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A theoretical discussion on the working memory contributions
to writing process
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<ABSTRACT>

Writing is a difficult skill to master because may cognitive abilities are utilized
during the writing process. Working memory(WM) is one cognitive skill used in
writing and WM has been found to relate highly to writing ability. WM is
believed to supply the working space and retrieves the information needed to
utilize the different subprocesses of writing. WM contribute to writing process
and writing production. However, in Korea, writing educators or writing
researchers don't focused on WM during writing performance. So, the
researchers have to investigate how WM contribute to writing process and what
occurs during the writing process for korean students, and these findings will

help students to improve their writing ability.
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ozl JIAH 7% F9 sUE, HHe Xél‘a%:% A Wof‘u Evob. Fd dA A&
sto] EAUE 2Hsta Fsts 98-S @t A9 719 & 4318 FHE BiT &
© AEO| goll= Wzﬂﬂ U771 wEol Tk A HAS FA FaeE o st 2|4 &
#HES = 222 HIHAHMcCutchen, 1996). 227] 5
43k HAgol7] wZel Ay 7ol us & IFS
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F3k A3 ﬂr;‘a‘ol SAel Z1E
lolth. Hathy 2717F S5 shasA &2 S IR e, A4 71 &2 4
27T B 2 Zelth I3y Sl s 279k ddd —T"’d 71998 ol i gL
Ae] o] Fo A A hotA ofd Rk Aol a7 o] WA wet RaolMe 2} 719
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I.2Y 719 283 2»27] 29

1. & 7| (Working memory, WM) 2.8

2] 7199 #ES A7 ARE A2 1950ddiEt . B 4 de, Y 1Yl gk AFE
< Z71de 717190l # AFolM HIREUAT. d17196d #Aleo]l JFHAD ATlele &
£t AANHE FH3 FEESS duhvd 719+ derkste AV 4% AT ddeldth
a8y 197090 o] FE 917192 A4 Z1Yels MEE BA R ehisA d7HAT A4
7192 zte] oW AAE FHY o, oy S, LTS AEsts W] FEAE #Ho
HA FAle RO A Ax"og JAAAHR ko] Tt AY S YulEe &ojoltt
(Baddeley, 1992; Baddeley & Hitch, 1974). & E°], 25 27| 93t wE &l ojd ofo|tjol&
Heel &, gol59f ony}t A7] 7oA dEHI 2YEHE HAo] FHtEET, o] uf

A7) 7190 dEd RS £§o] o] Fofx= o] HiE A 7] Fitolth
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A 719 BYels 2 7R AR gE =97F SASHARE 27]d A8 A4 7]els BRI e
93 7] A7 (Hayes, 1996; Kellog, 1996; Ransdell & Levy, 1996)°14 AA = 2 719 =8
2 F= Baddeley(Baddeley & Hitch, 1974; Baddeley, 1986)°l 2|3+ &4 7|9 m=golt, I = o
7]ol A& Baddeley®] 24 719 RdE FAOE +=95t1A Fr} Baddeleyw 24 7190] AAH
T Bkl AHEEHE ARE BRI e dAE AR Fteolgn Bk V& ol2ld 34
H AR FE skt Fitelgtar E?MDJ Baddeley= A3 FAA7E 7 7FA HAE FAl F

Zro] ofel Al 71A] SHAAIR o] FolA Tt Be
I ARFSIATE <AlFZE A X FH(visuospatial sketchpad)’
7 ‘5 3 (phonological loop)’E ©]Fox F 7He] 39 P92 ‘TLF W (central executive
component)®] Ao]E Wi glom olE A /1A dY AFEL AE =Y og ZA st gtk

Zs|
NZ 2AXNTL ANAA AR T7A ARE A= ko1, TA X3 ARE o
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NARo g AFE 2AT 5 e Fro|71% dthBaddeley, 2003). A8 AlZtF 713 FHA

719 FHE AL 2AXTY 59 FERZ AAX YthBaddeley & Logie, 1999). AlZHa 319 Al
B0 A ZFA JfAl(visual cache)Btl E 3, A 9 A|2®L YR 238 H(inner scribe)Z
Atk AlF7t 2AA R 92 ¥ 2EE ] AR AA g AAZ FAH e,
< 1EE AAE ARE AZAstE dAFERJA 719 A Al 2'lo]th(Baddeley & Lewis, 1981).

