UNANIVY

TATA T TR BT DR B FE N THFEEEDER
—IADRFETHESHARFFEE L RELIGRAEDNH—

BEHZAS—*

T T rar R SCFRE

AR e

SHRT ERRHEERNE AAREAE A —
TH KB

HRilERY: EEREE v — B SERBE M

HE

ARHET AADRKRF-THEESARGEFEED, AR S5 (TL) THHARGED AT >TIROHAT
TATA T TR BT D EE OB B 2L DINIZ =D EHSLNCL, AARFES OF %
BEREICBUDARFEIAT 7 BB KA S R AD BT, A —F S DR 3
IZBWC T LAV A=A D HERE ECOAIY T MERKR O 4 TR % TLO A Z L T THROHL
WTEF BB 285 X GUCT o — Nl AR FE L E DR REEBLE LT, ST OFER FEHE N IA
TA IR BN IIT D58 3 T OO i 8 78 2 A ISR 2 2 D2 TRICBITATLME HIZ W T
B CTHLZENHLIN otz T, KRB NAZV T IROFEE, CRIZHZ D0 R, FERI N
SEF B G2 DA A IAT 4 7 S D FEAFNRF FEAT/IVLSNDREINC G2 D5 8 BT
I BARGE B 7RI G2 D 8 A SRR LT E N W2 eb b oz, KEIZI-
T AMNEFEELCO BARFESE (JFL) BREE T CTLE M L7274 7 7 TR BN 315538 & O W 18
LEOFRAMEIVRENTZLEEZ A RIIAFENIFLRE FICB O THOBEBIICE SN & TH
HEF AL,

F—U—F: BBFEE 2R =TT IAT4 7 BESE A AEREFE. 51
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Learners’ attitudes and perceptions towards collaborative writing:
A study of JFL learners at a Thai university
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Abstract

This study sets out to investigate learners’ attitudes and perceptions towards collaborative
writing in Japanese as a foreign language (JFL) setting and makes a proposal for Japanese
writing education at higher educational institutions outside Japan. Thirty-two learners at a
university in Thailand were instructed to complete a script-writing task for an oral presentation
in pairs as part of their classroom activities in Japanese. Subsequently, the learners received
a post-task questionnaire reflecting on their collaborative writing experience. The results
indicated that the learners’ reactions to the collaborative writing experience with their peer
and the use of the target language (TL) throughout the writing process were both overall
positive. Furthermore, most of the learners found positive impacts of collaboration with their
peer in their TL in 1) the content of their script, 2) the grammatical and lexical accuracy
of their script, 3) their grammar and vocabulary learning, 4) development of not only their
writing skills but also other language skills and abilities, and 5) their attitudes towards
learning Japanese. Findings showed the benefits of collaborative writing between peers in the

TL in a JFL setting and suggested the active implementation of it henceforth.

Keywords: collaborative writing, collaborative learning, learners’ target language use, Japanese

language learning, Thailand
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L3I

HARGEZE OB\ T 78 & 03 2kl LA
SAOARGEFEHEAARGECEERL R THI 8T
b T HEETHDH, LL, BRENDELIZ
BOWTIZDOEENH0 RSN TV D ST
WK ZOEFRSHEEMENLHTIV RS
TZ7-(Thomson & Masumiso, 1999), ZA D&
HEHEOBZIZBNTH FEFIZLDHATLS
DHAGEFGE B L OEZBERRIL AATEERARAN
FIFRLAARNE A=W ST HUllrt 2 36
TDAARNS, B CRiAATHAARN KT
LD E TR E S CHY (Kanome et al.,
2015; Yokota & Kanome, 2017), AR AZ 24
UV —REU TR A T BTGB 2 B A9 E T
Fhit 2 DIFHEL L BRI TR, EZ T H
AFEEE AL ENTOFEEHC ~ATY
— IR N —T T — g\ oI B 7 g
ORI AT R E72%, HARZEIZ LD 85
FHODOFEREE->T FHEMCTORARGEDME
FHRIRE720 FEE O RARGEEME oM
IR RS,

OB FE T RFEB O ET T
AT TTEINCHIR AV ANSIVTIY, 4 —
ANTUTIZ BT H2E 7L LU TORGEZH (BSL)
(Storch, 2005), 777 & & EHFE(UAE)IZH
FHHEFEE L TO 5 3E#E (EFL) (Shehadeh,
2011) \ T AVINE BT DIMEHFELLTOANA
SEHE (SFL) (Fernandez Dobao, 2012) 72X D
Y CO NN NIZE DR ESITNS,
LL72ss  AMEFEELTOAARGEHE (JFL)
DB FRCAANZIBNT TATA T IRENC
i FEEROA NIV s T s
TAD FA T AT 8 E IR L
FEHNTORVEDGH AN O FE~D—J7 18T
DI OBE THHEZFL (Sanprasert, 2010)
BER L EERSTRNRT T =R —T T
— 7D FEREIZHEEER) TS LD (MceDonough,
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2004), ZOZELE B EZ AP ELEMTDHICH
720 A BAMNLE T HRNLR P E DD
AARGEZ BT W8 738 O E R BLIZ OV
THEMRFHAEZIT o7, TORE HYBHIZ
BB ROA N CWDERIZ L= A 1354
T 20194E % 1 (20204E1H —5 ) (CBEREL 7=
2I8FHDOIBIEH CHEEIIN T EN D
Drolz, LU, SEEIEENC 31T D18 735 231 F
EAEEED BARFEORHEFE AL TITITAT 1
IR ENCBA NN BT ChH T, 22
TAR T ZADOKRFECTESAARGELEE D,
BHEDO—BREUTEMINI-TA T 7 IEENCE
T2 E BB O 7 AL DIONTHE 2 72D
LML A BDOTAT4 T BB I LIRS
ik b,

