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BE S RBETRHMEE, N—D2 BT RS h =FIrh, 2Ch UE1T N
(locutionary act) . Jidi47°4 (illocutionary act ) FIHALATH (perlocutionary act) ' o PREZ - FHIE
— PR P FEAT R, PR AR R DS BN FH A B (PRt 2By R o $RIR) T DA 58 Bl , i 42
M7 (BT R ) X—iE, FIEA RS GEFATR ) , (s AL EE S (BedT R ) 78 . (%
W B URERARUE ) 8L, SRR RIS Y R R R R DR TR, VR IR AARAAE
%00 HORRACRPI AR . A HIOSES MBI L BRI . HRT, E 5ok
FARBIMA B R ST, IR A R R TR ) i — AR, i BOM PR A £ [n) 1A R A
FHETH M AR A i

AL SGAR, 2F AR R R R R SN B N A R I8, T2 > 3 £l dtty A 2 AR S
IR AR, ENEEHAR SR A MR R B R SRR EAER], RFese. EEMNGE A CRIREg
B UL AR, ) BT RO — MBS, SRR A R RS T A U B T AT

TEERN. BFS, DIINRESASMIHARE, TEHRHMA: FRYFEE,
YESIB: 8F%. aPREHINR2ROBIENNEFERIDOMSNA [J] . HEWWY, 2022, 4 (3) : 297-307.
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AN, AE B A2 AR I RN 2250
PN BOTA IR SR R AR, i E SHe: Bhnigh &, BEONRMARIBEWEE R, 20
iR ) A S O R RR 2, IR N sl ) O R SR s T .

2 RERFABFRMEEHRORTERA

FRT, NSNS T8 Thae iR BN ER A S [ AR DE TS LD, BR58ss . AR FEbrik Rl
ANZ, BEIASCUL T, 373 1 0 e S BOMER AL S () A PP FE AR IR R (2 1) SRR HERT 73 M A
B ZIFR IR R AT — R, A TRE R CGRENE, RIAJ7 %50, 800 )
A=A =GRS DR R R NRISEPR AT T MG, JR48 I =R BR R
FCREL, X BB FHEARTE AL TR A B2, ] AR S M i [P 7 LS PR AL B B2 1] A7 &%
PErbRSE o

#F 1 SPREDREZRDAHIETNERER

Table 1 Evaluation index system for effectiveness of Middle school English teachers’ classroom

questioning
Secondary Combined
General objective | Essential Third Performance Indexes weight | Weighted
Indexes Coefficient
E1l E,; Embody teaching objectives 0.078 0.010
Questioning|E,, Raise challengeable and enlighten questions 0.351 0.043
Contents  |E,; Correspond with students’ cognitive level 0.428 0.052
0.122 E,, Be close to students’ real life 0.143 0.017
E,, Raise various types of questions 0.215 0.049
) E,, Use the words and expressions students know well and understand | 0.157 0.036
Questioning E,; Create problem situation 0.055 0.013
Ways E,, Raise questions in appropriate frequency 0.072 0.016
0227 E,s Provide adequate waiting time 0.123 0.028
Effectiveness E,s Questioning logically 0.140 0.032
of English teachers’ E,; Face to all students 0.164 0.037
classroom questioning E;; Provide feedback in time 0.108 0.025
E3 E;, Provide specific evaluation 0.307 0.070
Responding | E;; Encourage students to query 0.299 0.068
Ways E;, Adopt various feedback ways 0.059 0.013
0.227 E;s Adopt multiple feedback skills 0.142 0.032
E;s Make good use of non—verbal strategies 0.051 0.012
E4 E4 Involve in answering actively 0.085 0.036
Questioning|E,, Give basically correct or deeper answers 0.176 0.074
Effect E,; Dare to raise questions and express their views 0.463 0.196
0.423 E,, Understand and master knowledge more deeply 0.275 0.117

WRIHZIPIIRMA R, AUEBI T — MG R, DUNTEIRE G S, 1 i 20m A i
ERFERAR (£2) .
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*2 BRRIERHRZREEOEHEITEME

