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Park, Hyesook & Rhee, Seok-Chae. (2018). Suprasegmentals affecting oral reading fluency in
Korean elementary students’ English read speech. Modern English Education, 19(3), 48-56.

Various L2 studies claim that measuring suprasegmentals is an effective way to evaluate L2 oral
fluency. Our study seeks to find the most affecting suprasegmentals to assess the oral fluency. To
meet this purpose, this study has proceeded in two steps. First, five raters (2 natives and 3 Koreans)
rated 3,069 unrated Korean elementary students’ read speech from Korean-Spoken English Corpus.
They evaluated the data and rated them into 5 fluency levels based on Genie Corpus Rubric (Level
5 is the most fluent one). After that, 500 data were randomly selected to measure pause numbers
and duration, speech rate, and pitch range using Praat. This study reveals that speech rate and
pause duration affect fluency levels; Pause numbers have little correlation and pitch range has no
meaningful relation with fluency levels. This result suggests that first, reading speed is important in
judging fluency levels in Korean elementary students’ spoken English. In addition, other supraseg-
mentals also influence the perception of fluency. The study result implies that teachers should teach
suprasegmentals in their pronunciation lessons along with segments.
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122 Aetths ou|ofl= 3ol Wt F2= & dS
Shal, #4842, ©ol, £ 5= Al =2 Eelelal weh-8-
AL olafd 4= AEF Sk 5= o] ZIAHETH(Y. Yoon,
1999). o]= oJAtAEo] 7hs e S sk 84 A
5 84 Qo e 22dEo] ofsh= gt GA| 1=
A A AT T 32 @Y 5 B2 84S0l 4
528313 A2 G 1] ek ojjole}, Gof Al
Af(stress-timed) 210124 To]9] o A& ofY 2} £
oA ZF BT oFgofl whet oFetet A o] Y=
(Y. Yoon, 1999), o|2{gt 7]:22]Q1 Foj9] 2E42 E40
tigt o8l Qloli= YAkAEo] 7Fe Rt S A| T 5tal Hl-S-
7= ok

A2 2J=o] spAte] Wale} oJAkA-Foleh SHA F
83 A7 FH2 SpAto] welo] gt Ao o]zl
3t g Fo|t}. B2 SkxH(Anderson-Hsieh & Koehler, 1988;
Bosker, Pinget, Quené, Sanders, & de Jong, 2012; Derwing,
1990; Derwing & Munro, 2009; Munro & Derwing, 1995; C.
Park, 2016; )7} S}AFS] oo} A =po] A7 FA 0 & 7
2 A Estoi=t o= 2EASY EAS EYFe= g1l
st o[t} o] 23t A5 Adof9] A, 2%, Al
e AN ES 2P0 E S 7ttt 489 A7)
(loudness), =0 (pitch) 12|11 Zo](duration)S] MO =2
EPALS I 2K 75 S90] 24 Ao dhat
WS AJA5HE gtk (Segalowitz, 2010).

ole} PeIEl I Qoie} tolo] xRAL
22 59 9210 o] olgf 7R of 2L Wl
A7} QAQAL(H. Koo, 1989). 3t 255H39] o] wts}
242 Sa4 Lofnl tv] Felo] Kol ool Wst &
22499 E42 sRloteii olg] U7, Kang & H.
Ahn, 2011; S. Rhee & K. Chang, 2003; S. Rhee, C. Cho, & S.
Moon, 2003) 7} A 21 EAE HlolE 4=2] A7t (¥ofvl
oldo] 27, ?H=2l of®lo] 6%) & AFANE dHt}st
= #2471 ATk

ofof] & A= A= 771 A A (= &) &, 5, 42 3427
o] i gt =19 o st 34 313 A (Korean-Spoken
English Corpus: K-SEC)o|4 25814 9] o] =] 23}
(read-speech) =/ AF= 30697115 5%12] H71A}7} 15 7Fsto]
Saotehl o]E 240 &8eto N 2RE4 921 &
A W1 & (pause frequency)@} 5] Z0](pause duration), @3} &
I(speech rate), TL2] 31 7] 253k~(F0) H OIS otE &
A0 7t §4 553 B stetstA aik

