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ACADEMIC WRITING SAMPLE 
Write about the following topic: The threat of nuclear weapons maintains 
world peace. Nuclear power provides cheap and clean energy. The benefits 
of nuclear technology far outweigh the disadvantages. 
To what extent do you agree or disagree? Give reasons for your answer and 
include any relevant examples form your knowledge or experience. write at 
least 250 words.
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❖ ABSTRACT

A Study on High-Level Essay Writing Questions in TOPIK

Kim, sun ok

The purpose of this paper is to investigate whether high-level(level 6) 

essay-writing questions in Test of Proficiency in Korean (TOPIK) have been 

presented appropriately so as to enable foreign test-takers to display their Korean 

writing ability properly, and to provide some suggestions on how those questions 

need to be changed. To accomplish this purpose, all the essay-writing questions 

were collected from the 33 TOPIK tests, from the 2nd in 1998 to the 35thin 

2014, and analyzed from the perspectives of their topics and formats. The results 

are that high-level TOPIK essay-writing questions showed a strong tendency to 

take as their topics Korean sociocultural structures and phenomena, or current 

issues in Korea, and that they frequently employed guided writing formats by 

providing preset ideas or/and contexts for test-takers to write in a guided way; 

such tendencies were analyzed to shed a negative influence on test-takers displaying 

their writing ability and creativity, because those topics and preset ideas or contexts 

provided do not allow them to express their own opinions or positions freely. 

It is suggested that TOPIK essay-writing questions should be changed to deal 

with objective and general topics which enable test-takers to write freely and 

logically in Korean based on their experience, because TOPIK is not a test to 

check whether they have enough background knowledge about the Korean society 

and culture, but a test to assess their Korean proficiency.
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