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Figure 2.2 Characteristics distinguishing the five processes (aspects) of reading literacy

   Reading Literacy


Use information primarily from within the text             Draw upon outside knowledge


Focus on independent        Focus on relationships    Focus on content     Focus on structure
parts of the text            within the text

                  Whole text   Relationships among 

parts of text


Retrieve         Form a broad     Develop an     Reflect on and          Reflect on and 

Information        understanding   interpretation  evaluate content of text  evaluate form of text

圖表 2.2 區別閱讀素養五大面向的特徵
   閱讀素養

            主要使用文本內資訊                           利用課外知識

著重於文本各自部分        著重於文本內的關係     著重於內容            著重於結構

                    整個文本   部分文本中的關係
                     
    擷取資訊        組成廣泛的了解     發展詮釋   思考與評價             思考與評價
                                                    文本內容              文本形式
R081: Graffiti

I’m simmering with anger as the school wall is cleaned and repainted for the fourth time to get rid of graffiti. Creativity is admirable but people should find ways to

express themselves that do not inflict extra costs upon society.

Why do you spoil the reputation of young people by painting graffiti where it’s forbidden? Professional artists do not hang their paintings in the streets, do they?

Instead they seek funding and gain fame through legal exhibitions.

In my opinion buildings, fences and park benches are works of art in themselves. It’s really pathetic to spoil this architecture with graffiti and what’s more, the method

destroys the ozone layer. Really, I can’t understand why these criminal artists bother as their “artistic works” are just removed from sight over and over again.

Helga
There is no accounting for taste. Society is full of communication and advertising. Company logos, shop names. Large intrusive posters on the streets. Are they

acceptable? Yes, mostly. Is graffiti acceptable? Some people say yes, some no.

Who pays the price for graffiti? Who is ultimately paying the price for advertisements? Correct. The consumer.

Have the people who put up billboards asked your permission? No. Should graffiti painters do so then? Isn’t it all just a question of communication – your own

name, the names of gangs and large works of art in the street? Think about the striped and chequered clothes that appeared in the stores a few years ago. And ski wear. The patterns and colours were stolen directly from the flowery concrete walls. It’s quite amusing that these patterns and colours are accepted and admired but that

graffiti in the same style is considered dreadful. Times are hard for art.

Sophia

The two letters on the opposite page come from the Internet and are about graffiti.

Graffiti is illegal painting and writing on walls and elsewhere. Refer to the letters to

answer the questions below.

Question 1: GRAFFITI 
The purpose of each of these letters is to 

A explain what graffiti is.

B present an opinion about graffiti.

C demonstrate the popularity of graffiti.

D tell people how much is spent removing graffiti.

GRAFFITI SCORING 1

QUESTION INTENT: Forming a Broad Understanding: recognising the purpose of text

Full credit

Code 1: present an opinion about graffiti.

No credit

Code 0: Other responses.

Code 9: Missing.

Question 5: GRAFFITI R081Q05- 0 1 9

Why does Sophia refer to advertising?

..................................................................................................................................

..................................................................................................................................

GRAFFITI SCORING 5

QUESTION INTENT: Developing an Interpretation: inferring an intended relationship

Full credit

Code 1: Recognises that a comparison is being drawn between graffiti and advertising. Answer is consistent with the idea that advertising is a legal form of graffiti.

• To show us that advertising can be as invasive as graffiti.

• Because some people think advertising is just as ugly as spray-painting.

• She’s saying that advertising is just a legal form of graffiti.

• She thinks advertising is like graffiti.

• Because they don't ask your permission to put up billboards. [The comparison

between advertising and graffiti is implicit.]

• Because advertisements are placed in society without our permission, as is graffiti.

• Because the billboards are like graffiti. [A minimal answer. Recognises a similarity without elaborating on what the similarity is.]

• Because it is another form of display.

• Because advertisers stick posters on the wall and she thinks it is graffiti as well.

• Because it is on the walls too.

• Because they are equally nice or ugly to look at.

• She refers to advertising because it is acceptable unlike graffiti. [Similarity of graffiti and advertising is implied by contrasting attitudes to the two.]

OR: Recognises that referring to advertising is a strategy to defend graffiti.

• So that we will see that graffiti is legitimate after all.

No credit

Code 0: Gives insufficient or vague answer.

• It’s a way of making her point.

• Because she wants to, she mentions it as an example.

• It’s a strategy.

• Company logos and shop names.

OR: Shows inaccurate comprehension of the material or gives an implausible or

irrelevant answer.