ol o

0

Mr
e
oo

N

824 9] 79L& thoFslal RS 5t (Kormos & Dénes,
2004; Lennon, 1990). SHA|9t tiA| 2 52J5k= 7] §744
(reading fluency)9] S B2 11, He}5tA 9 om, 243t
HEES 7L = Ao E Ho Wi 4 lek L2 W5t
T EFRAEZ 37] flof B2 RS0 AlZHE WHel
Ql ek 9 F AN A7E 9l 524 (hesitation)of] TH3F
A= A5} tH(Kormos & Dénes, 2004). Goldman-Eis-
ler(1968)= 58] A|2HEl 2o} a4 o] oF A A= L2 k4t
9] = 92 ALEF Lennon(1990) 2. 2 o]oj Xt 1=
AAjolA] SR B TESgo] 2EL B, AR
7F 710 36 A W= Qe 8912 B o R =7
SISt o] & &5l L2 3A=9] 5 f7d4do] AlZte] 32
A o]2A FAEE=RE H A} ok Yojul 7o &
I (native-like rapidity) 555 A5 2I91 4789 = sty
= JH= 6711 5t =0l At o]} AZ =l =
IS o 54449 Zpol& 127] AIHe] ¥Rl 7|20 &

Aot ey T19f At di4dol A1l tieh &0l
o GA| AlgtH o]t A Aol A= vt HolE o]
IoF A= Ginther, Dimova 2} Yang(2010)0]] 2]g} Oral
English Proficiency Test(OEPT)o]| 4] $t &0 tfjst 15075 2]
SHAY] Hol] SEZ AlXHE Bl e 2 FAgH A-toltt.
2000 ol A 7o a8 vl &
A AR o] B% WiekR| AL A4 o] E ] 0w 5] de
JongT} Wempe(2009)2] A9+= 24 B4 4AZE 12 73
QI Praat& ARE-Sto] -5 A (S S=9F FA41717h &
A5 AEH 02 SISl

oje} THAHE = APAFS B 34 WS 1%
AR AQtsl] {18 tHe =2 Tohr] Wato] et
Y AEE YIRS} SHAPAAIE, 0F 545, #
74 MIE R Hok7 400 T2 Lol 2ol 248}
FATHM. Won, 2015). §8/3 3} g #F] Z|Z}of| oJ3t AAK(C.
Uhm, 2004)0] SJ51e, 42 294 02 7lel7] 99
A Lennon(1990)°] 127} 21 5}e] A17k9) Q1S 2
Aol o] Aol Azt S4H40] o] L WIS we
S 1Y BE T FAS Hol T PASEE LT
o= g=rel 9] Uolr] atoll A fd-d B ke Gl
A 7P e GRS = 82 Wskg et Aot g
2 A3E BojEnt. FYe] A+ BF FEH o= FHot
O QIAE:= 84y, 53] Brlehe JHoA E4 &4
= & 34 821 g5t} sielth 8 39
THRAE Teo] WS Y FARIEe}L o] 59 A|IZE
Z Q9lE= WA5H7]+= o]HTH(Lennon, 1990). L&} 9
2B o} e A8 B0 YA e
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AFEEE 0] &35t A5 7T A AH] 7] Ginther, Dimova, &
Yang, 2010; Iwashita, Brown, McNamara, & Hagan, 2008)
o] QJgre F9lom R 1 oloji= Arky & 4 9lck

0]4=38-2 Sl= Zl(Kormos & Dénes, 2004)0] F-3/do]gh=
ol A7e) & v S4H 0 A7} Rl 71l F4
+= L2835} glof Bl-RA/d A= A7 5 AtH(Kormos
& Dénes, 2004; Lennon, 1990; Tavakoli, 2011).

FrAol Tt AFE 3l A S Ash A9 F
et 71 578 A ATE 4= It Cenoz(2000)=
A& L2 E3slof| A ZE T X](silent pause)2} F= F-A](filled
pause)2] ML (frequencies) S EATHO.2 4 FA|9} B 2A
bt L2 f344 2] AR TAE AsHAT. o] A& Hsh
X AmRlolg R0l 517 AT JolE 447t ST
AES o 2 1L 53 WL S AL Fols
o}, @17.0] 27} Qo] Alzo] F& TFHT L 15l
A A2 FA7} o WNS] RO B, FA 2ol Wt of
sHeo] Za3 Savhe 22 HEch BAE T A7)
A9 TR0) & WL LR W3o] gt AxHlo]

w)

QG Fi 2EYH WA OT FAZ0|HBIEE U FO
H 9= S17 QJT(S. Kang & S. Rhee, 2011). Yojgl B2}
o gEQl WAL B WIS F 20 2T UG 2
A4 (IBk )7 B FA9) Dol gobA Tl Aol
Qo] el A %ol

