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Yum, Kyu-Eul. 1996. Schema Theory and Its Application to ESL
Reading. Linguistics 4, 109-124. The purpose of this paper is to investigate
the effects of learner’s background knowledge on reading comprehension
and the relationships among background knowledge, reading comprhension
and lexical proficiency. The subjects of this study are 41 college students
who are taking English Reading Course2. They are divided into two groups
according to their level of background knowledge about each passage. This
study concluded as follows: (1) There were statistically significant
differences between the two groups in. the ability to remember and recall
the content of each passage. The high group consistently showed the better
ability to recall the content of each passage. (2) There was statistically
significant correlation between learner’s background knowledge and reading
comprehension only in the high group. But there was no significant
correlation in the low group. Also there were no significant correlations
among background knowledge, reading comprehension and lexical proficiency
in both groups. The implication of this study is that the greater the
background knowledge of a text’s content area, the greater the
comprehension of that text. Various types of prereading activities to build
background knowledge are needed to improve learner's reading
comprehension. (Chosun University)

1.4 &

Aololafol UM PN HYPo] MY YF= o] &(schema
theory)l A TS k. o] o]&e] AAtse e G2E QA7 3
¥ oujE AL Aol ojm, W2EE oA Ex2 HodF oMo
F5¢ AYHo2RE oRA ori® FAHAYE AUt AE FUE AN
€ ®oj2a ¥9( Carrell, 1984). FA7} ojHo] F5% o] w4
olg}, 231®¥ AN F=7} WYX A FR(schema)oltt. AYAAFZ o] &4
3, Q2E oA Sxte] wiZANH YrE o] YL FHAHo
231 8 4 Aok @A Ae&Hez Aojg o3}y HMAMEe Y2E

* o] EEL 194hdE I GeAT FRAA A7 o] AFEHYS
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WEE SA Qe A AFY & UE FHo] YAY Ao},
E471 42ER ¢1& 9 el Folo] Yg AAJNE Aug &+ A
HY q2¢ AEE olF A ool G@3A @t B8 Fojd 2oz
ALg-3tE StAE AR AT 99 Ao AW o|F AR AAER F
T3 F& FA7 g2 wAAYE A Qe Y2EF Y& 9 YA
DA o)A ¥ch= Aot} Spiro, 1980; Taylor, 1979; Langer & Nicolich,
1981; Langer, 1984; Kintsch & Greene, 1978, Hare, 1982). 28l ==x}9)
AYPAA Tz g H2E7 4A otz ¥4 den Uyl & van
Oostendorp, 1980; Haberland, Berian & Sanderson, 1980; Anderson,
Spiro, & Anderson, 1978). Bransford & Johnson(1972)c} 3%, Exz}7}
d2Eo] i@ HYAATZE A Fod MYAYTZF T Y2E
Hoh 2 88 943%e 9 o€ ZAeda #d. Kozminsky(1977)9)
A7 & Y, Y2EQ AEo] FEAI HAfo MYALFT2E FAHANH
2 W, St M gAY HYAY T2 @ vigoz HLER o)}
t 3%l sldE ZAejtt. Eamon(1978-79)& S5% Sx19 2194 2@
EA47 JEAAT=E AS3E 2 Aol@ 47 v U 48
A @Yol 2 ARHoE Y YUY e ARE 9 F Ny
d 4 ey, ols) gxAog FHHA RY Zas wuAde /7
A glo] 71 HolF BolA Y. oA T4¥ Hale MY Y
TE, 3 A3A AL FHA 8 5380 F AL PdE A& Y
g &g, ol RE AFE E¥d oM WE HAYAYF=zI F8
dote g HodFa QlE Aol
7080 FWEE 2Foj2A o] A9 HYAAFTZE o8 g #
Aol Eoldol wE A2 SHE AT AHER 9l Fo)d &
A At a3y 289 AFARE dFdAAL] Ao], o FtA W
9, a2l A7 B EA wWEq uimEz|st oE A$7F Qo
gy A2 SgAe EM] oM MPAAFZE YA A=
718 @¥&E 4 AAT( Carrell, 1983; Johnson, 1981). HEHo = A2
o] YgAe] H2AE olfFEHol i AFE ¥ dolx v £33 Ho|
e U B4 23€& F3 olFolRNAt. 22y} Johnson(1981)
< gre B34 £33 wHo] ol vt P& A7Rcd 2
EXoz A2del graxedA slojA QriE&3 a2z FAIER EFA4R
€ 3 wiFo] Y2E ojffe] ¢ & J¥& vl AL dolh
Stevens(1982)& 9|3 RFHI YPYEE dA22 Fojeirld oid o
F& AAE v ed, o] dFE AXNYE JlEAE SHE FH4ANY
+ gde AL 2oFa g, Carrell & Eisterhold(1983)%} Clake &
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Silberstein(1977) 22| Krashen(1981)= =22 #4A17]7] A8l o)
AANE Zt2Mol g FFsa . 2y o E ATFEL 4o
& IR HAENA AAY dFcln Aol M gold wW¢=
239l ggAtodA AN AL opAdrt e A2RI2A HolB
W $-= SgAdAR oY dFANs HEE £ UASAE WiE "8
7t slch

