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Approach to Acquire “Practical Communicative Ability”
Effects of Gradual Teacher-Student Interactional Feedback

Akihiro Fujii, Tomomi Kasihara

B

Developing a practical communicative ability has especially been emphasized as one
of the most important objects in teaching English to junior high school students in
Japan. In fact, however, many students cannot acquire both practical communicative
ability (fluency) and grammatical ability (accuracy) at the same time. Therefore, given
the present conditions, the purpose of this paper is to propose one teaching approach to
try to develop fruitful ways to lead students to acquire not only fluency but accuracy.
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BNnTdHb, 2D, HADOKEFELT Faccuracy B D> 5 fluency EHLANDZEE DJEE L
EVZ B FrL b, 20024F A 5 DAL HBIOBFEAIZ XY KR OBZERAYE 4 B

$EAEH B20074FE 6 H28H . IR GLl#cEHs) I Bk in

_53_
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WIF. HAOHZERZAY luency 2 BRFTETWDEDXE5H ) b

IHETO MNP REEREEBRIGAAEREHE] (2003) 2Hb &, KRairI Ll
fluencylZB A2, accuracy EF TR THIZH I VTR W D505, DX HI
fluency AL OFEF, accuracy PV BEH EN TV ABIEZE T2, chFIThrINTEL
accuracy Mluency &) “HIR—W LR 2 RETLEDRH 5D TERVh. 72,
ZNOWMHEDOERENRRICT 2 HFEIREL LT, EDLILBDOPRDOLNLEDTHS
Do

2. [EBMII1=ZF— 3 kNl ik

FED X HIC, HARDOEFEIRE Zaccuracy 2 Hfluency AN E B L% 13T & 7225,
fluency, 2% 0 [EEWII2=r—a VN OBKRE BHRT 2LEND %,
19894E D BIFREHLFETICB VT [FI 2= =Y a YR Lw) SEFIOTH
WHIL, EHICI998EDLETT [FEEM] L) FENMAON [332=F—V 3
YReA] id BEICHILABECBWTHEYICA y -V 2w, K272 )TE
HEENTH V. CERRT). LA FHFENREN. KERkD. T L CHIBMRNI D4 DD
KOH S, TN L 220 BH SN 5, LCanalek Swainldim LT
(1980)s 2F D, INFTHRINTE/ X ICaccuracy & fluency® &5 L 0% BHT 5
DT [EENII 2=Fr =Y a Vg OFRD720IZZOWEERDO VLD
THDHLEM R IEMES (accuracy) dDEIBFICERINEZRELDTH 5,
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EASUHEZ SRETEE) & L CTfocused taskIiZiEH L 72\,

Z Ofocused task & I EIRIZEZ B E L2AFHICB VT, FE AR E O L
H (form) I[CE#@ZMMTSELI LN TELSHEGEHTH D, LrL, HLFTHERE
EEZE-HNETIEHETHICBOTED X ) ICTUTformIZEi#k % 1T 5 2 L H T
EDDN TORBEICHLL 9 2 IBEFB D —D%%corrective feedback Tdh %o F#HH
DHEFHEDLTT =X L. BIEEZRT 74— Ny 2725220 THb, T Dcorrective
feedbackidLong (1983, 1996) @ $& Mg L 7z Interaction HypothesisiZ 3 {J 5% interaction
modification {23 %, ZE FH dinput7ZiF. H B W idoutput?ZiF TR L. ENHHAD
EHZBL T —ICROE, HOBIEICEDZ LA TES, LWVWIEXTHD, I3
AT 4 TREET I formiZ D EikE I X8, 0w Tidaccuracy & fluency D1 5 0 E
HERWEEICT2IEFER L LTERIMETE2THA I,

