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Abstract

This case study was to seek the results of training students majoring in English for International
Communication in argumentative writing. The students were studying an argumentative writing course at
Faculty of Liberal Arts, Rajamangala University of Technology Krungthep. A criteria and scale for teaching,
learning, and evaluating argumentation developed by Kaewpet (2018a) was used to train the students.
Thirteen of the students agreed to contribute their argumentative essays to this study. The first set of
argumentative essays was from the practice session of the first lesson. It was concerned with 21 century
skills. The second set was from the last lesson, and its content was about the students’ preferences
recarding fact-to-face or online programs. The essays were evaluated by the same criteria and scale used
during the training. It was found that the training yielded somewhat fair results from the first training and
advanced to the much level from the last training. It was also found that the students performed better in
terms of writing argumentation as a result of the training. However, the ability varied depending on the
individual students. The findings suggested usefulness of explicit teaching and repetition in practice in order

to obtain satisfactory results.

Keywords: argumentation, writing, English, evaluation criteria, training
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ninag
M3ufewdalduds (Argumentative writing) Wun1silewdaivinisfiaauiinwisng q luusunvesves
nsissunedingeduniwinsn w3e L1 (First language) qﬁucﬁ?nL.wiﬂ15ﬁﬂmsﬁguﬁyugmﬁ]uf‘mzﬁuqmmﬁﬂm
ludsemaansgeiusni Undnwiszavgaudnuilasunsimunlianuisonaniyniuvesnues (Taking a position)
fedulddeliudmosidiuiamianudilagaduresmuesanmahanudlateliud o ifusinsogaidou
U&7 (Deane & Song, 2014)
dmsvluviunvesvesniniountwsenguiduniviiufzainaiviusniia w3e TEAL (Teaching

o =

English as an Additional Language) sinfinsi3sunsaounsideudddudsluszdugaudnundmivindnwiliiou
mwdinguiuivien 017 lusewedu dndnwiviennudinguiudi 2 Asusgiiuminedoumviledos
3edvn English Writing Il ifumsidewdalduds o smivendoil dnidelfusindnunu 2 nqu nqudl 1 Fou
nsdeudddudauuilidunsimasaresihefidiuianiionsan (DulsidndansBounmsaouduund nqui
2 iunsufuanadiusing (Counter-arguing) wagn1suanLuRHARBUNSUAMITLAEY (Refuting) 4na1de
mMsfnuiRunulsravsnmessnisaeuiilinruddyfumudiuiianssslfzuuus e sssemuddduds
FTu (Liu & Stapleton, 2014)

Walton (1992) nanrinsideulfudeiududsiiantunisdnvasiinduliuindnw esannisi
sinwrlunaliudafuasyinlianmsavherlslduszauaudidanansogne enfi lunisgsla §8u mslasandess
nsldnd nslidusne wavnswewuiaaiunisalildaanudiusiaiy wenaanil Deane and Song (2014)

o o a

gnFeE AN STRsInANYINTTINe deidedIn WL TinwensAneg 1983y o (Critical thinking) wag

W A ladadnif eafuis eesninasuulfnn e 9 Adanududauuindunniu daly lunisiag

Uszavanudiieedgafienndn dnfnwdesseuinezldudediumnsauuazegaivszdnsam dnfAnwidedn
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MsiRTgiuvaInIiaInae fiinazseneufonuiAniidauduazunnaisiumning deserdensindula
Tneilitugiuegil masdnldivena dnAnwisedammiomedmiumseenludsznavendwls

