11
12

2.1
2.2
2.3
2.4

3.1
3.2
3.3
34
3.5

41
4.2
43

2

g



51

5.2
1.
11
(Phonology) (Vocabulary)
(Grammar)
(Usage) (Form)
J 0 (Means)
(Use) (Function)
(Ends) (
12536 : 23)
(Mermill Swain and Michael Canale 1983 : 40)
(Rules of grammar)
(Lexical items) (Morphology) (Syntax)
(Semantics) (Phonology)
(Jack c. Richards 1985 : 14) (Plain
Tarone and George Yule 1983 : 17) (Tracy David Terrell 1901 : 52)

(Rules
of grammar) 5



Wo0dS 108 £ 623)

P

(Communication skill)
(Language and  dy skills)

12

(Language skills)

(2532 :29)

15

(Pauline M.Rea Dickins and Edward G.

(Language elements)
!



16

(Lyle F. Bachman, 1990: 671-704) ]

1 (Organizational knowledge)

(Grammatical  knowledge)
(Textual knowledge)

11 (Grammatical knowledge) ]
(Usage) - (Vocabulary)
(Morphology) (Syntax) (Phanology)
(Graphology)
boy girl tali
-er tall

The girl is taller than the boy.



17

12 ! (Textual knowledge) !

121 (Cohesion)
(Reference)
(Substitution) (Ellipsis) (Conjunction)
122 (Rhethorical organization)

(Narration) ~ ?
(Description) (Comparison) (Classification)
(Process analysis)
2 ! (Pragmatic knowledge) !
(Language user)
(The context of communication) ! (Propositional
knowledge) | (Functional knowledge) !
(Socio-linguistic knowledge)
21| (Propositional knowledge) !
(Meaning)

22 | (Functional knowledge) !
4
221 (Ideational function)

(Experience of the real world)



18

2.2.2 (Manipulative function)
! (Instrumental
function)
1
(Regulatory function)
J Y (Interactional function)
2.2.3 (Heuristic function)
ll) n

The book is on the table.

on



2.3

224

231

(Sensitivity to dialect or variety)

register)
(Register)

2.3.2

(Mode of discourse)

19

(Imaginative function)

(Sociolinguistic knowledge)

(Sensitivity to

(Style of discourse)



5 (Frozen) (Formal) (Consultative)
(Casual) (Intimate) !

2.3.3 (Sensitivity t
naturalness) ? ’
(A Native-like way) B

A Whyare you yelling?
. Because !'have much anger with him

8
. - wish you wouldn't do that.
Iwould feel better by your net doing that. | have my doubts.
I have serveral doubts. 2
2.34
? (Ability to interpret cultural references and figures of speech)

?
|

Waterloo



o)} 0.,
21
A : Thear John didn't do too well on his final exam.
B : Yeah, itturned out to be his Waterloo.
B
|
I "| ? n
| N
21 f "
P
(|
n (2529 335) “ " “

ri



2.2

(531 7

(... 6
(2533 : 1)
?]
p
(514 8 1

22



(2516 141)

(2526 :4)

fi*

1

P 1



2.3

~ w

oo o

(2529 : 120-124)
(Perspicuity)
(Simplicity)

(Brevity)
(Impressiveness) 1

(Euphony)
(Picturesqueness)

(Structure Cfsentence)

71

tir 7

24



(253 : 73)

(Unity)

(Coherence)

(Emphasis)

(2539 :10-12)

(4

25



26

(LG Alexander 1971 8'21) l

(Introduction)

(Body) (Conclusion)

&

' : (Introduction) (Body)
(Conclusion) 2 1
24 ?
| {
' , y 1 * I
2

, ( 2537 25))



L

~ w

(Foley"*

(Ideas)
(Organization)

(Style)

(Mechanics)

(Choices of words)

(2506 1)’

%

27
2536 13)

mi



31

(Randal! [. Decker, 1969: XI)

28



(Williams Barbara, 1978:. 5)

(News reporting)

(Narrative)

(Eric Gould, 1989: 151)

(James A.w. Heffeman, 1986: 89)

29



30
(Pompimol ~ Chutisilp and Amara
Poovatanasedi, 1988: 136)

(Narration) (Description)

(2535: 22)

3.2



(Randall E. Decker 1969: XI)

(Di'ane A. Wibur, 1969: 107)

(Holly Hickler and Lowell C. May, 1980: 130)

(Elizabeth McMahan and Susan Day 1984: 149)

31



)

Poovatanasedj, 1988: 136)

3.3

32
(Judy R Rogers and Glem ¢. Rogers, 1991

" (Pornpimol Chutisilp and Arnara

T

mi ,



2532 108)

»H

bi

(Mary Lyne Kelsch and Thomas Kelsch, 1981: 136)

33



34
! (Amn Raimes, 1983: 15)
(Accuracy)

(Tatang Setia Muhyidin, 1990: 48-50)

2 because, although ~ such.....as

a) The policeman saw me driving at 40 mph. on 35 mph. street
) He gave mea ticket.

because

Because the police saw me driving at 40 mph. on a 35 mph. street, he gave
me a ticket.