2. RATHFEE
2.1 L2282 BT 588
SHABABOHRGIZHE T, kb — KA
WHITWDIFEIED — DT T — 70/ v
— 7T —IRo5, i E TRV —T AL
T ZofEEIT . FHEICH (TL)
BT OMEE G 257200 TR E WA W
DREEH 525 (Storeh, 2001), £7-, 2D X7
[collaboration (I 18) J 1%, & 55 I LA E R
ARROIRFRT, BHCAL—0O F 55 Ik
TAHNAE ZET (Swain, 2000), X7/ /L—F
TR EE AT T 5 C BB H IR FENAET
TR EDIBRZTELEBEZDNLENAL
FERIREICE R T D, Z OB FEE T A X
Frvarzll 5 CHLOF EME I OW
Tkl A R ~LEE F B
LCU K, Swain(2000) 1320 —H D835 oA
ET7 a2 % L Cleollaborative dialogue (1
B aE) | EVOE A IR R BB D2
(L2) BB DB xh e O &l & kL

=K
7. B2 Swain(2006) I3 %557 EAN

= Sh
PSR

=Zh

=]

=5

=]

NS5
VR
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H 5T 7-28 55 Cdh D private speech (774X
—hAE—F) B EFETHEL EDO L& TH
Zlanguaging (27— 0 7)) |1 Bz [T 77 —
VLTI E BAELUCERA L, AR R A
TERL T 510D Z L% 5 9) (Nunokawa, 2018: 340
YeEFELI,

2.2 L2IATAV T TEBNC BT 518
FEEMNCBILMEFE ORI, F5E
BOBY CORTRER DA RS TAT 471
BBV THHESITU D, Storch(2005) (34
— ANV T D REFEDESLa—AIC BITHHEIC R
W B2 BN FRICHOW TR T A =R VR
THENITATA T OFR R S E A
VFAT CTEAT I DI, T TR A ZAT
THBIRCRB T, S REMEICE B LR, %
BE AT ay VEC BB M TD
ATz ZEDOREF AT CHEE B TLIZ 184 D
HEILEANCHEE ZITLIbA DR EL I
L KR ZE-C L7 o, KO E
EAERRLTZ0S, SCOBHESOSUE D IERES | i
DIBITENSTARE IV THEILU T =2 E A3
OINTIR o] Ele T OWMRITBITHF
BERDA BT ar iU R B8
WTAT T 2 AT DERFRIT BT =2 s
2, BIREY 74 —R /37 (immediate feedback)%
FRALLA WV, SRR INGRA A T 5281230
FOHEHECIEME U AR T DS 2 B

ZLBEITHT-HL TV b bhorz,
TATA T TR BT DB E B O 855
DRI EFBEHEF OB THIMEI T
%, Shehadeh(2011) IZUAED K DEFLZ1—A
BV TEMLIZRAE T I 77 T A fE A
XIFAT CTL2EESTHATTHLI2 0D EEE
TN =X LIAEICIEVIR L7, E LT £ D
AT OEIZFE L 7= 577 AR (pretest) 1 DN
F 1% T AN posttest) DfE T A L ~T, Z DFE R,

134

SHE

SCEDWNEOMERL FEEEICTOVT, 20D 7L —
T HT EEOREIERN LI, B DR
RS-, F77. Fernandez Dobao(2012) 17"
AVADRKRFANZBITDANA L FEA—AT, 774
RN B DB O R AT LT, R
52BN 15D EW OV WREEERL T
SOfEREI, VTR LI E N AT E T
— 7 CL2Z M LU CZORM I FLATE , Z D
FER 7V —T TR LT S D e b IERE CL %
DN IERE T o7 CEITAT TRV AT S
EDOLDTHSTZERALNN ST, T %
DA FEEMDOA AT a R LT
FER B DS BRI GEB LI BRI A
A N IUN= i OF S B APl
FHMTHRATDHET, IVZLORMEE R~
ST ENTEIZEITRRETHESHL, S0
DIEMESIZHBITD MBI O R A B LT,

=Zf

=N =]

2.3 L2FATAV T TEENZ R B B34 5%
BHEOEWR

L&A LA T4 7 IR BT D8 E
MO EFEICBELU L FEE O IO
THIAE WA N2EN TV D, Storch(2005) 1%
ESLEREE FDOTAT 1427 158 THEM L= 18)
FEICOWT I8 DFHEIIA L ZE 22—
LTSI, ZOFER. BH D FFEAF /LT
THABORESCMFERH T LI T5
REESOTIRELEN ST NFEALEDFY
F (n=16) NHE OFEBRIZOWTHFE I THDHZ
EMDIN DT KRS BB L2TA T 71
BB DB R A TAT TR DR Bl A
B THRRERZ T, JOEEREEE Il
HATHHERFHLIZOLTWDZENHABLMNITA
7=, Shehadeh(2011)|ZUAEIZ W CEFLER 55
T CEMUITA T 7 TEENC BT D8 7
BT DA T T TIA T 7 RIS
L7218 D5 H 2 DORBRICHOWT= T,

