F hERIEEHE L LMRALE IN 15 (1985. 8.1
I0—-XFRMIBEIB 7Y R P ERBREHICDONT

&Ry @ H iE

RUSHIC

BETREFICE L7 0-XF 2+ (UTF CT ) OFHHRAE S ZHEINTV S, FENHLTER
LT, CTRSHEFERENZLAMICAIETES (Oller 1973,1976) , TOEFL 73 X DIFEIZLE
TR EDPRETORET X MCHRTH S (Oller & Conrad 1971, Stubbs & Tucker 1974, Hinofotis
1980), Zef# 7 X FiC?2 D 5 % (Anderson 1972, Ibe 1975, Wainman 1979) , ZEELIADAEEF X
MCHBEATE % (Caulfield & Smith 1981) 13 &5 %, L»L, 20—HT, CTRIERATET 7
A b, FBEOBIRRERE, FREEEZZE, TRAMOEBREEZAMESEDLL WS BHIBE TS
(Alderson 1979a,b, 1980, 1983, Klein-Braley 1983),

ARROBIIZ, COEMICR-T, CTOMETS577 2 b ONELBONRMES CT 0
BRI LI SUREEEEZ 20 %5BRT I ELH 5. REANIKIZT 7 X POBREE
(familiar / unfamiliar passage) & HiBRRIFE (6th [ 10th)Hs 275 2 CT 2 A¥HICERKL, A7 bok
R EIFEIZHET X b (CELT) RUERD 7R bOfER & 0tEB%ERDT, CT OfHEME UMK
A3

. FORPOBRE

CT SERRIKE 5 TT 7 X PORGENZREDV RVILK o TOBENEEZ BT EME.
—HiciE, T X FPARLERET XS CT Tid, BABBOLEEADOEDIC, BLTX 384
RFBICEBONEEADOADIC, ThThEZOREROICT X FOHGIEIBETFTT2ETHETE 2
D5 TdHBoMullen (1979)i3, BLWF 7 ZX b CT ZXRICA D ETELIELEE RIETHET
HEd 3L, TOEFL L EOATHRET R FORELAROR FHITSE, CTORYUMEK
3 ERNTIN B, —F, Oller (1972)i2, FEL W7 2 X |3 proficiency test & DAAR sELE R
ELTH3. COXHURELRZBORBT 7 XA FOBEBENT X MERILEZ 2813 —€ L
TWIEh, o TEBR L0 AR, MHfE%2ay CT 0RERTIET 7 R FOEB AT readability
ARKE S FEMSHESOBELTRL, 77 X FONBPEFICIZIZ & A EEEHBIR DS
INTWRENZ ETH B

CT ZERK ¢ 3E% passage DB BHRTE . TOABEMZERE OV AV ICEDILN
&, ZRFOXLBIEEHOENTW AL, 7R M OSZERFITARFICE { (Johnson 1982),
Oller (1979) H—BOZBRFOLINHERTEXZLHOUTAMREERT L7 7 X MdfF a& 2 &
53506 CTICHOIZARB LD bias ZEBDHEINHOTH A0 77 X FORBTREHEICE -
THER LD OL{BEE DT TINS5 . CORTEH CT OIFA, Sk, R4k
B LLRETIHHBRDO2RTHB.

1 oFHizschemaf S m ST TH 3. 77 X FOBEFERIARICXIGT dschemanid &
BOMHETH%. R TAMFRIET 297 o F IO CTOXDH I, HAFBHFRDOT 7 X b
KBLRRATLZ 2D 3EFERICOIT D schema, & 3 W ETAEAEBEIE T30 5TH .



HBIC, 7V 47y Mg oW TDschemapS REL TWONIL, 77 X FORBOFKENERRTETH
->Th, AROTEMRIET S, COFZHERIBHIERLITTHS. F20HRHIFRFET VI ODR
BT Bo HMRIL_EFRELFR (bottomup) & FFEEIATE (top-down) DIEEERI T 5 (Adams
1982) . #LT, ZOMEEAORBLRET 2BOESNEE BRI, HAFEMEELTH
BAARBILONTO schemaTh 3. FELABTOGAMEL DL, HtAOEIERIZENT, &
RERBMTHS  schema SSTFREMITZ IR LW, o, EREMIIE SHRICT 2R, %
BEENILELATH . ZOLIHN CTKETNHHADTAOAEL SHMITHIE, 77
2 QBB CT ORRCEBES L 3L Bbhs. o2 b, BEEOBVF /2 b CT i1
BEMELED, BUBEEEELELS,

