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(AT EERF FEIMERKFHRL TS, 7w 100089 )

R AR HMA B AU ARG 2R A, BE 5 ITAFRLEILTH /MK, ALIE I
A9 AR E R o B KRB RRR AL RA 09 AL S, REERT LA Y RAE R T AE R T
AKPHATIRY, ROESHESTFHT, R VHEEILER, TiEZFilisE W 38 Tl A8
“OTTBL TR E AR R AR O Sk R B 8, BPUTE A R REMEPTIUTE G ek b, 1B v kiE S A
iEH TR A R R AARE R AE S, Bk, . . BRILT QT R IRE T RAE N 8
0k SRR AN B A F . AR A MK L ZH RIETER X AR, AT, . AT AR R
K E MRS TR B K90 KA B, sl EAFRAT 697 A XA,

KB T M s R

+E XS H319 L #kAFIRAD: B

1. 5[5

W 3B 5 2 H A2 N T AP R S 8 IE R A, AT A2 2
UART WY YKV REA TN B B Wy IR A R (R P AR i L A S S AR SR AT SIK
PIAS IO, I3 B AR o Il e vl S

2- ss%uﬁg%ﬁ

Py 2 e MR BN AT A VR A = LR (Chapelle, 1998). ZEXIWT J) /K V1347
D&, A5G TG W IR &2 At 4, RIAR A 2“7 O Bk & A — g5 0 3 SO & 5
(psychometric-structural linguistics) #2155 XI5 AW, Ui 32, HIUIHERE. KIALSK,
EADS B BAEM DR RR TARNER, I RAB o 58 AR S B s
BT T OREIT, WWTIX I e 2 3] T Z2EE (Douglas, 1988; Shohamy, 1991),
JE DR AT O R @ B = — AN G — 10 (Buck, 1991, 1994, 2001; Feyten, 1991),
W A vt A B B0 B ] BE BT H SR PRI, LI Sl AR o ) 3 X
(kI & (Buck, 1991). ¥ £ 2% (e.g., Buck, 1991, 2001; Buck & Tatsuoka, 1998;
Dunkel etal., 1993; Richards, 1983; Rubin, 1994) #S5mif 1 F&E“Wr” ity ke 2 1 06 Bk

RAEERZ — NG — I W IR &, (HARZ FHE AR — i Bl T — 2 BIA T
AR A F BRI RE . DI, MANTE A BESR AR g AR (KD R RE B AT R i3t 1
T IR 2 o

MINFR OB 22 (M R, B AR R & — M5 BN T (information processing)
FIEFE (R—%2, 2001). Atkinson & Shiffrin (1968) #2 Hi #:4id % (the control processes)
MBS, EERERSFET . 45, MERREE ., X—MSie, A8 I EmA a1 2
eshils SRR, i — MBI S SR R (el ARz g, 2003) . 7EIX ik i



Hh, ORI AN T 7 Ok A BRI B A S S A R b (bottom-up) (N T 772X
FE LR (top-down) hnT. /5 (Buck, 1994: Rubin, 1994; Shohamy & Inbar,
1991; Tsui & Fullilove, 1998). H Fifi Lt R &z Fnil . Ay AEvEsniR 2
BIEARERE, B Bz H A SRR AR SRR bR A HAE R 2
HEMFIPE RS AR RE (Rubin, 1994, 5 A7, 1998). INFILHS KA, HT
M BN Ty AE B4 REAE, & R AR R =, BIY H S 1) 0 i d5e 4 3R U S
o FEdbt AR, Wil @ mXE S AR Canaa), A5 Brd. B B s 7
S BRI 0N, SRR A2 T A B 0T S AR S R e B R A E A . AR
AR, W s A O A SRS B OR A B RE S AR, A
S RTIE AR SE PR RARA], 2002). —BOR U, 8 5 AR B RE A N im Ern T
7 S ARE AR R SR BILE R s JAEE S AR A SRECE B R pn T K, e
fil T A LA BN ER (R—%, 2001),

Jiese 3 M BisE A BN Ty, A&t BGEUn T (two-stage process)
fid 2 (Buck, 1991; Call, 1985; Conrad, 1989; Lund, 1991; Seculesetal., 1992;
Tsui & Fullilove, 1998; Tyler & Warren, 1987; Wagner, 2003), R[I{g B A0 T 4b B4y,
TR B B BORIRICEARME SE R, 25 I BOURZRA 18 F X SEE i H R 1 R A
EEG R . KEWFIY (Blau, 1990; Buck, 1994; Chiang & Dunkel, 1992; Conrad, 1985;
Hale & Courtney, 1994; O'Malley et al., 1989; Shohamy & Inbar, 1991; Tsui & Fullilove,
1998; R—, 2001) #H7r, AFEIZKERIME: > F 00 3Rk Tt FEA .

MIERZE A EERE, SEERER 2 — MBS RE . Grice (1989) 2T
AEBREIAEIR I, A B AR IR TE TR SRR X, SRR TE SRS, e
TR E M % (contextual assumptions), KEE A T7EAS b oA T <7 %
B, gy KRIE. TE ST AR RN EATIG (e 51 B{T 4%, 1995). GriceJ#ig
B AR S i FE AR IE Y 2 1K, {HSperber & Wilson (1986, 1995) I\ N IHLA1ER
MIAREFE A i peIX — ) i, ANTHE T SRBEER”, A AT MR 4 NS G s 25 B AR
T, M AN SR B IR 25 A A2 DRI ), BIAR SR AR SCIR A5 EL A =i (51 BT F 4%,
1995) SRV Rl — AN 1E 1T AT 2 PO R AR, T i3 72 A8 Bm L DL 2 e 22 b g G BG
B — R G TE B AR (2244, 2002). HEEIRNIARE, SCBCBRS R UEN],
AU ELE T RO, e R T AT DN TE AR R . B A R R R AT A
YR DU S ASE W 15 22 FEAR ) T U1 T O I TR A B R B H A SR, X R SRR W i
XU IR AT A B AR, MO TEVEAE BRI SOy, (fff B8R, 1995). 1B 51
TR ), HEBEGUR A 5, B TEE WA D) s VBB 5 U515 IO i e, af ik
W77, PRRIEE R EERAE (] B4R, 1996, #5IHE A&, 1998),

