HERDTOAIEFELELTD Y v — X
B9 % EERHINFE

Jefe  FLF

I 7A0—XEHROBRE

1. 7A—-Xi%
7 nw — X (cloze procedure) FE2HAEEL L TCOEFOFEENTE
HmELTENK - G c ERAEOE T A ELGEEEHRBET T
Bo 7 r—RIBLREBRBORN VALV LR THEKB L EDI SRR
HEOHL, SRR nEE (BHS5~I0EZ L) OHEEVHEIRL, #iRE
TXORHRTD XTI RBHBARDT A+ TH B, Oller (1971) 27 =
— X FAIORICHE LTS ~10FET L DEFEHIBREC X 5 950 %H 8
(250~50058) THORCHBEDRFAEEXHETE 5 LBXT %,
7 A MERER L, nFEHTH R D EEEARTER  FEUSMCBRETE
(function words) D &% HlEgT 5 HiERPEREE (lexical words) D&
ZHIBRT 2 HELERIN TS, LLIDX 5 BEFEDHIBREDRAS
b, WETECLEXLWET A MERBOEBNAD LWL D 5. 8
BT nFHORELHIERT A2 HER, FEEIEL, FRLBLHTHD,
R SMOIERER LB 7 r—R « 52 EEGHEBERTL, Ehic
ERETH D EAWEINT 5, (Irvine et al, 1974 ; Stubbs, 1974
; REE, 1978 D,

Zr—X+ TAFTORAGECHEL THHEBEOFENLTRIR T 5,
EFT7TA MEROBCEL 2 HHIR IR ICE L BLEC—HT M EDORE
EfE L35 “Exact Word Method” 235 %, RIZTIREFSESARE UL
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ZDFEDIEZ LT % Acceptable Word Method #3535, Zhiztc &z
¥ ---He ran.away-+ L\WHRIERD D, THRIPOES ran O Lz 512
went E\WOMERD oIl X, {RIC went 5 O OHT G HE
BROBLBECHBAELELEL LTREDS L WS B TH 5, T,
Da_mell(1968) FIEBEIR D entropy D¥E % Fiw L v i Clozentropy
Procedure % ¥ 58 & LTS LicsS, A S LSO 2AMEMHTH
D, BEOBBCMANDIEBIEBFCHETLS LB TWE, 22T
EDVBT I 3BMBEORAED 5B Exact Word Method 232 D 2 s
BRMEZHWBR T3, Irvine (1974), Stubbs (1974) OFFZEC
XTHEXZ D EHE L Acceptable Word Method B i3 JEH @ &~ AHREAS
Bb BT3B, -
=X e FAMVCETAMEDEL KL DEHEORILE LTENL
TALORETDSEEME - YUK - EREABEVWCIEEBT OB, &
CERABRDOWTR T A MERMREBETHD, A MERICEROE
BLLIBEBIERTE D2 L, ERFMIEN TR L, BENAES
THHZ L FOFIENER IR D,

2. ZA—XFKICHAT I HROMER
7m—RXER, V—FEY 7T 4 EDIDOFFEEL LTEE L,
RARY ~FEY T 4 CEHEOBEWGEHE, D TRAMMOSTHCLIGE X
BT bR T %,
HED 7 v — XEDOIEHATE% Boyce (1974) D45 S L2 8 2D4
b, £DmE b L CHEDERAIC DWTRR B,
1) EMOIEAMLFRL LT,
ZOFBTCORERANPILDEZ I v —R T A LEEFOHRBE T
AT RREBHREL, BEIABEFAILLTOZe—X - TANVYDH
R Lo B, . Salup (1974) 7r £ 3B B APREED §9 B
P—Xe FRIREMIT AL LTEYTho L HE LT 5,
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FOMCHEBDIELTD I r—X - A FDEREKE, ZUEE2BEIL
TBEER N OB BN, FBRRI/ v—X . FAVEEHT L0,
BETHIDELRELFINT5,

(2) V—FEV T2 WAFERLLT

DS TIE, RS OIS N, FHOBIE L CwEE,
HEEBXRB LD XABERECHICAZIR, V—-FE) T 42 TFHUTS
RELTDZ2re—X+ FAMORBR AT =FT 4 EATVS, &
DY —FE)F L lEEE 7 — X+ TR B LTS
bhbhb,

