2014 2 No.2 2014
( 71 ) OVERSEAS CHINESE EDUCATION General Serial No. 71
. 'lk
T PRSI IS 22 E FTL 2y '&i ;m .
BN SE 15 BE W57 6 T e gl X & 3
& % -
T A
! gh» ki &m#ﬁ ‘
T 5 2, { il
( s 519085 ; s 361102)
= — ,
, 20 | , ,
KR ; ; ; ;
mE S ES . G449 NERER A XERHE.2221-9056(2014)02-0160-08
A'—. N S
o H HEh » o Sk B EZ
Y o , p% 2N S /%
MR I FESE AR ,-!5 T ISR X O
AL i Jit ' , r = o
i ) I's PN - BNl :?‘-
)‘j 2] e ;i,."li% Iy % " ’
174 f E ” ‘/k ’ ’ > ;;1:

s H#A.2014-02-17

EEEN /ﬂyzm.;f; FETELS EFTES LI NGNS S PRTS TP PN
4 5("}‘ )
53;‘* Bk T IR ’LQ 58 e PR "%},

." IFT%S’( 741.4
EH &£ H . UIC Research Grant (2012 - 13)R201307 F 2 " % . ;g i ,“ %f-ﬁ o

- 160 -

Email : zhuyu@ xmu_ edy. cn 5

PRl KR AT R

W 0T, BRI



i ‘ -'l‘; ’
- P _
‘% ‘ ) ‘ y — \ - ',“\' 'S-.
-:r\,‘i (duth*c testlng) Z! = ‘:“_ I?Q ;@%ﬁt i, ‘P‘
— l“..; . L

LA i P4

A 4 <
f’ﬂfifz" | ’*-“'{ ARy ‘"3" s —ig xS
,%f‘,j‘}f o p s N i 1

— 'f-g}? IR IR E) 4]\ 17 libébg

|

~~
:'L'
—
@
=
|
FP
@
'-isl
:U
o
=
o
=
=
<
i,_.
:
—
=
1]
a
_
O
)
=
=
I
@,
&:P ’
=
9
5
(@)
g
o
?3§
I b
3 Vo
4‘*
—
-l

41“”" - ¥ >
iéz%,{i" ‘g.c ,Ja f';ﬁ:%? b

Yo

y_TEw g
?“ g Mh - -'l‘w %1
PR i
X N, i -2 %3 «
‘-— | '\ P Ig ) - J’fh # A o
j\fb) ‘H‘%‘QA (IRT) i‘Lh
(19894 "

ﬁ‘&/lklpedla 20%) IC(E QY IL!‘

‘j:Linacre (Geprge R 198()) ' ‘j’:’ o ‘
) y . A A, _ e
C A A e P ey
NN o 1 L \3\%!& - St .
Y ;‘ . .



TRIMESCHE 2014 4¢

41 «# 0.5 12 WLWAPRE __ M. 4 kK L5 28, Wi

i T ﬁ % ﬁ’ﬁm %

v ” {E3 ly g, X N fig,

Ay iﬁi‘nmﬁ i3 ﬂ“ - rf fit. "‘?‘"@,"!
'E/J 7 QLL)F X %’&, H !: 11' i i (Eeorge
Engelhard 2(’5'8) l' ! 1@9 k [ i< 5] EI:E , b d‘ k-‘, 2 A,

¥ ' lﬂ (Ge(‘){rgﬂ;;hanso Abdplla Alsmadi,

1998)0 B '.??Ah M 4y HER FHéF ¢
'*:% 4y 0 T i -g_pé % w:
fi

:
Lk ! A\
' ‘E@A)eg,a . AN % B - g B T
i s{"' gﬁg,, T ) mw} \
P ﬁbmuﬁb@ary& o Wiy iy ST Lk Y
> Kok o S ol el e K

I

— R JiE O 1z Eﬁ iu?;x —%—ﬁfilﬂ Asf‘za@ 1L,
1 aw""e BT M :
LR i A«;- s Elﬂgf‘%“”
Tx gEZ @ M R — T, (A
> a;eao ity M g
;w@}i T | ek