o] #§9 EXL 9Fejz2A ol WM $= HFAEC] S(passage)l
ol JBNPA) A9 )] we} K] ojH zlo]lg Rol:=stE Ut
Bol, AXNAR EH8 an oY e od @BAS UAETHE
AmEax @ a2a SHd glold WA Qo] Fold 1 =
AFdol A 3Pt AAE Aol

2. APA YTz ol WA
21 973

AYAAN 7R ol8e VAN /FL Kant(1963)o]A HiRE Aoz A
28 AR A2 Ade AUl on gu & AT A" F Y&
) ong ztedn Y. H2A9HA Anderson et al. (1977:369)2
“RE Y9l 29 AAA A g TEEA"E MNEE ADHFIT
slcth. #2200l AT Zt2AE YAEL JFU AME FAAHK
A2Q o)l ool WF AEHQA At SAEYE Y2E ANE F=E
uriA, 942E 9 dojg EFTFEE olHEE dojolr} s A2
2 Az gk & orvis G2E 9 7] HE Szste FaAE A
o2 o4z, Ao oA £# AL St dojg ou]g RE23
E EUFHE 2R A430] WEogn 4AY.

o) MY AFZ o]2AME Kant9 Anderson?] FHE& wolgoln
Atk EAe] AH m¥oRA v]A A 4 (background knowledge)el T84
< AAHAN  HAAYo] dojF ol d oW 4¥EL ddn FF
3 th  Bartlett(1932)= a1y Fart shte] G2EE o Hdu HY
(recal)3t= o] o] %A wiAAE &3} /M8 APsr] A8 HYA
A7z o]&(schema theory)®€ WAAIAT Barlett:, ¥oxEo] A&H
23 23dA U ojopr|@ & W, 1 olobrlel did 7ol A3t
o] uiel WA 2F ANEY HYPAAFZ Eo @A "Hoe
A S ol Wk ¥ 409 do] Ao} Barlett?] o]E] W& A
£ ZHA €
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19700 d Fbof EolA AHelAo A g cha Rolod FASE HAEl
Barlett®] A¢} oj&ol thA] #YE& Hol7] ARPUT. 8L ¥iAA
3t J2E9| 2 (FA)o] Aojoidd, B3 Fof ojH YL v|N&
7He A79E Aol

22 39

AYAYERE 2 FAHARR] slotZ FASO e 2153 =AY,
a2 A4 FZx(knowledge structure)2t He@PcHden Uyl & van
Oostendorp, 1980; Anderson, Reynolds, Schallert, and Goetz, 1977). A ¥
ANEZE WE AYATF2 Y4 AgAY 72 dd. 4 H¥A
AFze Folad FAld U dNAY = FAHA FRE T,
YA HYPAYFRE olH 2 B el P43, FA1A A Wy A
BE X{¥

APAYF2E ojd EAY slotsol FAE AY ¥ & AU &= AY
(constraints)ol W& ¥ ¢}(Anderson,1978), slotsel ztollx= o’} #A7)
Qerte e Ang EYPcHGraesser, Woll, Kowalski & Smith,1980).
AP FzolE Ndo]l 2 A associations)®} Fe] U (Pearson &
Spiro,1982). A YPA A FZE slotsed F& MY W& AA/ R A A
ool B AR 9o, Z} slotol] WF 7)Rgh(default value)& FEH. =2
gz e Ex7 1 slotE M€ F e ARE AR QA EIHY,
7] YEdE 2 slot®& AE F it 4AHE oz slotd WA
g AgAYTFRE A Qe MR a8 Ao RE sHel 4l
e 713 F88A @4t AR o2rAA AFHeE xAHS QUK
Anderson,1978).