2. FEOHIBREESE

BIRRFEEICIE, 77 X PAO n HEHDEAHIFY A random deletion & BIBATE 2 ZXKANICHILIT
H 3T < rational deletion H3h 2 . FIREMSHEEEL Z2DIRBIFEDOBISTH B . Alderson (1983)id,
HIERRRLS CT DR EHICKE KRBT 2 L5 LTV 5. EHEiciniT, HLVFZ7R o
MR%E 6 E» D 8RBICEZ B L, EHEFX MBS 059H5 00, HISEBIEREEDT
JAFEI0GEDI S 6 BIHEBENL T2 LMHEB0TLS 0.8 ICEH LIz,

AT, Bl OBETEDALIEEE DS Exact Scoring Method ( LIF EXACT), X
IRICHE &3 2 HTTEAEX & ¢ 2 Semantically Acceptable Scoring Method (L1 F SEMAC), #HEIE
EEDORIEERICFERED F A% RE T 3 Clozentropy Scoring Method, HFBIRDRE LM
3 M-C 73838 %, Brown (1980) i3 2%, {58lt, HEMSIAKREOREMSCD 4>
ORAEELE L, SEMAC 235 8N EXACT 8 hicki & ¥l LT 5. SEMACD EXACT
iC#t3 3 BHirid Mullen (1979), Alderson (1979b), Oller (1972) 72 & T b & SN TN B .

3.1. FORPEHIBREHICEET ZEER
£ 1
H &8
CTOT7 7R rOBFEEMET X bOEHMEE ZUBIEBESZ 2 0ELERIET S,
HoE

1) #¥ Everyman’s Encyclopedia (1967) O¥fEk& 7 ) 7 v + DHAXA—EEML (K 805E),
B2REOXFH, O 6 EBXICELHBRLITHAE» SRS CT-B (FR) & CT-C( 27Uy
b)) BfERL7ce BT X PRBRIKHFREZ7 U oy bDE A b/V&ﬁimﬁE%l%?ﬁiﬁu a4
2 FDOABEMZERE ICE o‘t%;&‘t%%&ﬁ%njﬁf\é 7‘5&5 5 point scale DFFEFIEFL (Famil-
farity Index PI'F FI) %ﬁz_to AWFR P ELT CELT EEW DT&)W&*U}E Ut
2) XEE ILBR¥1 - 264 4%

3) FIE HEAnic CT DT HHEANI0NMERICTZ 1%, CT-B £CT-COMEAEAL, FI
CRALTH S 22507 2 MR Dilins X SITiER L. 72 b QIAFEOE A~ O HE %A
B2, FHRESOZRZFIII CT-B H»SEBHESOZREICE CT-C » o2 ThRE
XHze BT R P OFTEERNINDTH o720 TWMD 7R FTRTF—7OREE SEEDEL
B Ric RIS R & ¥ 7z IR IIMASE 6 A THTH o720 CTOIRAIT EXACT &
SEMAC %8tF L, R4E4 A TEICEERA D CELT RUAEROHERD 7 2 bD8&EECT O
BEEOMEES R,



R CELT D& Fhr7 X b, CELTO#HAEM, CT » HWMH 7 X FOF#EL CT ~DK lfédz
BF 1K, CToOEEW (KR21), BEKE, 7X MioMEERE 21RT.

Table 1.
Results of CELT and Cloze Tests (N=44)
Test X SD
L-A 40.45 8.70
V-A 37.34 7.82
S-A 59.50 9.60
Total 137.30 19.04
B-E 16.59 7.13
B-S 20.00 8.29
B-R 45.36 16.12
- C-E 5.89 4.06
C-S 6.39 422
C-R 2541 16.89
Dic. 21.20 5.29

B=Baseball C=Cricket E=Exact Word Scoring
S=Semantically Acceptable Scoring R=Response
Dic.=Dictation

Table 2.
Correlation of Cloze Tests Scored by Exact Word and Semantically Acceptable Scorings with CELT

(N=44) :