Mo e

o8 Hogtd AHE g AR ot AlA(rehearsal)e AAA AZHT o] WjEo &

AZEe] ME&o A 7]9S FAE7] Q5] F23 ARE HbEz o7 W= A FAFS
S22 g4e dlok sk AL S AN o BAE AZAd PR
E < oE AR AdAstHEA 7]01—5—}711 HthBaddeley, 2003). 13y H K
ALHA AAT 5 e M9 FHoll= AV 2l 1 ﬂﬁlb ZF et M2 o), o

fe a2 & K fo oo mr |»
) _VlEr )
¢

A& v (-84, 2007).
a9l AzHEE D% AET 2ANWE A
Sn 2AsE e AT ED Y AARE A9 71004 olFolAE HAE #HE B9
= SHoh(Baddeley & Logie, 1999). &, 5% HYFE o 19 ATt 2AXR
S Z835l9 Fo FIFE 2 AAHE ARE =4 if}‘:]'(Baddeley, Della Sala, Papagano, & Spinnler,
1997). ¢ JAYF= =T 77| og AgeA Zste ARE &8 1es AlFg 2AA R
ARG Fo| ol 39 AlxEle] QF3dtE Ao weEbA AR HRE O IAEES St
ol e 7171 A5How Fe A& ket 1 olfe &
A 7190 BRE ZV*%} Ae TYH sl A7 Azd £ e + A= %“f"w
= 7 7] W&ot ol 7HA 719 A 2”2 Az SYHER 75 oz EASHAIT oA

3k =
3 4ge mdAE 34 YPRE Skl A= F5de Ak
2. M| 2%

27] BYPL AB|AA o] 202 RE 43514 A E AT Hayes & Flower(1980a)] =32 247]
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HAol g ARF] JAAFYHR #HHE 2 BHAFET o] B A E3}7|(planning)’, A3}
(translating)’, ‘A L3}7](reviewing)’®] Al 7}A] F8 Q4F o]Fojx THFlower & Hayes, 1981,
Hayes & Flower, 1980a, 1980b). Al &3}7|= ololtol& AAsta Aty =9 789 F+2& A
At @Alolth. Agst7]= ofolHolE JHAIL AAlR 25 2 HAo|th AFsr] @AelA
AAE ofeltjo] 5 A3 Gl adE AAEI = SR HE2s AFx2EE7| = g
of BYoA Ayl A7t 2 25 AL thA 23, FAHstE DA o]y g 227] ¥
4 &<t Hayes & Flower7} A|QMeF RO 3t 84+ F 74 Ee Al 744 8471 $A 24
Eol, AaLsr] FFAME MEZL ofelt)ol7t AHHAAY MEL 2FE 54 2

£ 3te AR A7t dojd & Utk oA 7] HA Fbel| a9 #
HES A52o2 He8s ¢ Jvu 58 "I FAecursion)’ )&t g} F& Wo] Ae AU}
& BT 2] A 25 FASL ololr o E AEA A/ T T(Bereiter, 1980).

Hayes & Flower?] &3 2Jo 27]19] gz 22 Bereiter(1980)2] 28-S & 4 UTh Bereiter
= 119 2y A 7HA 9 ske] BAIE Eskal Stk o] B9 7 @A o
22l Aol oA Ueke Zog AAAAT g Tl E43% w
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of £ ASole IukH EAME A TE ¢AZ B2 5 ok Bereiter’} T3 A HAA
A= <AdA (associative) 227]°0]T} o] GA A A= B ZZ oy FRE glo] A wEl

HoE ofoltjolg IE &tk AL & o IEdte] wet 29 W& JAe #4ls vt
A7) AZpsh=E o] ©AZL ‘73 A (performative) 227]° @A[O|H o] WA o]& BAEL oA A
A, 2l 7 59 A A4S AT & S v AR whgo] o] FojH Tk Bereiter’}
At Al WA GAE A4 5 F (communicative) 2271°0]Th o] BAlE BAEC] A4 H2t )
ol tisljA] olald o+ A= A=) Fadr]o Yerdth o] @AY BAEL 5A7F =& ol
st ol 8 75HE o U2 4oy &S AXeta AHgstr] AT Bereitere] Ul WA ©
Ae T &A (unified) 227]°0|th. o] @AY HAEE o A4 P oA B oyt ALY #
AMA L 1HstiA 25 &tk o] FANA ALl /3 o FAE 7HAA Ha A4lo]
2 2e A Y Brted e 58S 7HAA Bk Bereiter7F AR mRARE THAlE )14 A
(epistemic) 227]” TAZ, o] TAY] HAEL 275 olotjo]E REHS= FHOZ A2 EH Qb
o, olo me} 27]= ofolro] 5E& FHHT F v FBOE AAXIH. o] WA IAE
s 7S sk Zo] ofUet 25 2AWA A4S HS WHAIZIT