(3) XWREEM, HLHVELEFDZ LIXOHRBAEXRMET HETTO
MEFELLT A

IOGETCORRRIA L, tOoFRELTDI/In—X -« FTAL
LOER (R, F4, 1Q7L) LoBE#EYHHAENERY
O K BWTH B,

@) BHREDN - ERNEELET2BEORAVHIEBREEHA LML
L, B - (FHTZ2X 50K TDOFAETFEEL L T, ‘
ZOGETRAEREELSCHEMSHEERBE R EPMATRC 2 5
TWod, 7r—X« FRAMIEFEZELOEYHLIAREFIL TS
BDHEL, TOSHTOWFRDORBBITEL S ORBEY S 2 Tv5,

6) TBIBREBEOLDDFEL LT,

9?~X&Ll6ﬁ%%%%%ﬂ%%htﬁ%&@Oﬁﬁkléﬁ
ErHEBBRF L TR E WD, BRI 7 e — XERFRITEE
FRELUFRERTWA ERVZRVWEWILDREEALLTH S,

6) HF2HNEFELLTCOREREOFEL LT,

CEF, e X FTAITREELE2NEB LT HEEED L OB
HHlo THWBOEEE Lo, J. W. Oller, Jr. &C. A. Conrad,
D. C. Johnson (1974), kA& (1978) »» %7»', LOWIERL s — X
s TAMPREBEIZHS THBDTHAH S LERITTD, Tio
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CHhRBEELT, 7o —X+FA L LERDT A FECEGEEND
hrri@Exh T3, (Oller & Conrad, 1974 ; P. Irvine et al,
1974 ; J. B. Stubbs, 1974 ; 7HE, 1978), £ DMUIC RSB DLE B
firsh (J. H. Haskell, 1973 ; Irvine, 1974 ; J. B. Stubbs, 1974 ;
FEE, 1978), X HLILF A M & LTOEEK - ZLEATARGKIERER
BuWEgERABREIN TS (K. K. Hisama, 1977),

(7) DHEBEEILRLIFERL LT
MAEDOKIIFER A, chrbOWELRHEIRS,
(8) ZoDfth
LGB S, BB a2 o=y —> 2 vOITFREIYHE S
FERLELTHWORED, DED 7005 HO WL 222 B8abir ¢
b D IR CTECTOIEANRAR N T 5,

I WO

1.8 8

AMROEIOEMREFLRETEL L A OEFHEEREE L
LTDZ7r—X o FRAMPIHAEAARZHNSE LABEZ, T2 ELTHED
THLENE SPEEND, TORENOE—BLRADLZ L TH D,

7m—X e« FRAMVREEYREEL LTWAAOEEOBEE X WET
BTATHEELTERCLDOTHB L, TLEOEEN - ZUENE
W ERETHEDORELCVWBLIATHEN, 7a~X+« F2A+DH
BANOHEROGIA 0L, DbicdbTra~X+ TALOEER - Y%
WABIET 52 22 L,

g —Xe« FArOFERKE - ZHELRARD DT, TTHBOW 2T
fev, SHEEEE, HAANEEEZRD, S LA N2EIT LD
MERIT 5, 21 Kuder-Richardson ® 204K & Y EHEERE
R > A —: (internal consistency) #3~2, &3 ERE
ZWb: (criterion-related validity) % & 57/ % L L THEMC X
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LM, ENEE, FIREREDOHERELESR, 7rv~X . 7 A DB
BRDB, T4, BEHZYY: (construct validity) #B 2700, H
Bl CHREREMEL Z7e—~X+ TALLOBEEY LS, EHIT, Wbhd 3
AEFBEL L TCOREBEREEYHRE L OV 2EBEALHEOBEGREYH b
Hlchi, BohcBEOCRECN L THTOMERZ LD, 20z &3,
TAYOREGET T —F LBEWNT 7 e —FOMECHAL GRRST %
LO0RBBEBbhb,

