Ju— XL R NEHER

#

i

7o—XERCE-> THESNS EBRABXOEHER
RHEEZOTH LI, THhELXERR LXIEOME
ICbRBDTHAI .Y Thit Ju—XFick - TE
HTEKARIETH S0 FHES, SLXL~rTon
—~XRIEBFHREENDZIOTHNE, 7 v—-XHERKE
NWTRA AV I BREBESEINETHB, #5141
fiZ, Taylor (1953) @ 7 v — XE:IEH DX 5ER B
H gl LT32ERBHED N, HWHR, Bicxdo
EABRACERTALELEBNTOZRLEZ L
%o CORIERZ, TORBEICLHOF, chiTo
7 o—ZXERRTRARMKRLSh P, 2hos
woP, SEHARIIHRA ST h 3, M, Miller
and Coleman (1967) i3, 7 v —XEiLHNT XA
A TRETS 2 XROFHRBMNEEFLDOR0E S 2
Ebhz | (p.853) LB, Coleman (1968) i3, s
0 —XEEOBRARXIEORVEAEZ SEERMO
MEARELTOBNEEDNECLLETES, su—X
B, ARERC i H O M A ORI S £ R 5E
LT3 h, &o tEBERXEXOMD, &bt/ 3
75785757 ORMOXRMFMEIIE LT
vl (p.317) EBRT 3, BE T, Carver (1975—
76) i3, XIEPOXMNRESICENSHh 3 EEOXED
BRRH PRI 15 5 98, Dale-Chall % Flesch 0 a4 23

* Cloze procedure and the measurement of reading
comprehension in disconnected sentences and
continuous passages.

* YAMADA, Jun (Hiroshima University)

IN=Y

M ™

SOHEBRENICEEILTIC—ETH I LHALALE
T, 7 0—-XBHROIXDOEEARIICL-TEREHLS
CERBEAERBVTHAES, EBNTNS, 2%D,
Zh o DR, 7 o—XFEIEX Y~ (intra-senten-
tial level) T X 555, XIEL ~v (inter-sentential
level) TRRITENLVETEHDTH B,

LA L, Miller and Coleman % Carver 5D R,
5L ETHRMER TS - T, RENCEFTONED
DT, KB, LROMEERENICHSRIC
TECEREIANET S, ApaCR, ERRENX
hiXo®zy (BT, EREHF+RF——sequen-
tial-type cloze text &FE3:) LEEBICEN TN/
DRED (LT, EMEAEH 7+ 2 pP——scrambled-
type cloze text L0E3:) &DHiciEs v~ XRALHR
HENHEhED, PRETECETHS.

C T, cOMNEABRNICERTALDLY, EX
EFF+ X b &EAEREFF A PBBENEDRTY
DESIKRE>TNZOH», LWIHEEABLETH
B, chid, HEOF+F A+ EEFORE
(Coulthard, 1975, Halliday and Hassan, 1976, Van
Dijk, 1977, Kintch, 1977) L R » 5 11 3, P TH,
Halliday and Hasan (1976) i3, ¥+ X t D&% WS
PICT 3 7o OAREER (cohesion theory) ZHRL T
Y, ARRCENTHLEHRTESB O, TOH
HOBSRIERRIL S DT, WKL, HEE (discourse)
PO ERBEROBRSMBOEEEROBRRCKET
BLLOHTELS, LVSKINRENER ML S h
3.Y TbB5, RaXMehBEBYLTRERSL
7, TORR M OX DRRICHKEET 5 BAICUREBIR
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MRALTBEDY T, TNMNXOREHDLF 2R 7251
b5, EEZBDTHD, PAIE, L L TR
niz&d3,

(1) He said so. (#3253 &~ 7z.)
ZOXICBELT, 54F 2723 B &2 X8 Hmd
M, ‘he’ HHET ‘50’ ODREROHE S L OMIZBRT
&721), Halliday and Hasan {3, B L X 0 b T
‘he’ ® 50’ DEHSRBRTCEUVEEER L ULER
(cohesive item) &0F3, £54 3 &, ML X+
BEBRENALVOR, COUKFHDOEEIZLZC :
iK%, £TAT, @ONETTSEODBRIZTTHEICHT
B4

(2) Did the gardner water my hydrangeas? (iR

BRT 44 IRKER -2 2n,)