-
—
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ZORERNIEAEDFHEPL2EAL A1
TU T IEENZ I D0 8 78 A B A &
BB EERTATAL T AT Tldlad A
E—X TR E U MDA LG EDDHT
ENRTEL2FEICAHTHHEBZTNWAHTE
Dol 2 ESLKOEFLLSF OB S I
BV NTCiX. Fernandez Dobao and Blum(2013) 23,
TAUADKFAZHITHSFLEREE | C, Fernandez
Dobao(2012) L[AIER DFREIZ T THRVAEA
72288 DB L 7N —T TR ATZ2T4 0D
FEE BRI DORRBRITHOVWCE AR A&
AT T T DRERFEE I IL22 > T T ol
TAT AT TR BT DI B OV T E
B THDHZENHBINI o7, LEIERIRICE
I DREFE DB SCEDIEFEMEICOW T K
D FEE BB O R ETBDODICEE Fo
TeIATAT 7RO A | SCEOPAINE,
XL FEEESUEDOFEIIHOWTL, <0 E
BB OB R ETBDT-Z LN DTz,
ZAITFUTIL, Kwon (2014) AR FDOEFLER
B FCA4 DR BT U A FE L, 8l
M STIN—FCROMATETA T4 7
oW TE R, O R AL ELTAT AT
RN BT DB 2R OV TR I E
M THDHZERDI ST IR, NI T,
TAT TRBIDHRELA LD, 7 — R\
BT DA LT ISR IEL D
SCEEDVERIN TE IO LI E L DN FITHOU
TR T ZAD KA BT DIFLOBLG T
1%, Kanome (2014) 2SR —F DFZ 2T BUNTRAY
U7 MERLHTOYES (T 1A L AR—2) (W TNC
VERA% DHERL (70 — R 3o 2) Il 8 738 250
A FBEITF ORIV, FORE
B CEAE RS SUEDIEMS, FIZiT, AL —F
(R S BN =R QA ARl - L TT<TH s s B3I b 1
HIZAZEAEDFENTAT T TRENC IS
BB B ThHZEMLNI Aol
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PLEDWRIZID  TA T 7 IRENC BT D5
BEB OB FE O AN FEEDOE
FRISASNC 22Tz, LS TLAE LT 2=
W TOFEETEE R RAIR ThHIMNEFEHE D
BUGIZHV72035 XA T iizKwon (2014)
JOKanome (2014) DFRA CTlE, 74717 1EH)
(2B D1 878 T REEE O AR BTN
77o F77. JFLER S T CHE i <4 7-Kanome (2014)
DOFRETIL TATA 7 IEINZBITHT AL AR
— I DHERLE TOR TR @ FEE O 4
Tho7eOTIE e AZV T MOVERIEIE A IZ &
LR Ch oo, LI BoCANEEHF O
BRGCHSARGELEE N TATAL 7 TEHO
ETRIZBW T TLOAE > TEML-FE
FHINC BT DB 7B ZE DI R T=Di,
ZLCARITZOR L B FE AL DIINTTA
TALTIRENERDANTZH XN DTV TR

AETDMENDHEE XD,
3. REER
RIENT, FADKETE SR FHE

D TLTHDHARGEDHZFE STV ATETA
TALTIEENC BT EE M OB FEEE
DI ZT=DDE BN BARES O E
EHEWBNCIBTDARGETA T4 7 BB K
LIRS ZRARDIEEANETD,

4.
AT, s BN H LN KF T B
URAARGE R EH R EUTHESIFEAE RO
DB IR T T, Y RFETIHIFET
1538 ] T 1[E19045 DI MBI 2[E T HFIU T
Do FT NN OELDO R FAEZIT AT,
F¥ETOME A A BRERFETHD,
%f G2 —A[XO0ral Comprehension and
ExpressionC, ¥ - BEEE L T/ 2R L. HEH
TOAI2=—ar i E T2 E2 L

=Zh
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LCO5, FEEIZOR LA RFEFEI T
DIED AFAEITL101H H _a”@ﬁmém”_Xb—%%
BOFREITTUTbREZY,

FP 10 EDIRIH O FE T, FHEIFAE—
FOBEECHERK, 52 DAL —F ey 712 B
THREER, ERER L ETAAE—FITO
VN, G2 BV VDR A i o LT
L7z RIZ 2B DR ZEIZB W T EEE TSR
LB DOEZET—7 L —MNIEE T AY
—F O E T LA A=A, D1,
xt°~%zw7"%%1’ﬁﬁiu”:(*74’?4‘/7‘%@1)
CNHORR BT, EE ORI R IR E

I—Jb<f\77 TN FEEITHS TRRAL
PN =L OMATE Ll @ O FETIT
/LT LADRE OFE R ORF AR FEE X
AAZEDIINNTHECRFET 3?;55*4’;;@195)%
TEHDIZHL A ROAE—F R 2A B Cldae
DT FE _}ob\TTL’CﬁpéEIZIKED@Jf%ﬁEﬂﬂL\%
DT H GG T ERE LT,

