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Differences in Evaluating Japanese Narrative Writings
by Native and Non-native Japanese Language Teachers:
Determining the Valued Evaluation Criteria and Examining the Comments Given
When Ranking Writing Samples

THOMPSON Mieko, KAGEYAMA Yoko, TSUBONE Yukari and KAZUNO Eri

This research examines which evaluation criteria Japanese native (NT) and non-native (NNT) Japanese
language teachers at universities in Southeast Asia prioritize when evaluating Japanese narrative writings by
JFL (Japanese as a Foreign Language) learners. This study compared 1) how NT and NNT prioritized fifteen
evaluation criteria categorized into three traits: content, organization, and Japanese language when evaluating
narrative writing, and 2) how NT and NNT rated and commented on six writings on each of the following
themes: difficult experience and unforgettable incident. The comments were labeled using the fifteen evaluation
criteria and qualitatively analyzed. The results showed that although both NT and NNT highly prioritized
content, NNT also emphasized evaluation criteria in organization and Japanese language more than NT. The
analysis of the comments for the thematic writings revealed that both NT and NNT emphasized the importance
of ‘holding the readers’ interest’ in the content category and ‘accuracy’ in the Japanese language category for
each theme, ‘achieving the writing objective’ in the content category for difficult experience, and ‘event
description’ in the content category for unforgettable incident. On the other hand, there were some evaluation
criteria valued only by NT or only by NNT.
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