23 AYAY TR AR

AP FZE F2 F 712 A8dtdan @9 Bower, Black, &
Turner, 1979). 3t oH EWd A%efM HPF& Glss Aot
g B9, A3 o & &9 Ad dYA Y FR(event schemata)ol
AHA o|BA HEHel HeRE 42 Ak F, 4Gl HAE @
o delezt vlwEE ZHA A ¥l Fa dode AR, &dL AF
HE B3 Folg€ 4 AA/NE FAHN &x, dojeles o FEE o}
ZkAaL go} ke AE &9 42 sl

g2 e gaz o] A7 BHE AR dE ATz A}
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4, & dojold, 853 FMo &Y @1 s Aolg. HYAHF=
o AN Fx: 38R E d2Ed £33 U UAA % ARE
27 FoH( Anderson, 1978). 2& €& AlgE S35t dolof ¥ BE AA
¥ AEE AT & 9ot g KA Foin Fre), HYAHTRA
A U Axd AAHA FE& A 4. oF 89, 4FAM HA)
£ A9 Y2Ed Ug W, A HEAYTFZE ol&8HH TAYo=
AFHA B ARAA AE A HA, F Foix ARA JUAHM F8
€ A Ao

Aojgtgd HEHA A, g WL gl AH8E 5 A o
#2he] Ay AXd M A YL wedn E§ £ Yok AYAH
TE o]ge A2E W9 AP Aoj¥H T2y ASWERGE UF
A We HeEggde o Fa4 €9 wA ddeRAE S AuH
A dojAsd AFAHoZ FE3HE UM gAY HYAYE AE&HoE
ALE3HE do] ESL A4 flojM Fadtts SAAEY Mz F8
BE AN Eo.

24 ESL Ao floiM HYRA 7= o]E9 &
241, AFH B4 A9

AEHA EATYQNE SHE UMY 29 Ae YRE 529 PN
(n}g) 22 dFds:s d93a FHAolgtan B %HGough,1972; Laberge &
Samuels,1974). o] 2 ¥ oj3tA %A@, 7] E(symbols)?t G2 sx, &
o7} &%e) Hoj, £30] Al ogulF stALdE Aot} o] 2YH LS
AFHY EXo A =@ Hd#] F= Aoz H ol AdE YA
2] 33 (bottom-up process)ol&i &t HUd K= AR & 4
T F, N5 2oiM dojst @ AREH 2uisetg AFHEs] ool
w2ty FHae dolg FFE BF8A ovjd =€3A EcH(Thomas,
1980).

aYy SMAFP di@ B dFE 288 93 RYoz s XA
€ 43% # gk ARE B £39 oule oW A4
20l A (context)o] A 4A o]MY 5 U= Aotk Schank(1973)
E 4% 7IN R EA9 oulgy Aol IAHA HNEHE= AY
o] dkm @k o9 7R ojvj@ 1A @ojE 1 "olrp 2ol #Agd ut
24 #4o] @A Rumelhart, 1982). &3& 97} gle ARG o
g £oA 9ul7l gl& W F ’I9¥da #r}(Bransford & Johnson,
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1973). ol ¥ A7t AlAE AL B39 Av|F HYHE o Ao A
99 Aoln, Ao AP G FFE MK FARYLZ T8n
gri&Noz gul& Aol YALn oldd}r| AYAY ojd7t WY
Hold},

8439, 71Ee ©@ojg HAN} g W& £F9 HYL, £ oy
g Aol PP A4} 2L ¥ 59 AAAN IG& GegE Ao
FARAE A o, SARPAA 598X 2 344 (top-down process)o)
AHEEE AE Rl . FA G2EA Aol ARE o
e} YREA AYA gon, S =Y 29 o Lo e AH
Y2EQN 4 R & FH3E 2 o)d(Thomas, 1980).