!
(Transitional words and phrases) , ']

«

8S.....as :Daniisas good an athlete as Arisk.
Like :Tony's coat is like Dani’s
Like Gandhi, King also wanted to do good thing for human
being.



35
More...than  John has more enthusiasm than intelligence.
On the contrary Jakarta is not an interesting place to me. On the contrary |

find it boring.
On the other hand It not very hot today. On the other hand, it is not cool,
either,
Similarto : Similar to Bali, Pelabuhan Ratu can attract many tourists.
(Joy M Reid, 1994; 42-44-) !
- f
| (Passive
Voice) .
(Command)
1
| ’
!
9. |
!
N
' ' ' 11
| ! |
m



(Wiliams Barbara, 1969:16)

on the other hand
nevertheless

still

unfortunately
despite

although

on the contrary
by contrast
however

long ago

thus
for example

perhaps
but

or

nor

yet

50
when
after
because

mi

for instance
to illustrate

over the years

formerly
recently
lately
today
apparently
whenever
meanwhile
since

namely
according to

36



in addition likewise

again next
second furthermore
4,
therefore to conclude
as a result in conclusion
consequently finally
thus in other words
to sum up hence
(Frank J. D’Angelo, 1980: 12)
4
1
|  Food
A. Meat
1. carabao 2. beef
B. Entrails
1 organs 2.tripe

C. (Vegetables)
1. cabbages 2. lettuce
4. white radishes 5. Beans

7. cucumbers 8. squash

moreover
similarly

in the second place

to summarize
in summary
accordingly

then

3. pork

3. greens

6. Leeks

37



course

. (Fruit
1. breadfruit 2.Quava
4. blimbing 5. mango
7. lansone 8. bananas
Fish
1. fish of every color, shape, and feel
3. crab 4. crayfish
. (Mollusks)
1. mussels 2. oysters

4. octopuses

. Fish of various shapes and sizes

1. minnow-Size bait
2. whale-like tunas

example typical
instance exemplary
sample to illustrate
case commonplace
specimen as proof
quotation on the whole

38

3. pineapple
6. Durian

2. Cmstacean

3. Clams

cite
quote
as follows
for one thing
generally
a matter of



cause
effect

bring about
produce

give reasons for
accomplish
originate

follow from
make possible

result from

in

by

of

)

thus
since
due to
because
if

then

(Richard Nordquist, 1987: 46-50.)

another example
another instance
as an illustration

for example

after

afterward

as long as

at the same time

before

11

for instance

specifically
to illustrate
next
now
once
previously

sumultaneously

as a result of
for this reason
therefore
consequently
accordingly
on account of
owing to

by the agency
by means of

in effect



currently
earlier

finally

in the meantime
in the past
immediately
later
meanwhile

5 #

also

a more inportant reason

attimes
besides
in addition
for this reason
furthermore
and so
after all
at last
finally

brief
in closing

after

hefore

since
subsequently
then
unti
until now
when
whenever
while
#
in thé first place,
fbthe second place
more importantly
moreover
most importantly
next
to DEQiN with
in conclusion
tin short
0N the whole
to conclude

to summarize

?2) %

following

once

40



41
begin next
first, second, third... then

the first step, the next step.... When

(Bonnie J. F. Meyer and Roy o. Freedle, 1984:

121-124 2535: 45)

1
first second third
then next finally
another such as after
last for example

2 0 ' | 1
because (of) so that for this reason
since therefore result in
due to consequently to have an effect on
SO accordingly to be the result of
thUS as a result



42

although even though on the other

hand however even if

on the opposite but in contrast
similarly yet on the contrary
different

(Pornpimol Chutisilp and Arnara

Poovatanasedj, 1958: 147)

1
(Transitional word or phrases)
for example for instance such as
In other words Incidentally in fact
specifically that Is to illustrate
especially fake consider

Say SLpPOSE

(Transitional word)



(Robert Lado, 1964: 35)

(Wilga. M. Rivers, 1968: 243-244)

(Hulon Willis, 1969: 6)

43



44

(David P. Harris, 1974 68-69)

(Holly Hickler and Lowell G May, 1980: 131-13)

apostrophes (')
dashes(-)

parentheses { )}
Quotation marks (*. ..")

accept / except
ready

it/ its
principal

(Richard Swartz

(253L 19

colons () commas (3
exclamation point () ~ hyphens (-
periods () question marks (?)
semicolon ()

affect / effect already 1 d!

lie/ lay principle ~~ /
then/than who's/ whose

2531 111)



131-132)

2

45

mi

(Richard E. Hughes and P, Albert Duhamel, 1960:

4-5



Transitional words)

(Enid A. Goldberg, 1981: 60)

(2524 54)

(Markers)

(Richard Nordquist, 1987: 27)

46

(Markers



(Mary Jane Schenck, 1988: 153)

(Williams Barbara, 1969: 7)

' 1

(

mid

41



48

2. 100-200
3. 1
3-4
4.
3.4 12
3

( . Ross Winterowd and Patricia Y.
Murray, 1985: 78-80) 4

1.

