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BasedonareportentitledOpenDoors(1986)Publishedbythe

InstituteofInternationalEducation,thereare411intensivelanguage

programs,eachofferingaminimumoffifteenhoursofclassworkper

week.Accordingtothereport,whichcontainsasurveyof337such

programs,therewere23,956studentsenrolledintheseprogramsinthe

UnitedStatesduringtheyear1985/86.Thecountrywhichsentthe

largestnumberofstudentstothem wasJapan(14.1% or3,086),fol-

lowedbytheRepublicofKorea(8.2%or1,958),SaudiArabia(6.2%or

1,477),thePeople'sRepublicofChina(4.9%or1,165),andMexico(4.5%

or1,08臥 Almosthalfofthestudents(45.2%)werefrom Southand

EastAsia. Ingeneral,intensiveEnglishprogramsaffiliatedwitha

collegeoruniversityareofbetterqualityincurriculumandteaching

staff. Withanenrollmentofavarietyofstudentswith.different

culturalandeducationalbackgrounds,intensiveEnglishprogramsare

aninterestingsubjectofcomparativestudyofEnglishinstruction.

However,hithertonoexhaustivestudyhasbeendoneinthisfield.

ThispaperisareportonresearchintheintensiveEnglish

program inSummerSessionIIofferedbytheIntensiveEnglishLan一

guageInstitute(IELI)oftheStateUniversityofNewYorkatBuffalo
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(SUNY-AB),whichlastedsixweeks,fromJuly13toAugust21,1987.

Weconducted"AQuestionnaireaboutLearningEnglishattheIELI,

SUNY-AB"for139studentsofSumrrlerSessionII,andcollected109

(78.4%)answers(seeAPPENDIX1).TheInstitutekindlyallowedusto

usethescoresoftheMichigantest,whichwereadministeredatthe

beginnlngandtheendofthesession,andthoseoftheTOEFLtest

givenattheendofthesession(seeAPPENDIXES2A-C).Tomizawa,

CoordinatoroftheLanguageLaboratoryatIELI,hasbeenteaching

SpokenEnglishforfouryears.Nagaharaobservedclassesandinter-

viewedwithinstructorstocollectfurtherinformation.

ThisreportconsistsofabriefoutlineoftheIELI,SUNY-AB,

profilesbftheSummerSessionIIstudents,theirpreviousstudyof

English,programsofstudyattheIELIandstudents'progress,and

comparisonbetweentheJapaneseandtheotherstudents.Wehave

dividedourdataintosixethnicgroups:Japanese,OtherAsian,Latin

American,MiddleEastern,African,andEuropean.Oursamplesizeis

toosmalltobecalledacomprehensivestudyofEnglisheducation.

However,wetriedtocomparetheJapanesewithotherstudentsas

muchaspossible. Althoughourgeneralizationsmaynotholdtruein

allcases,wehopethatourstudycanprovidesomesuggestionsfor

JapaneseeducationofEnglish.

Weoweagreatdealtothestudentsofthe1987SummerSession

IIwhometiculouslymarked85itemsofthe"Questionnaire". Our

sincereacknowledgmentgoestoDr.StephenC.Dunnett,Directorof

theIELI,SUNY-ABandhisstaffaswellastoNagahara'Scolleagues

atOtaruUniversityofCommerce,Japan;Withouttheirsupportand

encouragementthisstudywouldnotbepossible.
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1.THEINTENSIVEENGLISHLANGAUGE

INSTITUTE,SUNY-AB

TheIntensiveEnglishLanguageinstituteoftheStateUniversity

ofNewYorkatBuffalostarteditsprogram with69studentsinthe

summerof1971forthepurposeofhelpingnon一mativeEnglishspeaking

studentstopreparefortheiruniversitystudiesintheUnitedStates.

Sincethenithasdevelopedbothinquantityandquality.Ⅰnaddition

tothepre-academiclanguageinstruction,presentlytheInstitute,being

partoftheFacultyofEducationalStudies,Offerscreditcoursesin

EnglishasaSecondLanguage(ESL)forthosewhoarealreadyad一

mittedtotheuniversity,andaMasterofEducationDegreeProgramin

theTeachingofEnglishtoSpeakersofOtherLanguages(TESOL).

TotalenrollmentoftheIELIduringtheyear1985/86was951,includ-

ingcreditstudents.TheUniversityitselfwasfoundedin1846and

withnearly29,000Studentsisnowthelargestandmostcomprehensive

universitycenteroftheStateUniversityofNewYorksystem,which

has370,000students.

InclosecooperationwiththeDepartmentofLearningandIn-

structionoftheFacultyofEducationalStudies,theIELIoffersinten-

siveandsemi-intensiveEnglishprogramsthroughtheacademicyear.

TheFallsemesterbeginsinearlySeptemberandtheSpringsemester

beginsinlateJanuary.Bothareapproximately15weekslong.There

isaspecial12-weeksummerprogram(SummerSessionI)whichbegins

inearlyJuneaswellasaspecialsix-weekintensivesummerprogram

(SummerSessionII)whichbeginsinmid-July.Bothsummerprograms

endinlateAugust.Inaddition,thereisaspecialthree-WeekAcadem-

icOrientationProgram forsponsoredforelgnStudentsandscholars
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intendingtobeginacademicstudiesintheFallseロester.Thelnsti-

tute,incooperationwiththeUniversity'sSchoolofManagement,offers

aspecialeight-WeekInternationalExecutivePrograminManagement

andEnglishLanguageforforeignstudentsinmanagement,economics

andpublicadministration,aswellaspracticingmanagers.Insummer

(July-August)theInstitutealsooffersasix-WeekCertificateProgram

inTeachingofEnglishasaForeignLanguagejointlywiththeDepart-

mentofLinguistics.Thisnon-degree,non-creditprogram isopento

non-nativespeakersofEnglishwhoarecurrentlyteachingEnglishor

preparlngtOteachoverseas.

Inadditiontoofferingintensiveandsemi-intensiveprogramsin

allphasbsofEnglishlanguageforforeignstudentsandnon-native

Englishspeakers,theInstituteprovidesEnglishtrainingandtechnical

assistanceservicesforstudentsandforeignuniversitiesthroughits

overseasbranchesinChinaandMalaysia.

AlthoughtheIELInowprovidesavarietyofservices,itsobjec-

tivesarebasicallythesameaswhenitwasfirstestablished.Theyare

tointroducenon-nativeEnglishspeakingstudentstoAmericanculture

andprovideanacademicorientationtostudyinaU.S.institutionof

highereducation(TheIELIAnnualReport-1986/87,p.3).

ThestudentsoftheIELIarefromvirtually allovertheworld,

andmanyofthem aresponsoredbyvariousagentssuchasgovern-

ments,Companies,orresearchinstitutes.Sofar,10,000studentsfrom

101nationshaveattendedtheIELI.Althoughthemajorityofstudents

areintheirmid-twenties,theInstitutealsoenrollsstudentsranglngln

agefrom thelateteensthroughthelatefifties.Moststudents,upon

completionoftheintensiveEnglishprogram,goonstudyatavariety

ofinstitutionsofhighereducationinNewYorkStateandthroughout
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theUnitedStates,orenterprofessionsintheUnitedStatesorabroad.

Therearetenadministrativestaffmembersandapproximately

twenty-fiveteachersontheSUNY-ABcampus.Threeofthemholda

Ph.D.degreeandtheresthaveatleastaMaster'sdegreeinsuchareas

asLinguistics,English,TESOL/TEFL,andEducation.Mostofthem

arebilingualandhaveexperienceteachinginvariousforelgnCOun-

tries,includingthbIELIbranchesinChinaandMalaysla.TheInsti-

tuteislocatedinnewandmodernfacilitiesontheAmherstCampusof

theStateUniversityofNewYorkatBuffalo.Ⅰnadditiontoacompre-

hensivelibraryofEnglishasaforeignlarlguagetextbooks,materials,

andaudioandvideotapes,theInstitutehasexcellentlanguageand

videolaboratories,consideredtobeoneofthebestinNewYorkState.

TheIELIisamemberoftheNationalAssociationforForeign

StudentAffairs(NAFSA),theConsortium ofIntensiveEnglishPro-

grams(CIEP)andtheinternationalassociationofTeachersofEnglish

toSpeakersofOtherLanguages(TESOL).Ithasreceivednumerous

researchgrantsandtrainingcontractsfrom theUnitedStatesand

foreigngovernmentsandorganizations.

2.PROFILESOFTHESUMMERSESS10NllSTUDENTS

Inthissectionwewillshow variousaspectsofthestudents'

backgroundssuchasnationality,lengthofstayintheU.S.,educational

backgrounds,futureplans,andEnglishproficiencyassessments.