MR HTAT LA W, Wil #e, alag uiur B 0 R oy R A%, MOATRNIR # B H R
A DO ICAEAN A (P ke o ZEWT ) BRAA R R b, R0 5 AR Cmaliey Ak, 1B X 1B
FREE) SARTE S AR GOt SR AHOC A AR — R SR AR AE) S S5 5 2
() A2 HAE R, Wil 2l e X — A8 B PR @A T A4k S (Buck, 1994, 1997, 2001),
BRI, W iE 6T AR B 2 R (9 H AN A (Richards, 1983) Ak e AN ]
(Buck, 2001). LA K # 4k = /KA A (Buck, 1994; Hale & Courtney, 1994; Shohamy
& Inbar, 1991) /=426 5%, IR MEXT “Wr IR @A — AN R AT 2 . IE Nk,
— 22 (Buck & Tatsuoka, 1998; Richards, 1983) XJ“Wr” M\ REf)f BEEAT T 2025,
B LRIk 2 W St B8 (micro-skills) . Richards (1983) %il4) H1 3310 L5 2% 207 Jy
(conversational listening) A ¢ AE TR fg 5 AR50, AIESERITETE S
TEHAE) M8 22 RN /) (academic listening) A Mt fE Chnsffgrboo EAR, 3
W 1 PR A AR ESS) . Buck i Tatsuoka (1998) 41146 1 1535 3L A 45 fiE ( prime attributes)
Chn P fig Sk pbkl, PR 355 14T 34 A (interaction attributes) (R fZEA
FREAH AR = AR e B, WARTEARLEATHEWT, B3 TAPRIAE) o R X R 20 21
fif R SCWE (A AT AR, (HABAEE— @ R R . S U Re s = IR I e L, R
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BAHE AT RS HHEY] (Dunkel et al., 1993: p. 182), i HiX4eids G HIRIME 2238 &
RS AR BE, JFERAE L SLIEWF TR % (Buck, 2001). Buck (2001) it 17—
ANERINKIWT J1#) 87 (default listening construct) (p. 113), EWriGE: 1) HE). L
I REBLSE EREARRIRE T 2) BRFEM R A& s S BRI 3) XK
P28 R I By e SCIFATHEIS (I RE ST (p. 114D X —"BRINIIWT SR &7 ol B AF S W (K A6 25 1)
FEARAY,  Hef AR B AR H bR iE S 1S 5 (target language use situation) BEATH .
EFEEEREAE ANATTE 2 T AW IR & S RN 2%, AR KRG E, WG T —. [
(PIAE) & 8 SUANRERE FH T 2 A0 1 B ARTE 5 (8 1 5

SRTT, B2l AW IX 00T 75 5 BE PR A B HE R o SR A 2 T W " LSRR R
e g S FRIAGE F I, — N NBE TG, oyl WIRA S H], N
SRR iE Fis HA BRI HK . 1B TR 2 s iltd, C R S
PR IE S e AR AT AR B R ), X — I R RR oM E S 12 (language use).
CRRIME = ZeF L RIMEZE) (Common European Framework, fij#XCEF) &, “i& =8/
EVE N M A s S HE G S %, sH A CRANSMEe ), BisLEEae) M
LBRE T RES) OXEERE ) nl S 415 F M HE MR R, WS FE 530, s &R
BAHOG B AR, SO ARSI T A FIMES . THt el L, A SERRTE FaE M
(1) F B ik — AN NIV 5 RE I AN T 5 R A T E R M A A R, E R LA A MIEFEH
SR, 4] R FH A Fh sk ms, 8 5 FiE S8l se AR 5 s Ol DRk, o SRR
I LB B NAN AR LS A ds I 4 5t .

Buck (1997) #5tH, MW IG5 Ul ih4 2 WA el S VEREEE AR, AATTis - )
N o] DA e — MLk . fEXAMESART, —umddEs B (non-interactive) ()W
e, BT s B, FUiiEs < MsaEAm, £3E251%1 (non-participatory);
M —uie s B (interactive) BIWr it 50, Wil MG S, Eis Ok S S5
TEH AT AL, &2 5P (participatory). B BT IX IE 5 $ 680 A & H Rk e X
P R I8 T e BT i ¢, (R FLSE It S 4 K 2 Hem 8, AT W ) it 5
FEAE R AT T o VA AS ELME (PR B 2 DR LA S AN IA) AT B 22 501 AH B AR EEHEAT 11 Sk AT
W, B EBE AU IXINE S H . Thrasher (2000) fi5H, Wrinss&dm ARM, RA14E
TR 2 H0E S AT AR AL REWT AU AT A A o AR HL, U N AN [ A
AFIRERE, —RWTiEE SRR (PEIRBUER) BT (s SN2, 8 TR U5 B AL
CRWFEERE A ORI BRI AR B, @NEE, B TR AU Bk
=W AR R BT S N A S DDA TSR RN, 8 T R s AR . AN
fif ke, R T —MEISE B RITER .

HIM AT I, ST RS EAN R BT, T W e 4l 5« W A3 2% . DR, “Wr
Y AR W AR H AR S A S SR AR AR, Wy B R =T
[ N TR % £ 3L G N B S P v | | R Ll B S i LT oo B VR s L O D e Wi
FUSERWT e, AR 200 1 SkE F AR e ORI R e RAMEEE L, 2
AT I 5450 AW Bt i A . 3 5 T 3R e N T 5 AR 55 o M T A% A5 KRR AN ],
Wy B AR A S BARE AN VLS A AT FR A% BTt A S BB Y
fH & Ja BT ARSE UEE AN PR B BRI A &R S . itk W,
B A B I TR AR S, B R 2O B AR % g 177 P PR A A% it
WRYEAE BALILTT A, “Wry Bl AL A PIR A A 1) DUEIELE B8 EIR
AL AR LD, Wi Jf e 1Sk 5 MG o AW 2 £ B sl eh B A5 5 A 1
My AR B EUEEIAAINITH 2 2) DASHAE B EMn 22 A (ILE2),
VO R TE 2 4 1 D AT SAIAEWT 1 A & IO 5 4 () EA T D), AT W A 25
TR A SR AR XS T v v Bl b AR O AL B dUAE . DA, R R iR =X
E Sy R TR RT3 Ei N P S v = i A B SR W S IR N U PRATTRL 5 8- N
ARG BAY REYERALEE, BUSERIWr oS SERA EH T B A2 X TR AB A 3 e 5l
IAALE . AEEH, B E AT G 2 (A — X — R R, HRXF R RAGE I E M, Bk
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AT (R 5 il S Wi s SN TR AT B Aedt s FEIEI2, Bl AW il 4% B A2t
AT — IR G U1, I B 03 D) P AR SE B 75 AW AT R 25, EEME BACWSE o 1.
BRI AT AL, XA GE RR A Gk, TR A2 REIIIT )t 5t

HEE

|

&S =iniEE . [HEER &S o

T

B A A AR

WEE NEE

]

WiEE =RiEE .-

g fra= e

B2 0 A2 AR

FEWT B AR, WP SYTR T, AT E N ARER BB R, N
R YA RO R o WL R P DT TS R AL, I8 T SRl 5 oRAR I Ui h TR
I R BT B AN EERIE AR S, DUERIBEAT KAWL H . PRI, “Wrs By A£7SEfs
BT BLSEAE AT I KA e D s I e X — PSSR R 16 1)
RERS FIZh. S BB AR LSS AR A DSk F A R 20 BENSIE I kil 5 Bk B (5 B
WA 3) REWIZIT L SKTE 5 RIE B 5 mpTWrs B A a s & B #ilEE; 4)
RS AR P 5 S N AR G DR Sk [l BT B30 Ar, “Wrs il A7 SRASUIE 3h
BT R (3D 2o

—| BHEREE #HEAEREER
B® EBEE BrmE
T > i .
Bt ISR R
FHEERER
PR ER R Wz E R

I3 “UF, B, AL TSk BB



SRR, B RE ) RE S A AE S I B ERME T IS T, RiEiE &
e, I FPE SIS B e AT AR I R 1 (RRUNTE S eI FRESLY $RH, “BEFTEs)
FIZE R 3 R (reception). 77 (production). H.ZAZFr%AY (interaction) Bi/E
F1Y (meditation) O WL T H1E. BRI, REEFRMTGIRTE NS08 2 PBiiniE 5
LA AT RE A A . M ESCHI AT RT AR, W B A7 Sk A T A AR U G T IX
VRGBT s g R ——Wr ) B, = o R —— ) IR U A3, BB A Bs i —— & 15t X
5 lMEs, MR — R X Bk, ik, EISHTR R, Pi. &7 0 SkATHiG shf
AT FEAE IS KA L RE R & 1 — AN FE AR, 7EA RIS 5 s HIAEE N o] RIS AT e
AL