Tunisifsudaddudasingdfi wuldves 9 og 3 @1 ldun Argumentation, argument Lay
arsumentative essay Tun1slsfaanumuned11a 11 Cambridge University Press (2019a, 2019b) 85 U183
Argumentation #1889 “a set of arguments used to explain something or to persuade people...” wazli
A21UMUIY argument 71 “a reason or reasons why we support or oppose an idea or suggestion, or the
process of explaining these reasons...” ?Na@iﬁ"mﬂﬁﬂ@%mﬂmmﬂfd’mm%uﬁﬂéfué’ﬁ nUBE NS TBUDSUNY
vielhmmuaaiiuayunuiomesiidou vielimmadmivaufaieananudn viedetuuydu Vel Weligii
sstuiudetufifeu mneumanet nsliudsumnenssuiunislumslfivanamaniuge lunsiindeu
Bddudniuindnuiinagiinsiu argumentative essay wianMsTouEonnddduds

o AgAaumans uninendenvasaangam Undnwiiviennwisanguienisdeasainaliou

1158 UTAALED TA185UNBTIETVN A9t

nsdpuszRudentiuarsrAuisanuieanvlssinuiidudedaudiiudiay dwindey
Fw1ms lnefidaiansananufadiuvemndiefiiieades nsuanqaduveafidou wagn1suans
winnaslalieundauny

(Aeugfaurmans wnine1demalulagvuenanganm, 2559)

Anilidudvtnee (Skill course) lalledwnilaw (Content course) nanafie Tagusvasdvesinniliftels
tnAnwldfninuenadouddiudileaeldden viodossnie q AfntuegluiinUszsriudude e Ussiiu
Tiudaienfudsau dswnden Jnns videdu o auiifaeu viethAnwiasiiumnzay vieauls

nadeuddudsduduinuefionnuguuuuresnindeusiindies (Golder & Coirier, 1994) uaed
senuegidulszriudagiunmsfindusdaiin@nuigsliamnsoléfn fedunaildinamnisluaniuniseii
Juusunnisiseunisaeuwuu L1 (Deane & Song, 2014) Uaga1nuiunnsiiounsaesuwuy TEAL (Ka-kan-dee,
2015) Tuansgew3ni Deane & Song wuin tnfAnwinenaelianunsaeuldudaldegnelivsedvsnimn lneaudeu
vasinAnwiinazlifiesdusznavdfareinsdouddduds wiohiannsadouuanoiuszneumariildadi
Fatau 819 nssulsglentnandannudidy mslimana vsewanaangiuusenauteana1idew 9 n1sdn
tharuAn Tamsa nsidaRarsauuAndiinvesifeu Tuusafeatu Ka-kan-dee wui1 Wn@nwilved

U

Haymansieafunmsideulsslemhuandannuddaiidaau venani mﬂaiﬁmmiﬁLﬂmwaﬁmﬁﬂmaa%ﬁa
Thennsal Ardwil waresdusznouvesnsiduds vinliinAnunidymannlunsSeueuasdeanuda nsdassuy
AR St Mauanavapalsznauliddunwedmiumadoudaiugs vl Ka-kan-dee FlitudndnAne
Inednldlarunstinnsliswdddudannaulusyivanufnu

Tuaaunisal a uninerdemalulagnsuenansainn dndnwlasuanuiwasindunadeuliudes
ud agnslsfinna iesndednAnuivienaudinguasieddnudanguidudsldflidnluuiunvesiesdu
PIDUIUIYR ﬁqmﬁ?lﬂslum3LG“'Uw@ﬂﬁué’ﬂﬁﬁﬂixﬁm%ﬂstlﬁmﬂﬁ'qm (Kaewpet, 2018¢) SamsiinsAnwised
Junidietanaiildanmsfinmadeudaduds wWeliifulaiinisdanisfnudulduaduen wasuilaliduuams

duasuviseuuleisnisiseunsaousiely luiasiinaveansilnesnuduule
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9AUTEAIANISIRY

WaUszliunaveInIsRNTnAN eI LeN AN UATUNISRBULTILAKES

waNN1S WudAn Naufitigades

wAesNTITed fnngumnannguii satunsliuds uagnsUssiiiuanuansovesyiSou
AISINUAIUNIITLULALES