2.1Nationality(A2)

Forthe1987SummerSessionII,theIELI,SUNY-ABaccepted

139studentsfrom 34differentcountries. Asisthecaseinmost

intensiveEnglishlanguageprogramsintheU.S.,thesinglelargest

groupofstudentsatIELIwasJapanese(33.8%),followedbyother
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Asians(22.3%)suchasthosefrom theRepublicofChina(Taiwan),

People'sRepublicofChina,andKorea,andfromLatinAmericacame

asmanystudents(16.6%)asEurope.ThefractionofMiddleEasterners

TABLE1

NATl0NALLTYOFTHE1987SUMMERSESSl0NⅡSTUDENTS
ATTHEIELJ,SUNYIAB

JAPANESE 4733.8% MIDDLEEASTERN 10 7.2%

OTHERASIAN 3122.3 Algeria
lran

Korea 6 4.3 Jordan
lndia 3 2.2 Palestine
lndonesia 4 2.9 SaudiArabia
PRC 2 1.4 Turkey
ROC 1410.1
Thailand 1 0.7 AFRICAN
Vietnam 1 0.7

CAR

LATINAMERICAN

Brazil
Columbia
CostaRica
Haiti
Honduras
Mexico
PuertoRic°

2316.6

5
9
4
4
4
4
4

6
2
1
1
1
1
1

9
4
2
2
2
2
2

Madagascar
RSA
Tanzania
Zaire

EUROPEAN

Albania
France

Germany
Italy
Poland

Spain
Switzerland

Yugoslavia

7
7
4
7
4
2

5

0
0
1
0
1
2

3

1
1
2
1
2
3

5

7
7
7
7
7

0
0
0
0
0

1

1
1
1
1

6

7
7
7
2
9
4
7
2

6

0
0
0
7
2
1
0
2

日日3

1
1

1
0
4
2
1
3

9
】

l
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was7.2%,andthatofAfricanstudentswasthesmallest(3.5%).The

figuresshowthatmorethanhalfofthestudentswerefrom South/

EastAsia(56.1%).ThispredominanceofAsianstudentsappliestothe

regularsemesters,fallandsprlng,aSWell.Forinstance,duringthefall

semester1987intheIELI,therewere54Japanesestudents(48.6%)and

25OtherAsianstudents(22.5%),makingup71.1%oftheentirestudent

body.Thedecliningvalueofthedollar,alongwithexpandingecon-

omiesandtheavailabilityofprogramsintheU.S.,isoneofthe

reasonslyingbehindthislargeinfluxofAsianstudents.

Inlookingatthestudentbodybysex,Wecanseethatthere

weremoremalestudents(56.9%)thanfemalestudents(43二1%),andthis

tendencyofmalepredominanceappliestoeveryethnicgroupexcept

fortheJapanese(40.5%.malevs.59.5%female)andtheLatinAmeri-

cans(45% malevs.female55%).Onepossiblereasonforthismale

predominanceintheIELIisthattherearemanysponsoredstudents,

andsponsorssuchasgovernments,researchinstitutes,Companies,etc.,

tendtochoosemoremalesthanfemales. Forinstance,allofthe

Africanstudentsweremaleandsponsored,butveryfew Japanese

studentsweresponsored,Therefore,itisnotsurprlSlngtOSeemale

predominanceinthegroupsofotherAsians(65.2% malevs.34.8%

female),MiddleEastern(75% malevs.25% female)andEuropean

(71.4%malevs.28.6%female).

2.2_AverageLengthofStayintheStates(A3)

TheaveragelengthofstayintheU.S.forallstudentswas4.3

months,andtherewerenomajordifferencesamongthegroupsexcept

fortheMiddleEasternstudentswhoseaveragestaywas8.1months.

Thereasonwhythisgroup'saveragewasrelativelyhighcanbe

explainedbythreefactors. First,mostofthestudentsfrom the
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MiddleEastplantoenteranAmericanuniversity,andsecondly,it

takesatleasttwosemesters(9months)forthemtopasstheEnglish

proficiencytest,calledTOEFL,forAmericanuniversities,becausetheir

grammarlevelis,ingeneral,Verylowwhentheystartlearnlngatthe

IELI. Andthethirdfactoristhattheyareusuallysupportedby

variousagentssuchastheirgovernmentorcompanyand,thus,they

canaffordtostayatIELIorsomeotherintensiveEnglishinstitute

longerthanotherstudents.

2.3EducationalBackgroundsandFuturePJans(A41A6)

Mostofthestudentsinthesessionwereeithercollegestudents

(18.4%)intheirhomecountryorcollegegraduates(74.4%),with7.3%

ofthestludentsholdingonlyahigh schooldiploma.Asamatterof

fact,onlyoneoutof37Japanesestudentshadonlyahighschool

degree.Oneofthemajorreasonswhysomanycollegestudentsor､

collegegraduateswereintheIELIprogramisthattheywerebasically

preparingtoenteranAmericancollegetoreceiveahigherdegreeor

tostudyaspecificareaofinterestwhichmaynotbeavailableintheir

homecountry.Thus,someoトStudentswereobviouslylearningEng-

lishastheirmajorObjective,whileothersweresimplytryingtoget

usedtoanew learnlngenvironment- anAmericancollegeandits

community. ThistendencyisclearlyshowninthedataofFuture

Plans(A5). Morethan80% ofthestudentsintendedtoenteran

AmericanuniversityorcollegeaftertheirstudiesattheIELI.Actual1

1y,closeto60%ofthestudentshadbeenacceptedbyanAmerican

universitybeforetheycametotheIELI.OnenoteabouttheJapanese

studentsisthattheytendtocometoIELIwithoutacceptancebyan

Americancollege.Infact,only15studentsoutof37(40.5%)hadbeen

acceptedbyanAmericancollegewhiletheywerelearningattheIELI.
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Thisfigureisthelowestamongallethnicgroupsintheprogram.

Also,wefoundthatthereweremanyJapanesecollegestudentsinthe

program(13studentsoutof37),whowerestudyingattheIELIwhile

theiruniversitieswereinsummervacation.

2.4EngLishProficiencyAssessment(A7-A8)

Asmentionedintheprevioussection,averyhighpercentageof

thestudentsintheprogram werealreadyacceptedbyAmerican

universities;therefore,theaverageTOEFLscoreofthosestudents

uponcomingtotheIELIwas531.86.Thisscoreisconsideredtobe

goodenoughtostudyatmostAmericanuniversities,althoughSUNY

-ABrequiresatleast550pointsforadmission.However,thisscore

(531.86)maynothavebeengoodenough forsomestudents,either

becausetheyweresponsoredorbecausetheyhadbeenacceptedon

theconditionthattheyachieveahigherscorebeforestartingtheir

studiesinthefallof1987_OfthcisewhohadtakenTOEFLalready,

thegroupofotherAsiansshowedthehighestaveragescore(538.45),

followedbythatfromJapan(537.63),andthelowestaveragescorewas

thatoftheMiddleEasterners(499.00).

Asforthestudents'selfdiagnosisoftheirpresentknowledgeof

English,thereareafew pointstobementioned. Firstofall,the

JapanesestudentstendedtounderestimatetheirknowledgeofEnglish

inallfourskills:speaking,understanding(listening),reading,andwriト

ing.Forinstance,24studentsoutof37ratedtheirspeakingabilityas

"Poor,"andonly10studentsrateditas"Fair."Thistendencyofthe

Japanesestudentsisnotonlyinterestinginthesensetheycanorally

communicatebetterthantheyestimated,butalsoseriousbecausethis

lackofconfidencehinderstheirwillingnesstopracticeEnglish.On

theotherhand,theoppositetendencycanbeseenintherestofthe
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studentsintheprogram,exceptforthegroupofotherAsians,whose

self-assessmentwasalmostfifty-fifty(48%ratedthemselves"Fair,"and

44%ratedthemselvesas"Poor").Forinstaゎce,noneofthestudents

from theMiddleEastratedtheirspeakingabilityas"Poor,"14Latin

Americanstudentsoutof20ratedtheirabilityas"Fair,"and 9

Europeanstudentsoutof14ratedthemselvesas"Fair."Basedonour

experience,intermsofcorrectnessofpronunciation,grammar,and

vocabulary,wecouldnotseeanyslgnificantdifferenceamongthe

groups.Theonlydifferencewas"fluency." Ingeneral,thestudents,

otherthantheJapanese,hadbetterfluencyinspeaking.Theyspoke

alotandfast.

Theself-ratingforuriderstandingismuchthesameasthatfor

speaking,althoughthepercentageof"Fair''ratingsbytheJapaneseis

higher(48.6%)thanthatof"Poor"(35.1%).Therestofthegroups

mostlyratedthemselvesaseither"Good"or"Fair,"butnot"Poor,"

exceptforsomeEuropean-students.Almostidenticalfiguresapplyto

readingskillsinthecaseoftheJapanesestudents.Onethingtobe

notedhereaboutreadingisthattheAsianstudents,otherthanthe

Japanesestudents,ratingtheirabilityonthisskillaseither"Fair"

(43%)oras"Good"(47%).NoLatinAmericansratedthemselvesas

"Poor."

OnepossiblereasonfortheJapanesestudents'tendencytorate

theirlevelofproficiencyas"Poor"onthesethreeskills(speaking,

listening,andreading)maystemfromtheirconstantrelianceontrans-

lationandtheirdissatisfactionthattheycannotprocessorproduce

EnglishaswellastheycanJapanese.Ifso,thispheno'menonofthe

Japanesestudentsmaybestronglydeep-rooted,goingbacktowhen

theylearnedthelanguageatschoolinJapanwiththegrammar-
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translationmethod.TheonlypositiveratingbytheJapanesestudents

wasoftheirwriting/grammarskill.Morethan72%ofthem rated

theirabilityonmisskillas"Fair"andonly24%ofthemratedtheir

abilityas"Poor."Ofcourse,thistendencyisbasedontheirlearning

experienceinJapan,asmentionedjustabove.Oneinterestingpoint

hereisthattheLatinAmericansandMiddleEasterners,whosegram一

mar/writingknowledgeisusuallynobetterthantheJapanese,still

ratedthisskillmostlyas"Fair." Theseself-ratingswillbediscussed

furtherinSection 4,examininghow muchthestudentslearnedor

improvedintheIELI,asmeasuredbytheirstandardizedTOEFLand

Michigantestscores.

