. [FC®IC
BHEEEIIHMM, FEE & U THEERXDME

SAT420DTOLREZERLE
BEZEDIEODINSTST - SA4AT 4 2 J1EE

R Y

E B

FBEFERRFELT, TORREBRLIENTT T « IA4 T4 2 7RETS L IC KB BEBL U
BIZDWTHRA T A5 ZEZHMNE LT, BERRFESIANT OV - SAF10 27 -7 FO0—Fick 5%
(EEDIDITZTIED, FRIFERBICIEEBICEVEZERZ EOLIITTHML ANIT DV THRHE &4
Hraeildiz, FAEOHE TOLAZER LT 7« 7 HEICED, FBEFEICE > TMOHEADPTN
TA T 1 T OBRERENEBIH I N Z ENMEEI N, £2, 5D0MMbE =T Ot XDV T,
organizing (XEDHERL) DEMENROEE TH 2 LK ULFHENLL, FHEEEDS AT 1 7
B SIREE AN > /2, S 51T, BERT - %O THOBAS T 2B A5 E 208 Lz
LA, TN THE TBRB TERES) TFES OWTHOBRICB W THREHENICE B2 ANED 51,
TOLZERDTA T« O 7IREERR. BEEAIH L TEROENE L E WS EIZBWTH—EOREK
B2 BDNBEMND o T T ENER I NI,

F—TD—R:NSHST - SAF4H, TAVR - 7TO—F, FHEFE

B THBHZEIZEE L. 1B (products) #
HHRITHL0E, DUAELROTGH &R D KT

RSN EZDDH D, LML, BRETOREE
DIA T4 >7REBIZEL T, BRI
REMIBRIESC RO DOFEN IR TH D, &%
DDHBNEDPE A EMEITINT T T THALT
EL&EHIBIAT 1 7 OEHEIZTIEEDOR
WEREAENKETHD, LML, R TIHEEND
o —vasiEhEMITEVWIBEANS,
ALEMICH T DEZEZEZRBTHILEDTESLTA
T4 TRIDERIINKDENTRY, £-E#
ZEORROZ—XERBS LADLERRE N5
FTBMTHSOBERSEZRZRRTSILEDT
EBTAM4T 4 DML, FOEBFIZDTEE
FWETID1IDTHhHBEEALNS,

SEDOEHKIL, CTNETREEFDDOHDHEL
EELEVNIEERBEFIEAERFHLZIRNVWEES
EEXNRETEINGTTT « AT 1 THEED

T.BHAMNEWEWZI E2RREIT 2HRE
(process) ZRBEICHIENEETHD EE
Al TTTEHRHCER. /T4 070E
A % brainstorming G&L &1Y), organizing (3L
HOMAL), drafting (FE &), revising (W&
DIEIE), sharing (FHEFHM) &5 5 DDEERE
WZHIMEL, ZNENOEBETOES I EZEBL
THEOEZEZZHRIE, LI E T &N
ST RARER LT T 1 2 EEETOZ
EWR L7, SEIOBENKT LUERRT, 7
T BRICKOEBEENNT T S TEATH
DEZEZEELT. TREEZLTRHEET
HBHEZTIEDENEDIFEDEREN. £/-7 0
TAZBERLZIAM T4 2 THEEZED LS IR
LMW THEZTT 2. £, AEHSRE
BOTBELENAZER QH) KEWE TdE

G
) B E A

(FBIT )
Pl EE S
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A ETOCREERLEIAT 1 T5E
ZHELTEE LT bDOZEHICHALRETE,
TNTNOERE XEONE) EDORHK)
[REL)) TXOERES) THEE - 3R £Wo5
DOBRICEDVWTHDIHMicE 2, 2o OH
ERERD L OB SR EH Sl O R oTic kDO &,
TOCvREERLEEEFEDDODINT T T
T IA4T 4 27 DEBORSE EFEITONWTR
Y5,

