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How accurately does a Japanese version of a Can-do Scale

measure Japanese language ability?
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HABOXF—TU— F: HAZER Can-do Scale, AAIEREHORIE, BCCFHME, EHRIKLE,
B il Rl 1

HIWOEE: The present study examined how accurately a Japanese version of a Can-do Scale
measures actual Japanese language ability of international students. Twenty questions related to the
four categories of ‘listening’, ‘speaking’, ‘reading’ and ‘writing’ had significantly high correlations
in every possible combination. A Cronback’s alpha coefficient indicated a very high consistency of
20 items. However, the factor analysis identified only two factors: a group of 15 questions
regarding ‘listening’, ‘speaking’ and ‘writing’, and a group of 5 questions regarding ‘reading’.
Correlations between the four categories measured by the Japanese version of the Can-do Scale and

a total score of a Japanese language ability test were not significant. In addition, multiple regression




analysis predicting the Japanese language ability by the four categories did not reveal any
significant predictor. Thus, it is concluded that the Japanese version of the Can-do Scale cannot
properly measure actual Japanese ability. International students learning Japanese are likely to
overestimate or underestimate their Japanese ability depending on their cultural/social backgrounds,

language anxiety and personality factors.

¥ARD ¥ — T — F: Japanese version of Can-do Scale, measuring Japanese language ability, self-

assessment, questionnaire methods, reliability and validity

1. FROAM

THAFEOT VAD=a—RBb»Y 4D, | DX 57 Can-do BROEMICL T
AAGERNEZBEL L H & T 5D Can-do Scale Th b, ZDEDOERIMIZIL,
H#3%34 % (Leblanc & Painchaud, 1985), i Hik. SEHEARREZT O BHONIM &
BHOBDERETHD, KiC, FEENERICSEENLYECHWH TE 30 ThHIIE, Can-
do Scale X, BEAM 7 7 ARBERXERIERE L L ITLRILOTHSH, BABHEES
(1999) i¥, HAFERR® Can—do Scale PR L T& 7=, L2 L., BEICLS L AAERES
& Can—do FEADEMDEE &L OMBIESLT L LB 2VWE S5 TH S,

AFERR Can—do Scale D& 5 R HCHEROEMKOR S &R 5121k, L
W% 55000 10 ZUMICBEDRL T biyy, —oOEMIZH LT3 W2 ETS L
Thif, 20/TI1045 L7425, 2FY, %< B 20 < LV OERKTHIED B EYE
LD L) BREBMEER L2 TRALRVOTHS, ZhEBZT 10 5L EORRE
ZETHLOTHNE, ©CLABARTENT A M2 ERT IR RHTHAS, £ T,
AT, BAFEK Can-do Scale DERME%E 20 BMICRE L, £DLT, ZDLH R
RRZERO LWERES, YO LVWERICHAEARKRELEEOHKRERENEZAEL D
oM DEY, BAFER Can-do Scale DIEHME (reliability) & R4tk (validity) st
L=,

2. ME1

EEtEL I, EHEAS—BLTEY, F-LFELTRLL I ICHEL TV S Z L oig
EEZRLTWB(TT7U, 1999; AARBEHEFSR, 1991), HAZERK Can—do Scale 2D
WTid, HREBAA—ELTRILLIICAIEL TWA Z L2 RAT 570z, BRPEAS



EIZOWT, E7 Y ORBRK, 2ur ANy 207 A7 v REEREH L=, £, Th
HRYEHIZBRT I THHH, 20 DERRBOETHREEZEFI TRH LI, 51,
TR ) T364) T#te) TH<) CBELLSEREICOVWT, FOBEE LS BN
THRH L7,

2.1 kMEE

BADOKE « KERTEATVS 193 HOFFE (FHERNS 29 %L 20 A, Bl REE
R6HA; itk 96 4, BHEIT £)IZAATER Can—do Scale KEEOBREPEE L) & FE
KL, ZhoOBFAEDBERFENL, PELADLEBERLVETT, FMLH
BEICbl->TW3, HEER, BEN 824, BEN 264, 1 FXTTHRI4A, &
B84, wLATTH4%k, TOMMLTHD, £i=, ¥f8L, FWEN 124, K¥
BEAERS 110 &, BFIEARS 514, € OMA 20 % Thote,

