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70 AaNOREEEEL 720 FOEES inter-rater reliability 2, idea unit NERE T
1.0, 3—n - 7o} aLDIRETIE, strict criterion T, .85 (p<.05), loose criterion T
i3, .97 (p<.01) TH~-7z,
242 B & E
MR A ENIZTE (1996) B, BELRIEETIE, LEIOXTEORFTLELICH -
TWIUF 1 &EE L, BN 0AE L TPHAEREZ L o7, R27FL, LEDXEIIKVEH
N ORHEHTIME LTV 2FBAR ZDHFRIZIREAL VTR L 72, & B L DRAERED,
EwBEL (paraphrase) I3#F& L TRAL 2, Carrel (1983) TizwWw 2 LR AEHE T,
L EDBROKIBG I —EEHIEREIC) 23— NLENDEHI T 7L —AENLBIIERLAT L
», EFETII—2DTATT - 2=y F DEROKRRG (H345020FER) »ELHE
ENTVBEHZLNBEE, FRILT1IH252, Thlfhiome L,
2.4.3 XE
BXIZA DD T 7T 7 bBREINTWENT, 3277 70FBI34->46 ), AF10ME
DTATT 2=y bbld, 1, FELT7777DFBEIETNEFNIDDTATT - 2
= b, B3, BANTTITTEIEL2ODTATT 2=y tb%k b, EFEXOWHAILF0
B, BS7S57NEBIILUTOLB) THSH (Mikulecky and Jeffries 1986:264) .
(1) Main Idea 1=Many people moved/out of American cities / after World War II.
(3 idea units) (3 #)
(2) Main Idea 2= American businesses (also) left the city / during the 1950s / and
60s. (3 idea units) (3.%)
(3) Main Idea 3=Cities began / to have money problems. (2 idea units) (2 &)
(4) Main Idea 4=Many people believed/ that American cities were dying. (2 idea
units) (2 &)

3. ¥ R

3.1 b=%N - )a—NEEENY OA—-NDOIHE - IBHERE - PR

BRI Sk L W AR R AENEEOR L - LR EHEIC L A ELENY) a—1,
Thbblr—2)L- ) a2—) (total recall, 665i.25) & 42035 75 7NEE (GH10ED
FPAFT - 2= 2 L8R, 108#48) 0 3—1V0BANERE, ZREZE FTEGHD
BEIELITREINTW S,

K1pobh bt )ICHHITOER, b= JIa—NLTHTRTND/F 77 7DEHE
YOBAETLEEIL, HROLPLPLREENIT)H, BERAEIIVATCE» 2 (£0
zn F(Q1, 35)=34.15, p<.01; F(1, 35)=11.67, p<.01),

3.2 HEBFRHE

FIVTRT IO ICHELRABRELRR0 00 R AEBOMBIZ, XELENL—F
e ) a—nTi3, .98 (p<.01) THY, EFEEHERTETATT -2=v FORETH,.
94 (p<.01) THD, WTFNLED CHWHEBEFREEZRL 2,
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Table 1 Means and SDs of all ideas and main idea units recalled

Strict Criterion Loose Criterion  Difference

n M SD - M SD F
Total Recall® 36 5.42 4.83 6.44 5.31 34.15**
All Main Ideas® 36 1.44 1.21 1.69 1.29 11.67**

**p<.01
@ Maximum possible score=66
® Maximum possible score=10

Table 2 Correlations of recall

Loose Criterion
Total Recall Total Main Ideas

Strict Criterion
Total Recall .98** —
Total Main Ideas — .04**

**p<.01

Table 3 Mean percentage of the recall of each paragraph

Strict Criterion Loose Criterion
Paragraph Mean (SD) Mean (SD)
Paragraph 1 24.20%(19.29) 27.98% (22.30)
Paragraph 2 8.99%(14.10) 10.95% (15.88)
Paragraph 3 1.92%( 4.92) 3.42%( 7.57)
Paragraph 4 1.14%( 2.91) 1.26%( 2.96)