242. Ao QojM e AE24A A A (interactive processing)

G527t od 7 F(ski)E 58 U@ o, 2 J15e oY 1A Y
T/ 8 &(subcomponents)d B Fog& AFsA €. 2 F 1 75
Bo] HECEA HE AFHNoZ 1 7 5E& FYdA H1, I dgdd:
e e 7S el 98N Fo48 A ¥t McLaughlin,
Rossman, & Mcleod, 1983). cl8i§ fl2l& AAA €7, AYA¥NY), &=
Huys da7 22 vdoiAe d& ZixNnE 44 4398 4+ o

Aol P H(language information)& HMe3te AP AN AA
(bottom-up processing)3 3% 2] # A (top-down processing)?l ZHH
gt AEALEH AP FojA o|FojAdz: 1A Yl(Peterson,
1991). g eade ¥ &M(external source)el &AM o)Fo] AL},
F, oA Eoet doE AMo oM FuAs o]Fe] A,
me} dojold o AgMe Yo, Y2E Mo gl Dol v}
EUY gAE 5% 249 9u) £o2 A&P=o] s FHA dRg ¢
Lid=3

A ARG dAAEY M7t WS A (intemnal source)o] &3
Al o]FojAtt. F, FA 9 AMAA A AAHQA Jdy & MM A
BA g7} o]Fo] Ar}. &7l cdoje] i@ 71 “AA" i@ sid
= XHEY HgEAts dRAY Eolete dojARE oM EHE © UA
ol e dojFH AFa, &5 F4 aen A Fqx F3 e
Neto] ZAMA golee “Uf"0] " 3o B ZAU/NE AZ3Y + 3
58 HEdF= AlH A4E §835A ®ch(Peterson, 1991). Chaudron
& Richards(1986)e] ¢j3t%, stgA2ARPL ALAEY A, 34 2
Zidlel Azt &3 288 TH3Y, S22 (4T AFNARAYAA
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A7 old d a3 AL FAY F UAEE HyFE

45384 AnYge SMRYe] AP F&, <&y FAEY ¥
Jolut ©ojg ¥ixg ZE Aol Ao UPHA YAEQ dol=g 4
4%  fde e, W2Ee7}, ¥agAE AAANIY F4AHH 4
(rhetorical convention), 2283 MAA Y gz YASA 2 A A
ol H & Helo,

A€ SHE AWM SUNERAHY YA RHo] FHE W
A fHo] WadA dr. ok ¥ FUE FxdFE AL &ulEd FA4A
Edn £ # 2& Aol SAMed d# {29 =M YA Ao
#4 HrHD Je Aol AeE . AYE dolse HE PN
Ao wHE WL £ ooz EYPAYoY oYY FYlE FAF
71& ool @t}

3. a4y

31 AF714

o) AFE MYAATZE olgol AASE uE ESLEM Hga 2
1 s 4gaToS. A2AEM Folg MeE HEE goz
o 289 WAA4Y, SHY 22 JHANE vEHHoH, 474 Ao}
A 23e AAD 9o Be AFAE AFAT

Hil: i34 e ctao] o} 2RE F I Pl SHYAA {9
A Zel7t gl

Hi2 WjAX 3 288 222 ofA4 Rl Fo3d @47t
At

32. A7y

Cigtm Abgdie Jdol@Sae] AeE 28hd ¥4 4198 d7dde
2 #dh o] RAEL ATHNAREA nFIEHFIE FA%D e
gt o] AYAT AW GPEL FTHANA 39, 2FHwAA
39, 25 6d S¢ dolg T & YASoIY. Hofo FELE A &
om FolFHE 6d ol ¥ YHES UAT oY WFEL 123}
A gt AFol AANE Aol URAT A Fa4¥ 8JL XFHA
7] W&ol £ n2dA gk
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33. 4¥A=