Test L-A V-A S-A Total _Dic. R EXACT
Baseball EXACT (KR21=0.74) 0.53*** NS 0.34%  0.52%** (.57%%* (. 76%*%* ...
(FI=2.7) SEMAC (KR21=0.79) 0.51*** NS 0.36*  0.53%** (0.53*** (.76%*%* (.98*%*
Cricket EXACT (KR21=0.68) NS NS 0.38*%* 0.29* 0.39**  0.73%%* ...
(FI=1.0) SEMAC(KR21=0.68) NS NS 040** 0.31* 0.40%*  0.75%**  (.98%**

Fl=Familiarity Index = NS=Not significant at the .05 level ***=P<.001 **=P< .01 *=P<.05

FRO2EMLSRDT EMEHTEZ. @ CT-BI2 CT-C kD bF:7i727 A+ THB( FI
DFH 27 vs 1.0) o« QNTHOIRAKILE o TH CT-B 13 CT-C £V bFANE N ( B-E
>C-E to=11.70 P ¢ .001, B-S > C-S to=1266 P<.001 )0 @E—nD CT ZH&dT 3¢
SEMAC OfiEnsEity ( B-S ) B-E to.=11.84 P< .001, C-S ) C-E to =3.91 P ¢ .001%
@ CT-Bi2 CTCLDLRIBEMEZ(B-R)C-Rto=10.74 P (.001 » ® CT-Biz CT-C Xk
D HXEEBERARL TRTOAE TR b &EDHBENEN.®CT-BIZHRY ,FEROF X +,CELT
OMBAEALEOHBENEL, CT-CIERD EXHET R+ EoHBERRENE . OERERET
12TFER & SEMAC O#AAHENELFL (079 ), FFRE EXACT %% (014), 207y
i EXACT, SEMAC & $iC0.68 TH o7co

PIED#ER»MS, 77 X FPOBFEEDE L CT 45 CELT EBID 7 X b & 0MENEL, #HE
HZYH L ETE LRV EbD 5. T IRAETIE SEMAC & EXACT & 0B 0.98TH
Stcdd, AT X b EOHBEEREEARDS LT, SEMAC OFBEN T,

KER 2

BH 77 R FOFFHEEEFICZ BRI CT OETIHE ZAMIcRIZTRRERTE



+5,
ik

1) HE EER 1 O REH SHENIC UGS Encyclopedia Americana (1958) X1, TFERE 7Y 4
v M DBIAXE—BHENL ($420~6305F) , &F 7 % bind 6 Gt % L1055 = IKEXhD
EAHR L, 60HEBH S5 CT B6 (HIR- 635), B10 (FER- 10E), C6 (2 U4y
Fe6FE), CI0(Z U4y «103B) D 4EEEER L. &5 X MHKICE A by, X,
FI %0847 AURTIR 1 EAMTH A 27, BIRDF R b & CELT biE & FLHETS .
2) TERE EEAY 1284 16045

3) FIH HERICHHBLEZRELX 4SO 7 V—TICT, &7v—7 (404 Nic1 o CT
2EMEL oo FIERRNIZA05. BIND 72 F OFEIGIZHER 1 I8 7. N1 813 RS9 9
HEGTH o1ze

¥E K70V—7m CELT, EWMH 7R b+, CT DiLs, BEEFRURIGEIIESIC, CT O

A B L HIRRIE O O MM L 7RI E 4 R 510, 72 MEOMEBIH6

iz, #hEhRlz.

Table 3.

Basic Descriptive Statistics for Cloze Tests, CELT Subtests, Dictation, and Responses
(N=40 for each group)

B 06 (FI=2.9) B 10 (FI=2.5) C 06 (FI=1.0) C 10(Fi=1.0)
L-A X=42.45 X=38.10 X=42.35 X=40.45
SD= 9.42 SD= 8.57 SD=11.48 SD= 8.75
V-A X=39.58 X=40.25 X=40.83 X=42.10
SD=10.80 SD=11.65 SD= 8.80 SD= 9.72
S-A X=61.05 X=60.23 X=59.83 X=60.75
SD=12.03 SD=10.58 SD=11.16 SD=13.32
T-.L X=143.43 X=138.25 . X=143.00 X=143.23
SD= 25.89 SD= 23.44 SD= 24.41 SD= 24.93
Dic. X=21.83 X=20.13 X=19.83 X=19.43
SD= 7.31 SD= 7.42 SD= 6.00 Sb= 7.14
Res. X=45.70 X=41.20 X=31.73 X=37.30
SD= 9.55 SD=10.52 SD=14.28 SD=15.75
Ex. X=17.60 X=12.56 X= 535 X=11.10
SD= 6.18 SD= 6.74 SD= 3.60 SD= 5.20
Sm. X=20.88 X=15.35 X= 7.63 7 X=12.53
SD= 6.95 SD= 7.42 SD= 5.07 SD= 6.17
B=Baseball text C=Cricket text Ex.=Exact word scoring
Sm.= Semantically acceptable scoring  06=6th deletion 10=10th deletion
Res.=Response
Table 4.
ANOVA for gains in EXACT related to Text Familiarity and Deletion
Source S.S. D.F. M.S. FO
A 1876.9000 1 1876.9000 60.7941%*
B 4.9000 1 4.9000 0.1587
AxB 1166.4000 1 1166.4000 37.7805%*
E 4816.2000 156 30.8731
T 7864.4000 159
Source  A=Text Familiarity B= Deletion



