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Clozer Procedure 7* 5 Rz KEZEED
nndﬁ@%@*ﬁn

m i - Ik

F iR

KEHBRABRICBI BREHABOH D HHBREONIFTHIINTELR,
LL, SEEBESD N N— Ny 7ORRICHY, FHEEMEE, V7
Y TORRBERLIGER SEROAREIERE bCHBFOHBRS
Nz, —%, ¥k oRFORBHE ICBOT, ROBAFAIN TR T
(5o 12 O8I, ZOREOERABLTY, BRT~ERMENE
FERLTNBERBANL, REEDHRILS, FUHEBEDTEN, F
BREXTHHEREAMRSEETSH S, FROBREHCHT O XIRBIER
DIENBTHHTHE, NEDRUBBETEXILOTHD, T, ¥8
DE®BTHHAFEEAH L, BBV LEERDPXENANBERLLHG,
Z DENBHEOICEAL RO RFARICARER/NTN S, COLSE
BHELTRABCEDTEBRFAOTBENE, EHECOVTOER
MEEHORINICTIIEL, LS, FoHhOBTHET 2 HMOMEFER
T EXSY

i, KFEEOEEZBERE MUY 5 HNEF b, Cloze Procedure
#1257 — # % Halliday & Hasan® iCl 5 & 58 L, HMARICHET
IRUEEBTIELDTH b0 KL EROME DT, FHICDNT
(ngiﬂ’.‘lfaf‘hﬁ%gﬂb >, Cloze Procedure 2 i3 2B DFEMHE
%ﬁ%btsgkwo
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1. BMRBI2L Cloze Procedure — A& IARA

%% (reading) DEHRECHELICE > THY, HADBMLORS L
RE2WE->THB, EED S, RHAHTEESE, LHEY, S@E% &%
CDRHT, BIRHIVE, BRORRTH -1, TORER, HHIT,
MPTAHDHIEOT, BrOBEMHEBICBHEG > LTANE INTHS,

EVH—BBEBIE T NI, Venezky® e khid, #AHR, WEHE
BE (perceptual skills) , SiEHiAE (linguistic skills), &6 ( cognitive
skills) B 5 BRI BHEHTH B, LvL, BETIR, ThThoOH
Bk, +ABAINTNBELEREZLIE,

HHMED LS BERISTEBTH 5 A% SFKCHVT, Goodman® @
HHBDEFNVIA>TNE o Goodmanit, FHHDBRELETHEEN
BEIBET D, TTHIE, A% [ B X F b graphic display & L T
encode L7c# v 2 — V%, HAFBEABICHERTILESEFY B
B IEEHET LD CcoBRiciz, 58N (sampling) , T8 (predicting)
RREE (testing) , % (confirming) M SR2 44 2 v EINTHN 5,
DHA 7 M3, FRFIL > TETOITRIE, —MEmaniy, #R
DUIDT5h, —HOLERPOERE %%@téacamuémmw
Goodman D &7 M3, XFEZ AN (input) &L, BEEREWVSHA (out-
put ) TROHBETHY, OB, BEDE 1844 7 V2R,
¥o5iE, HORBCERETNXIAR, HRAEZTHNREEFEHLRABLT
W RRDFRHDEZHEZBEL, FHEHLE T 5 HSFHUOREL
BT K - THRILT % ‘psycholinguistic guessing game 00 vhrpL,
HBAEFRBLICERD D, TOD géme DHEMER, SO redundancy &
‘constraints 20 Ic, HHMLEL, x&%fﬁ%ww%m@xmﬁm%
DREBETEIEL T, BHROBRICES,