3.3 N353k A-VOFF - BERE - KBS

KXT T 7D FERLIERREZRIRINRTEB) Th b, REHENEW (BB
BAEE L RO B2 LR EE) &7 77 72RO BHERBNOZICHEL RITTHE S »
FAND72dIZ, 2 (RAEEE)X 2 3775 7) OGN EAIT 72, FORER, FA4IRT
Eoic, WREH#E(A) £¥5 5757 (B) DRBEERAGEETH - 72 (F(3,105) =7.65, p<.
01), 22T, HARBEZ LICHMESIR 2 OH L 2R, 455 75 7UNDWTFRD 57
770280V TYH, PRI UHREAEBICL BT, BELRAREEL D) o—LER)E
Bic@h o7z 02777 1F (1, 35)= 20.68, p<.01:;-¢3 7572 F (1, 35)=14.00,
p< .01, »*7 7573 F (1, 35)=8.45, p<.01; »*3 7574 F (1, 35)=1.00, ns). ¥
72 LSD 3z & 5 SEHEORE, BMELREEBDEE, 5775 71>:537572> ¢
T77773=77 57 ADEDHERE L VIEI LE LT 7T 7ORUN DL THOXNEIZ
HEENSH LNz (MSe=123.69, p<.05), FAEICW 200 LR MEBDEE, 1577577 1>
T T T T 2T T 57 3=5 757 ADATH->72 (MSe = 169.75, p<.05)
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Table 4 Results of ANOVA for paragraphs recalled

195

Source SS df MS F
Sub 20053.78 35 572.97
Criterion (A) 243.29 1 243.29 38.16**
SXA 223.14 35 6.38
Paragraph (B) 28087.90 3 9362.63 32.50**
SXB 30251.23 105 288.11
AXB 122.30 3 40.77 7.65**
SXAXB 559.80 105 5.33
Total 79541.42 287
*#*P< .01

Table 5 Mean percentage of the recall of each paragraph main idea

Strict Criterion

Loose Criterion

Mean(SD)

Mean (SD)

Main Idea 1
Main Idea 2
Main Idea 3
Main Idea 4

36.11% (29.79)
11.11%(23.57)
1.39%¢( 8.22)
0 %(0.00)

40.74%(32.50)
12.04% (26.24)
4.17%1(13.82)
1.39%( 8.22)

Table 6 Results of ANOVA for paragraph main ideas recalled

Source SS df MS F
Sub 31277.62 35 893.65
Criterion(A) 425.40 1 425.40 11.06**
SXA 1345.61 35 38.45
Main Idea (B) 65080.30 3 21693.43 25.68**
SXB 88707.12 105 844.83
AXB 149.55 3 49.85 1.01 ns
SXAXB 5163.43 105 49.18
Total 192149.03 287
**p<.01

3.4 NSUSTOEEZT L0 A—INOFYE « IZHFEZE - DS

K5121%, 837 77 7 OEBOFHBEREFERREITEN TV 5, RAEHEDE VDY,
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#) X 2 (EB) OFBONET 72 FORRIREICTRENT VS, Thbb, RakiEs

FENEHRBEE ThH-72 (#nFN F (1, 35 = 11.06, p<.01;

