ross, S., & Shortreed, 1. (1986). Salience of feedback on error and its effect on EFL writing
quality. TESOL Quarterly, 20 (1), 83-95.

Sasaki, M. & Hirose, K. (1996). Explanatory variables for ESL students’ expository writing.
Language Learning, 46(1), 137-174.

Saraceni, M. (2008). Meaningful form: transitivity and intentionality. ELT Journal, 62/2, 164-172.

Schmid, H. (2000). English Abstract Nouns As Conceptual Shells: From Corpus to Cognition. Topics
in English Linguistics 34. Mouton de Gruyter, Berlin.

Shintani, N. & Ellis, R. (2013). The comparative effect of direct written corrective feedback and
metalinguistic explanation on learners' explicit and implicit knowledge of the English indefinite
article. Journal of Second Language Writing, 22, 286-306.

Stewart, B. L., Rodriguez, S., Luis H., Torres, G., & Juan A. (2014). Integrating Language Skills

_33_



WA

through a Dictogloss Procedure. English Teaching Forum, 52 /2, 12-19.

Swain, M. & Lapkin, S. (1995). Problems in output and the cognitive processes they generate: A step
towards second language learning. Applied Linguistics 16, 371-391.

Swales, J. M. (1990). Genre Analysis: English in academic and research settings. New York:
Cambridge University Press.

Takano, S. (1993). The transfer of L1 rhetoric in L2 texts and its implications for second language
teaching. Journal of Intensive English Studies, 7, spring-fall, 43-83.

Truscott, J. (1996). The case against grammar correction in L2 writing classes. Language Learning,
46 (2), 327-69.

Truscott, J. (1999). The case for "the case for grammar correction in L2 writing classes" : A response
to Ferris. Journal of Second Language Writing, 8, 111-122.

Truscott, J. (2010). Some thoughts on Anthony Bruton's critique of the correction debate. System, 38
/2,329-335.

Ushiro, Y., Kai, A., Nakagawa, C., Watanabe, F., Hoshino, Y., & Shimizu, H. (2009). Effects of
reading perspective on EFL learners’ summary writing and importance rating. ARELE, 20, 11-
20.

Van Beuningen, C. G., De Jong, N. H., & Kuiken, F. (2012). Ebidence on the effectiveness of
comprehensive error correction in second language writing. Language Learning, 62 /1, 1-41.

Vasiljevic, Z. (2010). Dictogloss as an Interactive Method of Teaching Listening Comprehension to
L2 Learners. English Language Teaching, 3 /1, 41-52.

Vygotsky, L.S. (1978). Mind in Society: Development of Higher Psychological Processes. Cambridge,
Mass. Harvard University Press.

White, R. & Arndt, V. (1991) Process Writing. Longman.

Witt, J. (2015). Sentence Combining as a Consciousness-Raising Task for Japanese University
Writing Classes. The Kyoritsu Journal of Arts and Letters, 61, 53-70.

Woodall, B R. (2002). Language-switching: Using the first language while writing in a second
language. Journal of Second Language Writing, 11, 7-28.

Zamel, V. (1982). Writing: The process of discovering meaning. TESOL Quarterly, 16, 195-209.

K AT (1997). [HARNGEGESBFEOHF CELTII % T THE 2 XD ZV0r—U L
SORG] | [BUIERERTH ] . 3275, 22-25.

AR B, (2005). [=v &A1 5474 » 7128} 5 Peer Review D434 & HERIZIR] [
HE] . 2875, 285- 290.

B %2 . (2011). [[EHIE] 3%

SCEEFEA . (2010). st

HE ] B T ANN— - R LT —T
BRI SR S - TEREAR] AR BHRE S

.4
U}J rnm

_34_



