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Application of Theme-Based CBI in College English Writing Component
—With Reference to USST

Liu Qin, Wang Yalei
(College of Foreign Languages, University of Shanghai for Science and Technology, Shanghai 200093, China)

Abstract; By employing four methods including questionnaire survey, test papers, classroom
observation and interview, the authors conducted a theme-based CBI experiment in University of
Shanghai for Science and Technology (USST). The study lasted for half a year. Before the study,
the authors carried out a questionnaire survey about needs analysis of writing course for Chinese Science
& Engineering Majors ( SEMs) in order to know their English writing problems. According to the
survey results and characteristics of theme-based CBI, teaching activities of College English writing
component were designed. The effect of theme-based CBI on English writing proficiency is explored
through analyzing the collected data with SPSS 19.0.
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KU OREIEEHEIR ) 15, KeERE
NOZEO) TR TR R R 2R R Y
KEFBEER, T IR R BRI RE 1
PHE S MR 22 5 EN R IS A e
HKNE MIKFEHF R, (Content-Based Instruction ,
CBI) RYRORAE, ¥ L RN 6 3h
HEL, FEIEEAE S AR B, SR AE AT
o) FRUARA SRR iR S e FE o . CBI
BT 2R G L SOE F 2 ) G K, s
SEFE MR E AR, Bk A A SR R R Ry
AT B Re A AR AR R S B R
T, IFHAERIG RS, IR IR AR B il
N HRE S Z A 45

— . CHkZRid
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19 {22 60 AU, S RFAEET A
FEETEM. REEERE T e, K
o FE AR 2o AN T F) SRR S . (RVER P YR
PIZR) 2 A B0 O 20 19 AME IR A B 4%
RHARE ML ARE S . R0t
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RGN, FEA UG A R g R
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WARRIA R B, FEBBGTE R, B2 —H

Bl A AN IR AL, A B e RO A B
AR Y ) O AR SR, R
AR, A SRR, AT
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AFEEERTE A AR, ORI 07 0%
2 TiRREA 22, 8, DRk en i
K, BRSO G 2560 i 2 2R 9
S

B2, XMMEAEA S AN S AL, B
FHE I EHROHAR S 2%, W CBI, RAvofif’
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(Z) CBI 5F&5{ CBI

CBI 84415 5 2% S 5 N A 2 M5 & 1 H0%
1%, Raphan & Moser YA ISR REE 1T 5 5
LT AR, R RE I 2 ) N AT
315 H. CBI A7 = Fh#ix0: fR4P B (Sheltered
CBI) . Fff fm#d X (Adjunct CBI) Fl 3= @l i X
(Theme-Based CBI) , R #iX45xf deih 2] 5
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Tab.1 Distribution of schools that participated in the survey

ALY JESSOE KAl %
RS R 5.97
985 T# TR 2.42
Bets e 9.58
M IREE Tl K2 5.43
PSNEE i 23.40
TR 11.40
Wy T AL K 8.68
K BN PN 7.30
TR Ll R 11.70
BAES 39.08
i TR R 7.12
wom )R .57
K PR K 12.06
BIRTLRE 9.77
RASH 37.52

WA 1 AT, S 5RERER%4,
985 TREREM A A 5 B 23.40% , iy B K
R M 5 58 K 2 2 A 4 ) R S 39. 08% Al
37.52%

2 WRFATE I T DR S R E S AR
iE

*2 EEMANEA
Tab.2 Application of language knowledge

Wit 1 2 3 4 5
BRSO R iz RN 3.4 15.9 43.1 29.3 8.3
YR SO R R TR A TR IEGE R 3.6 8.8 29.2 41.0 17.4
s A ORI TSRS MR 1.8 8.6 29.4 42.6 17.6
T B IMAEHOETE SRR, 2 BOR A AR S ) B 6.4 11.7 27.1 35.0 18.8

Sy EITHER OO , S EE DS IR 5

R

7.3 20.4 37.0 32.1
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Tab.3 Problems about English writing

®3 HESFEEA

el A B C D E F G H I J
TG 5 A A ) 32 S a) A R 7 22.9  31.9 44.4 53.6 204 15.1 3.8
AL S VRS I T A5 By 2 41.0 16.4 23.0 55.8 50.5 0.7
YR B e TR B A th B 2% b At >
BOPRESGRE T RED IR | 7 260 113 s38 577 235 197 4.8 16,9 0.2

?

