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e
The aim and focus of the

presentation

To report on some findings from a muilti-
faceted investigation of ‘read-to-write’ task
difficulty in the foreign language
examination context — more specifically,
the KPG examination battery

Focus on ‘perceived’ difficulty
(the test takers’ perspective)




The rationale for the study

Considering learners’ perceptions is as
Important as focusing on test taker actual
performance when it comes to investigating
task difficulty (Nunan & Keokbe, 1995;

Tavakoli, 2009).

If test taker attitudes are a factor affecting
the difficulty of tasks, then they should be
considered Iin the investigation of task
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The rationale for the study

KPG writing tasks have two characteristics:
They are read-to-write
They are genre-based (socially-situated)

‘Read-to-write’ tasks are different from other
types of writing activities in the sense that
they combine reading with writing and
therefore they assess multiple and complex

«_literacy skills (Yang & Plakans, 2012).




The context of the study

the Greek State Certificate of English Language
Proficiency Exams (known as KPG)

B1 and C1 level: Writing Activity 1 (intra-linguistic
mediation)

CEFR reference levels (2001)

. Threshold . =ffective
Operational Proficiency

Independent user Proficient user 4




The context of the study

Jeens Untetnational

Tell us about your best friend

B1 Level (KPG Writing Activity 1 —
November 2010)

Teens International, a magazine you
like to read, gives an award each _
month. Last month, it presented the L e e
BEST DAD AWARD. Roza di Paolo - e A,
wrote Why her father should get the Bl e o m)'blmthévfs;yndm_\"«::m'rp@fhenwealesmk A
award (see her text below) and her s e i o g i Al
father ~won. This month the ramplaina sl psdabibobyls
magazine Is running a contest for oyt o e
the BEST FRIEND AWARD. erte dadnwaldbecausehexsl'HEBESIDADE\)/ERI : o
an original text (100 words), Roza di Paoko, age 13
explaining why your best friend | — e
should get this award. (Do not sign
with your real name. Sign as Nick)

\

Last month we asked readers o tell us about their parents.
This month we want you to tell us about your best friend. Write

and you might win this month’s prize!

The best friend award




The context of the study

C1 Level (KPG Writing Activity 1 — November
2010)

Read this letter which appeared in Patras
Daily, an English newspaper published in
Greece, and respond to it. Your response
letter (180 -200 words) should argue that
family values are still very alive in
Greece. Use some or all of the points
below. You may also use a couple of your
own. Sign as H. Psathas.

POINTS
Many young people still live at home until they get
married

Three or four generations of people get together on
holidays to have a good time

Grandparents still look after their grandchildren on a
regular basis

Lost family values?

Dear Patras Daily, |
bave been living 10
Greace for five
}'?JI’S now

I decided to leave
the UK to come to
live 1 Greece m the
hope of creatwg strong family bonds and
clear famaly values. I thought fanuly ties
were an méegral part of the Greek culture
and something I firmly believe . Famuly
life m England where I was born. has
changed dramatically mn the last decades and
famuly values have almost disappeared I
thought that by moving with my fanuly to
Greace, things would be different
Unfortunately. however, I found out that
fanuly values actually do not exast here
either. 1 did not expenence the life that my
mother had told me about: three generations
under the same roof, kids respacting therr
parents and the older members of the fanuly
parsnts lookng after thewr chiddren even
after they are adults, mothers staying home
to rase thewr chldren and fathers bemg the
breadwinners

However, what I have been expenencing 15
a ftotally different reality. Parents so
absorbed 1n work and social life that they
forget about therr kads. Women so mierested
in their careers that a strong and healthy
fanuly umt 15 the least of therr concems
Greek parents do not seem to listen to ther
children’s problems and the Greek fanuly
today talks ondy on mobile phones! Divorce
rates are on the imncrease, and <o are children
with psychological problems and learmung
difficulties. Teenagers, who are depressed
and have no dreams for the future, show no
respect to thewr parents, and they rarely
enjoy a famuly meal because they're too
busy studving

My expenence here has convinced me that

Greek famubes have become as bad as

fanulies m many other ‘developed

countnes. The ‘Greek fanuly bond” s
actually one more myth

Jonathan Ward

Patras, November 2010

1S ctill con<iderad faboo fO hiace parenite 1n an old




Research Questions

What are KPG candidates’ views of
difficulty entailed in read-to-write activities
at B1 and C1 proficiency levels?

To what extent are the B1 and C1 level
candidates’ views of task difficulty
different?




