180 No. 180
2018 4 TEFLE Apr. 2018

/
:H319.3 DA :1001-5795(2018) 02-0025-0007
1 o
o ( Pajares & Johnson 1994)
( Kobayashi & Rinnert o
1992; 2006) .
( Shell et al. 1989; . 2011; N
2013) .
( 2
2012) ;
2.1
( Shunk & Swartzs 1993) .
o (1) ?
€ (2011 )) (2) ?
(3)
)

0250



2.2
( )
332
ey

'@
2.3

2.3.1

Oxford
( 2005)
( Paige et
al. 2006)
( 2002)
( 2006)
(2014)
AY A) / Y
§
Do
2.3.2
( self-efficacy)  Bandura ( 1986)
@
( McCarthy et al. 1985) ; @
( Graham & Harris 1989) ;

€)

( Shell
et al. 1989) .

0260

Shell et al. ( 1989)

. (2011)
{ Do
2.3.3 .
2017 6 (
» « D)
352 .
{ » 56
s “
(o) (5 )
5 . 56 7
56
KMO 0.769
(p<0. 001) 70. 06
. .
0.819 1
0.803 2 0.757 3 0.725 4 0.
722 5 0.760 6 0.792. (
»
{ » 18
5 “
"1y ”
(5 ) 5 18 3
. 18
KMO  0.850
(p<0. 001)
73.55 . «“ ”
0. 751 1 0.856 2
0.791, ( )
2.4
2017 7
332 330 308



2.5 7 2.53.49 “ 7
SPSS19.0 308 o 1.52.49 “ 7 1.04.49
20
o 2
“ ” Oxford
3
3.1 - »
1 [ »
3.48); (2.615 ). 1
(M=3.482 SD =0.591) > (2014) o
(M=3.031 SD =0.467) > 2 “ 7
(M=2.747 SD =0.490) > (M=2.718 SD
=0.458) > (M=2.696 SD =0.520) > o
(M=2.615 SD =0.435) , “ 7
R 2 “ »
1
3.2 ( 2) .
Oxford( 1990) N
: 4.55 “ ”
“ 7 3.54.49 “ o
1
Item Min Max M Std.
12 1.583 4.333 3.031 .467
12 1.500 4.917 3.482 .591
9 1.440 4.110 2.718 .458
9 1.222 3.889 2.615 .435
/ 9 1.222 4.000 2.747 .490
5 1.400 4.200 2.696 .520

e D] e



Number M SD
3 2.469 0.643
3 3.096 0.701
3 3.260 0.635
3 3.301 0.669
3 3.399 0.705
3 3.404 0.791
3 3.302 0.790
3 3.824 0.698
3 3.046 0.707
3 2.462 0.681
3 2.647 0.791
3 2.197 0.704
3 2.864 0.672
3 2.784 0.675
3 2.569 0.775
/ 3 2.617 0.673
3 3.055 0.670
5 2.696 0.520
. (2011)
“ o
7 “ 7 A}
“ ” “ 7 14 o
“ 7 3.4
3.3
3 Pearson
o 3
:2.807.3.077. 4
2.942, 0. 548.0. 635,
(2011) o 0.403.0.301.0.326  0.223
3
Min Max M SD
1.280 4.280 2.942 0.498
1.111 4.444 2.807 0.586
1.444 4.444 3.077 0.508

0280



( - ") -
« « »”
op « ”
4
r . 465> .538** . 548 %%
r .567** .591** L6357
r .366 " .368** .403**
r . 2387 .316** L3017
/ r .308 ** .284™* .326™*
r 156" 257 .223%*
**_ Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level ( 24ailed) .
" . Correlation is significant at the 0.03 level ( 2-ailed) .
5

.305** .367** .367*
3127 .323 % . 348 **
. 406" 427 .457**
.292** . 407 ** .380™*
. 404" L4287 .456**
.493** . 490 ** . 540 **
.506 "% L4267 L5157
.383** 532 . 496 **
472 .350™* . 456"
.336™* 275 .338**

.077 .090 .001

L1627 .305** 1217
.268** 375 . 349 %
.363 %% .288** .360 **
L2147 1317 193 7%*
/ . 2337 L2137 . 2467
.193** .258** . 245
.156** 257 .223%*

*t . Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level ( 2-tailed) .

" . Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level ( 2-tailed) .