3.PREV10USSTUDYOFENGLISH

InthissectionwearegolngtOpresentthestudents'back一

groundsofEnglishlearningintheirhomecountries. Wehopeto

comparethestateofEnglisheducationinvariouscountries,although

itisalmostimi)ossibletomakeanyconcretegeneralizationsbecauseof

oursmallsamplesize,

3.1AverageYearsofPreviousStudyofEnglish(Bl)

TheaverageyearsofEnglishstudyinthissurveywere4.8at

thesecondaryschooland1.7yearsatcollege. Ofthesixethnic

groups,thegroupofJapanesestudentshadthehighestnumberof

yearsattheEnglishstudyatschool(6yearsatthesecondaryschool

and2.6yearsatthecollege).TheshortperiodoftheAfricanstudents'

studying(2.9yearsatthesecondaryschooland0.7yearsatthe

college)isbecauseinmanyAfricancountries,Frenchisstillthe

dominantorsecond/officiallanguage.Onesurprisingfactisthatthe

averageyearsofstudyingEnglishfortheEuropeanstudentsarelower
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(4.2yearsatthesecondaryschoolandonly0.4yearsatthecollege)

thantheaveragelengthofstudy;however,weinterpretthisfactin

thefollowingway:inEurope,Englishissimplyoneofmanysecond/

forelgnlanguagesstudentscanorhavetolearnatschool.Thismeans

thatEuropeanshaveexperienceoflearningtwoormoreforelgnlan一

guagesthroughoutschool,especiallyatthecollegelevel.

3.2EnglishasaRequiredSubject(B2)

TheaveragepercentageofthosewhotookEnglishclassesasa

requiredsubjectatsecondaryschoolwas87.2%andthatofthoseat

collegewas62.4%.Wecanseehow importanttheroleofEnglish

educationisinJapan.Inourstudy,itwasonlyinJapanthatEnglish

isarequiredsubjectatthesecondaryschoolinlOO%oftheresponses.

Evenatcollegethenumberisoutstandinglyhigher(97.3%)thanthat

oftheothergroups,includingotherAsians,whosepercentageatthe

collegeisonly69.6%whichisstillthesecondhighestbehindJapan.

Hereagain,itissurprisingtofindoutthatonly42.9%oftheEuropean

studentslearnedEnglishatthesecondaryschoolasarequir占dsubject

andonly21.4%atcollege.ThesetwofiguresfortheEuropeansare

extremelylowevencomparedwithalltheothergroups.Again,the

factthatEnglishissimplyoneofmanyotherforeignlanguagesthey

couldlearnatschoolmayaccountforthis.However,thisisnotthe

caseinLatinAmericawhereduetopoliticalandeconomicalties,

EnglishisoftenlearnedasarequiredsubjectinLatinAmerican

secondaryschools(95.0%).

3.3AverageClassHoursPerWeek(B3)

IfweconsidertheimportanceofEnglishinagivencountry,itis

notsurprlSlngtOSeeSimilarfiguresinthissectiontothoseinsection

3.2. Naturally,theJapanesestudentshadthehighestnumberof
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learninghours,5.1hoursperweekatthesecondaryschooland5.3at

thecollege,whiletheEuropeanstudentsstudiedonly2.6hoursper

weekatthesecondaryschooland1.7atcollege.

Beforegolngfurtheritmaybeimportanttonotethatthe

JapanesehadmorehoursofEnglishstudyexperienceatschoolin

Japan,comparedwiththeothergroups.Forinstance,thetotalhours

ofanaverageJapanesestudentwithcollegeexperiencewasapproxi-

mately1,800hours(hoursperweek X numberofweeksperyear X

numberofyears).Thisnumberisextremelyhighcomparedwiththe

groupofEuropeans,whosetotalnumberofstudyhoursforEnglish

wasapproximately400hours.

3.4AverageNumberofStudentsinEnglishCJass(B4)

Itisagenerallyagreeduponobservationthatthosestudents

from theMiddleEastandEuropearemoreoutspokenandfluentin

oralcommunicationinEnglish,regardlessofthecorrectnessoftheir

pronunciationandgrammar,thanthosefrom Asiancountries. One

factortoaccountforthisisthewaytheylearninclass;thatis,

teachingmethodsandmaterials.Itseemsthatthosestudentsfromthe

MiddleEastandEuropeareusedtolearnlngaforelgnlanguage

throughoralinteraction,whichisanessentialpartofforelgnlanguage

learnlng.Whatmakesthistypeoflessonpossibleis,obviously,class

size.Infact,theaverageclasssizeinEuropeandtheMiddleEastis

muchsmaller(25.4studentsperclassinEuropeand28.0inMiddle

East)thanthatinJapan(44.5students).Anysecond/foreignlanguage

classwithmorethan40studentsisconsiderednottobesuitable,

especiallyforlearningtheoralaspectsofthelanguage.Masteryof

speakingrequiresalotofinteractionnotonlybetweentheteacherand

thestudentsbutalsobetweenthestudentsintheclass.Therefore,the
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IELIatSUNY-ABlimitsitsclasssizetoIL5students,thesameas

mostintensiveEnglishlanguageprogramsintheU.S.

3.5TaughtEnglishbyaNativeSpeaker(B5)

Therearetwomajorpointstobenotedhere.Oneisthat,in

general,VeryfewnativespeakersofEnglishteachinsecondaryschools

whilemorenativespeakersteachincolleges.Infact,onlyoneoutof

37Japanesestudentshadanativeteacheratthesecondaryschool,

whiletheotherethnicgroupshadmorenativeteachers.Forexample,

5LatinAmericanstudentsoutof23hadanativeteacherand 6

studentsfrom thegroupofOtherAsian(totalof31students)hada

nativeteacheratthesecondaryschool. However,thesefiguresare

reversedlatthecollegelevel.Morethan30%oftheJapanesestudents

reportedthattheyhadanativespeakingteacheratcollege,whilethe

percentageoftheothergroupswaslower,exceptforotherAsiansand

Europeans,

Anotherpointtobementionedhereisthatfrom thisdatawe

cannotdrawanyanswertothequestionof"Isanativespeakerbetter

thananon-nativeteacher?"becauseofsuchasmallsamplesize.

3.6Audjo-VisualAidsUse(B6)

Accordingtotheresultsofthesurvey,theuseofaudio-visual

aidsisverylittle:only 19.3% ofthestudentsusedthem atthe

secondaryschooland27.5%atthecollege.Theonlyhighpercentage

ofusingaudio-visualaidswas40.5% oftheJapanesestudentsatthe

collegeand50.0% oftheMiddleEasternstudentsatthesecondary

school. Thelackofaudio-visualmaterialsmaybereflectedinthe

methodsused;thatis,amethodsuchasGrammar-Translationdoes

notlenditselftotheuseofaudioIVisualmaterials.Also,theteachers

maynotbewell-trainedinhowtousesuchmaterials.Therealvalue
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ofsuchmaterialsisnotthematerialsthemselves,buthowtheyare

used.Morespecifically,itisverysimpletoownacassettetape,for

instance,butacassettetapedoesnotdoanything.Itistheteacheror

studentwhomakesitusefulandmeaningful.

3.7TheSkiHsStressedinClass(B7)

ExceptfortheEuropeanstudents,readingisfoundtobethe

moststressed skill(81.7%),followed by writing/grammar(41.3%).

Listening(17.4%)andspeaking(22.0%)arenotstressedexceptforthe

MiddleEasternstudents.InthecaseoftheJapanesestudents,reading

isgreatlyemphasized(91.9%)followedbywriting/grammar(29.7%),

whileemphasesinlistening(16.2%)andspeaking(18.9%)arevery

little.Inspiteoftheclaim madebytheJapaneseMinistryofEduca-

tionthatthepurposeoftheEnglisheducationistoteachallskill

areas,itsEnglisheducationisseriouslyaffectedbytheuniversity

entranceexamination,inwhichtheauralpartofEnglishisalmost

completelyneglected.Also,itissurprlSlngthatnoemphasisisputon

listeningskillsinthecaseofAfricanandEuropeanstudents.

3.8EnglishasMyFavoriteSubject(B8)

56.9% ofthestudentsintheprogram saidEnglishwastheir

favoritesubject.Ontheotherhand,itisinterestingtoseesuchahigh

percentageoftheJapanesestudentswholikeEnglishstudy(70.3%)

eventhoughmanyofthemratedtheirlevelofmasteryofeachskillas

"Poor,"aswementionedearlier. Anotherinterestingthingisthat

amongtheEuropeanstudentsonly35.7%saidthatEnglishwastheir

favoritesubject.AcuriousdifferencebetweentheJapanesestudents

andtheEuropeanstudentsonthismatteristhatalthoughEuropeans

claimthatEnglishwasnottheirfavoritesubject,theirmasterylevels

areatleastasgoodasthoseoftheJapanesestudents,ifnotbetter.
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Onepossibleinterpretationofthismaylieintheconnotationaldiffer-

encesintheword"favorite"betweenthetwogroupsofstudents.It

maybethecasethatmanyJapanesestudentslearnEnglishbecause

theyliketolearnit,butEuropeanslearnthelanguagebecauseitis

necessaryforthem toknow,especiallyinbusiness. Anattitudinal

studymayanswerthisquestion;however,thiswasnotthepurposeof

odrstudy.

4.PROGRAMSOFSTUDYATTHE陀LI

ANDSTUDENTS′PROGRESS

4.1ProgramsofStudy

lntensiveEnglishprogramsoftheIELIaredesignedtomeetthe

participant'sEnglishlanguageneedsandareofferedonfivelevels:

beginner,low intermediate,intermediate,highintermediate,andad-

vanced. Regardlessofhis/herlevel,eachstudentmusttakefive

differentclasses:spokenEnglish,grammar,writing,reading,andlan一

guagelabonadailybasis.Inaddition,aculturalorientationsession

called"AmericanStudies"whichincludesfieldtripseachweekis

offered.Thismeanseachstudentsreceivesfiveclasseseverydayand

afew hoursoforientationonceaweek. Thefollowingisabrief

descriptionofeachcourse.

SpokenEng一ish:Spokenclassesareheldfivehoursperweek.

StudentsaretaughtEnglishpronunciation,stress,pitchrelationships

andintonation.Oralskillsaredevelopedthroughdialogues,situa-

tionalimprovisations,drillsandgroupdiscussionsdesignedtohave

thestudentputintousestructuresandvocabularyusedinother

classes.BeginningStudentsmakeshortoralpresentationsinclasson

assignedtopics.Moreadvancedstudentsmakeoralpresentationson
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topicsoftheirchoice.Intheadvancedlevels,auralcomprehensionis

developedthroughsimulatedlecturesandrelatedexercises.Students

areintroducedtoidiomaticformsinEnglish,suchastwo-Wordverbs,

slangandcolloquialisms.

