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The aim of this study was to examine whether the Consecutive Interpreting Approach,
designed exclusively for an LL/CALL system environment, is functional or not in normal
classroom settings. After a 3-month implementation of medical interpreting training based on
this approach, two types of questionnaires were given to 75 students to find out how they
perceived this prosody-oriented learning procedure. Initially, a difficulty of preserving SL
prosody during English shadowing was the biggest concern. However, this turned out to be a
mere presumption after analyzing the data carefully. The results revealed that the
‘shadowing’ and ‘reproduction’, which are core elements of this approach, were positively
received by the students, thereby signifying the approach to be applicable to the normal
classroom environment. The findings also paved the way for further quantitative researches

to confirm the effectiveness of this approach.

1. [FC®HIC

2010 £ 6 HICHIEER EShZ21 OEFE, 7 ay =7 O —DIZEREBRZ LV
B s BT S TS, ZAUE T A4 E A %%@ﬁﬁﬂﬂ%w ENEZ T NINDIE
WBAREIET 28V Ob DT, HARIL 2020 FETIZHEERFO BB NTT VT Thy
T O A ST 52 BIRICL TV D, é%z:%@%m:rﬂw‘f\ EREEEVIERIC
B 24 NEEZEBEND AM BRG O CHELED D Lo o7, BILE, BAE O & JE =k
(BT, Table 1.0 #0 F47 (2B 2 E BR 5 = ~DOF A fim 32K (Benfield, 2011) 7205
RREINLINT, BRIZT T OE 42 O Thy 7 OF I 215 TWHEFE 25 THAI, LnLl—
FOERSFEIZBITDAM ERIZOW T, A (2009) 23 “medical English education
proved unsuccessful”’EFEHIL TNDEHIT, ZD BENL K ETEHEL TV A ER DI 55157
W, Eo, BRBLG CHEREFLLCOMEFELHITIa =T —BREICHEZNITTATH, £
{OGE IR OM BB R DR T T AT EVINE G I EHT 2 RERENTEH

IIZUKA Shigeki, “A post-implementation review of Consecutive Interpreting Approach in normal
classroom settings: a case study analysis of medical interpreting education at School of Nursing,
Jichi Medical University," Interpreting and Translation Studies, No.11, 2011. pages 75-93. © by the
Japan Association for Interpreting and Translation Studies.
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Table 1. Manuscripts in Annals of Thoracic Surgery V. HARADEESELRVEI KM

2005-2009 (2) e . - 3
Japan was the most prolific contributor among authors from EN %( CIYSGAS 72< N Fﬁ” };{ i (255
more than 27 EIL countries that provided about 70% of man- WTHEZLOBRERHRINS, B

uscripts and about 55% of publications.
2005 2006 2007 2008 2009

(2009) 1ZZ D XA 72 4R P A3 e <RV |
EREY TOBRE R EITHES

Submitted from Japan 382 403 353 395 436
Submitted from EIL nations 1801 1777 1697 1762 1980 . BHERRE L ToOEE@IRE N
Published from Japan 151 128 96 94 115 BRINZNWZEEEHE L TWA,

Published from EIL nations 616 561 512 521 562

:ﬂE@@fgiﬁg WCHAT2E matBIcES, BIRER R FE#Y Y HBEEER
St TR AR & 3 T%é%n@ﬁﬂi@ﬁﬁkab‘?EFEi))ﬁKT<é TiEO’C AMFFE T
%n%hgjﬁkb\ﬂ:%‘% FHICBITOHEMMELZIE N LI ERBRHEEF % Consecutive
Interpreting Approach (3%, 2010b) IZFE-D& - B %L | Ak LL/CALL = TOEEIZ
LS ETART 7o —F NG @ AETEITIITRE T L2000 E2RH LI, — IR IEFE- @

RBEBE IO E T 2L BNET 5,

2. ﬁf’a‘l’iﬂﬁ?—% ZEHICETAEZHRERER
2&?%%% BILAEGER B IX, EER T 2ENONDDL R FEFR B &L T
Db, %E IHREETICHRE, AAUGE, TEGEDO3IFHEOT IO 1 DX EETLHZ
EMMALIRSTUND, SFEEDRGEIBER 1L 75 4 T FHEMMEIT 1 £ 96%. 5%V
D 4%% 2L AFEENED D ERILATFEH 15 BOA TR T 5720, 4 [ THEAED
a.%.fs-é LT LILOTELOHMIL, AV FLRE B 4 AL T ARETODT N4, H1C
X720, F2, HEIZIL Power Point X° OHP Zfifi H Téﬁ_&)@7 nY x4 — K OATY —
iﬁ'*zboﬂ\ém CALL Y AT AL GEFAITRAL LI TR E S TuvZany, LR
AKELICBITLBFHBTREOME TH L2, 2010 ﬁEF*F@ Consecutive Interpreting
Approach(lbld )& W B ZE R E OB B DWWV A E LD HE Table 2.0 LBV L7 D,

