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COLT Part B2 X 58152 )ik & ZDOME

oA wHeW H O#E OFof U FH OB
a 5% ¥ H-F K FhF
1. [FC®IC

AL, BEBIZ T TH % COLT (Communicative Orientation of Language Teaching
Observation Scheme) Part B # AW, HFERESX ST 2EHE522bDTHY., 21
WE->T, COLT DERICEENT 2 Z L 2HELTWw 5,

R TEET— L, ZhE2HOWTEELZBEL, 2T 203ERERI L TH S,
HEIWIE, COLT LW S HFRFTELL WO T REEREND 25, oFHFh ik,
FEEFEIChZY, HoL KAWL TW S bDIdR VY, HEROFFERE T, BEBZD
7o O DEER AL R EPFBEFECHHED 1 DI & LT3 T COLT % v 2
FHESINTETWE, LoLahrs, 20%IE, Part A Z 0709 TH Y | Part B %
w7z b D (Evans, 2001 ; HAK « 3 - #1L « EH WG, BAEERHET) 3D %wv, 20HEH
. =2k, T oFERILIKTEEI—T o VI LERTT 2 wIEEIC, <0
HNBLBETHEN6Thb, bI—2F. KiixI—7T4 7321, ZOODHKE
BREDNEE 270 ThH D, HIEITHI TXEREZDDTH I, BERXODVTIE, £0D
FHEEERT 2L 0o THFAMATE, TR E > TEHERICKRIZDB T TH S, E7-,
COLT Part Bicid, 2 —7 1 ¥ 7 REFOTRICEHL T OPOMELRH Y, ThiZD
WT BRI T T <,

[
B

&

2. BESMEDFEEL COLT ZRAWHR

3% 2=y —va VICEH UREMTZI960ENR2 5 TbTE YD . HENTOHM DT
etk L CEEORE L OBBREFINRDE oI, HivEEEORTE 2SI L T 3
VAT LADRFES Nz, FTH19T0EMRIC L < e U7z 1R Flanders (cited in Allwright &
Bailey, 1991) i & 2HHAEFASHT (Flanders’ Interaction Analysis Categories : FIAC) #%
b, ZORESWHFICED ., Bl LFEHEDHKT - TH 2 HICREOBHIBERICHT S
iz (g, 1977),
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FIAC 3. BUEZBEHBELUNORIE T, BENDA ¥ F 7 v 3> D453 (Interaction
Process Analysis) O7z®ICHWSTzh | HEFEEBICBWTHRIRD D 2 B2 J7 O HIK
DEED. ZOFERHEA L L OREEPHF SN T E Tz, 1980FRIZA-> T, SHEEE
BHBRICa s a =y —ya Y HPLOBEBDILE 2 £, EREY AT AV ZNERBLIZ SO
DFAFEEIND LSk oTc 9 LIEEESMEDERK L b E I NSHRENLZES L
COLT Th 2 (R, 1990), Z OBIZERIZ. BE_SHEORELERRCHBZE -STL. zhi
IVasa=r—yvarAnEatx 0B RELHET 2 HNTH F 2 D Spada 5 I
Lo ThFEI NI, 2ZTHWONTW B4 T TV —id, Flanders ® FIAC I iR U THL
L. E 2 ic o Twa,

COLT &, Part A, Part B 2 20D/ %— 3555, Part A 2{HH L 7-#%E, Part B 2ff
R U758, Part A, Part B 2fla&be THA L ZHPEOIRIC R Tw <,

Part A CREENTOSFERE L IBEREEY) 7V Y 4 A THE -T2, HENTO
WE 2SR, BENE. #M2 80w o»r0r 7Y —FlcsHilld2 2 cic kv, 88
EFEGRL ERRETE S, B EFENEEZ) T VYA AT T 22 LICED. B
FEEE LR RO DI T 2 2 L TE, HMABLHRNES R Z s, IBFETE
Part A Z W7 EN S &G &N Tw 3 (Terdal, Dunn, & Gaynor 1997; Taguchi, 2005 ;
R « YA - - WA, 2004 5 A3 - L - FH - B - R - WG - fth, 2005)

