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A Study of Inclusive CLIL Lessons for JSL Students: Implementation
and Reflection

Naoko KAWASAKI
Aichi Sangyo University College

12-5, Harayama, Oka-cho, Okazaki-shi, Aichi, 444-0005 JAPAN
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1. ZC®IC
LHEHHE R IL, SREEH 2B LB EEORFELHEL TBY . A ARDHEFE
BB Tt Coyle (2010) AVEME L7z TCLIL) (NA SR AR Y H : Content
and Language Integrated Learning) O FENEFEH I TW5S, CLIL I, AR
FHEFE SHTHEMRAL, BB NOCFEBEOERME L RO L ABETHE L
L LTWnD, HFE, BARGBEHBCTH CLIL~OBELRAEE Y, EEMSIERY S
DHLN, K I -y NOBEEHERELAT R LET e —FTHDLHD H



AKOHAARBERERG~OEANITITHRENZ N EORMLH D (A 2025),

ZOXORRWO T, ARFBRENLERREICH LTI, BAFEES LA
BAROEE A GDLE, FRAEE~OME RS MEBET JISLATY 27
L BNEBENTE, JSLAY X2 T 001, BREFEHAD S TIERWEZD, BT
BFERTOFEBHICAL—RIZEMULIZS W ELTELRERPIZFERD L H X
EL, BRGBEOFEEH LHBRNEOFE EMAEDLEDLZ LT, HRGEZMHE > TK
BREFSNEERT LI 2ERAMNEL TS, JSLI U F2TFA0F, AR
EAH ST 5 JSLIREDHARBEMEH LN ONEAMEZTRD ., BARR
SfEHEZ BT AT, CLIL (NASERAMTE) thEo B4R o, BifF
DWFFETIE, B (2020) I K2 FEHBEB N R E, FEOBEBNAE IR L2 EEK
DRESN TS, LML, TNETOHARBHEICB T 2 EOLL 1T, £
AARGERENLELRREAEELXIGE L TRBY, BECEHICRVEEZRZ D
AEEMED B D WEAE A2 ST AERZ CLIL EEICET 2 ME L. EH5OMAD
RO MR I N TR, ZOBURIT, FHISKERAE & HAREAE O MBS Z Ko
LIERERGFTORADABO AAFBHREBELBICBTL2BELRBHE OO L&
RIELTWD,

ABFFETIE, AARGERE N LR R E SRRy  TRHAGENYIEY 2 0%
LT oRE, BIUOREBICRELRADARBEDOD 2 WEL /TP 1 F4
MH 6 FEEMRE LIEKRANO AARGEHEICBWT, UEWEM 2 vz e
FICLILfR¥EAFEK LTz, TOEZEOFHRE L THENERLBREZRET D
DTHD,

2. CLIL OB & & HAGBHAE ~DISH

CLIL IZ#HBNE DR LA EHFEE G2 FRICRET 2 HBRIETH D . 1990 F
ROoa—m oy RERLICEBLTELLHAETRERE TCHD, HABHABIZBIT D
CLIL i, #ENAELSHEOEBAMAICHES T RN LEDIHET Fu—F
ELTHEZED TS,

I T/RLZCLIL @ [4C) @ 5 B Content (NAE) 1. b, Fl2p, Mt

VBB oEMT 5 THAGBREESLERINE - EEEZ ARRAE] TiE, Ko XHiC

ERERINTWVWD, O BAETHERFES +RICTERVWERE - £ @ AEIFE N TETH,
FHEMYOFPESELILREL, FERHEH~OSMIIKERE T WD IRE - £ (CCHBRFE
(SRS FEE HAGBEENLERNE - AESFET ARIHAE))

2 KFECIIRAREL2E _SELELTH5FEL-HIT DWW T, Japanese as a Second Language @

WgFED TJSLIRE )] 22D,
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ZORERELEMIC LIEFERERNRZL2 HFTHD, FEHEITXIEONE %
B L. WIZ Communication (Z 3=/ —3T 3 ) OFBET, & BE£T 5
WEEZRECHABOENRB I ZMITL,. SEEO B DT T2 < Cognition (J&
% 7)) X Community,Culture (ZN - W f# - L ELfE) b FA TV, JR (2021)
(X, CLIL ZH v A/ HAGEBEE OOV T, FEHEF OB - BL x5
ML, NEBRMARET L LRI, ZONELZHLENTE2 HE2&EZ DRI
b2 Lk ~TND,

!

X 1 CLIL ® 4C O

Content Communication
NS S5
CLIL
NSEEMSHSEE
Cognition Community /
BE Culture
SN0 - e « SLIBER

CLIL /¥, AARERNIZBWN TS, EEO/NEREFELEFTICE W TEANTDOI
TW3IEN, BARFBHEDOSETH JSLIRE DRI CLIL 25+ 2R 234k
FoTWD, FriZ JSL REAENSHSBCBE, AVER & W o BRI E % 7
SWBRIZEB N T, RO EHA 2 BEEMICEATIRETITIHREL NI W, X
ARICED L 72 EER R SEEESE N RE & R D,

CLIL DHIHEHEBE~DIHICEA L TiE, 3 —r v 2 GEEZ PO a2
EOHBNFEZNEGETEE T 2EREIREINTWD (Coyle 2007, Dalton-
Puffer 2008), 24 6 D EEKIT, SFEREI 2H2WIT8 & L THLE ST % ICEFR]

(Common European Framework of Reference for Languages : I — 1 v /NF ik
@S M) OHELERSEDb-o TV 5,

AARTOERKBIEDZL 1L, ARFRENLELRTE LV ) SFEAME TO
KO ERZEBNTZLORZ N, LU, BABREOH=RICIT, FEHSHEN T
TRV FEBITMA T, BELOKESLEE LORNEZ O R BN E
BELTWD, 2O L2 =— X4 fF o REZFRCHEOTTED L ST
BL. CLIL OFMATIEL TS MWV BAOERBETREIZTL A LK



BEINTWNRY, LD > T, FIRAT & B ARBAT MM L, 2R
EREORBEMNILICFOEED G5B CLIL O EZRAET 2 2 &1, &
BOHARFEEEOHY FExEZE2 TV ETKRUARTrERATHY, KIFEDOE
BLEIWZHDHOTIERWNERbN S,

3. CLIL %30 FEiE

CLIL IZ#FZ#E L AABEEE EZHAMITITHIZ LT, ZFHENE®ROD 5L
IROPCTEBLHEHL, BZNORANEREODLI L BRI REBETH D,

JSL MEOEZIIZHETHY, BARTELRNL LY SHEICHELZR XS
W, RHEZ CTHHEELZLEELTL2REICNZ ., EFE TIEREICHRELLX
HZREASOXMIEBED —D & o TWND, FRIZ/NFRERETIE, SEICV—>
DI HWREAEDORIT, FEREEICHE S D5 EL I E RO R EAER —ER
FAET D EHERI SN D, BARRERBE (2021) 1%, AEEO/INTFAED S L
13,503 A 875 ADNFFBILIBZMICERE L CBY, HEERICTD L 6.50%T
HDHERELTWVD, ZHIEHARANTEORR] 5 FZRAEFEE 3.20% (352,911
ANH) EHARTH 2 FICHET 25, 29 LI2REICRH L, #ERkRD HAGEEED
HTIHBRFE~OEENLRSZNEREST L2 ZEITIRETHD, LER->TF
AR L BB FEIEAFEFICITY . LV ABNRAETEEROBEN KD L
TW3,

CLIL OEMIZH T D2 H M OEFEIZ>WT, JuH « BB (2020) X [FZEHEOD
BEZED D R T (scaffolding) | OBEBEHZHNTWND, AIFEITZ O
BRI ESE, Hx OREDO ST E = — X206 U7 8 72 38 2 /L2 5A Lo
Z LT, CLIL OBEMNFERMEDOR LD IREIZH L TED L I ITHZITHEE
ROt d 22 L2 AMET 5, AUIZEICRKIT S T0#EK CLIL) &, §
FERE R ERMEORRLIREN F—0FEGmICBWNTHE L2215 A
AL NEEESRERREERET,

AW TIE, BARGERED 7 7 2B\ T, MEWEMTH D [T 27—
~vE L2 a~x (G990 y) OWELFEKR L, HERTITEBWNTIZ, LTD 4
MEfREOREE Lz,

=15

Tl
L

CEERBR ORI - HARFE LAV R R RE IS 0D b T A VLR 7S E R
5o etit,
cEar WA HEORENFEE  FEE - WA - UEESEEE T o DIEE O
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P THARICH D,

BRI 2 TR LI BRSO  FIEREM A DY EM 2 A
W, BRI AL TR D 2R ST D,

B FEEOEM  RX7ESHABE L, RERENARICHR—-FLAEZDRE
EHZ D,

(1) %t &ML

MRIT1TFEEND 6 FAEE TOHARFBIYRRENLERIFENS | FZEICH
MOHLWEECTEEL JSLIEETHD, TROEZR &V EMIX, AERS
EFER L BEENEL UL EKR 2 FH S B ARZM TH 5120, IR0 HE
HARICHEEZW A D2REIZL > THHMLOT VW E DD, KEKICKIT D
CLIL @ 4C {2 M3 < #Epk z2 LA R ISR,

# 1 CLIL ik
BR EHFE ZEBRFEL~ORS
TXOIER - B, B )
NE A= sy - BENFIET
DT, FEKILEF B
Content PR % B2

=
[~ DFZIT~TT
(~EAEEnTT) & | —F BARREHEEMNIET
JTELTEBOTEIZE | FXOMKZHER

WET OHEOREL | HEOEM Lz RATIED

f.
=]

i
p=ri113

Communication

BE T XNEFFER MR, 2R | FIEEZ /NG, XA ~—FH, &
Cognition R ET 1 DR LR

FHXONEEZ T THELRER
T

HADT 3 - FEIRE | FEROEDIRR - G5 - il 3L
THADIEH UL B, <7 THli

Bh 22 it

2N - EiE - SO PR

Community, Culture

(2) BEMERKE EY LD TR
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CLILEDFEEICE LT, Bla~vEH2 a~vDAREER LI,

[HZE] F1a~ (45%) @ [+ZXOoHEKEZFIEH> ' BOOFEEZTHIL D |
BF RS 5 Eh g IR
BA ARG TLw ol LoBixR

5 43 - s, Ko — Rl
Ll TX#&h— iR

15 53 | b~V R G R Bk 52 i TXONAE EHEKESS, AT A b

TX@MAE S TT =L I EFEN—F | A—FezFTHhAbRDEA, &
Iz~ MIEX+ Y = XAF v —

INT V=T T, h— K& T A
(ZERBIZHE D

1 FAENS 6 FAEEFTOEENFEL
54y |HAOTXz#~% (EENFER) T & s

Fi 35 70 i 5 e 2

5%

155 | TXNEZEFRZ 7V — 7 TR

[(BR] H2a~ (4575) @ [2026 FOTXTHEEREMES D |
FF &8 XE IR

557 | A 2026 FOF X (FH) iR |V —RFR+EX+ Y= ATF ¥ —

Try7r— M MER, BEXHT— T 11T
TOEERIER, ¥ A ~— TEH

25 57 | AFRURFIME (4 7 A2 b+

10 53 | FE# - A B THRE, FHEEMI - FEH LR

e —RCTIAGOTX] T5FEDOF K]
MRE S MR

5 |V IRD - £&9

AREETIE, MEOFMEIZIS B 2T O 2D, LT OEM & % LIEMH L7,

- LAV REAM (B2 28) W—0NE (FXomk) &, fiHET
FEEL NV EEZ CEEOMBAZM E LT 3 MEERLEZ, ZHIZHETHT
HOTEARL, HxOREOBIED HAKGERE ) & BABFEEME ICE DY TR
Lz, MR EOREICITOLNRNE AW,

- HBEM  RAROTAENE (BFEL) [ TIx—MNLLEBYI— R (5
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5. ERICEHLTOE LD
(1) EEICBTL2REOKT

AAARBHEICB W TCTXA2EME LR8I 12 HoEf] & 7> TV DA,
A B TCLIL OMEZEALLZ L T HEEETOMBOESENHERTE =,
5 HAEFBENLIX TEFERATEDPDOTFRXDOIEENEZD] EWVWIRENHV | 3
FEALEIT T vwin, ¥ 0700 CHERETLEL TV,

RICAEBRMAEICHONWTHEND, KAEROREICK L, HEEORR LT
ODRENHEMICHABECEMA ZH X, I— FEHRLRILEND [T AT
F#al) E@MAFr25mAEE SN (BEAE), ZE, #HEi»D0— ik
BETIEZRL, RERLOBBFE 2@ Lz TR (scaffolding) ] 23 HK
HAEMICHEEL T\l EE2RBLTNS,

— T, REEICHEARZDAREEOS 2 RE~OZFEICHO W TITHRED £
Cle, BEEEICIA~—F AV KHEEZEAL CEHORELE L2
DLREITHTZN, YR EIIEMNICTXOIER 235 L CIENEICI TR
KTLDETIKEFELRD o2, LU XTORKELOITZMED 22 &L THi
BIZ A — RIERZER S, ZomfEid, 8 Lo RN X 24 2 2 VT E N fip i
DXBEEZ TN OFEEEBICBMTELREDNER I N TV EEZRLT
BV CLIL BT 5 Community | DB EZESITLLDOTHDL EWVWR D,