Table 2. 2010 4 & L OB 5L M OE

2010 4B 2011 4E &
AN ERICB DR BB R KRB LBFHERE
O H=ERE LL #= L RLEIE
@ fRExtRHE B 39 4 KREAE TS 4
@ MK 50 4y xi# 3 [\]x3 4 A 90 4y x15 [A]
@ EHTFAR SCHEVRR AR B E B 9EEE 1 T XA BRI R BERE T X AR
Lingua-Land English Course Revised Because We Care (Inoue and Ihara,
Edition (#UE HiK, 2010) 2011). Cengage Learning.
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R 2010 FEDMZE TIXLL BEATEH L, S ¥R —A 7L T ug gl k3<7n
VT4 — B ORI EIT o7, $5AK(2007) 0K A (2011) DHFFERDEHALNISNTNDED
2 VA R = A T O REF RKBIZSEH T 720120 SL o7 vy T —F#R B oL HED
FREZIVTFHEZZ T RNWIL, ZLTHEEE B S OF P53 FHICH 00 E 38
WENZAVZVIHNICH B E LT R B DAL B 7D, DEVEBOFHE R ELTZ v R —
A7 DERKITITLL X° CALL Y AT LR EDFEHRMMNP A REF 2D THAY, £l2. Zh
SOV AT MITET=L —HEEEN TN T D720 | AEFEDHE SR A BN E 352 LM
T, JVAETIT 47 IR Al REL 72D, LN LA HEE TS BB E CORELRDID,
% OB F G DT E F G ICEH L, ZHoRBISN ., 38 3 [E1 &0 1 [E s
VO EBE O ZL T E N RICRE B L 5 2 TUE), RBALE 2T D 1% AL B
7 WL TS R AR IZFF BIA AUTE McLaughlin, Rossman & McLeod (1983) (ZXiviE, &
FEEERE D H B AL ER L, F O RTE B ORE B LB A R TR CGER SN A EF b, LB
WS B 2R BAT DR A ALEL S H Bh AL B ISR 4T 5720 121F, [R TR I
(BT DR — DRISZ VIR UAKR T2 0B R H LRI TND,

ZOEIIT 2010 FEORE LIS ELHE4 FE @ # = T?D Consecutive Interpreting
Approach O ERGIIARFNZR G EHSLON, TIEEEMICRT 7o —F O LD 53 HRZibo
ARRBREICKVEBELZ T L00, REITIXZOT 7m—F O EGERVIESEEHIC,
W SE AR CHRAES T DT ENEE LWy &2 4 E T 5,