INETOREELDE, 7o —X - FAMIERETF A+ LE-IEE
7 LT\ 5, Darnell (1968) 37 = — X « 52 + & TOEFL (Test of
English as a Foreign Language) O TFHL5 A r O CHEMAT LB dEL
MR Dot (r=.83) LHEL %, Oller (1974) $EEZIROWT
A% R At Darnell A UL®REI YV 7e—~X+ 5 R i2 TOEFL @
FERD LR IBCHEERR LI, (r=.79)

BifE, TOEFL # 3 U»HEFEHREZEERTOT A MI R CHER D L&
RABROEBH I TS,

7e—A e FAMREEOREZEXIETHHEELLTERLTWSZ L
RETHAC L - THREINTVS8, WS OMDOEANBEREIR TS
5B TEILRBOBARD 7 2 — X « FAMHRERIFT A b EEGHEBEYR
TZEIHREINRTWD,

DDz &b, IT, EEHREEEEE LTOERARYRO 7 =
— X+ TAMBERNLLEARCHET L LR THLIED, TAL
DIERB BB TH W EERE LA Wit EOREAKOB W I/ v —~X - F A
FOFBERHEEI RS TS 5,

CNETHARTRZ tbhichR#iE2AibL, 72 —X+FAL, B
BT AIECIT T=.4506 r=.5 OEENPZE VI ELThssT
(BHHE, 1978 ; KK, 1978) LA Lz HLOWBRKREEEZRRCL,
BEOKDAO~S0ZLE VIR H 5D T, AR TRA%EL - BREY
WRICHEY, 7o —X« TR EHERDT A+ OBEREFARB L2
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D EE@& LTL‘Z)O

2. | B

_ﬁ%l:9n~x-%x%@ﬁﬁk@ﬂ@%&bi@%%@%%%&w
BT HBETAFTH B, |

B2 :7e—~X 7 AMIARAOHERE L LCOKEFOHEMES 7 A
FELCHG T A MNTH B,

LROERROBE, THDT A ] L3, Fk - G - ZAEO
THRENDOEEERL TS, LAL, 78 —X 7 A+ OEMRITE
WTHY, T CREFCZYYE: - SEEY L VDT 5,

3. PH=EER

AFRTRE 7 —X - FA L EFEMNDT A FZDWTI9794E 3 BR TR
BRAORERL, TERAOESZEE CTHERY T o

W wwE:
SRR 244 1168 (X578 BT694)
EBRI WE1E4E 874 (KTF268 BT6IH)

2 FAL: TFHREBRTRIRD IS CTFT A P 2RE LR,
EER] ta. Fm—X e« FAL 305 H
(7THFBZ LOFBRAEIR LR |
b. BEfEIT A b 13HA (SEERE)

Zr—~X 7 A MOEME LTI, Intensive Course in
English : Elementary Part 2 (English Language Serv -
ices, INC., 1963) & FRIES American English Series ;
Book One (D.C. H=ath and Company) %m \EE
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BT A PIHHROEFERE 4 BEEOMENA VLR

y (o
LN a. Zr—X+«F5F A b 50%F H
(THBEEBZLOBEZEIHB LT
b. N5 = + 155 E (HHGERE)

7w —XF A OEME LT, - ZEEMCEELHE
OBEFEAFERBRERA I DDHN B D20
EY, BERAOTA P20 TR, Z22—~X+« 5 XA [E
£k, HEZEOHFEBRAFRBRCHV-LhcHD, %
TR EERE SRBEOMEY A,

3) ROk | ,
EBRICOWTEREEYZ LEEZNT A v 2ERBL, EHEHZ 7 =
— X . A 2305, BRIT A M TH o e |
ZBRONTOWTREABEE L EENT A P EEBL, EEEHIZ 2 -
— A&« TA P20, BEENT A M35 THS T,
7m—X .+ FAEBEOR MEEBICALROBYUE LB EY 158
FEFHMAL TR 8] &S HRMREZ bl