Taylor 'Y D318 U7z Cloze Procedure (LAFC.P.EBST ) iE, FAD
NG WFE > T 55e4 5 S (readability ) #BIESH 52 &8 20—
BB EBOTH oo T2 Y AT, Taylor LAFTIC S, readability ~D
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BORKREIICRoh, BECESET, BeORRENEARNEERS
ATV B BIAM, Flesch' (3, R.E.(Reading Easc) = 206, 835 —
-846wl.—1. 015 s1. (wl. = word length +----- 100gEHhD 5 7vE, sL=
sentence length *+--- XDEIDPHEHR ) OARLPS, R.E.OD score 25
0 ~30TIRIEH I Bfg, 30~50TI3EEAT, 60~TOEEHE, 90~ 100 Ti3FEH
LY, 18, BANOREEBIESI TS, LhL, Flesch2 3%
& F 5 readability AR13, ¥ 7 TAEPEORINLY, XA HHET2E
RBNERELGE, RBHBIOWUBER L LTRY, RAFHKORIGE,
EROMBNMCEBEESE-TW S,
Taylor O C.P. i1, EEEBICHIELRIL, HEDOERL S read-
ability 2 I 4 5, Taylor i3&RD L S5 C.P. 2EHT 3,
A method of intercepting a message from a “transmitter” (writer
or speaker), mutilating its language patterns by deleting parts, and
so administering it to “receivers” (readers or listeners) that their
attempts to make the patterns whole again potentially yield a con-
siderable number of cloze units.1®
C. P T, HEBRERZ, Wb ->TEE BICHIVIEMBICHBRINT
WEXBERDEEHUTLT 5, 2T, 2ORBESOBELREFHIICH
BU, TR readability % BFES0%. C.P.OFGARICH, Goodman
DLEEHEFITA I VBEHTITHS 5, BEBRER, HEHR, THA
LOFHOPXIREBRBLT, BRICEHLELRET 2, 20K, Hik
BEicthis, REE, WBRELHA 700, BEAMICHBEIhTO SR
TTHh3o

UL, @tshDOEREC.PACE, RELTEBSBVHRLEINT
Who BIBDOL DT, AL, FREHSHAFORBHO > EHEM LT
HTHY, BLUT ‘passive’ TIiTil e Goodman'Pi3, Ha% rece.pt-ive
process LHLTHD, WBMBHEEEET B BOREIFANGTS TS
20 C.-P-iICRDONBWETHIY, FETAOFTHIFT I, Thic
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i3, A XD productive IEENB—BRBLETH 5, iAOHAER, THI
WIC, BEOTEOWXICLVBESN, B oh, BHEMICETT 5, L
L, C.P.CBOTIHOENGCRHASICLBELINBENMBRDHOND
@UL» L, productive WEENIIFTA L ELRDOSNE, @ ICBHLTH, &
SICEESEBESIRE T 5o

CD&S1EC PcHHNRER, BREORBEEORS WL FEONE
L BRI, EBETX3THAD. SHEEMHAKICI, productive ISHEN
& receptive SREN L DE R BEBHEANOEDOETRIEVDLETH S, C
DAICIER U Porter'® i3, cloze OB, BB EBEHELHEL
‘Multiple-Choice (M— C) cloze test 2R L, C.P.D productive & i
EBELELD &L, UL, BEREM XD cloze test T3, HBREIEHE
SERETELNTLL, TG, HiER, FARULE, §RTOVAVD
SENERARBLENDS, RENHKEZEREBHICEZLES CP.
AROBIENELCETTHOTRIENES S0 FE, C.P.ORDBHE
i3, HaryTsEEFANE (integrative skills ) Th D, B, BR, X
B, BRIEEASKTMCLAETEZENTHD, €3, Oller DS ‘a
grammar of expectancy’ P iKY B THA Jo K- T, TDXIEBA
»oT 5L, M—C cloze test i3, EFEHICHET HT R ML HEBREH
H %, C.P.OAXEDBIEAETIHY, 2, M—C cloze test D Rii%
E@LT, SEORRTE, C.P.ORHELLELE, HRETHEKE
EDOL~ALELTE, BHEEODNIBECREL, HREORETICLE
12 productive A H &, TBITAITLHIL receptive 12HE N & ORICAH
RIEF o THELIENEDICUI,

2. SEfR & Cloze Procedure \

A% readability OB ETH -7 C. P13, LMk, Taylor!®Bormutt”
mic k5T, %EFME (comprehension ) EBHSHTRUSN, HHERX
BOBT—REERCIER SN, Taylorid, C.P.OBLALIGEMT R T
DB AR, 0.51~0.92 OEVHBIEEH U, “Cloze” readability scores
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are valid indices of the comprehensibility of English prose. 2® & &3k (13
koc®;5ﬁﬁ%®ﬁ@tbf®CJlﬁ,BmmmhwioféQKﬁ_
RaEh, 40%ELED cloze BEZB17 X FRERVICHEDOO L BE
KEshbC EBUAL, HKROBELTYTC.P.OBROENE 5 —
B ERI NI,