2.2 BA#ERK Can-do Scale D' RAIRA

BEREAOFERIZIL, T4 MacIntyre, Noels & Clément (1997) DHGETIHOEMKEE 28
RUT, LHL, 2FFOUEMRBETEON AR TH 5720, BERORRIZE TITE
LRWVEBRIRY DEH DI ENRghol, TI T, HHARERTIIEL RV EHETL
T, 7eH (2000) B3V /= Can—do Scale #BM L=, EHiZ, BABEHEFS (1999 0E
MIEB #3RB L7, RAAEENABR L OHBENREW=D, BRI THVWTWS BXEEN
OHRENBHETE T, RHEDENRHTCLE> 0Tkt Bbhiz, £2T, 9|
DOFEVIE (S LW IICER, 50 HEUEOERM»SL, BAOKYE « RK¥ERTHREDRELY
ZERLTVWIEAERBELT, HIBRERIENEL, HEATOEABRELSKETOYE
BREIZISI LEDLNSERIEHE % BAGEM Can—do Scale & L TREBAK, OB, H
<1 TE8E¥) T3t &< CBELE4-SOHKEICHOVWTS5S >0, &8 20 BB L
L7~ (ABEB OFMiIX 1%2388), 2L T, ThEThOEMIZSWT, 5 GFEFICLL
T&3), 4(k<T&3%), 3(LHRETED), 2(bEyTER), 1 FATATE
2V 05 BB - Thlz, BREE O LEBEREEIR1ICBELELBYTH
B
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3. ME1OPITRER
3.1 KO8t

V7Y oOMBREEFRE LR, 20 0EMEAMO 180 EEOMAESDETRTIZ
DT, r=.50 YU EOFERMEE (TR TOMBREN K 0)BELRE, $TXTOHM
HERBHEWIHERWVBHRZR S B ghote, i, 70y 7077 758103,
MBA< ) BRBICHOWTOERBEEN a=.94, (3T 23a=.95 [Fir] Ma=96, [&H
] Ba=94 T, 2K TiEe=98 LWVOIBDTHEWEE TH-o, Zhu, 20 HEADE
BN —EBERDH Y, FEEREVZEERLTWS,
3.2 WO R TS

20 0EMEBORFHEELR5-01I, BFoh (BREEICX5E Mtk T,
Kaiser OEHULEHD T u~v v 7 REIC L 2HREER) 21To7-. TOHER, K1LIKTL
&, DFr2o0RFHLIM M ENZo7, B1ETIE, TE<L EE3)
&< IZOoWTo 156 HETHY, FE2ERFIX Fie) OSHBETHo, 2%,
[Bite) Z LAMLOSEEB L R DM, FFESECHTS W) 157) ¢XF
Saicl7T5 IEL) ZER—2o0RFELTRWWEEIRE, Zhid, IFtr] N
RBENELTEBIA TV DEME, B 1367 IE<) BREFsElLizieh s
LTRESNTWAZ LEZEKLTWS, &6IZ, H1 LE2HRFRIOERFHEEN r=. 802
LEMhol,

3.3 SBT3 947

ABFE CHEM Lz HAZEIR Can—do Scale i, 4 >OSHE KN LW ENL TS, &
LIz b oI, BROBALWHIBANG, (RL) & 13T 208 T IFFES
B, [I@te) & T#EL) 20T IXFSHE HFbdhd, EbHi, FROAHLEW
> BWCORAK (perception) IZBET 5 TR & IFe) 26T TWMESHE . FR
DALV D BHRTOREN (production) IZBIET S 13E7) & TE<L) 20T [EHE
Bl LWV 2EBEOSHEERIINTOND, ABHEEZINLOSETHE LB LY
BEEREIR 2R LE, ZhOOBESEND, 2 (FF - XF) X2 (AWK - EH) oy
Mo &EiTom,. TORKE, M¥ESEE M=31.16, SD=10.50) » P& H} 5 & (M=29. 65,
SD=10.50) DO EFIZHE B R EMRNR A LA, 192)=19. 16, p<.001], X HiZ, EH
SHORPOEBELITo A, (3T HiE (M-14.49, SD=5.19) D, [FEL ) i
M=15.18, SD=5.2N) LV HE LW LR L TWB LW IHIFR TH o= [F(,192)=11.72,




pX.001], —F, HHES3E(M=30.48, SD=9.84) HXF =35 M=30. 34, SD=10.61) MTIIHE
REBRIIA LNd-72[F(1,192)=0. 149, p=.700], FEHROXHEERIIBEETH-
72[F(1,192)=27.06, pX.001], LLOR KR E2ELDD L, AHEOHERAEE CHLH
FAL, MESTBEIVLEHSELZELVE, F&562 I8 BiEEYY 3T
HBEOGFNPELWEB LT, 72750, EEOBRAVBEECHAINIFTHINTHON
THESEIZBW TR o1,