) BROEEOFELFHER

sm— K 7R OESECELTHE, Irvine, Atai & Oller (1974) &
MRCIDEATF I - 9—VFVEL7TZ727EZ27L«7— Vi =
.94 DHEIAH Y, Fiz Stubbs (1974) b h b 2ODHAEIX 1%L
XA TCEWHBELR D s et BE LTS, LDz 225, Z o TR
T AT OR/BRIFXLDE (0D, HIRSKhIE) LELC—HLLRE
DHEEERETHATF 7+ 7—VERIST, E8I, O&dELEMN
BLilchbfilco REZ S LTHRLAL I v ~X + TALOBHEEBERENT
AP O/ECONT, FYUELEEELBRET S HB oM 2T o,
WHEANDORHERZ TTRDI, TOMHKR, EBRI KR CTRIHEEI0%L
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b, 10%TFoEEN/7r—X - 52 MCSHEHE, BN A P 21HE,
ERBRICE TR Z/e—X - FTA W AHE, EEHFA L S8HEHES:
hiwik, RRHEBZ LR N2 BHCERI, N:bE, TFTEh
ZEh25%D EALFE, TREZEHL X BEXYRSItotk, BEMRIT A b
CBILTIE, SRV ERSMAEZR I o cD T, PRETLEME, T2
Bend P REEXB I Lol TOHE ERICBVWTR e —X - F
A 1 22EE, BREAITA L 13EBR, ERICHKWTRZe—X -5
A b 325HE, BEENF AL (10HENEETH - oo

¥ 7= Kuder-Richardson ®O#20ARKC X 5 EEHERE L RD AL
[CR7e—X-7Ar:1r=811; 8B NIF5 At 1r=.658 EE&IT
B7r—XFAP:T=T84;FRIITAL . T =.574Th - T,
FEBOERN, D, BEEINO%L E, F#Hi310%L Tt o gst,
EFRIBIE LAERCH L .

m se B
1.7 &

(1) #BE -
EE 1 BEREAOFF 3E4E1334 (X TF654 FT634%)
BRI TERAOERK2E4 864 (BF864)
ZHHOEBERKTH 5.

2 FAF: ARRCTEUTOLICT A b 2ER LA,
LRI a. Z7r—X+FA P FHEEROER, Hkxhrx
8 IHH B\ 7-227HH
(FREEH 1)
b, BEMEN7T A THEROER, HIERL, AE%
Mz 71358 (LHERNE)
CFALER 2D
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HEAT] a. Z7wv—A+FAF: FHEROER, Hilk3Ihic
4 FH YRRV IC46HE
b. EMHTF A FHEROBRERAL, FAEZM
2 7157 E (HEERK)
CFELEH  2)
c. 3WHhSirHPOFIHE
1. Mz & 3Tz 20HBE (HEERE

CFRLZEHE  5)
2. Hmirz & 22HH (BHEGERE)
(FRLEE 6)
3. #Fz¢ 200HE (% BCRIRE:)
CPRLZER 7)
CoFEIRAECELCEES (TREER 8) XK

H5DH

(3) KDk
HEIRCDOWTH, 1979F4 AREZER /v —X « T A EFEREDT A
PEER LI, EHFEEIZZ 2 —X - 5 A 2305, BEANT A PISFTH
s tc. FEERZEE (BHFR) CFRIZER 3) 2197746 A, HTE#E
WEZNREME (FEER 4) R1978F 6 AT hITh B inhilicii
DFERTH 25, FREOLEN» LB LI, FERMNE (TRLEK 5)
REREOE 2HEFEROE IHMROKEC X 5 HEBEBOFEETH Y, £H
Z& (PP EH 6) B1979F 4 BT EnicdbDTH B, 7o ~X -5
A PREOEE, AR BEUREBI>LEX 1BETELTCECCT
el EWVWHHETREE 2 T,
ERITOWTR, 7»v~X .72, BRERNT A, BEZIHREL
bEEN, BERALUESORITYECINIFELACER LI, 72 FDE

WRFRNE 7 » — X « 7 A v 3547, BRI A + 1564, BREEFENERES0S T



232

Botce V—F— (FREH 3), X (THNEK 4)3BBRECH2
FEREDODEMCT LI A2HETH Y, FEEILE LR, 7 r—X+F A
FEBOBIIR, ERI LABRIERIEL BRI,

) BROBBEOFE

1. RELAeTRTOT R VS, BERELRDBE, tE, 7=
— X FALNDRERA ST b - U — FETEIRED,

2. ERLILITNTCOTFTAMNCBELTEABGHYEIRY, A O
BB/ OoNIEBE» b M, T, ThEh25% T 20 LMEE, THZ
HrilL, WMEZ L, HEE, ARHUNERERD, b P&
CEERIT, FREROT A OEMEBERIT B,