L2 Ik o) o wabdole fAdo et A+
= QA;AFOF AFE o]-L Holo|ti(Kormos & Dénes, 2004;
Lennon, 1990; Towell, Hawkins, & Bazergui, 1996). Kormos
9} Dénes (2004y= 012 S5H= W7t dhobd 5 1%
(F2 52 1F 15 00A W 1HE HARSH= =T
312 el T 5 A Ate] BohRk( o] Polulat ule)
ofulyoll Al H7IsHA sttt B7F 23 7 1Fe] 7 &
o Mol MolS Mol Bt ot Po|girk. E
Cucchiarini, Strik¥} Boves(2002)] A+= A 211&
Boj 3 gt Tt 55 SRl Wb Wl g
A5 A ISk o Wt Wil dol= 4 53t =
Aivble YeRs vhe 2.8 S5s Beido] ofsict
Aske AAs It A0 W SE7 £
g7lof| 714 2 A FFS v A H(1. Choi, 2005; S. Kang & S.
Rhee, 2011) B0} oA 7 gA Blojuh= Zo] st

e rlo o

Z:- 0|t} (S. Kang & H. Ahn, 2015).

S BRI A7) el o|2jo] SRl AL
FAPON FFG FE AL golrkMennen, 2006), %3]
L @Foloke tA| 43, gol, o] A=l Ho]
ofgt 7o 23} 2] et g Aok ojeke] o)}
FE2%l 9lofo]t(S. Rhee & K. Chang, 2003). 0|23t F=
e SFHOR SEpichet 718 FuiE PRET
(Ferrand, 2007). &&= To] pEo|A= A, A2 =, 8
AL ofopo 2 AR 23398k 02 4 X
FopARAL /A Rl

S W 2T 2 G 01 2 FoFAI] 7 9]
of L2 o] 52 o] Yofelo] s} nh$- kst
%29 P S AF85F1 QTKS. Kang & S. Rhee, 2011). Go]
of o] W T SAIel B FORS}
o] A 0 & A=} (S. Rhee, C. Cho, & S. Moon, 2003).

St 25849 W=A| Wato A At g A,
Rhee & K. Chang, 2003) 9] 749, 2535t 5514 $H=<1 of
o] opxpel 22 ofglo] Yofrl IA=9] ek tix &
Akl A9] At 7] 2Fu0] 2ol 7} flofrl tiy]
oi-9- mjofehE HojErh Hojul} L2 SRS sk A
A= FO {97H AR 7S AAHl &t 13vhd L2
SRS 7He] et fAd HEY 2= jfeke #A7E 8L
=717 S. Kang(2012)9] = 471 ol =ASE T &7
Fol =Y &4 o) &9 T Fof shsAIEH A
5 o] Yol leEH o] gl 15 Fo 9] 84
€9] Ao|& H| WSt AE AASIIL, T AT HE &
4 8 AT, FA o)) BIsH FO HL19] Aol= ¢
ofwlzh TEE Aol et YHAE Alolo]H BYLS
AR 458 7 2| ofFiche ArhE HolFon

919} 22 0|2 A vt RIS /|0 2 Bet70 B
B2 | Folo] th3 B2 AT BAS LI

1) 4|4 7} holistic assessment)2} 414 17}
(analytic assessment) 2] A HTHA| = o w3712

2) 4 Sl WE 254 84 Thol A
7k

3) 74 a0l YIS vAE 2EE 24 7
A7P?

. Sy
1.9+ =7
2 A9 A 54 dolE e =t isAE
=

@A Z 2002-042-A00035)7 L3FTsta A H 7]
AFAA QATE O] 2P o= AAE F=91e] Fof et 54
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3 A (Korean-Spoken English Corpus: K-SEC) H|o]E{o]
o}t ZAgdolE 9] w32 flsl IRl - 5 =
S Rt WolAt 3427 3 Gofds} 2f=el 1590]
Zrofstoith. A9 Bx= AL, 471, 3%, A A4
A, AFE Zet 770 A olH, 9=l wh= EFSH3
o} &2 AtollA= o] 34 T AoA 25 A
slof sfgsh= HlolHE ARSI 11 olf= AA, H
9] v]&o| H@u|go|H, EA= 3000771 E= Q] d
o|H & FH A9 AFdS XS]0 golsta, H=ol
A TEA AHE FEOE AE FHeL 075 A0kt
= 7] wizolch. 2 A+to] JolHs} /g HolE= AP 9
A-13A41Q1 25819 367 A< d=A| 'WeHread-spech)
tlofElo]H, Ql¥a= 1129 (A} 56, oA} 567)0ltt. =
=5 367 F42 K-SECY] 67l 55 AE 5 SH|EQ
Sfgsh, A EA Wh-23iE-E, Yes/No- 22, 719
ISR, FETE HRES THE 25 U