C.P.icBA7T 3B, KFELREGSLTIBERELRNRICHEYD, H
KEVLGE, WE, BEORHOBEHICHIEME N, SEELHE~OD
BRI, pROENT, ABEL L TOREREFF ST, C.P.0RER
ROERIIMEETH S C EEMPICILE L D3 Friedman™ T$ %,
iz, SEAKZEE A BERE S U, The Metropolitan Achievement Test
D4 &, McCall-Crabbs Standard Test Lessons in Reading @ cloze test
DOEELOBEBERDI:E T A, ERHEOHEIL, 0.63~0.85 reading
score & DHEABNZ 0.71~0.87 &, HROENEBRKREE B, 2O,
Anderson. 2 {2 Papua & New Guinea THEZ T T /%4 %, Ibe W
RBEM7TITORELEE, ThTh, RRORRIGEDS, KERRNT
ZFECPEDEBAOHEZHEM L, XS @A RERE, C.P.
RABRZEOFMEDEZHDIRMETCXIHETHELELHT EMNTES,
SEDERTH, C.P.OBARHMENOEREL L, C.R.ERADER, &t
REENOE L HRL 1,

C.P. i3, #+EED proficiency test %> placement test D—REZHS &
SE{HE N TL B, Oller & Conrad® Stubbs & Tucker,?® Hinofotis *”
12, E#F 2 b, placement test, cloze test, 3D T 2 F DR |
LT ADS, C.P. BFBEEDENEHNT 2BEERF>EERL TV S,
DX 3ic, C.P. DISAGEARLIEDIAND, S5, ¥NBHTR ML
L TOBELHETEEDOTRIINVIESID, C.P. IR, HEEDORKIG
ZEEUTRY, 20ORED%EH, readability OREDED, FifEN, —&H
S ENONEEOEEFT ERA RBRLTE/, UL, I, O.P.
O cloze item % Hi & » THEBHBFCHE LI, H50ME, FBEENE
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SEL, 2OGBPRFCELICHAREHLELILD LT, BREORIEEH
(RINC & WHET & 5D TINS5 B, Oller & Inal™ 13, cloze item %
REOHERICRE L T &, RFREEFESE BRI VvaIAKREE, £
DDOABRANEFE, O3 EHOFT, HEHAOBHRHOBEALEEL
TWhb,

SEDEETIZ, Oller & Inal BRAHS Tk H R HHBEEFAET, — AV
CP. OBREFIA LI, MEITEitemZ—RIEDHEHT ) —(C
GBI, C.P. 2O THBREOHIELZANICKS Lich, FREHDZ
WiET BBRCE, THOBES—BREER - TEORER S IENE,C.P.
FAOBIICE > Th, FEOANFTY) —RBUE-TLBTHLI, 5B
#Hi3, FRCBIINENEOBMELLE TS LICHBER[EE N
DT, Halliday & Hasan @ cohesion/non-cohesion D# 7Y — RU £
DFRESEFFDEFVE Uiz, Halliday & Hasan™ 12, kDX Hic,
cohesion 2 EFK T 5,

Cohesion occurs where the INTERPRETATION of some element
in the discourse is dependent on that of another. The one PRE-
SUPPOSES the other, in the sense that it cannot be effectively
decoded except by recourse to it. When this happens, a relation of
cohesion is set up, and the two elements, the presupposing and the
presupposed, are thereby at least potentially integrated into a

text.

3. RBEOEFBIEICEET SER

IDNN: I 7
| REEOEMOBEEY DTSR biC, KEENO R DETHR
HicsnT, RE2FPABBHFET 20T ERIET 5, 51T, cloze
test DEBAEFAYOEREREOBBEELET S, KOEHREI T,

RH1 EFEENORLZEMICI RIS 2 FABENEET 5,

b
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&3 2 cloze test DFAREAHEDERLNVICHKHIT 2,

2) BBE - o

BERX¥EREHFMTER T2 —REEIEBETIRE244, A7
W=7 IBFI08LTI643:1268, BIv—TREFITELFI44:H31%.