COLT BFED—ANTH % Spada (1987) ik, COLT Part A >, &+ DKRFD ESL
777 LB T, FHENFOEOVAED L 5 CHFEMRCEE 2 RIEZ T r %, I - =Y
T—H VML, HEOBGEZHS M Lz, BT —% Tk, SERREHO 7 72T
BCET A D ORERB RS Teo BRZANDS, X=X T 1 v 7 REMBMEbN, FEHE
ORRZF| ST LRSI RENTZ 7 TATE VA=Y T A PORERBECZ L8bhro Tz,

COLT Part B TR L FEHE, - 3FEFLFEE L ORBOREFE 2L DrDh T
TV —WHELGETT) CLICE DVARPERIET 5, 2070 BWHEL2EODIT I 2 =7 —
¥ar~OfFAkEZ S COLT Part A L VIEFEICRT C e TE, L VFHLWEREORH %
BHSICT 2 2 EDTARETH %,

Evans (2001) 3B O/ EAZEN & HRAEMOBZEANTOFELEDE % COLT Part B %
FAWTHREEL 72, HARANBEINLEESIETH 2 HFERMEAZENC AL {HERL Tuizd
DO, ¥FEFHKFE LT EHTEME L Tnic, SEAZN E HAAKMOSEHEAOZZR
SNz L L. ¥FEBEORKECIENH ST SEAZN - HAAZHTIOR W ICD S 3
FREDERRZ B 217> Tz, L L, COLT Part B TIIEAf & 28 H. £/ 3FHH L
BHELOFRFEEMZCGER - MNT 22 ENTELN, ZORNEEET 2 2 X TET, il
DFFEEMAEDEL ZERBEL TV,

FHA -l (BREHERT) 3. ARFIEBW IS a=r—ya Yy 2HNE T 3HEE S 0s 5
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AMEBRICED LD CHE SN TWwE ., /o, 207077 A0HER EOREEFL T»
LIV T, COLT Part B & Sequential Analysis (e. g., Markee, 2000) ZffF L. #iZ2-
S EAT o720 Z ORGSR, ARFOEBOBENHORESTEDFE D, FEFHEOBERESTZT T
FeK. FEPESRFAL T e, IVFEICa S 2= —Y a Y OfEAEEZHIET %
ZENTET,

R (2003) 1&. COLT Part A & COLT Part B 2fladbEFEic kD, #—A b
V7 O EHE CHAE R R Z T B L — A b7 ) 7 ANl (AJT) & HARAZEf (NJT)
DIFEFEOBENEDSH Uz, AJT 1E NJT ICHARL 1 ORAREZ WS DD, 553720 OIEHK
3% o7z, NJT IEL 2 OFEHIEZ WA F S EHIRFHE2Z {CNJT 328, R¥EE TOH
BRHATZITBY ., HEOEROFRE, FICEBOREDL T 24 —A 7V 7 O¥KT
DOAARFEOWREICH TIZO TV BHEANE S Lz,

Yu (2006) 1&. BEOKFOHEIE Y T ACB VT, EHROIRFEEZEEE QEBHRES. £
MEHESSFERNOBRICER 2> - BHEE2T> Twb %, COLT Part A & Part B 24
HEDERTHRCEI DS LIz, ZORE, REFCIHESHEIEHNXIZLAER ST,
7o, BATZFEDOAEY) R SEBFE A O IR L Tz, AR I S oI
Yl BB 2R T FIT T TR o7z, SRS S Yu IZHEEBHT O+ F RERES
HHOEEEZHERHL Tw 5,

Gaynor, Dunn, & Terdal (1997) 2% % &, COLT iX Part A, B & & IZi58EFfE L 2EA
BeBig - T 2L U CHBHARRIICEE I TE D . IERRD» 5 b 2 D24
HBELTWwW5, £/, 23— NMEOFIFZITS 2 LI X D &R TOF—nR S n. ([FlEME
PEEDLELTWDS,

PAIEDSEITHIZE» 5 S COLT 133 S a=r —v a Y 2R LCEE 70 7 7 A ORES
ELTEPart A B EBICHGEY -V ThHEEHZONLIN . WEPEEND HLEFEET 5,

Y %o

3. COLT Part BOEREHT I —&a—F1 7

COLT Part Bid. #ffiL #EHE, FEHE L FEEOMOTEORL VI 2oL, 2212
Ronsaia=r—yarOEAEOEEVWESNT LD THS, AT, Spada & Froh-
lich (1995) %%z, COLT Part BIC X 2EBEO N 7 TV — ek iiHT 2L L b
. BTN R, BRI OV TR S,
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3.1 COLT Part BIZ2WT
BZn73Y -k, 1) Off task (FEEZERE)) . 2) Use of target language ((FHSEE).

