IPEBREFHEFSMALE]  No38 (2008)

EREZEHMOaIa=r—Ya yFROBBRICET 2E8

IRBRENEBHEN R4 —
B '=

The purpose of the study is to survey Japanese senior high school English Teachers’ awareness of
their communication strategy (CS) use in English and also of their perceptions of the need for
teaching CS use to their students. Using a 5-point Likert scale, the questionnaire items were made
based on the CS list of Celce-Murcia, Dérnyei and Thurrell (1995). Each item has three component
factors: (1) how often they use a particular CS as a language user; (2) how important they feel it is to
teach it as a language teacher; and (3) whether they teach it to their students explicitly. The survey
was conducted in February and March of 2007, and 120 high school teachers participated in it. Some
of the major findings are: (1) the above three component factors are closely related one another; (2)
explicit CS training is not practiced in class as much as expected. Comments on CS use and

instruction made by 39 teachers were also summarized.
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(81 1) Achievement or Compensatory Strategies (GEZRY + #{E D7 DIFHE)
CS 15 B (6) Restructuring FTLWIXTHFEEFEWVE LY, HI#EZET 5) (e.g., The bus was
very ... there were a lot of people on it) [IRUL=KARLOEEE, ZERZOEHEN TR
M: Why were you late this morning?
W: It took me 20 minutes longer than usual. The road was very ... There were so many

cars on the road.
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W: Would you like to go to the movies this weekend? I have two free tickets.
M: Thanks, but I have a part-time job. How about next weekend?
W: These tickets expire this week. ] mean we can't use them next week.
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