REFERENCES

Alderson, J. C. (1980). Native and non-native speaker performance on cloze tests.
Language Learning, 30, 59-76.

Alderson, J. C., Clapham, C. & Wall, D. (1995). Language test construction and
evaluation. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Anderson, A., & Lynch, T. (1988). Listening. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Anderson, J. R. (1990). Cognitive psychology and its implications. (3rd ed.). New
York: Freeman.

Bachman, L. F. (1985). Performance on cloze tests with fixed-ratio and rational
deletions. TESOL Quarterly, 19, 535-556.

Bachman, L. F. (1990). Fundamental considerations in language testing. Oxford:
Oxford University Press.

Bailey, K. M. (1998). Learning about language assessment: dilemmas, decisions, and
directions. Boston: Heinle & Heinle Publishers.

Brindley, G. & Slatyer, H. (2002). Exploring task difficulty in ESL listening
assessment. Language Testing, 19 (4), 369-394,

Brown, J. D. & Rodgers, T. S. (2002). Doing second language research. Oxford:
Oxford University Press.

Buck, G. (1991). The testing of listening comprehension: an introspective study.
Language Testing, 8, 67-91.

Buck, G. (2001). Assessing listening. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Buck, G. & Tatsuoka, K. (1998). Application of the rule-space procedure to language
testing: examining attributes of a free response listening test. Language Testing,
15 (2), 119-157.

Carroll, D. W. (1986). Psychology of language. Belmont: Wadsworth.

Cheng, H. S. (2004). A comparison of multiple-choice and open-ended response

formats for the assessment of listening proficiency in English. Foreign Language
Annals, 37 (4), 544-555.



88

Cohen, A. D. (1994). Assessing language ability in the classroom. (2nd ed.). Boston:
Heinle & Heinle Publishers.

Cohen, A. D. (1998). Strategies and processes in test taking and SLLA. In Bachman, L.
F. & Cohen, A. D. (Eds.). Jnterfaces between second language acquisition and
language testing research. (pp. 90-111). Cambridge: Cambridge University.

Council of Europe. (2001). Common European Framework of Reference for
Languages: Learning, Teaching, Assessment. Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press.

Davies, A., Brown, A., Elder, C., Hill, K., Lumley, T. & McNamara, T. (1999).
Dictionary of language testing. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Ericsson, K. A. & Simon, H. A. (1993). Protocol Analysis. (2nd ed.). Cambridge, MA:
MIT Press.

Freedle, R. & Kostin, I. (1999). Does the text matter in a multiple-choice test of
comprehension? The case for the construct validity of TOEFL’s minitalks.
Language Testing, 16 (1), 2-32.

Flowerdew, J. & Miller, L. (2005). Second language listening: theory and practice.
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Henning, G. (1987). A guide to language testing. development, evaluation and
research. Boston: Heinle & Heinle Publishers.

Hughes, A. (2003). Testing for language teachers. (2nd ed.). Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press.

Jensen, C., & Hansen, C. (1995). The effect of prior knowledge on EAP listening
performance. Language Testing, 12(1), 99-119.

Just, M. A. & Carpenter, P. A. (1987). The psychology of reading and language
comprehension. London: Allyn and Bacon.

Just, M. A. & Carpenter, P. A. (1992). A capacity theory of comprehension: individual
differences in working memory. Psychological Review, 99 (1), 122-149.

Klein-Braley, C. (1983). A cloze is a cloze is a question. In Oller, J. W. (Eds). fssues
in language testing research. Rowley: Newbury House.

Kobayashi, M. (2002). Method effects on reading comprehension test performance:
text organization and response format. Language Testing, 19 (2), 193-220.

Liu, Y. (1993). Book of major educational events in China. Hangzhou: Zhejiang
Education Press.



89

Ministry of Education of the People’s Republic of China. (2001). The national
English teaching curriculum for full-time primary and secondary schools.

Ministry of Education of the People’s Republic of China. (2007). Report of education
statistics. Retrieved March 9, 2007, from http://www.moe.edu.cn/edoas/website
18/info25651.htm

Qt, L. X. (2005). Stakeholders’ conflicting aims undermine the washback function of
a high-stakes test. Language Testing, 22 (2), 142-173.

Rogers, W. T. & Harley, D. (1999). An empirical comparison of three and four choice
items and tests: Susceptibility to testwiseness and internal consistency reliability.
Educational and Psychological Measurement, 59 (2), 234-247.

Rost, M. (1994). Introducing listening. London: Penguin.

Rupp, A. A., Ferne, T. & Choi, H. (2005). How assessing reading comprehension with
multiple-choice questions shapes the construct: a cognitive processing
perspective. Language Testing 23 (4), 441-474,

Sheng, J. H. (1999). Reasons for inefficient college English teaching in China.
Foreign Language Teaching and Research, 1,21-23.

Sherman, J. (1997). The effect of question preview in listening comprehension tests.
Language Testing, 14 (2), 185-213.

Shohamy, E. (1984). Does the testing method make a difference? The case of reading
comprehension. Language Testing, 1, 147-170.

Shohamy, E., Donitsa-Schmidt, S. & Ferman, 1. (1996). Test impact revisited:
washback effect over time. Language Testing, 13, 299-317.

Higher Education Department of Ministry of Education of the People’s Republic of
China. (2003). The national college English curriculum requirements (for trial
implementation).

National College English Testing Committee. (2002). College English Test Band Four
(Volume June, 2002). In Liang, C. Q. (Eds.). Preparation for College English
Test Band Four. Beijing: World Affairs Press.

Wood, R. (1993). Assessment and testing: a survey of research. Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press.

Wu, Y. A. (1998). What do tests of listening comprehension test? — A retrospection
study of EFL test takers performing a multiple-choice task. Language Testing, 15
(1), 21-44.

Zheng, H. R. & Li, Z. M. (2002). Listening comprehension and working memory.
Foreign Language World, 89 (3), 32-35.



Zhou, L. (2004). Problems and suggestions in college English tests. Journal of
Guizhou University for Ethnic Minorities (Philosophy and Social Science), 87,
151-152.

50