O #BERROES

1. BEZEDSAT 1 URE

SEDING T Z7T « SAT 1 T OFRERERIT
BERRZEZWREL TiDN Tz, ERICHED
ZH1zD, BEFEDOBROBIGENDEL T
TIPS - BEEEOLIICES A, BE
NEDRESERZRELEZNIDONTHAL TH
o ¥£7., FEELEDOEENIIOVWTIE, IhZE
TOLIAKBBRERRTICE D +olls
NHh5EEFAT, FEICKERLA TIHONZH
BRERZEZZEIC L=, FAS (2000) 1. 944
DE#EZEDEE S %2 TOEFL TRIEL, X7
D386 MV & PR EEZEADOIFEND
BRI ELTHELTWS, £/2, #H (2003) 1.
YRRYE 2 AR E A H W T 156 K DEERKEF
A (1~3%) OFFEHZREL. FH836.28 &
WO IERN S BEZEDIGENE TERTFRE
DHAENZAEDEHWBL NV THDEREL
TW3, WTNDORABEDBHENESN TSI &
Mo, BEFEEHRORFENEWMET 22 &I13T
Ela, LL, HEEROFIRE LT, B#¥
A DIEEE NG H A NGRS DS R L X)L
WIEEGEL TWWngY, EREREED LX)V
MRENTND ENWSMRRIIFEETH 5 S HIMT L
T

RIT, BEFEOEX T AT 1 T RESIORE
WAL T, ZINETOEZA, FEAEEEN
MTSNTIRMSIZEND DONEFBETH D7,
A -1l (2004) NERFENREZETT> TWD,
IALDFERKEEEHRELT INST T -
SAT4 T DIREEZ T ENBBM EE

BLZEZA, ZIotndb] EEELEE
EHTnicsHh 5% THO., ZF LI EX
B EEIELEBDN66% (725%) TH oz,
iz (XX TA T 10 273 EEN EWD RN
HMLTIE M5E Ebdnic2# (22% TH
D, MEETIEHRW) Wn744 813%) Th-o/z
EVOERZRELTWVS, ZNHDHERICDN
TH—RLIZHEETH 20, BE#EEEITIIFEEE
DOHDELZEL ENIEERRERF - WE
BENLZL, BTN T T EDDHDITH
TOHEFEMREFFOEENZ N, EWDHEAZ
BB Z EIFRIEETH A D,

IHIT. BBEFAICE > THIREINSFEEM
DEMELT, LFEENZRHE HEDDENDE
ENHD, ZOMCEL TR, FicFsoex -5
AT 4 THRBIITAT 1 2T ITRT AR E
B L., LB FEELDBLTFEEDHFITE
ABDNRNMRKENENSHE (Sugita 2003) A
ZERD, DD, SERIOFAENR Lo
MIZDWTHE1ILDN. 494N L TFHETH S
CEWE, RSTTT » 5454 T DIREET
O ZZEHLTITOIZEICED, BEFEDE
BEICHE L 28N REIC R 2 b D EE X 5N 5,

2. 7ORREERLESAT 1« VUEEOHE
SEORERBR TIT>Z7O0 XA Z2ERL N
STST AT 4 XTHEEOHMEIIDNT, M
MEL 72708 R T LI RITIHFE B L 2 s 5
MEAZEINAZ Z &7 5,
(1) Brainstorming G&EL &)

EEDTA T 1 2 TICABRNT, B XREEE
EENITHT HHSDEAZZHEKRT D720I1217D
N5{EEL. Rehearsing” Murray 1980), &
%W Pre-writing” (Hedge 1988) &g, 7
DEX-54 7427810, EERMAE
(crucial aspect of the composing process)
ELTHEDT 5N TS, brainstorming &1,
TOEIIREHMDO S LIZfThN 5 RENIRIER) D
ODEDTHD, TEICEDEZEAE I TS E0#
RINSHIHEIE., WALARERSE TSNS
ZERED, EEFLECONmICAZMT, F