ANOVA for gains in SEMAC related to Text Familiarity and Deletion

Source S.S ~ D.F. M.S. FO
A 2584.0563 1 2584.0563 61.8572**
B 39063 1 3.9063 0.0935
AxB 1086.8063 1 1086.8063 26.0160**
E 6516.8250 156
T 10191.5938 159
Table 6.

Correlation of Cloze Tests Scored by Exact word and Sementically Acceptable Procedures, with
CELT, Dictation, and Response

Test L-A V-A S-A Total Dic. R.

B 06 EXACT (KR21=0.69) NS . NS 0.37* 0.41** NS 0.59%**
SEMAC (KR21=0.73) 0.35% NS 0.38* 0.42** NS 0.63***

B 10 EXACT (KR21=0.79) NS 0.35% 0.47%** 0. 45%* 0.51**%%  (,78%**
SEMAC (KR21=0.81) NS 0.42%* 0.48*%**  (0,49%** (. 54*** () 78***
EXACT (KR21=0.63) 0.50%** NS 0.43** 0.50%%* - 51*** - (76***
SEMAC (KR21=0.75) 0.53*** 0.32* 0.47*** (. 58**%  (,58%%%  (72%*x
EXACT (KR21=0.68) 0.35% 0.34* 0.59%** (. 58%%%  (47**%x  ( 78***
SEMAC (KR21=0.75) 0.34* 0.34* 0.62%%* (. 58%%* () 44*%% = () 8] ***
**x=p < 001 **=p <.01 *=p < .05 NS=not significant at the .05 level

DEDENLSRDC EDYATE. OF 27 R OBEEEIRTHK IMNEN( FI BB=29,
B10=25,C06=C 10=10). @&/ NV—FEICREZHOEEENIIE—LREH%
Borv—77hH5 (BERHDFTZXMFo( 3156 )=180P) .05, EHEFX } Fo (3 15%) =025,
XEF R Fo (3.156) =0.99, CELT#A4 A Fo (3,156 ) =0.41, EWMDOF X+ Fo (3.156 ) =
091 ) ORIEHIZCT-B & CHIIREELEMNH D (Fo( 3,156 ) =8.61 P .01 ), Post Hoc. 0
2 B 06 W3R BRIGE 0% { B10, C 10, CO6DIATH -7 @ EXACT & SEMAC DT HOH
HTHRALTHCT MicHEENSD(Fo( 3,156 ) =32.91P (.01, Fo (3,156 ) =29.33 P (.01 J,
BO6 D3 b1FmbsE <, KIT BIOME <, CO6 HRIETH »7c08, BI0& CLODRNCIIA TS
e ® CTORAIRRT /R OBEBEEOESEIHYD (Fo(1.156 ) =60.71 P < .01, Fo
(1,156 )=61.85 P<.01 ), HIBREMEBEEELXEERLEONI (Fo 1,156 ) =237.78
P< .01, (1,156 )=26.01 P{.01), &‘Eo'ca BREEDS CT 126 BB XDEIRRIBOE
B[R -T, BEEDEN CTLVIEETHS. @ZFALT X + 0 L HETREBASELEHN
BO6 sk HIEL , B HEFAMBENCOHMRESEL, C10, BIODIEFTH 5. CO6IIEERD 7R
b, RO TR, CELT D#AAAE 0.50~0.58 050, B06I3CELORAAE 0.41~
042, XBET X FEIR0.37T~0.BOHBENBHZMEWRD 7 X + EEHRT X FEORBRAEETR
¢, B7 R F% EXACT THRATAEERDT R b & bFELAMNEV. @ KR 21 OS5 HHEAK
{2B102sik b#E5<, C10, B10, CO6DIFAFTH S, @ SEMACIZ EXACT LD 487X + &
OB R ETHHE.