Thid, @KLK ->TW)D ‘he’ 15 ‘the gardner’ %, ‘so’
2% ‘he watered your hydrangeas’ DI BABE T
TELLENDDILSTHB, COXITMEHEBiIC K
STHURESHhS EEERII, WHRIEBE (presupposed
item) LEEIINZ, XEXEBRUAHG TN B DR, Eic
COUFEEB LMBRAB RO TH 30 Licht>T, EH
EFIF %2 b L MESBET 7 + X &2 RX5B9 3 o,
UHRBIROERTH 3, i, WEAENF+ X } TR
URABOMBAAKFELENC & T H 5o ThiX
i, EREI 5+ b ERIEAENFFRA DI/ un—~X
BREMS 2 L7201, 2022, FURETT
(7§43 (ﬁ%ﬁélﬁswtﬁbhalﬁf’éo‘saa APED
B208ME, CORBEUET B LTHE, i,
HESEEMENmY » » BB DEBORBREC S B/
%&&%ﬁ&@%@%ﬂ&?bk&k&olﬁm XENOE
@xgvﬁﬁw%«mﬁmawﬁﬁfmﬁma5»@#
DHEDADETHS, MBERICEL TIX, RAR,
ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂ?n—zfzbmkwfxbﬁvbéﬁﬁﬁ
ﬂ?D—X?XFKEWT,ﬁ%ﬁ%%$$¢ﬁﬂbf
LOEBICHRL S LFEEND, Thid, BaOETH
Ehom, Arbx, X 5XENERBHICT DA,
INBED L =V CTRJEBITH 2 XHBRICIZ+5iC

gL TN C L, TULEXEERRIERILT
frrishnncs, BFRENIHSTHS. °O
RIEIZ, WIBOM 2 OFFRANE OMIUTH 5712183
THD e

B &

wBE  EELICHH S h RN FFVNEE 3
EIRTE 12 B HBHE E LT INEEsv—7 (Group |,
G1) ML 7Y chopRIE, HAIHO/NERES
BERTI,DSDEEAY Y 7V ERBLE S, T/, B
ATn—7 (Group 2, G2) £ LT3, #H&EH3 KA
& LTI REHETEE 4 ERELS KURKRFERER
HEEEPaREEIZZNBIENIz, MISNV—TELBR
Bz H L > T3,

HE I o—XBOLHOFFALELT, ki
EPDrEl] UNEREE] 3ET, ¥8 RE #R4
#, pp. 10—11B XY MKOEX L LI FHEH L EE)
34T, Helilrgskatt, pp. 90—MRBiThi, ¢
NoDF+RAMIE, MANV—~FLDRUBIREAC L0
BNDDTHo7o IPETEVOLEL]) X5 BRI,
[ROZZ LI id 6 BEic B BIRANIC Bk sh, E
BENFFAPZRAVIEZI/Io~XFRvBERSI N
(Table 1, Sequential-type), &RiC, MIEBEH T+ 2
PEERT B0, ERENTF+ R FOXEEEARIK
BESIL, WMYLAXHS KRS 7 o—X7 = Forme

A & Form-B #4EgpkL7: (Table 1, Scrambled-type
Form-A & Form-B),

Table 1 : Scrambled- and Sequential-type Cloze Tests

Scrambled-type Form-A :

W7 5P(L F a ¥I* HEDARIZ, T %
BT, PHTLE->TOB XS P[(BXIE T

QUUAD 2T 20D#EAI®[L]), LIZS Rt
OCNI** 725, YP(BLD] OLTBEMERDINY
abpLpIE 515 b DB LIDE Lide

GEDCTA, (BB EL] LTHAFEPLHEIT
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COLDIHT, PRTLE>TH®[F T,

WA TN 0PI EB T, FHODIREC
SLTHTOMNSIE, EaEslixzd,

BT, OLREIEITZ LA,

e Ay Y, FF7Y 34 THOLSILEO[$21F)
2, A47:DOXOICP(T), HECIRS XSICE
GEYLTTHET .

