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Abstract

The adoption of the peer review method has recently
been increasing in language education. Although the
method has become popular among the teachers of
Japanese to foreigners, not many teachers of English
in Japan have employed peer review activities. This
paper presents the experimental results on the effects
of multiple reviewers’ comments upon using
anonymous peer review activities. The results have
suggested that the similar comments by multiple
reviewers are more likely to be accepted upon revising
the writings. It was also found that commenting on the
writings of different issues would be of help in
developing the ability to recognize the logicality and
organization of the contents. Moreover, comparing
the comments by multiple reviewers is beneficial in
bridging the different interpretations between a reader
and a writer.

Keywords — Peer Review Activities, Multiple
Reviewers, Different Interpretations

1. [FCHIC
HBEBGCRBITHET Y V2 —iEEE, HAIZ
WIET 2ANENICHARGEEZBR HH SimE8G0H
BEIBIZBWTHEMNL TWA[1][2]. STEHE OO
OET VU a—{FENE, 510N FESOE A
T\ BRAR L, ARBLZ 26 0F CHI RS ERAR L 5\ itk
TELHEDCRDTDDFHELTHEITHL X
A, 1970ERDDT A U B OFESTHE TEA ST
WD, WAMNCEBIT A8 SEHEBFICBNTHLED
BIRB L RFES LTV B[3]~[14]. LrL, HAR
ANFEFEHANIZ L D BARNITH T 5 HFEHE BN T
B ARRIZICHEHBR TH 5.
INETEEDIL, FXEEIBITILIET IV
—FEIZOWT, FoESHEE/CBILIET Y U
—IEB O R IEBYLERE R A RIR Loy T U o

2 —ZWROTH e EOWFSEE I LT X 72 [15]~[23].

AREBRIZIBNTE, RFED LMo HEE DO
fi#E (2+3AN) OffE, HEOFHEEORHE %
52 2k, ESUEEDBRIZE 2 28O
EWICOWTHERT 2. Fio, Boos0lE, Mk
COREWRBBENEEWVICROT S5 TR

<, AmPAERIC BT DM A LT S D 2 LTk,
WEAEZ B R TWD.

AL OFBINEFICBE T 2 FEAATIIE, HEGE
MEICEDET VT a—IGBNIC LY, FHME R LR
AW ZE O BBEWRNEE Y, BHIRAITIER
EEmbEIZEEPIRLIZZETHD.

PIF, REXOWRITKOLEBY ThHhD. FH2E
TIFEEGIMIE IC L 2T ) Y a—%2EA Lz
EBRDOFE, 3 ETITFIE OBOENIT L H K
EXBGEDRER L B, RZRICEAETIIARO X
LD EABOREEIRRTND.

2. EBRAE

AEFEDIELHB IR T 5, HEGHIE LD
7V T 2 —EE ORI O L YEERF ORI RLE
NueRHZEEANE LT, HBREL, REHNIZ
ERILASALD oD T N—T1255 0 TR DI EE
Hxz, UFTO LX) 70EREIToTZ.

2.1 HeERE

PeBRE 1L, WNOERKRFED, FAEC/ D70
ZOAEHNCAERE L TV B BBAFE D444 (154,
#264) ThdH. ThbOWEREIL, 8o sl
LR RFERBEFIA LT, VU a—%THED
HERL, VUVa—RZOEEEDEOE T a1 X
FOBHERIIZOWTHERLZIT T, £,
WRFIIRE, ©7 U U2 —IH8E 72 1LE O

— 802 —



BIZBWT, iz & < EEL DR < & b 1RNTREER
LTz,

ABEIOGHTIEH Sz 7 — &1, 26 H O3 E
HE Lo e o344 & e B NICR E
Lo e B FAEZRLS, 3940 THS.