H N

A, BRI/ NV—TDEEENEHES 51, BEBHT R (D.TY)
CELT ®#%&7 2 }*’( V—A Form), RAX#%7 2 F**( S—A Form)
D IWRADEET 2 F M L7zo. cloze test fEBUCIE, Oxford Progres-
sive English Readers ®fid» 5, Grade 1% (i 555 43 19003% L~ )
Grade 2% ([ 290085 L~ ), Grade 3% ([ 850055 L~ ) % Fi#
ICEY, AFRMOXF»S 6 FHOELHIERL T %, 40D item % fF
D, Grade 1% C—19, Grade 2% C—29, Grade 3 # C—35 &M 5, 38
HDclozetest AT L1z 87 X2 MREBED, HEBREOTAHY
BT 2L5IRIEL:, ( Appendix B )

4) F

A, Bilfivn—Ae, £7, 3EHOEBEET X P 2HEK LI, 7R b
EHEOMEFIL DT, V-A, S—A H-%o DT 1EMHE, V—AIZ355,
S—ARBFEELI, FHTC—19, C—29, C—35DIRTcloze test
#5Z, £57 A FELHTERBIIN TH-1c. EH1IEHEOT R AR
BL7c0T, ZOMEIBAMSSEEAnsTAETHL AAEXIKBIAN,
‘cloze test DL AL, :A@ﬁ?&ﬁ}@%?&%ss)@%ﬁ%ﬁ’c, exact re-

placement #: & synonym A SEA L, IEglCht%.l BREbZ I,
5) &% B
D B#ET 2 & cloze test DB RICDNT

IEHDEBET R + & 3EHOD cloze test DEEFIZFT 1 1R LI, il
TRAMBELTIE, WIFNDT R MEBWTS, ASV—=TBBI -7
LOECBAEETEY, FRE, (REOKR F7v—70THRA
DERL, 1 %KETHETH 1o T, AZV—FRBIAV-FLY
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KRERNBEVERTHBEEZL B, 1, IHEHD clozetest Th, A,
B/ —7HEOFHBEADER 1 %H B0 5 %KETHETHD, AY
M—F, COF A MCELTS, BIA—TED ETH 12,

Table I. Means and Standard Deviations of Scores on Six Tests

T G. A (N=26) B (N=31)
Davis D.T. X=121.46 X=107.84

SD=12.21 SD=13.49  p<0.01
CELT(V-A) X=62.23 X=45.45

SD=10.32 SD=9.52 p <0.01
CELT(S-A) X=81.04 X=67.94

SD=9.80 SD=11.29  p<0.01
C-19 X=18.38 X=13.65 :

SD=3.72 ~ SD=3.52 p <0.01
Cc-29 ‘ X=20.23 X=12.65

SD=4.81 SD=3.40 p <0.01
C-35 X=22.96 X=19.81

SD=4.77 SD=2.94 p <0.05

D7 A FOEEE (KR—20) 2HE LISE, A7 v—7TR,D. -
T. 530,89, V—AA50.78, S—A0.85, C—19430.55 C—29 A5 0.75,
C—35720.719CTH 1o —F, BINV—FREHLID. T.120.83, V—
AH0.71, S—AA30.87, C—19 $30.46, C—29 »50.48, C—35430.39
Thote M/N—TE b, BEET R FOEEEREDP 7 LHL,
cloze test ICOWTIE, AZv—7DC—29, C—35SHIEEESEL,
ZDOFE[IZB 7V — 7D cloze test T & G b,

-cloze test DFERICEBT 3L, ASVv—7Tid, C—19 C—29 C—
35 1015 HICHE >CEARMMLTH Y, C—19 & C—20 & OBADER
5%k¥ET, C—19&C—30 DEBMNEIZ1%A%ET, C-29&C—35id
5%KET, TNEFREBRELE -1, 5T, ATV—FITESTH,
C—35 C—29, C—190DMETT X F BB TH 720 B/ w—713, C—
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35, C—19, C—29DIRTHNERALZETN S0, C—19&LC—29 0
HEREETEL -2 (t=13), L&L, C—29& C—35(t=10.2),