@, EBL2TVAM(E]), HLHDEDMWE)
L0 WM LT, TOAEV] 0%, TTi0
(16)[%]0)_{:0)2‘7“”[ﬁ" SIEANRATAN, 0y 3]
¢ opoiRidie, YK 220 LHELA,

Eni, PRTWIRINZNOTY,
Scrambled-type Form B:

(1) [ ZO0(E)S BRUDROLED 5, (2 &)
eocinaElsdol @WEIB-Le-R0OT, pF
2L E2TINETTERF A TTHI-T,

BT AANRTPOE LR,

@& he?02d REZBSES5ELTUR), hiZy
wmhpsn, TRBWEBRIZVCEHhE8HD
©rE3lo
‘ @)% 7 5[4 Favid, BALESKhhTSOLL
% 27D TL &3P0

Wop i BENSROTOEORNILTT,

@&@@j’&@‘”[?‘? ENC, DTN, Ihad
@iz -T U2 ELTOOLE LR,

O oy FREPIPI R, HOT5e7(L])p
b ol T, ROCHREDTTVET,
Sequential-type :

OREOTHOVTTENC, bE2y, ShdF
el 2T L2 LTOOE L] BATVS
Op®i) & BT, ABSP] 82 ¢ALTRT
o 3)E, EEEEHEIT, PMIETIORDS
@[], LESSRTOWI™ 13, (L0 0L
BP5, RO INIWDIX3SOEHLP(XL
72)o BPs EB-TNBU9(L], HLYDEDWH)
2L BHLT, EOW(HN] bo%E, TTEOD

7 B — Xk & XER & XIER

COFIDLDOHFP(NDIEAIEATA, =Z0Oxy ]
CHVDRIEI, K ->23JRLHET L ThT
COREIRERTE LI [T TOE) S22 Lnie
DEPD, PAT2EI>TOEEL 25,1 (LI
2L e2>2%0DT, PEEDON[EFEoTI B TTE
254 7[THI>T, APTAARTRDE L,

@2BLVAXSOTHIOEN] £ TF, HOC
A, <=”[35$s35$5t]Lfb\tﬁE?iﬁ(ik‘”’[@]ﬁi;{,
PRATLE>TO®[(ET) e2T3Y, Fx =y
A7 VORIRE SO, BEL Y O X W
GO[T), HMEICIZ I XIRBP(RIEFTE T, ¥
7 7R(4 F a vIREDKR, ROMMIXLT, »h
TLES>TVBEIRD(BX]) T, =vPy+is
ESDI KB, HOTH(EL)pbOBNT, O
D) O TNET ¥7 3P Favid, @
AEIEHNTUOLE-RIDTL & 3o WOZ, B
DT VRO TT, ThUP(3]), AKEE5S
LTS, tigh®L dheh, BB N)
BN EPLDIRPDI(ET],

* KFRXPMTREZADEIRTINTALK L.
o OFEERR-TRI oI, LAL, 207
2 —-ZRGICBEELERIZENROEEI T,

B|IEAEFF+R P22 OCBT 0O, FXHERL
T3 L2 PRECBLNOSNBNEIRTEALDT
Holo
Gk n—XEE  Halliday and Hasan (1976),

Van Dijk (1977), Kintsch (1977) iz, H
AEICOBASNZ N SEERAEL, URFERORR
Dl-HOBXREHIBON D, HEAMICiE, Kintsch
(1977 : 358) BBRTV B LS iz, BEOKEL (argu-
ment repetition) HHEEDIHD (+R/ERET R IT W
D) BERHENLD, LIXER, HEICKI 0—XER
B9 s, WRICUREE L EURER & OMIc—#%E
BT3ZERBTLIRETRBNC LI B, TI
bbb, BHED Halliday and Hasan KX - TRENT
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BEWHE (XX, 2, 3

ME@IEHT B “he” D “so” DL HLHBIHF TS
#%.1Z, Habenlandt and Bingham (1978) MEIEL 7=
31, @0 “like” icH L TAD “call” D X 5 15 H)FH
LNBLECHFETILLLH5M15THSB,
(3) Brian punched George. George liked the doc-
tor. The doctor arrived.
(4) Brian punched George. George called the doc-
tor. The doctor arrived.
TD&SHMEAEE»I LT, CCTRITESMRY Hal-
liday and Hasan Z¢EL, BIRIBEMABZHETES
MEEFHE £ R Iz TORER, 12BDMKE s v —XARF
LBEOEMEE s v — XFEMFER S iz (Table 2),

Table 2 : Cohesive Cloze Items

Item Cohesive cloze Presupposed item

No. item
1 ¥9& TT 20RO E (BB
3 L. NI ek oEERH
10 LY BLYODEDE (B30
12 2L/ XLk 0B ERH
15 (2D)AW(HD) RO INVIDEINBLD (B
98
20 %4 Ex oL el (BB
29 %7 X LA OBR R
3B (Hr59)4Fa H77%14F a2y (Bl
v
40 (Ph)lz-7z EHR, PRTLE-TVET
(#&BX)
42 (ZhiR B DT ESL
46 T X#EAROBI RS
Fhx  INFESNV-TR, GEO—PEEL T/ 0