-
—

22 FHik
FEHRHYHICHRELZ 52T, 2T 5 ELE
FEETHIN S, BTV U a—E{ToRICEXD
HEIELESH., ZOFERTHE, OKGETHEDN
IRICENFET D, O NoBefEsCisxt L bl
RN CE 50, @FORMIIESLFEIEASN
TWA70, @FDOBEEZEDIIThTWDED, %
RDHZEIZEY, BEOFEEOEMNPEEOTE
F O & g U TESUEIEDBRIZ ED X 9 7efg
Do DD AR L.

221 FlE1

BBRE 22O D 7 N— T, FRENIC R D
VESGRRIE R 52 7=, B2 23 CEC AR EE 20
X, FEIE A TR AR AR A R Tl T U Y
2a—IEMEITAD LT DD THoT,
EBYRICH 2 -AEIE, 7 v—7A 204) 0
HIEGICET 200 ( TRETERB RV LXIT
770 EEWVWIRDHRBORNDOH DBHE S A
2, En U HoRELZITSE, BWEEET 5 X
INCHFT D, LWVIRETHELEZHFNTHS
W), Z—7B (214) BEmiECET S H0
( TEMERNIREEEZZT DLV FEEMW
b, EEMAEL RV LEI)EMEDRE S
AT, SRMNRWEELT O - OICHGT 5, LWV IRE
THEELEZFENTFIV. ) Tholt.
PLOERIT T B 2 —FE T, HIIRIERI
6053 T, HARHGESIT20058 & Liz. E£7=, HikOfH
HEOFEVIZ K D AFEEPRT D720, ZnEho
AEICRE T AR (K1, K2) &l LT-. F7z,
WebfisR 72 ST K DG HRINEITEEIL T2 LT,
THILEERE ) DE T K o> TIESTNAECERR R D 7
DD AR B HERR L7, B REEOM AL L,
FEHATIZ 1XMicrosoft Word DAL EIFEHRE 2 FIFH L C, A
ANF w7 EXERIEEZLTITI XL DR

L7z,

2.2.2 FlE2

RS SRR D — IR, REE D672
WESIZLIEX R, BFEDa L Ea—H ED
TFNFITIETOT X ATk L. HiEE
WIZOWTOEXLEIT > T2 FA TSI E BT 2
ECZ, EHLEICOWTOELEIT > 252412
BESHCET OMEC R Y Va—SHe. 2oL x
FmE A BBRETHDL ERELT, EX %A
%I L CIRIEEZ T D RFEbIC2 N D 5
AWM OAEEEITO KO EHERL.

FEH#1T Microsoft Word O#REMEAE % FIH L T
AL, EMIIGEEIIAAETECZELEL
7o VEERFRIIIEC 1 #7720 20 43 EE L T,
3ET 60 7y L ARE LTz,

<BERH>

RI1-10EBEEDITEALIZEOYEEETT

HEESE +oRmES RES
=% 100% 82%
S v18—k 959% 65%
DEYICY 79% 589%
BAEX 97% 13%
R 10200 VHOBRERRIVTHLMENT L

:3; 4 BRE

REEST R b 94.7% 95.7%
ErHR 92% 88%
YLFZ—EFR b 89~989% 89~939%
ERRRE 959% 959%
Rk aE 90~100% 76~96%

R10-4OCEOVENREICISIBERGLOMNLTHR
QIDF U LIEEBRBROBEND)

(=108 -p-F ¢ HEHE | ENEER | ARLENR
BRE 14% 64% 0.2 2
Cochrane Database Systematic Review 2004 CD003840
X1 EMEE(BEE)
2.2.3 FIE 3