= Dagolsl e} g, w23, $425 50 g2
13 T2fatol AAE BOITHRS 1 7).

i

Ao

N

SEA

2 AE 29A|9 AR YrolRit A 1A= 75
’d 5 a3t BAE K-SECoA] &4 2584 11272 36
7] B4 s} 24 olE 306970 5919] BW7FRK3%19] 3
=+0], 29019] ¥ofT1)7} Genie Corpus Rubric(S. Rhee, 2017)
g 71Z08 $AH WS BAH W] 242 Bk
0 o uf el W3t 24 Holele] Bl B7FE
o 952 Zo]7] %} ETRIGZAAEA AT
o - olelat S WIS Sfet Lekel WAN ARG ALE
St SERE 1Y B2 SRS T 153L 7}
B e QTS ojulgitt W] Al S Bl
7] Q5] 5= W A3A|<=(intra-class correlation coefficient:
1002 AHE19on] 1 23t $412 B/ 054, 24
B7h= 0960 2 733t Al E Ut

ARAL 24 BT IR ALBoHo] 281 04
2 o 2galt BN St 255 Sy
=] ElolelolA] 500709] Hlo]elE Fael *EeAt
0go2 234 Holeg 84 2412 T8 Praa(ver
sion 60372 AHEI0] 248 224 FAH B2
S5 S sS AT AL BAAAT. Prat
2 AMST AT 27 L T3 Pk WA AT
o A7k FAEE S5k, WAk e E o] 98l &

o

OlH& ¥ 502 o131, 33]9] g9l ¢ =74 Hx}
7 XY= ATt FARIELE A7HS S5H] Yol A
E & T 3(spectrogram) ¥} T} (waveform)S ©|-&510] =7|

94 ABOIA e b AAN B S Heect
FAE FRIE= 2 A 273418 R1R] 25-5UA] A
915} 11 B2 F A](silent pause)©]] 3G ol= HETHS =
gotlom g2 o SFA F-2 FAO TFAZIA &
QFt}. 4134 o174 (Anderson-Hsieh & Venkatagiri, 1994; Trofi-
movich & Baker, 2006)°]4 F=A] @alo] AL B2 5]
2 715541 298 7120] 100ms 0] 2.2 B G704 o]
7] Rt
202 W& T E ALl floiA] BA F EIHA|
ZbE PraatC &2 S5l WokAZE 572 Praat®] &
AT AZRE BAA 7RI Z Shal AHE 2 7193} up
el S7dstelal ek 2 249 = A
51T o B ol Bolol ek S ARSI,
St 240 284 =42 3] https://syllablecounter.net/
syllableCounter?} http://www.Wordscale.com2] T AO|EE
28319105 8} Ao|EoA] UFHA %S A
Mariam-Webster Dictionary2] 24 <15 7|&of w2t 2 &
Ro] 84 228 BASISIT
SEHAE {8 S B3 oE 2EES 903}
7HA 2 Z/3A1 59 AR I vl = A& FOS7E -2t
S
o

Irr

soick SISl 2] 455 27 Fo)7] 9
E2 0% 192 eIttt 18T 592 9
0| A1+ 8. Rhee®] 291(2003)7} S. Kang¥} S. Rhee(2011)
o HYATE Fol et o 452 At A
Agke] QR 7 SHIEIgle B9 Th $F02 elstn &

Ashsic

zzre] 22d 5007) 24 Aol EAL woksly] 9
sto] 558 71EAE ol8sto] Wl P2 513
t}. 25 vlo]E 9] £roA 3530] 61.4%F FA|ol=
3079g0o| o SA =T} 7R o 159l 15542 509
(10%), 1213 FRE7} 7 e 5532 T8(14%) et
(F 130,