o] dAFcjy Sy AYAEZ M M9 S(passage)& AAIHAG
(Lubin ,1983;Kitao, et al, 1983; Reichler, 1987). & Margaret Mitchel<]
Gone with the Windod @@ 23 o}777| a2ln A&dgd 8¢ Ae
olch, M7je] 2& Eguoln 2 Fo P vARHo] FHHUe
MAF passageF L A0]F oM LFHE WA S 7]
osio} & HWI o] Eol gtz #EE ASolth. UFAES WAA
48 gotr7] YA passage®@ 971 Hol 2t2+e] passageol & 2F
Atopic)@ A AY F3 oot WM A7 g e viE A AT
252 g9k 22Uz 3}l passaged] WA 97tAE 2A {3y
Passage® °l#3tEd] 9o @ A4 g dndd 7HAn dertd &3
371 M E o] passaged W& ¥ Yol B AL A3 W
AANAE B dog £3& FUAY

Esjgold ojH ERF & o1 2 U & ol ZIgdHE FH
& gdasg. EHYL 2437 AMAME passaged HE U GEAE
o] 719& 1 Y AHE 7158 150 A= 2% 4. a2lz &
passage®] Al Z(title)® F A3 (main idea)& 255 ATt Passaged
9m 7% WEE 2EF & AL TAEHY UL L oHHUENE dolr
71 998 Roldlm, MEH FANLE BE RS I passaged] FWAHQ
2u] & o HPEIE Lolny] A% Ao

o)A A& 2437 YAME StEAe % dol=g 3o 3070
o] o318 MAsY 4 AGYe FAZ AANHAT. Z passaged
¢ AFo 107149 B BHES #AR, 2 &l 2 passagedl
dAAA 7193t Y WL 25 A

34. 334

w7 %) 4 & Langer(1984)7} /Hg @ WY& Huste EPd2 0-1-2-3
N5y o) gel Wrsgd. A9E g, 2dE Ao, == FHFH
AYg Ao 3gozA B WAL D e Ao, 4
Mdel £AS MUY 9 282 43 AL AT A
Aoz AMAQ AYH 2L AL $HEEHY 1oz AL wBAHL

i £ k2

2Kitao, S.K(1989)7} A 9% AL o2 X Yol wWe e EIRYEA
A B4 # Ao},



ESLEAM oM dYA47x ol&3 2 3§ 117

7R3 e Aoz Hrdgd. aga FEd S99y &g A @
<& Ad+= 03 FUY.

5392 371A] Pyez &3 AEL HAW} FHAES F
dEHR YEe7), 22 passaged] UEtd FAAHA PRE Aoy 7)Y
dtu le7tE SARAG. oNAY L Falol A A Fof uwiz}
B

35. 4

Hil¢ A387) 994 AT 3AEE Z passaget 2 v FA A9 o
2ol o J3ad HAPdez2 Yo e e SHHA oA
atol7b E7HE t-AFE T3 Yol givl. H2& AF37] HdAME
passage 2 M3 A4 9] cthio] uel E{E F IAddeAM WFAY, =
MY a2 o HANE uladle] F@#@A (Pearson correlations)& 4133
At

Ao} FAAE SPSS/PC'EAATNAE AL 7HdP S o
X F24% p< 05 2 Yt

4. A3
41 H1Y #F

AF7Hd1e o4 passaged] A@ WFA 4 thao] we} EHE F 3
@2 S8 ol Aol7t QMR FFdE Aotk HilE HF3)
A4 & [E11E BAL

[%1]2 passaged 2 Wl@3A o] @& 43 HGroupA)H w40
2L UG (GroupB)ol FHYo] 9lolM Zol7t QeTtE Fotr7)
A% t-AFe dHolrt. HE8Nozg WY, M9 passage =F AFI}
4g NZ8A Hez F Aadd F4¥ gloiH ARz FHY
Aol &€ BAFn glvh. TA] WA I passaged] W WA Y
o] B& I¢& 2 passagest HAW €& ¢ UEE& AP
Hed Aol ¥ e v {dAn. £ wiFA Yol HE A
@ @A e L D Bo S sloM ALY |7t HsA
U
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[#1] Passageo] @& Joud 59 G, 2&H3 R 2

