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INTRODUCTION

This book reports an exploratory study which investigated the process
of assessing the Graded Test for English Majors — Band Four Oral Test, a
nationwide tape-mediated English speaking test for College English majors
in China. The verbal reports and interview data of 24 raters were analyzed,
with a view to better understanding how the raters assessed tape-mediated
EFL speaking performance. Specifically speaking, this study investigated
how the raters applied the rating criteria to tape-mediated performances and
how they made their judgments and decisions in the scoring process. Being
qualitative and exploratory in nature, this study seeks to generate hypotheses
and stimulate further research in this field.

0.1 Motivations

This study was motivated by the present researcher’s personal interest

in language assessment, especially in the assessment of the Graded Test for
English Majors — Band Four Oral Test (hereinafter TEM4-Oral). Specifically,
this study was motivated by (1) queries about different ways of applying

1