3.2 ER1&L2(CHIIER

HEE1 L 2ABUT, BEEOENT 7 X MO CT TIRIGEERIGHE I o1chs, TR FDIE
B E RSB TRIEST LR UABESBETHE, EBR1TE, BEEOoHL
CT BAEET X P EEOABRERICHD 7 X F DZUHENEL KR 210 ST 2 55H
bED otz UL, KB 2T, #ic, BEEDBYL CT NRUMEEFEEIHL L o7z, HI
REFIELTIE, 105EERO CT BHFFENZAENE . AL 200FBHER & SEMAC
DELEAIIELTHY Oller (1972) % Alderson (1979b) D& LEHTH 5.

72 R FOBEBEN CTBACEBLT R MOEREE ERYUBAEZ 2 RO HIKIE 12
M, AR—ELEEIBAONEL 7D THA I Do C@Fﬁ%liméﬁﬁwﬁéﬁ%‘éﬂ@%t’f&
BEinks X5 IcBbhs. ER2THRELIZELSIIT, BRRZBREOKBHDxETIIEL,
iaxbmﬁﬁgﬁ%%brwéﬁ,mm%mﬁ%mCTwéinémﬂﬁkmzwéwp®m1
MIBICH B BIRLT-L S ICEMEIT bottom-up #LIF & top-down JLEE O syncrony T 3 % (Haberlandt
1982) o LinL, BARAKFADIELZTHE bottomup MEASHHLTIERELTEST,
BHORLREELZEORBED, OENAR B ELICEISN, ABE2ME, S EHERS & Stop-down
WMBICFEREDIID. 5T, ﬁﬁ'}tca 5> THET schema EFLTF /7R ML Td, T
BELABICHLTHRU L S78 strategy ZHNTHD, 77 R FORBEMRGTEADIEIICEE
SRAEKIZEIENDTH B, Carrell (1983) &, ESLDAZLIZZ D top-down JLFLHES HIR S
TR EEHBLTHEDT, KEROFRED X 57 EFL ORPAICIIX S DEAMEED
EBbh3.

CTE&T A M EDEBIT TR, EBR1 E2IXBNTERT X+ EDBEEIER HIEL,
WTHRD 7 2 b 3ED. MEREOAERS 5727 X M, f WD&CHI@FAféo
7zo LU, CT D S3XEHD 38.4%, EYDZ&U%"AEVCTént EHD33.6% D3
KTFACE BIcH ¥, HIEARRIC B %70, 1%, CT LB 72 b £
HEBMDETFT A PLD BENTENS CT REBED 7 R FEKE integrative 137 X +F EBbT
WB D, KERTIRMONET R b &DOMEBICERTH TR MK L EHWEERKREB s
D otze ‘

® = :

CTPEEFEBROBTEEINTERALEBEHOVDEDKT X P ORBEH AT 20 E05CX 5. CT
RIERDEE TEADMHE G EHHTRRT 5. L L, ZoRFHohict 2 RBIISREADS
BoTlb, 4BIZZDVEDVEDERIEL, BREMA LY CT OB ERALREHY
BUENHB .

GE)

(1)  schema ¥Ei & ZEAIC DN TIATER ( 1983 ) 28R, '

(2 EZBEORKIZS =FEEICLL{H->TN3, 4=L{A->TW3, 3=%8E, 2=bF L[
S, 1 =258, Thd. EREBOTRCOBRBKSHAOBETHHALK.

() 7 0—X7 2t OERREEDOMHA LT LI, '

(4) CELT OB FALT R F DA 100 A iIcififELIce )

(5 EWY 7 X b2 VOA News in Cassette (International Communication Incorporated 1984) ZF|fI L
1o NEIZ 4D passage hOBIBRL 7c3E LEEAEFIH ST R P THAMHEA

6) FUBHIIIER & BB EMA fo 8.

(1) EBR20FER LI/ 0—XF R PSEFEL.



