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ABSTRACT

Lee, Kyoung Rang and Lim, Ju Eun. 2021. A comparison of English language
learning strategies in Korean middle school English textbooks between 2009
and 2015 Revised Curricula. Korean Journal of English Language and
Linguistics 21, 581-598

This paper aims to investigate how many, and how often, English language learning
strategies are introduced in Korean middle school English textbooks (2015 Revised
Curricula) to promote self-regulated learning. To this end, the coding scheme
developed for analyzing English language learning strategies in the textbooks with
2009 Revised Curriculum was used; four categories were grounded and added to the
coding scheme. Thirty-nine textbooks (2015) were analyzed and compared with the
previous study with 59 textbooks (2009). First, 2015 Revised Curriculum
emphasized the importance of self-regulation in learning, which seemed to increase
the categories and frequencies of the strategies dramatically. Second, speaking and
writing strategies were also significantly added to reading and listening strategies,
which mainly consisted of the 2009 textbooks. Third, although the total in speaking
and writing strategies increased, the during-strategies of which were still not enough
to help learners practice speaking and writing. Fourth, there was little differences in
the categories and frequencies of the strategies among the grades, unlike the 2009
textbooks (the textbooks for the second graders had less than those for the first and
third graders). With the detailed results, future studies regarding classroom practices
are suggested, as are implications for the next Revised Curriculum.

KEYWORDS

English language learning strategies, middle school English textbooks, 2015 Revised
curriculum, self-regulation
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1. A8

Aol g4 2 (language learning strategies)< HFo|gt= AR £ Y3 Hoz {53
S Qo] wwoll ofud 9ol stgolebt BEE ol%7] e dEAow di 44 2F
(“... language learning strategies are purposeful mental actions (sometimes accompanied by

observable behaviors) used by a learner to regulate his or her second or foreign language
learning”; Oxford 2018, p. 81)C. 2], AhH o2 w2 A7t Jo]& HFEdoF st o|Wlat At
FolA 28¥7] Azttt 53], 1990d W FHHAE W o[RS o] FUb wEetHA] 3
F7F ol FoftFAEdAl dolE adH R 7tEAY] AT Ay 7W 5ol A=HAT

olviztEo] W& AExUolet & mARE A= o] qFAES oJUA TFEX = Aol
aRHAA 2HE7] 3 WA WSS AFEE AAEIE §ha oﬂoqd%xd_‘;t% 23re g4
w2 ALS 93k w4 E(Sheltered Instruction  Observation  Protocol;  SIOP) &=

Msdth(Vogt  and  Echevarria  2008). & 8WAZ  o]Fojx  SIOP AFEFA &=
Z¥](Preparation), 7]1¥ A2 A3} (Building background), °©]a] 7}s3F 4= (Comprehensible
input), o5 A ZF(Strategies), Ao 28 (Interaction), <53 48 (Practice and application),
% (Lesson delivery), 33 %H7HReview and assessment)?] HAAES AXH 8h5aso]
483 F e A S AFstaz sglv
<% A shd(pre—K-12)elA &&sta dqARE, A SIOP
o2 AZE UG (Vogt and Echevarria 2008). ©] nlFE & ol A
, W& A2l FZrir|Hth= oj2 Rdste o] F5IAA
A o gt= &S 7FEX7] Sl ol s5s A7 74A
= 7FEAH Zi’“ Fis lﬂ*o“ A2E W& 7 AA H7
A
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20189 w3t 1shdRE AFElA 2020delE S RE Shde] 20156 JHA
wEAY (LT SR 2015)0 w2 go] wAME AR AlFeRid. 20159 A4
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Aol whedE map A Jo] AR A%, AXAREAT 9%, TEA A%, ArHe
AFoln], o] F gojol gk FTrje} FAE nFor AFEHOR Ee ALY F AE
THE FdeES ERdhs Aete] @] din a4 SEedss dxsha g
JolgtsAdgre A7 A7) FEA (self—directed) &2 5 BRES {1 aador G4
T AES FAHoR dshe AT (Oxford 1990)0.2A, FHH} AFS S w9 7t=2a 5
Ao, sEabge] Bl g shdshe Abgetd SFAEe] AVFREA, 594, AEA
ol vk Frh(Dickinson 1987). 53], fFA7 Imum Qs AAIRE Bl w[AARE
2l ol Fosfof dh= SFAENA FoldEFHES S AV|FEAS dae FIY
A= A7IHE qFE FEATI= Al wie FoEth weks fEve BE SIS0
1A oes Fstal gl= dol wAAMA FojstadEs TtEA A A, 7EAYE o4
HMEFs dupy 2 Avfstal deA YebE dervh Atk vhAl wal], WAlHoR A7)k
A el wE spHEs Axste 9% A 2015 AR WS wE wdA 9
AS7HA e daEA gWsts A7|FEA Ea S HRER AT (aLS 3]s 2008)
AqF FAel ofUd 2009 M wEIHAFel whE wdA S vagk Aije] 7]xste] FF
A wGIAgo o] AAE S mEstaat ot