C—19&C—35(t=93)13, #hFhAEELNL TV,

T DOFER

B, BIA—FicE-Ti, C—19&LC—29 & BR—DEBETHY,
C—BBRLBHETH -1
1) 6&EOF 2 bREIOHEBIICONT

Table II. Correlations Between Six Tests

Group A (N=26)
D.T.
D.T. -
V-A  0.70**
S-A 0.72%*
C-19 0.49**
C-29 041*
C-35 0.76**

Group B (N=31)
D.T. -
D.T. -
V-A  0.40%*
S-A  0.59%*
C-19 0.13
C29  0.49%*
C35 0.25

V-A

0.64**
0.55%*
0.77%*
0.60%*

V-A

0.50%*
0.24
0.10
0.17

S-A

0.54%*
0.40*
0.56*

“S-A

0.26
0.52%*
0.29*

** 5<0.01

* p£0.05
C-19 C-29
0.62%  —
0.47*  0.30
C-19 c-29
0.28 -
0.43**  0.09

C-35

C-35

F 2 FEOBREGRKII ETICET i, AV V=7 T}, C—29 £C-35
ORI, )T, HRBVEY, HEVREOEERS - 12, EEF
2 FEITIE, BEDSS—AEDT. ED 0.72, RIERZS—AEV—A &£ D
0.64 Th -1 Ft, AN —FD cloze test DML, C—19&C—
29 & 480,62 TRIETHY, C—35EC—20 LORBRERTED -1,
D.T-i2C—35& 0.76, V—AI2C—29 & 0.77, S—AIZC—35& 0. 56,
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&, 2hehEmuEdEsEliE e, UL, BZr—TIKs o b7 R
FEOHEIR, Av—TiIH, FEEICED, BT R T, BES
D.T. ES—A D 0.59 T T X3, cloze test Tid, IOIHBAMMIK L,
EEMNC—19&C—350D0.43, REMC—29&LC—-35&LD0.09 TH -~
720 D.T.I3S —A LD —FMC 0.59, V-AIFS—AL, S—-AR
C—29 &, HHMAMMEL, £heh, 0.50, 0.52TH -7 LD L,
D.T-&£C—19, C—35 V—-A&C—19, C—29, C— 35, S—A&C—19;>
C—19&C—29 C—-35&LC—29i2, BELHBLNL TN,
) cohesive/non-cohesive item (Db.l:%

3 & ¥iDcloze test item :} 120 % cohesive, non-cohesive I 71, &7
Vn=FCEic, TOFHHRLEERERLILODONENTHS, A, B
W7 v—7 L%, cohesive item D#FE Fhinon-cohesive item & L[Y,
ZDER 1 %KETHEETH -7, cohesive, non-cohesive item IZ2T, .
A, BAWv—70B85HET 2L, WTFRODitem iCBALTH, -7
BUCHEBERBREET &S -7,

Table III. Means and Standard Deviations of Scores on Cohesive and
Non-Cohesive Items

Group A (N=26)

Cohesive Items (N=30) Non-Cohesive Items (N=90)
X=15.8 SD=6.67 X=12.86 SD=8.56 p<0.01
60.8% 14.3%
Group B (N=31)
Cohesive Items (N=30) Non-Cohesive Items (N=90)
X=14.1 SD=8.42 X=11.5 SD=9.41 p<0.01
45.8% = 12.8%

V) Cohesive item D447
#Nit, cohesiveitem DIEERE SNV —FRICRLUIERTH 5,
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Table IV. Result of Item Analysis of Cloze Tests
Cohesive Items (N=30)

C-29

C-35

Total

No.

8.
14,
18.
22.
27.
34.
36.

1.

3.

3.

6.
10.
11.
12.
19.
22.
24.
30.
31.
34.
35.
36.

2.

4.
15.
17.
20.
25.
36.
37.

these
mountains
them

me
questions
then

the

Joy

that
search
police
they

the

the

the
kidnappers
He

the

one

girl

she

both

reference

A (N=26)

34.6%

lexical (repetition) 34.6%

reference
reference
lexical (rep.)
conjunction
reference
lexical (rep.)
reference

lexical (synonym)
lexical (near syn.)

reference
reference
reference
reference
lexical (rep.)
reference
reference
substitution
lexical (syn.)
reference
ellipsis

Mediterranean lexical (rep.)

Sea
Ned
we
two
the
we
Sea

lexical (rep.)
lexical (rep.)
reference
reference
reference
reference
lexical (rep.)

