Appendix 6

SHSK structure and banding

A. The structures of the SHSK papers are illustrated below:

Table | The structure of the SHSK papers

Number : Time
Type Item format Task ) Answer format
of items allowed
Functional multiple
alternation of . choices(choose
10 items .
sentence patterns 1 from 4
(e)=UEE ) alternatives)
multiple
Linkage of . P
) . choices(choose
textual meaning 10 items | from 4
" rom
(FEHFEETSD :
alternatives)
| Retrieval of rearrange the
Multiple information . order of _
Paper 1 . 10 items 45 minutes
choice order sentences
(E4HEEA))

Identification of

select “retain”

semantic _ or “delete”
10 items
redundancy
(MERTTZ)
multiple
Text ) P
] , choices(choose
comprehension | 5 items | from 4
_ e rom
(BEEZ) .
alternatives)
multiple
Ability of text i choices(choose .
Paper 2 Cloze test . 2 articles 15 minutes
construction I from 4
alternatives)
(a) General 5 choose one
Writing ’ topic from 2
- questions ]
iy Lo R EE uestions
Paper3 | Writing Tasks = - il d 90 minutes
_ {b) Practical 5 choose one
Writing i topic from 2
o e uestions ]
(FEHCERE) 4 questions

Total examination time: 2 howrs and 30minutes
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SHSK band description (for reference)

The Common European Framework divides learners into three broad divisions

which can be divided into six levels:

A Basic User
Al Breakthrough
A2 Waystage

B Independent User
Bl Threshold
B2 Vantage

C  Proficient User

Cl Effective Operational Proficiency
C2 Mastery

description

' Can undersland and use familiar everyday expressions and Very baszc phrases

: atmed at {he satisfaction of needs of a concrete type. Can introduce 111n1/her<:elf

: and others and can ask-and answer questions about personal details Such as _

Al iwhere he/she lives, people he/she knows and things he/she has. Can mteract in a
| fsnnple way prowded the other person talks slowly and clearly and is p1epaled 10

help.

Can understand sentences and frequently used expressions related to areas of |
most iﬁimediate relevance (e.g. very basic personal and family information,”
shopping, local geography, employment). Can communicate in simple and
A2 routine "i'aské_ requiring a simple and direct exchange of information on familiar
and roufine matters. Can describe in simple terms aspects of his/her background, ;

immediate environment and matters in areas of immediate need.

Can understand the main points of clear standard input on familiar matters

regularly encountered in work, school, leisure, etc. Can deal with most
Bl -situations likely to arise whilst travelling in an area where the language is
spoken. Can produce simple connected text on topics which are familiar or of

‘personal interest. Can describe experiences and events, dreams, hopes &
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‘ambitions and brieﬂy give reasons and explanauons for opinions and plans.

B2

Ci

@

e

el A S i

éCan understand the main ideas of complex text on both concrete and abstract
étopics, including technical discussions in his/her field of specialisation. Can
éinteract with a degree of fluency and spontaneity that makes regular interaction
‘with native speakers quite possible without strain for either party. Can produce
clear, detailed text on a wide range of subjects and explain a viewpoint on a

étopical issue giving the advantages and disadvantages of various options.

‘Can understand a wide range of demanding, longer texts, and recognise implicit
‘meaning. Can express him/herself fluently and spontaneously without much
obvious searching for expressions. Can use language flexibly and effectively for
:sociai, academic and professional purposes, Can produce clear, well-structured,
detailed text on complex subjects, showing controlled use of organisational
patterns, connectors and cohesive devices.

Can understand with ease virtually everything heard or read. Can summarise
information from different spoken and written sources, reconstructing
‘arguments and accounts in a coherent presentation. Can express him/herself
spontaneously, very fluently and precisely, differentiating finer shades of

meaning even in the most complex sttuations.

