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On the Transfer of Reading Skills Through Active Chinese Reading

WU Shi-yu
(School of Foreign Languages, Shanghai Jiaotong University, Shanghai 200240, China)

Abstract: Clarke (1980) hypothesized that effective interlingual transfer of reading skills requires
attainment of some particular threshold of second language (L2) knowledge. Results from a study by
Hacquebord (1989) suggested that the interlingual transfer of reading skills also requires active reading
of the first language (L1). Results from a longitudinal study carried out over a 1-year period with 60
English learners in China supported Clarke’s hypothesis and were partially in accord with Hacquebord’s.
The greater improvement in English reading ability by the active Chinese readers suggested that active
Chinese reading enhances the transfer of reading skills.

Key words: Chinese reading; English knowledge; reading ability
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