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            Abstract
          
        

        
          Kang, Sooyeon. 2018. The effects of individual vs. collaborative pre-task planning on Korean middle school learners’ English oral task performance under different task complexity. Korean Journal of English Language and Linguistics 18-3, 306-327. This study investigated the effects of three different types of planning conditions on oral task performance under different task complexity. A total of 65 Korean middle school learners performed two individual narrative tasks with different complexity (i.e., simple vs. complex) under different planning conditions (i.e., individual, collaborative, and no planning). Their task performance was analyzed with respect to task completion, fluency, complexity, and accuracy. The major findings are as follows. First, planning itself resulted in greater fluency and accuracy than no planning. Second, collaborative planning was the most beneficial for task completion and accuracy. Third, individual planning led to smaller number of pauses denoting its beneficial effect for fluency than collaborative planning. Fourth, there was no interaction effect between the planning conditions and the complexity of tasks but task complexity itself had an impact on syntactic complexity; an increase in task complexity resulted in a decrease in syntactic complexity.
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          Appendix A  (Simple Task)
          
            
              	
                
                  
                

                ✩ 다음 6개의 그림을 보고 한 편의 '이야기'를 만들어 보세요.

                ✩ 노트 필기가 필요하면 아래 빈칸에 해보세요. 여백 아무데나 해도 좋습니다.

                
                  
                

              
            

          

        

        
          Appendix B  (Complex Task)
          
            
              	
                ✩ 다음 6개의 그림을 보고 한 편의 '이야기'를 만들어 보세요.

                
                  
                

                ✩ 노트 필기가 필요하면 아래 빈칸에 해보세요. 여백 아무데나 해도 좋습니다.
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