olg 3t GASE Asslel oA Tty TAE YoM Hetl &, ST dA fA7 DAl
A aTEE 7] 7S ES U AssEls W oS AR AV He Aotk 4 2] T
o] AssEd A g2 7 ES IS5t o JIAH AYs g 854 €88 F 9
 Zoltt. o2 As3E Tt BAEL O WA aFHE Vel dAH Ads 7&
sHA W2 o+ A "ok

i FEo] 7] AFE-S Hayes & Flower(1980)2] =& |} Bereiter(1980)2] =& oA F&FS Wil
Ao = E3}al, Brown, McDonald, Brown & Carr(1988)= 2270 Q75+ QA Q&3 #
g Aol 7wk g 27 BES AT o5 RIS ‘¥ A5 (formulation)’, WS}
(execution)’, ‘73}7](monitoring)’ 9] M 714 39 242 FAAT A3 DA oA AFE)
7| (planning)’ 9} ‘¥4 $+3}7](translating)’ ®] + 7HA &9 Q4R o] Fo| Xtk Algetr|= FAE HEl
o7 Fos & ;\lOLlX]o]] st S5 AAS L FAd HAHG ofoltjolE A ofojtolE
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= SAY ZE 879 #dd

& o3& st o3E SHCE HEHAY A4S
=4 3}5}7] (promgramming)’ &} A @ 3}7] (executing) & U=
=5 b7 AL 02 SANE 2AY BAE dYstAd & W, &5 Al2"o] &
g F IR 5 IHE & ’Hﬂ@}‘:‘ dAlolt. Aty 84ve Yrishe g 27, Esh,
E} g8 F3fo] H = FAA FHtE = dAlolth A= 8 7](reading)’ <+
‘A8 (editing) ] F 7HA 3]-—.4 845 ¥getet, Yrle IAVE A7A & 2 de A4

o7, do] A A olsfst], £& e ANEA ZEF7], @3 7= FAE] Sol Edh
[e]

ko

SR BAT Aol 2 2ol LR YEAS HAUA5) Astel A0 we) ek, o] w

Hol A of® & BAsh 1 wAlY B9l LaEe HEW Yoz AYW s, F WA AEEL

gol & BAY Y 242 483 Zolth 5, olde 27] BR myolA ALY WP
=

e FAIY A8 Al AFARJA BY 847t He Aotk
Ao Hayes & Flowere 159 227] B0 A4 7]ols 23 str] 9t 159 27 =¥
Tt Hayes & Flower(1986)= Z}/d3}7|(translating) 34 < &7 AJAd(sentence generation)
Ao 2 FASA=H, 1 olfre A5ty HAo] 4 A AAH L shel as4ety FAFy] o
otk AHY, £4S AT dode HeE ololHoE HEl&KdA FAsleta 170l gAH o=
NAHRA A} 7190l BFEe 5 ofF tA Tolet B R wdste AAES F7] Wi
oty 1y EE & Aol Agsr|E ¢ W Yu|E Kt & 4 o
©]o1A Hayest 199610l <1412 291, Azta A 34, 5717 291, A3 89S
»7] B¥S A AU Hayes & Flower’} AQHsE %2719 7] g2 7] dbdo) A
7199 7lEel dsiAe A #AS JHAA FR7] wEolth(Hayes, 1996). LA A
Hayes(1996)¢] R@-2 ¢ 7190 7] #A9| niazsd Fih53 A= 7HHS 3t
o. Algsr], =3 A, 18 4357 AAHES ‘H2E | X(text interpretation)’, ‘HHA
Ab3(reflection)’, ‘Bl2E AJ4k(text production)’e] Ao Z ANFA WA H2E 34
R dojH HHERY =W #4S FAste Wlolth olFA Y WA F/44E Hayes7}
AANG N2 BFANA §HAdE7] AA S Fate] W7hE I AT Hayes7t AEE
AlgE kA et Al s B 2E Q4o R H2E AL i 7 Ao RREH AEd UF
o, 70, e AAA FHoE HSEHE WAtk ol AMEE 227] P2 93] Hayes &
Flower(1980) <] 230 7htetar AR O EFsta ol RFdA = 1HsHA Xe