3) Information gap ([&E¥##&#). 4) Sustained speech (FFE#&E) 5) Reaction to form or

message (FER,/ NENDILE). 6) Incorporation of student/teacher utterances (&%,

BENOFEFEER) . 7) Discourse initiation (FKFFFEH) 8) Form restriction (JBHHIR) &

gahi. 1), TEHOA TV —3E510WL D00V 7H 73 —-HBIZSPNT W5,

DT, figkicEo&, Z2hZhosr73) — 220 THAT 2, ( )NOESEIMROBEAE

5ThH2,

1) Off task (FE#ZZEWEH) (1)

HEHOBEZE Y 73 — T, BlZI1E, #AHC L 2 R/EDOENEE, EHOH ) F 27 4
WCBERDIEIEEITH %,

2) Use of target language (HFAEEE) (2. 3. 20. 21)

L1 (BB w28, L2 GE2E8R CWIrHKE»EXSDT2h 73 —Th2,

3) Information gap (fE#A%z) (4~7. 22~25)

BERNTFRIEE DD THLIDEI D EHOD T 2ODOBEN T TV —Thb, 2D
D7 HT IV =50, Giving information ([FHEEARL) 13X &1 Predictable (F48
HJRETEER) & Unpredictable (FRERAIGEEHR) OB EIC X5 S 41, Requesting information

(HHRER) 138 512 Pseudo request (BELIEK) & Genuine request (EIEER) X
FaNb, FlzIE, Hifios [SHORKE? ] L&, FEED [IFELTT ] LG50
1Z. Pseudo request ® & & @ Predictable information OfEf & 7 3,

4) Sustained speech (FFhiE) (8. 9. 26~28)

FiE DK & % Ultraminimal (1. 2 §8). Minimal ( 3 ZBLA_ L DA, #i. 30). Sustained (3
DEDEN KRS T 2473 —Thb, %8, Ultraminimal 13FEEHDFEED 4 % KR
LT BHEETDH 5,

5) Reaction to form or message (B AE~DELE) (10, 11, 32, 33)
FEEIH T 2INEN Z OFER CUE. 5. BE) T 5 6 0h. BERPSHE IS
TH5LDRDO0%EXRDTHHT IV —Thb,

6) Incorporation of student/teacher utterances (33 %,/ ZHl O FEEER) (12~18. 34~40)
Bl FEEPECOFEEIH LTI IR BIEEERDT 2100473V —Th b,
Correction (§]1E) . Repetition (1) . Paraphrase (#25). Comment (G&#&#F) . Expansion

(#r5%) . Clarification request (BAffE{LEI3K). Elaboration request (FERULEER) D 7
DOEBF XS T %, Correction IZFEF IR T % SCEM L FTIERLIR D OFEM. Repetition
BRSIIHNT 5 —Eh 2 3O R L, Paraphrase 1355 OET -tz . Comment
WHB T 2HEND 5 WITEENILNE . Expansion I3FEEAEDILRD 2\ X BEE
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T 2EROAI. Clarification request IZFEF T 2 HFERE ZHHET 272D DRKIES
PR D E R, Elaboration request 1ZFE ORI T 2 BMIBEHRDOERTH %,

7) Discourse initiation (FXF5EFE)
FHENEFNCBIR T 2RKEOHEE R ML 10D, FHEDHKZINT 2 a—Ftod
T3V —=ThH5%,

8) Form restriction (FERHFIR)
FHENFHGET 2 LTHRIN LI EHBEROFIROEELHS P ICT 270D, FHEDFH
¥ 2a—RNbDs 7TV —Th%, Choral work (—FEH). Restricted (HIEE
). Unrestricted GEFIRFR) cX453r &N %, Choral work 13E T NVFERICHENT Y 7
AT IR T L vl FEFEEANTR2CHIR S 125G T, Restricted [ZZHTR 7
FA Mg LWL YL OFEEDOFEERICHIRENER X 1L 286, Unrestricted 130T
BT F A M LI & HIRNEE S FEENHB LA THRET 2565 TH 5,