Table 2 Evaluation table for effectiveness of Middle school English teachers’ classroom questioning

General objective | Secondary Essential Indexes | Third Performance Indexes | Combined Weighted Coefficient Score
Ey Ey 0.010
Ep 0.043
Ei 0.052
Eu 0.017
Total (S1):
E, Ey 0.049
Ex 0.036
Ex 0.013
En 0.016
Eos 0.028
Effectiveness of Eg 0.032
English teachers’ Ey 0.037
classroom Total (S2):
joni Es Es 0.025
questioning
Es 0.070
Es 0.068
Es 0.013
Ess 0.032
Es 0.012
Total (S3):
E, Eu 0.036
Ep 0.074
Es 0.196
Ey 0.117
Total (S4):
The Final Score (S):

RIS, BRI R N BT, B EOR LIXT R A AR B, B R4
BRI BRI, Ay AR, A BCEEERIE O ~ 1 ZIE], N T TS, KRR
JG AL, AR AR 1.

HRAAXIT

Si= Yo (ixCi)
S= 27, (i*Ci)
Si= >0, (i*Ci)
Se= 28, (i*Ci)

S=8,+5,+5;+S,

Horp, i (R ZRRIIRIR I 0L, CAURARRL IR EL, Si. So0 Sy A S, 3R A~ —
YRIIEIRGELL, S FmEa RS

3 RZBRFABHIEM LIS

MER 11 g Th I e PR A SE BE h e R A b s, B, L. gAY POA BOm RS IR A, E
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RGP EOMAE R AL ERYERIMAT N, S AR B MHAL A H 10Ied, (AP 2R
BACEHATIE Y, TR AR, DI 1A 1 IR IR MRS R, RGPS
DUPIBAE AR R A P RO A B, JFR AL

3.1 WRHBMREDHM

APPSR — T RER, BIRNEA R “From Page to Screen”

ER A, TMERUREME S R Bk, BB I T R, BN KRR
GRS f4k, BRfRl A BUR AR A B R T L o X BN — S R T IR S A
TR AT o TR T SRR ) 268, A BRI AR A ok M, iE A 2D IRAS

WG - JE/R (Penny Ur) ' B4 HE ARG Z 5 BRI R —2qth, / 4 7 O A @B R, XS
B I RIS T A5 MR TR IEFIIE S o XA BIMEDRAE AR A — LB “Do you like
watching films? What do you think they have in common?” 8% , {2 Hi ()R] TR = PRl , AT 73 & 22 A B8

MR 2O, XA IR AR5 24, BB AT &, 3 RE iT ISR G | 42 T
flisf R R o, AR S 2E ) 22 orp, A B B AR R T 1) A2k SXRRRB I A S 5 3R
M, TEBRRE R

FOMAE I S8 — BT Aoy R R S B e BRI F, BOMTE B T4 R B 5, T A
SREEAE R BN, B B TR AT o XA A A SE IS, AR T R R 1
LI “very good”  “great” AFURINMEMRIEAR MG 2 A o KT AR A A S 45 T AR T
IFETREI A C AR (ARITR R B8, JUPREZUNR 5, R A 2 [ L
Bt AR R EIE A

SAKRE, AR S SEMEARR &, BB 0 A AR 2 A E A, BRMIERE
gy, A RAF AR R A OB AE S, XTI NE, A EERLn),
WA FREH A AR,

WG LR, EERZIRERN TR (4 3) iR,

73 emRBITIRER BITM R

Table 3 Evaluation table of Beijing

General objective | Secondary Essential Indexes | Third Performance Indexes | Combined Weighted Coefficient Score
E, Ey 0.010 0.8
Ep 0.043 0.6
Eis 0.052 0.7
Ey 0.017 0.8
Effectiveness of Total ; 0.0838
Eng&ish ;ea;éi]ers’ £, by 0.049 0.8
classroom Ey 0.036 0.8
joni Ex 0.013 0.6
questioning
Ey 0.016 0.7
Eys 0.028 0.9
Ex 0.032 0.9
Ex 0.037 1
Total : 0.178
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General objective | Secondary Essential Indexes | Third Performance Indexes | Combined Weighted Coefficient Score