(2) CLIL Rl ZEHEICE S <SRV R Y
AREEOM K2, EHDPMAICHRE LA EICRS LTERT D,
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2 FE MU (Assessment)

B H
N2 L
TZNERF - BDOT K 2026 FOFXAEZIELSFE#HTED

Content

B FRICHETHHRMBEMOMNODEZLZE DS ETEIT S
Communication S Ez2D

& FEEROWER - THXDOA T A MNRIRZEFE L., f§E€HKICE
Cognition HTx5

NTIEBHTH I L TEFICBMTE S

SN - B - SUBELfE | RIKCTHEERTE D

Community,/Culture | HA &L B ON—Y OEOTALCFEE R 2 B L |
AL D7 N A TE D

(3) BEMNZVLE L TCOHEENEE

ARERIT, F 1 a~TUREMEZED, §F 2 a~ TEERER L VO RBUE
42179 —EOFAL A2 U T.CLIL D 4C & BAR{k4 % = & 23 7=, 12 (2025)
MEANFEEZRNBLE LZARBOREOMVMAIZBNT, 20D HiX
CLILZ2D2y) CHMULARRGHED I EBRRTWDH LT, EH D AC OFM A D
ML VR T RN S EER L, LTS, £ 2 TRLUZHmHEICERS L THR
HT D,

1z, TNE (Content)] BILW IEFF (Communication)] DHIFEIZ-DUVT
Thb, T - XOEFLHEOT L, 2026 F0T XA LL RBikT 5158 %2 @
U, WEITHEZR2FBEESICHEORWARM R IR 2R 12, FEIZ, SR A
OV LTHESOSETHE TS 7t 2%, AABNHEESLREICL
STh., BHROHL TR TOSEEM AR TS L o7,

#02, T (Cognition))] OEETH D, FEIROHERL A 7 Xk DFEIR
ZHEHOEW LEBR T2 et X3, B/ L@z FEEREVWI BTV M
v M T D HEIGE) & L CHERE L 72,

BoIC, RBBEERRENR SN0 T - @ - CEHEf#E (Culture /
Community) ] TH 5, AR L BHE DL —Y DOEICH 2+ 330k D 38 A0 E A
AR LA T2 @BRIE, B b ~OHREIRD IME Lo, T,
TIHEEHZ@ L TEWZHB O LR IR &L TRER EORBD Y R
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BARICAEENT,

UbEDZ &b RREEI SRR ZFOIREN [SUEBEfE] &v o d@mo
XART, 2 DREAIZIE U TRIAEB 217 5 DENREVODH L LT &
DEENZRTZLIETTRRER S D EZEZbND,

6. FLHOEAEKORHE

CLIL ¥ DOHEICIT, AMEOEEZE U TR EHIER 28452 &0
SN o7z, BRBICIZZ R BARGE L~ VISKHE LTe 3 TR O B fif #bF
TERL R SR Y — L OBRFERC 2 2~ 0 O BEERITHIS D AEN H - 72,
FO—HlE LT, +XDATAMNI—FRZ12 NIZ 1By NTORMATHD
2. TADOEEEN 144 BOH— FOEIRE T 3 32— MEER E 25 L TT

ISR D EE Lz, A (2020) X, WEICKT D EFEHEIC
WT, BIGOEEEOR L LT, CLIL #EITEMICHEMRB 2N 2L, WED
BRNEOHEHNC L THRICENH D2 E, HBENRERIE2Y Tk
Molzb LTWaD, £ (2013) (%, CLIL @ 4 JFEZEY AR EEE
R, B X OIME OEMIFIE, ZMERICBIT2HBOAHITIREWVEIERLTWL
Do

AARFEAEICHIT S CLIL O ERKITIE, AT THE (FF) ) & TS5 O
HICBTDEMERKRD N D, i, BEHE OB MELTBMAEENE ISR Uz #
Mo ., B 2 ENFEL L TR b, HIBEAZED S ) 2
TOEEL > TWVD, SHIZ, BIHICERMZETLZ W) RE2BE s L,
fitg D W LB DWW TR MBI P R 2B G O REF L T 2 R
SHOBEE TR D,

O LIEREEZRARNPL L, KR TIL, FESHEL T+ TIERWIRE, 1)
WMEEA2HETHIRE, T L TCREREOVEEZAETHIRELR —DOHENT
WEMICZ T AN, CLIL O A E AW @Es2 R A7, it Coyle (2010)
MIBBTHTRCOLEFLRNRL L2AEBNRH#E L WD CLIL OFRIZHES
KbHLDOThHDH, 2O LD REEZHLECHAET LEEMIZ OV TIE, BB (2022)
MBEOEAEIZH CLILOBZEZZH>THbHWEWEEHRLTWD, 72, R

(2020) 28 CLIL iZZ @O HAJRLRIIZ K » THRIIZE Z TV Z E N A[HER & i
CTWD KL DT AC T RTH M2 o mEFE TR WErmE AL LT,
[EE O —HRLT — <3l CLIL 7e EEMERICE AT 2 2 L CREBAYEZOAM LI
DTl hEBEbibd,
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CLIL OE ANIZdhT=> Tk, HHEENA D OEEEZPHMICH ST 2 LKEAMNK
D HD, FEE (2025) BRI T D KL 91T, CLIL DEEFEN 20XV HiF CLIL
ELTEYD CEMLEE TS Y r A2 FN, AR R ENE S B ARERED
BIBICB T DR REBFL CEAE IRV EERbR D, &5, i mm T
X, TEAGEEMEE S & THBNAEOHME | 2@EUICHE - ST 57200
RRIMBEE ORGP RE L 25, A% L, FHEH AL T CLIL % kI AR -
WH LN b, Rl RER EERAZHIEL T &,

(fF5E) ABFFEIEL. B2 9e & AR5E (C) ok (BFFEE - JIIIRE 1) %
ZFCWVWE T,

(£ 3CHR)

Coyle,D. (2007) CLIL:towards a connected research agenda for CLIL
pedagogies, International Journal of Bilingual Education and
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Coyle,D., Hood,P. and Marsh, D., (2010) CLIL: Content and Language
Integrated Learning. UK: Cambridge University Press.
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Educational Usage of German-style Board Games(5)

Morimitsu TAKANO

Aichi Sangyo University College
12-5, Harayama, Oka—cho, Okazaki-shi, Aichi, 444-0005 JAPAN

=g

HEBCBTDZAR =R —20IEAM L LT, I BRSPS X EfE TR
CAEBRTRKEE COERZRY LF-, TREZhOEBRO SN 2@ L
TEELBEOMHEZRB I o7z, TO ETHET X ER TOREH & x5
ELTHEBZ R, MEMHFHTOR—RFF =LA X NEERICEE T X
HwREHLMMZ L,

¥—p—F
T XETA S ERE, R— K7 — LA, R— K7 =LA X2 |

1. TWXBETR LK EAE IS T D EZEA — P S X EE O 6 & 4l R TR X E
i 51 —
CZTIEEFENBAEMD S TV 2 201 KA X ZEAE TOR— K7 — A
AR PMIZOWNWT, TOMBEZFENLE)ZTENETNDA XY FOEWIZD
WTHI Bz T 5,

OPBHVLKERH TOR— R =LA K
PR IMEMTYUA IRIFE I ARBICHBEI A TR - RS —a 1 X

Y M. 2026 A AOmAE1L-E3HEHOA 2EEMBICIERKRI LTV S,
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BIMERF B LI FRT 10 BB IEFETO 2R THo2 b0 s, BIEITFE
130 b FR AR ETO 2RI N T WD, 7% - EEAIT TH
SEFNVVNIEFELER—FF—L 7L X R—RF—LEBRE] Thb,
MEETOR— KT —AAL X bA~OBMIT DN TIE, FRTH LIAZD L2
RLEOLHNIEAEDO LD L H D, PETNVKEFL TOA X FOGAE, 1
LiABTR EFIAETH D, A X MRFICIEKEHEFTMO RN — K7 — Az ilES 2
ENTED,

Q4RI HEKEE COR— RF—LA1 X2 |

A ETRKERIIATRTRRICS 24 ERTREHFOSEHEOOLE D TH
D, BIEOREERE IV X v 7 AR HE 2 —~v P — AKX TH S
(A RAKEFER — =), FKEH T 2025 4 11 A 29 AC TEVL
RV —=AOQMHROR—= RS —LTHEITO | | BRI, 201X M
PETLHFETOAL N FERRY | FATH LIARR ER>TED, 10 H 15
ANOHEEFEED HWVITEFE CH LIAAZMRB b, EEIXES
164 ThHOMRBIINEENDORAETTTH D,

FHITIKEHE T, AEB I L THTOR—- RS =L gy =L |
T e NRFARN ER=FRF =LY =7 VI L0 ERBED> TS, A XV FDOF
TR Web ETHERTED BEERTMNEFHAAXU ML E—),

B H £ CTIZBMHIAF ITRKIZ 204127 o 72720, II6 -5 XL RHOH
ST EFZNEEB I TSMT A Lo, A4 v 7T OB )R
HOBHBMEBEFRENIZ I3 ER ST (L ERPIAARBMEN 24 H->72),

BMBEZYHBEATHEL I X —LAFFELE L TEDL 2 FED A U= 3%l LT,
AVARNBRAYAN=DBHLERSTAXNY NMIED LN, WAWNART —
LAZHLATHELIERLHD, REEZDTDHEZIAETT LA LRI &Y
Holz,

@l X ELETHOA XY hDOEN

a. EBIZ2WT

PR TS ERE TIIAGHIR SN AREETH 200 EBIETRIT LA T
O, —HO4AERTHKEHR CILEANREINTWD, 7 LEKEREOL

L2l AGHIREN 2566 H 5,
https://www.city.hashima.lg.jp/item/4659.html
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A EBICIERRICRHSE L TWD i KX o, IR A (2025) TIXMERE TO
R—=RKTF—LIEHOT =B AAINTWSE, ZNHTFRNDIZWNL DD
FEHTOR—F T =LA X MEREFARZLE A, EEEZRELTND L
AHbbiEnWet AL H D EDORBRITR T,

b. HRTH LiAZNE D 0

ZORIZOWVWTHPEHIZKEM LA TETRMNEHE L TTEVWDRH -7,
ZORIEONTHEWNLK OO EHEOFERELFIZL A, B LIARMIZ 2 -
TWbEZAH HLAAKIZIE > TRV EZLZ0WNT R LR TEZ, S
HVXERH LA ETRTHRIEM L TEVANDL- 0 EODERE LT, HKE
BECOANY FRABG TP RN FRRBRE TCHoZ I ENEZLND D TIX
RN L BURE EUCIIHERI L TV B,

c. AR NAF Y TITONT

PEFHVZHEE TIIFETSMLTWAIEANEL ., REENTFELEB L
— NN =V E RN — LR LATHWEEHEZ LS HICLTWS, KA
DHD TN —=FIEZNIFELLIT R, THHLHEMA U N—DFHENDA A
MZLTWAGHZBIZT S, ZA—7HIZT —AIZFELWA =037 N
i, HOWIE, EST — HIZOWNTT RS AR LW T L — T IR EE A
oy 7 M EAE NSRS LTV D3

LHEHBRTHERKEHETOALS XY ME, REBAICBEWVWTHR— KT =LA —7 L
DAL TWNDLZENDLA A MNEIT =T N A ARN=REBIRoTWe, HH,
FBOHEHEAY v T RARPZBMLTNEDOT, 5%RZDAL v 7 & H
DA R PBREFE SN T AJREMIEH 5,

MEHETOR— KT —AA X2 ME, A= FF—2L098H LWIKEMRFEIEH
BROERMEEEERZLP DDV RHLZZ LTI ETHLRY, LrLREHETY
THNEA BIWESAR N THDLIENDL, R—FZF—AIZ2\ThHEEM
RN A A RNNTEDLZILEE, ZTRNETCOREMHEMBBIC KD AT
TEAX NV EFRRDLIAFANRDLND,

1 NBF(2001) DA A kOB T T — LB, EfE - M - 50 2F< L)
DIFBAMCHEE L, EABBE, E0 XA VR k&M E NS Hami. B
TELERBEHOV LS, ] LENTND

2 BIfE. HE DA — R A s L DS ) B MR L TND & = 5T
LRAZI LN,
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d. A XY N TCEHT LA —RF—2IZ250T

AN FTHEMT LR =23 EAIKEENAL TV D, PEHZHFE
fECOA R N THPETKERHEITK O 7 — LR3I TV D,

LI TVWDEIR— RS —2AF PDF 77 A LV THERTE 5, PDF 7 7 A LT
R TCELR—KTF—AL51 2 MLDIH 30 0UNTIHERDL T — A 44 ¥
A ThD, = HFTIHEI VA TAR] ODEHIT60 052D
VAR N E 22 A4 PABHIZ LN TS, 27 L7 VA KEMIZE L T, ¥
O TESEGEIZIEFA A NI PLREEPMLETH-T2D, — I LI A v
NP LBERNOEELZZTED)TH5IETRABEIRENWE ZADRD D,
T —ICDHELTHDEB XN,

