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Scoring Guide for Reflective Writing: Changes in the TOEFL Test (Oregonian Article) (W2005)

Rule of thumb for 4/satisfactory: Factor 1 is the “gateway” element: if it is not 3 or above, the other factors cannot be scored and the assignment must be redone. Scoring from there: shows factual understanding of the article (factor 1); examines one major topic by describing and comparing it (factor 2) to our profession and evaluating (factor 4) its implications; perceives the language-teaching profession and also self within the larger contexts of education, society, history (factor 3 and / or factor 4); expository language (factor 5) needs polishing but is not embarrassingly flawed.

Levels 5/3/1 represent quality that is CLEARLY closer to 6/4/2, rather than halfway between the level below and the one above. The principle here is that the next level could be reached with moderate revision and little help.

	
	Factor 1: Responds to article & content is sufficient)
	Factor 2: Relates the article to our own profession, as distinct from TOEFL
	Factor 3: Relates the article to larger concepts of education
	Factor 4: Critical thinking (may be derived from factors 2 & 3)
	Factor 5: Presentation: how well does the exposition convey the content?

	6
	Comments about the major and minor points of the article
	Detail and depth about several of the topics in 4 below, or else major treatment of one or two topics and brief attention to several others.
	Detail and depth about several of the topics in 4 below, or else major treatment of one or two topics and brief attention to several others.
	Detail and depth about several of the topics in 4 below, or else major treatment of one or two topics and brief attention to several others.
	The reflection could be published in a professional medium (or used as a model in the course). No words are wasted. If written in native language, contains no embarrassing errors. If written in non-native language, could easily be edited by a native speaker.

	4
	Comments about the major points of the article
	Compares in detail one major feature of the new TOEFL test to FL testing, or else touches on several features (mass testing, internet-based testing, multiple-choice testing, recorded speaking, vocabulary & grammar, cultural factors)
	Considers in detail one topic, or else touches on several topics, such as: impersonal testing, make-or-break testing, rote learning vs. inquisitive learning; compartmentalized vs. integrative learning; low English proficiency among native speakers of English; own experience in the “system;” relation of testing to curriculum; other subject areas
	Considers in detail one topic (or touches on several topics) associated with language testing and/ or education in general, for example: students' emotions, their vocational situations, cultural background, problems of testing English with a test administered in English
	Quality is graduate-student level, but undistinguished. Contains flaws in both major and minor features of language. Half of the following: more than one instance of verbosity that would need thoughtful cutting; one structure that is substandard; one word that is clearly chosen incorrectly; one spelling error that is not just a typo

	2
	Comments about a few points of the article, then nothing more, or else expresses own content instead
	Briefly addresses one of the topics in 4 above.
	Briefly addresses one of the topics in 4 above.
	Briefly addresses one of the topics in 4 above.
	Quality is even below undergraduate level. So short or so long that much would have to be (re)written to reach 4. More than one substandard structure (or repetition of one substandard structure. More than one word that is clearly chosen incorrectly. More than one spelling error that is not just a typo.


