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            Abstract
          
        

        
          Advances in artificial intelligence have led to the rapid expansion of automated writing evaluation tools for second language writing. However, the effectiveness of such systems depends critically on the assessment frameworks used to generate training data and interpret scores. In particular, little research has examined the development and empirical functioning of curriculum-based rating scales designed for secondary-level learners. Situated within a larger project developing an AI-assisted writing feedback tool for middle school English learners, this study reports the development and validation of a rating scale for assessing middle school EFL writing. Guided by an argument-based validation framework (Knoch and Chapelle 2018), the study examines the domain definition and evaluation inferences relevant to rater-mediated assessment. The scale was developed based on analyses of the national curriculum, middle school textbooks, and learner writing data. Its functioning was examined using Many-Facet Rasch Measurement (MFRM). The results indicate that the rating scale reflects key dimensions of middle school EFL writing and that scale criteria functioned in a consistent manner across raters. Category analyses further showed that the five score levels distinguished meaningful differences in student performance. The findings provide empirical support for the rating scale and offer methodological insights for the development of rating frameworks for future AI-assisted writing assessment systems.
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