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R#EDHEHR TDH 5 Geoff Hall I,
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P2 W o 721, BARE ) v T4 U
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WS 50198 - HEICHD > Tnb,
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BARATLLDOTHY . 20054E 12 H
SN 1 MOKiRE LCT20154E12
SNz BB, TTTOEBHE LT,
Bl ZIZPKk NI & - TOREERE TIX
%L, BOEE - MEREEELTO
WHEHFOZETH D,
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Part 1 Language, Literature and

Education

1 Literary Language and Ordinary
Language

2 Reading Literature

3 Literature in Education

Part 2 Exploring Research in
Language, Literature and
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4 Researching Language in
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7 Research Methods for LLE

8§ Carrying Out Your Own
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9 Guide to Resources for Research
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AEORHIL, (1) LoBR»S
boh5s LI, BTSN T—
T LI L EREECE T B
DR EERIBITE 0L, (2)
ZoWMBlzm L CHal HEDOE 2 %
HMRZZENTELHIIHE, 2O
2REHE 20D, AEFTEIEIL
WCAREERAN LW O 2 N TH
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1% Tl FEF, Carter and Nash
I LaAL, X¥FEHE HE S0
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Features of language use more
normally associated with literary
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contexts are found in what are
conventionally thought of as non-
literary contexts. It is for this
reason that the term literariness
is preferred to any term which
suggests an absolute division
between literary and non-literary.
It is, in our view, more accurate to
speak of degrees of literariness in

language use. (11; 18)"

[ | (Cliterariness”) (X302 D &
o3 HHWEEHMMICH Do T
5LV ZO5IHTOE ZITHENT S
Wi Hall 13, XEOWNFEHELD B F
I OUR) IWEHLTWwWREEZS
Nb, TNITHL, X¥%[F1 A3 —
A ] (“discourse”) & LTHHZ LD
C S R R EhE e S o= Al =y b
A0 Hall i, CHEONEFMIC LD
HHLTWRLEFERL ) LWwIHIDY

KROFIMIZH B EHIZ, T4 AIT—-R
Wb R L W) ZLid, EZREESR
iR (D F D, CHFITH»NTZNE)
ZHVELZ2S, HETIET 52
LEBRTDINLTH 5,

A view of language as discourse
emphasises that language is a
form of social action, that we do

things with words (and others do

VARSI IET I LT A SRR oW T,
FMAICAETOBREZ R L%, 313
Y () IZHEWTHHILO L ToOHIRE %
ANE IS
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things to us). ... Engaging with
discourses we signal and discover
who and what we are in given
contexts of communication,
‘making sense’ of ourselves, of
others and of our worlds through
our communicative resources,
formulating or reformulating
ideas, beliefs and values and our
relations with one another. (41)

SO LITHMFFOE 2T RN T
5o PHEHIKI LOFFHED A
DRI 2 & TFERARN - IR
YRS EELCLE o7z (13),
CHITHL, X¥E [7F14Ra3—2]
ELTHHY 2L, XHFEERYEL T
YT ANTHIMBIIELE LS
W35 EEERTS (40), DLo
XK1 BT Hall 1, T3X5MH] &
[F4 AT—RA] &vio BRI
Lo, %%l L CHEEERA
B OY 2 ik 52 L OH
FEEFHNT WD, TOF 2 % Kb
FICHTEDTAL L, HESHEICE
B LR E SRR HOEER L7
0, RPN HNEZBAEO AR
LWV AT I AMIBVWTIRALB
L7z $HZEREZLND,