ZLUC AL —F RIS IR SERR LI 2 T2 E
HIE R E (2R © 2 L7, 20

BRI A I TLA U CHWAATE AT
AT TEBNZ BT DI 7B 0 20705 2
ji VERR Lo AL —F A7) 7 N OINER 5B 5 ik

TRET D7 OB R FEECSOEFE Okt
ff LB FEEOF R, IAT 7 LIS O S FEA
XL FERE I LI DREINT -2 Dl D
b2 NAON 1 e Sl i R =X 1Y X Alaal

THEEHFICFREW, B L2 o0 |y
/a/m)ﬁﬂkﬁ%@% 324 DA NFEHD

RSN i R A S R Y SR AN IS N g
E%%ﬁ]ﬁﬁ%&kbf:o 324406 B FHEN6
B TR AEN26 40 SHEAE N T4 A E D25
A THOT= OO FERIT 195> H255% T 2D
FENF21. 2 Ch otz Fo AN RO —
AEBIET DTS, FEE ;Ulij(% 27360

WP, 72T TN ERARGEZZFEEH LTV D,
WoT RFEAZLURNI BV THAGEFE R

136

RARRERRDDDE ZIREAREICIST
%2 D A A GERE T)1% A A FERE 1A BANAAH
U THDHESZZ D,
5. MREZE
FPTATA T IEBC BT L EEE O

B FE TR LT %”2%75>§:®i9f£ﬁ75%%z
TR oT=DDNTHONTET R, T DR R AT L
A EDHEE L (n=30,93.7%) DIFEHITHHL
BN oT2 (1), Z DB ©) LT 174
DIBENOR S TATTRER. S5
HIER A CET 6 AN SUELE G KRk 272/
BB LA W EIETE 44N E W
TR0 JORWATZY T A ME L7372, 34403 8))
BOZET RN IO T2 728 &k
R GREZATHICH U 7T 7 TE# O 4 T
FRIZ BT D@ B DO RATEOTFEE 132
Drofe, ETz TRV EFEOWIE LA o7 2
ST B FE T DA B R A R~ T
B34 = ANIK0S AT CRREIC IRV S5
MUEREICKIL CETF _—ar S Enor-) [#E
E LT ATV TN BIEDFFC) AR D
] EAENTZ 7228 BE O EHEIZOV \“CE%@J
FEOPFAERATFEEFEBILT OV, B
HHDO, [BREWOH SEKICTAT 7%%[1.]&
I TE-)Z 81K, Storch(2005) R°Fernandez
Dobao and Blum(2013) . Kwon(2014) DA T
RO, 2B, ZA N BARGE RS E R
BOTHH@FEOENROONIZEE XD,
F7- AMBIR DM LA N el T _—a
I ERoT SV B Tsuda(2015) O 1 8
RN T EO BRI T 5 A O R
BT, %{@J%m@xﬁﬁkb“(* TEMTW%
%@k B2, 0F) . KFEICKITLFEE
b REICBITLTA T 7 IEE ’””*%‘F“ﬂ
B DW B8 2 F T HZETOWT BRI
THOTLEFEHML WD e 2D,
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K1 FEEDPIATA T TEINBILFEEROE 7 E U TRV RTRHE T
[EIES [EIREEE- %
Not helpful 2 6.3%
Helpful 5 15.6%
Very helpful 17 53.1%
Extremely helpful 8 25.0%

Lol 32@. 24 (6.3%) DB FHINTA T4

TIEENZRBITAFEEE M O E = LT
'@%E’Jﬁ%z&%f)\ e —ANTIAT 17

IHRENCEOMT ) Z A2 ORI ST T, 2
Ui, Johnson and Johnson (1989, Tsuda (2015)
D5 E2) B E B o oW Gh e D
DG NFRICBEED RO T DIZIITIEE 5
ZE) (p25) IR I T HEBZZHND, T
DIH72 AR LT, Tsuda(2015)¢)azaﬁbf
WDIDNZ TATA T TEENCRITHFEE O
I S EY OF]EIZDNT .Jfaﬁﬁb ey g o
ENBHEETHLEEZD,

I TAT AT IEENC BT E B O W
B d?%ﬁ%#uf&;éﬁzﬁ 5O S B fif
HALTHRVALATZEZEIZ  EDXI7R R TRHE %
J R ot=Di Ttz Z OfE R, Storch (2005
)<°Shehadeh(2011) . Fernandez Dobao and
Blum (2013) <°Kwon (2014) DA L FRIEE I A
AN TH TLOA L LT T4 71
BT DE L E CHOWTUTEAE DR E
(n=29,90.6%) DMFERI T HZ LML/
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72(32), 2 OFH® LU T B E XA AFE T
L7720, B2 T20 35808 1 CT&E7) (344) THAGE
Eh TR EON) (140)  TREE O Fnaka s
ML, AE— ﬂ?/ﬁijﬁ/ﬁxﬂwlz@ﬁj:#ﬂ
iz (14) JEARFEICBITDaIa=r—ay
REZH @q&ﬁ%%m (140) &7 L2617 T,
Fo R EEBR LT AV, BAFE TR
BIZEE T TR NTH DI TAA— N AARGED
H AL @ B I AT e 2 & T HS \7”_
HOVEEEHFVIE TRV RE S BN S
Syl g el s e T?Zhﬂz%fbl%?““ﬂ%”oh
7=, 251, Kanome et al.(2015) <°Yokota and
Kanome (2017) 72 EDFRA L AR ATRAIZF
WTh  HADRFETHESAARGEFEZ DL,
AARN R, AR O BARNE DR RS
TORBEIZH DT E D EIT o7 72T TK
ZANAARGEFEERICBITLTLZE LW
B E B TH [AFEROBRANRGEG#HE
D E 7 E THRONDIOD RN /LD
LE BT D,
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2 FERBEBIATALZIE I BT LTLE A OB BB U TRV R TR E 2T
EES [EIEE 3 %
Not helpful 3 9.4%
Helpful 9 28.1%
Very helpful 11 34.4%
Extremely helpful 9 28.1%