IO ETHNEZE RDTH T DIIThbNS{EH)
TH5 (Proett & Gill 1986), 4 [EDF3EFE
TiE THCHAX) ONEELTHSESICEL
TRERTHIENSTDbLWERDNBE I L%
clustering, listing WINNDOERICL D TE S
RO < EXEDD EVNDIEFNICD #HER,
(2) Organizing (CLEMEAR)
mAF Y. RN TEEEOHERL
(organizing) ] # Z A S ¥ 2 E#H TDH 5
(Hedge 1988), ZDERITDWTIE, B
WETFIMEE NIRRT K > THED 5 D TR
, MATEEFTHLEEED EXOARE
(the nature of those ideas and thoughts) |
LS LEDLE. RDANRMREFEETEHHIC
EZHMEEDEDITTRETH B LENDHERHND
% (Zamel 1982, 1983), L2 UG EIDIFZENS S

FX NI TTT AT 2 TDHLETHO,

WXL DINT T T 71259 2 AT EEICEL
WIRIIZH B Z EME, ZOEMED ITER2MK
DOHEZDBLDZEIFILDMEEZHEEDL I LIX
K TH 2 LWLz, & Z Toutlining D ¥t
A& LT, FEHEX (topic sentence) 2E AT
7= 1T, introduction, body, conclusion %1%
NOFHMEEFZE > NELTEHEZASZEITL
e LPLZRE. BAETHREIZP R THE, =
ZOETHNFICE > THRIZEERRTHS Z
EEBRURAT

(3) Drafting (F#EX)

(B DOEZZRRTHEEELTOIAMT 1
> /7 (writing taught as a process of discovery) |
EnWH#EZF (Emig, 1971; Murray, 1978) 12
HOLTOtA « 5471 27 REOHLIRIE
BEMEITONIEMTHD, TRIERTIIR

<V BEROLNVT, HOBEAZBHELURNS,

BRERALSNGEE, ESLNS KD EKZ
BT L S B TW<IFEITH % (Hedge 1988), 4t
fTERZen 5135712, good writer OGN FEED
BENE <. NEEZHPLICEEELNMTDONS
DIzt L. poor writer iZEEE L DA H Dz
<, EHEBBROOTEIREEINS EWDEX
HEJTDEWIZK S8R - HIRZERNHRETEINT

BilZEDIEDDINGT 5T « SA T4 > 7i5H

W5 (Murray 1980; Harris 1982; Zamel 1983),
L7=23> T, 4E @ Draftingic W Tid, £x1 %
FEDTOLELDTIERL, BEIDETHIRE
MOL THENAESHARE - BEEDEBLSTH
FWDHEAETHZE, AERLEARELLSBFE
BEOITEE, EERNOEZALLOIEREH
U, EEENDOEICEISTEHID LT HNFICESF
LTHRODHEDDEDITEREL =,
(4) Revising (BIE-EEEL) / Proof-reading
GFEAHmE L)

FEW b OB, BIEL T < B
THDM WRHEDS 1T 4 T IZBNWTI.
form, usage, grammar & W o> 7= H O DIEEIC
BHENENMN TW A (Perl, 1980; Sommers,
1980), F/-drafting &F##IC, TOEREIZEWN
THgood writer i3 EL&AKDHMSLNEDIETE
LREE - XERBEEMETEBIET S (Sommer
1980) 7%, poor writer DIEBIFER - XER E
DFTIEICREZNS (Faigley & Witte 1981)
EVNoEWMFEOERNPHEENT NS, £ITH
EE FEE L TCIOXEEZFHA HOHEITON
BELTHHEHDEWEB ST B3, | &
WH EMZEZ, TNCEADDIEETHSY
MHRBWCR DB THSOXEERASEL.
TN ZNET 2 TEEEZTOES Z &L
2o T2, ENDOEHEIITDOWTOMEBIEL, BEE
DE&D. FFHR. Y=V URAR—ADED A,
EIE XEEEKMRF v IRA 2 MELTHE
EL, FEEM T 1 —R)Nw 7 (peer feedback)
RO E Elk bies 74— BNy QREE.
Fry 2L FEETHARDIC2THTES
FROETIEL., EFEWEAENformsZ@EL TE
OEEERICHRNIEZSNTHENENDE
BN, BENSNDIZS WEHSEERHIZD E
LEBEABNTWSESICDONT FREFIK XD
fBRL7z, EEFTHHFEEEZFITIE, Z02EE
D74 — BNy ZEZFNMDIT, BHDEFEEZW
Z & (intention) & &I (expression) % —3
SETWLIEBZTTOE -,
(5) Sharing (IN%)