82 WTIE AT, B BUS PR R [F)
HERIZHE D W EEDH A ST WD,
H T3 Louise Rosenblatt 1%, [3%#k
BIZb o &b HEWN R EE G 2 125
HRbaE ] (53) & LTSN T
W%, Rosenblatt iZi#td Ji % “efferent
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reading” & “aesthetic reading” & 12
KLz ET, WrkdT7AMb S
NOZODOHAINTEDE LT (54),
“efferent reading” ATLE 1WA IE
R Y o2 HWE Lizidil
THDHLDIH L, “aesthetic reading”
TUEHA—ANOLE DT 7 A 5 oAT
B AMWD PR EEE 2D, B,
“aesthetic reading” T®, 77 A b
WZEIPN TSI EEBRGELTEIRS
e L L, HFEhNTWHANELZIE
PR L7z T, ZONFICED
LIRS T 2 DEHBE KRB R DTH
5o it PG & BEHL T 5 “aesthetic
reading” 2B WT, LHFILEH O
# & K729 L v Rosenblatt DK D
7o & 2 &% HalllZWHEICH I LT b,

The poem, novel or play ...
resembles a musical score in its
combination of openness and
constraint. (55; 13)

Rosenblatt @ “aesthetic reading” &
[ER) B2 LB L, 3EHED
HAR OB (B5) Zhifge LTwb
728, [1960~70E DA F1) 27
AV A0 [BFEE] BEEBEORY Fre
LCIEL@BOONL I Lol
(54)0 —7F, HEADEFHE T,
“aesthetic reading” 281 H & 5 2
Ld ol EARBEFORZIIRHRL
TWwb, TOEEE LT, HiEHEH
FICIBIR SN TV B M I S
2HMNE, FHANINE T BT A
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% “efferent reading” (ZbHBHH D
(B [ 2 OWRED T NAHKYE I E
L7zDidwo, E2TT)) 2MiFe
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Communicative Language Teaching
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BOEWRICERNEZ R TS, Fil
o THE)T 5T (116) 2
LIZHE & % <, Hallix, CLT o #!
PSR FORHRERDLIICE
LHTNV5,
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BOMZIE 2 % 720F DA i 70 8 % 12
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Masa=r—vavighl oFK
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XH L CLT L OSSR L TEWD
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TR LR AT 7 < FHBIITZE R S GET
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FHEZIFFELTws 0k, LiE%E
AT 57— 5 O L Z D5 h 7
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(134) o IEFE % T3P O A % G O
WMRETLHOTIER L, Fl AL EE
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fliRRITMZ D 2 ENTEXLDOTIER
RN/

Part 2 2T 254 ~ 6 WHixZ
NN, Part 1 O 1~ 3FTxn
LCWwWaA, Part 1 &0 dEIENL
MR LTVD, LHETFZATD
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TWDHAEDPL, AEFTIE2HO
WEgE 2D LiF 72w, 1 50H I,
Willie van Peer %%1986 4F- 7~ & ik fi¢ 119
AT > CE M TH 5L MR TIE,
FEBFEELZ LR -RIUTTHRE
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Too G, EEZ LK UMM L
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KT B0 L LTHKEY, F/-
van Peer O %E1E, #HFICTHZ
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BT& X9, 2 X HIE Henry G
Widdowson 512 & 2 X%EF 27 A D
AT 2098 TH 5o L DK
iiE, LOFERRDOIEHERZ /M
i, MR o TiAES ZHRSE
52 DHDHE V9 Widdowson DK
D% Hall i35 1HL T2,

Modification of lexis and syntax
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does not necessarily make a
passage simpler to interpret as
discourse but may indeed make it
more difficult. (174; 183)

BIZIE, HAROHEIEELFREICH
WENTWDLHEDL L A5 T Heqh
B BNTWD, T2, RYF
) =T —=XEDMiBRD, FILEH
ML LTHARTHHHIN TS,

RSB BEL TVBEWVAIZD LD
B9 L, Widdowson 254613 2 fili
DI DOFAE S OB L D) GV i
DUF 572012, Pl AME FH L%
FEHFICHBESETATIIED S
ho HHMOIFEZEL T, FHLDOE
HAORDEDMEEND Z LA WIFR S
N5,