MAZ T A B 8 5 % Tieh TH M (Ex-
tremely helpful) |EREAR L7258 F B80T 72, T
DTITADKEEARGEDHTEELI-Z 81T
A BIOBBEB WD TTHY, fERILILL2h >
7oo LU, SRHIENC AARGEZ > TG 728 T
B HARGEFE IS ETU LI BiAERT
NiE7eb7pnZEliz&komEniziEnraxs b

HFE I T 5, 2L, Swain (2000) 235328 T
WAHIIHZ, 2B I3 [collaboration (15 18)) |
o i I LD KA RO T, E &
HE AN —DF GBI T5NAE &1
FTREAZRBAE@PETNDLILORNATH
0. TLA AL 7= i 8 78 k37557 4 O FE
M7 BB N DN Z A BT 5, £72, Yokota
and Kanome (2017) 3% A NHARGEFEHFLHAR

FRES AL OB E O RELUCET T
ﬁk%ﬁ%ﬂéﬂ’)éﬁﬂ% SHBOAARFETE IR
DR AEADETFT _R— a3 % (p.8
) ZER AN AAGE - EE BT D)7 H
DRRLLTHHNIZLF 2D,

LA, 324551344 (9.4%) D FEE N TLO e
R To72 74 T 7 TR NS 1 5B
DB BN U TR B 2 2R o722l
BN 20T, T DXIEELT AT OB A
BEHENDEETHREN L ERGAbHHT
EMZEZLND, LU TESTE T REFICAEAR

- -
—\—
=Zh
= AR
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R BA TN L) S EE NSRBI AAGE

DEAED 78 BAE BRI T TP AL ED
75§|:JD:'§FJT’?°9EEF)T%J%OTI/\62}D PRSEY SN ]
BB DA 2T a2 BUC A M
TERR AT 5 rcollectwe scaffolding (
EEMNREND I EITHZETEADRE T %
if:ﬁ?ﬁ“%‘ﬁ“@%é’k@onato, 1994)°, H &

BRE DR F DL T LD D

‘B%U‘?ﬁ’ HHHZE (Watanabe & Swain, 2007)
Tl E L R AR T 2N EE TH D, e,
TEHOFNZ DB 2 & ARFETRBLTDONHEEL
mom BHEWORAGENTIEata=r—s

NI R XTI LTz 80D, %gzﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁ

DB T A BRI A 2T T EF T
BHREICI GO AL, Wl e s
BLIZF O RIDIORETHLERHHTH
59

ZLCTLOREFEH U TATS 7270 T4 7%
B BITHFEFE R OB E R A7V T v
P (D) | Rl e (s B3 40 | %ijw%(%uﬁ-
IEfEME) ICHR TR RITOW TR A EE I
7o ZORER 3R TID, FERICEL T it@%
1878 D h A R U TR F 1394 (n=13)
\ZEEFoTo N N ESGEICBE LTI E

DFEFENEDNREFERE LT LnsbnoTz,
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73 TAT AL IHENC BT DTLE OB 8 B AZV T N G-2 T2 2h S

[EIE=3 [EIE-= 54 %
If T had written the script individually, its content Better 3 9.4%
would have been The same 13 40.6%
Worse 16 50.0%
If T had written the script individually, its vocabulary Better 1 3.1%
would have been The same 18 56.3%
Worse 13 40.6%
If T had written the script individually, its grammar Better 1 3.1%
would have been The same 14 43.8%
Worse 17 53.1%

%ﬁi@%ﬂ%ﬂé%i&%#ﬂ ’ESLT TLOAZEFEHL
TeTATAL 7 TEINTIBTD - E MO i 85
@xﬁ%%:%f%u_%ﬂ% $324411344 (40.6%)
ThHoTo MBI B BHLR\ W GERZ A T
&721(840) TH X BE A DFEREI DTN ED D
o121 (34) B AEZ DT ZET IRV #
TR T &) (240) bW T B A28 QU Tz,
LU, B =8 O R E2HFVR T N>

T EBFEOIZONEL FEEILFEE T AL
%) (34) ENHT LR E BRI EEIT T,

AV T RONEITHOUNTIL, 324411644 (50.0%
) D7 I S 3T D 58 D5 5
BRI FERI 2ol AEDIX T ATEETAT
THNFENETRN (B4) [T T ARILA L, Al
PEIZEATZAZV T NN ET 721 (340)  [RR AR
fiEL ANERRLIZAZ U7 NONE DR EIZ I D72
o120 EEIRARA L N R0 HVAT %,
HWNIF =7 THZETRET DI (34) 72l
WNRTZIT TR RERITOUW T | 8 78 D %)
REZFT QW UL IR EHFEVRETE
IRl F RS = ANDF WA OTAT T
ZHoLHHICAZV T MIIEN D (54) 012
T U= IR D333 %1 (244) RE LD DS E
BHE B THoT,