8) XROBNBAIRT I X FORFBEIRT R FORIKICHEES L0, 2o &RXROFIH
OHETHEBEEN, o

(9) #1Z13,0ller (1972)Cid, 7 B—XF R PEXET R MI0.66~0.80, WO FR F&Ei30.68
~0.85 DM H b, Oller & Conrad (1971) wid, XHEF X F&I20.58, HWMHF X +&i20.82
OHBEBEEIN TS,

References

Adams, Marilyn .Tager (1982) “Models of Reading,” Le Ny, Jean-Frangois and Walter Kintsch (eds.)
Language and Comprehension (North-Holland Publishing Company) (1982) 193-206.
Alderson, J. Charles (1979a) “The Cloze Procedure and Proficiency in English as a Foreign Language,”
TESOL Q, 13, 2, 219-227. '
(1979b) “Scoring Procedures for Use on Cloze Tests,” Yorio, Carlos A., Kyle
_Perkins, and Jacquelyn Schachter (eds.) On TESOL '79: The Learner in Focus (TESOL) (1979)
193-20s5. '

(1980) “Native and Nonnative Speaker Performance on Cloze Tests,” LL, 30, 1,

59-76.
(1983) “The Cloze Procedure and Proficiency in English as a Foreign Language,”

Oller, John W. Jr. (ed.) Issues in Language Testing Research (Newbury House Publishers, Inc.)
(1983) 205-217.

Anderson, J. (1972) “The Application of Cloze Procedure to English Learned as a Foreign Language
in Papua and New Guinea,” ELT, 27, 1, 66—72.

Brown, James Dean (1980) *“Relative Merits of Four Methods for Scoring Cloze Tests,” MLJ, 64, 3,
311-317.

Carrell, Patricia L. (1983) ““Three Components of Background Knowledge in Reading Comprehension,”
LL, 33, 2, 183-207.

Caulfield, Joan and William C. Smith (1981) “The Reduced Redundancy Test and the Cloze Procedure
as Measures of Global Language Proficiency,” MLJ, 65, 1, 54—58.

Haberlandt, Karl (1982) “Reader Expectations in Text Comprehension,” Le Ny, J.F. and W. Kintsch
(eds.) Language and Comprehension (1982) 239—249.

Hinofotis, Frances Butler (1980) “Cloze as an Alternative Method of ESL Placement and Proficiency
Testing,” Oller, John W. Jr. and Kyle Perkings (eds.) Research in Language Testing (Newbury
House Publishers) (1980) 121—128.

Ibe, Milagros D. (1975) “A Comparison of Cloze and Multiple Choice Test for Measuring the English
Reading Comprehension of Southeast Asian Teachers of English,” RELCJ, 6,2, 24—32.

Johnson, Robert K. (1982) *“Questioning Some Assumptions About Cloze Testing,” Heaton, J. B.
(ed.) Language Testing (Modern English Publications Limited) (1982) 59-72.

Klein-Braley, Christine (1983) “A Cloze Is a Cloze Is a Question,” Oller, John W. Jr. (ed.) Issues in
Language Testing Research (1983) 218-—228.

Mullen, Karen A. (1979) “More on Cloze Tests of Proficiency English as a Second Language,” Briere,
Eugéne J. and Frances Butler Hinofotis (eds.) Concep!s in Language Testing: Some Recent Studies
(TESOL) (1979) 20-32.



PE IE (1983) [ HFEOHEMEFRICRIZTRIIRODRE—RF—<0BA I T EEULHE]

(RERFRAMEDLEV ) Vol. 9, 135—150.

Oller, John W. Jr. (1972) “Scoring Methods and Difficulty Levels for Cloze Tests of Proficiency in
English as a Second Language,” MLJ, 56, 3, 151—158.

(1973) “Cloze Tests of Second Language Proficiency and What They Measure,”

LL, 23, 1, 105-118.

(1976) “Language Testing,” Wardhaugh, Ronald and H. Douglas Brown (eds.)

A Survey of Applied Linguistics (The University of Michigan Press) (1976) 275—300.

(1979) Language Tests at School (Longman)

and Christine A. Conrad (1971) “The Cloze Technique and ESL Proficiency,”
LL, 21,2,183-195. _

Stubbs, Joseph Bartow and G. Richard Tucker (1974) “The Cloze Test as a Measure of English Profi-
ciency,” MLJ, 58, 5—6, 239--241. _

Wainman, H. (1979) “Cloze Testing of Second Language Learners,” ELTJ, 33, 2, 126—132.

~ 54—