ERRGEPBANREROIE 5 o5 10

8.4 7.1 3.9 7.7 2.3

SAEESOE TR I R B S . RS
RN SR (4 53.6%) , SO SEEBITUE
(1544.4%) MAHZEMF2HNE (1531.9%) .
VR A TR ER B O A . SR (&
55.8%) , EEAEM (4 50.5% ) FiHEREE (5
%) o FAFIEI R WEERE (5
57.7%) , MBI — (5 53.8%) FOiRNEELA (i
26.2% ) o “FAETEHCTE S A P B B 1 dcR DL IR A
AR E (5 12.8%) , HEAMAEE (4
10.9% ) FAFIESBHEERZEN (59.5%) .

BRI S, Ko H TR A A BB S MR AT,
REEWG SCFRLEM SN AL & o ] m AR N2
WEEMEEME, AR AR INE. i
TIANRBAE— @ T HE T M RN, DA HE 4N
iR, FE N

(=) xR
1. B5 R

FHC CBI J& — Rl & BE2F . 30, BA
Alk . M RFE LA R TR ey ik . e
HARUAGTE 5 A8 ) R RN A>T, DA 227
IR T IR F R ST TR
PR B R, VR DL TR N, 2T T
B! VI O S MBS 1150 1 e B e I < (1 N R e
[l

(1) AN CBI A $i o B TR R 2 AR il 5

VERES R AR
(2) A CBI fE s M TR RS A 2 )
SR ? 27 tf {7 ) PR MRS HLAH A2 1l 7
EF s B AR R A2 — TR, s H]
VIR AR A LA 0125 585 — AT TE A1

2. BFRMR

66 44 113 TR 2 ARG T RF & ol 2 A Bk
PERWFFENT G, Hihok B —BERY 32 #4284 25
4, THER 34 e X A . —BER A
CBI #7205, —“HERME B Tk

3. IRIA

(1) BEM AT — 505 H br &
K 3 CBL XA A S i SAERE I i . 28
A BRI A D RAG IR AT FE R RAEWT TR AL,
ISR BRI L. IS RNAGE R T 4
R IE AR TS T LB, Fk
FABL PR AR HEREATET I3 o T S LR A S i A 5
Cel e ER T RIIURRI SRS

(2) ViRe FHITIRIE 3 A, EEELE
PERRAE BRI ST R G, 20l 2 4 TR
ViRe VRRIGIAEANS . 1) X 5T i A 494K
F& #8195 AR AT 55 R AR B R 147
2) RN B EAERER AR D5 A RE T e A
P ? 3) 2420 1 3 A H A VRAEE Qe 5 HZH 1
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(3) PREEWEEE . PRAEDWEEEE—FP T2 i 2L
A AR IR R BRSO . B AR
Bales #2111 “A H 081" (Interaction Process
Analysis) " PHTIRAEIES, FRUCEE BT AT,
T AU P A 2 A DA SR O A 7 R A WS TR
B, RIIAFZCAE T REEAROR

(4) Hdllaorr. SCEHE I SPSS19. 0 Bk 7
o3br, AATEEEE T AR 47> (mean) |
iR BE (skew-ness) | U ff (kurtosis) | & 1% 7>
(minimum) . fx &4 (maximum) 2, JITHEAS ¢
e T Bl LA E SE IR A SE g e, AR
VEIUGTHY 22 57 o BOXTREAS ¢ Gx 50 FH 760 00 3 5 2807
S, FAEBENSUE TR R ER .

4. BRI

AT 2016 452 AJRIEATE] 7 AR,

HG, SCERHEAD IRBERY AR XS ETIN , A
M L A IEE S Ko RIaH T —#114 4
HEee S8 . SE50 PEAD IR BE 7359 2R 2 X
CBI MIH MLk, R AT IR B . FE S0 g0 it
113 AN HIRXSERBERY 6 Z~AE AT IR, T
A TR0 CBL S A . BRI A T,
XA BER AR AT B AR IR I . fm B H BRI A
BARIAT I3 o

BUrR M Ot a2 v 9k 205 U
A) R HObE I B A BT H R 1 T R A
SEH VIS A HICHEAT IR B T IR AR 2
&, —MR T CBI #%, 7 —otw M
HE RAR T WA PRA R R A

x4 WAVLREBIZITITLE

Tab.4 Comparison of course design between two classes

BEER BrNE 5 WERMAMEAES BRIk
Theme-related topics with text- Read original English articles of Mainly from foreign Teacher analyzes content;
book & The Economist, BBC, relevant topic; original materials; Students state their opinions;

. CNN,TED,etc. ; Summarize it in your own Mainly English (some- Group work & discussion;

Sy
A CBI language points of textbook ;
The Economist, BBC, CNN,

TED,etc.