ORI O IA 2 CRERH ST LI HE i 2 5

— 803 —

P3- 40



2011000000000028000

a3 MEBRENTOE Y b L, EEOFEEIC
£V Va—o 1 BHBRICEEEICEL, 1EXD
BEEZTo7-. ZOFEEITTOBETERL, &
ERERT 45 4y TIT o 72,

B, FHEFEDFEA LB HEICHT2 850
Exb, dHEE DD OO B RICEZIAL
ol EfaR LIz, T, BARIMT - 72 925k [19]
WCBWT, BLAICEkAET U Y a—dtbotofg
IR L TG a3 2020w, B xR
WHFENRD ST T 2. FERICHT 28R
EEIMEE XD LT, BRI

ANT=0N, FRiE CORERALE M EZ R BN
AL OTHS.
<BEEH>

BEIMEDAFEZMEDANICLEATIFEMD 5 FHMEPITHEY LT,

M- THEL & 1MOBATHREFEZECIBMERBESAN, NEETIFHEER
L&, WERERCTEEMNIETHSD

1-1 @MENE 45T EMBFENEZ 1=
(X EMEY IL—T)

%1000 A2E
30
w2
o 18
it
iE
®
%
6
0
- (Un#EH) D ME 905k % 120~ 140~ 18080 E
TOBWOMEgas | g | g5~ | [ oo~ | tiome |

(mmHg)

WA : BABLESERSLERRAA FS4 D ERBRER (BOERRHT A FF 4> 2000 £EMRI &
YHRE (ALETREERAE, FHAE, 1961~1993 F)

1-3@ETMEZETIF-oREPILES LA hmn otz

10

8

() HEESBHE
~

5 ] ST BEOITIL—T
BEEOTIL—TF

JAMA 1991:265:3255

X2 EATER (R DLE)

3. FERLEER
AEIOEBRTIL, TNUENOMREIIB T D0/ L
EERDOTAELDOHFES, ©T7 b0k, 5

oM, FEHIT DIREE OIS, KinLDFE
FIHWT LTz, EEOBIEOLEMZ E OB

IMTEATH Z LIk, BEFHMEEICL DTV Y
2 —IHEC Lo THEHERLPHAEIZE XA O BE
FARDEEDPRFETCEHZ L2 MR L. Zh
X, WAMICEREZSDE I ET Y V2 —i5E)
EATHZEICE D, AP ENT L ERBICHE

EL, EROBTZME TEIREESINDL Z &~
DOHIFF b E EN TV,

AR DWIFR DO HEERIL, A7 L— 773140,
BZ/L—7N18T, FHRRO R HERIT, AT L—
7 (HIEE) 23172, BZ —F(EIME)N135T, %7
I — T DINESL ORI M O FAm D oA 13X 3 D v
Tholc.

300

269

250 248
200
2 187
- 169 |::| 1 17
w150 144 145
; []ISI 123
~ 107 110
100 » 99
74
50 48
0
BEBYE SESEBER =OEYRE =SOHEER

X3 HTEIXOHEFBEOLE

G 23 2 N EN DO FAEL DO PIFEIT K L TR %
FriL, Zv—7AITIE~R216, 7 L—T7 Bl
WR322TH Y, 34 OFHIE 231> DVESTH L THF
W R O B ARBUT, e Si343, EEET14
ThoT-.

fEfiZ, 80, Sk, X0 Lo R
&%ﬁ&,ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%@i%&%#ét@@%ﬁ,

BIROHIGIZ & o T NER 22 FR R & O2FE8 25y
HL-L A, JNA—TADREM IR OIE~K
13129, WAERRFEROLE~LIIRT, 7V —TBDFE
A 7245 Ok ~ 5513210, NEBY 22 FRE O 1k ~ 0k

112Th -7z, REHRFEEMOEIT, 2~35L %I

1To7-1



RERENRLN, NENRBEROKDL, 2~14L,
HOREDENA LT, REMZREER OO
B39, WA OBOFEIHIISTH -7
ESUEIEDBRIZ, 1A, 2N, 3ADFHMBEIC X2
FEHRHALZE/RIIR1OEY TH 5.

