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            Abstract
          
        

        
          Song, Min-Young. 2017. Nonnative raters’ perceptions and judgments of Korean English learners’ fluency and pronunciation level.Korean Journal of English Language and Linguistics 17-4, 787-815. This study aims to investigate how nonnative English raters understand the concept of 'fluency' and 'pronunciation', and what criteria they apply in evaluating Korean English learners’ speaking performance. Most of the participants in this study understood the main concepts of fluency defined in NEAT and used them in oral reports. However, rather than judging the absolute levels of fluency applying those concepts, they determined fluency scores considering other factors such as task completion, amount of utterance or the level of the test concerned. Especially, they tended to judge fluency levels in relation to task completion levels. As for pronunciation, most of the participants did not consider the main concepts of pronunciation defined in NEAT. Instead, they applied ‘intelligibility’ as the only crucial criterion in determining pronunciation scores. In particular, some participants applied this criterion too generously to discriminate pronunciation levels appropriately. Also, many participants tended to adjust pronunciation scores based on task completion scores. In conclusion, although the participants of this study were relatively reliable and experienced scorers, most of them did not apply appropriate scoring criteria in evaluating Korean students’ English fluency and pronunciation levels
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