INFRIZIE, HMOFEEEORITHRET 2 H1EEE
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METOEEHEAYE L TRRT D HIEND D
(EH 1994). REXROBKX TIT S HEITIE
presentation D{L HIT DN T OEE B X O
DRENBEETZ>TLKBHDT, GEITFELL
FERBHEOEDONS, NI —TDOHTL A
OERZE3ATHEL., HEATHEL 2316
BB R OA S FEFRASEDHEIKD Z
& I e,

I AL
1. SAEDOEB
D) TR EBELENGT G = 5 A

THBIC X BRI B MR E 2 T

BEZEEWNRELTTOVR - AT 125
BEZTOGEOREEABICHEEANRICD
WTHREST 5,

2) FHEFBIMEERICEN L THEMAT U
T S E AR H OO RZ L., T 0
CABRBRGLENGT ST » F45 4 »T1HE
W BEFEICH LU TEROERR EEWS HE
WKBNWTH—EDRMEEGASHDTH S5
ES0%E, EEFHHOFHIINOERT 5,

2. BEBIVRAEOHRE
SEIDOFEZERED K REICE T 2FEOH R

FHid, WRBNOBERRKFAICEEL. 1FEN

RO T3FE 1B (EiEEFR) ] =22i# L TW551

%2 TH 5,

3. ZAT 4 UREOANBLRERE

1) fREHE
INSGT ST+ FA4T 14 2T DHLEERREL

T, FA4T1 27070 A 2ER/ L -fgE 2T

W, NS STBEMNMTHAEFD I LE2RAFIT

CETZHILEOTED THEHENM 2Tk E

2o

2) B LU
20044 KD, FFES AFHETOS RO

¥ (E13<904) #5FA LY Part 1 “How

to Organize a Paragraph” OZEM & L Tl

%L, “Write a paragraph about yourself.” %

R LTI ERZ, SROFRER. HMiot

ENETATA 2 TOTOERICETE, ITD

SHENC Ui TED 7=,
4/15
4/22
5/6  Organizing
5713
5/20 Revising
5/27 Sharing, 7 oo —hk

3) FAEDONE

5[EIH OIREMK THRHT, RESTEITE DN TE

e S N ERERITH T 2 Bk A & HGEIC

EoTiTok. AR EG LERZY 2

IA4 T« TG EITO LA ORER ARG

% LT, HREOEWST —F 2IET 572012,

FATA 2T - TOADENENDONEELD

DERFELT, RBEELIELCSNLZDHDLID

BELE D ICHBE KD, o, BEHEIR

NI LHHIRZEZRNQSEOOEBEBIZEL T,

BEFFEZEDOIDITKRLIZNITONT Thnk

Ba]TEsehtBAEEWN] BEULCEW]

[EL<BNWERD | DADMhGERSE. £EZ20

HEIZDWTOHBHGRZRD, F—7 27y

Ebolr—¥ eI bR L, &

Bic. FORAEBHULENGTTFT «- 1454

DR, EROBENMEEVDEIZBNTD

—TEDRREEEZEHDTHIMNEINE, E

SFHIOFHEIN 5EEKT 72D, FIEIOFRE

TEVWLHOBA X ESROBETEZ LTS

DEFHICHALERSE, TNTNOERE X

BONE] XCEOHR) 1RET1 TXOERS )

(BZE-ZE4]] 0D 5 DDE AT &I excellent,

good, average, poor, very poor D5 THLE

A (T&ER 2.