B ZOYANMIFERS> TRV HO L LT, LRI TS,

HEERILI[A T IV TIOR3 HESOWVNLIESZ ENTEL—41
LT T~y FRATU—=]0LoC 12U EERoTVELDLH 5, HES
BRIV — AT v 7 2l e dd T, VA EZHMTILEND LD THE
BRI & L CIIENA RV BIERAE —RICESZ DN ZNEEBEILND,

HAEBETHRMEFETCOAXRN NOGAIZIFEEHOER TR— NS —2%—7
NEH S EHEHEEOM TYHRES Y — A 3E 0 > XA RS D2 L
> T2,

ZOXEIRENENOREHTRZDLIAEFTHDLLOD, H LW THilk
FER~OF— 1 A4t - HIREROSINZ 1T XKITF LK EBREDERL TN D 2
EMAR—= KT —AA X EMBIEIMDNBHITENTE D,

2. PIBEHILHEBMHEICBIT HR— 7 — L FEEH

UTFTTIE, PEFRVICHEFTOR— FF—LEERIZONWTHLIELLIHEMNT
630

2026 2 A1 HOA XY FCREHKEBHEBEEDO HICAR—RTF—L %0552
L CEEHAD [~y 7o 53] 2L, [~y o7 53] 122~5 A

I https!//www.city.hashima.lg.jp/secure/4659/boardgameslist202503.pdf, 2026 & 2
ABE, VAMIBHEI AL TOHRWWAR—RFF—L2B 0 20d b,

2 MELHTOF —LDOBE - WEICHOWTITEAQ025) B HY EiIFTn5,

S A HEMRKEBA TCOMVMAITIHBESTZIENY THHDOT, K2 L TAH%REL
R L Lz,

CEFEHADOR—RT =LA X MFIZFRFLIALZ TV TIE, o UOKE
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TESZENTEDLT VAR 30 3L VWDOF—LThb, MIRFEHIL (6 F
LE] &l TS,

IO —AFABBEOITIZITI[/NOLIENLVEIITAN TN AT &
AT —=LThHDH, 7
— A O FAKM 72
NaELLTRBId 25,

B 1ox IR
i — FN»
56 (KTIxED )
Lo4a) Ho, %K
“1~10 Oh—F
N1 ToH 5,

X 1

Q7 LA Y¥—F500FNL 1 GERE, TOOOT— FETXTZITRD (1
~10DOH—RBP1KTo2H D),

@QIOK DI —FZ2ESEETILHICLTELS D 3 EFIWTEILIZT S,
@6 HDFFR F—2 v (RMP-1~-6, EH+1~+6) [T-1 KX —F L T-6 0 —FTF
W75 X9 ICHEAENRNTEL,

@ (40fH) FTIFOBEVICENTEL,

@7 LAY —L3KOFNL 1 KE2RATRECERMIICADORNICHL, &
B LEboeb—FlTRIZT S,
ONSVWEFEHLES VA Y —0OIEFCTIZ T 1HEE BATIIHOT
WCANTWNL , M1 OHAEIZIE, 208FEHLES LA Y —RE2EH LIS
6 DEFEHLET LAY =N AND, ZOFE, K1 DL SICHALKRE S OHTF
EHLET VA Y —DEBNTGAIZET— Rl IPrN T aE R XA I 0EN %
W7 LAY —hb AT,

DZHEAND LZICITAIFOHICAIZEHELTCLESTZ S LAY —IF, £
DIFIZIE S TWVDEER =27 D0 —F LD 1KELED, DEV~A T AR EH
WML LD,
OHSDOFEFICAMOITIZTRTIIFOFICANDEZ ENTELET LA

fERMB O F 42 LFHBRO L THRESETWD, ZOHRICOWVWTIEEA(2025:144-145) T b
By EFshTnsg,
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Y—1X, ZORIC—FLIZHIBRN—T V2 EEKLTERS, 2V~ AT AN
TR T T AR E/DLZ LI D,

@ (W—FPEEHDL 6T WAL — a2 L T3IHITT D,
OMEDK THRIEEZMTETETT —L2%2HIT T, B2 —FLZLBWETS LA

Y—DE LD,

D — AT
X 2o»kHica
EANLHGE, 2
SHORICEE T
HLel o #HFTH M
Fbhhwn, 722U
E /NG TRE i N b
0T HERIcT
oS T 2%

X 2
ETEEDBICFEREKT LR, OTHEXTZELIT~YA T AR EZSIEWMALZ LI
2%,

HIZEFEWLZ L) ICHEBHEBRE DO FITRN T 25260 TZOF—L058fFE LT
TREZATA—NLVOMHRE LENRLIHED TN Z A A2 MR TWTHI
T—T7NT_ATEATHWEFELIADREKZRE XL [Znf? | &
FaNTTERIENL,. ZOFTELLRATCESZ LR, M2I2HD K
T IFOBIZTI (Vo I0R) 23 o5 2 L BRUTA S TZD D, [l fiE
LF ¥ LV LTHRBRIRT 2200 BIEEVOMZ 72 WER L o7z,

FAHZDOFHETRERZTHELTLEL ) —2DOF—2B[bAdHT > 2]
ThHd, ZOF—LAEFXEERNAELTVWDLILODOOESTHY, 3~5 AN TilFER
L7 VAKH 20 < HVWDT—LTHDL, TUARRIT 20 3<H0ERoT
WDNR,AEIDA U N—=2ENY T LA TL—ILbHbRNholoizd, EEEITIE
20 LA EHDNY D SR TFEL T ERRGAEIN DM OBEGRL &Y Ktk
TESZ LT TERPoT, T2, PEHIHEHEIIBTLAR—FF—2D7 4
Yy 7] TEWELIIC MO TESES (D5 WIEHMD TESANSINT S
BE) WA VA NI LREMLBZZDINERD D,

THbAdloZ]JZ 2 0bAbRILEBELZHEDDLIEEZHET S — AT
b, T LOERNRIENELULTHENT 5,
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OFET LAY —IL3FEBE (D SEIA, Iy REA, HTTIVIA) DNV H—
= RZ&E 1T OFHLIZT D,

QWEFAR— R 3K (BFEDO N X — T — RIZHIELTWD) ICxIET 2B A H 7%
TH—FaRMETILMLICLTEE, Erb 2zt hTnili~5s,
QEHBZOLVR® L, BHRBIZEFICLZNRT 2, 2SO T LA ¥ —13h
YFa— (LA IKEEOIEERE) 275,
@HvFa—FNnrd—%— NBATE
DN B—FH— ReRAEITT —TVIZ
&<,

OEHRERER—F Lo 3@EEHDO N4
—DHILD 1 o0 LICERKa~E2EL
(ZOFEFDO N Z = TEH TN TS
itk b)),

O~ H—T— RERrAT 5,
DEMRBOLEMO T »F a —bIEEFIC
HbABR T — &2 L GIEFIC 1 K&
BT 5, UBRESLELADRI I —F
ERTO I — FOLEBRIZIHE TN,
@D, BEHENTWDH N H —T1—
FeHL W rFa—Ebidbel
rERTERY, BEHETEHRAS L TY
HANE == RO TEEI—F
A TE D, OE VK3 OHEA, B
WATTIDNE—=DEZAHITZHDHD

X 3

T, WV IDONE—H—FReEH LT LAY —EbAbR T2 EETET,
BEHBEOT LAY —EBEI— N2 1 ERTELHZ IR D,

OGS LELADRIT I — NI AT A a BNl Tz Ee, RICERSL
HbABRTIFAERLNTLEY, M4 THHTHE, END 3SKHEDO I — RIC
THAHRITNEIEHINTNEDTE HE2EETEXS, LOLERLZTDORN
— RIZET AT A a2 BHEIPNLTVDIDOTRO I — RIZEIN TV b AL
THENLNTLE, BRONTEBAHRTIFIV U FIZo>TLEN, VT
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FHEEHEORICY A T AR TLEY, BUOK3 THPAEZT L EEHEAF
DIDOIKEDOI — REEFG LT LAY —IZZTORFRTIE4 85255, Lo
LZEDON— RIZIET AT A 2 B TWDH T, RICER LT — RICH
MINTWDHABRIOEN~A TR D (bHXZHADRIT I — ROERIZ
N T2y FOKIRTOBAD R IOHIZEL W),

IhzEdviRL
T — it e,
BT RMEEZMTZ L
o RE T — AT
wrEhn, 20
f R TR b 3R D
Bmnol7 LAY
—PBRT L, A
ZHE»MW\nH L
Wh— RTFH A

X 4

THDHIN, =2 LTCUEHAETVDOEEND D LEEO S — L 72> TV D,

PEHVLHEE COR— R =24 X 2B THEHEBREO T 25D T
ANHBEBRBOAR o, MEENER L KEHEGFRER A2 TRICEMEST 2720
TR, NEANLDOLRRN D ZELHUKT SWELZH S Z IR >0 dH
HZEEEERLTVD, LOALARBL2HA1THOAL XY FTHEHR— K7 =4
—JNVTOERRERLEDEVWEZMANICITHE LD Z L ERoTz,

R—RT =LY =T VEMEDOA R FTIE, AX 7RI KELTTED
ebé =Ty —La ST N—T T E2B IR TWEHE B 5, ZiiZ
KL THEHETOA XY FOLFAE, —FEICRIZA U N—LESZ LR T LRD
B ITN—=T DAL=, R THEOITIE (FOANRNR—RNFEHETHDLNE
IMITID DL T) PO E LRBUERHIGR DS AR ho7c, 2H1HDA
R PMNTEFELLEDLNONDDLo TIRITNIT—HICESZ EidheroTt &
IS,

A HBETTRHEHETOAN FOHE, EE0XDA U RN=0 9 £ LW
HBEBIRHIZLETTHELELEEDE I L= BN ORI TV,
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FOZLEEZAEDLED L, BREBREFEOLDLD (LVDITTFELT-BED)
AL T AT OICITHEELE LTOAMDOEENRARTHL EWVWZ D,

[(ZE Sk - 1 ]

Carlo.A.Rossi [+ 7 7 53] (TAb in die Tonnel ¢ H AFEAK) . SUNNY BIRD,
2022

MEDSH [bALbhZloZ). 7—27 74 b, 2018

F% B R 7] # (2025) 12025 42 10 ABED, 2EOKMEHE TOR— K7 —2EHT
— 4 (2025.010.28 R LK L72) - TREHEXT —4) HEHE HGEE],
https://henauru. hatenablog. com/entry/2023/11/26/135207 (2026 42 H 11
H A & HURS)

Lt EW S KNES AN PV VX — B 2025 £ 11 A
https://eventwebreserve. tackport. co. jp/eventUsr_ngy/main/view/9229

(2026 4= 2 A 11 A K EL)

ARSI ES TMEEEN © RXEMH | A FBRTMEHE— L=V,

https://www. library. city. nagoya. jp/guide/m_higashi.html (2026 422 H 11 H
A& HURE)

/NP R (2001) 17—~ — HGRFEML ) R DR — B — LAfFWY A b Table
Games in the World. https://tgiw.info/2001/01/dictionary2. htmlfa,
2025 4F 03 A 14 H & B

HABER (2025) T 38 F— LADEE - INE - B 17— LDEE - IUE]
(FmRMfmE) . BB - maBEXR - @A — L FNEHICTS— L% !
LR OB LAlgedE] RS T Y = —> pp. 128-156
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BIERBEREDKFEMEFORA LERBE

— at, for, in, of, on, to DREIEFIZEHE LT —

VH —5kL
Rl SR

Misuse of English Prepositions by Correspondence Junior College
Students and an Investigation into the Causes

— Focusing on Prepositions: at, for, in, of, on, and to —

Kazuhiro NISHIDA
Aichi Sangyo University College

Oka-cho, Okazaki, Aichi, 444-0005 JAPAN

HE

B O @R EERTE A ORRNICET 2 BRI RITIFET 20D,

FEEVAVB ORI SFEIEAFE LR, BE G R AER R (5
i Bl O%E 694 X RIC, FEEELITRBIT DHTEF ORI HOWNT, )
A (R 2 LT, TOEIC549 /RLLT) ., Fk# (2 #&. 550~729 &), Lk
E (M 1ARLL B, 730 ABLE) BNZHMT Lz, &KL LT, HFL il
T, %, EM. RHEZRTAEFOBRHAITZOIE TS, A, RIF., Az
HTHIEFAOBRHAIZIZDOIETE hoTe, FIfkE EFHEEIT in & to DEEANRZE
<. E#FE T to DN E D57, for, of 72 E RIS 2 &2 KT RIE
DB OWTIE, Wk & PhE TERITRON R o7, ERFE CIEBAN
WE I LTz, at, in, on, to 7¢ & EIC LM OREH OB & 2 £ 9 i & 5 D8