Passage" Group” N M S.D t-value

A 67.3 13.6

1 3.35"
B 18 52.3 15.1
A 21 64.5 17.1

2 2.92°
B 20 50.8 12.7
A 26 68.7 13.7

3 3.19"
B 15 55.0 12.2

3. a) Passagel: Gone With the Windd #% 3
Passage2: °FTt % 7]¢] @@ 2
Passage3: d&ggo #% 2
b) Group A: W72 9] vt ug $£RE FHIS
Group B: w73 x| 2] 9] tiiof we} £FH AP
*p < .06 = p< 005

42. H29 A%
AF74d2E passaged 2 @A A 9 o] oot BHE F g 3l
old WAz Mg a2l ojAH el ojH JFHAsL lestE

ohre ol

[3#2) Passageol W& Add wlA3A 4, £33 R o|{A4 39 Y@@

Passage | Group | Back"-Read” Back-Voc” Read-Voc
A 656~ .039 545"
1 B 232 321 112
A 443 -.062 .065
2 B 229 -.226 -.213
A 402" -.079 104
3 B 322 -.288 -.282

3, a) Back: ®] 73] 4
b) Read: 5319
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¢) Voc : o} § A4
xp < 05 *»p < ,005

[(E2]8 29 M709) passage BF 4§ Aol A= AFIMo) 7]
Zt5o] AR A2 S4Y o] ¥ FBUAL USE ¢ F Y. 2
gt AN oM EdA} gle Aoz vdegg. ARslde
7b AAE v S E ®ol7] MM E AL Bo] REE o}
doe Aot wiAR Yo H& AWM MM passageols] T )
AN SHY Bo] FAHo2 §9F @A P Ao Jgy
o},

S oMYA BAA Uo)ME passageld M T Ao A
#ol3 2adAZt e AeE Yega Uojx £ passaged M= 4
A< AAdAN BT FRVA g Aoz vt ey
oI A Y9 chiol we} passagedt 12 1 4L ZIdEn Ay =
He '@ 4ol gidn & 4 Utk W3RN ofHANFHe BANNE
passagel & #2311 passage2 9 3ol RA(EMAIRAZNL U= A
22 Yeyd. a2y FANo2 R #A/ ALE HYFm gt
A77Hd2d] @ FE8L oW passageo]d ¥iF A o] B AFATAA
t MiZAY] Z3Y o {23 FBHAAS AT, WA 9] thio)
BT AA 3} oA a8l SHYH o HAY o EAHO
2 %93 4uAs gl ez A

5. = 9

S AN YA T2 Ao F a3 wjHFA Yo me} Safef
AAA FF Aol7} e Ho| o] =RAME YFHIonE BAS
HAM P st FAEAA WAL 2A & 5 UL AAME =
4% g8t Ao 9714 /¥ ( pre-reading activities )& EH S5
AA WAL AFTH & & Yed )HY FFoE of"d AE] Yo
o o]lg9 HFAIGE oW AUNE tle ATHAFHE FuIAA =9
Buz g

APAATZ ol A+ o] =Y AFEA7) HFH Y= AL
HAE YR g wiFA o] oW aUFE YAE o) AEL &}

Aolct. A ¢7ld §F & TN SaU AEE ¢rAHd 2
Aol fY iAFAAE RAEF Go2H UEAEY EMTHELE FAAY
Attes o] FFH A7 Aol

I orie
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449, 29RdFr), £, 4338, A4%e FY, ¥ ¥F, 92
E Y& &3, HAE ALH HE(text preview), HAES] UL S
olF &7, F2 o Ads BAE €5 TS A FFE FHA
HAE Y& diFd AYY BAALE JAY 2 5 dgdn oK
Carrell, 1984). ol= ¥ 7tA| %t ALY Zo] ope} o2rixd& DA
Aggdd oE 34U 4 sl AHolg Carrell & Eiserhold (1983)
e 92 Y4 g £33 5540 V] WE ESLSANAE 9=
EE AAo HESE €%°] Fasidan #d