3. MW AR E R

W WA bR E — N EA LA S E L RS, R AEE N R, A ] LU
SIS, T RN W ) 7K BAT KRS R 502 e 45 2% A Al — L8y ) 2
B4 (Il S KRR BEMBIRESE, JHARIE A58 BAT 55 1 R IR HEWT b AT
ST A R LR 545 (Buck, 1997; Thrasher, 2000). 417, 2 5B AR E AR 4 Ik 45 5
X AR TIWT S KV BT VEHER IRUERA P, 5 50 2002 T AR D] 35 2 kR &5 3L, sl 1kt
I AR (R I A 50 o

— TG R AR AN T AN W AR, BRI AR o W R RE g N B
B BN TR, 18] AT DA AZ AR W J3 KT, T AR B R W IR S g, A
BRI S B, W MBS (text type). 2R (question type) FINTi%#
HIEFAE (listener characteristics) Ji 4 52 W WY 733 ff) - 22 A 2,

3.1 WAMKBXA

Wy 3R Rk 5 W 3 R AR 2 R B DI ORI — DN 2 1 (Wagner, 2003). Wi
RS RAR W] e x5 Ml (45 RN TR ) (Buck, 1992), I mi H & L o

3.1.1 B 33EM¥ (spoken text) vs. PHEIEMF (read text)

KAk, VF 20T A rb A W A R A2 — L6 B S R (0 5 v AR . R X
BRI REACE T ARINRIA S N S Sesely 5, W) %, R Al 3% o 4,
RN e 4 K 250 iE S s IR A A ENE (Kellerman, 1990; Wagner, 2003).

B2 HH SR 1 15 T VB AL R RIS 7= 28 (1) TSk iB ARG AT AN R, 5 LT & & 2 1
{5 (pauses). AL (fillers) FITU4{5E (redundancies) (Samuels, 1984, #:7|
HWagner, 2003). {5 UM 78 54 U 15 2 4 55 22 (1) I8 [A) R b0 T 484045 . (Rubin, 1980,
5l HWagner, 2003), JTURAE I 16 A HLE 0BG N FEAR 145 B AT 7R 0 1,
Y297 (Blau, 1990; Cervantes & Gainer, 1992; Chaudron, 1983; Chiang & Dunkel,
1992; Conrad, 1989; Pica et al., 1987) £, JURE A B TUril5 X Wr JiAh R
(3. Messick (1996) fiih, 5, HHATNITRE BAKHL D LEFK-—Hs, W
T HPRE S PRI — 0y, HIX SSREAE AT AR} 5 B 25 1B 210K R A 28 80

Shohamy#ilinbar (1991) W51 T Wr JJ# BHE IEALEEEE (degree of orality) XJ M il
RIS AATARIL, Wr JJRPREI) B A AR B B 5 g N (1 5 s . B FE RS B
s BRI il E . 5Bl AR BEAS R AR A i T — AN 1 Skl S — 1 T s
FUHEAAE, TEXANESAR T T E AR, BRI RN R, HRR S, B
Tt B vy IR A FE A o DRI, B0 R SRR e, BRI B, Sl AR HE

5



FESAR . ANEIEBEATRIAELE W 3Pk, #ERY% BERIINA H R0 H bR E 5 S, XA
BEARAUE IR Py 25505 FR 25 %50% (Buck, 1997 ; Shohamy & Inbar, 1991; Wagner, 2003 ).

3.1.2 " AR (aural text) vs. A HE (visual text)

W AR AR BT AR CR N 7 O B, A4 2088 T 41 5 1545 S (nonverbal
information) {ENr ) B ATE 1] (Kellerman, 1992). Feyten (1991) fgili, “diAy
A5 DA ALHE 5 B BAEAE S B B o AT DOl v 5 A S (RS0 Il 1) kit
ATEMR, T DOE B TE S RIE (OB e B ) ORI TR, i nT L
WA AEEEA R (WS IAES) KRUHTEM (p. 175). Kellerman (1992) E“iiifi# &G 14
PIESE, AR 8 R E RO “ 5 #9547 87 (kinesic behaviour), A iXFiqT
Sh Rl DA B Wik UM ST IR R N A, JFIE R L) o il iR B, BEA T 0T
AL B

G AGEAT A E AR S 1S B TSR W KA R R T Pk A TS A
REAGyserh, Wrili AR E AL S Bk B A CatAT BEAR, (EIUAT W 0t R 45 M
RAFRALXRE L (Buck, 1997), 2R & M6l W Sy 44k (Wagner, 2003), il
IR FEAR 2T (5 B RE ) (Feyten, 1991), AR KT IEiEF H & #aB T At e
AEF A BRI . M H, O TORAMIEE RSk, aiE W AR E S e RS
B L S B AR S TP ) SR S S s T . Kellerman (1992) Ak iX Fh 5 15 63k i i 1 Wr
MEIAREARK ARMNAFA S N 138 5 A 50, NS BRI R o IE a0 L8225 T
(Dunkel et al., 1990; Kellerman, 1992; Pennycook, 1985; Secules etal., 1992; Tyler
& Warren, 1987) JrWin, WIRAENT yprkbh s inilod ErfE Bk (HE S 3495178
MIEARF A B #SiA B T Nk ShAE SR BEAE, I8 A2 SO GUAE & AN 0T )
MEHNAEIX RAF BN [T 2 AR B, SEBR B AT 5 25 A W ) R %
JIENR NS

Ginther (2002) 7EXTHEHLTOEFLAE A Wy ) MARBEAT W T, R T 2R
K% 15 5E1ME (context visuals) FIH %K% (content visuals). i 5t KEIMG 4 WriG & He it
B RN P75 G B, AR EUE RS 15 1E A4 78 . GintherIRF5T B on, A
P2 B BT DA R (R AR T2l it (R Wi Ak, TP A 75 S5 BB D A e ) sy
Tl s T AR I IIX 85 R RS, P92 EAGAE T AR (45 R P 25 i A
F{ETEZ, B REGE TS OB N ETCS, 28T VAR eV ErE &), X
b o3 HOVE FAEAR KT B AR b e A B 5. Ginther I ER HY, 7K T8¢ v ) N 2 B B 4 i
T IR S B B Rl A T R . A GintherfE W A3 880 TRLE AR S, (HIXEeE AR
& e R RTEIER , ANREAS IR L M AR R N 8 A AR A IR 5 o nT BE 21 (1) 3 S AC TG
St U REEE 8 B AE B AENT B R IGAE T, SCELREARER LAY W) H ARTE 5 E I 5,
T I M2 AE W i b A P A AR (video media), 8345 EAIE) A R34S B
gity, Wl —AeHEME BRAL (Gruba, 1997).