3.2 A—T 4T nEA

MERCRT I—T 4 YT ORNREL ST DIE, ARFORRE « EXF2HELT 2FRIO 14F
M I BEEE S N REEERERI 7 0 7 F A OHELNBENC L 2 WEO—ERT [ LZHED R T v
FIAT] KT IRNEDT FA I ZHWTEELERLVID LTWBHETH 5, LTIk
ODO~QDHFR S D A —T 4 ¥ T DHEERT,

QO FEEZ . NBFICE LA HT 72 1B L T w2351 TH %, “What’s the example of-+-?”
EVO BV EEDINEETOTETERWEMT.ES i 3 A LD T, L2, Genu-
ine request, Sustained IZF = v 7 2 AL %,

@0 Fa L. FEPOOHHH O %321 T, “sensitive” L IGEL T 2BHETH 5,
FHRIFZDOHE., ETEZ 20X TEZ ik EOBR T 2HIRE2EM» oI T
W, iz, OOEMICHY 28R, BHETHL2HENC L > TRETE 20HDT
H%, &-oT. L2, Unpredictable, Ultraminimal, Unrestricted iIZ7 = v 7 % A#L 5%,

@DFEGIX. FEVPBEIOFERIHE . BEIHIEE L T 23 (should) % > T THEE
LESELTEVWLEAREZATH%, Predictable, Restricted I2F = v 7 & AL 5,

UL oa02 X511, 2—7 4 Y7275 8E T, REEOERZIEMICHT A S %

TRz ed, REOHEEFDOAHZO T, FREE T 472 E bRV K LUHIET 2 Lo 72kl
TEEZEENKD SN L,
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4, &EEHHE

4.1 COLT Part B m&Et

Y — v BB  BALE U CHl L FAEORFE RS ITHM LA T T —NOZRThD
HEWKKXSGT 2%, HHOXRGIZEENRONIEEZF 2w I BDOFondD, 73V —H
DHFZOHFICH 2HEDOHETER I N5 LUT FIfi Tl R7: ARFZORED—FD 3 —
Tavs (F1) BHWT, HEAHEERT,

2. Sustained speech 2Nz L iE. A7 TV —ANOIEHIZ DWW T, Minimal 121 3 DO,
Sustained 121X 2 DD F = v 7B A>TV S, 2D F = v 785 LOHERTHEL T 2L, 20
ZHOHEHHE X Minimal 7360%. Sustained 2340% & 75 %,

Incorporation of student/teacher utterances {22\ Tld. Form & Message IZ[X43r L T
Reaction to form/message DIEH (form/message) Wb FEIRFICF = v 7 2 ANS, FEHI
i, FEOFEFEABTOERISH L T, BEIN T ZEZNIGEL I AL T 255, DFD
FOHENDFEE “She does. So is your house the traditional household.” IZ DWW TlZ,
Message, Comment IZF = v 7 25A % (R 1EHHESD), —H. FEOFKENFIIXL T, &

%1 Analysis and Synthesis of Teacher Verbal Interaction

TRANSCRIPTS TEACHER VERBAL INTERACTION
Target | Information |Sustained|Reaction| Incorporation of student
language gap speech |[to form utterances
Giving [Request.
Info. | Info.
= 7 o
5 & y K
Sl HEEEEEE
ol . . ) < Q () =l — [ b o
7 i ciE=1IR= £ SRl =R = A R B
< Lo s|=E|ElR S| o|Blal E| 5L
= Sl &l z| 2| eS| E| 4 8. S 8 &lEls
Sl S B 0|5 83| 28] 283 x| =|.%
Olnalan |~ lnla| o alodom
112|3|4|5|6|7|8|9(10(11(12|13|14|15|16(17(18
T: She does. So is your house
® the traditional household. v v v v
T: Is your house traditional
@ household? Do you think? v v v
®)| S: My mother making-
@| T: My mother sorry? v v v v
®)| S: Makes dinner.
®| T: Makes dinner. v v v v v
@®| T: But she also works? v v v v
S: My father don’t have don’t
strong.
©| T: He isn’t strong. v v v v v
S: He don’t have power.
@| T: He doesn’t have power. v Vv v v
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%2 Calculating Part B feature in Combination