~XF R HBEESN. T, BEAEN I/ n—XF
% b Form-A 854 bihitc, Form-A #%Tt#%, 2D/
v — XEIGASEIZER & h, EBIC Form-B MEHX
72, Form-A & Form-B OEMEMMIX, £hehis
2043 C%H 720 Form-A & Form-B ®J o—X s

BT Utk 500 KR LT, ENREHN I o—-XF
R bMEZ Shiz, £OFERMIIIA0TH - 720 K
AZnv—7IZdUTHIRIZEROFEE ENAO SN
7222l BRAZ v —7RMEICT X FEh, SEARSR
70~XFRMCHOTHBICERE 70 —25 X b
BEZ ohis

7a—XFAVRTH, G/ NV—TOEEH 70~
X5 Z bz Form-A & Form-B (T3 230 & ic®
OB B EB LI DELCO2OTHNROh:, 205
BOIZELALDEBREMNFA OMPDOHETHML TS EE
ofz, EVIARAEREELTV S, LhL, Békmic
DEM D L RAIBBREIILL, XOWMIELIZ+5 T
L, Form-A & Form-B D& IXi23CHRA S 3k L
THREIRRENILEELONB,

gA 7o —XRER, BF+R b ExeIc—%L
TVWBRBEOHLEEREL, 1AHNER SN, fopr,
BABBROVWTR, 4351 % M) tRkkicEsL
L, B27THBAKRDNTS [HE5B1 2 Tbshue
LEBICEELE LTV 3,

w R

70—XBRE, REARFI/Ie~XF2 L LERE
Nr/a—XFRPRBOT, W7 v — XHF (121
B) ¥ U/ o—XHE (BHEE 80 Tgms
h, BEBEOUE/ o —XHBA LFEUK I v—-3Hy
DOEGHNEARICHITS NIz, FIME & EFEEm
Table 3 ILRTHY TH B0

KiT, 2x2X2 (=7 XXEH X W) © 5k
S (RS & MR EBRE LBE) 280, #—z20
SFsTbhic.

Table 4 2 ZDHRERL TN S [Fmaz (8, 11)=
6.17, n. 8.], Table 4 LRGN BZ LS5, F~TDE
PR LXOCREMEARBRFERTH »72o Zh5i3, Figure
1 & Figure 2 L »T—BR-EDT3TH35, bl
F, Table 3, Table 4, Figure 1, Figure 2 jcit 5%,
KRERELDELI BT 3,
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7 80— XEEXBREXTERR

Table 3 Mean and SD Results for Group, Sentence Order, and Cohesiveness

Random Order

Cohesion Non-cohesion

Mean SD Mean SD
Group 1  18.85 ~ 15.25 53.89  11.99
Group 2 34.78 13. 34 69. 80 7.53

Sequential Order

Cohesion Non-cohesion
Mean SD Mean SD
29. 47 14.58 54. 60 13.88
73.45 11.93 73.47 6. 14

Table 4 Summary of Analysis of Variance for Group, Sentence Order, and Cohesiveness

Source of variation SS

Between subjects 21965. 91
A (Group) 13449. 77
Subj w. groups 8516. 14
Within subjects 28930. 35
B (Sentence Order) 4321.51
AXB 1442. 27
B subj w. groups 1133.01
C (Cohesiveness) 13596. 94
AXC 946. 89
C subj w. groups 2674. 11
BXC 3025. 13
AXBXC 955. 66
B Cxsubj w. groups 844.83

* p<.05,

df MS F
23
1 13449.77 34. 74%*
22 387.10
72
1 . 4321.51 83. 91¥*
1 ©1442.27 28. 01%*
22 51.50
1 13596. 94 111. 86**
1 946. 89 7. 79%*
22 121.55
1 3025. 13 78. 78**
1 955. 66 24. 89**
22 38. 40
*k P<° 001

9, Sv—7oExHRIFA,22)=34.74, p<.001]
TRbENEES NV —FERAT V—TF L OFERER,
ETHELBOTLREATED, FTRIIIEVTH
o>7e QLE, 1979), iy, AKROE 1 OMEENTH
ZXEFNER (WELENELEFTERN) K20THR, £
DEHRHBERTH S & [F(Q1,22)=83.91, »<.001]
2w 54, Miller, Coleman, Carver & DHIRNREE
RO THIEBERESNI, THOLE, 79X
BXEBI L VR BOTHEATIZE, Thiic
70— XBERFERDOAEXOESPTETREL,