76.9%
42.5%
38.4%
92.3%
88.5%
15.4%
42.3%
15.4%
46.2%
69.7%
73.1%
34.6%

" 65.4%

38.5%
73.1%
73.1%
96.2%
- 38.5%
42.3%
76.9%
38.5%
96.6%
65.4%
92.3%
38.5%
96.2%
92.3%
96.2%
60.8%

B (N=31)

7

*p<0.05

29.0%
32.3%
64.5%
61.3%
41.9%

. 61.3%*
71.0%

6.4%
41.9%
12.9%*

154.8%
54.8%
12.9%*
51.6%
16.1%*
41.9%*
67.7%
74.2%

9.6%*
12.9%
29.0%*
29.0%
87.1%
45.2%
58.0%*
25.8%
93.5%
93.5%
93.5%
45.8%

*
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Cohesive item # 30 DPERIZ, grammatical cohesion #318%5iH, lexical
cohesion 8 113 H, conjunction 23 1 HEBTH %, 7 Vv—7RITS %K
¥OREEMNH-EB, lexical item 234, reference 5% 3, conjunction
1, ellipsis 1 ® 9 % H T4 cohesion item & 30 %% b 73"

6) & %

PEo&RH» S, E31 RORHE2 3EAE I 258150, AL, 33
MBI BEEATH > TH, cohesive items % T 2RV, WHEHD -
HEMNEBRRMBBRIVBIC IO UM -1, AT V-7 3, 3EHDE
7z b & 3D cloze test § N TR b T, BN —FXOENTH»
too WETNUL, FSERES), FRCEBRAECBIY A WERIDE%, cohesive
item DBHRERECE BT EHRTTSNE D, €N TH, T O
HROFRRBECRHHTHS I, COMBMRICIE, T, I,
BBREISN—TOBEZELTHINLBERH S, TTIKBNLIIC, B
Fu—FTR, &7 2+ BIOTBIEN 2 Dy TEP 1o AT V=TI
B (HX, X, SHEFEWRE) THD, Sv—70—EsnlE
DENEBBTES, ThRXLT, BI/v—73XF%R, BHREOR
RIEATHY, < OEEMOBEIEREGICHBEEL L LHENTE 2,
R4 I INZ T, cohesive item 234 330 £ 15 KD ETOFHC
DX HIBEERETER LIS LAY, 230, HET3HBBRMBE
Dotedd, BV —TOBRMBEERBINE US> OTRIENIES
3o _ |

ﬁ%?momfg,%n%ﬁﬁ?é%%&mofmahoA,Bfw—f
LT, FAERH 3, 500 FE L~ cloze test (C— 35 ) BMRLEHT,
Mic, 1,900 FEL~AD test (C—19) BEOMETH ~7z, TORBRIC
3, BANC C—19 ZEM LB AL RO C—35 DR AL D3 BHOREY
5, HLIEENELEZ TW5, 3EHET R it &itkD,cloze
test DEFHREMBETULE -1 EFEALONEN5THD, 7, C.P.OE
RT3 productive WENE B I X T EBER, AFEOFERENTE,
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1,900 25, 29003, 3,500 L~ DFEICIIHESEDERTERINID -
720 V—A Ecloze test FIOMBEMA S v —F LB/ V—T T AKENLH
HEE->TOERARBRKRN, V-ACEENBT507 2 FHHI3280 55
THRINTED, £025%554,000 3EL <, 24%Hs 5,000 35 L <,
39%%3 6,000 & L ~v, 12%H57,000 5L XA THBo T, AT N—
THTIR, V— AICHFREE R - 188 % 13 cloze test T FHRMTH,
LirL, BIw—7TlR, V—ADHRIENHERE TH - Thcloze test
TREWVEEAELOT, W7 R FOHBIRIEFRICES S oo i,
D.T. £S—AOHBNBENELZALS, AHERALLIES, 2FD
BEXRMS, XEHEMELLSE LTV & bbb s, ’
DLEEELLSIC, XEBERRBTFENTH-1EELLEEHI,
L L, A, BEZ NV—TIC BT, cohesive item DXL non-cohesive
item OBAXDED - 12h, THRFEMBERI B Tcohesive item M &
SRR IS LB MRTEE S, 3o, RAENO BRI H4HT,
C—29 @M 5,6,22,34 DX 513 synonymd 5\ i3 synonym il 3 U 8 B2
A¥Dlexical cohesioniC HHEEMM - Hi3, HHBBREHUTLR0%ER
LT DL IcE bbb, FUlexical cohesion TdH - Th,EDHEL
( repetition) DB AR HTEMSRE SN L > 15> TH Do