#£1 FTMEFEOKEEROBHAR

RAEAPIN-
FEH O 1 2 3
F1H Y 75.5% 93.1% 91.7%
(B, 3Cik, & | 4aspld | ofI27) | (126H11)
30 185)
A 69.1% 100% 100%
(FaEitERE, —8 | (139%H | 42 T) | @40
%) 96)
QA3 N DOFHNE 3 el U T3 b fafi o Fon
FROALTIEN D2, FHEE OB EE L bEHED
Fim, fEXEBEET HRRICERMEZID ANDEIEGN

FHL o TN D,
EEIIIEEOMBLBENEMN 2\, R 722 mH
FOIE~HIE37 (109%) &Y, BARAIICIE, 7
FHOSEFFENE S T2 b O, RE A O
BINCHFEOE T O ENb o7, HiFIZRY
XN H DD, FTEOIXHIE LW ZOITEED LT
XFFIZ 72 D0 > o R 22 FR R O IE~FUT41 (12.1%)
Tholo. —J, R NEEROE~EL17
(8.5%) T, BARMICIX, RREREHEOANE X
DR, BN EDBALBRLENTNDITH D
DHT, RIWAENE T HIEMA Do, R
DIZZR2NH DD, JEDOILHIELWIZDITEIEDVE
PEMFEBRT 1L R D> o T2 NAERI 22 FR I D JE~ S0,
(12.6%) Th-o7-.

72, FHIEOROENI LD,
HEX, R20HEY ThHoTz.

IR 1)

K2 FHhEOCKLAEDREMR

REEROPNq
FE O 1 2 3
F1H Y 7.8% 3.4% 8.3%
(B, ik, & | Q4asp+ QopilH1) (126 1)
30 19)
A 9.4% 0.0% 0.0%
(MR, —8 | (1391 (24%11t10) eI
%) 13)

P3- 40

BE OFHME 23 4kl U CRl o 72 R 1L, RRm#E 031
ANDYGE L2 NDGE L ZnE R o2
Tholc. FER I LIZAENL, 3A B L THE-S
T SOEEIEDFERZ M LB Mo - 7o, [
IESUEEDBRIZZ O &2 B L Cunigho iz
BRI TY, BEEOFE 2SO 2 LT
WAHEGAEITIE, RS EYCHh DHMEENRE L, R
HOHBHITIE Lo T2 2 E N5,

#3 FMiFORLEATAREEBOAREHE

HEEAPYN
Fadi o FEAH 1 2 3
FE1H Y 9.8% 0.0% 0.0%
(Bbv, SC&, #30) | (4561F QofIH0)y | (12f10)
24)
A 17.3% 0.0% 0.0%
(GadrEnk, —EM) | 13961+ (24417 0) e
24)
A TIE, FHMEE OFEREITMEL 2B ET

DRI DN E D INEBIRENT L2k %,
oYL L=, £ 31%, FFmE oL
BHAT_REERHEZEA LT o885 42F LT
W5,

CEAXDRMETH 5 by Ml 2—1 suggest you to

take a lower blood pressure medicine. I’ll show you

some data about risk of high blood pressure and benefit

of taking medicines. % 1Bl [FFI]
(M ZENE X G5O, BETLE-THMD
TIHBWZ EZRA L TNHENRH 5 EE D by

#Ffi# 1)—Furthermore, cerebrovascular disorder has

some aftereffects, for example, hemiplegia, sensory

disturbance. Some symptoms rapidly progress and have

relationship of [with] death. % iB/N) [HH%]

The patient taking a lower blood pressure drug is low

percentage of outbreak of vascular.

You want to live a long time.
blood pressure drug. ({REEEME 9 <X by FAHE 3,
suggest & ¥ should Zf£ 9 by M 1)—If you want

I suggest you taking a

to live a long time, you should take blood pressure

medicines.