Grammar:Allstudentsreceivefivehoursofinstructionperweek

inGrammar.Allgrammarselectionsfollowaprogressionwithheavy

emphasisplacedonverbtenses,prepositionalphrases,familiesof

wordsandtransitions. Beginningstudentsconcentrateonrulesof

grammarwhicharetaughtthroughpracticedrills. Thedrillsare

supplementedbothbyoralandwrittenexercisesiilClass,andby

outsideasslgnmerltS.Thepointsofgrammararerepeatedincomposi-

tions,discussedinclassandassignedtostudentsfromselectedtopics.

AdvancedlevelsstressmorecomplexproblemsofEnglishgrammar

andidiomaticEnglish.

Writing:Writingclassesareheldfourhoursperweek,Withone

additionalhourreservedforindividualconferencing.Theobjectiveof

thiscourseistoimprovewritingskillsforacademicandprofessional

purposes.Thefocusisonexpositorywriting.Thestartingpointfor

alllevelsisthemasteryofbasicsentencepatterns,followedbyampli-

ficationalidexpansionofthepatternsincontrolledwriting.Advanced

studentswriteauniversityresearchpaper,withinstructioninlibrary

techniques,notetaking,documentationandstep-by-stepguidanceinthe

formatofthepaper,revisionandfinaldraft.Allstudentswriteevery

day,eitherinjournalwriting,asslgnedcompositions,orinpatterned

eXerCISeS.

Reading:Allstudentsmustattendfivehoursofreadingclassper

week. ThebeginninglevelofReadinglSprlmarilyconcernedwith

increaslngCOmprehensionskillsthroughreadingexercisesdesignedto
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increasevocabularyandimproveEnglishsentencestructure. Fre-

que,ntlyusedvocabularywordsaretaughteachdayandAmerican

Shortstoriesandpassagesfrom magazinesandnewspapersareread

anddiscussed.Moreadvancedlevelsusedselectedtextswithexercises

toincreasespeedandcomprehension.

LanguageLaboratory:Thelanguagelabprovidesstudentswith

fivehoursoflisteningtospokenEnglishperweek.Agreatvarietyof

materialsareused,allemphasizingtheuseofEnglishinarealsetting

ornaturalcontext. Eachclassconsistsoftwodifferentlistening

activities. Oneactivityisarepetitiontypesuchaspronunciation,

intonation,andstressdrills,andtheotherislisteningcomprehension

throughdialogues,stories,lectures,speeches,etc.Alllevelshavethese

activitieswiththeonlydifferencebeingthelevelofdifficulty.The

languagelabalsohasasupervisedopenlabinwhichthestudentsare

freetocomeinandchoosefrom theapproximately5,000different

textsandmaterialsavailable.

AmericanStudies:TheAmericanStudiesactivitiesareheldonce

aweekandcanbedividedbetweenlecturesandlocalsight-seelng

tours. Thelecturespresentthestudentswithvariousaspectsof

universitylifeandAmericancultureandsociety,andprovideoppor-

tunitiesforthestudentstobecomeacquaintedwithavarietyof

Englishspeakers. Guestlecturersaremostoftenprofessorsfrom

variousdepartmentsoftheuniversity. Thetoursareconductedto

acquaintthestudentsnotonlywiththelocalarea,butalsowith

Americancultureandhistory.

Themostimportantgoalofinstructionistotrytointegrateall

oftheskillsmentionedabovesothatastudentcanbewelトprepared

forhis/herAmericancollegelife. Therefore.onceaweekallthe
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teachersofeachlevelmeetanddiscusswhatisgolngOnineachclass

andcoordinatethosefivedifferentclasses.Especially,thegrammar

andwritingteachersworktogether,asdothespokenandlabteachers.

Recently,inordertoreinforcethestudents'learnlng,IELIhasstarted

utilizingvideomaterials,notonlyforlearnlngbywatching■pre-

recordedprogramsbutalsoforpracticingauralcommunicationskills

byrecordingstudents'presentations,speeches,anddiscussions.

Inadditiontotheactivitiesforeachclass,Onemoreaspectof

theIELIprogram isthestructureoftheclasses. IELIusuallyhas

seventotendifferentclasses,dependingonthenumberofstudents

enrolled. ClasslevelsaredeterminedbytheMichigantestscores,

whichare､basedonbothaural(listening)andproficiency(grammar,

vocabulary,andreading)sections.The1987SummerSessionIIhada

totalof139Studentsandconsistedofelevenclasses,includingone

specialprogram (SIFP),whichwasonlyforItalianscholars.Those

classesweredividedintothreelevels:intermediate,highintermediate,

andadvanced(C1).Therewerenobeginningorlow intermediate

studentsinthissession.Ofthe139students,47(33.8%)wereJapanese.

Since,likeanyothersemester,theJapanesestudentswerepredomi-

nant,whenthestudentbodywasdividedintoclasses,thefirstthing

tobedonewastodividetheJapanesestudentsintoclassesfirstwith

approximatelythesamenumberineachclass,basedontheirMichigan

testscores.Themajorreasonfordoingthiswastoavoidhavinga

classconsistingofmostlyJapanesestudents.

Anotherpointtobementionedisthatinassigningclasses,each

classislimitedtofewerthanfifteenstudents,exceptinrarecases.

Thelowestlevelisusuallylimitedtotentotwelvestudentsbecause

thisgroupneedsmoreindividualattentionnotonlybecausetheir
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Englishlevelislow,butalsobecausethisgrouphasawiderangeof

Englishproficiency.Actually,somestudentsinthislevelshowalmost

zeroEnglishability.Thus,insum,themostimportantconsiderations

inlevelgroupingistomaketheclasssizelessthan15Studentsandto

makeeachclassasheterogeneousaspossible.

4.2Students■progressatthelELI

Theonlyobjectiveandvalidtoolweusedinmeasurlngthe

progressofthestudentsattheIELIwastheMichigantest,whichwas

administeredbothatthebeginnlngandtheendofthesession.Of

course,twodifferentformsofthetestwereglVen. Aspreviously

mentioned,theMichigantestconsistsofanauralsectiontomeasure

thestudents'listeningabilityandaproficiencysectiontomeasurethe

students'knowledgeofvocabularyandgrammar,aswellastheirskill

inreading.Anothermeasurementwewilluse,althoughitisnotfor

progressmeasurement,butforcomparisonofthethreegroupsof

students,Japanese,non-Japanese,andtheentirestudentbody,isthe

TOEFLtestadministeredattheendofthesession.

Let'sbeginwiththelevelofprogressasmeasuredbytheMich-

1gantest.Theaverageincreaseoftheentirestudentbody'SMichigan

proficiencyscoreswas+5.23(from 67.45to72.68),andthatoftheir

Michiganauralscoreswas+3.70(from76.37to80.07),withthemaxi一

mum possiblepointsofeachsectionbeing100.Althoughtheaural

increaseislessthanthatofproficiency,acarefulinterpretationof

thesescoresisnecessary.Firstofall,theaveragescore(72.68)ofthe

finalMichiganproficiencytestisnotconsideredtobehigh,sincein

ordertobeacceptedtoanaverageAmericanuniversityastudenthas

toachieveatleast80points.However,theaverageauralscore(80.07)

isconsideredtobehigh.Ifonelooksatthebeginningscoresofthe
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students,onecanseethatproficiency(67,45)hadalotmoreroomfor

improvementthanauralability(76.37).

WhenwecomparetheprogressbetweentheJapanesestudents

andtheotherstudents,thefollowingshouldbenoted.TheJapanese

students'averageprogressinproficiency(+5.38)ishigherthanthe

others'(+3.88),whileauralprogressisinthereverse:theJapanese

gained2.75,whiletheothergained4.79.Andatthefinalstagethe

othersbeattheJapanesestudentsinbothproficiency(others72.80to

Japanese71.23)andaural(80.78to78.91)improvement.

Secondly,Wewanttoseetheprogressacrosstheclasslevels.

Asisoftenthecaseineachsemester,thelowestlevelstudents'

progressitsthehighest,whilethehighestlevelstudents'progressisthe

lowestorsometimesevennegative.Actually,theaverageprogressin

proficiencyforlevel3A,whichwasthelowestlevel,was+ll.14,

whilethatoflevels5Fand5G,thetwohighestlevels,was-1.42

and-3.20respectively.Asforauralprogress,asimilarthingcanbe

seen.Thatis,theaverageprogressoflevel3Awas+9.40,whilethat

oflevels5Fand5Gwere+1.07and-1.10respectively.However,it

isunderstandablethatsixweeksisnotlongenoughforthosewhoare

inahighlevelclasstoachievesignificantimprovementbecausethey

havereachedacertain"plateau"intheirEnglishlearnlng.Theaver-

agedecreasesoftheJapanesestudents'pointsinlevel5Garesignifi-

cant:proficiencywas-3.55andauralwas-4.55,whiletheincreased

scoresoftheJapaneseinlevel3Awerealsosignificant:proficiency

was+17.00andauralwas+15.67.Thismeansthatthelowerthe

level,thehighertheincreaseinscore,exceptinthecaseofthe

non-Japanesestudents'progressinlevel3A,whoseaverageproficien-

cyscoreincreasewasonly+2.65.Onereasonforthisisthatthere
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wereseveralMiddleEasternstudentswhoseproficiencydidnotin-

creasemuch.

Thus,overall,thefollowlngCanbesaid.Thatis,evensixweeks

areenoughforlowerlevelstudentstomakegoodprogressinboth

proficiencyandauralskills,whilemiddleandhigherclassstudents

mayeithermakenoprogressorevendecreasetheirscoresinsucha

shortperiod.However,-thisdoesnotnecessarilymeantheprogramis

notusefulforsuchstudentssinceneitherwritingnorspeakingability

ismeasuredbytheMichigantest,andincreasedMichiganscoresarea

verylimitedgoaloftheIELIprogram,asstatedfrom theprogram's

objectivestatement.

