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(D Practical Assessments of Speaking
Proficiency for Japanese Learners
of English

A #— R

(SZAREE R

Assessing speaking ability is quite difficult and time-consuming work for Japanese teachers of English.
In consequence of revision of course of study, high school English teachers have to conduct and manage
their class in English. Presumably teaching style will be changed from a grammar-transition method to
an oral approach or communicative language teaching more than ever. This change forces Japanese
teachers of English to assess their students speaking ability and give them feedback in a timely manner. It
is true that using existing external standardized speaking tests is useful to assess students’ speaking
proficiency. However, such tests have some controversial issues to consider when we adopt as a
classroom testing device. Difficulty of the test is the most important factor as a classroom test, and the
difficulty of existing speaking tests varies from test to test. In addition, some speaking tests might be too
difficult for average Japanese language learners. Under such conditions, a new practical English speaking
test, which is entitled the “Oral Proficiency Test” (OPT), accompanied by its criteria for evaluation were
developed. OPT consists of four sub-test; read aloud, picture description, story retelling and free speech.
The criteria were established in terms of empirically derived, binary-choice, boundary-definition (EBB)
scales. The reason why EBB scale was chosen as criteria is EBB is expected to have high inter- and
intra-rater reliability. In addition, EBB has very clear multilevel alternatives that are the boundary of test
takers’ performance. It was thought that EBB might be useful to give students a feedback since the
alternatives are made by the actual test takers utterances. Therefore, test takers can realize their
weaknesses and strong points of their speaking performances. The primary objective of the current study
is to develop a proto-test for OPT for classroom use, and to validate it by comparison to Versant? In
addition, inter- and intra-rater reliabilities were also validated. In order to carry out this study, the
researcher had 28 college students’ collaboration. They took OPT and Versant, furthermore, an English
instructor collaborated to validate the inter-rater reliability. As a result, high concurrent validity and
intra-rater reliability were observed. Thus, possible application of OPT as classroom English speaking
test was suggested. This test will be revised in the near future and the construct validity of the speaking
task will be also examined to prove the plausibility of the test.
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(® The Relationship between Working
Memory Capacity and L2 Learners'
Lexical Inferencing Ability and
Their Strategy Use

il KRB
(BEPEFBE R F2)

The present study investigated the relationship between L2 working memory and L2 learners’ lexical
inferencing ability and their strategy use. The previous studies assume that lexical inference is a
multi-level activity, which requires efficient use of working memory. However, there had been few
studies supporting this assumption. This study sought to find out whether this assumption would be
valid.

In this study, twenty-four Japanese EFL learners participated in the experiment and took a lexical
inference test and a reading span test. During the lexical inference test, an introspective think-aloud
protocol was used to reveal the types and frequencies of lexical inferencing strategies used. The
reading span test (Osaka, 1998) was used to measure the participants’ L2 working memory capacity.
The first analysis showed that there was a moderate relationship between working memory capacity and
lexical inferencing ability. It can be suggested that lower-level processing for readers with high
working memory capacity was automatized so that they could allocate their limited cognitive resources
to successful lexical inference, which was a higher-level processing. In contrast, readers with low
working memory capacity consumed cognitive resource in lower-level processing, and not enough
cognitive resources were left to guess unknown words.

The second analysis revealed that working memory capacity had a significant relationship with
frequencies of specific higher-level lexical inferencing strategies, self-inquiry and verifying strategies.
High working memory readers used self-inquiry strategy more while guessing unknown words. On the
other hand, low working memory readers used verifying strategy more, but they did not benefit from the
use of the strategy. These findings suggested the importance of improving working memory capacity or
promoting more efficient use of working memory in order to make successful lexical inference in L2.
The hypotheses of the present study are partly supported. L2 working memory capacity is related to
lexical inferencing ability and lexical inferencing strategy types. These results confirm those of the post
studies in L2 reading comprehension concerning the role of working memory capacity in lexical
inference.

Lexical inference requires a simultaneous activation of multiple processing operations from lower-level
processing to higher-level processing. Previous studies suggest that efficient lower-level processing
saves cognitive resources in working memory for higher-level processing including lexical inference.
Therefore, effective use of working memory capacity through automatization of lower-level processing
can be one of the important factors which contribute to successful lexical inference.
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@ Recall Processing of Formulaic

Sequences Based on Different

Levels of Knowledge
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(University of Nottingham)
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@ A Study on China English in the

Historical and Present Perspectives

A
(FfF K

Starting with the description of the rapid growth of English as a lingua franca (ELF) and the introduction
of “World Englishes’ and ‘English as an International Language’ (EIL) in the field of English Language
Teaching (ELT), in this study the author focuses on China English ? a member of the ‘World Englishes’
family.

For many years, the standard varieties of British and American English have been accepted and promoted
as the only internationally acceptable forms of Standard English, a view that has however, in recent
years, been challenged in studies associated with ‘World Englishes’ and EIL.  Within such frameworks,
some linguists in China have already proposed that ‘China English’ as an actual or potential standard
variety should stand alongside the standard varieties of British, American, and other Englishes.

China is developing and changing so rapidly in these years. Since the introduction of ‘China English’
by a Chinese scholar, Ge (1980), have there been any changes in the university teachers’ and students’
attitudes towards ‘China English’? What are the current university teachers’ and students’ views on
‘China English’?  What kind of work is needed to be done for ‘China English’ to become a standard
variety, or a pedagogic model in China?

In order to investigate Chinese teachers’ and students’ views on these matters, a questionnaire survey is
undertaken with subjects from a university in mainland China. A similar, supplementary survey for
Japanese university students is also conducted in a Japanese university for comparison. In Chapter 5,
the empirical data from ten questions in each survey is gathered and analyzed carefully. The overall
findings in this study show some quite optimistic views on ‘China English’, especially from the teachers.
Though some findings are disappointing to the author’s expectations, he believes that ‘China English’ is
gradually on its way to becoming another World Englishes variety, when it has been adequately
described, codified and officially recognized in the near future.

The study concludes with the necessity of more future researches done in the field of World Englishes.
Investigations similar to the present one could be expanded to explore teachers’ and students’ awareness
of more varieties of English in the Outer and Expanding Circle countries rather than being limited to
China. Accordingly, the author would like to look into situations in other Expanding Circle countries
such as Japan and South Korea, if possible, including North Korea, and compare those varieties from

their historical and present perspectives.
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@ What Is Learner-Centeredness?: A
Teacher's Reflective Inquiry and
Study of Learner-Centeredness
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