(X3l ORGPTIZRETICE, BPShELE-

o TZORRRR, 6K, Jo— X EERE Bs
F) OROXEZRBRILVAVOEEDRELNETEC
EEBET 2, COXERIIL<VOEEAROHE
BiER, 7 o—-XENET 28D THEESRELLTR
HERRGHhITE SN,

WREERO TR 2 TR [F(1,22)=111.86, <
.0017 i3, WRTHEFURTER L OMLAERENS D
T &ERTERMIC, SERNRM,ORESH U
HE S LUFAREE B HLESPRYICE LR (psychologi-
cally real) TH 2z L ATHAL TV 5. (CORW|IZT
FAMEERENBEURRESZ 3 LB B0)



BarHe (XXH, 2, 3

80 -
7 O— /
G 2
60- G2
50 ¢ 1
40- '
7 /
At Non-cohesive
104 At Cohesive Level Level At Combined Level
0
Random Sequential Random Sequential Random Sequential
Figure 1 Profiles of Means for Group and Sentence Order Factors
80
Non-cohesiv
70- Non-cohesive
604 Non-cohesive o
L ———d
504
Cohesive
40
30- / Cohesive
20+ Cohesive
109 Ac e 1 Level At G 2 Level At Combined Level
0]
Random Sequential Random Sequential Random Sequential

Figure 2 Profiles of Means for Sentence Order and Cohesiveness Factors

ZEEAOHTROERTER, /Vv—7 X&)
[F(1,22)=28.01, »<.001] &3CE%)x @kt [FQ,
22)=78.78, p<.001] TH3, Chdid, KFETH
SE2 OMBIKBEEXEITVS, S —rXIREMND
ZEMEAR, MNEESV—-TREBSES /o—-X5 R b
ltﬁb\’cﬁ}.‘{%%nlié:'J:ﬁ-é-ﬁ"Chf;mo;r_ﬁL, B
AT N —FREBEFI 7 80— X7 2 FIe k1 BBEOE
BmEFLNC Lick3 EE4X% (Figure 1, Combined

Level), XEH X ME#EDORZEEAIIL, EMFEEE OB
EREEARFN /o —XFRMEEERN /o —-X57 R
PEBWTIEEAEEDL>TORNDICHL, MEEEE
DB ARAMBTEL (26.8%), BRETHIEVELIE-T
3 (51.5%) c itk 3 £ EZX % (Figure 2, Com-
bined Level),

Ko, MEETrv—FL = (G 1) iK1 38
P X RO BMZREEHRER TR S » 2 [F(,22)

38 —



=7.65, p<.05) LA L, FEURFEHOBEMNEE A
TDFAMIBOTIREALED 5L 128 (63.9% &
54.6%), URKFHOBS X BEARN /o ~X7X}
ZHEVTHELEL(8.9%), EOBRRBRERERN I o
—XFRPECHENTHTNREBEL THIEN(29.5%)
z &b s (Figure 1, Cohesive and Non-cohesive
Levels ; Figure 2, G 1 Level), —%, BAZ A —71L
~n (G 2) Ti3, XE U0 MMXE R
BICHEETH -7 [FQ, 22)=95.74, p<.001], Zh
1, UM EOBEWNEES V- T DR LEIRIC
FrATDFAMCENTIRIZE A LB D 5 I 1 #8
(69.895 £73.5%), EWEN 7 0—X7 X+ OURIER
DB (73.5%) MNFERERN I 0 —XF 2 b OUKIF
BoEes (34.8%) KLTREMMLTW3 i
rzbnEEAB (Figure 1, Cohesive and Non-co-
hesive Levels ; Figure 2, G 2 Level), % h #iz, 5
AT nv—713, Uk o —XHBICHD 3 WREEE+
MCERTAEAZR-TVS, ERRTE3,
INEERE TV — 7D URRRETHHCERTE RN &
B THB Ld, ERENI 0572 b gk
wffg,%5?%ot(¢¥i¢w—7m,$ﬁ%§
B354, 696C, MRHER2.5BLEL, cozay
<% -7 [F(1,22)=31.18, #<.0011, Zhic gL,
&Aiw_fﬁﬁ,Eﬁﬁﬂ?n—Xfxboﬁﬁ.#
AT E OBARENTNT BB %, g
v [FQ,22)<1, o s.Jo) TD&X 3K, /NEsr
iR EBER 7 8 —XTF R MCBOTHURBROEE
mxmﬂga,eméﬁ%m,bbcnm—&ﬁéﬁv
215 o, NEEOFEREBILBO TR EURGER -