Finally,Wewanttomakesomecommentsontheresultsofthe

TOEFLexam,givenattheendofthesession.Theaveragescoreofall

studentswhotookthetestduringtheSummer'87was510.66,while

thatoftheJapanesestudentswas485.17andtheotherstudents522.40,

adifferenceofalmost37points.Incidentally,thesefiguresarevery

closetothosepresentedbyETS,theagencyresponsibleformaking

andscoringtheTOEFLtest.AccordingtotheTOEFLManual(1985,p.

24),theaveragescoreoftheJapanesepeopletakingtheTOEFLbe-

tween1982and1984was495(basedon130,906Japanese).Thisscoreis

146thoutof182nations,verynearthebottom.Asareference,we

presentsomescoresofEuropeancountriesandAsiancountriesbe-

causeinthisarticle,Wehavementionedsomecomparisonsamong

ethnicgroupsintheleveloftheirmasteryofEnglish.Thecountries

belowarethosefromwhichmoststudentsatIELIcome.
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EUROPE:

WestGermany

France

ltaly

Spain

Turkey

MIDDl.EEAST:

6

4

4

7

1

5

5

5

4

1

5

5

5

5

5

ASIA:

HongKong

Korea

Vietnam

Taiwan

China

1

3

3

9

1

1

0

0

9

9

5

5

5

4

4

Iran 511

0man 464

SaudiArabia 448

Kuwait 446 (TOEFLManual1985,p.24)

､5.COMPARISONBETWEENTHEJAPANESE

ANDTHEOTHERSTUDENTS

InthissectionwearegoingtocomparetheJapanesestudents

andtheotherstudentsintermsoffirst,theirevaluationofIELrsclass

organizationandteachingmaterials,secondly,theirdifficultiesand

likingofthelessons,and,finally,theirpersonaldifferences. Any

generalizationswemakearebasedonoursmallsample,andtherefore,

maynotholdtrueinallcases.However,itisinterestingandimpor-

tanttoattempttodrawsomekindofgeneralizationsaboutthecharac-

teristicsofthegroupsofstudentswesurveyed. Therefore,inthis

sense,wedecidedtomakesomecommentsoneachresearchinterest.

5.1classOrganizationandTeachingMaterials(C2IC5)

Thereasonwhythesetwoaspectsareconsideredtogetheris

thatthereisonereactionpatternoftheAsianstudents,includingthe

Japanesestudentswhichisdifferentfrom thatoftherestofthe

students. ThepatternisthattheAsianstudentstendtohavea

negativefeelingabouttheclassorganizationandtheteachingmateri-
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als.AsSchumann(1986,p.380)claims,itisquiteoftenthecasethat

asecondlanguagelearnerbringshis/herownlearningstyleand

expectationsorpreferableteachingstyleandmaterialstoanewlearn-

ingenvironment,andthistendstohinderhis/herlearning. This

factorbelongstothecategoryofwhatSchumanncallspersonalfac-

tors,OneofseveralkindsoffactorsinSchumann'Staxonomyof

factorsinfluenclngSecond-languageacquisition.Forinstance,Wequite

oftenhearfrom Asianstudentsthattheydonotlikegroupworkin

class. Forthem,learnlngtakesplacewhenthestudentsreceive

somethingfrom theteacher,notwhentheydiscusssomethingina

group.However,inAmerica,interactionbetweentheteacherrandthe

studentslandbetweenthestudentsthemselvesisconsideredtobea

vitalpartofthelearnlngprocess.Thesamethingcanbesaidabout

thematerials(texts).Sinceinteractionisimportant,manytextbooks

aremadeforuse"inclass,"notforindividuallearningoutsideofclass.

Inotherwords,manyESLtextsusedattheIELIcannotbefully

utilizedbyanindividualstudentoutsideofclass.Aninterestingpoint

isthatalmostallethnicgroupsfeelthatIELrstextsweredifferent

fromwhattheywereusedtointheircountries,buttheethnicgroups

otherthanAsianshadmorepositivefeelingsaboutthematerials.

Anotherinterestingpointcanbemadeaboutthedifficultyof

materials. Thatis,theJapanesestudentstendedtofeelthatthe

materialsweredifficult(40.5%),morethanothergroupsdid(12.4%).

Onepossiblereasonforthedifference,itseemstous,liesagainin

learningstyle.Thatis,fortheJapaneseandotherAsians,vocabulary

learnlnglSSuchabigpartofEnglishlearning;therefore,ifthemate-

rialsusealotofdifficultvocabulary(asisthecaseoftheIELI

materials),theyconsiderthem tobedifficult.However,otherethnic
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groupsdonotconsiderthemdifficultevenwithsimilardifficultywith

vocabulary.

AIso,thispointcanbearguedfromanotherimportantlearning

variableinthefieldofsecond/foreignlanguageeducation;namely,

toleranceforambiguity,whichSchumannputsunderPersonalFactors

(p.380). ItseemstousthatAsianstudents,ingeneral,havelittle

toleranceforambiguity;thereforeiftheyfindmuchdifficultvocabu-

lary,theyfeelthematerialistoodifficult,butthisisnotthecasefor

otherethnicgroups. Furthermore,thisintoleranceforambiguityis

evidencedbytheAsianstudents'preoccupationwithlookingupevery

new wordinadictionaryinordertobeabletotranslateit,rather

thanlearningnewwordsfromcontext,orfromguessing.

5.2D汁ficultyandLikingoftheLessons(C6-C7)

Itisinterestingtoseethatareasofdifficultyvaryfrom one

grouptoanother.Forinstance,speaking/discussionisthemostdiffi-

cultfortheJapanesestudents(43.2%),whilegrammar/writingarethe

mostdifficultforbothLatinAmericans(50.0%)andMiddleEasterners

(75.0%).OneinterestingfindingisthattheJapanesestudentsdonot

feelthatpronunciation(5.4%)orlistening(24.3%)isdifficult,while

Europeanstudents,whoareconsideredgoodatauralcommunication,

ingeneral,feelthesetwolessonsarethemostdifficult(listening57.1%

andpronunciation50.0%).TheAfricanstudentssaidasimilarthing,

with42.9% rankingpronunciationandl享steningasthemostdifficult.

Thereverseistruewhenitcom甲tOWhichlessonsthestudents

likedthemost. TheclearestexampleisthatoftheMiddleEastern

students. Theyfeel､writing/grammarisdifficult(75.0%);thus,only

12.5% chosethisastheirfavoritelesson.Additionally,only25.0% of

them rankedspeaking/discussionasdifficult,andso75.0% ofthem
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likedthislesson.InthecaseoftheJapanese,twopointscanbemade.

Oneisthatsincetheyfeelspeaking/discussionsessionsaredifficult

(43.2%),only29.7%ofthem selectedthispartofthelessonsastheir

favorite. Thisfigureisthelowestamongallgroups,eventhough

probablymostJapanesestudentswanttolearnthisskillthemost.

AnotherpointisthattheJapanesestudentsenjoywriting/grammar

sessionthemost(40.5%),probablybecausetheyfeelmoreknowledge-

ableandcPnfidentinthisclassthandotheothergroups.Fromthis

point,itmaybesaidthattheredoexistsomecompetitivefeelings

amongthedifferentethnicgroupsineachlevel.

Finally,itisclearthatpronunciationisnotthefavoritepartof

thelessolnforanygroup(6.4%).Thereasonmaybeeitherthatthe

pronunciationsessionissomechanicalandboringforthestudents,Or

thatpronunciationmaybeahopelessaspectofthetargetlanguage.

Similarly,listeningsessionwasnotselectedasthefavoritelessonby

verymanystudents(14.7%),especiallytheJapanesestudents(8.1%).

5.3PersonalityDifferences(C8-C12)

AccordingtoSchumann'Staxonomyoffactorsaffectingsecond

languagelearning,personalityisamajorfactor,andheclassifiesthe

variableofIntroversion/Extroversionunderthiscategory.Heclaims

thatanextrovertedstudenthasanadvantageinacqulrlngSpoken

abilityoveranintrovertedstudent. Introversion/extroversionhas

beenwelLdocumentedasaffectinglearnlng,especiallybyEysenckand

Eysenck(1963),anditisevenusedforTESOLPh.D.dissertationssuch

asthatofMitchell(1978).Generallyspeaking,Asianstudentsaremore

introvertedthanextroverted,andthiswasthecaseinourresearch,

too. Forinstance,73.0% oftheJapanesestudentsthinktheyare

introverted,andmorethanhalfoftheotherAsians(52.2%)saythey
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areintroverted.Therestoftheethnicgroupsaremoreextroverted.

Forinstance,noMiddleEasternersratedthemselvesasintroverted,

andmorethan80%oftheAfricanandEuropeanstudentsclaimsthey

wereextroverted.Asamatteroffact,itistheseextrovertedstudents

whotaketheinitiativeinclasseswherealotofinteractionisessential,

suchasinspokenclass.Asianstudentsareusually"quiet"inclass.

ItisnotsurprlSlngthatmorethanhalfoftheAsianstudents,

Japanese(70,3%)andotherAsians(56.5%),feeluneasywhenthey

speakinEnglish.However,thisfeelingofuneasinessoftheJapanese

studentsinspeakingEnglishmaybeduenotonlytotheirintrover-

sion,butalsotosomeotherfactorssuchasego-permeability(Guioraet

a1.,1979)∴Thisreferstofearoflosingone'sself-identitybytalkingin

asecondlanguage,orlackofconfidenceinusingEnglishinpublic,

which,accordingtoKrashen(1982,p.31),isoneoftheaffective

variablesaffectingsecond/foreignlanguagelearning.