4) Stk

T —hREEICBEL T HEZEIERLS

BT L BHHAES 21T, RIBEAORFHMERS,

HOFIICBI L T, TXCEONE] TR DR

IRy TXOIEfES) THEE - 35 WD 5

DOBRITDONT, FfCEWLHOBNI X LS

O H ORI TS 2 31l O S ST

IRERBENDDINENEHET D720IT,

CRdd U Wl E) 1Tt %,

FUILrg—=rg s

Brainstorming

Drafting

tHiE



5) fiFEAYEC RS
RRFEITHL T, AEHHEELL TOEINT
HdHIEEOETIRA. AERFAECEEZE TSI
Lk BABHTHEZ LEM5EE, BRMICE
DAL, H O AR ESE DM &I
GrE, BUERHE S IFBEE LW I L 2R L .
FEAOSMB L TE, FERSME -
FORODSHZDT2EAOHMZEET S &
BIRATz. 128, AUFEICBIT 2 mEAEE D
ANCEEL T, FRR164E7 A 14 H O L mEEE
BEERICPNWTERFEEZE TV,

V., AEOHERLEZER

1. BELEICHT IHRE

BT o—bhELTTok, BE2AFIIHT
HEHBFAEDEFIILITOHED TH 5,

K1 SAT400 - TARROEEE

Brainstorming Organizing Drafting  Revising  Sharing
K 9 al 3 6 2
% 17.6 60.8 5.9 11.8 3.9

MoHEEH RS IDIA T4 24 » THEAD
NT MgbERE] KU oNEMEE 1 DERS
BiEZA RICRENEGERER T, &F
HINETIZ, AFEOEREREFAEZIEER2H
(2002, 2003) T TE/EMN WTNOEICH
T % organizing @ B 1T B 2k U /= H
FHOEIGDEN DTz, BEH L IS DEIZBEHA
O—Fid. AARANZE S D8 DOHNE NGEFH
FZENRELEEHAFRICBNT, 2BENI0DX
SBIEBOEEMZFED R WD Zamel DR E
(1983) L/ ETHHDTHDEEALND, T
BB MUTHAAZEED L S illess
proficient writer & EHh 5 %EFH I L T,
FERICKELZE< ORI RIES (pre-
writing activity) & U T, organizing Z{riHt
B ERBESRNEHENENSIETHS, 20D
Z &L, SHOHETICBN TG ER > AR
BRoThH, 514DN39% (765%) HHTHEH
DEH] - BEROEMRZTA LR TER DD
DIZEEREFEZOEMD) BENAEBAELTNT
NESERELTEEXDRHS] LOaAXBLT
WBIRMZERTHHLENTH D, Lizdi>T, 7

BEZEOREODING T 5T « A4 T4 7 gE

Ot 2Z2HEEL THENICEEEVDOH DHELZE
ENESHEZ X 0OMENITT D 2DITIA
organizing 2 ED X DR THEHEN E DRE
ETa> o)LL TITOESNE, ZOERRKD
HENBRICDNWTIFRZFED 2 LENH D L%
NETEHEHDTHBERADZENTES,

K2 TORREERULESAT AU IMT HRGE
SVEEY  EBopLLZIIEL  BENICRL  E<hHWEES
B 34 13 4 0
% 66.7 25.5 7.8 0
[ i
B% 0% B&LEES
26% o A BEsLMENRIEE
EHEY &L
e A 66% Llasril
1 SAT TR amE

TObvREBEHRLEZSA T4 27 EBICHTS
BAEEER2BIUOMLITRT, SHOFREFRE
Eo7EEEDNG22% (51 4%474) 1 TK
WEBES | 0 TEBEeMhENRTLWN] &
WHEEZLTWEZENS, BEZEDEDHD
ST TI 4T »FEREL LTI OrRA
SATF4 Y - 7T O—FREYRGETHo 2
EHrTES, £, TOBERRLUENSTES
EDH TN T4 T 27 DhEFEETIWERS (K
SBVWEED) I BRIZDODWVWTI, SRl Tokd
REENFE 5N,

(L EESHH]

OOt RiIcLEN-> T, BEMICESHEDD
DTHO AT (16),

OBMBEICH DB A ZBIELBNSEZED
BZEMTELDOT, ATV EEEL
CEMTESD (14),

OiiE x ZXAD DT ORI ZIEENC X D,
S e B2 B R — AT D BN T D
(1),

O N7 EMN S DIFRIT BINA ZINENLD
6,

(k< EESHH]

OXZEDOHRDOBEBENEHEL W (2),

OREE#HTHTDEHSDEANE T L
T LES (L),

O7atADNEICL
ZENHB (1),

D, FEPR>TLED
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Bz, TRWEBSHE] DWW TIE. Tk