TEDOLVARLOFERFICLRONEDOEL REL o, DF V| for,of 72 &
LW E SNDRIETFIXESEREEZ 2N, at, in, on, to & Vo 72 FEA R 72 Bij 1 5
TEERELVEEZLND,

F—U—F AT & 5l EEIE L B il 1% B
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HCHBFORICHEFTIEILT LHLETE ARV (B OGA 1T0HE
2N) . HAGE CIEEE O #ICBE EBIE) IXNTHETHDL, ToOH, H
ANT TMhBEBF CHLRTEFZFAIE2BANEL 25, LEDbRDR, K
T AL 130720 LA THE] ORMAAAZ% 0 Kaneko (2008), H A A3
FEEEEIINEF A S ITREA RSO &L ELTBY, HEF Ly bIC
HEFFEL TV W ER TSNS, [BEE +RTEF =Mm#E o X 51T,
(Eh5 +aiER (REOHAEH V)] 2 E LD THMTIE, 20X > REMIT
HoOREMHEIND LEbN DA, HEIFXAESHF LY bMBFNEARTHY | [
CHIFETHMmENG CHEMAT 200, BEGFE CTHERT 2000 H3NIX)E Th 2,
Fo, A HETHRMEFIZISHBESXRICE > THELRD  BRHORK & 72
HETHEIND, £Z2 T, BARAANOBRHOBERAZRED Z LICIEELH D,

P2
vy

2- flﬁ?i'ﬁﬁ"b - n-.lo)nnm_
2. 1. BAEEZEENNEAZEGEH#ETEH

Nagata and Whittaker (2017) Tii. Hﬁ)\ﬂ%ﬁgiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ?éﬁﬁ%éﬁ iz
HO LA OEIGN 10.7% 2725 Z E BB 5T 5, Kaneko (2008) Tl
AARNRESEEOEFEHOBRMAEIT 15.6% L MEINTND, 23, HiE

PR OB 2RMRITH 26O D, FEFEFEHE O LILHIONIEIF TN T
W, HANEEZEEICLE > CRHIEFMOBENHEL N LK UM HHEH L
LT, OMEFANZRTHDLZ L, QFEEOMBETFN B AEOMSICHEEL R
WZ e ZHITFTWD (1 2021), XH THIERGH N —BPURES RN L H
AKFEOBF S —BIREL RV L EELNRNERBEHZLEDND,

He is busy with/ at work. (8 |3fEF 23/ TIC L WY,)

LL

lLlL

H

2. 2. REOHEREBAREDBRFADE N

n||||

B - AR (1997) X, HEEORTEN & HARGFEOFHOENE 2 DOBLHE)
BTV D,
D i@ BIEFIR4 A 4o [2EHEGR) 2HBICERT 2B
DO LT, BRI MBMIc 4 e AT OBMBREELE SRS DELIHE L
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S AL R /R VAN

@ eDE W FEFEEO LIy T 7 A N~DRFEOK N (K2 v 77 &
Nkl THLHZDICK LT, BAOX LIZ a2 T 7 A M~DEFEOE W [F =2
YT 7 AR THDH (Hall1966), Z O Z & MfiEa & B o 2RIz E o7
Do TWD, BERICIE, BARNITIATEFAZES AIRERSH DL E W) Z LN F R
%

F 7o, BARGEOBFNII T TIIATE L. BN NETH D | K55 THI
BN MLETITRWIESTE (EhE) . AARFETIEFAIILETHY, ma
TIARNUEOBHBARFEOFN K2 T 7 A MHEOREFFELIY, 5L L0 £L<
ME LT 50 ) WERBEENE T TN D,

2. 3. BRANREZEBEBICETSAIEFRDRAMRE

ZH - FFE (2012) 13, HARANKGESEE O&K S L WVRTER O IT at, in,
on DRFATH L EFERLTWD, £H (2016) 1. AF THEL B MERAT

EFEEEa—NZ2Z AT, BHARAFGEZEEDRD 20 LT VAl E G 2 5F
ELTWD, £ 11 Ehfﬁ@%iﬂof:i{ilO ELXEOBRMAETHDL, £DOHF T,
KRB H 23 % x> 72D 1%, in, of, on, at, for TH - 7=,

#£1. F|FVOEZI VLT WVETEG by 710 (2 H 2016)

JIE A7 il {5 ) ia 2K ia H =R
1 in 418 15.3%
2 of 249 9.1%
3 on 231 8.4%
4 at 118 4.3%
5 for 118 4.3%
6 through 17 0.6%
7 around 8 0.3%
8 between 6 0.2%
9 off 2 0.1%
9 against 2 0.1%

K2I5BIOMIETHRMOH - CHiEH (EER) (ZBWT, 2B EHE
LTEbDazE LD bDTHD,
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F 2. ATEFOBRN (BIER) & EFEH R

D i Rk ERYAS
L S L S N SN
(EIE#) (& 1E) (& 1E%) (EIE#)

in 7 in 16 to 7 in 25

to 6 about 13 at 2 to 23
for 4 with 12 in 2 about 16
about 2 to 10 into/to 2 with 15
in/on 2 of 5 on 2 of 8
of 2 at 4 with 2 on 8

on 2 from 4 — — at 6

— — on 4 — — for 6

— — as 3 — — from 6

— — into/to 3 — — into/to 6

— — for 2 — — as 3

— — for/in 2 — — for/in 2

— — — — — — in/on 2
Al 25 &t 78 Al 17 Al 126

1 OFTE 5 1 [5] O Al & 5 7 1 [5] 0 Aif & 5 4 1 [5] 0 Aif & 5 10
o 30 o 85 o 21 o 136
2 A7 12 A7 19 A7 10 2 A7 23

PLEofER I, 2A - 578 (2012) RZEH (2016) TEH DL ) 72 at, for,
in, of, on IZ to Z MM % 6 DD REEFIIZ DOV T, MFZENTTHIL TV L LB D
MHEZEOERNERILT D,

3. VYb—F - HOITRXRF3V

1) BARAEFEZHHFOBHBIZOWT, IkE. vHkE., ERFLEOMTEND

B D D>,
2) FHEOL )L TEBAIZELND D ETIE. FOFHE XM,

T

M

in,on,to) TlX. FEHAEDO L X NANEL D LHIEFOBEBIZE DT 508, FiC
A 2 R RiE G (for, of) T, RIEHOREHIIEA Lic< v,

A

HARANFFEFEHEZEOMAIZOW T, EICZEMMa&, RS A2 £ T a1EH (at,
X
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5 FE1TH —EREERE - HEAEEERS - E
5. 1. EREKRICAT HETHR

|

FlE—

Rice (1996) °AH: (2006) 1%, A O R KR (A1EF 23 FOBEKO S
) A& T2efd) TWeRI). TG, TEhEA)) 1K LTWa, AiEH OB 5
i, BASHEEONHTELL AL TS L HIC, %M (spatial) . @F#F
M (temporal) . @4 il ¥ (abstract) ® 3 SO ¥EFN# Y TH 5 (Cho 2002;
Hayashi 2008),

5. 2. HREHIBICEAT AEITHR

# 313 Ellis (1994) BNEMOZ A T2 4 DI E LT D TH Y | %%@%
D53 HT - BERERENE (RTEFA EDO X I I THEA SN TV L D0) 2K 5%
. bIhE2EICETEELTOET 2, 2084 73D HTHEIRRTZD ., H1H

SHTICIE %, Z i, Dulay, Burt and Krashen (1982) @ LiEA #H L
TbDOThHDH, AiEFICE L TX, B (L <IZEY) OB BDRniz | Hi

FIRR M Z o T2 AT e D2 <%, BB O X A4 7B LT, T, TH A,
f{mﬂj D 3HO&X4LTHH L TWwWsb (Tunaz, Muyan and Muratoglu 2016 ;
Corder 1967), AWFETH ZDOpEEZERM L TW5D, ¥, AATER (asfor 72
E) B W, W) 0L, BIEFICE W TIE, BB LFEIER Y (X7 < TH

EoAEMEZMH LR DAKERKSITHLINL TH D,

#£3. D 4 47 (Ellis 1994)

53 48 & B H 1]

i 7% ERET CERERE L TCLEI =T — She sleeping.

ECIDN RARBEREH CEREZHALTCLE > =7 —  We didn’t went there.
T e ik BREREOHELOEOxT T — The dog ated the chicken.
BIEFR Y EEFOREOE T — What daddy is doing?

5. 3. ZEFEHKRICEAT HETHR

A OBERITZIEICE S, REFEHR DO E LT Richards (1971) ® 3 X457
WHITFT LD :
SEMNOFR Y (intralingual errors) : L2 O SiEMAIZ @ E . B L O, @D



IR T 2 2 LIk THRADBEET LI L TH D,

2 ZiEMOFE Y (interference errors) : L1 OS54 L2 [C#fH s¥2 2

LIZED, ADSHEEBEBICL s THRANRRET LI L TH D,

R #¥EH2FEY (developmental errors) : L2 ZE #N L2 HiGD F ot 2|2

BWT, HO5RELCRATME. BABEETLILTH D,

GIZBELTIE, @QERBTEZERRETHDL, LnHDIF, WETDHET
LI ORBIEETERNWNLLTHD, T T, AFETIIO L QDK 5% 6
LT, BEKER (ATEF ORI E L 5 CHEO MG ) & Iic, BH
DERZRD

6. BIRAE
6. 1. AIRAZE T —SKREKE - HEHEE - £

=

# Iz

|

ARANEGEFEHFEZOBEHICOWT, BMHEROBHEZITS> Z LT, Fo L HAk
AN = BNEEL, TNOORAOERIZED LS R A D = X ABRFET
DONERT 5, BARMICIE, 1) BN, 2) MR, 3) HER#@EBEO 35
DBLENOBEMZ L, BHONELZBI L, BT 5,

1) EURERE : fiEFORAZBERERICE > ToET 2. D% M (spatial
@Wif] (temporal), ()G L (abstract) ® 3 >ONMEMAEMHEH L., Zh
5D 3ODGHBEICHESNTHERMAFZH L. FEHEDLH L LIZB N T,
ETNEFNOREZRET 5,

2) BEREHINE : ATEG OBRM 2RI L > THET 8. ORA. @OfFA
QWD 3 SO EKEEZHA L, DD 3 DO HES W TR
EAEL, FEEOKELLICBWT, ThEROHEEZREET 5,

3) ERXERE : ATEFOBHAN LD LI RBERICEI TR ERZINLTWVDEE
ATEFICR L 52X TWHHELZ RFANIZHEL, 2D ONEREICE S
THBRAFEHDEL, FREOFZLRALICBNWC, TNEhOHE BT 5,
S 512, Richards (1971) ICBWTREINLTWD [FFEANORDL | L T

MOFEY | 12, ez ks S ETHAEZIT> T,

6. 2. FIRAE2 —FHEEX—

RO (GfF) EIECB T 5, MEFICBET 2N Z . BRI - 5 e #ins
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CEREIG A LIS, S OICRE (SR 2 kELT. TOEIC549 ALLT) . Hik

# (3 2 #. TOEIC550~729 E) B (R 1% E TOEIC730

PLE) 120 T, miFoORMAZ 08 Liz, 728, AAiE (asfor 72 &) 134

W, MEBEKIZACHE T, MERBRRSTREZIT - noH Wz, B4 D

TEFL =B #EH & WU Ul BB I m R A6 0L B oo B AR N TREGEICIXE

L7275 7=, listen music (to ®PL?% ) . in chat (on & ®JR[F]) . study in English
(in DFEA) R EBBHOHITH 5,

ML LT —2F, @EHRO AERIBTS BERA] O =0 7
BE (H#ERE) U&n Bl T, &M EREXTHD (5 2 BME~F 4 F
)

H#Faﬁ%ﬁtif; EOHIBRIL, BEHEROEEENS A T4 VBETHD Z &
HHY, FITIT>TWRY, DFED | ARITFARNITHRAPEES RV A THE
ENDHZOT, TN THEANREZ > TWDEZ X, AHOEATEICESN T
TWRWHTEFOBRH T D LB LND, B, FHEMHEEEXTETLNL R
WZ EEFENPZVIEITROT, E2PNLTVLZEEFARANELNWEESTNDS
ALHEPE A R,

55 2 PR

1) Unit2 Reading 4. Model-turned-anchor learns to love English ® Exercisel.
—6.(7 ¥ A I pp.48-50) DA (T o TSV, 1m7Z L AN B O % i
KLU, ETDZ L,
A p48 1. — 5. 00b 3L EROMGEST L, CEORMBELERALTHMNEYA,
B: p.49-50 6. 1 (First pro) —4 (Impression as a whole) 2°5 2 L1 %
W, RE LTSV, 728, ‘Thereason’ IZHE x5 &, EOMEEZERA
THWETAL, £, ANICHBBE L ADOBERIZH T2 3 A M| KEETH
Fhmzx T EEw, B« BRL or Kxt &, ZDBLH,