%
C ABTR, BRAE, C.P. Ko TORANNIIESERE L, 1,
KD ERCH L TR - LROBEST » %o BAADEFSEE &
ERBELTRROALLINET 58, BAAICERELSNIT X b b
KEAROL T THLHE, ERUOBNLBRERET L @b oEE
Hbo 7R HFTORROLBEHAEN B,

B



80 i} B E

[ix]

1) ##Hi, HoELELERAFELERRRL(1B0FE8A21H - 22H )
CHOTOBEREL AFCNE, —BBEET-72bDTH 5.

2) FWTEBT ARO[ #FS 1R, XHEROBHEBATEST, HRRE
EE—HHBRETIHATH 5,

3) #if5[ Reading Disturbance OHR - BHINTHAL - JI BEHFFAERL
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Appendix

c19 I Said Goodbye to Earth
I spent the next few days packing and saying goodbye to my friends and
relatives. Then I wasready to( 1 ) and start the greatest adventure (
2 ) my life.

All spaceships leave ( 3 ) and arrive at one place ( 4 ) Earth,a
place nearto (- S ). Once, long ago, thispart ( 6 ) the world was
covered with ( 7 ). They knocked down some of (8 ) mountains
to make an airport (9 ) rockets and spaceships. The only ( 10 ) to

reach this airportis ( 11 )air. Asmy aeroplane came( 12 ),Icould



Cloze Procedure > & B7: RFEHE D REHIRHE 83

see a tiny ( 13 ) square among the mountains. The (14 ) were
covered with forestsand (15 ). Noonc haseverseen ( 16 ) people

. that live in these ( » 17 ). Of course. Itooked for ( 18 ) from the
aeroplane windoW but ( 19 )see them.

When I stepped ( 20 ) the aeroplane, [ wasmet (21 ) newspaper
and television reporters. They (. 22 ) photos of me and asked (- 23 )
all sorts of questions... was (24 ) excited, what did I think ( 25 )on
the Inner Station would ( 26 ) like? They all askedme ( 27 ) at the
same time and (28 ) didn’t know who to answer ( 29 ) or what to
say. However, (- 30 ) airport worker soon rescued me ( 31 ) gave me
some forms to ( 32 )in. They weighed me and (33 ) me some med-
icine to swallow. (34 ) we drove out by bus( 35 ) the spaceship.

The name of (36 ) spaceship was Sirius. I'was( 37 ) only pas-
senger because this was (. 38 ) cargo spaceship not a passenger ( 39 ).
It was cheaper for the ( 40 ) company to send me on a cargo spaceship!

No. .. Name

C-29 - The Kidnappers Demand Diamonds .
At twenty minutes to six on the fourth day of the hunt for Professor Nicol,
a large police car with Superintendent Roberts at the wheel stood outside
Police Headquarters in Salisbury.

While the Superintendent waitéd for( 1 ) tobe brought out, he (

2 ) over everything that had happened ( 3 ) day. More men had been
( 4 )intohelpwiththe( S5 ). Soldiers were now helping the ( 6

) and were searching an area (7 - ) than Salisbury Plain. Some build-
ings ( 8 ) being scarched forasecond (9 ) even a third time. But
( 10 ) had found no sign of ( 11 ) Professor. For-the moment all
( 12 ) men had stopped searching, as (13 . ) been agreed with the
kidnappers.

( 14 ) spite of this failure, Roberts (15 ) not seem disappointed.
He had ( 16 ) usual serious ook ashe (17 ) calmlyin the car. He
(18 ) never really expected to discover ( - 19 ) Professor.: All he had
hoped ( ’20 ) do was to make things (21 ) difficult as possible for
the ( 22 ), and to prevent them taking ( 23 ) Professor out of the
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country. ( 24 ) felt certain that he had (25 ) in this and he was
( 26 )towaitandsee what( 27 ) next.

