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Gass & Selinker 1994
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(cognitive
comparison)

(integration)
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@)

(automatization)

knowledge) ©
(storage in long-term
memory)
(output)

(L2 performance)

(affective fac-

tors; motivation, atti-

tudes, anxiety, etc.)

(innate language acquisi-
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(inductive learning sys-
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(general problem-solving
learning systems)
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“What's this?”

jellyfish

@)

2006 p. 14

“No.” “Close.”

@)

“Do you have ...?”
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“swimmer”

)

“What's this?”

1995 “What's this?”
“What's this?”
“subject”
“Good. The
answer is a tiger.”
“tiger”
)
Anderson & Vandergrift(1996)

“During the oral proficiency interview, it was
observed that novice learners clearly relied on
kinesic inferencing, that is, guessing from the body
language of the speaker.”

“What subject do you like?” “1 like
“What ... do you like?” “1 like ... .”
“What subject do you like?”
)

“Who is a gold medal swimmer?”
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Willingness to Communicate Layer
2003 Layer Layer
Layer
2004 p.14
Layer
Layer
( 2004 p.15)
2004 p.14
@
2004 p.16

Willingness to
Layer 11 .
Communicate

Layer 111

Layer IV I_ I_I J
L L] | 10 |
Layer V
(11|12 |
Layer VI
Maclntyre, Clément, Dornyei, & Noels, 1998 p.547 2004
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2004 p.36

Malntyre
1998 p.547 “That is, a proper objective for L2
education is to create WTC. A program that
fails to produce students who are willing to use
the language is simply a failed program.”

®

2008 p.8

2001

Mclintyre 1998 p.555 “the development
of strategic competence is assumed to have a
particularly important role in contributing to
one’s linguistic self-confidence.”

“many communication strategies
require grammatical knowledge and skill to use
them — paraphrasing, asking for repetition or
slowing down what has been said, and so forth.”

Uehara 2002 (

“asking for repetition or slow
-ing down what has been said”

“Once again, please.” “Speak

slowly, please.”

4

@)

@)
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) 11
“dash jump”
11
)
“How do you say ... in English?” “How do you say ... in English?”
“What's ... in English?”
) 10
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(integration) ! E
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memory) o
(output) I
PCPP 2006 p.23
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