Form-related incorporations 29%
Correction + Paraphrase 2/7=0.29=29%
Message-related incorporations 71%
Comment 1/7=0.14=14%
Repetition + Comment 1/7=0.14=149%
Clarification request 1/7=0.14=14%
Elaboration request 2/7=0.29=29%

Bi2SZ DFFEERMEVIRL DD XA > N 2IZ 258, B2 I3ROFEEDFHEE “Makes dinner.”
WX U CEERDS “Makes dinner.” L I0E T 5855 1X. Message, Repetition, Comment @ 3 I8
HizF=zv 7 BA% (FI1IEEHES®), 2. H#4£E0D “My mother making:--” OZ?‘TL"C%IEFE
2% “My mother sorry?” LI &R T L5 GEE. DD, FEOHKIFEOANEL K T, Hbf
NZF DOEWRDOIHEL 23K D 23541213, Message, Clarification request & %% (£ 1 HEHES
@)o 7z FEDFEFANFICH L T, FIEMEHRZ KD 2 HESFEECT L UTbh i 5E,
2 % Y RO DOFEES “Is your house traditional household? Do you think?” % “But she
also works?” & Message & Elaboration request D¥EHIZZNZENIZF = v 7B A D, Mes-
sage, Elaboration request ZNZFNICT I NF =y 70A% (R1HEEHFSQOD), L b
Message (ZBb 2 HAMOIW D AL D a—T 4 » 7HITH 5,

Kz, Form Wb 2 BAEMDEL D :A A OB % [EREICFK % VW TR T, F4ED “My father don’t
have don’t strong.” &2 FEHIZX LT, #hfiH “He isn't strong.” LI6ET % & 5 BHaE.
2%, ZEOHKFEOEEERICOVTEIERZ LOOF WAL 384121% Form, Correction,
Paraphrase I27- = v 7 A% (R1HEEHESO®), FLEDHEE “He don’t have power.” IZXF
T 5 HETDIRE “He doesn’t have power.” d [Al#£1C Form, Correction, Paraphrase & 7 %

(F1HEEBSQ) . LTFE. UEHIE L THIT RO Y AA I T 5 HEOFEHETH
%o

F21k. £1OHEEN X BHD A (G 7[E) % Form/Message Blic, HHE Z L i L
bDTHDS, SlRCHEDL 2 bD029% THZDITH L, Ay —VIcBb 2 b DIET1% T
HbIERRLTWD, BEIOFEHENDFIENDINED L « G - Foi s L i
LTaENTHE00, MOBHSOER - HECHL TEEINTWE0Hn, k722hTho
IBEDHRE %S LZDEIGEH5 2 LT, BENTOSEEINCHED 2 FEEEICOWTO
FENTREL 2 5,

4.2 Sequential Analysis DEET
Colt Part B Tld. #fifi L #EHE. $-FEHEMCBU2FHFHOPLD L V32 Z KRR
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FoTa—7wrr7sh, EFtandH, FEEABED LS CEEL, HEIhTw 3001 zH
ST B T EBTER VL, FARM (FFRHET) Tld. 2 DEER D 72 O BRI (Sequen-
tial Analysis) IZFEDWTHEET 2 HFEEBEA L, SEEOEMOMLF 2RO 7 DS T,
FNZTNOHEEREN Lo, HESTE I, BB % 812 £ > TEHL (Initiation) . ZhiZ
LU THAEDNIGE L (Response) . RN L CHEfA T X > M %21z T (Follow-up) B
BIL Tw< Z &a3% v (Sinclair & Coulthard, 1975), L2 L. FEOTETR (Instruction) O
LS WCHEDFIAD A T % b D (Initiation alone) . FEDNETKDL2HE (IR) %
Y. RHEORENDEVRONZ AT -2 bbb, 2iEH IRF U EICERT 201, S5
EBIERERDI2D . BEROHMILEZ KD 2G5S ONELHBES BT LHERET,

IRF ®#1Z Elaboration request % Clarification request. #\>l¥ Expansion 7% £ 535t < H&
Thb, N EICFEEELE < HEE. IRF + Elaboration request + Clarification request
Sr LCEBOMEAERLUTET Lz, AT 7 D058 %@bIC)D 3 /38 — 23T TR,