5 3 R

2) Unit3 Writing 1. Self-introduction ® Exercise 1.—8. (7 % A  pp.67-69)
& 2. How would you describe your childhood? @ Exercisel. — 10. (7 % &
k pp. 70-71) ZfEZ L T ZEW, 2L, AB O~ &EIRL, MET
HZ L,
A: pp.67-69 1. Self-introduction ® Exercisel. — 8. ® N 4 S Ll ki A THE
BELTLIZEW,
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EOMEZEALTHOHNEE A, 0B,
SLaXrs hxzLTHrb, BOOHA DI
RE LT E a0,

B: pp.70-71 2. How would you describe your childhood? ¢ Exercise 1. —
10.0W, 5 ML ERBATHEL T a0,

% 4 R E

B UTDOAMNSL CETORTLIORR HIOADE 722 LIiTH] T (A, B,
C DDITERET D NIE, BIOBERAR2NDOTHY EHAN), EETERTEE
LT 7Zan,

® NEIFZKD3DELET,

A. The Best Way to Learn English (7% A | pp. 33-40 & ZiATL
BEEED L&)

B. Any Good Internet Site(s) for Learning English

C. Others (HIZHET2F N, BERAR SIS Z &)

@ CoHEHTRETLI2HATH, XTHEHLEEAOROADONFIZD LidfiliT
<TEEw, EIX ST EREL TSV, &M, s (A~C) L&A b
N 4] OMICREIBEL T EE 0,

@LIELEZEMLTLES N, 2F0 METHLSIML TWEZW TR T,

— R FDOT T

FRiCE#E L7 ADHEHEMICK LT,
- T ZEW, EHlT, HFET

I

7 % A ki Cross-cultural Studies through English

1. HEHFR

1. 1. AERR —RAARERRH—

® 4. MERR—EH AN L B

DA @HZL | @MA%K |MAR: @Ak (@
N N GE~%) | A+ A2 LA
L 17 6 37 1.6
S 26 6 93 2.9
i & 6 8 22 1.6
ERL 49 20 153 2.2

FKAOBPME LT, @B E~E) 2OQBAANKEQBEMO 2> A

HOGHTEHST-LDOT, H L TO [— AN 0EMEK 2FT,
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X, PRED—FED o TR EREPEE LD AL 2D 2 < FUBRH
RCTHoT, WiENINENRD EELS HEMEML, £ 2EFFIEELIZEHMAR
WMT 2 RBHEREEDLDOT, COBFREDEERBEIAT 4 v 7 hEeRT
EEE Iz W,

1.2, WA T—LANLBDOEKREER &HEEHISORBER—

“KH Coder” & |34l O —RIC Lo TR I, NOSETRBEINTZT F X
N —Z &t « ST DT F A~ =07« V=Lt LT, ZRETIZ
6,000 L1 E DA CRIH SN TV BIEN, BEATFCREMEECHLAA S
TW2, 7F A MNIFT =X OHENZNESN GHET X o). 250
TXARNYA =T DREDOD T =Y T T Thbd, FHOBRBZEITZDIE
H, EARBENZHBIA L TCWEONEHERNORDLIZLENTES, EBHIZ
SEBEMITICE > T, —HICHBET LI EBRZVWEEO I L—T, AILSES
BOXEOITIN—TERDL LT, T ARICEENDL AT FEREBETE
Do ET—HOEMIIER LEZGAIC, TOXERICHFICZHAT IS EL
VAN v TH52LT, TOXLERORBMEERTEX S, HDHWVIE, OFED
HELEEECL>- T XFEOREZHHMIITS> 2 &b TE S (MA 2017),
Z 2T, ABJETIZ KH Coder M L, A OO Z21T5 Z L1235,

£ 5. FEE VUL L BRER - PRAEHING - 2N #inE

UL | B R HLRE T HE i I B[R] i IR

)i fiige 0=25M Wiv% 0=1JR[F 0 %?EJ Ozﬁébéﬂ Of{m@?ﬂ OZEIJ?ﬂ 0= )
0="Hif# 0 =fHA 0 4 5 E B EA 0=4 /4 5 0= 4 s /Mt B E O

p— fhig: 3=22[ |iv% 6 >R 0 |HEG 3> 4 1=B% i 1=4 5/ H 85 1
3> HEf 0 = A0 fth B & 0= @& 0

. fhs 1=22/ JRIF 2> W% 0 |, N S

ERRE 1> R O A0 45 2> HEhE 0=MhEhE] 0=4 /4 7 0
g 78 > 22 B 68> A 4 G 47> B #hEE 39 > B 9> B A 3=

AR (] 24 > BF[H Bl Gl 3> 4 Gil/ E B i 2= 44w/ 4 G 2=4 Fl/

29>FE AN 9 -

>4 fth B 5 1

XAEFIFEFEAL 106 THY . 15O T 2L EORTEF N EMOE S
HLHVED, BHFTIEEHTHY . KH Coder TIEEA LB ITH/—F 2 b
TERLTWD, ToOMORTEFAFIZ61EH Y. 6 HOFIER (at, for, in,
of, on, to) XKD 63.5% (106/ (106+61))TH - 7=,
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ROITFEE VAL BRGNE - s - ZREKE E L0720 TH
D, BEURHEIEE - MERIEOM E2%EE L L3IZ KH Coder THH L= D
. UTFICB#EiT 2, RE2RITRICBWT, FHHE OB IV & T3t
HEREmWNZ &2, FEHHOEBE A ZEWZ &3 EERNRN EE2RLTVD,

1. 2. 1. LR)LFHOEKRSERE & HEcEBEOREF%R: at

- —\i"*j;—”’”;

-4

é -

=<

[P

45
2 R E D
i o
! 5 Z=ra—EE D

<2

< -

s

g

o2 e

T T T
-0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0 1.6
RE%+1 (60%)

WIFEE TIX, AT o, FlkE T, EOBRA LD 20V R,
- DR N L VY, EkE T, R —RR ., ER—IRFR ORH 20

CEER 2 LN EnL ERIEEEAEZVWEEE ARV, PHRE L
WEHETITRHONEN 2L B bbb, £LHDH L, at TIEHFHEED
HRRRE L PR VWATE R Th 2 L TE 5,

1. 2. 2. LRNILAHDEKRER &HEEEBDOREFR: for
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Cophn—mem @
P
s
=
Cg ] @
L3
2 7
=5
==
g 7
)
2
=]
=
ﬁ | ma:m@
' T T T T
=1.5 =1.0 =0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0

FE4+1 (63. 75%)

Mk Cix, R—RFEIOBHARCRZ N, FRkE Tk, R - 078 H 23
RRL, ERE T, AR R o, THhE—RE ) IH&E b PkE b FR
FEIZBEHANRZ N EXbns, EfEETHE for FEMTCETWVWH LI THS, £
LBl Rkt LTEAIRD RV, for ORI OB S ITORE. HhkEICE
HLWEEbD,

1. 2. 3. LNILBHDOEKRER SEEEEBOREK: in

2 <
£
-
-
B

=3 =2 =1 o 1 2
RkEs31 (16. 68%)

Mk TiE, FR—IRFR ORA ALV, TfkE TIE, IR FH—BL% o
ARANEFICZ WV, EflE TR EH-ER, R AOBHARLL W, [22
Fl—RF . RN Thfkd & ERE TIEFAREICEAR LY, ERET
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T WIkE . EREICH A for OFRITIRWE D, L0 DL EREITR
BB D L in OBEBETEVWEZELALND, THEE D in ODZERR
MARRLOND, In (FHEMACOHRERATEFIZEEZDND,

1. 2. 4 LRI DOEKRER &HESEIEBOBEFK: of

(B An—im A

Bl (tis6h)
h
!
¥
|
i

T T T T T
-3 -2 -1 L] 1
RESF1 (29, 15%)

Wik Tk, Refl—HF A, IR —EFR., ME—N%. M AOBH 1% <
HEMAZRTAIEFAOCHMARE L TND EEXOLND, TkE TIX, Mg5—
B, R ADBRMN R < HIRRBFEOBRHARLRLEL VN, THhEILZERAR
MARR O, M EE2 EICKRT of OBEMITTHREICE > THREETH D Z &
MDIOMNZ D, EEFETEH, MBERFEOBAITCZ V00N, JiE 6 O B X H)
W PRREIZET20 By, THIRER ] 1 T5kE & LkE TRAPS
W, TEOD L, UIRELHRED of DIRHD L EINHEMN DL, EfkE D of D
REDEB I NI DD 2D, MG EEZRT of IZHMT 2 Z LIXIHREETITH 503,
FEHEOUVNANERD LT HZENAIEETHLZEN I DN R D,

1. 2. 5. LRNILADEKRER & HAESEEOBEFK: on
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Pl
s
S
=< _| s GEE
=
s
c;_@’_m
—a
g =
S R
=
2 3
5
=
-7
)
‘-,'?‘_
== =
ZEERA—SR
-2.5 —-2.0 —-1.5 —-1.0 —0. 5 0.0 0.5 1.0

BZ5¥1 (27. 89%)

WA TIix, IR—RR ORI R Z v, Tk Tk, ZH-—B%k., ZR—R .
HR-PHEOBANLRLLZ Y, ERFETIE, MBEFAOEANZ L R-IL%
DEHAVBLRLL Y, IR -BE] T X TOLRLVOEEFICEHBEBLTALN
LHEHTHD, LD E, on DEHIZEDO L LD FEEHFIZHL R 61, on 2
a0 2] Z2RTHEL THR] 2XTHEMREL TWDLZD, LD
NDFEEZ S on DERENERNZ LI 0D R D,

1. 2. 6. LRNILBHDOEKRERE EHEEHEIBOREER: to

= I'EQE A

— st

| _—Cs

-2 -1 o 1

il (16: 435

BE5T1 (22, 53%)

Mk Tk, ZHM—BivE, fR—FA, ZHE—BFR, MR—EOBRA N
W, HERE T AR ISR —IRE EH-BEOBRA N L 0, EkE
TiE, MR—RFOBRMARZ <, HR-—BEORABLLL V., THIR-BK ] 1T
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kA L FREICHEBLTEHANSZ Y, TEHLHLE, to T EDLLDFEE
Wbhb RO, tx o [T28[ ) < TR 2R HEDMCY THh%) 2E€THiE
HEL, FOLR_LVOFEPERFIZLE>THLHMBIIRHETHDLZENIMDN R D,

1. 3. FR1 —EKR#E & HeesHis—

* 6. FiE ] & RGP AE HIE O R UL
% HE i G

at |[F#LE & EBRE TR ﬁﬁ@?ﬂﬁﬁ>£<£cﬁ

for | M5 —RH ] ci%ﬂ#&%%qﬂn‘&%‘%ﬂﬁfg _n/b\ﬁﬁﬁﬁééu\o

in | TZEM—RE ). TR A 1 XhHhE & ERE CIERBEICERHANZ W,
of | MG —RIA ] XHHKF & BRI THRANZ W,

on | MK ZT R TOLRALDOEEFEFICEBLTRONLEATH S,
to | [HMSR—Bi% ) TPk & EflEIcHm L CRRAMNZ W,

* 613 6 DORE OB RHE « MEHRKORFEAZ LK LIZbDTH D,

EWRHECBON T, 2T, FovrrTh, Mg, M2Em), MM o
NEWZRR A A2 Ay (kA T TR OfEH 722 L), for TiE, T OREH
Db Z, for DFFHOBMEIIRETCH DL Z NI N2 b, E L. EkE
TIEHBHIEZR L, for DERITITREIE L EZE XN D,

PEREHIIG IZ I W T R Tk, T ). TRFE, THA] ONEIZER A 2% 003,
of TIX.HEF I OBANK S LW, of ITMECHFHEAITERERFRY TIEARWVR,
EFORIEMEZRSE VS TLFEMARMBEORMELEDHIEF CHDES 2D, 12
ZL, EMRETIEBEAITIHAE DR, of OFBITAIEIZE LB I BN D,

1. 4. FEHMOHT —UANLBDOHERESEREZERGRHEORER—

#5 () TFEE VUL LR - HEHE - ZRFEB L L 0D

DTHbH, e - LRBEOHK 25 EHE L~ L2 KH Coder TH#HT L
bo%, LTI 5,
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F 5. FERBF LUV LE BERFR - R - BN (54)
Lo | E BRI T HE #u g B[R] 5
H%w%%ﬁ%O:ﬂgﬁomNEOZEHﬂ0%@@0:§%ﬁﬂ0:@éﬁﬂ0:@ﬁﬂ0:
T = o =#fA0 4 5B B E 0= 4 5/4 5 0= 4 F/MhEhE O
¢mﬁﬁﬁ%3:§ﬁ58%%6>ﬁ%ﬂoE@ﬁ3>iﬁﬂkﬂ%ﬁﬁ1:ZﬁW§@ﬁl
! >R 0 = A0 > fhEE 0= @IF 0
. g 1=22M0 1R 2> % 0|, - o T
ARE . A0 25 2> HEhE 0= fhBh5 0= 4 /4 5 0
. . 2 5 47> B BhEE 39> @R 9> R 3=
T 78 > 25 LYK 68 >RA | . - . . .
4 R 5 B i 2= T/ 4 5 2= 4 i
iﬂ:24>ﬁ%>4 99> §E A 9 E;;izyaaﬂz w1 4w 2= 4w