=
#7)9] BFE WAES FYA AL Aok o7t ek,

—- O_|_. ﬂ.l[O
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RO
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. 270149 2 719e] g

2k 7190 R1ZHY QA FxAA HE TR tFoAA A, 27 AFAES A 719H 2
719ke] HAAS Wo)7] st =93tk oleld =Y gEoA Ay 7Y 22r|eke] HHA
S =93 o|ZEo] ST FY 719LS 279 FAX o] =% H WA o2 AT A
E Hayes(1996)2] 27] Z@olt} o] ZoA Atsln 9= A 7192 Kaufer, Hayes, &
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Flower(1986)] HI2E 4t& Zgof 7|HFS & Z1 02 Kaufer £1(1986)S] =32 227] Alg3} o]n
H92ER A2d 29 A5yt H2E AE Fokd uiEd Y&S Ariske dHol AHgEta
71484t Hayes(1996)v w74 A4 #Hgo] oEA A4 7193 #AE A et 2Hs}7]
25l Kaufer et al.(1986)2] =83} Garrett(1980)2] ATE E3stH Y. Garrett> &3 T4 o] TheF
& FAdA Y AAET FHATT AR AEH, 4 TAY A WA FHS AUt Foldoy
TolHEs A4S wola, o ®E Iae I AS F837] Astd MEE AERE @43 & HF
oz EAS T4 Hayes(1996)= ©|E3t B4 o2& nlgoz IAxy} g2 Y45t
ALA o7 F(h)E Ao ste AR st HIAE Aol S& g &7 IS v
tar FAsdt
Kellogg(1996)«= 227] #7804 24 719¢] d4&-& B F835HA 18d 27 B¥&
o}, Kellog®] 232 rollA] A58 E Brown, McDonald, Brown, & Carr(1988)2] 227] E&o| 7]Hh-&
T e, Ie o] BYAA A5 #A St A 719l 7P B FEo] Azl T
A3 1 =3 Baddeley(1986)7F A A4 719 mEF Y Al A Q4N FZE 2AA ?ﬂr, s
e, T AP AR 2719 A7 A BF AEHEE v, A 88 =
£ AdEstal, ofoltyolE AAEHH, otoltolE A A HUA T I A& AlFt =
AA RS AHESHA Aol FAE T E3F ofeltjo]E 2Fstal, 29 AlF W&ol thate] FAl
A 7 U "ole A 2AXHo] BgstEnal FAE, EoE A dME &

& 1E9 T4 Hy FA7t /\}%Qu}—r _zrzoLg}giq
=

= s
g Wa :fz}E A3 3t Al EJ—HI olggt W& 3le & e TAF
of7b FAHRI Tole] $AA FA4S ThE Wk EI AAE T A AA A WHeRE F
H e FolA oAwg s WA Lol st &+ g
gk Kellogg(1996)= 2271042 HAst7] 3Ago] ps
A ki AFATE HHsh] AN A dojut
% BEge Fge Aol FHEHJTH(Carr & Levy, 1990; Gathercole & Baddeley, 1993; Just &
Carpenter, 1992). TF2 HA7} 2 25 Hv A =3 T AP AAol & F2Fe FA5, A7}
Aol & F& 12 2 719l o gS e

]