1. nslauds

1513 uldLd (Argumentation) iuviavesmsidouriands duidusiavesnsidoufieniigaile
Wisuiisufunisdouriindu 01f nsideuanides (Narration) wien1sileuussens (Description) (Yang & Sun,
2012) awadlalunsdeuliudaduinuutudusialis Arstotle luneluma doun Iisuanuauladueghaunn
o Toulmin (1958) g1l iuamddyFuanuiudanidoudie uufndldfunissensy dnsusy
nallduasuszgnaldednaniiennng wndedldnmssoniuanitantiagsull nanisesusznavddyues
A5 T8 ulA kg9 UL 6 9AUsENBU bawn Claim, data, counter-argument claim, counter-argument data,
rebuttal claim wag rebuttal data (Qin & Karabakak, 2010; Stapleton & Wu, 2015) @193 UAIURNIEUDIAN
wand Claim maneds gadufidewisrtulssduliugs Data mnefmdngruniommraatvayuyaduiy
Counter-argument claim 1188930 8unTIYUAURIEU Counter-argument data MaNERIMANFIU UITBLUANE
avfuayunBuvesilsnsstudiy @i Rebuttal claim uay Rebuttal data Lugaiu wagauaaivayugaduves
Aidsuihiiauetunifioindragafuuasudngu viewmnnavesaduiiiiusing (Wszgnilélng Kaewpet, 2018a)

oy 53 afunsdanisiseunsaeunsidoudddudduaadunisfnesing q s Snsmageu
Bosllegianeludeauunsgruniwdsngy il iesnmadeulfudsiudueiesdolunsinnsarudidalu
nsAnwrelusgAuudndnwiaglunisiauluaaulsznaunisuiuivs

Tuansgewsin sinuglunisldudagnseyoglu The Common Core State Standards filegluninni
40 $gvszna newfuginurlunsldudsodnsdivinnswasmgranaslindnguilfsdosaduayunslduds
(Deane & Song, 2014) Tuuszmaiu lulszutanisaouseauviAinisssyliin dnAnviennwdinguwidl
‘LJ'%myiym%‘ﬁaaﬁmmmmmftumiﬁwmmﬁumsqﬁwﬂ'wmWﬁisﬂaumﬂﬁué’aa’mﬁam'ﬂﬁmammﬁamamﬁu
et (Liu & Stapleton, 2014) wonani luaniade ﬁﬂﬁﬂw’mgéfaaSaumsﬁau@ﬂéfné’uﬂudqwﬁq
yowidngns inszagwaniifesugnileindeulfiduinAndsiosniua suuvasfeundu (Critical and reflective
thinker) (Bipinchandra, Shah, Puteh, Din, Rahamat, & Aziz, 2014)

lun1sadasiirAnuideseauge nTen1svinuluuiendwnd fadasdesdnadeudeaeuninigiu
mmé’mqw’tmzé’uﬁﬁawaﬁ 919 AzwuY IELTS ladtaanin 6.5 (IELTS, 2016) #Samzuuu TOEFL luvasanin 79
(ETS-TOEFL, 2017) ludeaouwianil asildmfiiionds iIndependent task fifiinaeudaddnnugmunindeulfuds

AIR7881999FDUT19EN
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Some people believe that success in life comes from risks or chances. Others believe
that success results from careful planning. In your opinion, what does success come
from? Use specific reasons and examples to explain your position. You will have 40
min to complete this essay. A typical effective response would be between 300 and
350 words.

(Qin & Uccelli, 2016: 15)

Tuanunsaldl fiiraeudeadeunouifiowansaudovawmuenisafuanudifavediniunan
Risks or chances #3831131n Careful planning QLﬁﬁauﬁaﬂLﬁaﬂmuﬁaﬂaa}wﬁﬂaﬂwwﬁq LAIMANIYATUVDINULDY
Tfvama auayuiidaay wmeegasdmivgnduty lumadeuddifouiina 40 wid uazmsdoulszana
300 f14 350 /1 Azl iiraevenadoulaed 2 esdUszneuy Claim uaz Data Al¢ og1dlsfiny fenided
wanalmiuInIgal Counter-argument claim, counter-argument data, rebuttal claim way rebuttal data 89N

