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Abstract

This study was carried out in order to verify the effectiveness of writing education by applying the
Outline-making Learning, OML model, a systematic structural design method developed to improve writing
skills in college students, to writing education by genre. The study involved 30 college freshmen in the
humanities and social sciences, engineering, and arts and physical education department of K university in
2020, In order to analyze the effectiveness of OML application, the evaluation categories were divided into
five categories, grammar, content, expression, format, and context, targeting three genres: expository writing,
persuasive writing, and reports before and after OML education. The results showed significant effects that
could suggest the applicability of OML to three genre writing in general, and showed the greatest effect in
the persuasive writing. The application of OML also helped college students improve their creative
problem-solving skills in the writing process. Therefore, OML is expected to be available for various genres

of writing in college students' writing education.
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[Fig. 1] An example of the report outlining of the movie,

Learning (OML) model in this study.
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$8 s fiting withou . clore 2nd. Writing with OML after OML education
=5 education
» Expository writing (writing using data) — correction training (submit revised version using
self-modification checklist) — simple feedback — submission of final version — analysis of
bl professor's checklist
(V]
; > Persuasive writing (logical writing) — correction training (submit revised version using
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% * Checklist of 5 categories (grammar, content, expression, format, context)
g @ Checking problem solving skills by pre- & post-Questionnaire
E: (@ Checking writing skills by pre- & post-Questionnaire
[Fig. 2] Writing training schedule with and without Outline-making Learniing (OML) model for the

evaluation of the OML efficiency in this study.
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Content

When writing, 1 recognize the task or
problem initially given, divide it into detailed
tasks, and try to find exactly the definition of
the problem.

When I'm in a tough situation where I have
to write a long article, I think of ideas and

2 ) .
make appropriate strategies to solve the
problem.

3 When 1 have an idea for an article, I can

collect reliable data myself.

I can make a clear outline to suit the
4 | characteristics of the article using ideas and
collected materials appropriately.

I examine one by one whether each stage of
5| the article has an organic structure and flow
and see if the whole article is well written.

[Fig. 3] The content of questionnaire to evaluate
the problem solving ability of the students
with and without OML-applied writing in
this study.
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OML Writing Survey
Department, Class Name

Read questions and mark the number that corresponds to you.
1=it’s not very much, 2=it’s not, 3=it's not quite, 4=it’s kind of like that,
5=it’s right, 6=it’s right very much

Question 11 23| 4|5]|6

| can organize sentences or
1 | paragraphs and connect
naturally.

2 Before | write, | organize my
thoughts according to the topic.

3 | When | write, | draw up an
outline and then | write.

When | write, | know how to
4 | write an introduction  or
beginning.

When | write, | know how to
5 | write the main point, the middle
part.

6 When | write, | know how to
write a conclusion or a closing.

7 | check the notation and
grammar before | finish writing.

g | When | write, | consider the
characteristics of each genre.

How did OML-based writing activities affect your thoughts or
9 | attitudes about writing?

Please feel free to leave your opinion on the OML-based
10 | writing activity participation process.

[Fig. 4] Questionnaire for the opinion of the
students on OML-based writing activity
participation process in this study.
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[Fig. 5] Results of evaluating the levels of writing
in expository writing using data with and
without OML in this study divided into
grammar, content, expression, format, and
context.  Asterisk indicates = significant
difference of the score between before and
after the training within the same question
(P<0.05).
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[Fig. 6] Results of evaluating the levels of writing
in persuasive writing with and without
OML in this study divided into grammar,
content, format, and context.
Asterisk indicates significant differences of
the score between control and OML
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(P<0.05).
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indicates significant difference of the score
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[Fig. 8] Results of evaluating the problem solving
abilities of the students before and after
OML training in this study. Asterisk
indicates significant difference of the score
between before and after the training
within the same question (P<0.05).
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[Fig. 9] Results
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of evaluating the writing ablilities
of the students before and after OML
training in this study. Asterisk indicates
significant difference of the score between
before and after the training within the
same question (P<0.05).
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