3. Consecutive Interpreting Approach
3.1 Consecutive Interpreting Approach @ FJIH
Fig.l. lIART7 7 u—FO—HDOW %

Fig. 1. Consecutive Interpreting Approach @i i
RLIcbDThD, ZTTIEMEEE DR

Consecutive Interpretine Approach EREX L MR RAEMARDBENEN
) DFNAZHDNWTHEHT D, M. KT 7
@ s [©)| Reproduction | | 5y 3¢ i 3 5 gy 0 4 VT O 0R
oth in -
_ ! L1and 12 (2009, 2010a, 2010b) I2ZERDHEDET
{2)| Shadowing 1 5.
| | Comparison @ SL I3#HB EAR LG E S NTE
i p
3| SL Analysi between e
nalysis o1 a_nd T CD %48 F.
! Written Farm: @ RHMTHFARNDY ¥R —AL T % LF
(@) |Parallel Readin Vritten Format - P e
- and 5 1 5 ¥ 72 L T 417 V. holistic chunk
Shadowing . - processing (P9 [, 2003) 123, DFED,
1 (8)| Comparison o
between SL &k 7ay T 41—z St 5L
5 islenine 1. 1L -
©| Lstening ) | | Skend WS WA TSV T R
Note-Taking Shadowing top-down LB AT ML S/ D,
@ SL THEbnDiEIE, SCIEEML,
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EVIH T LA AR ICE ST A7, SL A3 U) 72 H ARGE ISR T 2&b B A ISR E 75,
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PTE TERANE R TICERENFICETSE LA TV X R — A T2 R BICERT
D
® VA= T HBIBNS )= T AKX Tl Va7 g \CBEERHF—U —ReHX
EDD, ZD )= TAF T OIEEITERAB D THETLEAEICES>TAMmBREL, £<
DE ZPD' (T HE 3 ) 2B 2 2 IH B L > TLED, TOBA ., — LT oL B fig
EEDIRING VTABNRT ) =T AR T DI EES 25,
® ER¥—U—R&ieinb, NETOVTaE 7 ar% L, L2 O 555 TITH, EFEED
W TR T ALETHRBEO ) — a2 L), /—hDERICIAV T aF riary ~DF
BEWTHZENTE VTARIKROT UM y ME M Z 4R T 5L A REL 72072,
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BB TS M THINERGEL, kB ICT YT 4 — YR —A 7 E AT, G Ah
F—vay, HFous, g, B EEF EOEWLFEEMIChE a5,

LA 723 Consecutive Interpreting Approach O FNHE/R DN, KT 7Fu—FIZXobeba3nic
FER. ZLTHREZOT U — MBI DWW TR I AL,

3.2 Consecutive Interpreting Approach (ZX2EEH R, L OT 7 — &
3.2.1 FHEHRIZONT
WEAEEE D BRI DT DITLL T O 3 KB ICS LT,
O FHA-FRMEAOVA=U T TAMIBWTH BERFE DM RN OV, FEITHRE T AR
I LT T —FEmWEE S R AL LT,
© SCERMED 53%% 505 EWRBRICBWT, SN A EICEY S42 T o, 52
BEEDOADGREMRF LTz, DFEV, A7 7o —F I LEOEE LR WIIRELTZD
FTENBLEINT,
@ TREFEDIT OIDITENPELIEE LMY ANIZEIA, FEBREE 394 O SL V¥ HH
% Lenient Scoring * T 85%ITE LT, ZD7- AT Fu—F (XS FEEH ., KO
TAT A T 5 8 % AT 2RSS,

322 Ty —FHEICHONT
R OT 7 —blE TIEIART 7 o—F 6 L TR B 2R 257208, 22Tl
BOVLEMEZ RS LA ROLZLL T O 3 HB ST TRY BT 5,
<FEFITHONT>

78



B =EZFB 1T S Consecutive Interpreting Approach

VXR— AT OFIICHGEDIHE T OB ZL T, A THHLYYR—A L TIZ ANz E
BnEL,
BERES DT TCAOEINL G REL RAZENTENITRWEEWELT,
<IZEFREIZOVT>
1 BIZ 10 Eb Ty R— A T a0l TR FEICE R TERLARD, EXHIHICALR
<725,
BRI EOHEENE DB NELE,
YT ra 42T >
FLIVL RLSHELERAOND0, M WETE FRENRH LSRR D,
- BHOP TE DB TETHZEDHFEDAILNET 25T,

¥ WEAEEE OMFZE TIE L FC Fig.l. OFIE®@ SL Analysis ISMI TR TLL & TIT-
2o AR L728912, LL BE TlE~y Ry L FEEDOT YR —A L TR EET=F —
THIENTEDLD, Ty T 4— 15 EINEE B DN 5 DR ENE S Chole, £72)
Tu g RICB W TH AR HEZE T 2@ OEN TE, KV EZKR 7o i8N T
ZTze ZOINTEENSDT 4 =R 7 2 BREGRPOIREMT A, FRICAEER H b7 1
VT4 E WA EMICH 2 e DFE TEHLV) HA LL/ICALL HEDAYYREE 25, Lh
LAFEEIIZOIIRBREITRD R, DF) AT 7 u—F 2 Wl RE LI BREL T CHER
T 554, Fig.1.>@Shadowing, @Parallel Reading and Shadowing, @ Comparison b/w SL
and IL via Shadowing @ 3 #8533 FHEER D RIEICLVR T T4 7 72 Bx=Z 7 CLEH, T
I, ZNHORERIZEIR L L TDFIER WO THAI D, LI TS FEEICKIT2F4AD
WFEN R L E T REEREZLBLTEOX R EE 2D,