TABLE 1
The Numbers and Means of Data Randomly Selected
(N=1500)
Rate n Accumulated percentage (%) Total Rate Mean
1 50 10.0
2 96 19.2
3 307 61.4 2.72+0.81
4 40 8.0
5 7 1.4
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TABLE 2
Mean and Standard Deviation of Suprasegmental Features
(N=500)
Suprasegmental Features
Level  n Pause Pguse Speech Pitch
(number)  duration (ms)  rate (sec) range (Hz)
M SD M SD M  SD M SD
1 50 414 121 247 1.68 0.69 020 12841 43.56
2 9% 309 062 126 114 051 0.14 12343 5276
3 307 203 041 055 085 039 0.09 12690 54.22
4 40 150 037 035 067 032 0.07 14482 52.85
5 7 043 024 012 077 024 0.03 9931 21.65

9] SFOfA] 100ms 0]442] HE(break)yS 73t FA]
¥z 44 550l 7P W2 1539 A% B 74
S BT 4.143]90 0 55391 49 04332 JERS
o} B HA 02 55 T 135 JEo] 2ol & H Tt

TABLE 3
Correlation between Suprasegmental Features and Fluency Levels
(N=500)

Suprasegmental Feature Reading Fluency Level

Pause Frequency _ 43k

Pause Duration _ 5k

Speech Rate - 5%k

Pitch Range 03 (p = 499)

*rk <001

44 53 FAUES} o] 7ho] ATEAE B4
o 2k, 934 S0 FANE( = -43, p < 001)% FA
4ol = 58, p < 001) AUUA'E bk 155
SR WS 710) JUBAS BHT 23k 34 5
b BolE ok RALTRAS ehinhe = -65, p <
00D). S ST S 9] 7he] TS B 2
3§34 ST SEpitch) 91 ATTAL FAZL
2 .915HA] tTH(r = 03, p = 499).

'SR oful FANES eSS, FADIE A4S R34

=]
(L

4. 7 e SEE IR= =22 22 7

H

1l
ror
for
1z

T4 Sl Al 0‘66}— %}01 0P7] H St Hféﬂ%’%f‘—

4g ANBHt SRR Ak, 34 S0l JFS 7]
AL 284 24 5 FA20)(8=-056.p < 001)7}-F ol

P& A= 8Rlo= SRIFE]IA o] Ml 34 &
T 33% A9ttt & FALI A E 4 5
o] =7 7= A o' Yebgth 18y FARIER =
-02, p = 761)= SAXCE {4 Utk the o= %=
BE 94 FUIEL(R =-66, p < .001)= 44 53

43% A3l =t), o] AL L U HESE S S
o] # B7Hethe A ov|shes Ao = AT 4=
o} mpx|eto =2 ~E(p1tch) TA Zo)(B = -.03, p = 537)=

EAA0 _E,_ YA 2 A0 = eIt 4220 & {7
23] 539 717 7 At o}‘; Z8H 94 elsy &

17a‘°H —éol ATHIE 4 3430).

TABLE 4

Influence of Suprasegmental Features on Reading Fluency Levels
(N =500)

Independent variables Adjusted 2 B SE p F(p)

(constant) 312 0.05

Pause duration 0.33 -045 0.04 -56 122.82(.001)

Pause numbers -0.01 0.02 -.02

Speech rate 043 -344 017 -66 380.42(.001)

Pitch range 0.00 0.00 000 .03  0.38(.537)

1. FXI2| EI=9t ZI0[9] ARt =l HEM 21t

ol x]_,] 7:1 o H]Eg} 710]55;(40].0:1 ocq ;(] H]E(r
— 43, p < 001), FAZO](+ = -.58, p < 001 Y= HA A3
AL Rt 2 FAI9 MEST BeSR 4 5
Zo usith. 9] Aol 272 A2 2o sjxke) wale] §
373 A 2tell FA19] ket Algke] Fga =T (Bosker et
al,, 2012; Rositter, 2009)= A+ 235 Stsl= 272
Al S 25 5H8 A WOl A & FARRE A3k e
T}, IESF Bosker €] 491(2012)-2 v FojHl-2 A4 54|, vt
£} 750ms° /2] 71 FA] (long pause)?] 7+ Ytk A
Ao SARAC