4. ME2

FUMEL, HEREESERLEZABREZERICHEL TV A 10ETHS (B AE
BFER, 1991; 7T, 1999), BAZEAK Can-do Scale & AAIEREHT R F ER— D
WEZFIERBL, 7Y ORBEKALEH L, &5i2, BAZERK Can-do Scale THI
LR TR (3T T3] TE&<| 04->0HEEAN,. BABEHLZEDC TR
L0 ESZ2ERRBRITCRALE, 612, AE L LA, T8 TET+)

MFete) T&ELS) WCEELERKEICSOWT, FOBBEY BT CRIT L,
4.1 giMEE

BARDKFDOFRMBRETEATD 34 4 (FHFERD 23 MOV A, BEEENIEO
IR &t 23 4, BE 1 HOBFEEBRE2CBMUT, AE 1 OFERAERIX. WAL
2iEBMLTWY, HEE - HIRONRIX, hEN 20 4 CTERBICEL, BEBRT7
4, BENR 3L, TAVH, A—XbF V7, —, s T7THRERAEFNR1LTHS,
4.2 AZFAK Can—do Scale

FE1 LRERICE 1 D 20 HE 2572 5 HAZER Can—do Scale #fEH L7,
4.3 AXB/EHT R b

A AFEMR Can—do Scale DZUHEDKEAEL LT, XF - B - LEHEELET 2 Mo
58 AU 53 (M=37. 21, SD=9.35) & FEME SIS 14 B0 42 SAHEH (M=26. 74, SD=8.07) 572 54
& BAFEES (100 SR, M=63.94, SD=14.87)T A I %, £EFAETED 34 LITEHELT-,
100 RHERDT R MMk L TERD 63.94 AT, EHERZEN 14.87 A Tho7z, 63.94 /%
—ky FOFEMEE 9 23 2)BEHNL+ 1 OFEERETH D 49.07 A0H 78.81 AD
BICAY, BY DK 11 AR ORBEALLANTND, FBOERINLELT, ZOT
AMEIPRORARDD LI LS, £, XF- Bk - XEHLEROOET Y
CYOHBELERETH D (1= 454, p<K01),



5. ME2DRIRR
5.1 BAGREES) & B0

R2ITRLIZE DI, BABRNT X b oOXF, Bk, XE2ESDLEEEBA, FROB
R, 2ROBRL4ZECEATIEROMOYT Y COHBGREEAEH L, TORE,
FOMBEOLELERLRBEAL IR LR ol-, Vb, BAZBEHNT R FBAXFELRR
& LEBETH-7-D T, Can—do Scale ® 3EH4 ) & OFHBENREL 25 & TR LTV,
EBRITIX, XF - EBE - UEH L ORBFRES =.235(ns.), HMEDHE OHBFRER
r=.279(n. s.), B & OHBUREN =299 (n. s. ) I E o 7=, F7-, XFEE( e &

&< Z8DRIEKEE) TY, XF - 8% - NEH L OHBFREN =.032(ns.), 5K
H & OHBEREAS 1= 205(n. s.), 3t & OHBMRED =.132(n. 5.) THol, ZDLXSIZ,
HRESE 34 £1ZOVTOHAAFERR Can—do Scale & AAFEHENT R FOYT Y o OHEBHE
FLT R THETITA2<, Can-do Scale DHCFHHOKERS, EBEORAFEHT X b
BREAB{LTHNRWI LETRELE,

5.2 BEARREHETFHNI S E/EE

HBEGREIZIT T, 2 50ERMOBKREAICBE RV, £ T, 4 >058EKE
RALE) 26 BARFERAN 2 FRT 2 ERRB I CERBRABBLTCRAT v 7V A XK %
Tolee ZORE, BHEHBAETRIRIIGRLELIIZ, HROBREZTHTIHEL L
T I3Y) HEPFELRAERL Ro7, L, ZOERLRT v 7V A XTI,
AEICHMEZ TAT 2B L I blthol, AT v 7T A Xtk TiX, Can—do Scale Tifll
ELIEDBKREDA DTS, XF - 2% - XN, 5ifEhH, &30 IERHOAXEED
BRETHTI2AERRER LI AL o, TR LORKERIE, AAZERL Can-do Scale
2, BARBENZTFRLS HLDOTRERNVI LERLTWD,