/!



(John M. Lannon 1989: 238)

5

7]

49



(Frank J D/Angelo 1980: 213-220)
(Enid A Goldberg 1981 156-169)

1

(Synonym)

50



2.1

(Linda Woodson, 1986: 121-135)

1 ' (Casual analysis)

(Process analysis)

o1



3.5

(Mustration / exem plification)

(Comparison and contrast)

mj

- ? tri

52



Y. Murray, 1985:120)

1.

11

1.2

31

3.2

3.3

3.4

3.5

( . Ross Winterowd and Patricia

(Prewriting)

5-6

(Writing)

(Postwriting)

(Richard Nordquist, 1997: 21-27)

4

53



(Brainstorming)

3-4

{(

3-4

y

54



21

41

4.2

4.3

4.4

4.5

4.6

4.7

(Ron White, 1987; 7-9)

(Before writing)

(During writing)

%

3-4

55



2.2

2.3

24

231 ,

232

233 ]
234 |

235 ¢
236 i —

237

2.3.8

(Mary Jane Schenck, 1938: 10-101)

I1I I

56



«

(Prewriting)

(Tatang Setia

3

(Prewriting)

(Writing) )

(Dratting and revising)

hyidifi 1992: 53-54)

?

57



41

#l
#l

(Po
stwriting)

#/\

\ #l

f

58



(H.G. Widdowson, 1978:61-63)

(Acceptable unit of communication)

(Ronald V/ White, 1980 : 6)

bb)

(Valerie Amt, 1987 : 257)

(Donne Byme, 1988 : 11)

59

(Discourse markers)



60
(2532 : 108)

(Patricia Johnson, 1986 : 93)

42

(Christina Brate Paulston and Mary
Newman Bruder, 1976  205)



201)

(Introduction)

61

(Correct language)
(Mechanics of punctuation)

(Organization of content)

(HG Widdowson 1975 ,80'83) (Susan Miller 1983 :

(Body) (Conclusion)

(Ronald V. White ; 1980 : 6) ' 1
d
(Correction of form)
"
(Appropriateness of style)

(Unity of theme and topic)
'h

(Ann Raimes, 1983 : 5-11)



62

1 (Content)
(Relevance) (Claring) (Originality)

(Logic)

2. (The Writer's process)

(Getting ideas) (Getting started) i

(Writing drafts) (Revising)

3. (Audience)

4, (Purpose)

5. (Word choice) : ' (Vocabulary)
(Idiom) P (Tone)

6. (Organization)
(Paragraphs) 7 ' (Topic and support)

(Cohestion and unity)

7. (Mechanics) (Handwriting)
(Spelling) (Punctuations)

8. (Grammar) (Rules for verbs)

(Agreement) (Articles)

(Pronouns)

0. (Syntax)
(Sentence structure) (Sentence boundaries)

(Stylistic choices)



63

? (Arthur Brookes and Peter Grundy, 1990 , 14'26)

(Purpose)

(Spoken and written language)

(Readlership)

(Process and product)

(Plaing (D)
(Revising) (Product)
(Genre analysis)



43

(Pau! Dieerich, 1968 cited in William McCally 1970 148-156)

(0.B. Heaton, 1979; 127-137)

64



(253 111)

(2524; 5354)

1 (Assessment)

2l I
(Progress test)



66

(Controlled composition)
4, (Table)

(Advanced

dents)

(2525: 12)

21



(Recognition)

5

(Production)

(Irelevant)

(J.B. Heaton, 1975: 133139)

3
(Five-point scale)

(Recognition)

(Production)

(Impression method)
(Single mark)

67



SRS ORI TN

10
25

= B~ D~ o

(Analytic method)

— O PO =

25

68

A



69

2 (Analytic method)

(Grammar) X
(Vocabulary) X

(Mechanics) X

(Fluency: style and case of Communication)

(Relevance)

(Fluency) I

1 (Relevance)

(Organization and register)

(Mechanics) (Fluency)



(Rebecca M. Valette 1977: 22&-257)

3
1. (Rating specific elements)
(Key word) 10
1
(Outstanding) (Satisfactory)
(Unsatisfactory) (Writing error)
2. (Teacher-prepared rating scale)
!
(Organization) : 654321
; 654 321
(Clarity of expression)
654321

(Breadth ofvocabulary)



score)

10

1

(Student-prepared rating scale)

4-5

(Total



72

(Adrian . Palmer and Margot c.