(@) IRF £ TRLZKW/Y —>

1) Instruction (Unpredictable information D #)

2) Initiation alone (Request information M &)

3) IR (Request information & Giving information @ #4 T Incorporation M 7\> % D)
(b) IRF DA TR 5/85 — >

4) IRF alone (Request information, Giving information, and Incorporation)
() IRF 253 5IEMALTWwE Y —

5) IRF + Elaboration request

6) IRF + Clarification request

7) IRF + Expansion

£ 11Z. AR X 2 EBINER%Z KD 3 Fvm» 10 “Is your house traditional household? Do
you think?” (Elaboration request) 1ZX3 %224 DRE “My mother making:+” 2% L T#
Fifilx “My mother sorry?” & =DM %K (Clarification request) . FEDIHE % %)
T. & 51 “But she also works?” &8/NfE#R%ZEK L (Elaboration request) 3% Z & T,
FHEDOFEE 2L T3, IRF + Clarification request + Elaboration request D% T» %

(R 1EHHBEZQO~ODIN) o 72D & D IXFEDOFGEO AR D 16T 2 HE O F it
Z. “He isn’t strong.” ® “He doesn’t have power.” &%t & . FJIE (Correction) &5 Wiz

(Paraphrase) D7 4 — KNy 7 2{T5 T3 (£ 1HEESO~Q), HALELEDFKEE25]
SHLIZ2=AT7 4 7% D EDBEHENTWLHITH S,

— 106 —



COLT Part B2 kX 28I Hik & 7 ORERS

5. FEm

FEHBICHETOSEHEALZBZEL TH B L. COLT Part BiZidw < D ORESENH 5 2
EBbrst, ZIZTR. ZORESE, a—7T 4 > 7, EiF, §FHlico 0 TET,

5.1 A—F 1> J LORIES

Pesudo requestiZ. &G L 1 Z DBFR2 M > TV 208 M EFENSHEER 2 C2BEZ TICE
LB A B ZHEPD 27D N5 EM (IFHROEK) TH % ,—77.Genuine request ik . 5%
LENZDEHEHS T, TNEHD 12072 DIZNRIERMTH S5, LLLENS, ZDER
BT LM IS 2T, PROEIC Z ADERICL > TELTE 2 L 5% 0», BEAR

(BemdEf ) Tld, A0 H 2 FEREROE®RZ S b D, Genuine request & L7z, Z LI,
V=T 4 Y TBMERCTIRETHD L) T R2HELIERTH -7, EBORELE
B 5 LMD £ D % <. Genuine request TH 2 YW LEEWEH b ED 5 72,

COLT Part Bid. F& LT, SEMpEIC L > THEEZ2DE L Tnw5, LaLars, BR
WEHLLEDEEERL T 3850 H 5, £ DREHIH, Repetition TH 2, ZOHHIZ, EH
HIDFELEOMY KL 215 L. TN EEOHEAE (B 21X, 583) 1& COLT Part B OEHKDOHT
FHRSN TR, iz, HHEL T2 ODMBEIN TR 201, BENELZ>TVLLH0
WhHO, a—T 472 L LTS, ZO—2H, Correction & Paraphrase TH V. %
FFFTERER L ClibN s 2 3% V. Spada & Frolich (1995, p.78) H o & Z OREL %
L T2,

SEHREEVWI LD, ZOHKERED IS CHBEIN I DI > TRUSEINTWBEIE
HbH 2, 2Dz, 1 DDOEHED Sequential Analysis Tldk. &L B -7 R 5 2 e
b5, FDRERFH, Unpredictable information TH V. % DFEEDEWRS FHIATHE & BEE
ENBEEHICHo NS, ZOHEHBIZ., Genuine request DIEEE LT HWSON S, Tz, #
FIDH RIS L Th, FEH I L > CETFHARHRELBERTHZ2 L LTHwONE Z &
N5, HEREIEF. SEEOWMNTIEE L £ 285 2T %25, COLT Part B Tl
ZMH LTI DOHEEL2HAEL TWRVWDTH 5,