<L BTHB 0

% =

AFEBRED, 70— XEBBREOXV ~vOFE
EEEIE THL XBY <V OEBABEONET 5
LA MELoTe ENT, 79 —XBREOBRE
OPESTXIEY ~NVOEBEDRENETSI DT H 55

7 u—XHELER EXRER

Do TOMEEMMICELZ L, ThiZ, 270 —XR
Bk 24/ o~ XHADOED 3REL 5T LT
1595, AAE, X n—-XETR, 26.7%(12/45) T
53, %, COPARFFAMCL>TRI S, Hal-
liday and Hasan (1976 : 340—355) @ 7 DO F + X b
ZHELTHYTZE, 7R V2RI ILBUEBIBY
IURBEOHARI 1BH»525.88THY, COHE
2, RRPICESHBRENZID—XTF+RA D&
~ZXRECSY 3 URFEORAEZRRTETHS 30

TOTERD, s u—XEE3, BEBEMDT, H20%
BXIEL <V D EBEABRAECED>TWILELES
TH5,

Lil, HiEso—XHEED, Xrv0FEBNT |
Katz and Foder (1964) % Weinreich (1966) 752
RIEL /- EESeEH: (Finn, 1077—78, RZNEEBRE
LTER) ORBESYTVICLOBRTH 5o TN
{2, Table 3 (Random Order, Cohesion) KR53
E50, Bon—7 bAREHOBARERTHRE
. NS N —FTI8. 9%, BAY V—7 TH5%,
BI W —F RS T B &26. 6HOEFRERTNEL
EHDELHSHTHB, XHICHLITRE, AI/Vv—
PEABI LSS, EREFIa—XFAPRBTS
ﬁgggmmg$f§éﬂ4%®55?ﬂ£%(%ﬁ/
51.4) i, XL ~rOEBREICEBCERES, €3
2L, ARRZFCHLTE, XERALVRVTI B
— XENAET 3 BEEHOWAIR18.7% (27X.5D
Li52, COREZSLTLIE LB, LL, ThiX
XHEBRORENLBEL >V TEEERELTRE
S, M5, XERIXEBROLBERHTS
Bt pTREL, XEBRIIEREAEREO
HRHORINDOTH B,

LT AT, B o— XARORGERNT S
&, EORIEN—BTIOC Ebhd. BAT V=T
EBVTERER I 0 — XRIEEREREN 7 v — XK
BEHBL, Bkt o~ XFEHOEEEROHEBES
&, +2RTFI3E3, W12, $39, FOO4HEBATH



B (XX, 2, 3)

o272, TODHH, BIRBREELEEN I v—XF A b
EBEBVTHHOWEFE@=10) BE5nTHH, MMOR
HMBOCLEIC XZ5DTH 725, TOHDIHAE
BREBEAN/o—~ZXFRAPCBOTHEHVEEL»HES
hTiZL(<5), Tho 3FAI, [Fh e &I
Bb3, £3, ®12, FOFEBOREERENEN [E
TS 27 T3] TH-720 B3 EEIZABDRK
BRBERGT, BOEEBORRKERRBI\THD, £
NENDEREDOBENF L ZTHICHL TER (un-
marked) THBC &, L - M- TEESBERN T+ R b
KB E R OHELTHRRENS EEFIAN
LNAHBTHHLCE, SORERENFFALIILEL
Td, XthtoER2HERT 5L, ERGTHS TEL
fel ETLE-7]l OROVRAVWOAEBBCZE, THhS
OREIR X >TELK B THIEEZOND, T
DI, MREB LB EZFLBOBRIENEIE
BHFEzhBC LR, ERGTH UL n—XHEOD
HEOMENLT UDH BT LERKT 3,

