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Learning Targets and

aetIiiemant Instructional Correctives

Knowing progress

. Implementing strategie
toward learning targets Be g gles

to improve performance

Self-Monitoring

Awareness of
thinking or actions
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TT: Desertifications are taking place in Africa and Asia.

OF AE/FE: M(FUHE =)

=e41e ST WAL B T Hol o|§ Fud oz ¥

7}t

rkﬂ
T
rlo

(20391 )]

ST: 2 2 W} BN E BBl F PRl

TT: There has not been much consensus in the industry.

OF FT/HE: My(L9)

=49 Mor TRE e «BYsEol & Btk g 285 T
oA AUz HLepr] %3 o] eHow it

[BH83(aHs1 g

ST: FedgS A7z dvtedl A&7bedt Bt Al ==

TT: ..build lasting peace on the Korean Peninsula after the Olympic
Games
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TT: Yes, it was quite successful.

OF TT/AE: My(EZ L3 g D

=B HE A4 4= STl Jld “yes”s} “quite™S E2 23 W&
F712 BRI

W, U¥ YR A ol ©F FIS AR ERY AT wAHYE
ol FF A5AT ARG Yol B8 0F FI% 1UE AT A

24 Wil o X2 32

(M55 sH)]
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TT: Experts will propose a business model. This is how business models

will be created in the future.
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Assessment criteria  |Coding Arguments / Examples

If an interpreter’s choice of language is inadequate,
Accuracy: Language (Spt) the listener gets irritated and the interpreter’s other
qualities become less relevant

Incorrect sentence A(L1)
structures
Structure of the A(L)

; ; e.g. Sl-like construction of sentences
interpreting output

Grammatical mistakes A(L)
Word choice/register A(Ly)

If an interpreter’s performance lacks coherence, the

Accuracy: Coherence (Sp) listener loses interest in the message

A(C1) |The interpreter moves abruptly from sentence to

Abrupt beginnings semtence)

A(Cy) |the listener feels that the concluding point is left

Abrupt endings out

Implausibility A(C5) |The message is illogical

The listener is not able to judge these aspects of
Accuracy: Meaning (Spt) an interpretation but they are integral to the
integrity of the performance.

Significant omissions A(M))
Mistranslations A(M)
Unjustified additions A(M;)

Delivery: Voice (Spt) If a listener can neither understand or bear to
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listen to an interpreter, the interpreter’s other
qualities are irrelevant

: D(V1) |The interpreter is not talking loud enough or not
Audible L .
talking into the microphone
D(V: i
Articulation (V2) |The words are pronounced clearly with correct
rhythm
D(V: i i
Confidence (V3) |The interpreter is doubtful of the accuracy etc of

the interpretation

Extrancous noises

D(V4)

coughing, sighing, rustling, clicking

Delivery: Pronunciation
(Spt)

Mispronunciations

D(Py)

phonological deviation

Natural Intonation/stress

D(P,)

e.g. The interpreter uses an upwards intonation in
declarative sentences

Delivery: Flow (Spt)

Exclamations or fillers D(F1) le.g. Ah! well, eerrmmm etc.

Backtracking D(F»)

Silent pauses D(F3)

Pace/ Speed D(Fs) |Is the interpreter speaking at a natural speed?
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[Abstract]

Self-Assessment of Interpreting Performance: A Case Study

Im, Sei-inn & Kim, Yeon-soo
(HUFS GSIT, independent researcher)

With a growing emphasis on student-centered learning in interpreter
education, recent studies have described the value of self-assessment in
interpreting classrooms. Yet little empirical attention has been directed at
student interpreters’ self-assessment skills and their beliefs of its usefulness.
This study aims to fill part of that gap by examining the self-assessments and
post-lesson questionnaires of students enrolled in a Korean>English interpreting
course. Each student carried out four self-assessments throughout the course
based on the criteria proposed by Schjoldager (1996), and submitted the reports
together with the recordings/transcripts of their performance. The accuracy of
the self-assessments was determined by comparing them to the evaluation
scores of qualified raters, i.e. professional interpreters/teachers, and
cross-verified using the recorded/transcribed data. At the end of the course, a
questionnaire investigating the students’ attitude towards self-assessment was
conducted. The results indicated differences in the grades and content of self-
and teacher-assessment, suggesting the need for coaching students on
self-reflection skills. Meanwhile, high performers tended to underestimate their
performance compared to their lower-performing peers, resulting in less
consistency with the scores given by the instructor. Responses to the
questionnaire revealed that most students hold positive beliefs about the use of
self-assessment, while also having an interest in more instructor feedback and

guidance.
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