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HETAE —F+a { a=4—a viEH (oral inter-
pretation, drama, public speaking, discussion, debate
%) B bBRA O, L LTESS. Luiih st
EHEGTH D, HYREEENBIC VI EDH-T
b H 572, EROERBEBECIRGBZ ENHE
FREN OMEE 2 HUBOFELE « AENEERTIT - T
B EREBIMEGT S, TH debate [ JFICKYAE
DOECIEFCHOLRERORNG L Te> T2,

L AT, K36 A5 THEMFZK L debate (3% 5
EEFERD) FBECR LTh ) B REYRLT
BbhB,Y PMEIKFE ESS. ¥ & LT 8EM
debate &) (EEEOF® - FAEDIEE - RROFEHE) 1
BIRL, Foffi{Ex{EELicEL LT4 L debate DFf
LERRZ TR,

debate ¥ (£

FB KL discussion ZEhd BB & 5T,
bi YTl HExDFRR SRR Tk
BV 5 B BIEE DT N R I F I IER
FMUTHB, bo b HERZLEOWTERRILELE
5@5BBLAIVDTHB, (p.1D)
& LT debate Z#F¥|L Tk bh b, LiL, debate i%
TN LULABRCOWTERZ AW TERV &
Sy ity A —=F e aia=fr—vavTRER
WEDEFNELTO debate i3, HECER « KD
BHRBH OIS FRLE=ZEF 0¥ MixFEns b
DEINDB? FHEOEFHEDO—OIIL, “aregulated dis-
cussion of a proposition between two matched sides”
(Websters New Collegiate Dictionary, 1980) & » 5%,
o ESS. THREOIIFIHA LS debate e biE, B
3 HITERBINC DO, ATl — VItHE - T, BRI
BB 5oxEryEEL, HF @ﬁi%hﬁéﬁ?b
Y—a, EEZREI, BMEOKBENICE L CHE
&, THIRROBEIE] T [HFEHRBPREOHHREETF L T
1) HEHSTE.S. S FHoRES] A5k 1984, 6 A%,
pp. 15-18,
2) Douglas Ehninger and Wayne Brockriede, Decision by
Debate, 2nd ed. (New York: Harper & Row, 1978), p. 7.
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debate (+ E.S.S. miEHics bl v

PERKOIHCI bbb AbHY, debate
DOREEFEE L e hd e blcbBEE b L d 5,
------ avFAMCHE SRR EE WO T EBELD L,
—RIZFEEL LV BETU ALV DI, Fo%E
i BAECHE 2, MEMMLT| X5]%, $LEl
FER VI X S eEEREIEY BT, Th

ARG LY T 5, (0. 15)

&5kl T &b aviar EWIARDHILS X
bLULIEiebRBA, TMEFFREE]&5] & [TIRKE
ELTRUABAVWINTETLE S, MHEEICDRE-T
Tk debate Dffifiz AV -TLE 5, FEOL
THLIEZEDI S o ik, S%ESS. 3z 0H
B’J?:ﬂEBL’C%i“CL il by,

T, PABKD EFEXZFT N2 o0 5000%
% O’CﬁZJJ Ew5 ESS o BHIRZHF AR ELT,
debate (XARZ DEBOER NI bDTHD Z
ERIRLIC,

(1) AR

B ET, Lo RBLDIBHBENR L TR bR
Wl EEbh b, debate T, \WWAWAREHIZOWT
BEWREEZDZEPDLHEFOREL TCOLBEREK
SE, FRSECHETELLI LORGERIZoOWT
MEBTHLNTE, ABRODHEOHBHRETH 5,

(2) ENesfs:

WNTEE, TLeNBEW5DREENLLDTH
%] & LT, [debating contest iIZffi 2T, W\ AULAER
ED, ThEhEFHL L O RELEVEV DI,
KXo s FWThHB.| & ESS. o debate % #t$]L T
Bbhb, ThZFEEbbY, FELRE % L CHE
L7954 VvRETTLeXMA LoD, IHIT
BETERA SO, RERb -z Ltk B,
KEDLEMNERHNR DD THEMND EV T, FOH
BHEICARW TR RISV E WD & L3l nT
»H55, Fi:, debate Ti¥, HFEOHERILUKAY
THRREREH TR TERRWL, cross
examination O H &Y $F 2 5 &, debate I+ 4E)
B9 (impromptu, extemporaneous) 7eEZ#HF - T
5,