Jolsgx £Fo] ofF FHYo)AY o|# o] oiA AgE HAAAE
golFolA guingete] FUH7| g Fa oHv A BAd @
Ho] EHHY Aozt ¥} Pearson & Spiro(1982) ¥FAEC F4
Mdeol dsiA oln] g YAY dotol WA YeTHE DolrI] YA
gold4 #5(word association tasks)S A¢tstzm gich’ HAYEe] @A
g dolg LI FAlE 2 GolEL AW 23 yoprix 2 AJE @
ol 7tz ‘9n| A E(semantic map)’' & WEZIE ol Langer(1984)°]
o3 HFAESS o9 B TAUYES FHA BAD9 Y& #FH
Uz 4 9t ¥ch Pearson & Spirot S¥ YAEE ¢a o] 837
AN G450 od MFE dn e R, dolof oyl e ARE
AAA7)7l 9#AH BALEANA  FF(analogy),H] E(comparisons), &
(metaphors)5 & A48 =5 Atz gl

BEAES] 8% F£F wE ¢47id €%9 ade oF F Yo
Hudson(1982)2 A EolAl 2198 & Bayd ¥ 1 1yq] A E83n
T HAENA 7 HEE AFARD IAdH oJHE vl stEzd R
9L vz 4 Axe A AL 4rid §Fe] FA Bg 53
g ZAsE AFH o ade AL goldd. 28y dFARE UU3
AEHRA, 237 FIFFEY ESLEAEANAE A%/ AAAT 435
Zo FAPEANAE F /1A €% F o= Ao ¢ AA}Holgue TY F
2ok oA F3d £ kA ¢71A 8% Tele #f9F Zelzt A

WREe ESLS# ZAde WEE EAY WL EASFste #Al7 €9
Atk oW AN E passagettiol SHEAZE ed ¥ EAEl
9]7)1d ZAl(prereading question) Al4E & U&HA 2er. o™ 4
o] AR 237 2dn ¢7A AETAEe SAZ dF od &
A = AT ddsz] 9l o P PJHE 47] A8 ISl Yrs

3gdo)dd g5t A9 /1Y (superordinates), ¥ <;71'd(subordinates), A9
(definitions), E2]°], Wolo], 2 &sld(contradictories), FAI31A E&HE @9l
S 22 A F9ol A
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Weg YEE st B7/%Y 7158 ¥ 5 Aon G2EJ 7o
#Y AWNE AARE J1%5e ¥ £5 Ao Y a4 FAE
fish 2L F A 15 € £9¢ £ YEWA 22AT &A@ A F
o] 9j7]d %o B3 Aotk 2 EAEL SAolA A2 wiFA
Ag AFAAE B Rolvh. 1A 5 F /A 2R F A2
AAAE AFsE 93 2t AR Ae WAAAES gd%sE 4
& djof @k

6. 2 &

ol a7 AsHg Ackstd, WAAAY ol et BHE F Y 2
oAt Sagel oA zelst gloke Aolth 1 passagedd ¥ W3A
4o] e FWE 1 passages VAW 2¢ AT W& Jldsa s
ed AR g0 Fe Ferg fARAT WIAN] ¥E FlME
WA A% SHY dele FRBAZL YAANT WA Y] He P
£ WFAAT S4Y B JRBAZ gt 2P F A 2F o
AA NG A HAA Pl FaBAZL YA

NYANTFZ o8¢ dojstgel ALAA Tad, AFNEL ol
N ASE F e tede HAA el s 2A 9%E Lo ¥
4 g MYAATE o8& WAE WY ARHY Ay FE &
EUgEGE dea N9 JANBNE ¢ FaA goh wEA dad
REL ARAY AfARE AHHe2 4t Ut G 44
A4e &Aooz AHREE Yol ESL SA¢l oM Fastde 544
=9 M2e yPde AN gt

Feo) go] SAAEAN E3 ¥ & ANY AY wolg 239 v
A BEH Azsted 2 A W& JESHT e I P9 A=
g evisn, YN HYs SPNAAY S HYE Y2REH ARy
& wEsHAY, o ATAN £4% AYAT s}, ESL SAA ¢
FES ANE +9718¢ $2 de) Jojas FUWF gEEaw
ol EMRS] AgE Iusthed Jlig Aoz Jdeqt.
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