• She’s describing the graffiti.

• Because people put graffiti on them.

• Graffiti is a kind of advertising.

• Because graffiti is advertising for a certain person or gang. [Comparison goes in the wrong direction i.e. graffiti is a form of advertising.]

Code 9: Missing.

Question 6A: GRAFFITI R081Q06A- 0 1 9

Which of the two letter writers do you agree with? Explain your answer by using

your own words to refer to what is said in one or both of the letters.

..................................................................................................................................

..................................................................................................................................

GRAFFITI SCORING 6A

QUESTION INTENT: Reflecting on the Content of a Text: justifying own point of view

Full credit

Code 1: Explains point of view by referring to the content of one or both letters. May

refer to the writer’s general position (i.e. for or against) or to a detail of her argument. Interpretation of writer’s argument must be plausible. Explanation may take the form of paraphrase of part of the text, but must not be wholly or largely copied without alteration or addition.

• I agree with Helga. Graffiti is illegal and that makes it vandalism.

• Helga because I am against graffiti. [Minimum answer]

• Sophia. I think it’s hypocritical to fine graffiti artists and then make millions by copying their designs.

• I sort of agree with both of them. It should be illegal to paint over walls in public places but these people should be given the opportunity to do their work somewhere else. 

• Sophia’s because she cares about art.

• I agree with both. Graffiti is bad but advertising is just as bad so I won’t be hypocritical.

• Helga because I don’t really like graffiti either but I understand Sophia’s point of view and how she didn’t want to condemn people for doing something they believe in.

• Helga’s because it really is a pity to spoil the reputation of young people for nothing. [Borderline case: some direct quotation, but embedded in other text.]

• Sophia. It is true that patterns and colours stolen from graffiti appear in stores and are accepted by people who consider graffiti dreadful. [The explanation is a combination of phrases from the text, but the amount of manipulation indicates that it has been well understood.]

No credit

Code 0: Support for own point of view is confined to a direct quotation (with or

without quotation marks).

• Helga because I agree that people should find ways to express themselves that do not inflict extra costs upon society.

• Helga. Why spoil the reputation of young people?

OR: Gives insufficient or vague answer.

• Sophia’s because I think Helga’s letter doesn’t back her argument with reasons (Sophia compares her argument to advertising etc.) [Answers in terms of style or quality of argument.]

• Helga because she used more details. [Answers in terms of style or quality of argument.]

• I agree with Helga. [No support for opinion.]

• Helga’s because I believe what she is saying. [No support for opinion.]

• Both, because I can understand where Helga is coming from. But Sophia is also right. [No support for opinion.]

OR: Shows inaccurate comprehension of the material or gives an implausible or

irrelevant answer.

• I agree more with Helga. Sophia doesn’t seem to be sure what she thinks. 

• Helga’s because she thinks some have talent. [Misinterpretation of Helga’s argument.]

Code 9: Missing.

Question 6B: GRAFFITI R081Q06B- 0 1 9

We can talk about what a letter says (its content). 

We can talk about the way a letter is written (its style).

Regardless of which letter you agree with, in your opinion, which do you think is the

better letter? Explain your answer by referring to the way one or both letters are

written.

..................................................................................................................................

..................................................................................................................................

GRAFFITI SCORING 6B

QUESTION INTENT: Reflecting on the Form of a Text: evaluating the quality of two

letters

Full credit

Code 1: Explains opinion with reference to the style or form of one or both letters.

Refers to criteria such as style of writing, structure of argument, cogency of

argument, tone, register used, strategies for persuading audience. Terms like “better arguments” must be substantiated.

• Helga’s. She gave you lots of different points to consider and she mentioned the environmental damage that graffiti artists do which I think is very important.

• Helga’s letter was effective because of the way she addressed the graffiti artists directly.

• I think Helga’s letter was the better one of the two. I thought Sophia’s was a bit biased.

• I thought Sophia put forward a very strong argument but Helga’s was structured better.

• Sophia, because she didn’t really aim it at anyone. [Explains his/her choice in terms of quality of content. Explanation is intelligible when interpreted as “Doesn’t attack anyone”.]

• I like Helga's letter. She was quite dominant getting her opinion out.

No credit

Code 0: Judges in terms of agreement or disagreement with the writer’s position, or

simply paraphrases content.

• Helga. I agree with everything she said.

• Helga’s was the better letter. Graffiti is costly and wasteful, just as she says.
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R109: A Just Judge

Just Judge Text

Refer to the story A Just Judge, which starts on the next page, to answer the

questions which follow it.