F (3, 105) =25.68,

p<.01), Lo LIRAERE L FEOZLAERIIARE TLr 572, W 500 iR AIEHNFLEFR)
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BREDENDERIZ» b 6T, BERAEE PRV L0 LR AENEEIIREVL I TH
2, TUbbENOBCERENDEE, r=81THh% ) BVWHBIMRE R E & 7z CFEF 1998)
L, BHEDOTML_NDOERETL.HUEEh -7, ZHZ &L, BBREIEBRENES,
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A EEEZDLDJOL TITHEINZERIEZ 20T, FE (1996) oxFEkEdL, 7o
FEE (1998) IS BT BEN LMK OBEKE L RIS, R0 LRAEEETIE, T2 A
EENY) a—nh, TRTCHOEFEN ) a—1 b, MHFDBEIBERSELVEECE k-
oo RIZL ENRREBRES LRATELIR, EHLE-TEYYDB L) THE, FHOENE
BAETIE, BERSICEZTI7AM2E0) a—NEBENOEHEH358D 5, DO L[0T
RAETIZ41.66 50 LA L 725 (FFH 1998), ¥ H20E b &, BELZRARETREEN
72 EI5. 428 T, MAEBHSRRW BN B EFEHEH6C M4BT, 15 L» R LY
Bolz, FRFEOBEICEVTLRBETH-7, TLbLLENDECERE T, BERS
B TEHEH6.02:8, 2RO LR L REETIRT. 38 TH - 7207 (FEF 1998), ¥ H Dk
ERAE TRIIRABEEDI QL0 L > TOABERD - 12514450 51,698 EBHThHTH
T EATH- 72,

4.2.2 NI TMRUNRZI TS 7OEBREN ) A—ILEOLEE

BT T 77D a—NORE T, REEEX T TFITORXEERAPBEETCH 72, O
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T NIRERBENRY D ELST T T TN a—NEDENNY— B RL DT ENRLDIC
froir, SHURKEEE (FF 1996), H LU, ¥homuEkd (FE 1998) o1 &%
FEBT2LNTH 72, LL, KERERENOEHBRENRER (WTHhDXT7T 77
Th 2ONIE SN L ABEAMICEEEN D D) LHEL GRWIALNLZDE, FHHE
WEBRHEIC B E, T TTTIDUPTLELNT T T TN, ) I VERFEELTRAEKL
B0 B AR EENRICEEENA LN 512, B4/XTFTTTTDE—=F N ) I—)V
DEHEDTEDREET, H1UOERRTHY), FNHESUIEALEL(Y 3-8
Nidro7280wThHhbd),

NI CORBLAFENRER LT EHDE, KOEHIELPIC -z, KFRETLFEN
FhL - FREOBRETY, D& T 77 7KDY a—VEROKEZIT) B, RAEELHEE
T BIEA L RRH (T BBAE TIE, BERNDEN F—VIZEVHHDINT, EHLNR
SR FERATLIPRETILENHBIED), QF JALNL I - ) a—NLTRE, XDR
RHEVERLLLCLENTHS ). ‘

EEMARHET B LT, 777 7OMBLEFHEL T E ) 2I2DOWT, FHFETL /S
575 7OBIC L > CTHERNFEEICREX D bl -2, FE (1996, 1998) & BRI,
WTENORERMELFSTH, H1,37 773 7D0) a—NEKRDITI HMN 7777 EVER
KB, BROE 4T 7TTID) a—LEIME VERICEr o2, THZERLELYT
IIIRENERANTZEVI I ENEILNE D, FRENTITTITOEBLELTTT
TOEBEIMOFTEL ) LBERNEEICE Y > 72 (FH 1996, 1998).

L L, REKEWC 2T, BEWENOEKRENES, REBEXEZEOREERRIARTY
Btz D%, REREOR|L 8- Th, /777 7DEEHEN ) a—NEROED/ 5 —
VBRI LA o fe —HRFERERENOBNEHRE TIRABEDB AP EEEH DY 23—
BOEICHELE 2 72 (FF 1996, 1998). ¥NDECERENEE, KZED 2 —ILEH
AR, FEOEIBRFENERBT 20TIIL WIS ) 2,

5.8 b W 2

AWRTIE, BEFNOECERENES, ZRNZWETL) 21T X P ORAEED
BEL R ORES, ) I—N-T7 8 A LORBICENE ) AHBERIZTLE ) P ERE L
FORR, ROFELEHFRLPICL 272,

(1) @CELED ) 32— LOIBE T, BELIRAE L 200 500 R AHOMEBIIE 98 TH
FIBAZ DL, XELKD) 23—, F 7 A NANDBELZFBRORETIIE L LNREE
WEGHT L, TRIEHBBEICZLLTEVWTHD I, XO)T 7R FANERLE
H(EEOBE) N a—NORETLEQERBNZEHELDETHAS ),