Method of investigation

Data: questionnaires developed by the KPG test
development team as part of survey conducted by the
Research Centre for English Language Teaching
Learning and Assessment (RCEL) at the University of
Athens in cooperation with the Greek Ministry of
Education.

Two levels (B1+ C1)
Four exam administrations
Total number of questionnaires: 3,115

Method of analysis: quantitative — statistics (SPSS)




Method of investigation

May 2008

May 2009

May 2010

November
2010

Description of activities

Reader’s
response

article

Reader’s
response

Reader’s
response

describe

describe

describe

describe

*as defined by Knapp & Watkins (2004)

describe

describe

narrate

Describe and
explain

Influential
people

Special
school
events

experiences

Best..award
(people)




May 08 webpage  Explain &
Source text instruct
May 08 Target letter Argue

May 09 Source  Reader’s  Describe
May 09 Target response
Describe &
argue

May 10 Source Reader’'s explain
May 10 Target response

Nov 10 Source letter argue
Nov 10 Target

*as defined by Knapp & Watkins (2004)

<

Inform

Explain & convince

Explain & suggest

Disagree & explain

explain

argue

- Method of investigation
Description of activities

Downloading
music

Good teachers

The internet

Greek family
values




Method of investigation

Questions on test take profile per exam period

I_ MAY 08 MAY 09 MAY 10 | NOV 10
AGE v vV vV v

SEX V V vV vV

OCCUPATION v Vv




Method of investigation

Questions on the KPG Writing test per exam period

was sufficient.

May08 | May09 | May10 | Nov.10
1. Overall, | found the writing test difficult. Vv Vv Vv Vv
2. | found Activity 1 difficult. Vv Vv Vv Vv
3. | found the rubrics of Activity 1 difficult. Vv Vv Vv
4, The presentation of the activity (e.g. |V Vv
pictures, graphs) helped me understand the
activity.
5. | had written a text of a similar genre to the | v Vv Vv
one required in Activity 1.
6. The time given for writing test completion Vv Vv Vv




Findings

Bl Level test taker profile
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C1 Level test taker profile

Findings
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B1 Level

17% 15%

14% 18% 1%
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B1 Level

38% 34% 48%

17% 27%




Findings

Bl Level

N/A 32% 30%

N/A
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Bl Level

N/A N/A

23%

N/A N/A

N/A N/A

21%
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Bl Level

N/A

N/A
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Bl Level

N/A 20% 18% 15%




Findings

C1 Level

14% 17%
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C1 Level

38% 42%

42%




Findings

C1 Level

N/A 22% 21%

5% N/A 2% 0,4%



Findings

N/A

2% NIA - NIA

N/A




Findings

C1 Level

N/A 18%
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C1 Level

N/A 11%



Findings

Differences between B1 and C1 level

Chi-square analysis (for the comparison)

More B1 level test takers....

regarded the writing test as easy (X? = 27,034, df = 4, sig. (2-
tailed) = ,000).

regarded Writing Activity 1 as difficult (X% = 60,697, df = 4,
sig. (2-tailed) = ,000).

regarded task rubrics as difficult (X? = 60,880, df = 4, sig. (2-
tailed) = ,000).

regarded the presentation of the activity as helpful (X? =

K33’883’ df = 4, sig. (2-tailed) = ,000). )




FiIndings

Differences between B1 and C1 level

More C1 level test takers...

seemed to be acquainted with the text types
required in the KPG exams (Fisher’s Exact Test =
,000).

regarded the time given for test completion as
sufficient (Fisher’s Exact Test = ,022).




FIMATNgs
Do perceptions correlate with
performance?

Level * Test taker performance Cross tabulation

Test taker performance

moderately fully
unsatisfactory satisfactory satisfactory  Total

Level c1 Count 14  [NSSENN 79 53l

Expected Count 129,9 322,6 78,5 531,0
Residual -15,9 15,4 5
51 Count 68 TV T 213
Expected Count 52,1 129,4 31,5 213,0
Residual 15,9 -15,4 -5
Total Count 182 452 110 744

Expected Count 182,0 452,0 110,0 744,0




Conclusions

The results showed that...

At both levels test takers did not find the KPG writing
activities particularly difficult.

At both levels test takers did not have difficulty in
understanding task rubrics.

Time was not found to be a factor affecting task
difficulty.

Familiarity with text type and practice does play a role.

Generally, there was agreement between perceptions
and performance.
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