ST, M E YT
SRR SN T WD, Fel Dfh
EONTT AR, EORHREERD BE AR
MR L 72 %, HffEREEZ S A
THDI, FHEHICERZTWLI L
ZINIHLTH B9 &) BB
(think aloud method) % 7 — % Ik
WKCHWAZ EH B, LAL, ThiC
BRI ERRAHREMPME) . BE
FHi % & 0 1E, David Hanauer @ #f
FlH D LI, BWRER) % T TIF
)R CEHAERE B LTO S
MPEELSVE Hall 3L T3
(187)o Hanauer Tl&, &% /L EGE
ELTHEATW B REE (L)
2 X B RFOFmMIRAES, SFENEREE
DZENEIZIZFE T TH o722 L2
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L7z (187), MLFEEZHWT, #lzi
HARD R ) il L OV SEGEFE
H RO Z 1T > TAHATIE
E9 hoe W# (Hanauer O I1H
EHARDOKPAE) OFREREIENAS
HbHLETNE FOENDLEE TN
EHHAD» G- TL 20b LAk,

FEfFAL & B L C, Hall 258409 %
Douglas Vipond & Russell A. Hunt ®
“point-driven reading” (i tr N & K
4V bERY oA HED DGR
%) b B Vv, Vipond and Hunt
DF X “Point-driven Understanding”
X, XFOBENRB; O
BRI NS Z & 2 FEIMITR LT
(190)s % 7- Vipond and Hunt {2 X %
B @ X “Literary Processing and
Response Transactions” Tld, B4 5
el HI 2 RO 3R R b AT &
THIEPRIIIY EIEWITREIN T
5 (192)e 2O &% OADHEYGE
BHEICUTIROTHAD L, RISHEE
P SCEM G RA] R EETE VO
THhL, THIILFEDHADHMA
o TuBEVBRLZELEZ N5,
HAOHREAL, FH2rNIZNE % IR
WCEHAND Z L2z THRINTE
0, ZO7DIIERMEZRGEAD HXHIY
fLLTWwa LRI N L, HAHAIL
MaimADEETHLP, LFO%H
W&, IERE R A D W 7 S AR
CZEDVHAEN G HWIC R H5RETHH
Jo XHFEEHL B FEHE LD S
&9 7% TR A R8P 3 L BEAS
BHHLEZD, bold, BESLHR
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Ebl, FRE (REEH) I2Xo
TEN=FUPEWERELLINH LI
G #ELBLFE GEITEL LS
ENTEDL X R D7D, X
55T B IE R 7 BOG b SO FF
HMICEDLRELEZ D, Bz,
[Mr2 - v—Y—DFWK] ZHEATY
777 L7z FHIZOODHmTIE,
LAOHERII LTS L) T AN F—
W, o3 BRws Lz f7z,
“Ah, if he could only die temporarily!”
VI FwEILITMHWE Bo72] &
Vol k ) REML, ZoBlilHh L &
INZT 7 A MIEPNINERLEILE
P LTV BIRY, FECHIST
HEV) HIZ o Tziis 2l L
THLRVOTEH LT VD AEHES
M TLHAIOME SN TS
W, FOHEAFDO Y A P vid “Affect
in literary reading” T& 1), Hall 3
AR BT B EREN S & B L
TWAIENGHNb, bosd, Hall
12X % Green 25 DRDGIHICH 5 &
IS, BEISWY LFshs 2 &idd
EQU R/ I A

What is generally overlooked by
philosophers, cognitive scientists
and even linguists is that language
causes feelings, produces emotions
and moves people. When we read
a work of literature, for example,
it is not some mental representation
that enables us to feel the way we
do, it is the power of words. (196; 66)
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ZLT, ZoOMEBERORRIISTD
EIFZE D> T v & Hall 13365 T
5 (198), [Z ko] bz
ShaZLHfEHMEME L, 2D
BU72Z 2B E & BITEMT S &
) IR, L ORR T BGEET 0%
WEEND,