fby, EFEEF/n—XFR BT 2UZLEHEDE
LEYmms+ 6 LEDOHEBIR, #10, %20, 829, ¥
BEETH 70 & 1 5 © 7 o—XFE% Katz and
Foder (1964) 4> Weinreich (1966) DEfLiEDiS
POoBHTEE, BEARNI/Io~XT X P -1
B, ®mBFicit, $105EB 4 /+Noun, +Source/,
203 B 45/ +Noun, +Human/, #295HEH8/+ Aux/,
433 BH /+Noun, +Plant/ LS EHRFEEET
BLELDDPOUP-1THDS5, Lich->T, XV
VDB TIa—XREETES LT 3401, ERG
ZRIBEEMSBELLIDORYURTHS S5, LL, EX
BEF/u—XFRMTR, thopligks o—XHED
FRERREIPTL, BOEZRMNE LTS, T
ithb, ThoDHEBERRZULOBENR VDT H
3, COXIIK, WREBRZOBIDESICL>TR
HoTVBEY, BLTZOEAGRERRES 7 o —XBR
LEEARN I 8 —XBREDELLTRHINITH
25, 2LT, NEEI V-, ThbimoAREEIR

AEBTHCETEARBLLTVSDTH S,
B&IC, XHEREXABROMRIZO>OUTETOER
EZMATEPBEGTNREL SN, GiELk iz, X8
BUEXRHROLBRUTH 30 HARIETUNCER
RVRIIUVTHE5, ThTR, XEHOWS &L XA
RBOBEONFRBW PRI DDTHA I, h&HIHG
NIEEMFELHEL, TOBIRDULIABLDTHDSS5H
ZCTR, XBROESRBFREARI I/ v — YL TH
bEh, XNHROEAZEREN 0 —X57 X+ OW
#Br/o—XPRERMEBRBN I/ —XFRA U7 0~
XBEEDEELTHEDLENDZITHD5, LichioT,
v —7 B RADHMNRRERD B &, IEET L
—7Tld r=+.36, n.s., RAS NV —FTld r=—.54,
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SUMMARY

The question of the extent to which cloze tests
can measure intersentential reading ability has not
been investigated very extensively. If the range of
contextual constraints affecting cloze performance is
relatively small, viz. limited to phrases and clauses,
then cloze test results should be essentially the same
as those achieved on an ordinary sentence completion
test.

This study attempts to determine if cloze scores
are sensitive to contextual constraints across sen-
tences. For this purpose, a scrambled-type cloze test
was used along with a sequenced-type. Furthermore,
the difference between continuous passages and col-
lections of disconnected sentences is discussed in
light of the cohesion theory developed by Halliday
and Hasan (1976). It was postulated that a collec-
tion of disconnected sentences differs from a contin-
uous passage in lacking items presupposed by cohe-
sive items which connect sentences and thereby con-
struct a well-formed text, It was hypothesized that
any difference between scrambled and sequenced
cloze test scores will depend upon cohesive cloze
items, i.e., the mean cloze score on cohesive items
of the sequenced cloze test should be significantly
higher than that for cohesive items in the scrambled
cloze test, whereas the mean scores of noncohesive
cloze items should be the same in both tests. .It

was also hypothesized that adults’ abilities to utilize

presupposed items will enable them to score much
higher than children in the sequenced cloze test;
but less so in the scrambled cloze test.

Twelve third-year elementary school students
and twelve university students served as subjects.
All of the subjects were native speakers of Japanese.
The passages used in the tests were taken from two
different sets of textbooks of Japanese for third-year
elementary school instruction approved by the Japa-
nese Ministry of Education. The subjects hag not
previously read the passages.

A 2x2x2 ANOVA, adults vs. children, scram-
bled vs. sequenced, and cohesive wvs. non-cohesive,
with repeated measures on the last two factors, was
computed. All of the main and interaction effects
were significant, and the hypotheses were confirmed.
An analysis of the responses indicated the extent to
which the cloze test can measure intra- and inter-
sentential reading ability.

A comparison of cohesive cloze scores between
the scrambled and sequenced cloze test showed that
these vary according to individual cohesive cloze
items, e.g., gains of some cohesive items were less
than +2 students making correct responses for a
given item, while gains for some were more than
+6. This result suggests that cohesive cloze scores
in the sequenced cloze test are affected by intra-

sentential semantico-syntactic constraints, and that
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the degree of cohesiveness varies, 'i. e., some cohesive  reader’ s abnlxty to utllnze both intra-sentential seman-
items are strongly associated, and others are weakly tlco-syntacnc constmmts and mter-sententlal cohesive
associated with their presupposed items. It was constraints.

suggested that cloze scores are determined by the