4. ZHEDEFHAE
4.1 TOEIC #8295 A

ART77a—FEEBHETEETICHY, FTH5FEORBRBER OEKNIRGES
R 2 A LTz, A )75 L LT TOEIC #i#E MEZ Y BT, & —ho B B2
HZEDIRNENTIEE RS EAJEHME L, Listening fE17>5 28 [, Reading fE1 75 25 %
HBE L=, LLF® Table 2. &% Of Table 3. (XA R RO HHE TH S,

Table 3. UA=L 75 ARNGE R
N Min Max Mean SD

75 5 19 11.96  3.156
£k 28 [H
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Table 4. V—T 4277 AME R
N Min Max Mean SD

75 6 22 1423 3.339
% 25 [

VA= 7T ANORE Ra L oe % 28 B (1 BHIZ2E 1 A, il 28 m) XL, 75 4
DG AT 11.96 THY, ZOMENSRIRDOFEHIEZ REEEH T L 42.71%E725, 2T
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DIEZERTAATZRH N THE, 211.41 i, DFEVEEEO TOEIC A2 7 [T 3544 211 &
EEZoND,
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FFRIE 1423, ZLTEHIEZ X 56.92%&E70%, 2035 TOEIC V—TF 427 227 (i /<
filfl 495 5) 2B EH LK 282 M EWHENEBND,

FZBRD TOEIC TV A= T RO —FT 4 7 T ANOMEEILZ 0 100 &Y, &5
200 MITET D, T, IICLDERLIE N RLER DO T E2EA~LE, LA RS R
D 493 JAEITE ERRET DB, A F BT LG5 B IEH O TOEIC FEH A EE 2D
N5, MZOMEIX, HARDKFAD TOEIC W) 553 450~480 sil9 %/MMA(2005)DF5 i 12
FEEET D,

CITHEETREZEIT, VA=
YTV —=TF 4 T DO IEERD
ERThD, L AaT7 % L TH
HE V=T 47 DIEZRITH
57% IZHELTWAED, VA=
DIEZE#RIT 43% BREITmE 20,
2D 14% DERENGITHANT

=T EOAERETFEERE, OFD, &
Fig. 2. Functional Magnetic Resonance Image (fMRI) BEAP IR AFEEE LT,
on a non-bilingual subject. YT D E D% D A
RLTELIENH R D, KK E 2 77258 WIZ KD 52 OFEIBIC 3 B L7 Bz &k
HE, —BHICE R S EOMMIR DL TU /L=y F SEH NMLN TS, Zi
EFTEHZIOUV =N =y FEEEREDN1IOOESIRLL TER LML, TONELHETD
EEZ BN TV, L)L, Ojamann & Whitaker (1978) <CHEHf (op.cit.:10) (2L B34V H v
ORI T A IEICLDE, Vo b=y ST OHRIC, SHITENEFNDOE = 5B HLR % ]
HDIMSLUTZ 2 DDOERNL 3B DT LD E STz, Fig.2. (ibid.) IZHFEDHEAF ST TEILHDY, 2K
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WAHZENR DD,
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—J7 . Fig.3. (ibid.) ®/xAY>
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M b2LT, EDIIREBFINRITCODEONELREEL, ZOXREE 220,

English Japanose

Fig. 3. fMRI on a bilingual subject, the author.
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AR E A ESEDLZENRAI R THA), TOFHF MR ERmDLIETIVZLDOEIRMNT
YAl SV, AR E DI ENFFIIR Q74 X Q76 DIEZ H N FIZH LN DEFE X

82



B =EZFB 1T S Consecutive Interpreting Approach

Hd, Q1 R Q15 DIEIZK L TUXY—T 4 ZTEE e EICIVFERL VDK EF %275
LK FRICIER B R ZT — < & T DR EICB VUL, FMHEOESIINATHD,
INFETELRLTEEINC, EFE 6 BT —2 B0 TIRFRENFEORESE T D55 S 58K
%*ﬁxﬂm‘é EITEEL W, L75>L%tﬂbfz?'ﬁéﬁ%7 E72FRV T L. ZDOXR FikET 9
W AAHZET, FAMG LV MG M EZR > CTEEICIVE O LD TIE W neE
zf:o LJLOD_A:%:% ICEE AT e —F I LA EAERE LI,