E; Ey 0.025 1
Es, 0.070 0.9
Es; 0.068 0.7
Es, 0.013 0.5
Effectiveness of E;ss 0.032 0.7
English teachers’ Es6 0.012 0.6

classroom Total : 0.1717
questioning E, E, 0.036 0.7
E4 0.074 0.8
Eg 0.196 0.4
Ey 0.117 0.7

Total: | 0.2447

The Final Score: 0.6782

3.2 FEFIMR=ZEDMN

AREPIE—TEG IR, FIRNZIE “Astronomy: the Science of the Stars”

RO E BB EE AN Z—, B A A 7E RS 7 v SR ORI A A R A% BE 0 2 Bl 132 2L
SERFEAR R o XA ) R R SR BAREAT, Al R R A ) O TR I AR R
[ HB 0 ) RIS LA PRk, AT AL A R AR AR S . Bl “Can we leave on the Mercury? How
about Venus? How about Mars?” J HEEWE A48T KU 5i:  “Yes, maybe” o {HZiX (7 & IMAESEATHE ] (B
B R RN EAE M APUKT, N—IFURats | AT w AT B RES, A W 2 AR i SEPRAE TG, T2 A L
SEZNHE A TR

IR DTBOR IR ZCE TP E WIS, fERiERE RO 7 o EXEDR L, DU
MR Z . BILESR I, AT (& MY Sam) FU o, 76 5 2 25 S8 T R e 1 B0 T Y Tl B A
IR B T R AR TR . AN, BUREORAEAEA TP VIR, IF6 5 DB TR Y . iR
HIHEUTTR . “And the paragraphs are still jumbled, you have to read the passage really quickly, and put that
jumbled paragraphs in the correct order. Understand?” 53%%, #7224, KFEASF R EA PLfF%
REIER B a it P R SCHAT TR, “#2EXF “jumble”  “put-++in the correct order” %5 Hiji] | 4B AU,
R LA TCIEAR AR 2 B 76 3

XIS T4 TR R 5, Y E AT RN Z G, 23X A2 E A T BAR 50T [RIET
MR T 2R RS, BR T RN, LA AT IR A AT, FERSHL TS T, M2 e
flREIR) . HA | RS (HX A B IMEA R is I 5 BT s, AR is FHARTE 5 3R

AR L, EARNRES SBWRMERS, M TERIE R LA RR A CRER . CESE T SR 5 )T H28 1
A, MATRERILCFAGZIERR, OB BOmE R B 5 | S2E AR A T2 ) T A 8K

XTHCENE, XA ERAMAZIHSCOAME R . B TR B4 U5 AP AR TR, PRAE (7]
RN | BT AGRHIEA T, A TERR AR SCAN B ity b 4R G E R, 4248 SRR, THESC
B, RAERGEER L XA RS AR A M EAARZ I, WA G R A
A N AZE AT R ORI, AR EIEIR A L, 35 B ST, SR A L AE AR SR
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AR TR AE 5L 5T
WG LR, EERZRAERPE IR (< 4) PR,

F 4 FEFITREREITMR

Table 4 Evaluation table of Xinjiang

General objective | Secondary Essential Indexes | Third Performance Indexes | Combined Weighted Coefficient Score
E, Ey 0.010 0.8
Ep 0.043 0.8
Es 0.052 0.7
E, 0.017 0.7
Total: | 0.0907
E, Ey 0.049 0.7
Ey 0.036 0.6
Ex 0.013 0.7
Ey 0.016 0.8
Eys 0.028 0.6
Effectiveness of Eos 0.032 0.8
English teachers’ Ey 0.037 0.9
classroom Total: | 0.1535
ioni ks E; 0.025 1
questioning
Es 0.070 0.7
Es 0.068 0.8
Es, 0.013 0.8
Ess 0.032 0.8
Es6 0.012 0.6
Total: | 0.1716
E, Ey 0.036 0.8
Ep 0.074 0.8
Ey 0.196 0.7
Ey 0.117 0.6
Total: | 0.2954
The Final Score: | 0.7112