(3) systematic practice

I R EBAIHE O LI X S hu 5723, debate
CABEIHRHRE S BB L - Tk S h B D13
HLAHATHBL, Tk % debate wrhilh & LiciEEnE
2 Th [BME»E 2 oSBT MNalfETh b, ref-
utation OFFEL LT, HEOREEXBTE LEHX S



THRBDL LW, VALY —F%HWGCEMY T30
cross-examination OFFF e B,

ko X 5z debate 3@ e B3 51X ESS. o
HWEELLTHREHITH S, IHILH IV LIRS KFEDOE
FAEEN DB debate 2B LT\ 5 & E&HIRLTHI
o

debate &\ bH W 5 MKLEE

debateiz X »C, MK *FET T+ B LWV H TR
TORRERHET S L3 T 5, 7, debate 130 EH
T bbidiEs b, orthodox style (cross-
examination D7t ER) TIRTHELCRERYHL
LW LR Lisib iy, HFEOERYEE LS
TEXHEDVWTHRETEM LY KRB TA L v ote, H
 ~FETOMEI D, BEEE L), BR EE
B) #HBT 5D bR RN R EE T
BHTES,

T LD, ARCEXOSOLAChEFIEE RS
L, BRoNRHETOHEREREYAAMSDMBICS 85,
RBCOWTEL (b LLR—FHDR) BB rhiciid
YA THEROEREELTHOTH LY

Bl i, FERMoERBEBTIMINhD, M3ER
TR L, REBANCEINITOhEXEYEL &,
BEBTREDHE D Thhiw, EHCAYEIETH B,
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(1) W—=hRE>TVS

HEMGELAEVWEWLIDRIRILE 512, HEDKk
WEREBFETE0INEL LA TRET TR E
F LW Z D Ry, WAZEEIR I 5 TW
NOHBTHLERDDLN, FTCEEROHBYE 2
% &, debate THIIETRBIILTHE2HbNBL, B
B LbF— 20D EFETENRTAZ LT
5, PIDIXFERICHE > T TR0 L el ) HIE
wieh, RABe @R L5 bITH S,

(2) role-play

HEWIIEE L LTo debate (academic debate) Ti¥
BEm#AY B OBEANERCBERR S RR5 b T,
ZORODPEEDOBRE XL TN B L Tleb, £5F
BET, TZARZEEZTIDRETILL, THIRE
bhBDOTRIA] &V REHFL E, BEMIC
LoNBZ ENTED, ARITHELTDOREFLAN
BEOKLWHEETL » <3, &5 LIGLEY
b RELFIETH DY
3 BRBRARONFEELREHROBVELXRLIETF A b DB,

L.G.Alexander, For and Against (London: Longman,

1968).
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HBEZHEDBDAR—Y ORECLIHNDB, h
BAEBFELELVIOLL, RAEDLDIEEOE
FEHMAOhdZ Leind, BRENKE TV D =
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debate IZP L TEWH DT, GLABEHIA AN
ELDTHBE Do TG EE), AL —F
2 3a=k—avigEodhTd oral interpretation,
public speaking, drama {z >\ CIXHEH BT O TR 4,
HLHATWA2S, debate % discussion 12D TiiE
EAERY EFBRTULIRGY REERETH ZOHHE
DFA/BRED Z E x> THIBE KL LR TV,
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4) role-play BRI OWTIE, Hlxi¥, Susan L. Stern,
“Drama in Second Language Learning from a Psycholin-
guistic Perspective,” Language Learning, 30, No. 1 (1980),
80. :

5) AE—F+aiaz=r—vavViEHLEBRbloTHEAD
KRERFTCHADTHDH L XBRHITRLTWS0,
James R. Bowers, “A Rational for the Use of Speech
Communication Activities in the Teaching of English as a
Foreign Language,” Speech Education, 10 (1980), 1-14. / -
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