Stientjes (1998) L& 1 MBI A AN e AXTWT 23 BRI 52, AL R 5 i
R T3 AT B A8 N 3R A AR A 5 15 A5 S BE T B N A 2 A IR I e A )
%, PR T ZOOERBUIMERL . (S, R A 2 70 BV R AL 2 0 7 R &7
ZiCR MR, ARANESERE, TGN T WA 58 i ) 2B e o Al FRIBIE 5 E i )
T Wy J R4 R S N 7 SOy 222 18] A2 AR T AR R A . (H
Gruba (1997) A W% 4 FR e Wil (0 I B A5 i AR At A\ SRR 5
M o XA U FE A A i Z W] S (R PR JEA, R IR % A 2 8] A2 FLAE AR
Ag, ARSI BUIR 77 (145



B AR F AR O D ERAZ R — AN AT Bk i) FE I, AR I R R R A
KA I I R AR LB o B 2GRNV SURIE Az, PRSP (A A\ A it A\
(RT3 BRI 2 AR W 2 I PR A J A A o WEARAEWT 2 U s IR B2 ok T R
SCMEFIE I 5 AR IR S RUE, A, AR GRS LR TS A e
B (2 WUE R, A ) S RIS R AR A o IR, SRR AW 7o 4
SO S SUSE AR A AROR AT (IR A, 4 e S R A IS R R A o (R
PUIRGEAR AL T B0 1 I b 75 ZEP R AR e, A1 AR B B2 2% Wiy 3 ik e vt — P 2
Z4ft (Gruba, 1997). Fulcher (2000) &4, FUBUREL ) A AR AT g2 AR W 1 2 21
T JIRPRHIAE RS, IS MBI R AL & R, DRI A R AR I 5 T BEAT KA 9 o

3. 1.3 ICELA A Hvs. 3F ICBA AR

K (schemata) ZFEMNIAE T AR5 (Bartlett, 1932; Rumelhart, 1980,

5| HTsui & Fullilove, 1998). TsuifliFullilove (1998) W Ji#4 k1R Sk W B =2 Y
(schema type). 7E—kaWr JJpbkE, WA A PE 55 B IrEeE i B U5 JE ki
1) 55 B IS I B A — 2, XA R E T IR LB 8 20252 (‘non-matching’
schema type); WH = —2, & TULELHI KA (‘matching’ schema type). Tsui
FiFulliloveds i, 7oA HARVCEC AT PRIt NAaRE R B ~im Erhn 75K, #8
i T AE R MDD A T A 0 SR R, RS TR A 0 R A B 5 B ARl
FHUCECHIWT Sy AR, AR MK EE B B R rn 15 XA T B . T4l SRR 1,
ANE R AT ALY I R, 7K AR R AR AE DT EC A W AR () 2R I BH 2 0 THIK
KV s T VCEC AL T )R RLR AN TARACE N AE 1 5 I TR A2, AN [FE & KF
(R AR AE T AR A () R B W B 25 5o DAL, e 00 A SR AR D E 0 S Ak e s AT
ZRCHE DX 1) HE AR P B A

3.1.4 &

PAEZG & T Wy AR SR AR A R B 2, W A AT A N 7R 1)
J236 VS R A W Rk, AR H (KA i 358 T S AN A LR RE L 1Y
FoBLs 2) Rl REEAAEEAAAE W I BRI S, DASRANE SR R A 51545
= 3) AR A ARILEC R0 A4 kLR s I X 3 L

3.2 HEE R

] () 28 2 s e N K T WK R X — R R . W ) B
(comprehension questions) KillWT Jj & M JE 5 2 .t RSN X o 35 3 >R FH 1)
ik, Sherman (1997) #8HH, RV BLAF SR AR R AEMARIREE (1035 5 48 FH 1 5t
R T I R RA R 25 5, AR AR St e R A 22 0%, RIS SRR Wy Sy Bk
AEF o AR, AR KT WT gy 388 00 1) AR S SLAE T E RN St (R A R 25 5 AN R AN b
B HMA TN (test method effect), BI'E AT NARE MR R ILH) 520 (Bachman,
1990,

Buck (1991) 7EXF6/~BEE A HAE I DeiE 22 > F W ) BARREFL R, 548 7 e vh-illilT
DI BRI AT AT M, R IR X R AR N A o A EARAEACZ 0 T (ower-level
processing) Fli 2 T Chigher-level processing) 2 [H[X 5], Bt H i 5AS [\ P
(PVBRAAAS, — SRR BEAR T ) DRErh B AR IR 15 R, R IIRAERJ2 R ¥ TR
N SR N R A T 2 B e O 1A R A T AT, R 2 v R R N e ) < AR
WU AR, T P S LA A0S U A A BTN H 1o Buckdtax — 45 R 43 A 2R -1
WP B T IR 2B R (short-answer open-ended comprehension questions) [



DR o FE R IX ], N AR ) AT R 4 AR B &, X, Ak B
FE A JZ VRN T RE D7 1 ) A I A7 B 28t i )2 0m A3 A %6, [ Z IR - Shohamy
Fllnbar (1991) WAIFFT T Wr g B RS 1 SR Q] 52 mi AR (IR R St AATTAERIE T 48
W B0y Ry PRI s BRI/ 25 ) 8 Coverall/global questions) A&/ Jey i Pk
i@ (specific/local questions). BFFTAIL, JRIFHE il @B 2 LL 276 Pk ) R B, R
P Sy A L BT HEWT RN 255 BT PR B AR A5 S BRI, 78 s T )
N 22 A TR P I, AR W g AR e ) T 22 A SRt 1 & . Shohamy Flinbarid &
IR 22 B0 SR P i i ) A R R R I R, R 2 FAR ANt o SX B £ P )
EU S s ) 0B AT 280 X AR 3 7K R TR

Lund (1991) KIHF5T 4% % 5 ShohamyAlInbar AN [m] . A3 5 52 A 1y R HEAT T L
B, RIS AR A LT 1SR R R R [R1A BT 2 1) R A R, i 3k
PRI AR 5 b ) 2 15 T A R NAR 2 BERIE (recall) B2 LA HEMGE B . HEMIFAGE
FH ) 58 Lund (A 9T 45 5 A Shohamy Al inbar (RAF 57 45 AL F i, R Lund 2 ok 5 352038 Fl
W 7R BEA T ELBET 9T, 1T Shohamy FlIinbartfF 7T AL WT Sk, — 3% 2 18 IS Al Eetk
P, Lund e B e FIWT 06K b 480 F @& AR R A 25 B R R RV Lund A A Al B B A4 kb
TS S — T S LRI R A, (HRTSC S TRE, AEWT I A A B
T T AR 2 B AR R ) S R

BRI R 2 b, RS G 0P S AR A% . H AT AR SRR il (BEC,
BULATS, CELS, CET, IELTS, TEM, TOEFLMIUCLES) KM @iR S B EfiL. £
TRRERE JHAS L WSS IE AW A Ok o L, 22 TR PR 7T 250 LA R I I e i g
Buck (1991) iz ] RJI i 18 IR AR T80 37 2 0t 2R 3 Wiy ) BRAA IR 52 i o I 1
SR, XA DA R AR T A AR B A, I TR 6 AR
ZIWVE5Y L RCIR A B 76 B4 L 1 1m) 0S5 i BRI 5 B . S —%¢ (2001) FIFERA T
RIS B IR VAR 9T 2 03k P R AR 56 I 3 E W 1 U A (4 AR R I ) 5 i o &6 3R ) 2
LR =AM 1) S IAS B (A R PR 45 /0 70— B R BT b2 S350 25 i o e
IR 2) 203 BT AR AN 1] 3 G i R BEARE AN AR TR, VR 205 MR S 758 5 i TA )
PIGOL T, 2 MR IETE 5 AN, IR BRI S S 16 3) B AN L I I 2
IR RS T, AT i AR AN, AR T RS E RS (p. 230). R R4E,
“Z2 TG PR U SHE SRR U NAR B AR, BAE SR 2N AR BN T R e, X
RV 23105 R R e = BRI O, AT G P P 2 65 P 25 R 3 g (p. 231D [RIb R
TEWT F3 AR, AT 2 FE 22 T 3 0 7R A g AR, 7 R i AR g e AS FH 8D