Tinzuuuueen1liLdegel (Qin & Karabakak, 2010)

2. maUsstiunanIsiauds

TumsUszidunanisiguds dmnnldignisues IELTS inasiiildUseneudae Task response, coherence &
cohesion, lexical resource, and grammatical range and accuracy (IELTS, 2016) avnaduinaueives TOEFL 9y
Usznausie Development, organization, grammar and vocabulary of the response (ETS-TOEFL, 2016) ALY
demii’@maLﬁ'mf‘TUmﬂfﬁ’mﬁﬁmﬁ]gimmii’magﬁuLﬂmsﬁsm 1 Tléfnaueivivsuendnuazaeansdeulfuds
Tnemse faru Kaewpet (2018a) F9MUMIUNAINNITIAA 9 mnmiﬁﬂmmwﬁLﬁ'mﬁuaqﬁﬂszﬂauﬁﬁmGuaami
Joulduds nsvaaeudedeuinsgunwsanguiiainuediunisTiuds wazeddedfuiiisatunisliuds
wui inawsinsialdudsinseungquyndiunasiluldlunsaeu Bou wagdsui unisldudildie mstidnuaus
Fanwdi 1 Lﬂm%ﬁ%a’h Criteria and scale for teaching, learning, and evaluating argumentation Dunaeiaile
N"mmimqmmwﬁ’m Content validity, reliability, accuracy, objectivity, practicality wag efficiency (Laksana,
2016; Kaewpet, 2018a, 2018b) ua

Directions: Please choose the degree to which the argumentation has met the criteria (0 = not at all. 5 = most).

Criteria 0 1 2 3 4 5
I Relevancy

1. The writer has addressed a/ the given controversial situation.

II. Reasoning

2. The writer has stated his/her position regarding the controversial issue.

3. The writer has given adequate reasons in support of his’her position.

4. The writer has shown his/her awareness of the opposing position and included opposing reasons in the
essay/response.

5. The writer has given reasons to rebut the opposing reasons and to maintain his/her position.

III. Language Use

6. Use of grammar is effective.

7. Use of vocabulary is effective.

IV. Organization

8. The essay has good organization.

9. Use of connectives is effective.

10. Ideas are developed effectively.

V. Writer’s voice

11. You can feel the presence of the writer’s authority and confidence.

A 1 Criteria and scale for teaching, learing, and evaluating argumentation (Kaewpet, 2018a)
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Kaewpet (2018a) a3unewnauiaing o 13 sall Relevancy iunawidildlunisiaindmeunssiuman
ol e dudmuuiunmsiSeuntsaeuiiiu TEAL Wemnunndaindnulddnladand whlddmeu
Tsinse wieRaueuluainfiowls Reasoning Wulevesnsi@owdadduds nasiwneiesdlssnaunisidou
19uee paaSulet1edy bewn Claim, data, counter argument claim, counter areument data, rebuttal claim and
rebuttal data (Toulmin, 1958; Qin & Karabakak, 2010; Stapleton & Wu, 2015) @71 Language use 1 LK
514 Grammar waw Vocabulary Usingeglunasinisiaanuanmnsamaniwiainasi iesannsldnnwili
gndouniioudrvesniwniuFosimedmiudiFou inasidsomnedamsdoasldesaiuszansamannn
nsldiagnagnies Organization unasifiieafunisdeudedoyauandeniludmey Taghiduiuididouns
Souises vieillassairsesnsideunuula lidesdunniihauenduvesiToulineusiu neunans wionou
anvievesnaidou (Lui & Stapleton, 2014) ssulafimaiFeuFesiuriligsuamnsodduaudnaulduay
@150l Cohesive device Woulosnudnsng 4 Tdoegefiuszansan
@m3U Writer’s voice #38138ndnat1wilaln Authorial voice i uinasifitunldidesnndidouans
ausodetdememueditanulunindeudadduds mnmuuziives Helms-Park and Stapleton (2003)
vdangsrusuundeuudinsianldingifoulduansanudndiuiimegislsfotussduildugs Taouen
AnuARuTesAULBIBBNI AU YN LITuYRPuRs1BddunsiTusgedaiay \neueT Lnann

a 6 a a !