= 7‘7 riE’J PR iﬁé
\1’ mlﬁ

’ R
\ N . 7 N
s ﬂ%‘ﬂ' *ﬂ’ ;ﬁ,& iy

g |
BN A, 7 P Foo i

,,_,ﬁ; T ,4!@ %Filﬁﬁ 2
AL G 0 A P 5’ WOF Ay “%um‘
gt ,@»{!ﬁgﬁa@f*-ow,w% s F &
ﬁﬁk“"‘ e My Moy ) '%EFE}.;H

4




r “‘,‘v’
58f 486t 18
.-!,,_, , 4
A X THE VA X 2R 0 X X

/




WIMESTHE 2014 4

A TR OSERSAT A .

ABEFE FIRHE T R BEIE LS Y H.  :Sudweeks (2004) f WEFEAE
FAEAEEE I RIS TEAE ERRZERAE RS E B, JF i 1
BE A i o PR BEEHURFGLSE AN FERHRE L miEE B

BT 2R X F ISR R G S AR RS R PERA 0
Schoonen (2005) LA G #F7EME T OB/ AMESCEHE G AIH (N 5 M)
IR Jra0C BpEr s MF O/ N JRE 45 U5 BMEE TR BOrE
oo WIRMBEAE 8 64F ¢, WELRE B3, ECHIN K
M AJr s s DL R (L= W 4k BERSa RO
& MGEEHK ME ok EER T rREW mH. A SEEE MUk
2 OTWE 752

EEPN, il (1998) (B 5% o RER (= DG R0 ] I O B VA= |
EHT ORI REA EE , IR RZERK. . (2008) FH
BEALEE X 2 MR EY 30 ROGE P A NEAE

12k ik 71, R H 5 ; 22 B W EEX,

wrH ¥ 5 &5, i o ¥ Jacobs 1981 4E¥citny AESCPF &
“ESL Composition Profile” , #F574% MEE WMAERE M FER
i GEERMmEE & SEWRST YRR . AR, SEEAR 55

R BEERSHAT MBI KT 8 BEE BRLeEUNE SESGINER
B hld e Mt By BEER oW BTINAY Mok X RS

W ORTREARXIE 2 ST M E. 8% #udn B E

i B e, N s F G5 O RSUARMESL 2TEET IIEHRC

— HCIPENA R DS UREE (57w D S 3w (5724 5 ) I i 38

( RTHE
B Ul A A A e Eft GRSt A ,
Z 0 —  REERST R EEORE H ST L, WiIEE R FESCF

w2 2 7 W g B cJohnson KH[E  (2005)  DIMEALELISATSE T
e HBE W MpgER, M RER FOTReX AR RfE R

W o BARWJohnson K W TLIFE M MR ME i
— PRV R RDRRET galEAENST BWEIRE T e R SihEla

wE T M B o BFSEES LA B w F o2 M R
C- TSP o /T € (R ) S N NSO €1 S £ N 3% GO 1 D O S (= W e

= X A G T P 1 °
A JrEIMESE BN RAEOCHE SR MR TS X TR SO ST P HY N o
i, i (1998) fifi FIME AL B3 T6 WE X220 RSO IR SC
iy PP . B TEESGE T EE WERKGEH N o
AL, EN SR WG ITEEE R 2 WwE s N
(2010) IA2 BTGRP 1 HSK GAEK s FEH F RN
2009 44 ) HSK( YEAEIE 48 PFEE s ( h—
WE ), B EREEXT WY FEH T W4 I g1 BEAL TR T A
2 S EXPE AR W MHEENZE (2005) FHHEALFIE XA TG 2
- 164 -



%2 4

Mo W EHERRRE TR %

i 420 R,

L eWSKE Lz G B T
Efl‘nkﬂ W s K m b Wi

ﬁ:mgﬁ WIEE N G i, 2
v mw

v 4 J(Iﬁ]% Zs

Wj%ﬁﬁﬁ,ﬁﬂﬂ’ﬁ’ 1 ﬁéﬂ*._ﬂﬁ SEBRAY

PN F“\ |ﬂ%§.} , ﬁtﬂ/zg."‘ El’]_f . iﬂf ¥ EI/JIE Johnson
“£ W ';?J% fy

T maei. o T
— kg %uL iJr%;

