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In order to develop an effective instructional model for writing, this study examined
what effect the length and content of pre—task planning might have on a writing task.
The main findings of this study are (1) even a few minutes’ pre—task planning could
improve the quality of a writing task, (2) instead of providing detailed instruction,
just giving evaluation criteria could enhance learners’ self-regulated strategic
planning and thus lead to better task performance, and (3) such factors would exert varying
effects depending on learners’ proficiency level and the focused—process of a writing
production model.
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Table 2: Comparison between the 2 classes under
the same condition (no pre-task planning).

Fluency Complexity
(TolWords)  (Ratoof Eme-fee  (Ratioof dausesto
T-units) T-units)

ClassA 77.8 &2 1.42
(N=15) (19.9) 12 (21
Cla==sB 768 57 139
(N=16) (16.7) 17 17

s s

n.s.: not significant
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Table 3: Comparison between the 2 classes under
the different conditions.

Fluency Accuracy
(Total Words) (Rafioof Emorfree  (Ratio of dauseto

Complexiy

T-unis) T-unis)
Class A(N=12) 1063 77 165
( With Criteria ) (144) 20 14
ClassB ( N=16) 953 68 1.43
(No Criteriz) 21.1) 13 (15
p * ns. *x

ns: notsignificant ** - p=01, *p=05 + p=1
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Table 4: Comparison between the 2 different
proficientlevels in Class A.
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(Total Words) T-unis) T-unis)
Upper Group 1075 83 1.69
(N=5) (174) (13) 13)
Lower Group 1051 71 1.61
(N=6) (122) 13 (19)
P ns. * ns.
' n.s.. not significant; *:p=.05
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