2. A3 A7

golghsdere Oxford(2018)7F Ao ge]l f=olE dhFstr] 9l hFark Belo bk
gdEs 2dste ANY FeorA BE2 w3 Jhed s (behaviors)¥ A YElUERE,
WAL dE2Edelds i st2E S gl e HdEf 28 ArE 99¥ =

At (Macaro  2001). d¥  SRES A7 FZH(self-regulation) ¥ SHEHATFS ZFoojz
o17]H (Cohen 2007), 3t5S a&4o= A3ty el 222 od P58 ofd o gjofstx]
AAsta Adstes ArFed 2d FEHol WEAl desitE As xR Bl

H&7], ol&4 2011, Gu 2003, Rubin 2005).

Al S0] FolA EAE FAdsty] 9F A2z Adste] ol&sl:= oalHol gEol
Sh5 A =R (Griffiths 20085 Oxford 1990)2 A7F @AY Abgo] A= Zap o] AAX=gHA
HFE3E= Zolgly] Bk, AME 7] s EAe o= W 55 Yok sl Ad o)
sk eF

AA] AASGA oJsl= Ao] ofye} ofAHow ujfof Frpal Ftf(Palincsar and
=

&ls i FE vhel gEs sk AAH Holdetx, Qs st
A4 stsders A9 A ga vl ®Br)le ofguhe Aolth(o]ld® 9 2011). Foi
StEAtES] FgHdE AME AEE SAHStA vugd ojdel A+E(Nyikos 1991, Williams
1993)s Hu#tx, 5% Ay 1A ®e sgsaEe] HeA we dEs AF
ggatal AR, e SEAES o Al AHg dEgs AdEste] o] &5kt whal
aA] xe gEAES F REs AHAA oldAH dEs 3 ®H7] wiEed 5ol & =50l
HA= &g
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HFCEAJDA A, A, A3 - ) oF 1870 &4, Oxford(1990)¢] 671 (7] A=,
AAAE, HFA, FAJNAAE, Asd=, Agd=E)er 507 FE 5 vFd EF9F olE
3}

14
5l 235l =4 AEXEo] NEETHCohen 1998, Padron and Waxman 1988, Politzer 1983,
Politzer and McGroarty 1985). 7] & EHFHEFE 7t2X]7] 8] A& dHES AAFIF oL

gAH e ZtEAY] 97 RPER fEstr] Akl b oimHQl Aol A A

N

o] &5 (cognitive academic language learning approach: CALLA)©]™ (O’Malley and Chamot
1990) AR SExEe Ar|FREA ses Fxletr] 9 HE At =8
HEAo R FJHFHATS HoFe AMoRnE EAEY FoF T AA =g dvs A=
H(Eslinger, 2000; Griffiths, 2003), 85252 Ao tia] WA H o2 vjE w Fou|shA
AHAEE B9 s (Ikeda and Takeuchi 2003, O'Malley and Chamot 1990), dr<5x}17}
At ojw stEdErs dEste] AR A AAstE W, ke Saidge] dis] ¢ar
of 3L, o5 $lslA T wAZF WA St o] & < 9lojof grh(Anderson 2005).
SIOP g RFAM L Tgjstxze]l ¢ F WAACRE SEHEs 72X AAS 23sto
AUt FAH oz 7t2xoF 34 o]2 2 (Rubin, Chamot, Harris and Anderson 2007, Vogt and
Echevarria 2008), <$-guvgl s 3HA4oA 7pd 7jEH o=z o]&x= Jo] A A
TA A o)L WA A o' A A sk AFE] Al A Eofof & ot}