L i
/}/ﬁ% T X,:ﬁ’“ "‘ [k 3 I‘iﬁé“ E’T ‘ii. )Lj(%
owrg e T BT U e g % .
. Fiv L L »
T P S 1*?&!. (2006) (M - o8 X
2 @:A, A
74&;%@% B B e X, ) %
T ) IF STH( ¥ B
r*g zﬁ‘ﬁw i3 T%Wﬂ%nk%a %m%%%:m X
oo e A LT (2008)a36 ] "* wE DL R
BT, W jﬁ;@? BT KL Wom, t.ﬁem‘e@*ﬁc 5
W R, o fe Xiﬂ%' BRI, R REETER
7'<%§<2009>%;M%=~ g T T S W
45@? jw— ke Bk, 3;c AA o Bpw el
VL R %14 PR ‘ ‘
T ¥ ,_f;g <2008>|@wﬁfr;gsr r W yoe, PR Wi {5
e, 2 whh R = ,:m T s xﬂi xu‘%m
4 . %ﬁﬂ? %Wﬁﬂ’nfrlﬂ?ﬁﬂ N f, i l.I AT Wt
% ow mw w5 g e e i w5 R, 1w; >
irwgcm?’;m i M ﬂr%! é/z% It B
i a4 Elérgj,ﬁ*;& , 4 P
Jig%* ) %7 e EI%L m‘%:’ﬁr 1 (FH M o, AROUOT (R »Hbﬁzkﬁﬁ?
% U\Wﬁf":ﬁEEXTHT 7, WE — 2
%,f‘r,} * 7@&: e t oot g8 ﬁﬁ»r
T RSN
i R, S Sl
,r*flitﬁ%%:} M‘Z,% /XE{/J (-% Gebril (201@ /E]
s " i

ﬁﬂ:lJE/J X§ } '3»)# IS QAAacTJJ;ﬁ%J
- g-l R G R N (. %"‘nﬁ%ﬁ

UL i
ORET RO I W ,
) @ar%}/s o e iy, Ak 9 Jp& o
" T 7= i MEH T _;fL "’1 : Solano — lores%
(2008) ﬁzrﬁﬁ%m%pyﬁma%' % mas s i \;& 4
iy ﬁﬁa@%mfmang<zoos>ﬁﬁfrwwmﬁﬁj % . 20
S (gt iy B GRERL L
i§ /X .l B ‘#’ E’JE*’@ k—ﬂ‘:éSL Pl iE B
o Ty, 3 st EF, oy R
arglig,

e g Ay B



2014

: B ESL 2%

Brennan (2001 ) # T i; 'i‘,\

9 EG -"‘v D % % o
4 4 e A . Gao
Br7«.a»ﬁ(;001) , , f/&
(A e AR R ,
w4 @
T e, i
?% //ur] T’ﬁf AN ’}Té
e £ PRAE £
-~

Hisf ™y / . / g P

i fasg Hit e . s

’ﬁﬁ o / , H >
/ 2 H %
S I, H / o
, 20 . i o
ik, = , H (xS i
’.’a g N e
(P HSK 7 Yy, iEH A ,2005
fﬂﬁf?\lﬂ ii € i‘ iE )¢ i) ,2008 16{?-3 z
oW R it L ), (i 1) Gt fg),2000 2
)f ke ), EE ﬁ‘-‘ ] ,2006 .
,j/ —:M I Y,¢ ¢|§{§,1998 2
o el - R P y,2008 5 .
o B 1l Rasch DI ¢ ) ,2007 4
[« _}\%B% JEARE ® ). E - ),2008 5
" (HSK L * Yy ¢ ),2010 0 .
Bachman, L. Fundamental considerations in language testing. Shanghai: Shanghai Foreign Language Education Press,

1999.