3. %FEELT:?J\“'C D F A B LT Kuder-Richardson ® 204X

R IBEEEMEERD D, roREBERELENT B,

4. ELHBTHOLRLBACESWT, LRI TR 6 SO TUER, £®
L TiZ 8 2D TRLEE I 2\ T Pearson-4 §°n A7 Fext—2v1F
HHBEIR L Z kD 5,

5. BRI TR 62D TRHEH, %%HfusoﬂT&Eﬁﬁbﬁ?%
ﬁr;b#ﬁﬁ%ékwéo

N §ﬁhmﬁ§

. EHR, RARE

%%I@J1%)<iau—x-7xbaﬁﬁﬁ7xb& BRI (N
—%)1&ﬁm~x-7Ab DT AP EFDNREZRB LI, O
BREELOIBAND, %h%h@v—x T D\ “Cilzié.)ﬁ k@iﬁ{ﬁ%éi
DIcDONELTD %,
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£1 RELETRFOMAA, FTHRA, RERE

T T SR | x . /— 3 .
Fzp e | W OR | PER | BEEE
% sa—X+FAF | 22 | 11.92 5.13
1 | BEHT A 13 1 496 | 2.60
pa—x-FAb 46 17.40 | 9.57
g | BEBEIT A b 15 7.88 2.92
kel ‘ .
2RSS @m0 105 3.72
| ombor (Eesd | 22 0 o4 | 3.9
F<ZL GE3EY | 20 771 3.70
w R [ 62 = 27.65 |  9.17
2. RBTH

sm—RX T AL EFERNTAIOBERG Bt T, ROIX S
HEEVE,

a. I

7m—X 7T AMD2REB D5 LEREEHI%LLE, 102 TD Dk
fe o tehs, BB HER (Index of Discrimination) 23, I.D. =.19 [
Todor2HE (HES £18) Hoto, 12 BEDOHKSE, 0.1% v 14T
EELEANIVEE, 1%L~ A TEEREAN1EE TH- 1
WEIT A+ DIERE A S L, HEEHII0%LLE, 10%UTDb0l
<, AN ILD.=.19 U Todo»n2EE GEHI £11) H o1,
Lol X BREDHRE, 1ISRELEMAEFE TS VI0HEL0.1% 1V~ T,
1HE» 1% v =1T, 2HBHRLS %V VTHEETH -

b. =B

7m—RX e FTAIDLA6FHEDS L, HEER10%UTodorn 15HE
(FEBE20), FREES, 19U TOLOR5HAED - . (HE16, 20,
32, 36, 41) X* BEEDFHER0.1% v A T255HE, 1% v <1 T8IHH,
5% v~ TC53HHE, £ TIREHREETH - 0
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BER N7 AV ViR 15HE TH - ohd, EEEH 90 %L EOHBA L 15HH
CHE 6) H b, ARNEE ILD.=. 19 TodboR s ot 1 B
EDRRE, 0.1% vV CHEELREEMNT, 1%V <AV THEEMRHEENS,
5% VvV TCHEELHEN3IDI, 26 TIIFENEETH - o

3. EMERE
HHLIT N TDOF A FZ2nwT Kuder-Richardson @£ 20 A3 K &
HEEERE, RUBEBEZRPRD, TOB{REE2RCTT,

# 2 EKR20CKDEFEERK

F A b | KR20:T R R
§ Ju—xX .« F A} 0.868 1.864
I BEfESI T A b 0.659 1.518
JH—Z+FZ b 0.916 2.774
BEfES17 A b 0.684 1.641
2| e {BSES 0.735 1.915
I Hisc b 0.657 2.220
sl L 0.746 1.890
| ® A 0.854 3.504