ENETORRICLEN> TERESNZ 1 EHOF
EIIBITLHEL. BRI DHEMEENTY
LHOTHEBNIOHINCEISTRD AT Fi
(EANEDFELEWNL, KANSD T —RNw D
W&, EXONE, EMIBRETDNTORE
7SS 505 ) S 51, HERIRIEENIC X
D writing block 22 Z &7a<, BHMRADW
HLEZT—RIINTEEZAEESEDDIENT
&3] EWolz, FEITIHEE (Zamel 1982, 1983)
WBWTHERINTWEINEE —-HTEHHDT
B2 I

2. Hi=R B

£33 T 71 U REERTOMICENZE
CHNIX (&FEf) E5EOF15T1 7 - 70tk
2 L7 > TR LZHERN X (FR) %,
TN%) TRERR) TERIA) TERES ) MREE) &0D
SODEHEMEEEFTTHHFEAENHETML -
ERERTHDTH D,
%3 THCHENMX I 28 =58 CFE Max=5)

N% R =l EifEE o
Hir 298(089) 2.11(0.90) 247(0.99) 2.82(0.97) 2.98(1.12)
% 358(0.72) 368(0.81) 3.39(0.77) 352(0.81) 3.80(0.83)

(D) HERFMOTEN (EERE) 25507,
BHERICtREZRT OISR, TXNTOE &SI
BWTE - FROFHERITHKFHEMICERERE
MNESN, BEOHCHENALDOFITE VIG5
ABNTWBZENHEMNIRo 7 [THE) (f
fikRE : t (50) =4.04, p<<.01), [IRERR) (Al
BeE 1t (60)=10.01, p<<.01), TR (M
g : t (50)=5.74, p<.01), TEME=] (|
BE 1t (50)=4.82, p<.01), [FE#E) (WmflE
Fit (50)=646, p<.01)]. ZOREENS, B
BEEIINTEINGTST - 145714 2 T18ED
B THDH I LITHEL. B (products) X
DH, BOANEWEWI L2HEATIHIHERE
(process) ZRBITHZEE2E —-OHMWEL
TS EOT O AEROS A 571 > /g
2. 22X DFEENGTA T4 2T DT ORR
ZTObBDITHT 2HFHFEED EFERFC. ERHOYE
A EENSIHICBNTHEEFHHII—FDR

MRZEGADHDTH O EMNTHT ENTE
5, Thbb FEZEENFLLENS TS
7oAy T OEEETORA « G T 1 ¥
T 770—FIZEo>TITD I & BEROMEMR
EWVWDSTA T g T OEMISAEI R D KR
REGZDERIZOBNDAHEEND 2 EEA D,

V. $LHES5EBDORE

SEOEBRBETIE. NEWNICEEFVDHD
PN ZEENIRBEIFZEANEFZRNVEER
KEEENGETENIGTTT - FAT42TD
BRERT IR 74 T 27T H—FIT &
TITW, BEEENIA T2 DTOEAEE
BMUIEEZEDLDITZTIED. TORREE
DI LN DV THREZAA. FAE
DFER, 922% DFEENS T O AZEBL /215
Iz LT Tk MEsenhEnzidin &
WO EENES N ENSHEIL T, SlalD%E
BoX B SO0t X 20N DNIZME L.
FTNTHOBRMTOEL ZLZBLTHEDE A
EESkEE, Bl TWwW WSOk x%E
BHELESAT1 7 ORERR. NSTF5T -
T4 T4 T OLETHEHEEFLEITH LT
DHABRTNWTA T 1 27 DREREERAIHNT S
ZENERE N, £ 520k T
Ot 2B BEENFICDONTIL. 60.8% D2
A Morganizing DEENRBEETH 5 L H%E
U. 702288/ LS T+ 7 RBICHBT
HIGEESELT, BICEBOSA T4 2 TIA
LEOEEE U TN ELEEROHKEEAL ST L
WHEEBMNEETHE I ENbh oz, 51T,
FEGB I IEEZO THCMSY O HCFH
kB & TN TR TRE TEMEX) TFE
] ODNWTHNOBEIZBWTHREIENICHERR
ENRDHEN, TORXBHOIA T 1 T EE
L. FEEEICH LU TEROEWM EEWD M
BN TH—EDRBNEZE GADURNH L &
IR S 7=,