5. EEHZEIZHI1TH Consecutive Interpreting Approach D=
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[ ] [ ] [ )
He wants to visit his friends in London.
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5.2 @ Shadowing
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5.3 @ SL Analysis
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5.4 @ Parallel Reading & Shadowing
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5.5 ® Listening and Note-Taking
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Table 6. SL LZAUCH Y 5/ —
SL
@ @ ® @

Tamiflu is an oral
anti-viral drug for the

treatment of influenza

Dozens of children
under the age of 10 and

teenagers have suffered

Thus the Health, Labor
and Welfare Ministry

issued emergency

The ban on Tamiflu
does not apply to

children under 10

A or B. mental or neurological instructions to prohibit because they are at risk
disorders, including doctors from prescribing | of dying from the
abnormal behavior, after | it to patients aged 10 to influenza that Tamiflu
taking Tamiflu. 19. is known to treat

effectively.
2 —h
) @ ® @
Ta %7 Thus #5 Ta
H 10-10 fX hlw xapp
v o iss F110
1B Ko BE risk
flu S = 5
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5.6 ® Reproduction both in L1 and L2
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5.8 Comparison between SL and IL via Shadowing
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6. Consecutive Interpreting Approach [CBS 27 45— A&
6.1 7 —hi#E (1)

ZOT7 = TEAIEH CRLIEO~@DOFHBIZBITHIEENE K NFIEIZOWT, #
AN 5 HE (L ERET D, 20 OREELEFNBRY, 3: EHLELE X0, 4 B0,
5: ETHRW) TEZTHLoTe, Floo 1l KNS5 EEZTGE . TS T5a Ay ELED
IZRD T, HNEBER AR 2R VKREETT Y T — 2 BR LR - EBREETE2TO%
A BHAELVORE FCREEIDE2G20VWIENS %L IS, T LL/CALL #
FEORREADIRWVFEERIIART 70 —F I3 L TED I REA LN =Dh, 22 TIEE
DI H B DY R NEART 7 —F 2Bl 9%, Table 7. (TFA M Ko LRl oL HEITHR
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STRUZEEBHEHMETH D,

Table 7. 7>/ —h(1) AR R

Mean SD P

@ sL 3.06 1.048 8
@ Shadowing 3.53 .847 1
® SL Analysis 3.29 593 5
@ Parallel Reading & Shadowing 3.49 756 2
® Listening & Note-Taking 3.27 741 6
® Reproduction both in L1 & L2 3.29 .663 4
@ Comparison b/w SL and IL in Written Format 3.31 .627 3
Comparison b/w SL and IL via Shadowing 3.26 606 7

N=75 XITFEHEDOESDNEMZER T

Flo, BT —MC1ERIE 5 EEXTCHEFE B EZDOIAN, Table 8. ([ZFETHEL
95,

Table 8. L7 —bhC 1 LG EEZ-HEBAEF ZEZOaA

1B ZTFHBEFEEDIAR

HH &S Ak

©) T4 &5 L9, Shadowing T 5I2H TEHEE,
@ W, RAT 4T DAL =R TROVODPSFINIRNOA...
) HODEBODORHHER W,

5K ZT-HEFFEEDIA]

HAES AR
VAR— AL TITE R DOHE > TEE LB EOOLFEL AL L THEEH T 5, TEDERD
2 W7o TLHEH LR D,
@ KIEICHIEDIE G N RL 272 F b7=D T, shadowing DENTEEE ST,
Consecutive Interpreting Approach (FETHRWEEEZLEUELZ, 1~8FTT, 7, 8%
e TRDDIIAEERECH LD 272 T, 1~61FH 53 TR0 TWSH THBEN R HNIZDT5
Lo LEZFELR,
©® PREREE T ZEN PO CTERRE DHFE DR ELVE LN -7 TT,
@ AR—ALTLRTUV B (H) EHETRABND,
@ Shadowing |ZHFEN E#ELZI>RK B LT,
@ FAT AT DFFTEYETE TR,

@ @ © | mEPRICKELEEEZS VA 272D, shadowing L2V T DR L7 TT,
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©® BEATVDHTZNTRLD, TR THRBEBNTEDLLITRDRBERLNEED,
SETET Y= EELETWEOT, AZEIN TSI LN EE o7z, EIIVEFET MR
e KNIV EI RO TINNBIEZZ9,
@ BEWRABMLZ ETRETHOER,
@ ERATAT ORI TRWERNET,

@ @ © | MFHIITAT > TOETZL,

6.2 7/ —hii# (2)