FEWT FJMARE R, WA A i 75 ZE a2k il 28 id (take notes). Dunkel (1988)
WS T AR BT 28 10 1 N R EAE X R B St 1 52 M, R LA T Fh B A ) P 20 Sk — iy
RS B NV R 4 B i . Dunkel et al. (1989) FFFT T 30 230 1K ik B o) BEAR T g
MR . 25 R EoR, X RS A2 T WS ACE SN g7 NS NRFEAE B AEH
SRR AR AICAZ . HaleflICourtney (1994) #7% T MWARE 0 10 K456 A1 S5 xF
M AT I TOEFLWT JJMARR I 5% m . WA LE R BoR, AENIRAE 2 TAILE il I, B
EARAT R B AR FAE I L R ), VAT I/E 2 I AR T id 2 10 AT S ARA T e iy
KAl 2 my, i R0 0 W B A0S A AT ZE MR P K R % . HaleFICourtney i i, id
SECHNT M REZ 18] LR RTNAR 2 145 AR EE 7 202 0] IR A8 AR FAE REdE— 2D 9T

BEAR, I A 2 i A IR L. Buck (1991) fii, Tl ¥¢17) (question
preview) 25 WAKEFRAL TWIKIH 1, GEREBIAATTAEWT IR RS B 638 2 iKW ) SR o (LT
FERIFA SRR B I, P WakE R P&, MATTHIE B CAE T i
W2 )5, o FEAENT JIRPRR R 3 3k K e, B ARA D T B 1) A7 B 4 AR AT 15 S5 Wy



TR R e Buck &SR, Il (17 E X W AR IR L 5 m] e MM W )
M H IR R AL . Sherman (1997) AENAAH SN T UANAS AWy ik, ak—
O RO E (ORI TY i i TR o1 N 1B E = LT A i vl LTINS S
MR JE A AN GAT AT ()il o 25 AW, WA o T 088 ¢ i A i R PO 155 St i, (EL T ¢ 1)
FAS— 2 e B AR i R o i b, T e i o 25 0T T A A 2 S ) W g I 30
) 0 T i o 2 T 0 AR TR = R e (EANRE 7 R0 S 2 5 i 1) S A
FUE B IR I SEWT IR R T ik, R AR R (2001) FIESTRET, T
W I R IO 5 RE VB I NARE AT (P (facilitate) /EH, ) AT B ARATTT50RL £ 88 1
Z W AR AT IZENT A R AP ORI RO, (G 5 e 0 022 (A N AT I 2]
IXLEAEHS (p. 23000 DAL, AR B b R F000 L i) 18918 37 3 B8 il ) DX 20
AR R T BE ) PR AR 5 JRAUE i)t A7 R 3 A AT T DUt b A e Ak

DAEZ5 7 1) R SRS 20 L 8 0 i) i (57 0T AR I 2 I 5 ), T g Ik o
ALUNE7R: 1D w0 2 48 HI S G PR g, AR Wi J7 0 ) mT 22 45 P Ja) s vk i)
SR PR A b e B i R AT S X 2 AR A IR IR 20 2 TIRE R Tl Y - e
W 3B, AR T 70 U g AN B s 30 Wi sl b el SR 10 v 1) (R P 2K
WEAT AT B2 i K DX B S AT AT B AR N A et /Ko Ak, RSRWT 30
BT 5 L8 BIARIAIA T N AR W g 1]l K5 5 H AT R R AR T 7 A - #
R A 3, (AR RS W s S, ANATTAEAE 2l I 1 Sk 35K R ). 31X
R EARDUAE T 7B RIS B D 58 AT 55 1) R 2 5, X RERE vl e vy
DU PR AL 20, B e v MR I il e B e A4 (R ME A 1

3.3 YT KL

Rubin (1994) 451 838 F: 2% ma Wy Jy BAR IWr i # A5 1E, 0 g BEARIE 5 KF
(language proficiency leveD. 1277 (memory). &} (attention). /& (affect).
FER (age). T (gender). BEEZ MG (learning disabilities in L1) Fli¥ 5t 411K
(background knowledge ).

3.3.1 BRIEE AT

KEWFT (Buck, 1994; Chiang & Dunkel, 1992; Conrad, 1985; Dunkel et al.,
1989; Ginther, 2002; Hale & Courtney, 1994; Jensen & Hansen, 1995; Schmidt-Rinehart,
1994; Shohamy & Inbar, 1991; Tsui & Fullilove, 1998; # 14, 1998; 5% %, 2001)
L AT RINE CE NV & - A LAl 7 e s PN | A (EP S 2 i R S i 1A e S L
S AP PR AEAGIINR, BIFITE R AR O R AT BREEACT (R s 7 e L vk
AR () A X 43 AR AR TE /KPR @I (Rubin, 1994), MM s H T A 5T 45
(RS PR R A B 2 T R AT B o

3.3.2 LIz h

LB S 4R IR B TR0 ) BRI RE A 15— S AZ s eIz
WAL = AR IAAZ R B BN AR R o ACIZ A ST &, I — e s i T
REFACAZ MR RO o X PUN RS G R IIHCAZ 105 R B R L i,
SPRER F o . (5 Bl T S g5 Tl AN AR BA R AL . — Rl OL 2 2t R
(M B AT AR ICAZ; 55 R O02, ARSI RS AZ P 0 B R R IR I
K2 A B fE B m] BLEEARIYCAZ . JEA L CIZ AR B Z 2 s s B, 2w i
WERABMGEE (R—1%, 2001). Call (1985) [MHFFRN], FHILAZ I EWr ) BRAR 1Y —
AN A . Dunkel et al. (1989) 5T 1 RIVHCZ J15x 32 1 Wr I3 R BRI 52 0 o



WSS SR B, REICIZ ) 2 3238 B, S ICAZ Tt i 3238 3 0 S BE IE A i s &
FIME& (S B (concept information) F14175{5 5 (detail information), X3 W1 5 Bl g 52
FNCAZ 1 255 R BR R 2 A T2 A8 v BLFR A T AE 112 (working memory ) ( Carroll, 2000;
Carrell et al., 2002). AZKH TARIZ— Bkl A MANThRE: fEfEE BRI TER. 4ib
RS R, iy 3k, BTk B AR R TR ER AR =, TAEEAZ
RS, FEGR I T HRIE B4 e s (Just & Carpenter, 1992: 122-124, #%
FlESR—2, 2001), WYFIERQL, EVr IR, —Se Ak E 5w R e 5 QR T
—Ul, WEARIAEGREE, AR, BUNTARAEXW. NFEERNER (&
%, 2001). BREH (2002) WAL, Wr iARHK R Ur DM RS Wil S50 AR E R
XA HCAZ D) (P NS A B DAL, T ) ARk e (1) e P8 B 2% 18 3 W 35 5 114
SR T KPR T UE 3 1R YA 23R 3 e 75 30N IR R A2 DR AE