A% M L LT, organizing D5 ¢ &#E #
BRI NN, BEZLTHEIOLDIC ThE Yy
7w TRl BRLELTLESKRERRS



BBEND FENZYUTHEINEDNMIDONWTIZ
BMENLETDH 2. 2R TIEH- N
organizing O Z O B DITxf L T K # 2 gk

TeFHEorganizing 2f7-> 722 &ITLKD Eéﬁﬁ
AREEENEBZTWEZENE T <A ST
LESZEVNI AT HEE. BROHLZE
%iéhf%&@éhEvﬁ-t>%>z®%%

FH g8 EfTS I &/n &, organizing DFgE 1k
J@outlining DR, BEOBED DL EICTDNT
B SIS ZEDDNEND S, £z, FEO

EH TR, SO E2ER LS T 1 TR
X0, BROEZEAZRALZDELEELDT
CICHEBEEWZREFR L. FriCediting GT
IF - ¥1F) 1B L Cldpeer feedback DI L
0 revising DIFENCFD D EWOHEEZHE L .
DEDINED. BEOMBENINZTST - A
T4 T DHLETHBILEEEL, BERMNIZ
form, usage, grammar% @ T IF1E 13 gk
LTHNEZEEEDHEEICEF S E DD DR
BTH2, LELESE NFTF7 9451 >
THE OB R E ctV)m&bTLKt&bc:L;t H oD
BROEZBZAZERICHAFIEADZDITBLER
%ﬁﬁ\%ﬁﬁ\ﬁﬁaﬁ%%%mbfmﬂﬁw
e s, ZODOEKRP, FHEMLFE
TELT, 94747070t RZ2ER L
EOHT, WML TEBHATGENOMLEEZX
LHREMN, SROMENRFLENDZEIATH D,

D) BEFEAICEEINBOVHAAZEDOZ 27 F
¥ i496,ﬁfd‘5éo
2) BIEBREFEORKIIS2H WAFELILZED)
THDMN, 1A ONTIESEOEEDHNIED
RIEDD O, EEROVENTHICHEI NG
EMFPRINALZOT, FEOTF—F O LM
5IERSE U 7.
3) WA, & EHIT, Hubenthal, C.D.: Thought
into Writing, TINS5 7 - F4 51 27 AM1

ke, 2002.
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Main ideas stated clearly and accurately; change of opinion very
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Main ideas stated fairly and accurately; change of opinion relatively
clear
Main ideas somewhat unclear or inaccurate; change of opinion

statement somewhat weak
Main ideas not clear or accurate; change of opinion statement weak
Main ideas not all clear or accurate; change of opinion statement

very weak

Well organized and perfectly coherent

Fairly well organized and generally coherent
Loosely organized but main ideas clear; logical but incomplete
sequencing

Ideas disconnected; lacks logical sequencing
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Mastery of spelling and punctuation

Few errors in spelling and punctuation

Fair number of spelling and punctuation errors
Frequent errors in spelling and punctuation

No control over spelling and punctuation
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The Process Writing Approach
to the Learning of Paragraph Writing

of Nursing College Students

SUGITA Yoshihito

This article looks at the importance of instruction that gives students direct experiences
with the composing process that enhances the act of writing itself. To identify how 51
nursing students evaluated process-oriented writing classes and which writing stage was
regarded as the positive approach to writing, the final questionaire was filled out with a
finished product. The results indicated that about 92.2% of the students approved of the
process approach to writing and that "organizing" was the most effective stage for the
purpose of completion of writing a paragraph. Moreover, the students  self-evaluation of the
pre- and post-products showed that there was significant progress in terms of the content,
outlining, expression, accuracy, and vocabulary. These findings suggest that the process
writing approach is both possible and desirable for the learning of paragraph writing and for

the improvement in writing skill of nursing students.

Key words : Paragraph writing, Process approach to writing, Nursing students