However,therearetwocuriouspointstobemadeaboutthe

students'feelingstowardmakingmistakesinspeech.Oneisthatthe

percentageofJapanesewhocareaboutmistakesismuchlower(54.1%)

thanthatofthosewhorankedthemselvesasintroverted(73.0%).

However,ahighpercentageoftheextrovertedgroupsofstudents

indicatedconcernformakingmistakesinspeaking. Forinstance,

85.7% oftheEuropeansclaim thattheyareextroverted,butonly

28.6%claimthattheydonotcareaboutmakingmistakesinspeaking.

Therefore,itmaybesaidthatthereisnocorrelationbetweenthe

degreeofintroversion/extroversionandthatofcaringaboutmaking

mistakesinspeaking.Concernaboutmakingmistakesmaybebetter

discussedunderanotheraffectivevariable;namely,anxiety. This

variableisalsowell-researchedintheareaofgenbraleducationby
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Tobias(1979)andalsoinTESOLdissertationssuchasWong'S(1979).

Attheleast,WecansaythattheJapanesestudents'introversion

hinderstheirwillingnesstobeverballyactiveinclass,partiallybe-

causeoftheirconcernformakingmistakesorfearofloslngtheir

self-identity,whichinturnmayhindertheiracquisitionofspoken

English.

Asfarastheleveloftensioninlistening,similarresultswere

obtainedtothoseforuneasinessinspeaking.Morethan75% ofthe

Japanesefelttensewhentheylistenedtothetargetlanguage;however,

itispuzzlingthatonly24.3%ofthemsaidthatlisteningwasdifficult.

AnothercommenttomakehereisthatnoneoftheMiddle･Eastern

studentslfelttensewhentheylistenedtoEnglish,whileabouthalfof

anyoftheothergroupsfelttense.

Finally,Wewilldiscusswhatlanguagethestudentsusedwith

theircountrymenoncampus.HereitisalittlebitsurprlSlngtOSee

thatnoneoftheJapanesestudentscommunicatedonlyinEnglishwith

otherJapanese,becausealltheothergroupsexceptfortheAfrican

groupshowedthatapproximately30% ofthem usedEnglishasa

meansofcommunicationwiththeirfriendsfromthesamecountry.It

isunderstandablethatAfricanstudentsneverusedtheirnativelan一

guagebecausetheyspeakdifferentlocalnativelanguagesandare

usedtocommunicatinginasecond･language,mostlyFrench.They

justapplythishabitinanEnglishspeakingenvironment.Itisjustas

surprlSlngthatmostoftheMiddleEasternstudentscommunicatedin

theirnativelanguagewitheachother(87.5%),althoughtheyarevery

activeusersofEnglishinaheterogeneousspeechsituation,suchas

class.Thegeneralconclusionisthatexceptfortheextremecasesof

theJapaneseandAfricans,itdependsoneachindividualwhether
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Englishorthenativelanguageistobeusedwhenpeoplefrom the

samecountryaretogether. Variousfactorssuchasethnocentrism,

motivation,fear,confidence,etc.maybeinvolvedinthisphenomenon.

Wejustcannotmakeanygeneralizationonthisissuesinceverylittle

researchhasbeendoneinthisarea.

6.AFTERWORD

AlmostallthestudentsfoundIELIteacherstobekindand

helpful,andtheprogram tobeuseful(C13).Theylivedtogetherin

thesamedormitoryoncampus,enJqyedthemselves,andacquiredsome

knowledgeaboutAmericancultureanditswayoflife.Aftercomple-

tionofthesix-weekprogramatBuffalo,themajorityofstudentswent

totheircollegeoruniversityintheStatestopursuestudyinaspecific

areaofinterest,andhalfoftheremainingstudentsdecidedtocontinue

theirlanguagestudyeitherattheIELI,SUNY-ABorotherinstitutes,

andtheotherhalfwentbacktotheirhomecountriestoresumetheir

workorstudies.

NowafewwordsshouldbeaddedaboutJapaneseeducationof

English. Accordingtooursurveywecannotfindanyconspicuous

differenceineducationalsystemsbetweenJapanandothercountries.

Grammar-Translationitselfisnotwrong.Noonecanmasteraforelgn

languagewithoutstudyingitsgrammar.Japanesemustworkharder

tolearnvocabularythanEuropeanstudents.TheJapanesefeelmore

knowledgeableandconfidentinsuchaspectsofEnglishproficiencyas

grammar,vocabularyandreading.Therefore,evenifmuchstressbe

putindeveloplngtheseskillsfurther,theyshouldnotbeslightedin

claLSS.Ithasbeensaidthatanextrovertedstudenthasanadvantage

inacquiringspokenabilityoveranintrovertedstudent.IftheJapa-
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neseareintrovertedpeople,theirpersonalitycannotbechangedeasily,

andshouldnotbechangedjusttospeakEnglish.Sowhatcanbeand

shouldbechangedisnotamatterbutamannerofeducation.Atthe

secondaryschooltheJapanesestudentshaveEnglishlessons5.1hours

perweekforsixyears,whichisthelongestcompulsoryeducationin

theworld.Whynottrytointegratetheseclasses? Ifthegrammar

andwritingteachersworktogether,asdothespeakingandreading

teachers,andrepeatandpracticerulesofgrammarandwordsineach

class,theymaygetmoreeffectiveresults.Thiscanbedonetomoト

row.Anothersuggestiontoeducationaladministratorsistominimize

classsize.Iftheycouldreducethesizeofclassfrom44.5toatleast

35students,andintroducethedynamicmethodofeducationsuchas

theinteractionbetweentheteacherandthestudentsnotonlyin

Englishbutalsoinothersubjects,thestudentswilleventuallyopen

theirmouthsandtalkinEnglish.
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APPENDIX 1

RESULTSOFTHEQUESTl0NNAIREABOUTLEARNING ENGLISH

ATTHEIELLSUNY BUFFALO

August5.1987

A･OBJECT:The1987SummerSessionH(sixWeeks,July13through

August21)students.

AL COLLECT10N:Outofthe139studentsofSummerSessionlL109

(78.4%)studentsansweredthequestionnaire.

A2.NAT10NAしけYANDSEXOFTHESTUDENTS:

NATIONALITY

Japanese
OtherAsian

LatinAmerican

MiddleEastern

African

European

%9

1

4

4

4

8

3

1

00
7

6

2

3

2

1

1

7

3

0

00
7

4

3

2

lリJ

1

MALE FEMALE

1540.5%13.8%' 2259.5% 20.2%

甘
n
OJ
叫<

1 65.2 13.8 834.9 7.3

45.0 8.3 1155.0

75.0 5.5 225.0
日
日
堅

廿
日
日
日

7100.0 6.4 0 0.0 0.0

9.2 428.6 3.7

Total 109100.0 62 56.9 47 43.1

A3.AVERAGELENGTHOFSTAY INTHESTATES:

Japanese
OtherAsian

LatinAmerican

MiddleEastern

African

European
Total

2

9

3

1

6

5

4

5

2

8

2

3
4.3

(months)

*When two percentagefiguresareshown on thelist,thefirstisthe

percentageamongthestudentsoftherespectivenationalitygroup,andthe
secondisthatofthestudentsasawhole.
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A4.EDUCATl0NALBACKGROUND:

HIGHSCHOOL UNIVERSITY UNIVERSITY TOTAL

GRADUATE STUDENT GRADUATE

Japanese

OtherAsian

LatinAmerican

MiddleEastern

African

European

1 2.7% 0.9%

1 4.4 0.9

210.0 1.8

112.5 0.9

0 0.0 0.0

321.4 2.8

1335.1% ll.9%

313.0 2.8

1 5.0 0.9

225.0 1.8

114.3 0.9

0 0.0 0.0

2362.1%

1982.6

1785.0

562.5

685.7

ll78.6

21.1% 37

17.4 23

15.6 20

4.6 8

里∵里 7

10.1 14

Total 8 7.3 20 18.4 81 74.4 109

A5.FUTUREPLAN:

RETURNTO RETURNTO STAYIN ATTENDAUS. OTHER

WORK STUDY IELI COLLEGEORUNIV.

Japanese

OtherAsian

LatinAmerican

MiddleEastern

African

European

3 2.8%

2 1.8

1 0.9

0 0.0

0 0.0

3 2.8

6 5.5% 2 1.8%

0 0.0 0 0.0

0 0.0 1 0.9

0 0.0 1 0.9

0 0.0 0 0.0

0 0.0 1 0.9

2119.3% 5 4.6%

2018.4 1 0.9

1715.6 1 0.9

7 6.4 0 0.0

7 6.4 0 0.0

9 8.3 1 0.9

Total 9 8.3 6 5.5 5 4.6 8174.3 8 7.3

A6.A U.S.COLLEGEORUNIVERSITY:

APPLIED ACCEPTED

Japanese

OtherAsian

LatinAmerican

MiddleEastern

African

European

1 2,7% 0.9%

1 4.4 0.9

1 5.0 0.9

337.5 2.8

228.6 1.8

1 7.1 0.9

1540.5% 13.8%

1878.5 16.5

1575.0 13.8

450.0 3.7

457.1 3.7

857.1 7.3

Tota1 9 8.2 64 58.7
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A7.THETEST OFENGLISH ASA FOREIGN LANGUAGE(TOEFL):