86 BT, i RIS O
EFenTwd, HallicX b s, #=
FHE BT B O & 5l o
BED SR 7oMRIZE T RS
TBLHT, fE—DWF7EE 1 Christopher
Brumfit 2519914F 2/ 4E L 72 Assessment
in Literature Teaching T& % (211),
W F# 2 0, [EAAHEEZ S -
TIEBREZHMTE 501, TRMM%E
W2 &9 RMEZT] 2h 5728 Hall
BT 5 (211 ZOBURZFT
72\ Hall 13 [SCAI B B EFHlO
S| (213) OflE HORRL TV
5,2 BHM 9 B, “the use of journals,
reading diaries to record and explore
response’ (213) &\ BlEEITT
&, WHEmEREE, €O [H56
FTU) R [RE] 2HF»EL72FTD
FHEOMFNI R D e HHT LEH
{7ei2id Tath] ZErvni vy
v kI, BEAEHECZOITIEHESGI
Lo T SO & 22T 038 - 72 B
51 BB ELRTLENDH L,
DERLEIFOFMETE TV EHPE
) M EHIMIFHET 2 bIFTH b, &
DRI, H5FLETTHRVDD
LN, )b, Hall 50K
DL HHBEY, HHTLD [HI
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k
1 EECHBRL TV NETH 5,

[
63\
Summaries of course always
involve interpretation, and these
interpretations seem to tell us
about the students’ own interests

and feelings as much as about the
plot. (223)

Hall (2 X+, 74 23— 2550
WFge Iz #bH > T 5 Claire Kramsch
b, HHTLEMUT [HEDOTA T
T4 TARKE] RRO0ET L
Vo EFHPGRICFRLTN S
(224)0 HOFTUBY, EERY EZET
flig2ICBEL, Fhoa [FEiFEE
FH] CHID FEF - R ) IUY ISR O
LEON)T—Ya bbb AANRE
TH59o

BT ~9EM S S Part 3 T,
FA T — & PEELE R T A &
NTwab, —ICHIRIE, 77— I
HIEDOHENIT X o THIAZE & BB
FEL RIS NS AS, Hall BSFEA LT
WBDEDH S IESEWIED T TH
%o HBTEIZADLHEIO Part 3 &k%
ST B85 TIE, ERRFZE O SR
M7 — 7 k] (235) £ LT, (1)
Bz, (2) A vvv¥a—, (3) &
RT - MNRHEE, EahieT s
A MOGH, (4) 94 TR MY —
DL HFEY~NOFEHIFTF LN TW
%o TNHIEED S BT ZBRADIL
WEFTFECL > TEDLSTL b, Bz
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X, 7 EISHM SN TV BT
® % B, Martin and Laurie ® [F4
W] (“survey research”) Ti, 7
V=ML VI a—H@ELTT—
FWED TN, 75 v A% S EE
ELTHEETML NV OEEEN, 7
5V AFEFEBIBWTCLEEM 2 LD
IO WZ TV LW EINL
(252-53) 0 BFZEHEEITIIAMIT [SEBRTF
72 | (“experimental research”) % [
BIFsE ] (“case studies”) % [T R/
79 7 4 — HF %% | (“ethnographic
study”) 25 5 (240-41) . & Z Tl
TR T 74— L LT Hall
MEEF T B Zubair ® 2D O i

“Women's Critical Literacies” &
“Women'’s Identities” (i & o 18 BRHF
78) W TH <, BN T 532
HE DT Zubair 1%, ik & SHEE

L CHRI8~22FED /3 F A &7 » Nk
63% (9 bIHIZ424) &, F 3 —H—,
YA 7 AT, A—=AT 1 Y OfE
REtATZ, Zubair A7 = I = A MW
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RL7zEZA, HIRWEAR IR
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Gl HAHEZ TV B REICE & T T
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T A= TP & v x5
M) & o 7z Zubair 20 5 ORI,
Ho372 b 2 Y & RT3
ZHNOEPLL (“resistance”) % H
HT2BIHER, BRI2bDT AT
TATAZHVET EoNTIZ%o72
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57 4 =TS N7 — 5 WL
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¥ 2 — (“in-depth interview”) % T
Hb (264)0 BB, A VFTAL VS
Ya—bid, FHEORGREZ %
LB LY DO ER SIS A
VI 2—DIETHH, ZDEHIC
IR 7T T4 —W5ETIE, WgExg
BOHE LoD BELY, iz
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(1 BEW- 728 oy, L&
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