Lyster & Ranta (1997) iZcorrective feedback % ik® 6 DIZ454H L 725

1. Explicit correction: FEHHZHICT I —%2HLNMIRT E E BT, —HWITBIEEZ1TS
(1)  You should use “bought” instead of “buy.”
2. Recasts: FHEDLTIT — % FWVEHT
(1) Oh, you “bought” the bag yesterday.
3. Clarification requests: FHEHIIT T =L L2 L2 HMBES
(f1) Sorry ? /Excuse me ?
4. Metalinguistic feedback @ FINILEM R T T =12 L TEHF R IBIEO TN D %
525 (F1Z, yes/ noCTERZAEMEMINTS)
(1) Do you use “buy” in the past tense ?
5. Elicitation : “FEHICL T —DBIEZ M 720 IRMIIE & 20 5 (EICHERE
EHWZEMEZMEHT %)
(1) What is the past tense form of “buy” ?
6. Repetition: Z#EHFEDOL T =123 L. ZOHG %M L THRD RS

(1) Oh, you “buy” the bag yesterday ?

Lyster&Ranta (1997) (&5 &, TNHD6ODF 4 7OH T, #hifildrecastsZ &% b



ZHT B, ELWEZFEHEIGZATLE )P OICHOCBIEIZE 2G5 2w &)
Shrolze F72. Lyster (1998b) ERiRD6DOD7 4 — K 35w 7 DN, 3. Clarification
requests, 4. Metalinguistic feedback, 5. Elicitation, 6. Repetition?® 4 -2 % negotiation of
form& Z4fF1F. 1. Explicit correction®®2Recasts & X5l L 720 Z D4 %IE, #i# [dinput
Eoutput DM ENEM %28 LTRGBS SIS E R 2T 3¢, HEBIEZTHRIC
THDIIKN L, BFIFRFIC-HMICERZ L2 5720, HCBIEPSAWRERTH S L v
IEOICH . T7o LysterldED 7 4 — FNv 705 4 THLHEL T —, GHHT T —,
T T —ICRA D Z EBR L7225, EL T —1ZldrecastS ik d % A S N5 M
WA 5B Lol EHIT, WELT—ZBIEIZHCZT 4 —FNy 7 54 Tk
negotiation of form?%# % { . recast DR FEAIIMA - 726

NSNS, BHRIZEZ B E 32 5 HHICSHERIC b ERz T &€
72OIiE, —HMICEME 5 2 TLE Irecastk D b XFFOR Y ILY % L CHIFAEH
9 bnegotiation of form% 4 7D 7 4 — FXy 7 GE)TH 5 EIRETE b,

4. Gradual Feedback (EXBER9AR 71— KNy )

DEDAiise e HAROBEFEHEOMES 2 HF 2 T, TOMPE & L TGradual
FeedbackZ#E L. RO EZWHALT 0

Bl L EGERICB T, LX) MBS 7 4 — PNy 22525 L, #8HE
DHCBIEZEL ZENRTE DD

Long (1977) &, A7 4+ — K Xv 7 % 5.2 ZERAT ) BERZEIZOWTKRD X 9
HADODOERREERL T,

) TA—FNy I REZBREDP, B
(2) WD, 74 =K Ny 27 &5 2 5_EH,

) TA—=FNy 7L TEMLEERE D,

) TN T A =Ny T EHZ DD

KX TiE SN 4BRBEOI D, B3R (74— My 7 LT ZHMLEHRE
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DIICHEREH T oo Longld TOBRET (1) 7 —OfFAE. (2) 27— O, T LT,
(3) =7 —0F&YE (FH) O3 >ORPEAH S FEERRIITH S HIE L 0% RN
LCHZ 5 ERR 2. AAFSETldfluency 7213 T { accuracyDBHE# LT 720, 55—
DHEBIEZELS 74— FNy 7 LTENL OEREZ BB 5, 2F0, 78
FILTT—CHTHaey P 2L L0552 GELER =7 —Of . H2KM: =7 —
DT B3R 17 —ORE), FHREAFICLILHCBIEZWRICSELDTH S,
C OEREN 7 4 — F23¥v 7 % Gradual Feedback & #AfH1F. € ORI % FEET %,
KRBT AD R 2 FA2NNZ R & Lz #9 2B EICFHERICENZ DT
- SREiGE) (focused task) % 3[lfT-720 & —% v b &F 5 Sl d— @& ok
BTH ), #hEE THEOHERSE] & [MEHOHRF] 120V TDOR T ¥ 2 — IV H3EHH
SNZZ2HHEDOH — P2 laho, BOEMIZER 5, THIHEBLEHEROED S
ZRHHTREDN L) L) ITHBROSHEADOT 2SR DEU L b DEERIEL L
WY AT EHOFRMED—DEEZ LENTVENLTH D, T RERTIX. WHE L —
BB OME A L EHTE %2> 7238, Gradual Feedback% 5-2 THOBIE%R
T LI ZTANE L DD, TNENOEETROL I BT 4 — NNy 72527,