A JUST JUDGE

An Algerian king named Bauakas wanted to find out whether or not it was true, as he had been told, that in one of his cities lived a just judge who could instantly discern the truth, and from whom no rogue was ever able to conceal himself. 

Bauakas exchanged clothes with a merchant and went on horseback to the city where the judge lived. 

At the entrance to the city a cripple approached the king and begged alms of him. Bauakas gave him money and was about to continue on his way, but the cripple clung to his clothing.

“What do you wish?” asked the king. “Haven’t I given you money?”

“You gave me alms,” said the cripple, “now grant me one favour. Let me ride with you as far as the city square, otherwise the horses and camels may trample me.”

Bauakas sat the cripple behind him on the horse and took him as far as the city square. There he halted his horse, but the cripple refused to dismount.

“We have arrived at the square, why don’t you get off?” asked Bauakas.

“Why should I?” the beggar replied. “This horse belongs to me. If you are unwilling to return it, we shall have to go to court.”

Hearing their quarrel, people gathered around them shouting:

“Go to the judge! He will decide between you!”

Bauakas and the cripple went to the judge. There were others in court, and the judge called upon each one in turn. Before he came to Bauakas and the cripple he heard a scholar and a peasant. They had come to court over a woman: the peasant said she was his wife, and the scholar said she was his. The judge heard them both, remained silent for a moment, and then said:

“Leave the woman here with me, and come back tomorrow.”

When they had gone, a butcher and an oil merchant came before the judge. The butcher was covered with blood, and the oil merchant with oil. In his hand the butcher held some money, and the oil merchant held onto the butcher’s hand.

“I was buying oil from this man,” the butcher said, “and when I took out my purse to pay him, he seized me by the hand and tried to take all my money away from me. That is why we have come to you—I holding onto my purse, and he holding onto my hand. But the money is mine, and he is a thief.”

Then the oil merchant spoke. “That is not true,” he said. “The butcher came to me to buy oil, and after I had poured him a full jug, he asked me to change a gold piece for him. When I took out my money and placed it on a bench, he seized it and tried to run off. I caught him by the hand, as you see, and brought him here to you.”

The judge remained silent for a moment, then said: “Leave the money here with me, and come back tomorrow.”

When his turn came, Bauakas told what had happened. The judge listened to him, and then asked the beggar to speak.

“All that he said is untrue,” said the beggar. “He was sitting on the ground, and as I rode through the city he asked me to let him ride with me. I sat him on my horse and took him where he wanted to go. But when we got there he refused to get off and said that the horse was his, which is not true.”

The judge thought for a moment, then said, “Leave the horse here with me, and come back tomorrow.”

The following day many people gathered in court to hear the judge’s decisions.

First came the scholar and the peasant.

“Take your wife,” the judge said to the scholar, “and the peasant shall be given fifty strokes of the lash.”

The scholar took his wife, and the peasant was given his punishment.

Then the judge called the butcher.

“The money is yours,” he said to him. And pointing to the oil merchant he said: “Give him fifty strokes of the lash.”

He next called Bauakas and the cripple.

“Would you be able to recognise your horse among twenty others?” he asked Bauakas. 

“I would,” he replied.

“And you?” he asked the cripple.

“I would,” said the cripple.

“Come with me,” the judge said to Bauakas.

They went to the stable. Bauakas instantly pointed out his horse among the twenty others. Then the judge called the cripple to the stable and told him to point out the horse. The cripple recognised the horse and pointed to it. The judge then returned to his seat.

“Take the horse, it is yours,” he said to Bauakas. “Give the beggar fifty strokes of the lash.”

When the judge left the court and went home, Bauakas followed him.

“What do you want?” asked the judge. “Are you not satisfied with my decision?”

“I am satisfied,” said Bauakas. “But I should like to learn how you knew that the woman was the wife of the scholar, that the money belonged to the butcher, and that the horse was mine and not the beggar’s.”

“This is how I knew about the woman: in the morning I sent for her and said: ‘Please fill my inkwell.’ She took the inkwell, washed it quickly and deftly, and filled it with ink; therefore it was work she was accustomed to. If she had been the wife of the peasant she would not have known how to do it. This showed me that the scholar was telling the truth.

“And this is how I knew about the money: I put it into a cup full of water, and in the morning I looked to see if any oil had risen to the surface. If the money had belonged to the oil merchant it would have been soiled by his oily hands. There was no oil on the water; therefore, the butcher was telling the truth.