3.3 LBHEINMRZDM

A SEPRE PR, RURNASZ “Painter with a Pulse”

XA A A — 5K O TR AR A L R A — R DG TR AY R A URAL , PR — RPN A5 | T2 A &
BWE AR, TS IASE B A e A Al e, JEE M2 R A5 . BRETETRIR . “Now, what
are the differences between the two pictures? You may talk about its colors, its contents or anything else.” X1/ %
Ui s PRASTESR [F] 5 30RO N 2, B R HISEH e Hbn AT eIt

PSR il USR0S A A BRI RORESE , BT 7 3Rm, 1hewlnl AEE mll— R 9 b= 1% BT
T e ) 15 B [ LA S K I, DL TATAS OB RN R B4R IR S SR 8 A B2 1 o X A 4R 7] (19 P
W TR —SLAR MR 5 | oA H OB IR E518 . LEANTESL “pulse” XASHLIAIHEE, ABA]iE:  “What
does pulse mean?” [A]Z# TR X A AL, b4 7 —F4EJE:  “OK, look at me, put your

fingers onto your wrist now. Can you feel your pulse now? If you can’t, you are a dead man. So can you feel your

https://doi.org/10.35534/es.0403046 Www.sciscanpub.com/journals/es
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pulse now?” ML R AN 25, SAELDER T “pulse” XA IR EL . (HIXAEITERRFI,
VA T ) A AR TR 27, R B A 1 ] 2 [ R L, St S O A7 AR I R A 2 5 A T AR

XA EIMRENS K g b2 Hh S 15, AR A AN 23 i ] sl 8 e Bl A O, Al Fi A2 54 AT
R FAERAEE . MRS SR A Rk A ORISR, AR RIOR IR, 251 “You have no
idea, doesn’t matter” . BRIEF ZCPRAL, AR F PRI A Z A EAZ 8 (5 RV EZIEA, 3B BN
IFE A E R, JFARtE HBRAE D, SRR S ECARCR RN, R R s
XL EIMHYAETE & R iz EUI S, & T 555 RMAPLE Gk, 2% IR . SRS FIRIATE k%
T A, SR T E B A

SHRUL, “AENRIRES SV R, ZIEE N Ry, A TRAS S, IEfR AR R L,
LT )RR 2 A A, 2B 251 “T need a help” , ARG EAEHAL IR 2EHEBY F O o MR EGE & 8
XEEE 7, BOANCA AR AT R A A A, TSR B, R R, R RO R R X
AR T — & R BEAY /K- o 3 25 M f Ry A A 7P ) R RT LR B A ) A R S A, {HL B2 /K
PSR, A —MHELIESZ, BOR W REE S . XA B PR RN HA 5 2, I AR R N AT
M AR AARUKF, BT AN TR

WRAE B, EFINZRERIE R (5 5) P,

F 5 LEEFITREBREEMN R
Table 5 Evaluation table of Shanghai

General objective | Secondary Essential Indexes | Third Performance Indexes | Combined Weighted Coefficient Score
£, L 0.010 I
Ep 0.043 0.8
Ej; 0.052 0.8
Ey 0.017 0.9
Total: | 0.1013
E, E,, 0.049 0.7
E,, 0.036 0.8
E,; 0.013 0.6
E,, 0.016 0.7
E,s 0.028 0.5
Effectiveness of Fae 0.032 0.6
Englisg tea;thers’ By 0.037 0.5
classroom Total : 0.1338
foni Es Ey 0.025 0.
questioning
Es 0.070 0.8
Es 0.068 0.6
Es 0.013 0.5
Ess 0.032 0.8
Es 0.012 0.8
Total: | 0.1585
E, E, 0.036 0.5
E, 0.074 0.6
Ey 0.196 0.5
Ey 0.117 0.6

Total ; 0.2306

The Final Score: 0.6242
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3.4 ZLEHMREDAT

HRE—TIEG IR, IRNEIE “To be a Better Self” .