5.3 SRHEBICET 59

FE 1 ERERIZ, 2 (FFAXF) X2 EREN) OFBIN LT, TORKER, &
755 38 (M=32. 09, SD=4.85) XX F S35 (M=32.28, SD=5.58) M ICIIBELETHRIT AL
[F(1, 33)=0.095, p=.760], X% =3E M=34.00, SD=5.23) M EEH S35 M=30.37, SD=5.50)
NCDOWTI, AEREDRBALNI[A(L, 33)=23.29, pX.001], FAEFROKEEH
HAEB IR ed o7 [F(1,33)=2.57, p=.119], $-W|WE1 LixRRY, [EFET+) & &
) BB LUE-FRICIFEEREVI 2o, ThOoZ2EHNTHE, RAE1OKRE
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LERILTRY, 13%+) (M=14.85 SD=3.06) & &H<L ] (M=15.51, SD=2.76)ZBI&#E L 7=
EHSEE MB< 1 (M=17.24, SD=2.54) & [&ELe) (M=16.76, SD=3.60) RS L /-
SHRIVLEBLVEBL TN, SEOEMBPEFFHLIFENICHOVWTIRESEIEVT
BRNEBLTVWBZLERLTWS,

5.4 BAFEIR Can-do Scale THA 5 HEDBKE L /YAl

Taylor & Brown (1994)iCk % ¢, B_EBFTEIL, EANCACZHENICROME
AHY, BoSEBBICOVWTHCOSERNRERENARIE L ICBRTET 5 L 57,
LRRTND, 7z, HiZ [FEOFFCRBAIHTHF%K] (language anxiety) 72 & 7>
LACOSEENZESRMLY, SYRACTHERTERWEEGLH D LWV I BMERH
#bdb(e. g, Ferguson, 1978; Horwitz, Horwitz & Cope, 1986), +ZC, ¥7, H
ATBHEANT A F DREE S (nax=100, M=63.94, SD=14.87) % HAFEIR Can-do Scale D
£ (Max=100, M=64.37, SD=9.80) TTRI ZHERIITEITo/z, TORKE, ERE
BE(FERE, FH5ERELWVLW R TRT)IE 0.030 LIBRDTENI ST, AEROET Y O
MBEFEED =.173(n. 5.) T, ABTIHARV, YEICHAFRHNOBRABREZMY, X#hic
Can—do Scale DEEH/REM-T, M4 AOFERAEF*R1OL STy T 4 7LT,

A AZEfe 1% AAZE Can—do Scale TFRIT 2B LIERE -,

1 OB EEBRIT, B/ 2 ik (least squares) THEROBRADEZE (E7-1XR
E)VBRBNCRBIIICHELELOTHY, MEROT—FOKbLIEWVEMICAET S
ERTHD, 7uy F268/NHERE & B 5 DI, 1IZRLZEDI244T, 28
NhEFEFITEEHE THSD, —F, Taylor & Brown (1994) BEEL TV D X, &K
HETHEBBIOBXEML TWID TRV EBDONRAEREE N 3AADND, I
5341, AAREEANELPERLIYL 30 RULELTEoTW:, TO14IX7 AU S
OHE T, AXRFBEAOAHERN 23 REBDTENIHHLT, BCFHEIZ 49 RTH
ok, £, O 141IIA—X T Y THE T, AAEERNH 35 A THDFED 66 KT
Holz, b 14IIBEHE T, AFXEERNN 29 AT, HOFHES 63 A Tholz, M1
R LEE D ICBKIHMEE BN AERAEEN 2AWER, WTIhbHEHIETHo T,
INLOHCO@K - B/NHEE, R0, SUERER, SHBICHTIAEREDLND
XBDTHAHIN, AFEROT—FiF, ThbOFHEHEHL TWigWni=d, fHF%ER8
T 5L HVLMFENRRY,
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6. BREER

w4y AAIEER Can-do Scale i¥, @Y ERIEEERT L, FEEIIEMRICEARE
EAYEHOTETE S L EX O TE 2, SEEHLEICHET 55T % (e. a., Blanche &
Merino, 1989; Leblanc & Painchaud, 1985) Ci, SiEiiEL BC#icedL LThi
D OEEMNRBHD L SNTET, LhL, AR, B CRIE L7 AARER Can-do
Scale 7%, 7R MEXCHRIE L BABEALIZLACERORVEETHL LV IR
FRLE, BB, BOCRMEESJEALB-—BELRNEWVD wEIV 2RV (e 8.,
Dieten, 1990; Gardner, Lalonde, Moorcroft & Evers, 1987; Kraemer & Zisenwine,
1989; MacIntyre, Noels & Clément, 1997), & ¥ i}, Maclntyre et al. (1997) Ci,
SmENT A FONA L Can-do Scale DACFEEB£EbETHEL TS, R
R VDOXLBRALREZ LiE, EBROSEENLHCHEL DOBNEBEITRLTWY
5. DL RMEBFBCOVTORTHELMKL TEXD L, AKFERD Can-do Scale
OHEFHMETH-TH, AEXABERAZRET S FEMICEH T7#2\> (inherently
unreliable) | (Oskarson, 1984, 1990; Holec, 1988) & f&&i 31T 5 DM Y Tid7eL &
Bbhd, bbb, FAEOREK, BEORK BEOERZY, EERAKERNEF
W45 L5 2 BECE D RETIRAEVEVZ LY, FVRIE, FEEROBARERE
H O HBEHII 13fE 5 <& TRBRNWTHS I,