NOTTAKEN TAKEN AVERAGESCORE

Japanese 1848.6% 16.5% 1951.4% 17.4% 537.63

OtherAsian 313.0 2.8 2086.7 18.4 538.45

LatinAmerican 735.0 6.4 1365.0 11.9 536.31

MiddleEastern 562.5 4.6 337.5 2.8 499.00

African 571.4 4.6 228.6 1.8 511.50

European 750.0 6.4 750,0 6.4 509.00

Total 45 41.3 64 58.7 531.86

A8.SELF-DIAGNOSIS OFPRESENT KNOWLEDGEOFENGLISH

SPEAKING:-

Japanese

OtherAsian

LatinAmerican

MiddleEastern

African

European

GOOD FAIR POOR NONE NOANSWER

1 0.9% 10 9.2% 2422.0%

2 1.8 11 10.1 10 9.2

3 2.8 14 12.8 3 2.8

1 D.9 7 6.4 0 0.0

3 2.8 3 2.8 1 0.9

2 1,8 9 8.3 3 2.8

1 0.9%

0 0.0

0 0.0

0 0.0

0 0.0

0 0.0

1 0.9%

0 0.0

0 0.0

0 0.0

0 0.0

0 0.0

Total

UNDERSTANDING

Japanese

OtherAsian

LatinAmerican

MiddleEastern

African

European

12 ll.0 5449.5. 4137.6 1 0.9 1 0.9

GOOD FAIR POOR NONE NOANSWER

4 3.7%

8 7.3

10 9.2

5 4.6

2 1.8

4 3.7

18 16.5%

13 11.9

9 8.3

3 2.8

4 3.7

5 4.6

13 ll.9%

2 1.8

1 0.9

0 0.0

1 0.9

5 4.6

1 0.9%

0 0.0

0 0.0

0 0.0

0 0.0

0 0.0

1 0.9%

0 0.0

0 0.0

0 X∵X

0 0.0

0 0.0

Total 33 30.3 5247.7 22 20.2 1 0.9 1 0.9
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READING:- GOOD FAIR POOR NONE NOANSWER

Japanese

OtherAsian

LatinAmerican

MiddleEastern

Africa∩

European

4 3.7%

ll 10.1

10 9.2

rJ SlI4

4 3.6

6 5.5

20 18.4%

10 9.2

10 9.2

0 0.0

2 1.8

7 6.4

12 11.0%

2 1.8

0 0.0

日 X∵貫

目 鑑∴貫

目 冗∵貰

0 0.0%

0 0.0

0 0.0

0 0.0

0 0.0

0 0,0

1 0.9%

0 0.0

X冗∵X
0 0.0

0 0.0

0 0.0

Tota1 42 38.5 49 45.0 17 15.6 0 0.0 1 0.9

WRITING:- GOOD FAIR POOR NONE NOANSWER

Japanese

OtherAsian

LatinAmerican

MiddleEastern

African

European.

0 0.0%

3 2.8

4 3.7

1 0.9

2 1.8

革 iI聖

27 24.8%

12 11.0

14 12.8

6 5.5

4 3.7

8 7.3

9 8.3%

8 7.3

2 1.8

1 0.9

1 0.9

4 3.7

0 0.0%

0 0.0

0 0.0

0 0.0

0 0.0

0 0.0

1 0.9%

0 0.0

0 0.0

0 0.0

0 0.0

0 0.0

Total 12 ll.0 71 65.1 25 22.9 0 0.0 1 0.9

B.PREVlOUSSTUDYOFENGLISH

Bl.AVERAGEYEARSOFPREV10USSTUDYOFENGLISH

Japanese

OtherAsian

LatinAmerican

MiddleEastern

African

European

ATTHESECONDARY ATTHECOLLEGE

SCHOOL

6.0(years) 2.6(years)

4.8 2.2

5.1 0こ7

3.1 1.3

2.9 0.7

4,2 0.4

Tota1 4.8 1.7
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B2.ENGLISHWASA REQUIREDSUBJECT:

ATTHESECONDARY ATTHECOLLEGE

SCHOOL

Japanese

OtherAsian

LatinAmerican

MiddleEastern

African

European

37100.0% 33.9% 36

21 91.3 19.3 16

19 95.0 17.4 6

7 87.5 6.4 5

5 71.4 4.6 2

6 42.9 5.5 3

7.3% 33.0%

9.6 14.7

0.0 5.5

2.5 4.6

8.6 1.8

1.4 2.8

Tota1 95 87.2 68 62.4

B3.AVERAGECLASSHOURSPERWEEK

Japanese

OtherAsian

LatinAmerican

MiddleEastern

African

European

ATTHESECONDARY ATTHECOLLEGE

SCHOOL

5.1(hours) 5.3(hours)

4.5 2.7

2.6 3.0

3.9 5.4

3.5 1.5

2.6 1.7

Tota1 4.1 4.1

B4.AVERAGENUMBEROFSTUDENTSINENGLISHCLASS:

Japanese

OtherAsian

LatinAmerican

MiddleEastern

African

European

ATTHESECONDARY ATTHECOLLEGE

SCHOOL

44.5 34.1

45.6 48.1

36.3 56.8

28.0 30.0

37.3 90.0

25.4 28.8

Tota1 39.7 46.0
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B5.TAUGHTENGLJSH BYA NATIVESPEAKER:

ATTHESECONDARY ATTHECOLLEGE

SCHOOL

Japanese

OtherAsian

LatinAmerican

MiddleEastern

African

European

1 2.7% 0.9% 12

626.1 5.5 6

525.0 4.6 1

225.0 1.8 2

114.3 0.9 0

214.3 1.& 1

4% 11.0%

il 套∵妻

0 0.9

Ⅸ L聖

0 0.0

日 冗∵冨

Total 17 15.6 22 20.2

B6.HA∨EUSEDAUD10-VISUALAIDS:

ATTHESECONDARY ATTHECOLLEGE

SCHOOL

Japanese 821.6% 7.3% 15

OtherAsian 417.4 3.7 10

LatinAmerican 420.0 3.7 1

MiddleEastern 450.0 3.7 3

African 0 0.0 0.0 1

European 1 7.1 0.9 0 0

% 13.8%

9.2

P･9
2.8

0.9

0.0

Tota1 21 19.3 30

B7.THESKルL(S)STRESSEDINTHECLASS:

LISTENING SPEAKING

Japanese

OtherAsian

LatinAmerican

MiddleEastern

African

European

616.2% 5,5%

417.4 3.7

525.0 4.6

450.0 3.7

00.0 0.0

00.0 0.0

718.9% 6.4%

313.0 2.8

630.0 5.5

450.0 3.7

114.3 0,9

321.4 2.8

READING WRITING

3491.9%31.2% ll29.7%10.1%

2087.0 18.4 626.1 5.5

1680.0 14.7 1050.0 9.2

787.5 6.4 675.0 5.5

571.4 4.6 457.1 3.7

750.0 6.4 857.1 7.3

Total 19 17,4 24 22.0 89 81.7 45 41.3
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B8.ENGLISH WAS MY FAVOR汀ESUBJECT:

Japanese 26 70

OtherAsian 13 56

LatinAmerican 945

MiddleEastern 4 50

African 5 71

European 535

% 23.8%

11.9

8.3

Bll7

4.6

4.6

Tota1 62 56.9
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C.ABOUTSTUDIES IN THEIELI

Cl.LEVELAND NUMBEROFSTUDENTSIN THE1987SUMMERSES-

S10N llCLASSES:

3A 3B 4 5A 5B 5C 5D 5E 5F 5GSIFPTOTAL

Japanese 3 6 8 4 5 3 5 4 4 5 047
OtherAsian 1 1 O4 1 6 4 7 4 3 031
LatinAmerican O2 1 4 3 1 2 2 4 4 023
MiddleEastern 4 01 01 2 01 01 010
African 001 01001 1 1 O 5
European 3 02 2 2 1 2 01 2 8 23
Total l1 9 13 14 13 13 13 15 14 16 8 139

C2.DO YOU FrND YOURCLASS ISWELLORGANIZED?

YES NO

Japanese

OtherAsian

LatinAmerican

MiddleEastern

African

European

20 54.1% 18.4%

ll47.8 10.1

18 90.0 16.5

787.5 6.4

685.7 5.5

12 85.7 11.0

1746.0% 15.6%

12 52.2 11.0

2 10.0 1.8

1~12.5 0.9

1 14.3 0.9

2 14.3 1.8

Tota1 74 67.9 35 32.1
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C3.DOYOULIKETHETEACHtNGMATERIALSUSEDATTHEIEu?:

YES NO

∫apanese

OtherAsian

LatinAmerican

MiddleEastern

African

European

2362.2% 21.1% 14

1460.9 12.8 9

1575.0 13.8 J5

675.0 5.5 2

7100.0 6.4 0

1285.7 11.0 2

37.8% 12,8%

39.1 8.3

25.0 4.6

25.0 1.8

0.0 0.0

14,3 1.8

Tota1 77 70.6 32 29.4

C4.DOYOUFlNDANYDIFFERENCEBETWEENTHEMATERIALSYOU

USEDATHOMEANDTHOSEUSEDATTHEIEu?:

Japanese

OtherAsian

LatinAmerican

MiddleEastern

African

European

YES

2670.3% 23.9%

1878.3 16.5

1785.0 15.6

787.5 6.4

571.4 4.6

1071.4 9.2

NO

ll29.7% 10.1%

521.7 4.6

315.0 2.8

112.5 0.9

228.6 1.8

428.6 3.7

Total 23.9

C5.ARETHEMATERlALSYOU AREUSING NOW DlFFICULT FOR

YOU?:

Japanese

OtherAsian

LatinAmerican

MiddleEastern

African

European

YES

1540.5% 13.8%

626.1 5.5

210.0 1.8

112.5 0.9

0 0.0 0.0

214.3 1.8

NO

2259.5% 20.2%

1773.9 15.6

1890.0 16.5

787.5 6.4

7100.0 6.4

1285.7 11.0

Tota1 26 23.9 83 76.2
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C6.WHAT PARTOFLESSON DO YOU FEEL DIFFICULT?:

WRITING/ SPEAKING/ READING LISTENING

GRAMMAR DISCUSSION

Japanese 821.6% 7.3% 1643.2% 14.7% 1129.7% 10_1% 924,3% 8.3%

OtherAsian 939.1 8.3 730.4 6_4 2 8.7 1.8 730､4 6.4

LatinAmerican 1050.0 9.2 1050.0 9.2 15.0 8.9 735,0.6.4
MiddleEastern 675.0 5.5 225.0 1.8 112.5 0.9 337.5 2.8