XA ITE o R — e NI IE sl TR, 524 B AR IE BUBARDG, Th5 AR B s iR
o AR EER LA B S &M, BIN: “Do you think it’s easy for these people become successful?”
“We could say success doesn’t come easy. Do you agree with me?” % ZEHEIN) 5| K2p A %, DB S 47 T %
SCRENAS . HIXAAE IR BRI BRI, 7EIRE BRIk, O S BHA T BB
i 2%

U557 MR ShARAE TR O ROESE, ERTR AR . ANIEE R, 5 i M AR RO e SE R
SEEE SRR o X I B R AR S — R AT S, BIEE R, NAELL A
HYESE, JF H il 2= R BRI IR FIRIA Ty, T 55 ATl ., 7RdRmd s, 4 7 AR RS
BYSEREITIE], LA B T AL IR 22 N4

XA I B — AT S5 — > R PR TS, FERDEscBRrb A e, I el e SE3A R4 R4
B U LA ATEEZ AT, &l AN WHE ), SREEG A TR, WS AE S, BRI
PRGSO A) T 2. 8. “What are you going to write about yourself, especially about one of your

experience? From that, you improve yourself, right? OK, discuss it with your partner and then please show
me your idea.”

Xpzgiiis T 2T, BR TR AN, R TR BRI Bl “Td
like all of you to work group of 4 and discuss it , try to appreciate and evaluate who did the best.”{B & E G/ FEH,
POMBA LA A FIAHOCTE R, A SR —A LU B B AR B A AT B R, A S VEKCFARME
GEIE T

PRIE I B A BB E R AT N —, 4RI LSRR B ah e b AR 24T,
AR TR, PR H SRR BRI 2 5 MERae AR ) o XA A
Wi dn) | GBR . R, 1R ERE ARG NS, Hik A e iRe BARRTRER, ESh AR
Wi, BEFNEACHERED, R SEE .

WX PR, A TR N AR R R, A N BEREE L AR ) . HIEH
A 5 A T T IR Z R 52 2], XA B SeRe 1 F S MR RE T 35 58 AN

MR ERIAr, EFERNZIRERPE IR (o) Fim,

76 ZEHEITREREITEMN R

Table 6 Evaluation table of Yunnan

General objective | Secondary Essential Indexes | Third Performance Indexes | Combined Weighted Coefficient Score
oo ; E, E 0.010 0.6
’ e; 1}\lreinlesio ) E, 0.043 0.3
1ng ish teachers E, 0.052 0.8
classroom
roon E,. 0.017 0.8
questioning
Total: | 0.0956
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&R
General objective | Secondary Essential Indexes | Third Performance Indexes | Combined Weighted Coefficient Score
E, E,, 0.049 0.8
E,, 0.036 1
E,; 0.013 0.7
E, 0.016 0.8
E,s 0.028 0.7
| 0.032 0.8
E,, 0.037 0.9
Total: | 0.1756
Effectiveness of  |E; E; 0.025 1
English teachers’ E;, 0.070 1
classroom E;; 0.068 0.8
questioning E;, 0.013 0.8
Ess 0.032 0.8
Es 0.012 0.7
Total: | 0.1938
E, Ey 0.036 0.8
E, 0.074 0.9
Eg 0.196 0.8
Ey 0.117 0.8
Total: | 0.3458
The Final Score: | 0.8108

4 FHriRtRERE IR

i SR H LA BT SR R T A T 08T, IR R A — e B L n] Pz BRI
(BRI RE D, 2R R T EIA T BB OSE - Zd WA AT, AWFSE LT WA 5 Tt A DG

41 ARSI E

AROREAR PPN FRE B 0 7E T P20 S AR BRI R [ H e i R e, T IR, BEwT L
ARG WS BE HEA T8 PEVEAY, o mT DU LS L Uk - T 50 o P IR R Y,
PUAS — R B RFEARAIACE 02 0.122, 0.227, 0.227 F10.423, XPUAECA IR RS 0.999, BEATIAF] 1,
PR B R T, AONAT PR O 0 20/ NEUS S 3 B R, PRI, disGil st pU 4 AR 2k,
K VIR AR BT A TR, RSO R NECUE IO, SR B BEUIEEET 1,