(1) First Feedback® gl : clarification requestZ W CHERF IS —AE U122
EERMSET,

(2) Second Feedback®E¢R : £ifiliAs T J — DFSIHB 20T 720 . 5l % LTl
DRL72DTHIEICED, =T —DRFiERL7,

(3) Third Feedback®BiRE e #BtfE & L C. metalinguistic feedback=?elicitation
EHWT, LI —ORELHEHAZMOET

REBRTHA VIZBWTIE, #EHREVPHCBIECELEFCIDHFTHEAIC 74— F
Ny 2 %52 5%52&, F7:, First Feedback”* 5 Third Feedback ® \» 9 X 9 1ZGradual
FeedbackZRIZFL TH 2 TITW TR, EWIH2HEZHALTB X720,

4. S EFER

FEZ L DR ONTEMRDTERE ZRD 4 7 4 TITHH L7,



(a) Correct: £HEDNIE L { —BFEOMEZ M TE 72
(b) Selfrepair with Noticing : 7 4 — F/)Nv 7 2% T AHICHG TL I — IR &,

ﬁ a'ﬂ%ﬂif g 726

(¢) Failure to Self-repair with Noticing : 74 — KNy 7 2% A RiICHS TS —
IZEROK DS MEREZLETE TV ARVOICHCBIEIZES Lo 72,

(d) Selfrepair with Gradual Feedback : % 1 R Tl =7 —DfEfE, 5 2 BIRECTI
II—OY, HIEETIITI—OARE, LPLF22F7-ICHTLT7 14— F
Ny 7 EZF, HOBIEICE 72,

Table 1. Number and Percentage of Utterance Types (N=441)

Utterance Type Number Percentage
Correct 306 69%
Gradual Feedback 90 21%
Self-repair with Noticing 40 9%
Failure to Self-repair with Noticing 5 1%

Table 2. Number and Percentage of Gradual Feedback Types (N =90)

Gradual Feedback Type Number Percentage
First Feedback 28 31%
Second Feedback 34 38%
Third Feedback 28 31%
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DM DFEE, Self-repair with Gradual Feedback ® #4513 4KD21% Td - 72 (Table
1 & Figurel 2 M), & 5 12, Gradual Feedback ® P # & First feedback 331 %.
Second Feedback#%38%. Third Feedback#%31% T & ¥ (Table 2 & Figure 2 & ),
Gradual Feedback% %3725 D ®D 9 5. First Feedback® A TH 347D 1. i € Second
FeedbacklZ X » T#H 34?1, (First Feedback& A&t 3 5 L3500 2), 512,
Third Feedback% 513 T ) D 357D 1 $RTHHCHEIEICE S 72,

5. WAICEREY T ALSEEEOFHE

Gradual Feedback®#) %% fi-XCT & 7225, Gradual Feedbackx Z\}72b DD H 5, Z
NENH 355D 1 DE4 TFirst Feedback, Second Feedback, Third Feedback23%%# &
DHCBIEZE ZE23TE&, 2% ), #RE LTI ERHOERENZNENE G
BT 727 4 = FNy Z2 T30 ICEHE (SR —RBEO#EE) 2IEL<
iz, EVwH T Eilhb, TlE HZED L) ICENZFNOFREZFMTRETH
%9 o