30, 2 Hr o
N

2 & rlo

o 10 A 20099 JHA wfape] 2AF eyt ot o] wabd EF(F 59F:
18hd 25, 28hd 19, 33hd 156%)E 243 Aol (eld® 9 2011), s5d=e| F7=
Zled(Fsr], o7l 271, =71, of, %) ® ARG, T FR ure] 2488
vhe s F2o aapAelM goleidEfe WAHOR o|FS ANEAE

& =4, WAAA A}t (activating  prior
IO A AA oA kY] QIAMH O R oW
S eyl A oy A wAAAS mE B F
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3.4 A7 BA Az}t

WHAEE A B2 dAdE Shdef B4 dFs 94 shddE AdEhd F 55 vud
T JEF ZYsa, AHES o V|EE(E7], gk, 971, 2271, 3], EH)E :Zdste],
Farel R WE 58 v|edAY BAZ2 1Y (SPSS 18.0)S &-8-3to] vtk

A, depd ZYeh A3E Rol 4 wAH AR SEFAEY] FR F RS s ¥
EHREE t—HAFow 7|E AF Aol 717HE (20099 2015) HwE A AEATE 2009 A
WA Ao sEHer Avtel volHE et §, hAEE shEHge] TR WE T
2ol 7F QA dotr ] 98] 37 shd iAo ® A Qul A EAMEA (ANOVA)S A8kt

Ao 7|&H FY3I AFE Rol 7|EH H(before), S (during), F(after) FFOo = 2ol
ATFES 717PE(2009¢9F 2015) 2 shAE(1, 2, 3shd)E A7 SEEE —-AAY
ALl FAHEA S AAlske] wlaEeleh. =g s F A AA] WE(F E7IHE, F
wetr)der, & vIdE, F 227 dE, F o3 dE, F A A, 74 5 AVEE
A-Ae, F T, F F-Hdg) Wk T4 Ao R vl FA5