DEoEBEERERINFRNCEHWVEEETHID LS5 LN TE D,

4. Pearson 7A4¥ 2} - B— A FEBEFKRE

a. ERBRI

FHRE 133 AR LEEEC OV TEBANE O RKIAMER 2l oo T0
13341 2o\C 6 THREEHED Pearson 7= £ 7 + « = — 2 v FEBRE
REHLIEEREZERIRTFT. SRE, 2FEHEOLMEGRE? 1% 1~
LTHEBETH- T,

b. =B
BERESCZ I EET R OWTREAIEL 0L, BBRELBICOWT8 TiL
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D Pearson 7= 7 b » = — 2 v MEABGRKE RS, TOKEREN
F4THDH, 2EEBOLMHEEREN 1% VIV TERTH >

&3 6 THEHODRRT

1 1. 00000
2 0.53393 1.00000
3 0.62880 0. 49959 1. 00000
4 0.82200 0.62050 0.66161 1. 00000
51 0.71023 0.65071 0.63488 0.79153 1. 00000
6 E 0. 70596 0.66791 0.59051 0.75305 0. 85999 1. 00000
1 2 3 4 5 6
i Ba sl x5 ¥ =
= i3 :iEH = 25 yi|
1 ya| 1= ¥ K =
=z 7 = i) ¥ 7
. 3 & & E
7 b =
2 &
|~
Z DOROMBEFREIZIT TP L. 01
x4 STRIEFHOEETH
11 1.00000
2| 0.58839 1.00000
31 0.75586 0.60464 1.00000
41 0.74421 0.55464 0.88685 1.00000
5 0.67190 0.41281 0.66028 0.59120 1.00000
6] 0.60436 0,41675 0.47065 0.45171 0.55514 1.00000
7 0.62078 0.54716 0.53371 0.53095 0.54255 0.51259 1.00000
81 0.75680 0.54925 0.66743 0.62725 0.83312 0.82202 0.82858 1.00000
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
4 BE R G L B, =2 B
a 2 E R <F 57 OF R
| @ A A ::ﬁg :ﬁﬁ cﬁB
= 5 D M L8 &3 L
. Z E M ER
T b R A 3
A BX R bk
b b 579 &
=

Z OFROHEEFREIZTRTP L.01
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5. BFMH

a. FEEI1
VARIABLES. . LABELS.. : FACTOR 1
Vi yuaygxX FAL , 0.82905
V2 FaATHA Yyas FRXEb 0.70304
V3 F TN TR 7 0.71370
Vi T4 I3 FrYars~vyF ©0.90307
V5 FIrxrr=y evagidg 0.90484
V6 L oowyss awvy " 0.88256

#5 EEIDIYTyHREDRE

rr—Xe7AOEBE, BERNT A OBSMEREE XEBEIE
=E, ZEERNE, EIEEOBARKIWT Y <y 7 AEL I BETF
THERZItoTedy, TORERNRELS TH D, BRELYARD L, F1HTH
B X R DR TH - Foo

b. HEI
VARIABLES. . LABELS.. FACTOR 1
Vi JaIX FTAEL : 0.87046
V2 FaovhA4 V39 FTAE}b 0.64895
v3 READER x4 &% ' 0.83569
V4 GRAMMAR ¥4 =% 0.79757
V5 Fab ,»~FRXab g 0.77880
V6 FLat | 0.68843
V7 /= 0.74110
v VA Al 0.94185

F6 REBRID/NYTyIREDER

BRI LRAKRE, 7e—~X .72 r0BE, BEDTA+0BH, FE
KDYV — X~ O, EXEORRE, FHEEOFELIF (L& BT
), B2 GRbrz &), #H;3IW (Bl d), BAECESWTAY <
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vy 7 AERC L ARTHMEB I Inotc, TDEENEE6 THEM, BFIZ
FI1HRFOLAHE X i,

6. INBOKREE

T 1 OBEED e, REIT, IR WTZ r—X - 57 A DFE4H,
EHEEERZEF L. 72 —X + FA +OREECOWTCEHBSH XIS,
ERECL VAMNIEEE L. %7 Kuder-Richardson 0 20 AR
LB EEERKERDNTBOB LRI, ¥ BEOHKRE, i1 Tk
22FB 20 HE N ERETH Y, KRN TIRIERFIBEENEETH - o
KR20 CXZEHEERBRIERIO/72e—~X - FA TR r=.868ThH
DEBIDZr—X + FALMITIE r=.916 THok, L EDERNLL2Z
v —X 7 AFRRINDNCENR, RENE—EOBNT A +THDZ L
ME X fz,