KEFHIFEHEBEL 106 THY . 1 DOFRMH T 2 ELL EORTER N EMOGE
LHVEDL, BHFIFEHTHY, KH Coder TIEH L X NVIZBITFHRX—F 2k
TRLTWD, ZOMMoOFIEFHAGFHTI61EH Y. 6 HOFTER (at, for, in,

of, on, to) X &M D 63.56% (106/(106+61)) Th -7z,

1. 4. 1. LRI DOHeESE - ZEREROBK: at

==/ 8
& — Ao E
o
-
=
Es
=
= o SR — 4% Ea
o AR
W o mess—em
(e — A
T T T T
—o0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0 1.8

RESF1 (40%)

Wik Tix, MAIE R oo, PHkE Tl B%s—B @5 B —4 5 o
MR <, Mk—R ., Bk—45 B8 OBRM b H o 7o, THREITITZEE
RN LV, BT T X TRE S o7z, LflE T, BHE D 20nn, RiE—
L DB D o T, ThE L ERETIETRAONEN B ERD | PHhEOR
MIFZHRTHDL LD ND, FLOD L at THRE B TERAIT 20D,

FfFE L LRBF BV TERARLRRAON D, SRHTIZERE TH 5,
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1. 4. 2. LRN)LAIOHEeEE - ERSEBEDOREFZR: for

o —
P
&

|

& —

E |

=

-1.0 —-0. 5 0.0 0.5 1.0

SBE= &

5T (44, 76%)

Itk Tk, BE-AFOBRMANLE < Bik—H B, i % — )5 o R
bROND, PRE TIT K- B, A MBI ORANEEICR OIS,
B T AR AR o T, kA ORRTE THvE—B Bhad |, TR % —fh Bh & )
BB TH L, 0D L, for TIEERE TITHMITE TWDLR, WIKkE
EFBREBEICB N TIEORHMR TE TV ARV LT 5, AOBEMITR,

1. 4. 3. ULANLBOHKREEREE S EREROBEFR: in

27 A~
s -
RE—R/E

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0

STl (12, 5%)

Wk Tl Wik —4 i/t @h e, IRE— B @ha, Bk —4 5/ B #hE, IR F—4
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F DR AR, TR T A—H EhE, Bk —4w AR B
—ea, IRF—TEAR, WE—B 8, i A, Bk —mEhEE & 2R
HnZ o, HlFIZHENS2E S0 HRET RIEINEZ > TWDHONb L
2, EARE T, IRE B, RE 4/, A% O NP T
b5, TRFE—4F] 30k hkackB L CRAOAIBEATHS, L0
HZELin TEDOLRLOFERERFIZBVTYH, ZIKICES T, Z< OBRHANAD
NHN, LRV T EICEAREU LW, HBEEDZ S EME > THADS
SHIOMBRD,

1. 4. 4. LANJLBIODHRE CEREGEEDREE:
= £
.
84 | R s n -
3

3

T T T T T T T T
=2.0 =1.6 =1.0 =0.56 0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5
AE4+1 (28. 63%

Wk Clix, FA—RIG, RFE—4F/4F OB NR0R0L v, TikE TiE, ##
A—2 G, Mtk —2 O HAN L, EfRE TIE RE-AFOBRHNBE LI,
NRER 45 1XhkEE ERFICEBICALN2BHATHE, TEHD L,
FRRCH N R EERAEF CTIEH D, EREOBEMAN 1 DLk & T,
BRAZFIRE 7R ATERI CTd D LW T X 5,

7. 4. 5. LR DOHEEESREZRSEBEOEFZR: on
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< ~
=7 mem—m
res]
= |
& —
e o &R
—a
=
A — At
B GEa i
§ ﬁ _ R
3 - e )
<= = — = 88
<
w8
7 C =
.
=2.0 =1.5 =1.0 =0.5 0.0 0.5

BZ%¥+1 (30. 59%)

Wik Tk, REA-AFOBANRL <, WEk—4F0BA b /o, Tk
TiX. B%—B @5, RE—4F, WE—AFOBARLLL W, EfkE TIE,
W@, FHA—MEFEORM N L, k-4 omfibRon, NHER—
). ThivE—45) OBMBITIHRE & PREICEBICAONLIBHTH 203,
MEFRI—4F) OBMEZ2 LTV aHEIE, ThiEx—45F] OMiEHEY LTy
ZEBRDLNDL, FLHHE, on DEAIZEO LNV OEEFIZH RS, on B
a0 T2E/M] Z2RTHEL THR] 2XTHEMREL TWDLZD, LD
NDFHEEZ S on DIRENERNZ LD DR D,

7. 4. 6. LRNLADOHEESRE L ERSEBEDOREZR: to

SRR — it )

il =&
<= = {th W) & —
HEEE e e

Bl (Hisdib)

T T T
-2 -1 o 1
B3 19, 61%)

Wik Tk, fHA—LBGE, RIE—8 8, ARG OBRHAN L, FfkE T
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X, IRF—4AGF, M —B#FEOBHANZ L AL FORHb AT, Lk
FOBRM L@ > TV D, EfkE TIERA-AGE. WE—B B 0RM R % <
HifkE OB &Pl > TWD, HER—AF ], THE—B @5 ) (ks & LkE
THBEIZAELN B TH LN, NEFA—4F] OMHEZ L Tnd &I, Thidk—
HEIF ) OARSED LT RN Enbnd, O E, to TEDLAR
NDFEFICE, ZIEICDleo TROL, Jux O T2 X TRF#] Z2&£ T ik
Pt THI%) 2 £ T HELEZL ., EOL LB FIT L - T b HER TN
ThHHIENIDPNZD, EOLIZEBNTHHENGEORMANZ OO R
IR ATE ] T d 5,

7.5, B2 —HueHlssERNER—

F* 7. AUEE & RN - P RE S O B L

Z
]
I‘jiuﬁ
rlﬂﬁ
gﬁ
ﬂ

¢ﬁ%kiﬁ%?@%%@ﬁa# < 5 f0\¢&%® RHIEZETH
2 6

for |FhEOBRMIIT HFE—BBF ), THE-MEGEE ] NSO TH 5,
NEFR—4G ) FIokE P hEIcEBEL AN IBHATH S, IR
ST, ZL OBRANR SN D N, Vmw’k;w%i%ULTmé
of NEF—4%F ) 1T #kE & ERFICRBIcR o5 %T%é

RIE -4, ThE—4G0] O ﬁﬁifﬁﬂf&%& kA ICILBIZ R B 5 R
on HThHDN, NEFA—4FT) OBRHAEZ L TWVWHHIT WM%%QJ@ 5
THED LT,

NER—4F ), (-8 86 XhkE & BB Thmicihohn 2k
to |[ThoH, NER-AGF] OBRMHZLTWLEIE \WM&ﬁ@ﬂjm ]
EHED LTV,

in

£ 71X 6 - DORFTEOE KR - EHKBORFEBLEEBELIZLDOTH D,

ZRFREICB N T, 2R TIE, BHCEEZEZX TV L HEFEBEOMFATIX, T4
s, TEBE ), TEhET) ONRICERA AL WA, to TIX THBE) OFRH (MK
Db Z < REDGZ W) LW, ATER &L A2 AFORNICKR D HFETH DH D
THEHANPZVOERFEHDOZ S EHESTTRINDIERTH D, TEhFE D ME)
FITCIEARSBEBFE CTHY  AIEFANMLETHD | LWVIHIRBHEDBAELTWVWDLHZ L
MIMPZD, FHEOLVSNVHTIERERFEOENIL o7,

8. TITHR 2 —EWRERE - HEtER - ZEREE—
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8.1, ERERICAT HIETHR 2 —BFRAREFZTEBICETHMEADE S
&/ & BRA—

Cho (2002) %, at, in, on ZfEH L. HARANFEFEFZEHZT BT D aE1E OH
SEFF 2 FH 4 U, Al S 5. (D22 (space) O & A % (@R (temporal)
DO EWHE. @4 (abstract) OEEA L, @HEHE (functional) O &M A,
DIEIZEHEGES N TV D Efbm O 7z, Thid, ATEFIIEZIICIE 5T 2%
L. 20 [HER, BB 7o, THRey, Mok o B ~ixH
SNTWolzbwnd (UM 1976) . R OFEAERE & LB > T 5, Kaneko
(2008) 1%, HARANHRGEFEE ORBEFRY T, EHRMO2BEHE LT Kb %
W TEFEEM TCHYSE N T W DAETER ) &, IHF® (activity) . FE &
(communication). &% (mentality). J&IX (cause). /£ (occurrence). 7¥
f£ (existence) TlI, HWZ A FICL > T, BHOBARIIRES B TH
D, TR R TRE ] ICHET 285BI 5RTEFOBRMANR LN L 2B 5
L TW5, 72k, T3 TRZB] 350, KH., MR THET 2 MBI
VW, mAR (2005) 13, AARANERETFEEOMEFESMEOR R, TRERH, 122
), TH% ) OMETZEMMAFEME O EERITES 2D LaW b L, 20
IR & LT, @@EﬁﬂECMﬁﬁéﬁﬁﬁf%”%iw AEE/LTND
e, @QZEMB R E MO E MOREF THRIETE D HDONREZ VK
ﬁ’@h@ﬁﬁ&@%iﬁ%?%é:&@z5%%%1%@ HANERESHH
(X, ATERSEEo T2 ) TR ] THI%R ) OB WRILREMEE Y (23, AiE@ & &
BLARAWZ Ea2TRRLTWS,

8. 2. HREHKICEHIT IETHE?2

Corder (1967) & . &), HER). THA] @M L. Thidk) & TEFR]
ODMANZL, THA] OBMBITEBAICDOZ2NZ EE2H LML TN D,
Kaneko (2008) %, A A ANZFEFEFHFOREF ORM TIE, MMM L L
T, 'BFEEMOEFORM] PikbE <, FIC, fTEFAO %] O/
KbHZ <, HRR), Al D220l b ZoETHRANALND Z & & B
5T LT,

8. 3. ZFEHKICAT HAEITHR 2 —mERADOERAKRTE—
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% 8 1% Fries (1964) OF — 2 O —ETHHIN ., HEHEASDOE NS DN HNEIC
SLEL TV D,

7% 8. HiE eI OSATEED HBEIE (%) (Fries 1964)
4 &) i HifE M) be @ ARG fw or #igd  F DO

FEAE gL GE 48.4 39.7 6.3 5.0 3.3 2.3 0.1
1R EE 27.4 48.6 13.1 4.1 2.7 3.7 0.3

ZORERND, T4 X T#3E] BETT2580FEEAETHDL I ERD
PO ENETTH 80%E HOTWD, £7o, EAEREE L RFE CIIRTE I
T3 5O MBREGN R > THY | FRIC, FEHERECIIAFNETT 2846
ME ST DR LT, BB TIEBFAN LT T 2EERNE 2o T D, 728,
45 or BhEAZILIZEIG N DRV AF EBFEOm T DOEENZ X LD DT,
AT A O BINT IR EE 2 L HER S D,

SEIOWFRTIX, BBAOALZTY B, ERZE S - aiE oI % iR
AOBESGIEIMEICL CWien, 2E0 | BHOoERLZMBEICE T, BHONE %M
B L TWnd,

8. 4 EFNBRICETHIEITHR 2 —mEARRAOEBLLLIBEEOMIAL
RAZERE—

#9. FWAORY - SFEEMROBY &G L OB

. A A . B il Al 4, 5l

PR 1 5% i (& Al | JE AR | R . - :

PR #E G 45 | B EhE | B | A | R E B3 - 35
SN0 Y o o o o o o o o
SEMORY o o o o o

XHBFICIE be BIFIE T, AFICITEALT., R4AF L2 ETe, AT
Koy EE e,

# 9 1% Richards (1971) IZBWTHEINTWD [FEANORY | & [55E
MOFRY | ICHTEFOBRHICEREEZ 5B 2 L5 HEEO MG Z s S &
TbDTh D, 2B, BiEO ML, RIEATHRMAOL o IHICREE L TH 5 (F
5 M), EEEIIEETHY . EE HREEILEIEIZ L > TmRah b0zt L
T, BARGEBIIBEFETCHY . EiEL BWEEIX TBE ko TmnEah b, #FET
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FEHBFEEZ ST OICFEIEZ T THATHL2 0, BiFoRICESE, BREZE LSS
AL, BE L BNEOMIC THiER ] 2fASEL2L6073H D, £H 06 2 BIRT
D00 %, BEOEWRNEZET S (NI 2009), BEABREARL GG, B
FUIATEF N MNE TH 2 P MEIFNIISLE R, L2512 < O 8 G 13 fth 8 &5 o
FERAAL T HBFERY 7 Lo TBY WMADOHENFET D2 EHEL,
mHORKRE R EBons, #l ~%#Eiw T 5 @ talk about ~/ discuss )
RISHTER 25 el HE G & W2 L, THEG +AiER ] T—oofth#ha &
bRAINDD, AARFBETIEHFBEBETITAR BREIX TBE) TRy, TOHEGO
i T2, Hcy, T ofEREy (SRR 1992:268,281), Zh 6 O 5
TR O ITRE & i L T2, LGNS 20T 3 2 il i 5 1 2% 4k
<. RN ERIEFEAETH D,