M4 #HEHEEZRYANTEES

— 805 —



2011000000000028000

AREBRICEB O TIE, NAEMRERITZZ SR’ mY
HLONEL, fEUEEDBICERHAL T A5E601%
<SRBI, K41E, ZRZENOREHE Ofa % £
AL, EXSBEICENL T TH L. EATLHH
ZEML, FLOOXEEETHZLITED, £V
MDD LEIZBESILTWNDDRNND.

+=a.
4. iha af

SHRDFE-E

AT, VUa—%2Fbic Lz, FHiEOAN
B RAEBLZ Lz, BEMEXLICHE L I3RS
REIZOWTY Ta—%4TH5 2 LICkY, AZL—
7, BZA—7L I, (EXUEEICARE 2D, &
B2 A v MEARIETE 2 b &, REWN IR
ENER RIS B L TRl cE 2

AT NV—TIZBT HREN2IERIT, WA
01,4850, B L—7IZBWTITL. 8ETH
S22 LMD, WERIZRIER 217 9 N FEHE I
EOoTHETHDLZ ENHLNE ST
ARFEBRIZIBNTE, FHIE O - 7 Fnak s 5K &
B2 FEBRITIHE E O LB 22 W AT Y 72 154
PHRNEFE LT, 2095, NERIBMICOWVT
X, BB OFHEE NREORREZ L TV DA,
Z OFEICITRA Y BNV & OfERNE Sz, — T,
FA 7R FERICB L CiE, R LoV, fESC
DEH FFDE57%, Bolcfifib b enbTiL
Nz, LinLRns, 2056, ZORRE/MIT
L OFME OFERIITE T Wi, fEXE
EDBED FRE O BUREEIR O JI 2 B A K IE 3 2
Lot

ERROFERENS, BEOFME OFIEDR, BN
KO ZREIZL, L0 XVHEiE2 T oICHRE
BEERE L LIEE 2D, £, FHIEOHER
MR o T2 H/mETH, BARE LODOINRELE
DEIZIE S L TWfn BdEx An2) oh
22 ehn, REORRLIEXLE) Ta—T52 L
2L o T, BARGICIRILE G T, FREAY CHAMEZR L
FECHEILZZMWEERTHDLIEBEZOND.
ARERIZBNT, OBEEFHOE I X 28R, F
L AAEIET HBRICE ) 29 5 E TR TH 2,
QWM MEEDIETRN /2 T, BTV Va—(1E

EICHEBE 5252005, OBEBOFNE D
ORBEOFERZ A L TR WE&aIciE, £oh
EAFRICEEAL TS Z ERZ, L) Z A
LI, ZHUE, ERICE T EREE N
HTEN, FEHEHEMARN T 2HACHT TS
HHZUD TEZ LW T 5 2, ML B4R
A3 oA RS 5 DICAMIEEE X 5.

72, BHOFBMEICLD, BEADY T a—%1T
W, ZRD O EBRA Lo BRI )
THEREZBRAREIESZ LT, LATOER CRREE
220 TV THE ISR L TGRS TE RN 2 &
LD RRRE R T 2 Z LvC&E

AW, HEGHOE IC L 2EADY U
— I EDHENR S D Z EBRAETE 2. A%,
ECSEEDM) & U CE S NIRRT = 7 U
A NERIR LIS ) U a—HEEEANL TTo
TeEROMRE N T D ENRUETHLEEZD
na. ZHuc kY, Eo XD RBERARRERO
PEHE GO L, KVBRNRE TV va—Jiks
RDDOMNEWRT DL TETHD.

& XXk

(1] M - BEE-2007). TE7 - F—=2
J AN —RIEN R FOOT A v D=diz]
Bl 0D UER.

[2] mP{E17(2009). AEMAREEZFLERTD
FELLTOLET - LARVZ—FHEFEOE
T oo VARV ASOJEHBFEO 530 A8 LT
=, THT IV - TxN=—RX e Ty —F
/v 1, 25-36.