EHE, 7rn—R e FTATORYETFS DT, EHRITEE62oD
TARLER, EBRIT TIE 8 2D TLEKICDWT Pearson 7= £ 27 + « £ —
A PAEBEEE R RD . TOER, v —X - FA IO TREERE
r=.6 26r=.8 ©1% Vv A THEREREWVHEEEND D EERRE MM,
BASHZUEDENT A N THDE ENEIEI T,

DEpB T7r—X e FAMIBRADOHEREL L TOEFEOHREEY
WETHHEIRT AP THS] LVIOHERHIBLHEI R E Vo T IV,

K32 DRIED /=D, BRI, IR WTr7e—X TR EIEMRDT
A+ OFEBAREE RS, TOFKR, BRI TR, r=.534 (p<.0D,
FEERINTIE r=.588 (p<.01l) B’RD>Lhl, TOBERIEERCEKTS
O RERITIFIEHE DD TH 5 o

Zh B 2 o0 MR Oller FoPsTIC B LT, BHO KB HEE
(r=.70bk) BXe@avilERE Lo, 7e~X -« F A
NEER %, IV OBRETHTES L\ 25, AR CET SR, X
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M2 [27e—-—X - FAVIBEAADHEEL LTOEEOHEBENT AL
LCEEERTAVYTHE ] BEFINLEZEL bR, |

VI BROEE

1. XA CcEBEII /v~ X - FTRAIOBRZOWTEHEZ Lk 2°
BEXRZIofcko s, BRI CH2EATR20EAN B F T do i
(19HB A p<.001, 1HHE p<.0l) EF I\~ TH465HE +381H
BREETH-T, (25%HBA, p<.001, 8¥HEM p<.01, 5EHH
p <<.05)

¥ 7= Kuder-Richardson DF0ARIC LB 7 v —~X 7 R + OEEHER
HLERITIIr=.88 HKEENTiZr=.916 1EBbhk, BRI, I
THwbOhAEZr —X « FA+OFEERZTHLN22THE, 46HETh-
EEELXDHE, 7 —X s TARAIIEDHTCEVHEHE—EYE TS
ERBGEEI it vz X 5,
2. KR Z7m~X+FRrORIBEGEZUMNZT LB I0DE, HBE] Tidsr
=X 7R EINHEEEL LT, HAC X 55, ENEEOREER, F
e L OHEBEEZ KD, TOHERZTLER r=.710 (p<.01),
r=.706 (p<.0D), r=.822 (p<.0l) &@®HEANE b, Ak
CEBRION T 7o —X - 7AL LAREEL LTHEC X558 (@Y —
X — DR, Q@FENEOHRM), FIIHEEOREE (OF1F: MWz &,
ETol, @F2W T L, OFE3W: B L, ®BAE) 0HEE
ARDILZH Dr =.756 (P<.0D), @r=.744 (P<.01), ®r =
672 (P<.01), @r=.604 (P<.01), ®r =.621 (P<.01), ®T =
757 (P<.01) B bhtc, Zr—X.-FAMIZDX ST/ ERL
ECHHES R R Lic2s, BB X 2 55 & S 0BE o S &\ HHES
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An Experimental Study ot the Cloze
Procedure as a Testing Device of English

Reiko HOJO

Background :

In Japan little research has been done in th= field of foreign
Janguage proficiency testing, especially, concerning English profi-
ciency testing.

The cloze procedure or the cloze test has been said to be appro-
priate as an English proficiency test.

The cloze procedure is a generic term given to a testing technique
which deletes the words of English passages according to some
mechanical rules (usually every n-th). The subjects are required
to fill in blanks.

Since the cloze procedure was first discovered by W. Taylor
in 1953, it has been applied in various areas, for example, as a
testing device in Teaching English as a Secqnd Language.

Many experiments performed on the cloze show‘eda signs of its
validity and reliability. Espscially, the cloze test was said to have
a high practicality, such as the‘ ease of “construction, scoring and
administration.