@Lisa is in the kitchen. (U I HFTICW5,)

(2) There’s a banana on the table. (7 —7 /LI AT F 1 H5,)

FFETIE, in X on REDOHTEFZME NI D2 LITX- T, “Lisa” &
“kitchen” *°“banana” & “table” D PBFRMEZBRAVICFRIA L TW DA, H AGE

T, 2o o) AHvenTEY, TV%]) & TR R [7—71)
E TN F T OBREIEIF RSN T ARY, Z0H, BAREOLA, b0
BfRMEIZ = T 7 2 MG C T, BiAFo TRERBMER] X > TIRET 2 4 H
WD (HF - A 1997),

FERFAIIAFZEM L WEEIEL, be BiF sty MZb, BREEZFEKT D
DTC—HOHBFEEZ L L TED, 205G, BEGIEER, BET O 4
VORI ITRTER N SLE L 2D,

RIGIXENG . A, RIFAEM L, A AGBLZHRICER T DRFEOLTH L
Effi L2V D, ST I -0V L0 FENT T —ICBEFELTWD
EEZLND,

20D OERBEBEL THWDIEE, ATEFAOHHINASEIZ <, R0 2
LN bBMAITEERSTVWEEDR S,

9. IRERDIREE
Rk BARNREZBEOBEAICOW T, B MM A, RS2 F T RE
7 (at,in,on,to) TlX, FEHEOL_XANELS D LaiEiFAOBRB XA T 5

TS A 2RI RIER (for, of) TiX., FIEM O IZID Liz< v,
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BRSO W T, AR TiE, THg ), T22M ). TR ONEICERA B8 Z Va8,
for Tlx. THF) ORBRH KD Z V., for ODEFE O AIIRETH D Z L3 H h
MWz D, 220, EHETITEMAIE RS, for DEFIXAEELEEZEZLDOND,

BEREHIIZIZ I W T, BT, T ). TRFE, THEA) ONRIZREH B2 08,
of TIX.NHEM ) DREAN R H LV, of ITHESLHEAIZERERFAD TRV,
EFORIEFZRS VoMo mEzATREFN TODL ES 2D, 1
2L, ERFETIEHBEAIZTIME DR, of OFBITAEILE LB I BN D,

BRHRIZ BT, BETIE, BHICEEZEZ TWDHFED MG TIE, T4
wl ). TABE . TMhBEhE ) OMEICRANZ WA, to TiE TABHE oA (%
Wb < IRASZW) B0, AilE &1L s 4 ORIk 5 HiETh 5 D
T, BHARZVOEIEHAOZ S EHESTTRINDIMERTH I, YO H)
R 2MLENE TIE R BEIG TH Y BIEFNLETH D] LWV O FESNARNE LT
WAHZERIMNR 2D, ZEHEOLLBTIERE 2B OENTI R o T2,

FEEBROMERIIMA L ITEF TH Y, for, of ITELWANLLEHITAHETDH
DN, D at, in, on, to TIHEFEHEEO L~ NE ELTH., RHAREA ST,
il 2 OFIEFOFFOEROBH SN 2 MR x5,

10, U —F -V TRAF 3 DKL

VW —F .« 7 AF g

1) BARAEGEZEEOBRMAIZONWT, IkE., hhE. ELRELOMTERD
% DD,

2) FEHEOUVNVTHRAICEND D ETHIEX, ZOEB M,

R & %2 FI12FK T for, of, OEIERICBW T, FIfkE. FHREICITEHICE
MRV, ERFICEO TR SESI TV, ZRE, R EL FIC
#9 at, in, on, to ICBWVWTIZ, POL_LOEEELEMIZEEL, T0#ET
RELIF W, DE VD | #MRZ & B 2HTER O for, of IXEHGFRETH D03,
EARMIATEF O at, in, on, to ITEGRREZ LB 2N 5,

for Tix. TRl OFBHADR R B Z VR, T ERFICITEBAIRILEEEZ D
N5, of T NER OMARKBZ VY, of IIPESCHAITERE ALY T
RV, EORMEGFHZIES L WO EFEMARMBO XM EZ EDAIEF CTHD LT
Do ZHIE EMRE TIFEMN TE L LBERZBND, THUSD at, in, on, to IE
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FEHBSENIAS, EOLXLOFEFICLE>THLEEGPRELEEXOND,
HEE (2021) (2X D & BHAR NSRS B398 55 RERRGE & (T b~ TR E ] 4
DERT 2R S0 Eio EHT HRTEFAOBBEMOIRENTHDL LI Z
LThdH, £, BRANRGEFZEHFICRE L2BE., FFIC, AlE o a0 [
BRD D LWD e, BARNERZEETEARNRETENZZH L, L0 M
B E R T RIEFASEUICEATE TWARNWI ERRB I TV, —JT,
RN & < 72 218 o  THITE O EEECCREBIEIIE ML, S 612, gIfkE I
ROND2HMEDOL L BNMEINDAREMES R STz, Ll 4RO RS
IXZERSORE ] 2 B IR THRAN 2 AIET at, in, on, to TOMH TIX, FEHE
DU HEELTHEBRAIELT LS RDET, TG aE £ TS
EommvE Bbi2aiiEs for, of | %w1%$®v&wﬁﬁhﬁékwﬁﬁm

HI Tz,

11. ¥

BRI W T, AR T, THg ), T2EM ). TR OIEICRRA B8 Z VA8,
for TIX., THE ) ORARER DL Z V., for DEFEOMEIZIRETH D Z &0 50
MWz D, 12120, EETITF#EMAIE RS, for DEFIXAEELEEZEZXDOND,

PERERIE IC B W T R Tid, Tk . TERF ., THA ] ONEIZRR A 2L 03,
of TIX.TEF DM b L\, of ITWELHFHE AT ERERFRY TIXARW,
EORIEMEZRSE VoMM ORMELADHIEF CODES 2D, 12
ZL, EMRFETIEHBEHAIZTIME DR, of OF/ITAEILE LB I BN D,

HRFEZIZIBNT, BETIE, BACEEZ 5 X TV HEO BT TIX, T4
a0, TEEE] ), TENET) DONRICERA AL WA, to TIX TEHENE ) O (B
Wb %< RADZ) B, BiER &L AR ORI KDL HETH H D

THANZVORFEHAOZ I EHES>TTHRINIMERTH D2, [ MBI N
fENF CIE AR BHFATHY | AIEFASPLETH D EVIRBBAELTWVD
ZEMOIDLNZD, FEHEOLVNNUFTIERE REFEOBENZ R 5T,

S & % £12FK T for, of OFIEFICHB W T, #IkFE. PHREICITHAHAICE
ﬁw&wﬁRAtﬁ%fzkaCﬁﬂ%i&ﬁééMXW\ko/%ﬁ%%\H#%ﬁ%i%az:%
9 at, in, on, to ICBWVWTIE, FDOL L OFEEZLBMITIEMEL. FOEITK
L FE ot DFEV, ML LEE DN DEIERT O for, of IZEERHEETH D
23, AR ZAETEF O at, in, on, to ITE GV RS L EZ X 55, for TiE, I
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Ml OBHABEGZ VA, TR EREICITEGIRELEZ IO, of TiX

HEF ) OBRAPR LV, of ITMESLCHAIZERE QIR TIEARWA, EOH]
B 2RSS LWV MmO R MELEDRIEFR CHL EE XD, TR
WHE TIHBEMATCELEEZLND,

ArfEe 2. 24f, R, fIRICEAT2EWICER L, T s+ 2 aiE
. BENVGZADE T, M2 L& ETCERNVICEE T LIEHELSIT L2
EMN, WEDOAHRE (B, 94T 4T LAE—F 7)) OFFIZITEET
HDH, IHiz, MHEZLEEDIS at, in, on, to TlX, ERSCCHEBERZETH Y
ZTOE[EIRHETHLZLE, ERELVZELEFEFEEIIARTRETH
Do

12. SBDRAE

1) SRIOFEBRTET 203 bbby FAEMBICHRIFLELZIT- T
RO, TS, HERRPAEENE D BT LI,

2) ASEIOFERTIEINHRE., LREOT —FZ RNV DTELL OF — % TGk L
7=,

3) AENIRHCHEREOHIBRERTTICTIA T 4 v T OREEIT T2 AT
EMOFETHIRERT TIAT 4 7OREEZITV, AFEOKENE LN
DDOMNE D MEREEL T2,
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Using ChatGPT for Assignment Proofreading in an
English Course: A Student Survey

Sumie Matsuno
Aichi Sangyo University College
12-5, Harayama, Oka-cho, Okazaki-shi, Aichi, 444-0005 JAPAN

Summary

This study investigated how 53 university students perceived using
ChatGPT to proofread their in-class English assignments. After submitting
their writing to ChatGPT, students completed a survey combining
quantitative ratings and open-ended comments. Results showed strong
support for the tool: 56.6% rated it “good” and 30.2% “somewhat good,” while
only 3.8% expressed a negative view. Students highlighted ChatGPT’s speed,
accuracy, wide range of vocabulary suggestions, and the reduced social
pressure compared with peer feedback. However, they also noted drawbacks
such as inconsistent corrections, overediting, limited explanations for
changes, and the risk of becoming overly reliant on Al rather than developing
self-editing skills. Students suggested clearer prompts, more time to compare
versions, and combining AI feedback with human review. Overall, the
findings indicate that ChatGPT can enhance English writing instruction if
used as a complementary support tool. Effective integration requires guiding
students to critically evaluate Al output and to apply feedback thoughtfully

to improve their own writing.

Key words
ChatGPT, Al-assisted proofreading, English writing instruction,

Student perceptions, Higher education
Introduction
The rapid development of large language models (LLMs) such as

ChatGPT has begun to transform higher education, particularly in fields
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requiring intensive reading and writing skills. In English language learning,
the ability of AI to provide immediate, detailed feedback on grammar,
vocabulary, and style offers new opportunities to enhance student learning
outcomes. While Al-driven proofreading can increase efficiency, it also raises
questions about reliability, overcorrection, and the potential destruction of
students’ independent writing and editing skills.

In response to these trends, this study explores university students’
perceptions of using ChatGPT as a tool for proofreading their in-class English
assignments. By systematically analyzing both quantitative survey results
and qualitative comments, the study aims to identify the perceived benefits,
challenges, and pedagogical implications of integrating ChatGPT into

English writing courses.

Literature Review

Recent scholarship portrays ChatGPT’s educational role as
simultaneously enabling and risky, with patterns differing by stakeholder
group and by whether ChatGPT is used for learning support or for assessment.
Across studies, perceived usefulness frequently predicts adoption, yet
concerns about accuracy, over-trust, and governance remain central to
responsible integration.

From learners’ perspectives, a recurrent concern is the tendency for
some students to treat AI output as authoritative and accept it without
sufficient evaluation (Yalcin & Serkan, 2024). This has prompted calls for
explicit instructional scaffolding that helps students decide when reliance is
appropriate; for example, Firth et al. (2025) proposed a decision-making
framework to guide students’ judgments about whether—and when not—to
use ChatGPT. Nevertheless, classroom-based work often reports favorable
student perceptions. In EFL settings, students have described heightened
engagement and autonomy-related benefits (Van Horn, 2024), while
Vietnamese IT majors reported perceived advantages yet continued to prefer
conventional instruction (Ho, 2024). Likewise, graduate students valued
convenience and immediacy but emphasized that ChatGPT cannot substitute

for lecturers’ expertise and pedagogical roles (Pham & Nguyen, 2025).
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Broader accounts similarly suggest perceived usefulness for language
learning, coupled with persistent concerns about accuracy and limitations in
interaction quality (Solak, 2024). Within a technology-acceptance framing,
continued use appears to be driven primarily by perceived usefulness, with
enjoyable and high-quality outputs strengthening perceived ease of use
(Hwang et al., 2025).

Instructor- and researcher-oriented studies likewise present mixed
evaluations. Qualitative work suggests that educators may admire the
fluency and productivity benefits of ChatGPT-generated writing while
remaining concerned about implications for classroom practice and learning
integrity (Gurhan & Serkan, 2024). Survey-based studies grounded in the
Technology Acceptance Model indicate that adoption depends on multiple
interacting determinants—not only perceived usefulness and effectiveness,
but also anxiety and perceived risk. Barakat et al. (2025), for instance,
validated a TAM-based measure (Ed-TAME-ChatGPT) and documented a set
of interrelated factors shaping educator acceptance. Collectively, these
findings imply that classroom uptake is not explained by “positive attitudes”
alone; rather, effective use requires governance, teacher preparedness, and
explicit norms for critical engagement, especially given documented risks of
over-trust (Yalcin & Serkan, 2024; Gurhan & Serkan, 2024).