120473V =ik, TRRAELZEEPETHBEINTWIDIT TR, hvuEzndir
BLanooEE TRAT 2 2 &85 %, 21X, Incorporation of student utterances &
WS AH 7 TV —izik. Confirmation & WHHENZ W, HA-M (REERTF) TIE. HBEE
& - T Comment *® Clarification request 7 125348 L 7z,

5.2 K&t EORES
COLT Part B i&. Sequential Analysis #Ei% L. [EROF v v &S| &I LI HKEEDE
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B ZHiHEIZ L T\ %, Spada & Frohlich (1995) 3. BHREIC I TWiewns, 35— 2E
AELT, RO2ODWN%EFZTER LI EBbh s,

1 Pseudo request — Predictable information — (Reaction to form) Incorporation of
student/teacher utterances
2 Genuine request — Unpredictable information — (Reaction to message) Incorpora-

tion of student/teacher utterances

L2 L7236 Pseudo request IZ22AEDSEE 2 T 2 7285513 Unpredictable information
La—74r73h, 2T L ERO 1 OL S RNz s L3R Lwv, 20X 5 cHkkR
WD 512 b b 53, Peudo request & Unpredictable information &A%< &5 & L
%720 $#3E D Genuine request DIHE TH % D7 Pseudo request DIRETH 2 Db h 5 7%
WEIH o> TWnad,

%72, COLT Part B THRESIN TV SEHROPY L DIE, 35— FThDT, EFHER
EHLO TIE, ThEB27bDOREHT 5 I LWL EW S MEND 5,

REZEHET 272012, BIRELSBERRICE T2, X3R4T, FA—2 7 A 25 -
EEORREL T2,

KITREND K51, #ElD Pseudo request & 1 [Al. Genuine request 13338 TH %, %
XL T, F4D Predictable information & 1 [Bl. Unpredictable information 1Z32[ET&%

% (F4), ZOHEEHTIZ. Pseudo request — Predictable information, Genuine request —

# 3 Descriptive Statistics of Teacher Verbal Interaction: Off task, Target language and
Information gap

Information gap

Target language Giving info. Request info.
Pseudo Genuine
Off task L1 L2 Predict. Unpredict. requ. requ.
0 0(0.0%) 97(100.0%) 0(0.09%) 16(100.09) 1(3.0%) 33(97.0%)

# 4 Descriptive Statistics of Student Verbal Interaction: Discourse initiation, Target
language and Information gap

Information gap

Target language Giving info. Request info.
Discourse Pseudo Genuine
Initiation L1 L2 Predict. Unpredict. requ. requ.
1 3(7.3%) 38(92.7%) 1(3.0%) 32(97.0%) 0(0.09%) 1(100.0%)
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35 Descriptive Statistics of Teacher Verbal Interaction: Off task, Target language and
Information gap

Information gap

Target language Giving info. Request info.
Pseudo Genuine
Off task L1 L2 Predict. Unpredict. requ. requ.
0 0(0.09%) 94(100.0%) 0(0.09%) 23(100.0%) 0(0.09%) 19(100.09)

# 6 Descriptive Statistics of Student Verbal Interaction: Discourse initiation, Target
language and Information gap

Information gap

Target language Giving info. Request info.
Discourse Pseudo Genuine
Initiation L1 L2 Predict. Unpredict. requ. requ.
1 3(5.8%) 49(94.2%) 0(0.0%) 40(100.0%) 0(0.09%) 2(100.09%)

Unpredictable information & 9 B3 ne Db L3 FHARN S,

F5 K6 X, HIOFR—2 7 A %5 « FEHOHRELTWE, ZO7 7 ADEEIF, HiO
I2IADEI BRI RTOVEACIE R > TRV, B TRENS L D12, HD Pseudo
request 1& 0 [B], Genuine request 1Z19ETH %, Fhx L T, F4ED Predictable informa-
tion iZ 0 [l Unpredictable information 13401 T®H % (& 6 ), < DEHEF T, Pedudo request
bl AT B0 TH B Predictable information ® 724> &35 DIF 3 I 13 F A B
5 ZEMTES, L L. Genuine request & Unpredictable information O D753 b [ZBHFE L
12 { V3, Genuine request DinEr & L T D Unpredictable information I¥19EIH 57212 LT H .
%D 215D Unpredictable information BED L S I L TR ENTZHIZOVTIE, Z DES
ORI TIHIEEST 22 L3 TER Y,