HARICBUT 2%HBLTIE GEGEROALR S T), TXTOIHE) DK Z R B EH
KXo TR END X 512> Tnd, 728 21X PEROEERNC B 2Bl
KDAKTH %o

1. I332=27—2ary~O0 - BEik - e

2. FHORET

3. HEORET)
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4. FHRLICEDWTO M -

EBROHEBLTIE, LOoZNZhOBNE T v 7 §57:012, LD X)) i8I %
ENLEETER, WD B SESELREEHRT A MAETHMIITDR TV 5,

8T, 4 ®Gradual Feedbackitaccuracy & fluency® Wi i OB G EZ HIWE LT
DT, 1. a3a=yr—ary~oOlL - Bk BE, 2. £Blokh Gid). 3.
fEowed) (K<) oAb, 4. FEHPXLIZOWTOHGR - B0 ToOBNZ X
LT LDV TH LS, INE TOFHGE I luency BB TH 72720, 1, 2, 3 OB
FEHECTE 225 4 OBREPRNLZVE W) REDBH o720 Sikih#i %z [ERIZENT
ELNEINL EVIOTGIENLTFRERA TV NS TH L, LELEBSH, 41
MGradual Feedback% H\W 7z SRk E)IE, BRIZEZT T, CEHBICOENEY
THIENTRETH D720, HEHELTLOOLETOBEZFMNL S 5, 2hFTid
accuracy % aHifi 37 2 Bf, X—s8—F X ML BN D o 725, FEERIN % S GEIC B
WCHFFEDEIEH ORI BETH B &) HTHERICHET 2 L Bbh s,

FFAfi & L Cix. Gradual FeedbackiZ 1st. 2nd. 3rd& 3 DODEMBEHZDT, LD
HAKW 2 5l RECTH B0 72 & 21E, AWFFED a2 — FMEEZFA LT, (a) Correct&
(b) Self-repair with NoticingZe 51X AFHii. (c) Self-repair with Gradual Feedback®
I B, B 1ERED 1st FeedbackTHOBIETX LI BAEH, 5 2 B 2nd Feedback
THOMBIETEICRHIE - - - &) BARMLGEHEEEDG D 205 TH 5.

F 72, SAEB QM OY Tl fluency % X% 72D ALTASHUL & 7 o CRH & 17
IEDY L e oTze LA L, fluency & accuracy D i )5 @ il A3 W] GE 2 AE B Tl
ALT?uencyl!CB$ A8 (GHH) %. JTEZ%accuracyllB9 % b O % Flid 5 Z &8
TE, TNENOHMOMBENEE K EPE L2 E BB TD 5o

6. BhHYIC

HIEDO PR EFEOEBS TlX, WY I NADT, HRFII L7225 TH LW HEE
G L AL OFRIED TN TTOONT WL, TDYINA %> T, EENE
TIa=y—va ViGEOREET S LRI REZICHKLWIRILTH 5o PRAKE
R 2> CTHEABIEEIZ1T) S L bR hv, FRICE3IFEIILL L [FHOZ
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Wrl & LT F—FoXRBEn 2l irbn sz, ToRB#HEOIREEZ LOoDOF
FSEN AT S L b BUGOHKAIE. W & B 22285 OB P Lo R IR E A
HD, FEFICERNZSHEESZDI AL TR ITNER LWV E W) BRI
HGoTWh, W % Zaccuracy & fluency D 5 OB HLAY 23838 & L TR D
Gradual Feedback# W72 CEHEICHE S 2 U C-SiEmMEI 2 IRE L2 ZosSiEERICHE
& TSN E Tl Gradual FeedbacklZFEHZ O H OB IEZMRTDIZHENTH
%o Hillrecast LTIELWEGE 7+ —2%2—FHFWZH525508, £ 7y bET b
7y POMAEAE % L CTHEEFHIE A 1K ZA % 5 2 A Gradual Feedback® J72% &
DHEBLEZMREL, 0DWTRLEEENRGTE %,

Gradual FeedbackiZ EFEIEEITICHB HICY — 7y b7 4 — L ICHE#ZNIT S5 2
L BB, FHAIAZT—OHCBIEXNTRETH L L V) RW1 S, HET IN
AD T, accuracy & fluency D )5 % K3 5 HADOBEFLEHEIC & - THAW & F7E )
OV EDEFEZ LY. T2 HEHBICBWTINE TOWM—MNREBIREDOED S
[MENCIS U7 80E ] OELNHEN 2 4 SRk B E#E L AXOVIZHIR T & 2 IR EO B
REFERLLTHUFETELES9,
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