“It was more difficult to find out about the horse. The cripple recognised it among twenty others, even as you did. However, I did not take you both to the stable to see which of you knew the horse, but to see which of you the horse knew. When you approached it, it turned its head and stretched its neck toward you; but when the cripple touched it, it laid back its ears and lifted one hoof. Therefore I knew that you were the horse’s real master.”

Then Bauakas said to the judge: “I am not a merchant, but King Bauakas, I came here in order to see if what is said of you is true. I see now that you are a wise judge. Ask whatever you wish of me, and you shall have it as reward.”

“I need no reward,” replied the judge. “I am content that my king has praised me.”

Question 1: JUST JUDGE R109Q01

Near the beginning of the story we are told that Bauakas exchanged clothes with a merchant. Why didn't Bauakas want to be recognised?

A  He wanted to see if he would still be obeyed when he was an “ordinary” person.

B  He planned to appear in a case before the judge, disguised as a merchant.

C  He enjoyed disguising himself so he could move about freely and play tricks on his subjects.

D  He wanted to see the judge at work in his usual way, uninfluenced by the

presence of the king.

JUSTJUDGE SCORING 1

QUESTION INTENT: Developing an Interpretation: inferring a character’s motives or intentions

Full credit

Code 1: He wanted to see the judge at work in his usual way, uninfluenced by the presence of the king.

No credit

Code 0: Other responses.

Code 9: Missing.

Question 3: JUST JUDGE R109Q03

How did the judge know that the woman was the wife of the scholar?

A  By observing her appearance and seeing that she did not look like a peasant’s wife.

B  By the way the scholar and the peasant told their stories in court.

C  By the way she reacted to the peasant and the scholar in court.

D  By testing her skill in work that she needed to perform for her husband.

JUSTJUDGE SCORING 3

QUESTION INTENT: Retrieving Information: synonymous match

Full credit

Code 1: By testing her skill in work that she needed to perform for her husband.

No credit

Code 0: Other responses.

Code 9: Missing.

Question 4: JUST JUDGE R109Q04- 0 1 2 3 4 8 9

Do you think it was fair of the judge to give the SAME punishment for all the crimes?

Explain your answer, referring to similarities or differences between the three cases in the story.

...........................................................................................................................

...........................................................................................................................

...........................................................................................................................

...........................................................................................................................

JUST JUDGE SCORING 4

QUESTION INTENT: Reflecting on the Content of a Text: testing a mental

representation of what happens in the text against a belief

based on prior information

Code 4: Evaluates the fairness of the punishments in relation to each other, in

terms of similarity or difference of offences. Shows accurate understanding

of the crimes.

• No, it is a much more serious crime to try to steal someone’s wife than to steal their money or their horse.

• All three criminals tried to cheat someone and then lied about it, so it was fair that they were punished in the same way.

• It’s hard to say. The peasant, the oil merchant and the beggar all wanted to steal something. On the other hand the things they wanted to steal were not equally valuable.

Code 3: Shows accurate understanding of the crimes and/or the punishments

without evaluating them.

• The judge gave fifty strokes to the three criminals. Their crimes were stealing a woman, stealing money and stealing a horse.

Code 2: Demonstrates a misunderstanding of the crimes or the punishments.

• I think the case of the peasant and the scholar was different from the other two because it was more like a divorce, where the other two were thefts. So the peasant should not have been punished.

Code 1: Evaluates the fairness of the punishment per se (ie. answers as if the

question were, “Is fifty strokes of the lash a just punishment?”)

• No, fifty lashes is much too harsh a punishment for any of these crimes.

• Yes, severe punishments are necessary because that way the criminals won’t try to do it again.

• No, I don’t think the punishments were strong enough.

• He was too severe.

Code 0: Answers irrelevantly or vaguely, without explanation or with inadequate

explanation or in a way which is inconsistent with the content of the story.

• Yes, I think it was fair.

Code 8: Off task.

Code 9: Missing.

Example responses

Code 4:

• No, some of the crimes were worse than others. [Minimal Code 4 answer: gives a criterion (“worse”) for the varying punishments.]

• Yes, they all lied.

Code 0:

• No, because I could be a petty criminal and you could get life.

• Yes because he was a just judge. [Post hoc argument (begging the question).]

• I don’t think it was fair to have the same punishment because they were all

different cases. [“Different” is not a sufficient evaluation of the crimes to explain why the punishments should be different. (compare first example under code 4).]