Theme-related topics with text- Review the essay in textbook;
Write an essay about this topic

. book only;

If% s Focus on teaching language points

Ll 1)Content of textbook ;
2)Language points of textbook

Focus on teaching content and words first and then write your
ideas after reading it

times Chinese) Multimedia teaching methods

From textbook ;
English & Chinese

Teacher analyzes content and
stress language points;
Students answer the questions;
Group work & discussion

=, WHREGR 5SS
(—) S
1. BB ST

IR S FIMRRBR SR T AR, —BERSR
HOPH5y, BRARSY . SR AM 480 9.750 0, 6, 13
TIORGOSy RSy . SRS A 9. 764 7,
7, 13, B5h, —HERGHOTENE £ - 0.215, V{2
~0.334, “HEARSKMITAHE R - 0. 186, W {i
0,591 JKIGEITE ~2 5 +2 Z A, FHEZIR

BN IEZS A, Al AT B —2 00 #r .

x5 AINER S ITEE
Tab.5 Descriptive statistics of the pre-test

PG NBC P BURNE WE R Eesiod
—PF 32 9.7500 -0.215 -0.334 6.00 13.00
“HF 34 9.7647  0.186 -0.591 7.00 13.00

%6 M 2 (Sig.=0.830 >0.05)
A, WABEEAE N RTN B E R GTC B25 5, BIFE
SERG R — E 2 A B VR KRS R 2R A AR KR
R
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Tab.6 Pre-test results of independent samples ¢-test about two groups
J7 2551k Levene #3 VAR ¢ K
B e DAL 95% ‘{7 £ X 1]
Fi  WEME i Fl Hi 7 ¥ PRifEiR
S R ER AR st
BRI 225571 0.047 0.830 -0.035 64.000 0.972 -0.0147 0.4178 -0.8493 0.8198
B 2Z4E 55 — — -0.035 63.182 0.972 -0.0147 0.4184 -0.8508 0.8214

2. JeilES T

MNET A IEY, —IERS NS0, &I
Ay BB R 13,031 2, 11, 14; T HER S

~0.579 s ;X BU(EITE -2 5 +2 Z[a], Pzl
RGN IS AT, ATLAREET —2L 00 #
*x7 EilfERESRITEE
Tab.7 Descriptive statistics of the post-test

PEE 8 . AR Ay B 4r 43 o 12,0588, 9, PEg ANEC Py BORDE BE Bk B
14, Boh, —BF RS w40 BE 2 - 0. 828, &Y —PF 32 13.0312 -0.828 0.064 11.00 14.00
2 0.064, —HF B S5 (0 A BE 2 - 0. 584, IEAH & —¥F 34  12.0588 -0.584-0.579 9.00 14.00
F8 WHZFERMMIFERKIHER
Tab.8 Post-test results of independent samples #-test about two groups
Ji 2555 1% Levene f6 1 YIMEAR S ¢ K
i e S 95% & {7 £ IX.[H]
F WM t{H EEE);3 , FrfizR
CXE) Gl IERME e
Bk 7 2551 8.993 0.004 3.085 64.000 0.003 0.972 4 0.3153 0.3426 1.6022
B 24550k — — 3.129 54.940 0.003 0.972 4 0.3108 0.3495 1.5953

Hi# 8 #y W {H (Sig. =0.004 <0.05) A[HI,
PP AR B VRG22 5, BITESEER
Ja—HEA R AR5 IR AR B AR KA

3. il Jg X Ee A3 AT
T BEPA YA A AR AT S R AR5 R

*®9

G EZER, ST T TROREAS ¢ 7 (FELAR9) o

M 9 MM BEM & (Sig. = 0.000 <0.05)
LA, e —A 2 s, AN E SR S AE L
MG T3 o (H— B 5 U5 i A L2553
3,281 3, T PENE N 2.294 1, PiBH—PERkA:
HIEE e P R