139

AV T N BT HICE GRS IEME DUV T
1332441744 (53.1%) DB BNFEE I

BIIFAHE - EHONREEBE L2 b
7o ZDOBBMELT I N TFD B OSED
MHEWZE LTIV 3405 B 43 DSCIEHG%
ICHED 20 24 B EWR B EWOSLIED
MiEWEF /L EIETEZ AR T
MLIEWVND BN FESTENTER LR
NTEY FEED BB T EOMEFELRENE
FEV AL T A TWDI LB E 2 DGR L
7pote, LU DD | SUEISKE B 10 @538 o
ThREFETERD ST FEHE LS HEB, [H
FLHSOIEDRAEENTIZR 20T AH
ANCZOFBEICEVFMATYH T TRVHAT

H ERIIHEVE DL SCTH Sy DJF A1k
DHFED T [FHEH BARGEDSCEITHEEL
W EWD T E7REE BT T T —
Mr—O#RGEELA S OERLDFE Z LT H
KREEOSETFETLONRHELNEEHIE 2R
RER DR ThHHEEZDILD,

F TLOREE U T4 T 47158

(2B D EH MO T E) = A TLY B A H
MEIMITOWTH IR, ZDOFER FEHE IO
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WCEFE O FIZR LT IUZEALEDFEFH
(n=30,93.7%) WA ThH-T- & 2 T2 LS
T o7 (FR4),

KA TAT 47 TEINZ BT DLTLE OB @B S TLEEI G2 123 R

[EIE= [EIE=p %
For improving my vocabulary knowledge, Not helpful 2 6.3%
this collaborative writing task was Helpful 10 31.3%
Very helpful 15 46.9%
Extremely helpful 5 15.6%
For improving my grammar knowledge, this | Not helpful 2 6.3%
collaborative writing task was Helpful 13 40.6%
Very helpful 13 40.6%
Extremely helpful 4 12.5%

Eer

REI T EICOWT EEE NS E O 8
D) B UOGEFEEZ DO MERIT 25721 (940)
SJHENCBEMOGEFEA I LA 2721 (64) .}
— LR LR35 SUNRICE ~T- 3 54 13
SZEMTEIZ)(B4) 7L LB A R~ 5 8
EHOMREFELIZD, BENWEFEY—REL
TRZATEVL TV D ZERFH DR R /e oT- F
7o SCEEEICRU T LAREELA VWD
ELLZET, B2 SUEE BTN TE 94N
[BHEWISUEDRIEWEAERLAWIEIETS
ZENTET] 3ANTA G EE ITHEV DR
WICHEZRS— R —DMED D& TN IRIC
7pol- 7R OB AT, BEWEFEE )Y —A
EUTHE Z TV DER DG NT A0 o7,

ENPD TLOBEE AU ToTe 747147
TEENC BT FEE R OB FE R 7471

7 UGN DE FEATIATE SN D T2 HITHOU

THFEF IR AER ZL<0FEF (n=28
L8T.5%) 78, AL —F S YA= L F LT U—F
AT AFNAZERBNTE, S TAD B Z T b
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JEETWDZEN b7 (F5), FFIZ, AE—F
T AR BWT IO/ AI DB A i, H
U, A ARGERE B L OB Dig B F LS
CUTLAE FRIC 25578 & T O 1 (8 58 23 B A5
e TSR0 B2 OB O R AR T 5
IROTeZEMBZ Do Flz, AR OFEFA NI SCIE
FEROW KU TLEE LTI T4 7 15
BITDFE T OB 878 O kA FLEL
TR EDIG TATA T LD, AL —F 7Y
A= T FELTC =T YL T ARV DT RTCUTE
WCT TRADFEN G- LEIE LT 78 )36
4,(18.8%)\ V=, ZHUbid, Shehadeh (2011) D4
BIDFEEE N BN TATAL T AT
TIIRL A —F T AV Z (T DAL
HEODLIENTEL2FEICAN THLHEEZT
WHZEE—E T D, RFEICIBWTE TLEEH
LIzTA T4 7R BT 558 E MO i 8=
BB TAT AT AT T MO TLA
FNLOFEICHRATHLE AN RZ =28
DELZ D,

-
—

-
—




TATAL T TEINC T DI

R TS REDOEM

—IADRFETHSAARGEFEE A RN D—

HRAS — RS WHARBET

#5 TAT AT THINC B BT O W BEE 8517127 DS O F AT 2 T

2 [EE-=ap % AF AT Y T* [EIE=S =4 %
Positive 28 87.5% Speaking 25 78.1%
Listening 12 37.5%
Reading 10 31.3%
Other(s) 1 3.1%
Negative 1 3.1%
None 3 9.4%

*Note: #ERIZHY

I TLOIREE U AT 727 T4 7 15 )
(2B EE RO 8- 3 5 7R/ L LSk
DRENTEZ - BN\ B E IC ;AT
FERITERO6D LIV TH D, A B0 i il 775 % 18
LCUFEEED AR a2 = —
2V RES BRI TAT 7oA Tl
711 ELUT TR R 11 &V o7 TH R GERE
FILIFNDEET 1B B ST- K E TV BZENDH -
77 ZHUHDHE ST Ministry of Economy, Trade
and Industry(2006) A3, TS50 M #12>