T — RN (1) O 8 TH HAEBLITHIN< 0T, ZNE I T2 DM E 5 ik (1:
ERE, 20 RO, 31 ELLELF AR, 4 ORE K, 50 B<KER) AW TGRAL
72, Table 9. [ ZZOFEKEICHIL CHREDFMLERLI-FLRHHETHS,

Table 9. 72 —h(2) PHAAE R

Mean SD x

SL
1. ZREMBEOEF CD OEIITH Y THD 2.77 1.134 16
2. ERWEBTIANLTARILHTI THS 3.79 963 3
Shadowing
I8 5 T shadowing [ZAVD N DFENRL L FIL/25 2.53 1.107 19
CEEELTE BB LA AL T D 3.13 1.057 14
SL Analysis
5. R aRFFERLIZT BEN 2.21 1.056 20
6. Vocabulary /—hO{E Ak I35 P 55 B fig (2 4% 52 2.67 1.155 17

Parallel Reading & Shadowing

7. R HERARNPSTEFICEDE TRt Z &3 T AR ISR D 4.12 821 1
8. A% FLJ°IZ shadowing 92 Z &I 2 BRI 32D 3.41 1.028 5
Listening & Note-Taking

9. WXEMEARNL )~ T AX T HTHIEFEE L 3.92 818 2
10. /—bTAF LT DO EELSEFZVTN 3.29 1.100 8

Reproduction in L1 & L2

11. B/ =M RRNROR LA EDIEITAE —F 2 TS D 3.36 925 6
12. EFE/ =M R72P0 HAZBICR T ZEITN A AR IZ& LD 3.31 1.o13 7
Comparison b/w SL and IL in Written Format

CHAOE W IL & SL OEIISTEH M g o 3.25 1.104 12
14. HHOEWEZ IL & SL OHEIIHRY OS> 3.44 1.030 4

Comparison b/w SL and IL via Shadowing

. B oE W IL 232 shadowing T 5EFKHOENITE < 3.16 945 13
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16. HAOFE W IL #¥EIC shadowing THELVA=L T SLD 3.28 952 9

Consecutive Interpreting Approach 2fZIZ-2WT

17. K77 a—F R EaIa=lr—a JJOBEHITE LD 3.27 963 11
18. AT 7Fa—F I XEFE@ERFBRIELL TR LD 3.27 875 10
19. A7 7 r—F|ZI0@ I H R A D 2.61 1.218 18
20. A7 7 r—F % LL/CALL #E TEEL-W 3.00 1.174 15

N=75 3T FEHIE O & SONENL 22+

6.3 7T —RMHEREFIZONTOE L

Tor—hQ1) ORMERERERHE, TXTOHHET 75 A OFHER 3.0 L2 TWHTE
Mo AMERFEIART e —F 2 HERICZ T ANTWZEZ 2BND, £z, b FIOFE
D3R &2 Shadowing DI 3 e KERY . ZHUTFREE OB AL T2 E LI D
FERLI2oTo, ZIMBIFLL T O 2 SR RBIND, £T, Al DVA= 7T AD 5 RS
Table 8. DAL MNOLHELEINLIDIC, FAEFITT Y T — 2 BEUALILIEELHEVRERL
7‘::&:75%& ZFNH, VX R — A TS B R X T2OTIERWNENIZE, ZLTHY — D

WHEIIBWTHY YR =AU TITEETELLEVWIATHD, LL, [EETED =

fﬁ%b%ékb\’“ﬁ 2RI 2N | BB EDNRIZOWVWTUIENT 7o —F b0
I IS BEEIR D THAD, TLTH R, FICTHE T _ERIL8EHA O TSL D fEE SD
ENENENRKIK, HEICELCLEST-ZETHD, AT 7 r—F Tl SL OFREMNERH
BEIRERD, ZO0, Yen (ibid) OFERICHKSZ 140 wpm FREOFFEC, HLLAL
Table 8. DIAALNMIBHLHINNC, 2 HEH DALY — R FF OB RELZEBRSRSLENRHDHT
b5, T HIET SD OENRMR LIV, KT 7 m—FI XTIV ~)LDF AT T AR
LITEE 2 HD,

WIZT =1 2) OFER REBELET D, FHHEO BALH B OHns, WEEHE B IZH25
9.LF D BARBYRIEENZHE Y LW 2.4R&E, BAL S THH 24l 92 & Table 10. D&
L2 %,