• No, because there were different circumstances involved.

• Yes, all the three cases had a good and bad person, the so called baddie

should’ve been punished for doing the wrong thing. [Not an evaluation of the

offences.]

Question 5: JUST JUDGE R109Q05

What is this story mainly about?

A  Major crimes.

B  Wise justice.

C  A good ruler.

D  A clever trick.

JUSTJUDGE SCORING 5

QUESTION INTENT: Forming a Broad Understanding: identifying the main theme of a story

Full credit

Code 1: Wise justice.

No credit

Code 0: Other responses.

Code 9: Missing.

Question 9: JUST JUDGE R109Q09- 0 1 8 9

For this question you need to compare law and justice in your country with the law and justice shown in the story.

In the story crimes are punished under the law. What is another way in which law and justice in your country are SIMILAR to the kind of law and justice shown in this story?

...........................................................................................................................

...........................................................................................................................

In the story the judge gives fifty strokes of the lash for all the crimes. Apart from the kind of punishment, what is one way in which law and justice in your country are DIFFERENT to the kind of law and justice shown in this story?

...........................................................................................................................

...........................................................................................................................

JUSTJUDGE SCORING 9

QUESTION INTENT: Reflecting on the Content of a Text: drawing comparisons between concepts represented in the story and own knowledge

Consider the first part of the response only (“similar”). Enter code for R109Q09a.

Full credit

Code 1: Describes one similarity. Shows accurate comprehension of the story. Comparison with a feature of the national legal system is either explicitly

stated or may be readily inferred. Accurate knowledge of national legal

systems is not essential, but take into account what background

knowledge about the law in your country it would be reasonable to expect

of a 15 year old.

• Rulings made on evidence.

• Both sides allowed to give their version of the truth.

• Equality before the law (it doesn’t matter who you are).

• There is a judge presiding over the court.

• The same punishment is given for similar offences.

No credit

Code 0: Other responses., including vague, inaccurate and irrelevant answers.

• Don’t know right from wrong.

• Even important rulers of countries can be called to court.

• Punishment. [Excluded by the question.]

Code 8: Off task.

Code 9: Missing.

Example responses

Code 1:

• The people in court are judged by different evidence which can be found.

• Each person gets to have their say.

• That they were taken to court to discuss the outcome.

• The justice system in this story has an impartial person to decide the truth, the judge.

• Court system. [Unlike “punishment” (Code 0) not all systems of law have courts.]

• Both people’s arguments were heard.

• Judges also have to be wise and just in our system. [Value judgment, consistent with accurate understanding of the story.]

Consider the second part of the response only (“different”). Enter Code for R109Q09b.

Full credit

Code 1: Describes one difference. Shows accurate comprehension of the story. Comparison with a feature of the national legal system is either explicitly stated or may be readily inferred. Accurate knowledge of national legal systems is not essential. (For example “no jury” may be accepted as a

“difference”, although in some modern courts there is no jury.)Take into

account what background knowledge about the law in your country it would

be reasonable to expect of a 15 year old.

• No lawyers.

• Judge carries out his own investigation.

• It’s very quick, whereas in modern courts usually cases take weeks.

• No jury; there doesn’t seem to be any way of appealing.

• The punishment is much harsher. [a qualitative comment on the kind of

punishment]

• The same punishment is given regardless of the offence.

No credit

Code 0: Other responses., including vague, inaccurate and irrelevant answers.

• Punishment.

• Old fashioned.

• Court system.

• People do not receive the lash. [Exluded by question.]

Code 8: Off task.

Code 9: Missing.

Example responses

Code 1:

• A board of 12 judges – a jury – is used instead of a single judge.

• There weren’t any lawyers or a jury.

• No jury or hard evidence.

• The judge’s word was final.

• We do the judging inside the courtroom.

• The judges don’t use little “tests” like the just judge.

• The story had a just judge. [States or implies value judgment or opinion about national legal system. Answer is consistent with accurate understanding of the story, so credit even though it happens to be identical with the story’s title.]

Code 0:

• The outcome, the rulings.

• Don’t wear wigs.

Question 10: JUST JUDGE R109Q10

Which one of the following best describes this story?

A  A folk tale.

B  A travel story.

C  An historical account.

D  A tragedy.

E  A comedy.

JUSTJUDGE SCORING 10

QUESTION INTENT: Reflecting on the Form of a Text: recognising the genre of a story

Full credit

Code 1: A folk tale.

No credit

Code 0: Other responses.

Code 9: Missing.
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