He heard the sound (28 ) high heels on the stone ( 29 ) as Joy
walked down to (30 ) car accompanied by two policemen. ( 31 )
of them opened the door ( 32 ) the front of the car ( 33 ) stood
back to let the (34 )getin. Assoonas( 35 ) wassettled, Roberts
drove away. -

( 36 ) weresilent while they drove (37 ) through the town. Then
it (38 ) Joy who spoke first.

‘Don’t ( 39 ) so unhappy, Superintendent,’” she said. ‘( 40 )
I look happy?’ he replied.

No. Name

C-35 Twenty Thousand Leagues Under the Sea_
"Next morning Ned came into the sitting-room to examine our position on
the map. He was mostsurprisedto( 1 )thatwewereinthe( 2 ).

‘This can’t be right,” he ( 3 ). ‘We were in the Red (4 ) last
night. The Suez Canal ( 5 ) notcompleted, anditwould( 6 )too
narrow for the Nautilus( 7 ).

‘Let’sgoup to the (- 8 ), Ned,’Isaid, ‘andsee( 9 ) wecan see.’

It did ( 10 )takeuslongtoclimb( 11 ) staircase and step out-
side. .

‘There,” (12 ) said, pointing to the south. ‘(13 - ) you recognize
that shoreline and (14 ) buildings?’

‘Yes, I do,” said (15 ). ‘That’s Port Said. Have I ( 16 ) asleep
for three weeks while ( 17 ) sailed round Africa?’

‘No, just ( 18 ) one night. Captain Nemoused ( 19 ) unknown
tunnel that joins the (20 ) seas fifty feet below the ( 21 ).

‘I am amazed, but [ ( 22 ) very pleased, because weare ( 23 )
nearer home. There wasno( 24 )forustoescapein( 25 ) Red Sea,
but the Mediterranean (26 ) provide us with many chances. ( 27 )
are many islands, and I (28 ) sure that Captain Nemo will ( 29 )
some.’

I did not feel ( 30 ) happy about this.
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‘Ned”I( 31 ). ‘I'know weagreedto( 32 ) you when we had an
( 33 )toescape. ButIdon’t( 34 ) to leave the shipyet. ( 35 )

at it this way.( If ( 36 ) had escaped in the Red ( 37 ), we should

never have known (38 ) this tunnel. How many more ( 39 ) may

we be shown in (40 ) Mediterranean Sea, in the Atlantic Ocean, and

even in the polar regions?’

No. Name
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English Comprehension Processes of University

Students through Cloze Procedure
Tadashi NISHIDA

Recently there has been keen interest shown in the applications of
“Cloze Procedure” proposed by Taylor (1953) to the field of teaching
of English as a second or foreign language. Though originally conceived
to be an alternative measure of readability, the procedure has also come
to be highly regarded as a reliable measure of reading compfehension
and as a valid device for testing overall language proficiency.

In order to determine whether or not university students who differ
in English proficiency have different strategies for English reading com-
prehension, we conducted the following experiment. Two groups of
second-year students at Hiroshima University formed Groups A and B
of twenty-six and thirty-one students, respectively. Both Group A and
B were given CELT V-A Form (vocabulary test), S-A Form (stucture
test), Davis’s Diagnostic test, and three cloze tests. The three cloze
tests, each of which included forty items, were constructed by deleting
every sixth word from different passages extracted from three Oxford
Progressive Readers (Grade 1,2, and 3).

The results of the two proficiency tests and the Diagnostic test show-
ed that Group A scored significantly higher than Group B. This was true
for the three cloze tests, showing a significant difference in reading
comprehension ability between the two groups. The correlations
between the V-A Form, S-A Form and Diagnostic tests in Group A
were fairly high, ranging from 0.64 to 0.72 while in Group B they were
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generally low, ranging from 0.40 to 0.59.

A total of one hundred and twenty items included in the cloze tests
were classified into cohesive and non-cohesive according to Halliday
and Hasan (1976), in order to compare the scores within each group as
well as between the groups. Both Group A and B were considerably
more successful in guessing the cohesive items than the noncohesive
ones. But the difference in the scores on cohesive items between the
groups proved to be not significant.

On the basis of the results we conclude that university students who
differ in English proficiency and reading comprehension ability use

essentially the same strategies in the comprehension process.