DOHTEEEIR AN EEBITEHFETH> T ET
VB AR ZR ) (p. D) EEFR LIS A
TR (RS T 1. F 2 ki< J1-F — T
B< 7)) N Z N AR T 512088 J1 B (
FARNE B Z T ) FEAT ) - AR AR L T - LA
VARY-IF AR X EWARY (iN - WARE o /i U [ RUE (ko
T B AR AT hr—/L 7)) DNDMIT
Y T5EE25059, LRI R EOR
EMEDRE I TE RIS T DN ERGET D,

K6 TATAL 7 TEINZBITDTLH O 2 S FEAXNV LIS DREINC G- A T3 %8
R [EIp-= oy % AFNTY T * [EE-S = %

Positive 19 59.4% Interpersonal skills 8 25.0%
Communication skills 5 15.6%
Thinking skills 3 9.4%
Sharing ideas 3 9.4%
Creativity 1 3.1%
Time management 1 3.1%

Negative 1 3.1%

None 12 37.5%

*Note: EERIZH Y
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F9 R ABIRAE /1) T D8, THE 2 A FE Al
TNDIF —ETEHL NN L THEEZHILD,
BRGAE BB BT T 7B BT
2 E B OB B U T A §R DT
HHOYE  TAMBROM LA =28 1E %
ANBATRAE /1) 2DFEY, [F—LTEIK I NTDONWTT
Y FOREFRE TH D315 711, MEE ) T3
M || T AR ) TR || O AR 2=
YN NHIS T HEE ZLND, F B
RF B ARAE I TEZENITF —ATE]
T ORERREE R DHIH D HEAZ 1) 0 METE /7)1
Y T2EEZLND KRIC [ARa=r—ay
RE NI B AP INE NG FEITROLEE
D_ENLIZZT HEE 71 THY (DISCO Career+ Re—
search Incorporated, 2020) , METE /7] &1 i |
DA HE J1%+5 9 (Kanome et al., 2021),
ZUCTEBRR NI 2 N 1 oh o
[ 2 i< F1) NS F ORERR B TH D[R
FER) TRHE DL TRNE NS 5L 25
D, N TAT TOE T, By OE
RRBZHBRARDLI(F /1L MFOERAH
SMERES ) RO\ Z N A DR 28
RKOBIV, TAE D NE TS N RS 012018
NEFEOILDIRNE 1ZEDHDTHD, T,
[RE 8 BEAE NI 2 S TiE 375 2 &)
ZEURL, [t NERE ) 12088 1 EFEDH
B TEAT I KON AME TS 568 2640
%o EN AEIDTLO I ZAE AU TATo72 7474
VIR ENC I DR O W E 7= 2B T

-
-
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FEBILAARGERR DL T N EER%E )
DI2DRESEFRDHG TFEAT ) RS R ],
IR EPA NG Fw INE I EVAINEC- U PNINE S/
PR TG DL A7) DA ) AL 2= b —
VI EREIZEN MR CEHEE 2D, Ministry
of Economy, Trade and Industry(2006) 7"
sr—hNiRAE T, BARBEDIEILL E3ER S
MMBEROT vt RZRBNT IS AL 1%
FHRLTWDZERNDI->THY, B8 E
ARFERE 20T Tl e RIS B O UK AT
W HARGERE JILAAN DRE N E BT 5 % H
EHLRIZTIENYIFE TR RN R IR E)
ThHESRDHIEAD,

BRI A EOTLO e A LT 7572947
A TGN IS5 78 2 O b 55 L B
FATeRT&EF4C, 1 18 7B Tkt o E R A2 kL
T2V FEEF LSRR R TR TDOELY
TH D, DL ET TRRFE Th B &
B2 T4 D %< (n=19, 59.4%) . Z DO E/e T
M TIZZDII 72 B B A RBR LT D) (44)
LVIObDTh 0T, Flo, B2 bLizemI& L
725 E T 1340 (40.6%) T, [T T — 2O R 73
Do) (14)RIE 7 DT T — 7G5
(14) 72 L2 OFHZ IRTRY, 8%k
DIFERNZHEZ CTWDEE T3 3 25, LU T
STIEE AARGETREHEN TERWES DT
LI ol bW TE LB R b DR D &L IR
RUBHEBBA TR B RR T H 5
b4 BbiTc,



FATA Y THEIN BT D8
—BADRKFETHESARESE

R TS REDOEM

BEERRLLUIZHEND—

HRAS — RS WHARBET

KT B F BT 2B OBMO L LOAEE

[ETE-S [Ep-=py %
Yes 13 40.6%
More or less the same 14 43.8%
No 5 15.6%

6. FLHLEBRDBRE

KHFEIL AADKRFTHESAREFEE
D TLChH 2 HARGEDHZEFES>THEROIATLTA
T IEENC BT FEH B OB ¥ EEE
DINHREZ =D EHSNZL, BARES DR
HHEWEBICBITDOHARGEIATA T HEI
MU S ERADIEEFEMNIA T, A
REOFLEE I TAT AT IRENC BT 58
H DO BB B OV TR T 9471
IR ENO 2 TRICBWTED R R ZER T
HZEMBHLNNI 22T, Z LT AL TA T4
ZIEENZ BT LFEHE RO W E) ¥ E TOTLAE
FZoWTHE B Th LT Eb btz
FITLEEROTA T4 7 IR BI85
MO 05, A7V T RONE 5B He-SCIEIC
B2 D08 dE I NSRBI 52 58
P TAT AL T LA D F FEAF LR F FEAF /L
YIS DRe N2 D58 I, AARGEFH
(ZKF T DRI G2 DA TR LT H N
2Nl ol ZHUE, ZNE TOESLR
EFL,SFLERBE F COFMAIZIBW T L2EHDT
AT A TEINCBITDFE B O W7 O %)
Bt R B RN L CWD LIRS TVD T
12Nz (Fernandez Dobao & Blum, 2013; Kwon,
2014; Shehadeh, 2011; Storch 2005). JFL®Bg
B FIZBWTH EDORETAT A T IEE D4
THRRICBWTCFEEE NGRS BRI 5,
(2L AR O BARNREERE# L O W8 78 <
BINDEI R ZANFEFH MO S
IZBWTHFEENFLIENTEDLENIT LY