ASANWIUITEANUATA I UA1TTeuleLge 819 Liu (2013) Tavins@nwinistdniendandnane Writer’s

voice Uarnud1 anussadaldudailanzuuugainld Appraisal resources agnlana uananil Yoon (2017) léns

Fodannin Writer’s voice uisesddglunmsilndunisfeudddudduuiunves L1 wasdngnussdiulu TEAL

o
v
LYY

. , . = <, ¢ o a a gy v | o ~ o = = o
AIUU Writer’s voice ﬁ]QV’ni‘Uﬁﬁﬂll’]LUULﬂm%?@ﬂ']'ﬁLsﬂﬂuLsﬁﬁImLLENEJ’EJ'NGUWLQU Lu@ﬁﬂqﬂUﬂﬂﬂwqiu TEAL llLLu’JI‘UlI

podldnwiugdunieguenuiun TEAL s Fsmastinduvin b ilasguniv

A5ATUNI5IY
au A&

ATl dunuITeUssnnnstlfing (Case study) lns@Anwinavainsinnsiliswdalandwatindne
Fenawdinguitenisdeansaina s wnivedemalulasiusnansann Wuns@nwianznguiinladndu

ns3sudlaudalaglduufnuasng uiiediun1saeudddudaanis NENNY o IiNIneduwiatl wnfauas

'
va v =

o) lan1nn153ITeLenans w3e Document research (Bowen, 2009) ¥edf@aeu w3oK3T8AUN 1 3MNN15ANE

U

Yoya 3 uvaman leun nauifiisadesiuesdusznauvenislauda msmaaeuteasuuinsgiuntwdangy
sats inusinsIadtld wazarnmuiddeiRdumsidudsinu 50 wanuwsniiiedesiunmsldudanniiga
Usngeguugiutoya ScenceDirect lud A e, 2016 N13AnwIAT s Aunuinasidmiunisaeu 1Seu uas
msUszdiunanisliuga fidendn Criteria and scale for teaching, learning, and evaluating argumentation Lhaudl

TANUWLHOWNS LU U A.A. 2018 way 2019 (Kaewpet, 2018a, 2018b, 2018c; Kaewpet, Duangpattra,

o

Ackaradejruangsri, & Na Phairee, 2019) uagtinld s wnaside JeduidunsaldnudmSunuidel

UsEINIUAZNGUAI9EN9

v =

UnAnwivennwdinguiionisdeasainaiamzidoussuseInnseundlauds luniaseui

2/2562 o4 prugAauaans uinInetdemalulagsvuing INmuATINIY 38 AU YERINTINSISEUNITaRuEUER

D

win §ITedadudaeulddeunuanuadaslavesin@nwilnduniadewdddudud Tnedidvesuiednvurves

Y

mAdeuarlinnudulainaglimewnssunuresinfnusundildawedevesindnuliglansiu nednAnw
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o
@ @ £

Fruautanun 13 aunansauBuiazuouFesnmiliidudiunieseided Undnwidwoutuauuls
AnwideAnduiesas 34.21 vesdnnutindnwviomn dudesnnudddusiidndnwindouitmn 6 Fos
Junuihundnuideluedsild 2 Bos Andusorar 3333 vesdnudosimun

wsesiialunisiiutoya

SesaruiidnAnw 13 au WeutuluTunsnueaniaidou wayTuaavevesnisSeugninanldiduteys
dmsunsinsgilunsided v Welianusoanavesnmsfinldogadmau madeuluuusmividudeyayni
1 adsflin@nundounaudniuientu 219 century skills fauandlunmi 2 dusunadeulufuaadietudu
il 2 TnetihAnvidendeuieaiunaFouluy Face-to-face wiamai3ouuuy Online fauanslunimil 3 aziiiu

1991 Prompt Il fisngagideaninnitmusssuvidvesnsiangiseuliianuianuaunse uaeanudiuigyndy

Prompt
The modern workplace expects new employees to begin work with a well-
developed set of professional skills. Do you believe that 4" year EIC students will

meet their employer’s expectations in terms of 21 century skills?

nwil 2 Prompt |

(Kaewpet, 2019a)

Prompt

Do you agree with this statement?