[3] Berg, E.C. (1999). The effects of trained peer
response on ESL students’ revision types
and writing quality. Journal of Second
Language Writing, 8(3), 215-241.

[4] Carlson, J.G. & Nelson, G. L. (1996).
Chinese students’ perceptions of ESL peer
response group Interaction. Journal of
Second Language Writing, 5(1), 1-19.

[5] Chaudron, C. (1984). The effects of feedback

on students’ composition revisions. RELC

— 806 —



Journal, 15(2), 1-14.

[6] Connor, U. & Asenavage, K. (1994). Peer
response groups in ESL writing classes:
How much impact on revision? Journal of
Second Language Writing, 8 (3), 257-276

[7] Liu, J.& Hansen, J.G. (2002). Peer Response
in Second Language Writing Classrooms.
Ann Arbor, MI: The University of Michigan
Press.

[8] Mendonca, C. & Johnson, K. E. (1994). Peer
review negotiations: Revision activities in
ESL writing instruction.” TESOL Quarterly,
28 (4), 745-69.

[9] Min, HT. (2006). The effects of trained
review on EFL students’ revision types and
writing quality. Journal of Second Language
Writing, 15, 118-141.

[10] Mittan, R. (1989). The peer review process:
harnessing students’ communicative power.
In D. Johnson & Roen, D. (Eds.), Richness in
Writing: Empowering ESL  Students,
207-219, New York: Longman.

[11] Nelson, G. & Murphy, J. P. (1993). Do L2
writers use peer comments in revising their
drafts?” TESOL Quarterly 27(1), 135-142.

[12] Rollinson, P. (2005). Using peer feedback in
the ESL writing class. ELT Journal, 59(1),
23-30.

[13] Tsui, A.B.M. & Ng, M. (2000). Do secondary
L2 writers benefit from peer comments?
Journal of Second Language Writing, 9(2),
147-170.

[14] Zhang, S. (1995). Re-examining the
affective advantage of peer feedback in the
ESL writing class. Journal of Second
Language Writing, 4(3), 209-222.

[15] Yoshizawa, S. and Kambayashi, Y. (2009).
“Dialogue and monologue: A practice of
producing a coherent document,” IEEE

International Professional Communication

P3- 40

Conference Proceedings, 1A, 1-4.

[16] Yoshizawa, S. (2009). Effects of peer
review activities in the EFL writing
classrooms. Hoshi Journal of General
Education, 27, 1-8.

(17] &S ES - FR L - &)11/E(2010). JE4E
MIRFEICRB T LT Y V2 —iEH), A6
FReERE LM CE, 3F4-02.

(18] &#E/NE G - FFRpFELE - &)11/E(2010). 1EAH
{LIEAMEREBEORAICB T HET U 72— R
DT HIATRENE, N LHRIBEF=5 59 [ H) =
RS & TP &k, SIG-ALST/B001,
7-12.

[19] #H¥EhEE - 5)IE - FEFEREQ010). H
SHEEBICBTOIET Y U a—h RO,
HAGBIIRF 80 27 BIK Zam AR, 457-462.

[20] Yoshizawa,S., Terano, T. & Yoshikawa, A.
(2010). Analyzing the effects of peer review
activities in the EFL writings, Proceedings
of the 18t International Conference In
Computers in Education, 2010, 738-742.

[21] Yoshizawa, S. (2010). Developing logical
thinking skills through peer review
activities, Hoshi Journal of General
Education, 28, pp. 1-10.

[22] &HEBNES - HIE - FEHEREROLD). &
B e 7 U U a—82 B 2 HEGHE# O
WEICBET 285, FeliErFEB L
LRfsE 2%k, SIG-ALST/B003, 19-24

(23] HEDNEA - FEFLE - 5)IE(2011). &
TESCEAT M B oo 7= D O RTEVERL S HE, AN LA
PR EERRFERmCE, 2E1-02, 1-2,

— 807 —