Kimball, 1981 : 68 - 87)

(Thesis statement)
(Paragraph relevance)

(Clear evidence)
(Transitions)
(Comprehensibility)
(Support.)

(Sentence level control)

(Length) 250

(Holly L Jacobs et a'., 1981; 28 - 29)

(ESI. Composition Profile or PROFILE)



~ o On A o e

3-4-5

(Holistic approach)

3



(Holly L. Jacobs et al., 1981 : 28-29)

21-30

22-26

17-21

13-16

(ESL Composition Profile)

74



18-20

14-17

10-13

7-9

8\)

14-17

10-13

75



-9

22-25

18-21

11-17

5-10

76
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7



78

(Yvonne Cadiz, 1987: 89)

Evaluating a Short Paragraph

(Use a Scale from 1to 5)

5-A All aspects correct/1 aspect weak
4-B 2 aspects weak

3-C 3 aspects weak

2-D 4 aspects weak

1-F 5 aspects weak

(Ndubuisi- J. lke, 1990: 43) H

40 10

35-40 = AA 30-34 =AB, 25-29 - B, 20-24 -

BC, 15-19 % 10-14 =CD 9 F

(David Cross, 1991: 204-205)

H 4



79
1 (Task check
lists for guided essays)

(Yes-No question)

2. (Making grids for essay)

5
(Marks) : = 0 4 5
/ (Vocab/Speiiing)

(Sentence Structures)
(Cohesion)

(Task Fulfilment)

4, (Weighting)
25
(Linguistic competence) s
(Communicative competence)
20 2
40

) (Impressionistic marking of essay)



(David Cross, 1991: 270-271)

(Global marking)

80



100%

15

«

81

(A+, B+, c+, D+, E+)

A+ E
A+=20,A=19 A-= 18
!
At 15
E- = 25% 5% At =95-
1 1
P



1-3

51

«

511

(2530: 55-58)

.05

(2531: 113-115)

?]

1,440

82

148



(2532:113-114) "

1-5

(2536: ) 2

240

51.44 63.31

' 1

1,380

83



42.29

56.38

01

(2538: ) .

401

5176 1 ' /

46.45

32.12

20.12

51.2

(2536 103-104)

5"

84

55.69

28.88



85

.001
513
? (2519: 44-53)
5 2
246
a
01 61.77
48.90
(Possessive pronoun) (Articles)

(\N|Sh clauses) (Exclamation)

(Agreement of SUDJECES and verbs) “There is”  “Hereis”
(2522: 56-58)
? ?

1 100

»



86

.05

(2526 : 41 - 42) ' "

216 "
.05
(2527:120-124) ;
| 1
3 6
17 2,799
1 1 '
(2539 : 51) "
!
" ! 1 100



5.2
3
- y 1 ;I
521 =
(Doris Prater and William Radia, 1983: 127-134)
4 10
70 6
(Expressive writing)
{Persuasive Writing) (Expository writing)

(Lee Potkewitz, 1984 : 2467 - A)

5

O

100

4 1) ' ' 1"

(2)
(3)

87



3)

1985: 515-530)

10

88

(4)

1)
2)

(Bernard A. MOhan and Annie Au Yeung Lo

30 )

(Vancouver)



89

(discourse organization)

(Pratricia Johnson 1986:1-12)

TOEFL 500 35

* 1415

- (University ~ Green Bay)



The NnAEP

1989

1986

1330

(Mohammad Adrian Latief, 1990: 4008-A)

(A.N. Appiebee et.al, 1990: 21)

48

4 8 11

(George Engelhard, JI. et. al., 1992:

125,756

316-336)

90

90



(Narration)
(Description) (Persuasion)
(James L. Collins, 1992: 15)
1 (San Juan) ,

2,543 1991

30 , 20

5.2.2

(Joan Carson Eisterhoid et al., 1990 : 245 - 266)

48 57

91



92

(Peter Evanechko, et al.,, 1974 : 316 - 386)
6

(Victoria British Colmbia) 118

(Janis Lee Schiller, 1989 : 2883-A)

(Carole Edelsky, 1982 : 211 -228)



(Bilingual Program) L2 3 9
9 8 4

1980 1981

(valerie Arndt, 1987 : 257 - 267)

6 3 3

(Nankai University)

2

(John Hedgecock and Dwhight Atkinson, 1993 :

329-333)

1 (West Coast

University) 2 !



2)
3
4
2
1 2
42
2
14
13
14
523

(Karen Michele Daniel 11994 : 38)

175 3

94



(Miyuki Sasaki and Keiko Hirose, 1996:147)

95
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