PR FEARIAR R Y 21 ANMERR R IR IR A 0976, BAEE] 1. 8 %IRRT, Bk
BRI R BOB SRR T AR RL, (AR IGA SR, SUUSAE RN TREZ G, K
INBUSUE AL, 5 AP ABCE D — 25, A AHE NIRRT 1, SRR HAR R Y e A5 43 A X B M

4.2 BI04

MR PMA R BARAG L T AR e bR, (R B R NMEPRA & X, WA S P E s
o X EEIRERNZA — WA E SCRIbRIE, 7RIz IR A REF bR EEA TV 00 o PP 5 32 3 0
PRI, ARG —ARERE L, AR IIEARMEME W A1,
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fln, FEEPWREN AR, PTG TR R S 2 R e B AR BADe, ZUME AR
A RMER B IPRCERE 5 FIBTRE R A B B R A, W IR RIS SRR AR A5 I A5
HrpeE BRI PRI S 7 A AL, i AR R AR RS RO it T B 25 FIMr e 2
AERAR, ARG SR ARl BREIEE . Uik T7 sORBHE T AR A RIS 2 AR UEETR A

43 TENFRMRE

WP, A EONRZAAT I HZEA K, (B braidfer, B B0Ns 2 s/ fE e m i, X
S n) T AT OE . WA L BEAT LA MR 2 DT A8 S RS8O, (B AR Lede, SR E, AR
HABr— LM B P R A

P, ESAEI AR ZR T — AR, MU 2B EMA X B2 2R EE AR R AR, a2
FRBOTAR, WA IXEPERRN T A BRI, ERBUEE AR ZUN T R, EN
HERH AR, B “AIRIRTOE” , AT i R AR A i R AR R R R
WHFIRBE G ROETAEYE " o CERhREbT LS FAR SIS, S G IR, BT,
LRIHCHINE, 18 SPSS SRS A TRENE M. S ARSI AL (S PR S DA o Rt A T o

4.4 AACIBIRESHS

IR R G, AR BO T A S S 3, HIRE S RIR . BIInTe —dgds “$= 1m0 i,
A—EE PRIAERE |, MRS — D gdats REINAT B, AR PR Tk
/=0 32000 L1 TR 8 g O 7 o € € N SRR S P (7 1 € N o N T S R = el SO g 2 R
MR EE, Mg,

HR,  CPRASSEIET X AMEPMEFRE, RO BOmH A SRR A 2, A
RIS AR WA BUTR 2 SR N A IS IR, (R 24, RIS Ik
JETNILE TRy P, EBGZARPRSOR RIS ARG Z R, XA

P, ZIFN BRI R P RYTEAR AT AT HE— 2Dk, B RS PR M

5 B4

AHIFAEIAT TR bR R AR L, B —E3T03R, IR TitRAS, HRXZUmAY 4R
FNBEATIE Y o AR BUA BV SR AR A Rz B SR, B Tz R BN 24k, IR H A
FEca IR k% (o7 A3 SO |V 2t I SV 4 e | N A o [ i v

A B TR R AR AR R B DL A mT LU T UM R B B, B 7R A iR O R IR M R A A St
T ZRFERRA . [N, W B TP bRk R s AT LLSE S 0h AR A 20 R 4L,
A B TR B 55 B TARRIITRE
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Analysis and Application of an Evaluation Index System
for Effectiveness of Senior High School English Teachers’

Classroom Questioning

Dai Yuting

School of Foreign Languages, Suzhou University of Science and Technology, Suzhou

Abstract: Classroom questioning is the most frequently used classroom behavior by teachers. The
number, method and content of questioning will directly affect the cultivation of core competence. By
analyzing and applying the existing evaluation index system, this paper designed an evaluation table and
put forward a set of formulas for calculating teachers” scores. Four relevant suggestions were put forward
to improve the evaluation index system and implied the system into the real classroom.

Key words: Classroom questioning; Effectiveness; Evaluation index system
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