=& I FRA S Aotk A9 4~ & F = IS}
oA A= TR Q) HI % (B =-.02, p=.761)2} FOH (B =
-03, p = .537)y= 7473 S5 278l vt FF= vIAA
U Foufet 932 vIAA 2 Aoz YERTh T1of| BF

wopzlthe ojs]o]e},

rlo
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A7 Rl FAEol= 32.8%F A3t ©]

o] W2 S UE FAAZIe] ¥ Ak

Letd Ao, ol= A& FAARES F3;01E U3t

St o2 EThaL EAIgk Cenoz(2000)2] 742 3

Hshe Aoz YZiEnt. 121 gk tielE thde =
S. Lee(2010)2] A2t FARE AFHS Hola=H], ol=

ol 2k
filo Jo o
o
o
0]

i
A
r

A2 Qo] 344t £3] 2342 B9 Weje] Lol7t F,
L7} el WIS BE R0 BS FXEA] &

Aolg}al 8rsl Aol
2. USSR S5 70| AEA 12t 3| EA ALt

A4 S0l ol WIS} o WebA 2

AR =-65% 2 1) 53t
kol et Aol I8 YRET, HE B U5}
Snt s reds TR T EE B 29 25
© 970,162 FTHS. Kang, 2015). 15-53-0] Hhe}ds
T P& 0.69%0]t}. of= 2 5sHEo gz A& et
S el LEl HIRlE & 4= vk vhdof 55529
2 024z A S. KangZ} S. Rhee(2011)2] A-Fof|A] tiAFR;
7t eblS ee) R SR YIS EE AR £
2B e Ao o S ULk IR 2T, 3
X S0 71 B ol AL ML SRR 1
EFEOH(8 = -.66, p < .001) §4/d SH5= 43% A8 5HaL
STk 34 53 240l A HIAE ofz] R.20L 100%
0.2 7}t o] T Helel WBk ] 43%8 AAIRTRe
Lennon(1990)9] A2 o] e}xpe] Wal& = A4/ 5+
& werskon] asit Aok R4

3. S HRIFO)2t S5 712 ARt 324 Zit

SYWS 7794 S Fo B0 AuiAs 4%
A BAK R {OASHA YkThy = .03, p = 499). B

AL} 3| 9] Ak gHel AtooflA] ol 5%
%9} FO ®9jo] §-oJu]gt 2ol 7} girkal &t S. Kang(2012,
2013, 2015)9] AFZ e} FARSHA UreRgTh E5F Hofwl
T} A29} 0] ShgAke] WEto] HE g A7 FO H9l= 72
1] 5}ARE ol &S] A R AfolE Hlsl |l
°‘Eiﬂ | wjo]ElthHs AP ATS. Kang, 2012) 272 X 2|5}
a1 k. 5] 8719 %‘QOML PHES 552 2%
—P%ﬂl SRS T8% 4R AAeHA dethe 28

2 3o 84 Uk

VI. 22
2 d7e 25 7] e St 2 W At

Praats 0]-§3t0] 4% & #A|gf6to] FAEAS &
T 570 7 2 IFE FE e 2EE a4

& WS FAAI S RleH

ol ATE B EEY - U= 2EL FHUT 2
Sk KH_,] 017] _l_rZ]-/\é oc]: H*&H}d 017]_1_59]_ Z(_—l?(—] o]— S
T3 848 voEQih I uE 255449 9
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1. Miss Henry drank a cup of coffee.

2. What are you looking for?

3. Put your toys away right now.

4. The dancing queen likes only the apple pies.

5.1 closed the door and waited for the bus.

6. Hit the ball with this bat.

7. Thirteen years later, Mary met him at the same place.
8. Jenny walked home from school in the rain.

9. Raise your right hand, if the teacher calls your name.
10. Nothing can stop me now.

11. How long does it take to the next bus stop?

12. My brother is coming on Friday.

13. I believe the class begins at ten.

14. The cats should have eaten the hotdog.

15. People couldn't sleep well last night because of the noise.
16. Elizabeth wanted to be a judge.

17. Children like candy very much.

18. It's my sister who talked to the kid.

19. The police took the cab to Seoul.

20. What a surprise!

21. Is the turtle alive?

22. T have friends who are just like me.

23. 1 see the moon shining brightly all over the lake.
24. If a tree could talk, what would it say?

25. Did he fail the test again?

26. The students are going to the zoo.

27. Call me tonight around seven.

28. What's the weather like today, sunny or cloudy?
29. You like orange juice, don't you?

30. The players sent the cap to Susan.

31. Heat the water to thirty degrees.

32. I can't remember the scene vividly.

33. When did he go skiing, Wednesday or Thursday?
34. We went to London, Paris, Cairo, and Boston.
35. Where do you think you left it?

36. They suspect that the suspect killed Ted
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