2) EERERBENBVICL-T, /T 7T THENY) I—NBOENRL 122 b, T7A
FOBRTEDRTTTT7HED LY a3 NEH BT BRI, Eb DR
B3 30 EETAL4EFH L1255, Lrl, 03777 70FBENDY a—LVERNER,
BREEBOMLIDBWIZLIHBEEEIT L o72,

B) CHLLOREAKMEFEHALTCLE L/ T 7T 70 a—NEX—FEH, -2, L)),
@2)Xa), BUGINKERIZFE (1996),FFH (1998) #XFTHILNTH-7,
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Appendix: Idea Unit Analysis

(Paragraph 1)

[ e
w oo

14,

W 00 ~ D D W N =
P S T Y

American cities changed

in many ways

after World War II.

Many people moved

out of the city.

They moved

to the suburbs,

the areas around a city.

Most of the people...were rich.

who moved [9 and 10 = Most of the people who moved were rich.]

. Poor people usually did not have enough money

to move.
They stayed
in the cities.

(Paragraph 2)

15,
16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
21,
22.
23.
24,
25,
26,
27,
28.
29.
30,
31,

During the 1950s

and 60s

there was another important change
in American cities.

Businesses began..., too.

to leave the city

They left

because the people...were poorer.

in the city

Poor people do not have much money
to buy things.

So, many shops

and restaurants moved

to the suburbs.

People...had more money

in the suburbs

to spend. {29, 30 and 31 = People in the suburbs had more money to spend.]

(Paragraph 3)
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32. Cities began
33. to have many serious problems.
34. The rich people
35. and the businesses did not pay city taxes anymore.
36. The poor people could not pay much money
37, in taxes.
38, So cities had less money
39. for schools
40, and housing.
41, Sometimes they could not pay their police officers
42, or firefighters.
43. And they could not take good care of their streets
44, and parks.
(Paragraph 4)
45, But money was only part
46. of the problem.
47. Many people believed
48, that American cities were dying.
49, They had good reason
50. to believe this.
51. City streets were sadly empty.
52. Many neighborhoods...were dirty
53, and parks
54, and dangerous. [52, 53, 54 =Many neighborhoods and parks were dirty and danger-
ous.]
55. In some places
56. buildings were even falling down.
57. And nobody seemed
58. to care.
59, This was the real problem.
60. Most of the people
61. and businesses...were
62. with money
63. in the suburbs. [60, 61, 62, and 63 = Most of the people and businesses with money
were in the suburbs.]
64. They did not care
65. what happened
66. to the cities.
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The Effect of Scoring Criteria on Recall Protocols: Focusing
on Japanese EFL High School Students with Low Proficiency

Kinue HIRANO*

ABSTRACT

This study investigates the effects of two different scoring criteria on the written recall
of an expository text. Using both a strict and a loose criterion of recall, the written recalls
of 36 Japanese EFL high school students (focusing on students with low proficiency) were
scored. The results revealed that the correlation between the strict and the loose criterion
was extremely high for the total number of idea units recalled correctly (r= .98, p< .01).
This finding for Japanese high school students with low proficiency supported the very high
correlation found with Japanese graduate students in Hirano (1996), and Japanese high
school students with high proficiency (Hirano 1998). For the total number of main ideas
recalled correctly, the correlation was also high (r= .94, p< .01). In addition, the
criterion of scoring recall protocols applied proved to be a significant factor which affected
the comparisons of the recall of each paragraph . This finding also reaffirmed the results of
Hirano (1996), and Hirano (1998). That is, significant differences were found between the
strict and the loose criterion in terms of the percentage of correct recall across paragraphs
. For the recall of each paragaraph main idea, however, there were no significant differences
between the strict and the loose criterion in terms of the percentage of correct recall across
paragaraph main ideas.

+ Division of Languages: Department of Foreign Languages
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