Engelhard, Jr., G. Differential Rater Functioning. Rasch Measurement Transactions, 2008, 21(3).

Gao, X. & Brennan, R. L. Variability of estimated variance components and related statistics in a performance assess-
ment. Applied Measurement in Education, 2001, 14(2).

Gebril, A. Bringing reading-to-write and writing-only assessment tasks together: A generalizability analysis. Assessing Writ-
ing, 2010, 15(2).

Gebril, A. Score generalizability of academic writing tasks: Does one test method fit it all? Language Testing, 2009, 26(4).

- 166 -



%2 4 il AT NGVENERE AR TR A R 2

Huang, J. How accurate are ESL students”holistic writing scores on large — scale assessments? A generalizability the-
ory approach. Assessing Writing, 2008, 13(3).

Johanson, G. & Alsmadi, A. (1998). Differential Person Functioning. ED 420 691.

Johnson, R., Penny, J., Gordon, B., Shumate, S. R., & Fisher, S. P. Resolving score differences in the rating of
writing samples: Does discussion improve the accuracy of scores? Language Assessment Quarterly, 2005, 2(2).

Lee, Y.-W. & Kantor, R. Evaluating prototype tasks and alternative rating schemes for a new ESL writing test through G-
theory. International Journal of Testing, 2007, 7(4).

Linacre, J. M. Many-facet Rasch measurement. Chicago, IL: MESA Press, 1989.

Nie, Y., Yeo, S. M. & Lau, S. Application of generalizability theory in the investigation of the quality of journal writing
in mathematics. Studies in Educational Evaluation, 2007, 33(3 -4).

Rasch, G. Probabilistic models for some intelligence and attainment tests (revised and expanded ed. ). Chicago: The Uni-
versity of Chicago Press, 1980.

Schoonen, R. Generalizability of writing scores: An application of structural equation modeling. Language Testing, 2005,
22(1).

Sim, J. & Wright, C. Research in health care: concepts, designs and methods. Cheltenham, UK. Stanley Thornes, 2000.
http://books. google. com/books? id = vwjhgtUoNZIC&pg = PA335&Ipg = PA335&dq = % 22estimate + of + Intra-rater
+ reliability% 22&source = bl&ots = 6FQUcproX5&sig = {YSVEy] _ BqG54wSvOw61GVazYAM&h! = en&ei =
It7LTIH2EYmAvgO00iZnMDw&sa = X&oi = book _ result&ct = result&resnum = 1&ved = OCBIQ6AEWAA # v =
onepage&q = % 22estimate% 200{% 20Intra — rater% 20reliability% 22 &f = false. 2010 — 10 -30.

Solano-Flores, G. & Li, M. Examining the dependability of academic achievement measures for English language learners.
Assessment for Effective Intervention, 2008, 33(3).

Sudweeks, R. R., Reeve, S. & Bradshaw, W. S. A comparison of generalizability theory and many — facet Rasch meas-
urement in an analysis of college sophomore writing. Assessing Writing , 2004, 9(3).

Wikipedia. [Iniraclass correlation. http://www. answers. com/topic/intraclass — correlation. 2010 —10 - 30.

The Developmental Trend of Open-Ended Assessment Based
on Reliability Research of Writing Tests:
A Perspective of Generalizability Theory

FUNG Shui-Lung & ZHU Yu

(' Beijing Normal University-Hong Kong Baptist University United International College,
Zhuhai 519085, China;
Overseas Education College, Xiamen University, Xiamen 361102, China)

Abstract ; Subjective test has a long history, a strong vitality, and a prosperous future. Meanwhile, its
low reliability, considered as its ‘chronic disease’ , has been disturbing practitioners and researchers in
the field of educational measurement. This paper reviewed the three major schools of reliability theory,
and clarified that Generalizability Theory is a forward — looking theory which can offer approaches of im-
provements based on estimates of variance components of various effects potentially lowering the reliability
of a test. Implications to the development of subjective tests were briefly discussed based on a literature
review of writing assessment studies from the perspective of Generalizability Theory.

Key words:subjective test; reliability; Generalizability Theory; writing study
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