FEACIE 1 Cit, AAZEM Can—do Scale ¥, HRMREL L TAVWVEBILT L7,
LirL, AAEENZHERT S TNL7IY—L LT, (B (&) [#<) 03
ER—oORFLRD, TNLEIAREOEMER CTHEHNCERVEETH L, T3
Tr) HEICSOWTIE, BBT—o0RTFLRo%k, TORKRE, &Xx 20 HAOHMAS
RUHNEZ—BLTRIELTVWS L LTS, ZORERRIL, BEROBRICKLT, 42

DEBHELENLS 5L HIRBOTERNI LEEKRL TV S, KITHREO Maclntyre,
et al. (1997) ? 26 T H >5 72 5 #FEAR Can—do Scale TH, [Fiir) EAHNMLD T

(54 [E<) EHERBIEREFATNDIEFRENTEY, KEBLCHAE
TR L-HF#EZ TR LI

;M2 2 ik, AAEMR Can-do Scale (X RAFEEANEZMET B LI BHRTORIHENS
BT LB oT-, BAZER Can-do Scale THIE L/ 4L AABEANT X PO
HEORBER THC) TEY) (#ir) [8<) OF_ToBETEDOH TELN- T, &
bz, AAEMENT A FOKREY HAFEM Can-do Scale O 4 TAETTFRI 5 EERIHT
WiTote, FOKE. BAEMR Can—do Scale THI/- HAGE ﬁ"‘ﬁk?‘fﬁ‘éﬁaﬁﬁﬁli
EEOAABES (DL L HARRTT X b LEXFEBLEM L LR E BAGERED




EFRTEXRIo, ZhiZiX, HAFER Can—do Scale & BAFEHNRBREBREL T
WAHRERE->THHZ ENRTFRIND,

AZERR Can-do Scale R AARFERENZABLLL TWVARVE W XFEOFKRIT, BEA
DHL - LAER, HBRER, SHICHT %Y - REARLRESHLRERICI - T,
AAELEENACEZBASDIVINE/MFHMEL TLE D 2N LAE DTN e
Bbhd, AFEOREXNOOERICOVWTERTHFITOTF—F Tidlenas, B1
BRT LI, HIBREOHEOILERSEEL CWHEMBA LN, B _EFHIIH
FTAREIZOWTOHFEIIT CIZEATRY, ELSBEORBOBRBXITHALOMICA
OHBERLLNE Z ENBEIN TS (e.g., Horwitz, 1986; Horwitz, Horwitz &
Cope, 1986: MacIntyre & Gardner, 1989), ¥TfFiX, AAFEOE _FHEAKIZ OV TOH
EHITbhTVW5 (e,g,, JTH, 1999, 2000; /NFIJE, 2001), 5%, =95 L-ERZEA
72 BAEREH 0 B MBI A IS HE DL, Can-do Scale H3EIE L TV HHAFIZ OV
TOHFRVBED DI, STHEHHEBROREL LTTEHEL, i - £HEHRTOFEFEE
%ﬁ%,5274~Fny&kLfﬂmfbﬁmﬁb%B#Ktémvu&wmanﬁé
nha,

513
I1D. 759 % - fuRRER (1999) [E3ET A FOERMER] KEMHEL.
EE%U%QFE&HK EEEEOE _EBEARICOVTOEROTARE) [HABHEE
23kl 21(4) 45-52.
JLHE#F (2000) [AABARALREDIER L £ ORE—H
LORME—] [HECHRFHT] 48, 422-432.
AFBHEFL(1999) [Can-do-statements AL — BABRENIRROZ LML RIEY
5R%) BABHEFS.
AAEBHBEFES01991) [BARFET X bV 7 v 7 ) KEEEIS.
/ANFIEEA (2001) THAEIN B AFBFEBED A RXERERLZREFERORAL—F A ANKFE
DEE) MtFoBARBEHF] 11, 39-53.
Blanche, P., & Merino, B. J. (1989). Self-assessment of foreign—language skills:
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Implication for teachers and researchers. Language Learning, 39, 313-340.
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