A third stream of research compares human and AI performance in
feedback and assessment, which is particularly relevant to writing pedagogy
and scoring. In formative feedback, trained human evaluators have been
found to outperform ChatGPT across multiple dimensions, including clarity,
accuracy, prioritization, and supportive tone (Steiss et al., 2024). Even when
practical advantages such as speed and scalability are considered, these
results suggest that Al feedback may be helpful yet uneven in pedagogically
critical qualities. In higher-stakes assessment contexts, divergences are more
pronounced: Uyar and Biiyiikahiska (2025) reported persistent gaps between
Al scoring and IELTS-trained human ratings across genres. Related
automated essay scoring scholarship cautions that LLM-based scoring must
be examined carefully for construct coverage and rater-like effects (Pack et

al., 2024). Psychometric work using Many-Facet Rasch Measurement shows
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that ChatGPT-based scoring can differentiate proficiency levels while
exhibiting systematic severity patterns (Yamashita, 2024). Cross-system and
prompting comparisons further indicate that severity and agreement vary
across models and settings; for example, few-shot prompting can improve
alignment, but rater-like differences may remain (Jin et al., 2025).
Comparable reliability and severity issues have also been documented in L2
Chinese writing assessment (Lu et al., 2025). Moreover, even when overall
alignment improves, construct-specific weaknesses can persist—for instance,
tasks requiring nuanced source use may reveal criterion-level gaps despite
calibration (Jin, 2025). Finally, fairness-oriented evaluations highlight that
stable-looking scores can still embed subgroup-related bias, complicating
claims of trustworthiness in assessment applications (Yamashita, 2025).
Beyond attitudes and scoring comparisons, research also addresses
practical applications, constraints, and methodological sensitivity.
Intervention studies report design- and discipline-specific benefits, such as
increased engagement in ChatGPT-assisted flipped learning (Alan & Yurt,
2024) and improved organization in EFL writing when real-time feedback is
provided (Tseng & Lin, 2024). Speaking-oriented classroom research suggests
that ChatGPT can function as a conversational partner, while also
introducing classroom-management and pedagogical challenges (Muniandy &
Selvanathan, 2025). Method studies further show that outcomes depend on
operational definitions and prompting conditions. ChatGPT’s error detection
has been found to correlate strongly with human coding while varying by
proficiency and definitional choices (Pfau et al., 2023; Mizumoto et al., 2024),
and performance appears sensitive to prompt specificity and, to a smaller
extent, to sampling parameters such as temperature (Xu et al., 2024). Large-
scale automated essay scoring research indicates promise for GPT-based
scoring, with potential improvement through additional features (Mizumoto
& Eguchi, 2023), and benchmark-based verification suggests stronger
performance on writing than on speaking, with prompt engineering
improving results (Uchida, 2024). Methodologically, new approaches such as
network analysis have been proposed to complement Many-Facet Rasch

Measurement when diagnosing rater effects and halo-like patterns
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(Lamprianou, 2025). Finally, integrity-focused studies, including detection
methods for identifying Al-generated writing, reinforce the need for
verification mechanisms alongside pedagogical adoption (Cingillioglu, 2023).

Taken together, prior research suggests that ChatGPT can support
learning and may approximate human judgments in some scoring contexts,
but that performance is sensitive to construct definition, prompting
conditions, and the writing dimension being evaluated (Pack et al., 2024; Xu
et al., 2024; Jin, 2025). A recurring gap, however, is that many studies
prioritize agreement with human ratings or general usefulness, whereas
fewer explicitly examine within-system stability—whether the same model
produces stable scoring behavior across repeated assessment runs under
controlled conditions, and what irregularities arise at item and category
levels. This matters for classroom assessment because instructors must
understand not only whether AI scores appear plausible, but also whether
run-to-run differences in severity, middle-category concentration, or item-

specific misfit may alter interpretations of student performance.

Procedure

A total of 66 students in two classes participated in this study during
the first semester. One class majored in literature, and the other class
majored in science. Each week, at the end of the class, the students spent 15—
20 minutes completing an in-class assignment in which they wrote a
paragraph, using their own computer. At the beginning of the following week,
the students copied and pasted their paragraphs into ChatGPT for
proofreading. The instructor displayed the ChatGPT command on a
PowerPoint slide, which students then entered into ChatGPT along with their
own paragraphs. The command is as follows.

Please proofread my paragraph. The topic is The paragraph

should be approximately 130 words and include a clear topic sentence
(stating the topic and controlling idea), supporting sentences, and a

conclusion.
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Based on the feedback and comments provided by ChatGPT, the students
reflected on their writing and provided their own comments on their
paragraphs. This process was repeated a total of ten times throughout the
semester.

On the final day of the class, 53 students (13 students were absent from
the last class) completed a questionnaire via Google Forms to provide their
feedback on their experiences. It contained two sections. The first section is
quantitative evaluation, where the students rated the usefulness of ChatGPT
proofreading using five categories: “Good,” “Somewhat good,” “Neutral,”
“Somewhat not good,” and “Not good.” The second section was qualitative
feedback, where the students provided open-ended comments about their
experiences, perceived strengths and weaknesses of the tool, and any
suggestions for improvement. They were given about seven minutes to
complete this questionnaire.

Quantitative data were aggregated and presented as percentages.
Qualitative data were coded thematically, identifying recurring topics such

”»” <

as “accuracy,” “efficiency,” “learning new expressions,” “overcorrection,” and

“loss of self-editing skills.”

Results
1. Quantitative Findings

The overall evaluation of ChatGPT proofreading was overwhelmingly
positive. Of the 53 students, 56.6% rated it as “Good,” 30.2% rated it as
“Somewhat good,” 9.4% were “Neutral,” 3.8% rated it as “Somewhat not good,”
and 0% rated it as “Not good.” In total, over 86% of students expressed a
positive view, suggesting broad acceptance of ChatGPT as a supportive tool
for English writing assignments. The bar chart above (Figure 1) visually

represents these findings.

64



BNPESER PRI R AL RS 38 75

Figure 1

Students’ Evaluation of Using ChatGPT for Assignment Proofreading
60 - B
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2. Qualitative Findings

Table 1 presents a categorized summary of student feedback regarding
the use of ChatGPT in English writing classes, specifically for correcting and
improving their compositions. Each comment was analyzed and grouped into
one of seven themes based on recurring ideas and concerns. Their actual
comments are included in the appendix, and all of them are written in
Japanese (appendix 1).

The most frequently mentioned theme is “Accuracy and Reliability of
Corrections.” The students consistently praised ChatGPT’s ability to detect
grammatical errors, suggest more natural phrasing, and provide corrections
that were often more precise than those offered by peers. Many found the Al’s
feedback trustworthy and consistent, though a few noted that repeated
corrections or inconsistent outputs could sometimes cause confusion.

The second major theme is “Learning Effect and Improvement in
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Expression.” The students appreciated how ChatGPT helped them discover
new vocabulary, idiomatic expressions, and more fluent sentence structures.
It served not only as a correction tool but also as a learning resource, offering
model answers and alternative ways to express ideas that students might not
have considered on their own.

“Efficiency and Speed” was another commonly cited benefit. The
students valued the quick turnaround time for receiving feedback, which
allowed them to revise their work promptly and spend more time reflecting
on their mistakes. Compared to traditional peer review or teacher-led
corrections, ChatGPT was seen as a time-saving and scalable solution.

In the theme of “Comparison with Peers and Pair Work,” the students
expressed that using ChatGPT reduced the social pressure often felt during
peer review activities. Some felt uncomfortable pointing out mistakes in
classmates’ work or doubted their own ability to give accurate feedback.
ChatGPT provided a neutral and consistent alternative, which many found
preferable.

“Suggestions and Feedback” focused on the quality of the advice given.
The students appreciated that ChatGPT not only corrected errors but also
explained why changes were made and offered multiple ways to improve a
sentence. This helped them understand the reasoning behind corrections and
encouraged deeper learning.

However, not all feedback was entirely positive. The theme “Limitations
and Cautions” showed concerns about overcorrections, misinterpretations of
unclear sentences, and the potential for ChatGPT to provide inaccurate
information. Some students emphasized the importance of using Al tools in
combination with human oversight, especially in educational settings.

Finally, comments that didn’t clearly fit into the above categories were
grouped under “Others.” These included general impressions, suggestions for
future use, and reflections on how ChatGPT could be integrated more
effectively into classroom activities.

Overall, the students’ comments illustrate that while they recognize the
strengths of ChatGPT—particularly in accuracy, speed, and learning

support—they also understand its limitations. The feedback suggests that

66



BNPESER PRI R AL RS 38 75

ChatGPT can be a powerful educational tool when used thoughtfully, with

clear prompts and in conjunction with human guidance.

Table 1
Summary of Students Reflection on ChatGPT

Theme Comment | Example

Count
Accuracy and 22 ChatGPT provides accurate comments,
Reliability of making it a good learning experience.
Corrections It’s good that corrections are easy to make,

but ChatGPT sometimes re-corrects the

same text, which may reduce trust.

Learning Effect | 11 It was helpful to learn correct grammar and

and appropriate word choices.

Improvement It was good to learn expressions I wouldn’t

in Expression have thought of myself and see model
answers.

Efficiency and 11 Receiving accurate and quick advice

Speed improves the efficiency of the class.Getting

corrected responses quickly allowed more

time for self-reflection.

Comparison 11 In pair work, it’s hard to point out mistakes
with Peers and due to social pressure, so this format is
Pair Work better.

It’s more reliable than having classmates

evaluate English writing.

Suggestions 8 The advice is accurate and alternative
and Feedback sentences are provided, making it clear what
to fix.

It’s good to reflect on suggested

improvements and ask for clarification on

unclear points.
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Limitations 7 ChatGPT may give incorrect information, so
and Cautions its use in class should be cautious.Al
produces polished English, but it’s hard to

understand what was changed and why.

Others 9 It was good that the method could be used
outside of class.
Once ChatGPT is fully suitable for

corrections, it should be actively used.

Discussion

Over 80% of students reported positive perceptions using ChatGPT in
class, and a wide range of student responses reflected both enthusiasm and
thoughtful critique. The feedback, categorized into seven themes, reveals how
students perceive the tool’s role in enhancing their writing skills and
classroom experience.

A dominant theme was the accuracy and reliability of ChatGPT’s
corrections. Students frequently noted that the AI provided precise
grammatical fixes and natural phrasing, often surpassing the quality of peer
feedback. This suggests that ChatGPT can serve as a dependable writing
assistant, especially for learners seeking immediate and objective support.
However, some students expressed concern about inconsistencies 1in
corrections and instances of overcorrection, where the Al altered sentences
unnecessarily or misunderstood the writer’s intent. These issues highlight
the importance of using ChatGPT critically and not accepting its suggestions
unconditionally.

The theme of learning enhancement was also prominent. Students
appreciated how ChatGPT exposed them to new vocabulary, idiomatic
expressions, and alternative sentence structures. Many viewed it as a source
of inspiration, helping them expand their expressive range and refine their
writing style. This supports the idea that Al tools can act as scaffolding for
language development, offering learners exposure to authentic and varied

language use.
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In terms of efficiency, students valued the speed and convenience of
receiving instant feedback. This allowed for more time spent on revision and
reflection, which is often limited in traditional classroom settings. The tool’s
ability to provide quick responses made it especially useful for large classes
or independent study, where teacher feedback may be delayed or limited.

Interestingly, many students preferred ChatGPT over peer review.
Although peer feedback can help students work together and think critically,
it doesn’t always work well because students may feel uncomfortable giving
honest opinions, or they may have different levels of English ability, which
can affect the quality of the feedback. Therefore, ChatGPT offers a consistent
alternative, though it may lack the human nuance and empathy that peer
interactions provide.

The students also appreciated the clarity of feedback, noting that
ChatGPT often explained its corrections and offered multiple suggestions.
This helped them understand not just what to change, but why —a key factor
in meaningful learning. However, some students found the explanations too
technical or wunclear, especially when presented entirely in English,
suggesting a need for more accessible or bilingual support.

Finally, several comments addressed limitations and cautions, including
the risk of overreliance on Al, potential misinterpretations, and the need for
human oversight. While ChatGPT is a powerful tool, the students recognized
that it should complement—not replace—human instruction and personal
effort.

In summary, student feedback indicates that ChatGPT can significantly
enhance English writing education when used thoughtfully. Its strengths in
accuracy, speed, and learning support are clear, but its limitations must be
acknowledged. Educators should guide students in using AI critically,
encouraging them to reflect on corrections and maintain ownership of their

writing.
Conclusion
This study investigated the perceptions of 53 university students who

used ChatGPT to proofread their English assignments. The findings indicate
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that:

1. Positive Perceptions: Over 80% of students reported positive
experiences, citing accuracy, speed, vocabulary learning, and reduced
embarrassment.

2. Recognized Limitations: Students expressed concerns about
overcorrection, inconsistent feedback, lack of explanations, and
overreliance on Al.

3. Pedagogical Implications: Effective integration of ChatGPT requires
clear prompts, opportunities for reflection, and a balance between Al
and human feedback.

As Al continues to evolve, educators must guide students not only in using
these tools effectively but also in developing critical thinking skills to
evaluate Al-generated content. In English writing courses, ChatGPT can
serve as a valuable support mechanism, but only when accompanied by

structured instruction and reflective learning practices.
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