Table 10. 7o 7 —F (2) IZBIFLFEEMED AL 5 HB (9. 5T 243 ER<)

Mean SD
7. AKX ERRBOEFICEOE TR Z L35 & PR ICH& L 4.12 .821
14, BHOEWE IL & SL OBV O ITHEST D 3.44 1.030
8. A& H,7°IC shadowing T HTLITW A BRAR I SL D 3.41 1.028
11. ER/ =M RAENOR L AAEDZLIFTAY —F 2 TR D 3.36 .925
12, B/ =M R2eN0 B AR T ZLITNE BRI LD 3.31 1.013

CTHFAEEIT. VXN — AT RE | BFEEZRSTIEB Z AL TVDIENBLES
Nz, 6z, Zhno 5 BT EXBIAIC Fig.1.00@ Parallel Reading & Shadowing, @
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Comparison b/w SL and IL in Written Format, ® Reproduction both in L1 & L2 Z§%3¥4 L,
Table 7. T/RLIZEEMENARLLIZIEE BT D, M- T AT 7o —F2LET ORI, @, ©,
@ ZIEBHOFLICELZET, JDPE EREMESELRERBNTRELRDTHAI,

T HEEEOBERT LA EEDORKBPTHL TLE272H BT THAI D,
Table 1113 AN 3.0 2 FEI>TLESTZIHE THD,

Table 11. Mean fE23 3.0 % FE]5IHH

Mean SD
1. #REMAROFF CD OFIITEY TH D 2.77 1.134
6. Vocabulary /— ~DERIT Y M 75 B AR 12 2D 2.67 1.155
19. K77 a—FZXV@aRICE R A DU 2.61 1.218
3. A= TO shadowing [THVD A DFENR T2 EIZ/D 2.53 1.107
5. R EEMARLIZITHRN 2.21 1.056

b EEME MR T2 DIXTEH 5.OTARLEET IR LT NE W Lol NI
3ol ARTERERE K CELE#ELOFTRIEVOEMOT TART Fn—F & E K
L&/, €D SL Z1EMEZe H ARGRICIR T ZEb E R R L, THA 6.4 T 19.0
T EZ TR ALE, FAEORMRITR T T a A2 R D ER ) LVH LI 5555
ZOHLDIZMITHINTWAIERH LN o, VT NRATIEIART 7 —FIZE OSSR E 415
FTWDHEDOD, RITY 4 F[T 15 FHEWVISEFEFEH R T IZho>TE, JVZL DK%
ZOINEGEEL AL I NMIEOTEENCESSTZENBEI TH A9, TLTERIOM T THil-7e
ROEEpoT=281%, 3.1l # E TO shadowing 1ZJHVD ADFENL LTI/ | D1
fEAS 2.53 EWVHBD TIRVMEICHE Fo7228Th D, oD, HiBEHAETIIT YT —DIEHK
ARSI CE ARV E T AR EFE M OB EIT, FAEMOBABLERE T L LERST2,
Table 10.DE ROFEH OEBBEAT TR FE D RITG AL BIIRENEIND R EE ZE
DEIIE, RT 7 e—F T BHEBICB WV TOBIET 2O TIZRWVDNEV) FIG 2 2157,

EEOFEODEL T, AT 70 —F 2 EHECLYEERIEDLFIEICONWTE X TR
W, FEFEFE DT U r— b Tt KT 7 a—F 2 A0 DR EOMEENERDEWVE 1D
ST, TDOMBEZIRIR T 57201, Fig l.OFHE % (a) FIEFEHITEZRDLHD, (b)RET
B EF260, L2012 T 5 HENRE ZHND, Table 12, 137 7 —MNA&R FRICED
& PEHMERE VI H AR E TE ARV, ENUANOHE B IR ETFEICERDEN)
R TART 7 a—F%FEDHLOTHD,
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Table 12. 77 —MiE 122 -3< Consecutive Interpreting Approach O %) 4L

Consecutive Interpreting Approach %18 H FRETFHE | B’ ¥
O SL o

@ Shadowing o

® SL Analysis o

@ Parallel Reading and Shadowing o
® Listening and Note-Taking o
® Reproduction both in L1 and L2 o
(@ Comparison b/w SL and IL in Written Format o
Comparison b/w SL and IL via Shadowing o