4.1 T gof uAA ] Folsta A u e W

ATAR 1. Sde Fm do] mAAA A=A dojstede Wz AU 2009
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WA M= AAE A ZFL FTHREE BRoH AAE diFEe EHEre] Hd-HERo|dd
A(A—AZE 467, F—-AF 112, F-AgF 40)o] ul&f, 2015 /AR wFHH AT
WHAf M= EE Shde] Ao RE FR7E vIsHAl AAEAeH  d-dE(986), F-—
AeF(983), F—HE(1,081)0] 1F FxH AE AL = F o], B FYo oI
FostEdgs 215 AT & A& Ao g
3. ATE AA FolgdFHT e 3] ¥
2015 714 w5 wIbA 2009 M4 wHTHA WA
FoistH et (2 oA (e174% 9 2011)
e A 18hd 23hd 33d A 18d 23hd 3shd
(39) (13) (13) (13) (59) (25) (19) (15)
Hl| 74 2] 2]
4518 7] 70 26 25 19 171 72 51 48
A 159 55 50 54 169 61 51 57
- o] 5 35}7] 148 50 51 47 63 26 14 22
A BHAAEYSH 117 39 39 39 24 7 6 11
g d3 A& 289 95 97 97 1 1 0 0
ZFolrn7 37 10 15 12 13 7 2 4
MRl ststr] 166 50 52 64 26 2 3 21
Aas F9
e 384 110 123 151 61 28 12 21
1:1-5_0}7]
T ZA35)7) 18 6 6 6 9 9 0 0
Z  A&F o] ¢V 2 2 0 0 6 6 0 0
- Fdul U7l 63 23 20 20 4 4 0 0
=l F5317] 121 32 44 45 6 3 0 3
Ej FE317] 17 4 6 7 AR F7Hd g5
el 27 166 45 58 63 23 15 5 3
FA 3] 16 9 5 2 3 3 0 0
TRAE FE3F} 196 76 59 61 N2 22719 g2o
A 71313} 7] 14 7 2 5 1 0 1 0
- oJu] F7] 33 9 15 9 20 3 10
B RYE 7] 372 132 123 117 10 2 1 7
L clelEeIa] 161 142 158 161 RS i )
o BEA gE) 0 0 0 0 8 3 4
h 8.0k} 63 16 18 29 1 0 0
4317 138 45 50 43 Az F71d g5
A 3,060 983 1,016 1,051 619 256 153 210
dol TlsdEE AFHRESGS w, 2009 A wFHACA AT wAeME diFEol
71 (d 393, & 19, F 36)clem E71HE(H 40, T 40, F 1)o] o Frid At
2ol g B AEFoy, 2015 A wSHAe A wyA AT W7 E,
271, BVl AA FTUHEO oled EHFHo] ol dFHAHJUT B 4 JdAY. #
o ML w7 2 WA 39F 02 RTstE TAE AASHA Ruets T AIZ|E 23pA o
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2015 N4 wHIH{A wikA 2009 NG wHFHA WA
7] (2 d+) (o]7Z% 9 2011)
= Al 18hd 28hd 3shd A 18hd 28hd 3shd
(39) (13) (13) (13) (59) (25) (19) (15)
= %l 133 44 57 32 40 23 7 10
; % 290 100 90 100 40 23 0 17
% 32 6 12 14 1 1 0 0
gt k) 393 132 127 134 24 18 6 0
sh = 28 9 10 9 7 7 0 0
7] === 406 153 134 119 0 0 0 0
o A 262 33 89 90 393 144 122 127
- 496 143 161 192 19 16 3 0
< 394 126 134 134 36 14 7 15
~ il 158 52 52 54 45 3 6 36
;] % 1 1 0 0 2 1 0 1
% 235 75 78 32 1 0 1 0
%l 55 19 18 18 0 0 0 0
; z 40 3 15 22 7 3 0 4
% 3 3 0 0 0 0 0 0
o A 10 7 0 3 0 0 0 0
. F 98 26 36 36 1 0 1 0
TE 16 1 3 12 3 3 0 0
A 3,050 983 1,016 1,051 619 256 153 210
538 Selvel AEA gojmg wHe FE o|Fd ¢y wd AHdde WFH A,
JnkAE ¢l7] HA-HEFo] Al giF-Feold Feol| wlstd, Al AFS FEA7I7] fsH
F2 842 FHEAGL PYAHoR ANIYY AT wgHA A wHAMdAE Ul A
T8 7= (7], Eetrl, @7l 27Dl digh sdge] Haug wWolxl Aol uwjg iAotk
ol 71Ee] AF(4F 9 2011) BelA WM 2§ oA Aesof sH=A(F-
Aef) e} olafistAY &S WS oA9A Geaof EA(F—HeE)o disix ALY 7FEXA] ZaL
A= 3o gt Hug &Y, T F-dgy F-AdgS wAbd Al WA ATlEk
FASAAE d S 72 2SS d4std d=2, dAe] wgAd s oo 7j«d A,
F, F PE5L 2uT OFL o] AT FAS A= Ao wPAaAT. afw
ol = diFEe] HlFE AAEt JW VAT FoAE Ao giF-Eoldde=t, S
Aga Fodetel Fvletel ey] @Eel wEAE A @igton], ofst Ew w
FATgFHTE FAA & FrietdH 3 AIEEE Wl FAAR] ARICRE B At EE,
27 T wehr] F-xdgo] o) et Al ALY AAEHA FAY AFd AL, E7G
9171 Ms) AN HA 27 By F BEo] WYHY ojHe FFL wdddn B 5
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