Universities should replace face-to-face degree programs with those completely
done online.

Support your opinion with specific reasons and examples.

Your response should contain approximately 500 words.

You must cite the given sources.

You must complete the response within 90 minutes.
Sources

Overview Academics The Experience Admissions About HEC

Drive innovation and develop an
entrepreneurial mindset

Discover new business opportunities and lead innovation with an online
master's degree from HEC Paris, one of Europe's highest-ranked business
schools. This program will enable you to identify and develop innovative and
high-potential commercial opportunities, and is particularly relevant for current
and aspiring business leaders who aim to lead business development, drive
product innovation, or launch new business ventures.
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Coursera Inc. (2016). Online Master’s in Innovation and Entrepreneurship.

Retrieved from https://www.coursera.org/degrees/omie (13 May 2016).

n 2011, just about every college in the nation offers college courses and even full

degrees that can be earned completely online. Gone are the days when online
education was something to be scoffed at as inferior to classroom education. Now
schools are competing to cut their costs, and win more students by offering online degree
options. With all of these new options available how do you know which mode of learning
is right for you?

With the explosion of the technology industry in the past 15 years, online education has
really helped people from all walks of life capitalize on furthering their education, while still
being able to work, pay their bills and have families, according to an Aol.com article,
“Opportunities Abound with Online Degrees”.
Preston. (2011). Online vs Classroom: Which is Right for You? Retrieved
from https://www.fastweb.com/student-life/articles/online-vs-

classroom-which-is-right-for-you (13 May 2016).

awii 3 Prompt I

(Adapted from Kaewpet, 2019b)

BnsusruTudeya

a o va o d

Seaa1u9s 2 galdsunisuseluandideadudaounasiteaud

1 MFeidunsidonsdldnw

ANTUNTAINIFIANISITIUNITARUNIT B UT AR TTAN WAz NIz V0@ U ITe Taeufisssuiu 1 au 1u

U

799 15UL5un21 Teacher as a researcher and reflective practitioner (Capel & Whitehead, 2010) Taglu

2

v
Ya o @ =

msUszliuld Criteria and scale for teaching, learning, and evaluating Tifjaoudadufideimutunies fanm

1 1 Tumslvirguuulianisfadanlidiieatesiu Criteria and scale fanan wasilineidesiuauided awsing

Tu 21wl 3 9191 ANUEMVBUSBIANN MIBN1TINBvasdayanlvin FaldldAnwilunuided

nsessideya

fussiiugudsnnuvesindnuniy 2 fiovn wdlFasuuunisliuddlagld Criteria and scale for
teaching, leaming, and evaluating argumentation #3na13 AvwLUTlATNITATIZY 3 Funeu Tnetuneud 3
Lﬁﬂ‘ﬁmﬁaﬂmﬂﬁ%agEJ‘U@QL%ENWJW&J‘Q@V‘ 1 uazyd 2 fanuuandnegadidediiy

Tunaudl 1 \Junsfuannfionan Means uay Variance vasazuuuALSsinil 1 uazyai 2 loy
AAuAY Means 1896aveInsEnnsfeuamiSondadduda sail 0.00 lldnaas, 1.00 - 1.49 lanaties, 1.50 -
2.49 lgnanaauals, 2.50 — 3.49 lanaurunang, 3.50 - 4.4 lanauin wag 4.50 — 5.00 lﬁmamﬂﬁ'qm

Tumeud 2 1unsiummuisuifisuauuansres Means vaaiiosnugnd 1 wazynd 2 ngld

Paired Sample t-test Tunsiansd daeh Significant level (p) Tiiszsiu 0.05
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