S o7y

o
rlr
PN

= ARplA

A LFE w7 ™ & B
Hde Ao Edst=d, FHA LFE Foha IAS FAsH HiES Fuo| f348S A
ARtaL, 22 AR EAE EAst A= 5o Aol I2zlel ey ol2d #<dol ZH
HHog £ voe= FY Y AR &5 & S FA AT Al £H3H7] oA
 °o]E EE HATE FAC FRH7] W] Y JA AA ) g FHE FA 9o
AT A 7193 227)9ke] #HPS o840 BAg A5 AuRgted o4y
A 7S g3 7] o] dAFse 2y Ay V1ol 7] £l wAe FFS AP Tt
o &A% AFES 9t} Chenoweth & Hayes(2001)= G017} Zxoj7} obd dAaEo] & AY4kst
= 534 2 £33 ARY 231E o & $of| £ o g rdeE FAS e AS
WASAT ol2d Ades Fo et AAH FAHsE FANAM st A 71 &7
AN HIZREHAGIL & F Ut o7 AY 7] &7 FANM HIFRHE FdF o= 2
719e FATHE 8h9l 84 &% eV} oleltolE 22 Wt AAH fEH Jue A
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S AA = AdH SAE 3
Chenoweth & Hayes(2003)= 8¢l B7-E0¢] o] ARV} gle wetE il &S Qofste] &4
& AAste AAE TPt 5 WE ofoltoE SAHOE AAste Ad AAE Jhete
Aol 4 A4 s8& ®o YA #aANTE AS dHEGAn B2 43 20 A &4
Aol &5 =g WSS THAT & 58 nFdA ol R AE $4H AAdE Wads
A, doj7t A& 0w AHEE FAANAY HEOl 60% B FUFFEA AA A B A4
oo GgFe FAE Aolth 1Y ol9k= EEl Kellog(1996, 1999)= ™ 3l&o MAE ofolr]o]
g EACE 9T v ¥ Y9 TS A gt FAYT ol Tl wEkA
Levy & Marek(1999)> A3 F7HAEolA AE ol AANE 25 & AFHE AHEstd &
A 2EE 3, o] AFS she 59 TaEE EHFY WEE SAAT F A= ojd

zto| = HAE A E3Th

Levy & Marek(1999)2] A @oll o]ojA Hayes & Chenoweth(2006)= +
et FAET S0 =EHE Zlo] ofd, 54 Ad AA e AAE Ttetdnh A4 rAE
< Levy & Marek(1999)] A-olA¢} npx7tA 2 AFE StH AANE 25 OE AFEHE A
stol O E2 Ak AAE FHEASH, o FAE Fhste T IMASANA “taprol=
ol & ukr]of] grEojA AlLeA Let=E Atk 1 A Levy & Marek(1999) §J+9]r—
FNAEY 24 A S5 woll HA A4S 29 oF B US ke ©
Ao Aole 27 FHE Fajste 5424 Wl HH ApololA B RHAGYL E F
A Z Salame & Baddeley(1982)°141= 44 AldE Walste Aol FHAT Tige] =
B g9 2 988 n g =238

V. 2&

°

fd
J,

%
o

2 7] 28 Avpn, ZE7|9e 27 439 =89
ATFES AHRTE HE o2 A AFEo] tRE FojHdA
= vt sYaA H8E § ks EAVF Eot
B SHAA BHoLS o, 9] AF AHAEE FTE B
Zloltt. o 7] RS9 +—‘§7<43§ »7] AA9] 59
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2 Uehdth 2718 s 3404 AdHos AisE Ju w3 Lo 53 S8 Ad
o) FEE AN AFEE AL vsE Seues 2rdA 2235 wEEor & 2g 7
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YU BS FL8 AL 0P AT RSl T PE 27] wi AAZ AEsHE o]
o dlE Bof, WA 7] LFeIAE 27 Aol ek FR
e AAtT Y, SenolA o) TojAE A HPES TAT w, SYE] A4l
Gol YR TAL FeHoT BHOR AAG] JAAE 9B oo ¥
Pu WEARAE Ug A4, A4, 54 5ol Ao mE Hgeld ThE Ao
Hojo} 8L, ol WAL BAL AYetE U S4H AL Fate] ofololE
o olHd AEAE SdolE 44 719 §3e] FAZ N u,
2 3 e 2
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HolFa & ° ol
OE Ase A% Age A8stER AT Fart ol& Aot
A 7AW 227] 1%L Hayes & FlowerZ} AQFe 27] 227] 3 B AUX|A o &Esh=
Aol AT I 27 wFA FE LSk olHT RYS A9 o] B oEF Zlo
FEola, ool A4 719Es Pt A" E¥ES A9 AduHA 4 doh 1Hv B

740]‘4 °lﬂi?ﬂ JJr;q = 50}@] 2715 9 |
dPol 27 YL skl B TdE e 27 BYS AT davt dE A
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22 2 wolt 279 a9 HAE] FAGRACE $UH T ARAX igge] F4F ofol
Holg Bgoz A4t HAlN &5 715e B4 AGE e BEelw BEY B
Aokes SA6) nejalol ATke AelA 271E B oee Adolth 1A 2718 s

I
ol FQ 712 7] s AAo FEFE AL Ao 2] FYo AAzodE FY
]
|

A wqEolor & Zolth EF o]d@ A7 AR} Ao wke] FWo FATA o4
£o] 278 AYsks ol =& Fojo T o]tk

F8of: A 719, 27 HH B, 274 JIAF 7)E, 27 59
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