FENCEAXT A % L Incorporation of student utterances (2 Clarification request, Elabo-
ration request ® Expansion Z&# ¥ —>»21EH Y (FT7ERE). ZORE L LT Unpre-
dictable information TH 2 A[REMEN R W E¥b 95, 2D X I LT EFHDHESTH3 ¥ —
CETDRD, TNLIEOTRNEZERE T 270101k, BBROEXREFHFHIC R TEET L 2 L0
Bice b,
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# 7 Descriptive Statistics of Verbal Interaction:
Incorporation of Student/Teacher Utterances

Form-related incorporations 6(11.3%)
Correction + Repetition 2( 3.8%)
Comment 1( 1.9%)
Repetition + Comment 2( 3.8%)
Clarification request 1( 1.9%)
Message-related incorporations 47(88.7%)
Repetition + Comment 16(29.6%)
Repetition + Clarification request 2( 3.8%)
Comment 12(22.29%)
Clarification request 8(14.7%)
Expansion 4( 7.4%)
Elaboration request 6(11.0%)

5.3 FHMEORMER

COLT T, 2 =74 7 &GO FFEIFHLINT W E D, Zhix D L5 IFHiiT % D
MEWVD FIZ DOV TIEfN STV, Fl 228 THBHT % & | [ Genuine request 7% Pseudo
request IZHERTE W E W EHFERVB D72 LTH, 2B 2ERT 3D, ED LS
ZEHIL 72 5 B O BBR S L TOBR WD TH B, AU, COLT #BEZBD » %k L7
bOTHY., TNEEZSHDIRMOMELSHl-> TIThETNIEnTRursTH S,

6. ¥l

AT, COLT (Communicative Orientation of Language Teaching Observation
Scheme) Part BOELE 73— a—7 4 VI BIUOEHOFEEME Lz, /. a—
T4 v T REFTEOMERIC DOV T b Uz, B OB TR L VIELBZE Lo
T2 Lid. HEVROUEDI:DICHETH %, COLT ZJA L ST 2 BEBIEET
HY., INERCTFRPHME SN TE TS, Part Bid, £HOHF AT ITY — 32—
T4 V7B X UL HEOEMBIREENE S 720 Part A IHIR L THAFIS DL, L L,
Part BIid. ZDFERIC L VRELED I 2 =7 —v a U ADEAKEIZ OV T LD FEL WFE
OS2 T 2 ZENHRETH D BEDM 27725 L TERITH 5, FKamh, &HFED
WL BERNREDOFERICHF G T2 2 L &> Twb,

i
1 Spada & Frohlich (1995) Tlk, 20 a—7 4 > 7f» 5% 2 % & | Pesudo request IZ533HE 115 AJREME:

DE,
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(SUMMARY)

Issues in Observing Language Classes Using COLT Part B

Yasushi KAwAI, Yuko SAKAI Yoshiki YOKOYAMA,
Hiroki IsHizukA, Chikako AOKI

The purpose of this methodological paper is to give guidance for the use of COLT
(Communicative Orientation of Language Teaching Observation Scheme) and discuss
issues and probable solutions in implementing this method. The standardization of the
class observation system is essential to describe, compare, and analyze language classes.
COLT is a tool for the in-class interaction analysis that was developed by Spada &
Frohlich (1995) to measure communication-orientation in language teaching. It is widely
used in academic research for interaction process analysis, pre- and in-service teacher
education, as well as action research for reflective teaching. COLT consists of Part A and
Part B. The authors previously introduced Part A (Ishizuka, et al., 2005); thus, this paper
focuses on Part B. Recently in Japan, class observation research using COLT has in-
creased; however, the majority of research utilizes Part A. Part B requires labor intensity
in coding and calculation. The coding procedure is also complicated. Part B though
provides more precise information regarding class communication-orientation than Part A
does. This paper, first, briefly discusses the development of class observation tools and
reviews studies using COLT. Then, observation categories and coding system are ex-
plained with examples from the authors’ recent study. Lastly, issues in coding and
calculation procedures are discussed. This paper hopefully benefits researchers and

practitioners in improving second language education.
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