Criteria of judgment for SHSK (for reference from CEFR)

Criteria of judgment for vocabulary control 55)853E F TR #EH]
Correctness F=4HFEEL/Fe M3 F (1EHE)

Preciseness/Accuracy g5 (5T

Appropriateness FHS(IE 8 /T4 sEET K

Mistakes/Slips fififE iR/ 8800 2 £ (R %)

Errors ZA&R AR %)

Dialectal influence (& /5 & 57 (-~ %)

Consistency/Stability in the performance of vocabulary usage {5 & 4/ E ()
Clarity in communication (F5]83(5 EEVRE &/ FHEEHE BIEHENEE)ER
HIEWIE (S
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9. Repertoire of vocabulary a5z ()

10. Complexity of thoughts (P32 745 A0 & 8 MM MTRE R ) B e i
E(&)

11. Familiarity of topics and situations (FISE/2% 2 116k T & REAT BL18 BHAUBLE
EEEM AR (B EIEEEER)

IL Criteria of judgment for grammatical control E&AEIH S0

1. Level of complexity (ZEEFYHEHHTEEE)

2. Consistency in the performance of grammatical control 8 & 4/F2 EH: (=)

3. Accuracy ERERRE(E)

4. Appropriateness/Routines in predictable situations &5 21/ AHE B 28

()

Mistakes/Slips # [ AR/ .00 7 e (R %)

Errors ZR8RMESHEACR %)

Misunderstanding [RIEE R E B $H R (= B AT FL,E{(Z\ %)

Familiarity of topics and situations 565 B A)w0(BE )0 & M B 211

9. Dialectal influence FTEEEE(R %)

10. Europeanized structures B {EE AR %)

11. Repertoire of grammatical structures and sentence patierns ¥f58 24t L4101
ST

el R

I1. Criteria of judgment for cohesion and coherence "EE R & [ySTiZ B HI|
Sentential coherence ‘&) E FEMETIHA(ELE)

Cohesive devices HjfUIFEZE 2 HSETH(EE)

Connectors: cohesion &S HTHEES RN HOSE)

Variety )R &7 SV BRE I (L)

“Jumpiness” {EHJRIEENEE L OB/BHESHEZRCRS)
Smoothness FJfEEEATEHEE ()

S P

IV. Criteria of judgment for thematic development ¥ FH/{= B i BAYSHZ 41
I, Integration between themes and sub-themes F EEHARIZEAREE(EYN

2. Global structures: from opening, to elaboration/argument, to conclusion/ending
e N

Thematic progression FRERVHER 770 (&H)

Sub-theme progression BIEHAVHERE H=U(&F)

Centrality to the theme (%) T 2

Irrelevance/Deviation from the main theme £ & B RHCR g1 )

o B W
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V. Criteria of judgment for sociolinguistic appropriateness SEBEH FF AVETAZ #EHI
1. Sociocultural implications of language use FHEERYH & {LEHAIEE)

2. Awareness of connotative levels of meaning (B IE)HEETR R EERIIESSE5%
3. The flexibility and effectiveness of language use for social purposes [H|JE A [F]HE

BEE AR ERES

4. The choice of appropriate register(e.g. formal or informal) BERE(ISERVEERE
g IEREFRERD

5. Strategic use of politeness HEEZ(15-4%)

6. Conventions ¥ (TEFE)

VL Criteria of judgment for task fulfillment and relevance B{SThEEHEEAZ AR
1. Achlevmg stated aims (£ %U)%Ef = Ei"\}

3. prllcltness A ERT }iﬁi(m)
4, Effectiveness %5
®  convincingness of argument FREG( B R S effective logical structure 45
HAVEEIRSERY, clear and critical points JE M B4/ s ERERN 4 BE,

with expansion, supporting reasons and examples 5B B & g FIEEE,
evaluate different ideas or solutions to a problem FLEE] in R EEM B R E

Em R ERE R TR
®  clarity in exposition SRHI(I& /j"ﬁ?fﬁ')(well-structured expositions of
complex subjects %18 FEAYRRATE 47 2R 1E, synthesis of information and
arguments from a number of sources &5 R [FE R ACH TR EAINER]
BrEE
5. Homogeneity [E]—7%
® Irrelevance BE{TH EEVRFERI(CR %)
® Contradiction EBF{EHHYICRE)
6. Text integrity/completeness AT SEH#G 1
® Omission ERIDNECR%)
® Repetition NEEB(~5%)
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