FAFERMER 101

Tab.9 Results of paired samples ¢-test about two groups

95% .15 BEIX (]

HIK i FEo bR PR — t{H AifE  BEMH
s> WY

4l i:%%Q%%ﬂ 3.2813 1.764 1 0.3118  2.6452  3.9173  10.522 31 0.000

o4l éi%gg%%ﬂ 2.294 1 21816  0.3741 1.529  3.0553  6.132 33 0.000

(=) Hi 2 CBI BEHH I G AR AT 55 REFE DAt (1] IS 55 1 R B

ZIVIRIY 6 £ E P s, BT 1

IHHA FRBMA LT, 7R RSO, AR RE
T AR R e S B B0 e R B R ) [
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SEVEBE T IR0 A G IR, R 242 13T SCinl,
XA A FE B A Hp b e AT RN, DATRTREn T
MR, LT SCGER G IS,
PR T AT G B SUR A, XS VRS EE
A RIS A E AR S0 S AR B[R] A S 2 )
b, AU B IRER . e, X 6 #%EE
P T SR mBEERE A A A E
PR — SR A LU 2 S BORE, T AR 1 SR FR
o A gl BB HURTE IR B BOE 2 524 A 3
PABAE A I R T /NS o AR, 2
SRR BT DO AR Zh 6 Ik, b i 22 e SCEk
11 I O L N3 @ e A o0 SR 7 e
FOUM AT AT BRI R 2E 3Rt — 2652 FR . B #AE

(o T S R By, R n] AR A R R by
HEMARE, AHEERRERE.

S, Ay R CBI v i 2 i F
AT J1, R 2 A B TE AR RE ) Y B A AR S
B, JFHAEMUA S~ %

(Z) REURR

PRAECWEHEAT T4 DA, IR a2 =
OB T b (PRI 10) .

TEE IR, S8 KB —BEsA R X i i
ARIBOGER, Tl ] R R T ek 1
PR BRI, A1 R, BT RIS 5E
WA TS o AR IHT, — B D AR e
ARG R PR AT 7R, I BB A SR ik E AT &
Ko EWIARHEIAT, —IE2 A RERUR 3t i AR
HRNE. SR, PR AR A IR LB KRMAE,
IR e A AR DR PO 8, (HER S
AEMAERE EAE .

F10 IREVZCR

Tab.10 Comparison of classroom observation between two groups

BB —3E

7

(1) 23R B A S8 S AT 55 S B T g 5 2

(1) 2R A KRS GR35

o %%%ﬁ%ﬁgﬁgﬁiﬁwgmﬁﬁﬁg (2) BOWRIL : SRk BRI 2 SRR S
1) 2 A B 56 Ml AR 56 0 s 3 o e o
sk A5 2t 5 A L OF S BB S0 A e

A s e .

i E%;%I%m%fﬂ-%?iiﬁ*&%'ﬁﬁ‘ﬁ;ﬁq‘éﬁiiﬁzﬁﬁ (2) PUMFIL - 4k Sl A AL DR 1 2 i S i
EEXEM B - BURS i e

- %g%gg%%&ﬁﬁ%*%ﬂ%ﬁﬂ&ﬁ%ﬁﬁi(U%i%%%m%%haﬁ%%ﬁ%mm%;

(2) ZMFRIL - 5224 — A VRS AT 55

(2) BB 0 PR Sk 3 A

. 2518
(—) EEBHRAR

EHMAT T EB CBI #4598, RHE
PEAIRE S 1 F 58 05 3k 3 ulls A7 0 A, A5 LR
45t

G, MRIESEI R DL R UARA R A ),
7 CBI fEd B A A R R A8 iE S AERE T, (45
A B AR IR R 4 . SEIR PR AR AT
— 22 ) JE RERR S ISR, e R
2R TT LR A AL

F, FC CBI REfi e B R R~ A Y 9%
e Bl MRIETIRAIT AL, KRB TRER
XA F A A ANBOGE, BB 2R RE L
MR~ b AT BT BR I ETE &5 .
IRTI, TEHCASERR R, AR R DR A OO
PR T #h T 32, I A5 A AT T 1 2 > %R T
eI o

e, T CBI R 27 B THEH ¥ 5
AR TR o 72 B 327 ~) SE ST RRURE B
FAEMUIRPERRZER, WiERE, Wik, &
SRRSO R LG Y, BORFEE AR = 12>
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