BT 2, 0FE) AFEIZI->T JFLEREE T T
TLEE AL TE T 274 T 7 TR BIT5
B E OB B B oW ZF DA RAMEIR
SNEE R A RIIAFENIFLEEE T2k
THHRMBIICEBSNHRETHHES 2D,

LU, DB NS TLHE RO TA T4 71
B2 1T H 3 O W 858 T x LT R
7R E R RN, A RITFEFITE ORI
DBREARLTD ART OB EEEE L
D EIX FEEORAREEAEIZIV—EE
DR E LT T 5 E OBLE M T
7%, FIo AMETIX, AEHTOAI2 =7 —
VBRI IE T ZEEBNE T A —RITB W
T AE—=FRIVF MR T2 &R BEIT KT
U TLAE T 1258 3 R O 1 18) 7 A = fi L
Too AfERE — AL TDICH T TUL A T2 A
RN I DIAT ALY IR I NT, TLAF
(R FEE OB E A E L EOR %
el L AT T BN S D, B TLEE HO A
T4 IEINT I D5 A T O Wi 85 = 23 TL
N HZ DN RITHONWT, AR A I E
\CE R AL E L 2 OREORELZHA
DITLEEoTe A BITFEHE DB TIERL
Te ATV T N AT UTED B AR T A
NMEZIRL EORERE LI, 88 1k
FDFRFEMDOALETI 2 G RN LT
VI BHIRE T —HEMRFEL, TLEE BT 4558
FH OB FE O FRAFFET DU ERHDHE
EZD,
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AR I & T E N —
RNXT THTEW RO IE THEEDE
R B35 ) (Wang, 2014: 31) &35,
B S A VA SEYRE D 5B 2 52 F L AR
FAE DT O M ROKRFICE
WTERENA L A TEISNIZ 20 A
LA T4 T,

e S R/ NE S NE I b S B Pt s
¥ETCOFHSFIETHDLRFETIERLT,
EREEIL. TLCTH D AARGEDHEHE LT
R ATETAT A 7 IR BN 331 D1 B 7
BN FHHENEDINHE X =D %
ROTD E AT Ch D L2fE D Z
AT AT IR BT DB 7 3t 555
BHHEDOERITHOUVWTDFernandez Dobao and
Blum(2013) 3 (N Z Shehadeh (2011) O FH A
LR 5720 Z OO E AT A
DI Az HAITRETL AERLT,
AARNEZANEDORNZAEE N, XA TH ST
24 NS 74V AD R ORI
EFEN FATEHESTFHE L EE T,
BHRIE 2R OT,

Johnson and Johnson (1989, Tsuda(2015) ®
SIRNCED) X B2 T EE L 7
=T A= PN FFIIEBL T2 EEITD
Hr DO BERENER TEHIEE 5 (p.25)
EHEFRL,

1043 SUERFEREDMIEW AT L AV,
BIETER 24074 T 7TRF 78 k%
A TE LB BRI BT DK
WOERNZK 2B EEHBE L,
Ministry of Economy, Trade and Indus—
try (2006) 12 kD & RN 2 3 ) 1133
RPE I TBYZ T I TFEAT . B 2 4Kk< D)
VRTEREESE ) TR ) TRE 77 T — 24
< A NETFEAT ) RS ) ) Tt ) T
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10.

How helpful do you think it was to work in pairs for script writing?

[ Not helpful [ Helpful [ Very helpful [ Extremely helpful

Why?

How helpful do you think it was to work in pairs for script writing in the target language (Japanese)?
[ Not helpful [ Helpful [ Very helpful [ Extremely helpful

Why?

If you had written the script individually instead of in a pair, how do you think its content would

have been?

[Better [] More or less the same [] Worse

Why?

If you had written the script individually instead of in a pair, how do you think its vocabulary would
have been?

[ Better [ More or less the same [ Worse

Why?

If you had written the script individually instead of in a pair, how do you think its grammar would
have been?

[ Better [ More or less the same [ Worse

Why?

How helpful do you think this collaborative writing task was for improving your vocabulary knowl-
edge?

[ Not helpful [ Helpful [ Very helpful [ Extremely helpful

Why?

How helpful do you think this collaborative writing task was for improving your grammar
knowledge?

[ Not helpful [ Helpful [ Very helpful [ Extremely helpful

Why?

Did this collaborative writing task have any effect (positive or negative) on your other language skills?
[ Yes: [ Speaking [ Listening [J] Reading [ Other(s): Please specify.

U No

Did this collaborative writing task have any effect (positive or negative) on something other than
language skills?

] Yes: Please specify.

U No

Did your view and perception towards collaborative writing change after this experience?

[ Yes [ More or less the same [] No

Why?
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