0290



»

o
[ ”
0.4
0.4, o
« ” «
2 N
“« ”
R “ 24 /
0.2 o
“ « »” « ”»
o
»
113 ” 14 ”»
N o o
“« 2” 113 ”»
143 4
’ o 2
O 4 113 ”»
» R 2
“ ” &« ”» [
”» “ ”»
5 o
[ ”
o
[ ” “«
”” “ ” « ”
. @
« ”” « ”” «
o N )
» “«

030.

0.4

0.4

»

0.4



0.4 ey

113 ” 113

Bandura A. Social Foundations of Thought and Action: A
Social Cognitive Theory M
Prentice-Hall  1986.

Eaglewood Cliffs NJ:

Graham S. & K. R. Harris. Components analysis of

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

cognitive strategy instruction: Effects on learning disabled
students” compositions and self-efficacy J . Jouwrnal of
Educational Psychology 1989( 3) .
Kobayashi H. & C. Rinnert. Effects of first language on
second language writing: Translation versus direct composition
J . Language Learning 1992(2) .
McCarthy P. Meier S. & R. Rinderer. Self-efficacy
and writing J . College Composition and Communication
1985(4) .
Qxford R. Language Learning Strategies: What Every
Teacher Should know M . MA: Heinle and Heinle 1990.
Paige R. M. et al. Maximizing Study Abroad: A Students”
Guide to Strategies for Language and Culture Learning and
Use (2nd edn) M Minneapolis  MN: Center for
Advanced Research on Language Acquisition University of
Minnesota 2006.
Pajares F. & M. J. Johnson. Confidence and competence
in writing: The role of self-efficacy outcome expectancy
and apprehension J . Research in the Teaching of English
1994( 3) .
Shell D. F. Murphy C. C. & R. H. Bruning. Self-
efficacy and outcome expectancy mechanisms in reading
and writing achievement ] Journal of Educational
Psychology 1989(1) .
Shunk D. H. & C. W. Swartzs. Writing strategy instruction
with gifted students: Effects of goals and feedback on self-

efficacy and skills J . Roeper Review 1993(2) .

J. 2013(2) .
D .
2014.
J.
2006(9) .
J.
( ) 2006(4) .
J. 2011(6) .
GLL ULL
J. ( ) 2005(3) .
J. 2002(3) .
I 2012(1) .
( 9 )

0310



ESP (19802016)

Review and Prospect: ESP Research and Practice in the Past 36 Years ( 19802016) in China

HUANG Jian ( School of Foreign Studies Changsha University of Science & Technology Changsha Hunan 410015 China)

Abstract: A survey of the articles concerning ESP research published in major FLT journals in the past 36 years in
China leads to the following findings: 1. ESP research has shown an obvious upward trend in the recent ten years; 2. the
prevailing research method focuses on speculative research; 3. The focus starts to shift from introducing ESP research
trend and achievements abroad to doing empirical research at home. Further analysis indicates that some problems exist
in ESP research in China such as slow development excessively repetitive studies narrow-scope and superficial study
and lack of clear conception and methodology in ESP textbook compilation teacher training and exam evaluation.
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( 31 )
An Empirical Study on the Correlation between Junior Middle School Students” English

Writing Strategies and Their Writing SelfEfficacy

GU Shi-min & LI Li-ping ( College English Teaching and Researching Faculty Harbin Normal University Harbin Heilongjiang
150025 China)

Abstract: This research which has chosen 332 junior middle school students as subjects investigates their English
writing strategy application the writing self-efficacy level and the correlation between the two. The research results
indicate that junior middle school students can use a variety of writing strategies but at a moderate level; their overall
writing self-efficacy is at a medium level;, there is a positive correlation between the writing self-efficacy and six
categories of English writing strategies as well as most specific English writing strategies. Accordingly some measures
are put forward as follows: KEnglish teachers should intensify writing strategy training and cultivate the students”
conception and organization strategies especially the awareness and competence of the question-analyzing strategy;
teachers should also pay attention to the quantity and quality of the target language input by reading in particular so as to
improve language output quality; teachers are encouraged to help students develop the ability to use the modification
strategy and enhance the cultivation of students” social/emotional strategies. The promotion of students” writing strategy
application may improve their writing self-efficacy and trigger their learning motivation thus helping them develop their
writing abilities.
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