3.3.3 EEN

N AR W )R 3EAT 0 T R A shidk B2 Cautomatic process) AT il i #E
(controlled process) 4y, HENSFEEER, AW ) ISR T3 =71
P El. E A CREEARMIS SR, EE B EHIN % (Bialystok, 1990, #%75]
H5% %, 2001), Rubin (1994) 48, MR 7EUr (L RE e = & s mAbA g 12
77, BEMSEMABAT DO WT MR EEME . T RE & RO R R A G W s%, AR ME R NAR
XTI, Bk, JUPEAE AR e B R o s R

3.3.4 R

TR OARRZ T, MCHE I BAE L FBIER. X5 F . #Uh. B0k
BRI RN 2 0 W g BRAR £ 5200 (Rubin, 1994) . H HIAT I L8435 8k X 22
ST ) BELAR RO AR 1 Rk

3.3.5 F¥

AT SRAFUE XS W )y BR A 5200 ORI A 220 . Seright (1985) BIFST T B SME 2 2] & 1)
SRS 5 LT 7 2 ST REFETR (DGR ACBAEAR [R5 > SR N AARABLIR 272 ST A S 22208 1Y
RRHOR, 2 SRS o (RARES W ) BERAT IO MV IE RN R AN ittt 2o

2y
ﬁ‘bo

3.3.6 A

- AT A A M KT 5 RE A T S0 1, DRIt S S 6 T ) B S ) (DI AN A2
L% (Boyle, 1987). Boyle (1987) M4 R W, & LR ERIEFRES) (general
language proficiency) LT 531, BT ) (listening vocabulary) i 1) 2 0 22
PeT 2Lt . (HBoyledf At — BRI X — 45 W )5 A . Feyten (1991) FliBacon (1992)
D) T PR ) 55 W g B 2 TR A S A O OG 3R o AL A 1T T ek ) /0 Wy ) B A i
HVER, IO EAR I T AT K E .

3.3.7 BHEF I A

SparksfGanchow (1991) faH, REES A INMER) S 28 T B AR AME 2% ) I
] o X REE FE R FE EAE )NS5 S AME R R 22K B 22 ST R I AL L SR Z 3 9 7 A
FEARIRIK, AT EUONE = 2] B . 27 ) A0 BEE TS 5 27 2 J7 R R R AT o S 8004k
TEWT PR IE ik EIRME (Sparks & Ganchow, 1993). X FHig R & 7 22 F Sk
TR N LB AIE -
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3.3.8 HFEmIA

BT 7 BS AR, 1 S ARAET B T e AL R A . KR R A S IEAN
THEER R AR, DB U WTIEE S AL T AR afa] A s 0 R rh S R
771 (Rumelhart & Ortony, 1977; Adams & Collins, 1979; Howard, 1987, #:35|
H# 74, 1998). Bachman (1990), BachmanAiPalmer (1996) A CEF41 5 411K
Jyt F4mR (knowledge of the world), 8 NARE i A7 A K2 AR s 4, &2 AAT]
PEHE T —ANME 5 IS AT DGR S A B AR, BRI A 1S T s R A BT SR
P . Bk, 1 S aiRn] DUR G T SRR SO 274 iR B I AR (assumption) (Chiang
& Dunkel, 1992), sl & X T 5 — 2R a LT 144 R 254G %1 (Alderson & Urquhart, 1983,
1984; Clapham, 1991, 1992, #:7|[HJensen & Hansen, 1995), nJLLJE A —FE5E ik
A L% (Long, 1990).

W£24# (Wl: Long, 1990; Chiang & Dunkel, 1992; Jensen & Hansen, 1995;
Markham & Latham, 1987; Schmidt-Rinehart, 1994) #{% ¢ 7 Wi & 1 5 An U wr 730
IREDLIFE M. Markham & Latham (1987) [{RFFT 4 B, HFE SR 800 SR AE T Bh
AR I M 58 S 1% R B SR @ H . Long (1990) F1Schmidt-Rinehart (1994)
IRFIERT], NI AR e N7 [RIA 51 2 1115 B . Chiang#1Dunkel (1992)
IWTEFTR I, AR A J0 TS S5 0 DO I 26 0 1) 5% i) B R 3 58 AN I B VR N 7%
(passage independent) [F)1n) 8 (5 £ AR ORGSR 2GR FERD ) I A RISk, 1
X AR BL 7% N 7% (passage dependent) [11R) /8 (25 7 MW ARE A REAR G (I BRD) JF 6
W52 . JensenfliHansen (1995) WIME 5 MR KT 5 /K P23 se i Ho iy SR m i A,
VAR T A R T 5 KO A R AE T 0 AR G A AT T R St AR SR1Mm,  Jensen Al
Hansen {70 A SCRFIX AR . BTN A, Nl (175 50U RT 8 50 A B Tl A T3 et
Bk BT AR RS L, R IR R B DL R ) A —F, AR 11 SRR
IR AR, TR SHEVF 2R TAEN, JLIR 52 N e e .

3.4 &

MBI Z TR LAE AR 3 Arh, SRR AS AR, S Y i Y e I,
W 4 K257 5 ) J2K 7 2 6] (Brindley & Slatyer, 2002; Ginther, 2002; Shohamy &
Inbar, 1991; Stientjes, 1998; Tsui & Fullilove, 1998). W JJ RIS 5 Wi 17 5t
HHZ 8] (Jensen & Hansen, 1995; Tsui & Fullilove, 1998) DL ja] #3574 55 W ik 4 1)
TR Z 7] (Chiang & Dunkel, 1992) #SAE7EAS HAR, 1M N A8 B 1) /M4 22 48145
KA HAEHE— P k. Buck (1994) Fath, REA7IRF A i) 1 =] 402 — A
MURE BRI R, AR 1) R DA AN [R] R N i e AR vl e 2 AN Rl Ee e . BRI, O 142
e AR A & R RE, W 7 A ) e o5 e 2006 W AR URRAT 45 DA K AR 2 T (IR AL HLAE
A — AL Ff# (Brindley & Slatyer, 2002: 391).

4. vt ARRYT 7 U B

DL BRI s, AATTHE BE v 5 3 i 2 Wi A — T s A F 1 i 5 B e AT 5%
o LEWTIARERE, Wr G A0 E 5 AR AT 5 AR, BRESF SAR, AN N
TS MRHEAT In T ARBE, T8 B BEAA UL UG 0 R o X e ARk A W ) BRI (listening
comprehension test), %72 N AR W S BRfFRE . EMNAT7 vk b, SR 2 —28s
JESE R IR Can 2 R R TS SRR X W BRI BEARE RS o AN R F AR
PR, RGIEA R S B I Gtem) ZATT R, BE—AN/N 30 H LU S50y
JITERE N . Buck (1997) fiH, X ey Syl v A I i AT 45 A0 A2 AR A Tk 1),
A VB PETE S (transactional language) (5] DA4ERFAE 2T brok R ITE &) A FRAR,
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WAl AN B REEAT AU (SR WY 33 A D R I — B kAT % 2D
SR, FEAEARAC R WT o1 SN AR BRIAE PRV S N W A0 A A, I TR
Wr 733 S AU R AR SR W IX TE 5 5 HE, IR R RELR 1718 T AR IX B RE A1 A 1)
FJ7 IR ) 2K 56 BURE 58 4145 . Messick (1996) fith, a5 EARHE MR 45 Font N 7E
DRIAEE T 9 5 RE AT HEWT, A2 AT 55 e UL REM AL AR M APA R R JSL i &
FEFAESS o DL, A7 6 BB AN A8 (KW g DR R B CBRAT (R Wy g R0