Although it seems necessary to prove the validity and the
reliability of the test before it is widely used, experiments of this

type have not been parformed in Japan.
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Since both the cloze test and the listening comprehension test
probably measure the internalized grammer of expectancy in English
of the subjects who are non-native speakers of English, the
correlation between them was found to be high. (r =.7) Unfortu-
nately, in Japan, the subjects of the experiments are linked to 40
—50 college students. However, in order to reinforce the validity
of the experiments, the subjects must be more inclusive in number

as well as in grade level. (i.e. the junior high and highschool)

Purpose :

The primary purpose of this study was to evaluate the cloze test
in terms of three criteria, that is, wvalidity, reliability and pra-
cticality. |

The secondary purpose of this study was to investigate the
relationship between the cloze test and the listening comprehension
test in case the subjects were Japanese.

When the correlation between them was significantly high, the

cloze test was able to measure the listening comprehension ability

-0of the subjects.

Method -

As pre-tests cloze tests and listening comprehension tests were
administered in March 1979. The subjects were 116 junior high-
school students and 87 highschool student. The Exact-Word scoring
method was used in both cases. The item analysis was conducted
and based on these results, test formats were improved for the

actual experiment in April 1979.

The subjects were 133 junior highschool students in Experiment
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I and 86 highool students in Experiment II.

Both in Experiment I and II, cloze tests and listening compre-
hension tests were administered. In Experiment I, teacher’s grades,

IQ score, the score of the standard test and the score of the
English achievement test were gained as the external criteria.

In Experiment II teacher’s grades and ‘the scores of the standard
test were obtained as the external criteria.
The Exact-Word scoring methcd was used in both Experiments.
In order to evaluate the validity of the tests, 1) difficulty 2)

item discriminating index were computed and 3) X® test was

employed on each item. Fcr the purpose of examining the internal .

consistency of all the tests administered in this study, the relia-
bility coefficients were obtained by the Kuder-Richardson for-
mula 20.

In order to evaluate the criterion-related validity and the construct
validity, the Pearson Product-Moment coefficient correlations
were computed.

For the purpose of investigating the relationship between the
cloze test and the listening comprehension test, the Pearson Pro-
duct-Moment coefficient correlations between them were also
obtained.

The factor analysis was employed to examine the relationships

of all the variables in this study.

Results and Discussion :
The results of %% test on the cloze tests showed that 20 out of
22 items were significant in Experiment I, while 38 out of 46 items

were significant in Experiment II. The reliability coefficients were
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obtained by the Kuder-Richardson formura 20 : r=.868(Experiment
1) ; r=.916 (Experiment 11). These results proved thet the cloze
had a high discrimination power and internal consistency.

The Pearson Product-Moment coefficient correlaticns among 6
variables gained in Experiment I were all significant at the 1 %
level. (r =.6 -r =.8) The Pearson Product-Moment coefficient
correlations among 8 variables obtained in Experiment II were also
significant at the 1 9 level. Therefore, the cloze test proved to
have high criterion-validity and construct wvalidity.

Although the coefficient correlations between the cloze test and
the comprehension test were significant at the 1 95 level, they
were not as high as those gained in foreign experiments. However,
as far as this study is concerned, the cloze test may be appropriate
for measuring the listening comprehension ability of the Japanese
students. The internal consistency of the listening comprehension
was not as high as that of the cloze test. If the listening compre-
hension test formats are improved, the higher correlation between
the cloze test and the listening comprehension test.

In order to examine the relationships of all the variables in this
study, the factor analysis was emplyed. In both Experiment I and
II, only one factor was extracted, which could not be named due
to insufficient data, but which showed relevancy to both the
listening comprehension test and the cloze test.

Cloze tests attract our attention as excellent in quality with a
high degree of reliability, validity, and practicality.

It seems that further research should be done :

(1) To increace both the reliability and wvalidity of the listening
comprehension tests.
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(2) To see the correlation between the Acceptable-Word scoring
method and Exact-Word scoring method, both of which are also
classified as scoring methods of cloze tests, and at the same time,
to compute the correlation between the two methods and those
measures which serve as the external criteria.

(3) To increase the number of measures and investigate what
items cloze tests and listening comprehension tests have in common.

(4) To explain more clearly the relationship between cloze tests
and speaking ability, and then point out the determinants of

English proficiency.