O~®@:% B ¥, 2 TIX SL Analysis W OEEMR 7237y O Zra iR 30,

O~@ FEEE, FFICUEEE ThomOIXEHED B Thololod)
+o e fREEET D,

®@:ODFFELLIZHEBHE Y,

ZOIVRRERREZTHILETHRNEOONDLTET Tl FEEBEREL M T 58|
DIEMO TV EBEREIND, T2, 7o 7 —MREPOOH FIX— RO HRGE - BREFICHIG
HTEATHA9,

7. BHYI

ARWFFECIXEF BRI E EWVIMRL A D H T, Consecutive Interpreting Approach 73 i

BETEMRET L00ET 7 —MNIESSEM S NORE L., 7oy T — & EH TS

AT 7v—F L LL/CALL =R LSBT AREIETHLM, i RO E B = THH
RETDILAVRIRSNT, S RITFREE T TORBLMEL, K7 7 m—F Nbebd 2RI

DWTEIAIE D HT L TRz,

[EFZE BN IEF i (IZUKA Hideki) 25 [H N — A K ZERFIRE LR EE T, BIRER KRS
FlFaEam, BE, (W) 2EEESEAR BN A HEMEELLC, 2FEERE
MBEERICHIEFL T D,

1. T $%%8 2 48 (ZPD: zone of proximal development) (Vygotsky, 1978) &%, 538 #F NHLLE
WHFEZEBEFE DT EomEata L EF OIT 2 EVNIZZOEBRICH LR EEHITTE
HIEERERT D,

2. ] E7E (IL: interlanguage) LIZEFEFH BN H T TWDE SFEDO S b Mk K R %
a9,
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3. Lenient Scoring DIEHEIILL T DEBVET S,
a. A~ EUAR GIAMREEFICHBRORORLOA BT UTHE B LR,
b. CH K OREA 4 FIECEV O R CFRLIFRAHENS RN T 5,
c. JRSXOHGENHER TELDO TR EORRY 45l O HAE | B o — B i 72 8 075
BEALZRRT %,
4. ZTTHWZE B REIEIE SCHE O BT TOEIC 7 AR AA SR — R I Dk FE L 72,
5. TOEIC VA= 7R IEARME OIXEM. ( ) NOBTFIXRIREELET,
Q11. What folder do you want the document in?
(A) Put it in the drawer for now. O (23%)
(B) Let’s fold it into thirds. (35%)
(C) That’s the letter from Bradford Electronics. (42%)

Q15. You made reservations for the whole group, didn’t you?
(A) Just let me know when everyone in the group gets back. (19%)
(B) Yes, I will introduce you to the whole group. (61%)
(C) 1 told the restaurant there will be ten of us. O (20%)

Questions 74 through 76 refer to the following speech.

Thank you for coming to the teachers meeting today. Due to some recent budget cuts, we no
longer receive funding from the state to pay for music classes for our students. As principal of
Jackson Elementary School, I am going to continue our music program through donations from
the public. The first event will be a competition in which students will get sponsors to donate a
certain amount of money for each lap they run. The children will have thirty minutes to run as
many laps around the gymnasium as possible. This should bring in about $15,000. That is an
average of $30 per student. The race is in three weeks. Please give all your students a donation

form. Thank you for your help.

Q74. Who is the speech being given to?
(A) parents of elementary school students (35%)
(B) the school principal (17%)
(C) music program coordinators (25%)

(D) school teachers O (23%)

Q76. How long is the race?
(A) Half a mile. (25%)
(B) Half an hour. O (24%)
(C) Around an hour. (15%)
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(D) In 3 weeks. (36%)
6. TOEIC V—7 4> 7R IE& R E O IEM, ( YN OB FIXERIREEL R T,
Q104. The job requires someone -------- a master’s degree and at least five years of experience.
(A) of (23%) (B) for (40%) (C) with O(21%) (D) in (16%)
Q107. At a recent industry conference I met a -------- college roommate of mine.
(A) farmer (19%) (B) former O (16%) (C) prevalent (16%) (D) previous (49%)
7. FREELIT 1T DOREEE SIROEEEE DB NDMRNEE —E A5 ET oMMz 7,
8. HIRER KFH#FHIEFER—L—0 URL I FOEEY,
http://jmedn.web.fc2.com/
9. BlHEHM LL TR —U T —= 7t D[ Medical English ClinicJ& H V7,
10. R OEFITLLF O URL (2B L THD,

http://jmedn.web.fc2.com/asets/presentation.mp4
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