B WA« Wy ARSI i) JURS A P I S I ZRIR AN 7 A, AR R W
BeE L R

s AW B AR RO AT 55 N N ARAZ T (KW ) PR AT 55 1) S T
e BB ARSI . FEAE BALIBAES T, AR AR S AE B AR eI 5 B AL A S 1t
AT A, DAARBLAEBPE R 1k, DB 1) A2 B 300 A2 B A AR A R, R
HAIWT 355 2 B FE DU AR 23 W B 55, Heak s BRI AE 55« IR s BA%
ARSI S AR S5, XA REA I % SOl 232 1 . 7 L B AT B BRI 2%
RO RSRTE S G S AR ILH R IR SR AT AE T -

F, MBS R S RRL, RO AR E W USRI AR AT BAR A HAT
FUSE FVERFIE AR B RAN T 28 MR AR P AR 5 TR RIS o MUUAE 55 (R 3 52 21
W FIRRE TR ARE L IR o A RE BOBAIS,  UBUAE 55 IOXE RSO . DRIk, AR W 7 903
W] 25 8 2 A T I A R RE RS R A RE, e il bkl iy ) M mT 2% 18 2 8 ] D TE AL R
FERARIIMEL,  WRE s SERHT 2R 8

B SEEWT I MRR T EALE . AW B, AR AT S AU W AR 1 A AR
HI KA BE S o WEARV K BB B 1% 4%, IS A% R I ARE 125,05 e ? H
A5 Bl ORI rFoRE 1 B8 ) IR 32 SR 2% B 5 2% AR e T B 4% 1k COPD s
K (SOPD WiFf . X OPI Fl SOPI W7t M, WiFh% il a LKA, 7igs
YRS, R R K ) R T AT 4 ) 322 B AT A AT A % e R R S I AR I 4
JE B AT AT, ARMENR G AR A HRE Sy, (R 25 R 25 i A B BHEGEE D T
FOR VAU J R AE MR 1) )2 N S A4S 108 A R AN T AT 45 1R SEBR 17 B nl
TEVFSAUBLRLSZBIL, — 7 THT BE8F fo BB 11 2% B RIS — B0 25385 5 1R 5 i R 75 22K
NS SE 7 I JR R, 55— DT S R )R AE FHER AL T U5 48, RN AR
Pt s (visual stimulus), AHX T3 3 FHA LA B %S98 (Kenyon et al., 2001),
REOR AP B LRAS FL R ZE 1099 05 o [N, BEAE RS TN AME R 0 K e, b5
MLITE 5 MR TC 5 5 20 i o MIRRIFTOR A, TRk sk i, 3Lt
VI IREF NG R 2 S E SN 7Y P SN PN b = 2 LS E el TR SRR (DO E AT AP S

IR A
5. G5RE

MWL LL AR, AT A HOX R S50 55—, BT ROWT Il BRI,
I3 BRI H ORI (W T BEARRE T, ASREXT HAELE K 2 B HAE T A 5t rh W 777K
HEATHEWT, DA T e ZE DB IR O Az o 28 =, AEAZ LRI oS S, Wik
AN XU S5 AN A AR W 8" P T 35 BCRER AT AN R PE B A5 BAii . N T 5 &
JVARFAE SRS T SR As W ANl R A TR AT 1 SR ATHRE ST, AR Sl
By B AR ARSI, ISR R 0k DTSRI TR, IRl
TR FEANRI:,  TT A8 W IR X —— 11 SRAZ it e 0 sl 5

12



BE LK

[1]1Bachman, L. F. Fundamental Considerations in Language Testing[M]. Oxford: Oxford University
Press. 1990.

[2]1Bachman, L. F. & A. S. Palmer. Language Testing In Practice [M]. Oxford: Oxford University Press.
1996.

[3]1Bacon, S. M. The relationship between gender, comprehension, processing strategies, and cognitive
and affective response in foreign language listening [J]1. Modern Language Journal, 1992,76 (2):
160-177.

[4] Blau, E. The effect of syntax, speed, and pauses on listening comprehension [J]. TESOL Quarterly,
1990,24 (4): 746-753.

[5] Boyle, J. P. Sex differences in listening vocabulary [J]. Language Learning,1987, 37 (2): 273-284.

[6] Brindley, G. & H. Slatyer. Exploring task difficulty in ESL listening assessment [J]. Language Testing,
2002,19 (4): 369-394.

[71Buck, G. The testing of listening comprehension: An introspective study[J]. Language
Testing,1991,8 (1): 67-91.

[8] Buck, G. Listening comprehension: Construct validity and trait characteristics [J]. Language Learning,
1992,42 (3): 313-357.

[9]1Buck, G. The appropriacy of psychometric measurement models for testing second language
listening comprehension [J]. Language Testing, 1994,11 (2): 145-170.

[10]Buck, G. The testing of listening in a second language[A]. In C. Clapham & D. Corson (eds.).
Encyclopedia of Language and Education, Vol. 7: Language Testing and Assessment[C].
Netherlands: Kluwer Academic Publishers. 1997: 65-74.

[11]Buck, G. Assessing Listening [M]. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. 2001.

[12] Buck, G. & K. Tatsuoka. Application of the rule-space procedure to language testing: Examining
attributes of a free response listening test[J]. Language Testing ,1998,15 (2): 119-157.

[13] Call, M. Auditory short-term memory, listening comprehension, and the input hypothesis [J]. TESOL
Quarterly, 1985, 19 (4): 765-781.

[14] Carrell, P., P. Dunkel & P. Mollaun. 2002. The effects of notetaking, lecture length and topic on the
listening component of TOEFL 2000 [M]. (TOEFL Monograph Series Report No. 23). Princeton, NJ:
Educational Testing Service.

[15] Carroll, D. W. Psychology of Language [M]. Beijing: Foreign Language Teaching and Research
Press. 2000.

[16] Cervantes, R. & G. Gainer. The effects of syntactic simplification and repetition on listening
comprehension [J]1. TESOL Quarterly, 1992,26 (4): 354-374.

[17]1 Chapelle, C. Construct definition and validity inquiry in SLA research[A]. In L. F. Bachman & A. D.
Cohen (eds.). Interfaces between Second Language Acquisition and Language Testing
Research[C]. New York: Cambridage University Press. 1998: Pp32-70.

[18] Chaudron, C. Simplification of input: Topic reinstatements and their effects on L2 learners’
recognition and recall [J]. TESOL Quarterly, 1983,17 (3): 437-458.

[19] Chiang, C. & P. Dunkel. The effect of speech modification, prior knowledge and listening proficiency
on EFL lecture learning [J]. TESOL Quarterly,1992,26 (2): 345-374.

[20] Conrad, L. Semantic versus syntactic cues in listening comprehension[J]. Studies in Second
Language Acquisition,1985(7): 59-72.

[21]Conrad, L. The effects of time-compressed speech on listening comprehension[J]. Studies in
Second Language Acquisition, 1989,11 (1): 1-16.

[22] Douglas, D. Testing listening comprehension in the context of the ACTFL proficiency guidelines [J].

13



Studies in Second Language Acquisition, 1988,10 (2): 245-261.