African 114.3 0,9 228.6 1.8 ()0.0 0.0 342､9 2.8

European 428.6 3.7 321.4 2.8 214.3 1.8 857.1 7.3

Total 38 34.8 48 36.7 17 15.6 37 33.g

PRONUNCIATION

2 5.4% 1.8%

730.4 6.4

735.0 6.4

225.0 1.8

342.9 2,8

750.0 6.4

28 25,7

C7.WHAT PART OFLESSON DO YOU LIKE?:

WRITING/ SPEAKING/ READING LISTENING

GRAMMAR DISCUSSION

Japanese 1540.5%13.8% 1129.7%10.1% 821.6% 7,3% 38.1% 2,8%

OtherAsian 730.4 6,4 1147.8 10.1 417.4 3.7 521.7 4.6

LatinAmerican 735.0 6.4 1365.0 11.9 630.t) 5.5 21(),0 1.8

MiddleEastern 112.5 0.9 675.0 5.5 0 0.0 0.0 225.0 1.8

African 457.1 3.7 457.1 3.7 228.6 1.8 114.3 0.g

European 535.7 4.6 642.9 5,5 17,1 0.9 321.4 2,8

Tota1 39 35.8 51 46.8 21 19.3 16 14.7
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PRONUNCIATION

38.1% 2.8%

00.0 0.0

00.0 0.0

112.5 0.9

114.3 0.9

214.3 1.8

7 6.4

C8.AREYOU INTROVERTED OR EXTROVERTED INYOURENGLISH

CLASSES?:

INTROVERTED EXTROVERTED

Japanese

OtherAsian

LatinAmerican

MiddleEastern

African

European

2773.0% 24.8%

1252.2 11.0

735.0 6.4

0 0.0 0.0

114.3 0,9

214.3 1.8

1027.0% 9.2%

ll47,8 10.1

1365.0 11.9

8100.0 7.3

685.7 5.5

1285.7 11.0

Tota1 49 45.0 60 55.1

C9.DOYOUCAREABOUTMISTAKESINYOURSPEECH?:

Japanese

OtherAsian

LatinAmerican

MiddleEastern

African

European

YES

2054.1% 18.4%

1669.6 14.4

1575.0 13.8

450.0 3.7

457.1 3.7

1071.4 9.2

NO

1746.0% 15.6%

730.4 6.4

525.0 4.6

450.0 3.7

342.9 2.8

428.6 3.7

Total 36.7
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CIO.DO YOU FEELUNEASY WHEN YOU SPEAK ENGLISH?:

Japanese

OtherAsian

LatinAmerican

MiddleEastern

African

European

%1

2

2

5

5

4

0

9

9

5

5

6

1

NO

個

.
5

.
0

.
0

.
7

.

9

3

0

5

5

0

2

4

5

7

8

5

1

0

0

6

6

7

1

1

1

%9

9

2

8

9

4

3

1

9

1

0

6

B･ia
‖H

,ES

悩

6
.
-

M

5
.
0

4
.
-

M

7

5

5

2

1

5

6

3

0

2

1

7

2

1

1

Total

Cll.DO YOU FEELTENSEWHEN YOU LISTEN TO ENGLISH?

YES NO

Japanese 2875.7%

OtherAsian 1356.5

LatinAmerican 1155.0

MiddleEastern 0 0.0

African 342.7

European 857.1

25.7% 924.3% 8.3%

ll.9 1043.5 9.2

10.1 945.0 8.3

0.0 8100.0 7.3

2.8 457.2 3.7

7.4 642.9 5.5

Tota1 63 57.8 46 42.2

C12.WHAT LANGUAGEDO YOU USEON CAMPUSTO YOUR

FRIENDS FROM THESAMECOUNTRY?:

NATIVELANGUAGE HALFANDHALF ENGLISH

Japanese

OtherAsian

LatiIIAmerican

MiddleEastern

African

European

17 46.0% 15.6%

10 43.5 9.2

1 5.0 0.9

7 87.5 6.4

0 0.0 0.0

5 35.7 4.6

17 46.0% 15.6%

6 26.1 5.5

12 60.0 11.0

0 0.0 0.0

3 42.9 2.8

5 35.7 4.6
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0 0.0% 0.0%

5 21.7 4.6

6 30.0 5.5

1 12.5 0.9

4 57.1 3.7

4 28.6 3.7

Tota1 40 36.7 43 39.5 20 18.4
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C13.AREYOURTEACHERSKINDANDHELPFUL?:

YES NO

Japanese

OtherAsian

LatinAmerican

MiddleEastern

African

European

34 91.9% 31.2% 3

21 91.3 19.3 2

19 95.0 17.4 1

8100.0 7.3 0

7100.0 6.4 0

14100.0 12.8 0

.1% 2.8%

.7 1.8

.0 0.9

.0 0.0

.0 0.0

.0 0.0

Total lO3 94.5

APPENDIx2A

TESTOFENGLISHASAFOREIGNLANGUAGE(8/19)

THE1987SUMMERSESSl0NH

Level JapaneseAV OthersAV ClassAV

Person Score Person Score Person Score

3A 3 413.30 5 386.20 8 396.38

3B 6 447.17 1 443.00 7 446.57

4 6 453.33 5 472.20 11 461.91

5A 3 482.33 7 510.60 10 502.10

5B 4 471.50 8 522.20 12 505.33

5C 2 475.00 10 507.60 12 502.17

5D 2 528.50 7 538.70 9 536.44

5E 2 528.50 10 548.40 12 545.08

5F 4 557.25 9 559.00 13 558.46

5G 4 549.25 8 571.60 12 564.17

SIFP 0 0.00 8 540.90 8 540.90

36 485.17 78 522.40 114 510,66
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APPENDIx 2B

MICHlGAN TEST 1(7/15),THE1987SUMMER SESSION ll

PROFICIENCY

Level Japanese Others Class

AV AV AV

3A(3/8/ll) 38.33

3B(6/3/9) 51.00

4 (8/5/13) 61.37

5A(4/10/14) 65.73

5B(5/8/13) 61.40

5C(3/10/13) 57.33

5D(5/8/13) 74.80

5E(4/ll/15) 78.75

5F(4/10/14)､ 82,00

5G(5/ll/16) 87.80

SIFP(0/8/8) 0.00

45.85 39.63

49.66 45.50

60.40 61.00

62.30 63.28

67.75 65.30

70.90 67.76

76.50 75.84

79.45 79.26

84.00 83.42

88.82 88.50

72.50 72.50

AURAL

Japanese Others Class

AV AV AV

57.33 60.33 59.33

67.33 54.00 64.00

66.87 70.25 68.00

68.75 78.80 75.92

75.60 76.37 76.07

80.00 82.00 81.50

84.80 84.42 84.58

85.25 82.50 83.28

84.50 86.44 85.84

91.20 88.80 89.60

0.00 72.00 72.00

203

47/92/139 65.85 68.92 67.45 76.16 75.99 76.37

MICHIGAN TEST 2(8/20).THE1987SUMMER SESSlON Il

3A(3/8/ll) 55.33

3B(6/3/9) 65.00

4 (8/5/13) 64.42

5A(4/10/14) 6250

5B(5/8/13) 74.40

5C(3/10/13) 73.66

5D(5/8/13) 75,00

5E(4/ll/15) 78.00

5F(4/10/14) 79.75

5G(5/ll/16) 84.25

SIFP(0/8/8) 0.00

48.50 50.77 73.00

60.66 63.77 73.83

66.80 65.41 68.57

69.30 67.35 73.00

72.42 73.25 80.80

76.33 75.66 79.66

79.14 77.63 84.50

80.36 79.85 83.75

82.90 82.00 85.75

85.77 85.30 8675

78.57 78.57 0.00

67.16 69.13

74.33 74.00

77.20 72.16

81.87 78.91

83.00 82.75

77.88 78.33

83.28 83.72

85.81 85.26

87,50 86.91

89.37 88.50

81.14 81.14

47/92/139 71.23 .72.80 72.68 78.91

Michigan2-1- 5.38 3.88 5.23 2.75

80.78 80.07

4.79 3.70
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Level

3A(ll)

3B(9)

4 (13)

5A(14)

5B(13)

5C(13)

5D(13)

5E(15)

5F(14)

5G(16)

SIFP(8)

人 文 研 究 第75輯

APPENDIX 2C

COMPARISONBETWEENMICHIGANTEST 1(7/15)

ANDTEST2(8/20)

THE1987SEMMERSESSIONIJ,CLASSAVERAGE

PROFICIENCY

Test1 Test2 Progress

39.63 50.77 11.14

45.50 63.77 18.27

61.00 65,41 4.41

63.28 67.35 4,07

65.30 73.25 7.95

67.76 75.66 7.90

75.84 77.63 1.79

79,26 79.85 0.59

83.42 82.00 -1.42

88.50 85.30 -3.20

72.50 78.57 6.07

AURAL

Test1 Test2 Progress

59.33 69.13 9.80

64.00 74.00 10.00

68.00 72.16 4.16

75.92 78.91 2.99

76.07 82.75 6.68

81.50 78.33 -3.17

84.58 83.72 -0.86

83.28 85.26 1.98

85.84 86.91 1.07

89.60 88.50 -1.10

72.00 81.14 9.14

(139)

P

弘

諏

4

弘

田

虻

帥

班

防

犯

肝

67.45 72.68 5.23 76.37 80.07 3.70

PROFICIENCYANDAURAL

98.96 119.90 20.94

109.50 137.77 28.27

129.00 137.57 8.57

139.20 146.26 7.06

141.37 156.00 14.63

149.26 153.99 4.73

160.42 161.35 0.93

162.54 165.11 2.57

169.26 168.91 -0.35

178.10 173.80 -4.30

144.50 159.71 15.21

143.83 152.76 8.93
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