[23] Dunkel, P. The content of L1 and L2 students’ lecture notes and its relation to test performance [J] .
TESOL Quarterly, 1988, 22 (2): 259-281.

[24] Dunkel, P., S. Mishra & D. Berliner. Effects of note taking, memory, and language proficiency on
lecture learning for native and nonnative speakers of English[J]1. TESOL Quarterly, 1989, 23 (3):
543-549.

[25] Dunkel, P., G. Henning & C. Chaudron. The assessment of an L2 listening comprehension construct:
A tentative model for test specification and development [J]. Modern Language Journal, 1993, 77 (2):
180-191.

[26] Feyten, C. M. The power of listening ability: An overlooked dimension in language acquisition [J].
Modern Language Journal, 1991, 75 (2): 173-180.

[27] Fulcher, G. Computers in language testing [A]. In P. Brett & G. Motteram (eds.). A Special Interest
in Computers[C]. Manchester: IATEFL Publications. 2000: Pp. 93-107.

[28] Ginther, A. Context and content visuals and performance on listening comprehension stimuli [J].
Language Testing,2002, 19 (2): 133-167.

[29] Gruba, P. The role of video media in listening assessment [J]. System,1997,25 (3): 335-345.

[30] Hale, G. & R. Courtney. The effects of note-taking on listening comprehension in the Test of English
as a Foreign Language [J]. Language Testing ,1994,11 (1): 29-48.

[31]Jensen, C. & C. Hansen. The effect of prior knowledge on EAP listening performance [J]. Language
Testing,1995,12 (1): 99-119.

[32] Kellerman, S. Lip service: The contribution of the visual modality to speech perception and its
relevance to the teaching and testing of foreign language listening comprehension [J]. Applied
Linguistics,1990,11 (3): 272-280.

[33]Kellerman, S. “| see what you mean.” The role of kinesic behaviour in listening and implications for
foreign and second language learning [J]. Applied Linguistics, 1992, 13 (3): 239-258.

[34]Kenyon, D. M., V. Malabonga & H. Carpenter. Effects of examinee Control on Examinee Attitudes
and performance on a computerized oral proficiency test [P]. Paper presented at the Langue Testing
Research Colloquium, St Louis. 2001.

[35]Long, D. R. What you don’t know can’t help you: An exploratory study of background knowledge and
second language listening comprehension [J]. Studies in Second Language Acquisition, 1990, 12
(1): 65-80.

[36]Lund, R. A comparison of second language listening and reading comprehension[J]. Modern
Language Journal, 1991, 75 (2): 196-204.

[37]Markham, P. & M. Latham. The influence of religion-specific background knowledge on the listening
comprehension of adult second-language students [J]. Language Learning,1987,37 (2): 157-170.

[38] Messick, S. Validity and washback in language testing [J]. Language Testing,1996,13 (3): 242-256.

[39] O'Malley, J. M., A. U. Chamot & L. Kiipper. Listening comprehension strategies in second language
acquisition [J]. Applied Linguistics, 1989,10 (4): 418-437.

[40] Pennycook, A. Actions speak louder than words: Paralanguage, communication, and education [J].
TESOL Quarterly,1985, 19 (2): 336-343.

[41]Pica, T., R. Young & D. Doughty. The impact of interaction on comprehension [J]1. TESOL Quarterly,
1987, 21(4): 737-758.

[42] Richards, J. 1983. Listening comprehension: approach, design, procedure [J]1. TESOL Quarterly 17
(2): 219-240.

[43] Rubin, J. A review of second language listening comprehension research [J]. Modern Language
Journal,1994, 78 (2):199-221.



[44] Schmidt-Rinehart, B. C. The effect of topic familiarity on second language listening
comprehension [J]. Modern Language Journal,1994,78 (2): 179-189.

[45] Secules, T., C. Herron & M. Tomasello. The effect of video context on foreign language learning [J].
Modern Language Journal, 1992,76 (4): 480-490.

[46] Seright, L. Age and aural comprehension achievement in Francophone adults learning English [J].
TESOL Quarterly,1985,19 (3): 455-473.

[47]1Sherman, J. The effect of question preview in listening comprehension tests [J]1. Language Testing,
1997,14 (2): 185-213.

[48] Shohamy, E. & O. Inbar. Validation of listening comprehension tests: The effect of text and question
type [J]. Language Testing,1991, 8 (1): 23-40.

[49] Sparks, R. & L. Ganschow. Foreign language learning differences: Affective or native language
aptitude differences [J]? Modern Language Journal, 1991,75 (1): 3-16.
[50] Sparks, R. & L. Ganschow. Searching for the cognitive locus of foreign language learning difficulties:
Linking first and second language learning [J]1. Modern Language Journal, 1993,77 (3): 289-302.
[51] Stientjes, M. K. A study of listening assessment stimuli and response mode effects [J]. International
Journal of Listening, 1998,12: 29-39.

[52] Thrasher, R. The  testing of  listening comprehension. Available Internet
http://subsite.icu.ac.jp/people/randy/Lesson%20Six%20Text.pdf. 2000.

[63] Tsui, A. B. M. & J. Fullilove. Bottom-up or top-down processing as a discriminator of L2 listening
performance [J]. Applied Linguistics, 1998,19 (4): 432-451.

[54] Tyler, L. & P. Warren. Local and global structure in spoken language comprehension [J]. Journal of
Memory and Language, 1987,26 (6): 638-657.

[65] Wagner, E. Testing Second Language Listening Ability [A]l. TESOL / Applied Linguistics Web
Journal, Vol.3[C]. Columbia: Columbia University. 2003.

[56] & & % . Btitie 59 A REM[J]. (4MHERD 2002(3).

[57147 & /X. Gricei& Al 2t 5 £ 832t [J]. (WMHEHKF HHREY, 1995(4).

(58] & T 4. #AABEE, BT K FREAEAUTEFLY ARG TR — TR THXE R A XRKE L
8RR [J]. KIARSNED, 1998(4).

[59] =44, s+ KB M 3BT A EMBA AT ] HERD, 2002(2).

[60] iZ ik, 97 A5 3 Rk T 40k [J]. CIUARSHED, 2003(1).

[61] 2—2z. A 5o AR a9 A 0k [J]. (FMERFES5AFR), 2001(2).

[62] AlAaA]. B FELAERZEITARFFOEA U], GMHERFEHLY, 2002(10).

A Review of Listening Test Research

HAN Bao-cheng, LIU Hua

(National Research Center for Foreign Language Education, Beijing Foreign Studies University, Beijing
100089, China)

Abstract: The major purpose of listening test is to give a precise and fair measurement of the test taker’s
listening proficiency. This paper discusses the construct of listening and reviews the major factors that
may affect the test taker’s performance in the listening test. It argues that present listening tests are
item-based listening comprehension tests, which can only make inferences about the test taker’s
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listening proficiency in few non-interactive listening situations. However, most of the real-world listening
situations are interactive. Both the listener and the speaker alternatively employ listening and speaking
skills to achieve oral communication. The listener, on the basis of listening comprehension, orally
transmits the information that the speaker communicates and/or the listener himself intends to
communicate. Therefore, “listening, speaking, transmitting” serves as a basic model of the real-world
language use of oral communication proficiency that includes both listening and speaking skills, and also
as a basic model of integrated tasks in the new listening test — the oral communication proficiency test to

substitute discrete items in present listening comprehension tests.

Key Words: listening; construct; speaking; test
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