o EC N ] P LEFRBR M GEER2RR) Vol. 34 No.1
201542 H J. Xi'an Univ. of Arch. & Tech. (Social Science Edition) Feb. 2015
[ SHHR] DOI: 10.15986/j.1008-7192.2015.01.018

SUEERRHE TS

BURE 558

e E R

—— U ZE AR A FEDOEE THE AR T L6

&

%

(PIZHEFBHEIRE 02k, BRI 9% 710055)

R ASONTG LA SRR R 2 197 44 DU E BREUR ARk 4902 A 5 SCAL S BRAg ) v il 25 SCAL SRS P A
SCARK ARG T SR A, SE I T TE RIS AN I P A J2 T AR 56 ZER B4R A AE ) R P A RIS R Y
BT WSS AARIFIRR B SO A PR BRI R B SUAL S PR AR S eI R AR 25 A, AT BHX 3R = 2 2 B
AR i 2 TR TR J2 T 25 B A DK T AT AR T 5 S A AR BB ) 2 (R 52 B B 5 B AR RS K2 o
REEIR: PCLAEBRAET) s BESCALRIUR; B SRl DUEEBREE Ll

HESFES: G640 XiktrEE: A

— 5 5

DO [ Bt ) 2ol 1 % J X Ao A1 I OV %
TR WTHE K, XTI % 5 8 g R A S T 4 45
2012 4EJ%, ERIIMEIT 56384 T 2007 45 R AiA
«EBFRDGEZTRRE M, B <Ry R T HE—
5 A AR DTS 30 e A SCA A R AR D B SR DA
b, BT AL SRR ST, AR T it
REFEA; WEARRA, HALTEER;
B B B AN SOAL I B R, JER T
B TR SO BRI HE A RIS W 5 B4R B S
WA BREE TS, A SR T i SCAL 38 B b 3B 2 1 1)
55 AR R AR VS RSB M T A RS
(2180 s A 32 Bkig ) A SR DU B 7 & e AR
AF M EEAIRE AL MR, AL A A
MR EE4 ], WAL LTS R, 9
B AMIUE 3% B b DA 52 DG [ i s 16 A 55
MOV R . [ 9 B A %k A i L
WA BRAE S R SRR RSB, ESREHK
REHEE, EARETLR “MRHRRSRETH
SEEIRISCRRIESE” B, 536 00 PR S04 A2 Bk

W B H: 2014-09-10
EETWHE: FHREARERE 2011 BEHE S FYCESH (DJ11032)

SEHS: 1008-7192(2015)01-0096-05

JIH ISR S M R e v £ Rk, R TERBEM T
RN R % L o AR A 1 85 SCAK 22 BRRE T 7K T
BUIR, AXSCHHE Chen & Starosta g i 5 Sc kA
PRELE B, R H vk 0 B SO UK B B R
(Intercultural Sensitivity Scale, & # 1SS) #1 Portalla

& ChenPt il i % e AL R AE & % (Intercultural
Effective Scale, Wiff IES) #HH{TLIEWIFE 540471,
B B 7 5 SCAL AR B RE ) A% D B R AR BR
WRAEE A s AR BRI SRR E N
5 AL BRAE ) SR B S AR

N3 N AR TN R

1. BXUXZRENNESR

295 Spencer-Oatey & Franklin BF5E, #5304k
ZEARESI SRR AN WIS B 32 bR e A 39
W05 T AR S TE L B T A T Ak B AR BT BT
A B0 BTN 22 B SRR )7 P, kb
RNERBRNERRS, BHE) iZ. —HUK,
ENAMCIERIE S % i, ERIN BB A%
A [v) 45 4550 1 2% 25 ATT R 85 ST A 32 B B ) 4 I P B3R
B ARIME. “Spitzberg & Cupach (1984) 12

fEE®MY: B IR (1977- ), 4o, PIRESBHERESCERRIN, DI 8 I8, 0. HoEdk. E-mail:caddiezt@aliyun.com



51

JE B DUE E PR S Ll SO R SRR KA A T 97

5 A SEBRAE ) B AL AR AR =R
J%; Ting-Toomey (1999) Ay %5 AL BRAE I Hh
HREH S5 RZRRE=WM A ; Chen &
Starosta (2000) E&EAMFEE, #IE T E R
SEREIN 5 SCALAE BRAE ) BB, AEAADS 1K
TR EARE 02, G — BRI B S04k
2R R RE ) i SCAL SRR A& T AR A4k,
X 5 RO T IR R, BB AR 5 5
R BRRE I TEG R Z AR B, RIBTiXMii a6
NERERZ . LILAKYE, Chen & Starosta
(2000) &8k e S A R e B SO UK %
BEATIR, BB Y AR ArAErE. SCRTEE R
0 5 SCAAR e (1SS), 3 FIF- %A s 4™,
2% B ERY vp i 35 SO A AT RE ) A R A 5 SCAL IR
Bkt A BRSO A B TR, X B on e
B EAT e D0 25 SCAK A2 B 5 1 e SR W B B 92 R
1, BFEEES OB S, RN LR IR,
S5 SCACAE B B LB OS5 B SR
BRANBCR B OB REOE BB E R 3
WL I, R 5 STAK 58 BT 3l PRS0 S 1
R ; 8L 5 S AL BRRe I fefT o B b
HIAER, BRIz P 5 A AE BRas 5 705k s S35 S0 Ak
ke HEIIRE S o B AL RRRE S R R P BB
HXRARE, MEEW. “B bR s s
SCACREIRANE SO IS i L R %, 3 R
SCAY B A TR A T A B S K B PR e
SALAE BRI, M 52 BEXT A8 B X5 i1 5K s 1 ) 2
Hizg [, R¥EXALRRES) R RS N sh
R o B STARABUIRE B8 4 ol VR L 42 6 T o 15 S A 38
A EER” P A, TR AR O FEIE )
BRIBEER, HREHBUTHAFHEL, Fit
VA5 LA T AR BB 55 ST AL S8 RE A A T i S
ALAZ BRI AN SCAGIARIK S, DA B AEAE 15 SCAR TR
JERANGR = B SO U B B

2. BT B RRFNES 3L 3 BE REAR SR MR

B 40X 385 SCAL UK B AT I S M 25 R B
Bronfenbrener. Harding #i1 Gallway (1958). Bennett
M.J. (1984, 1986)~ Chen FI Starosta (1997, 1998,
2000) PLJ% Fritz. Mollenbergs Chen (2002) %,
Chen Fi1 Starosta (2000) i i 5 SCAL BUR B
(ISS) & —sk2235 Uik, HAZE. L
FIMEARZIART, BRAs )12 B 00 8 355 SOAL B2 B

TR SRR T . I ER P 24 AT H ROk
T SUALUR R 5 MR RS 5 (interaction
engagement) « % B A [F & (respect for cultural
difference) AZfRfE.0> (interaction confidence). &2
B g i (interaction enjoyment) F11328 bR % 14
(interaction attentiveness) . ¥} 5 SCAL R FE K I BF5E
TP Portalla & Chen FFi 5 SCAL SRR K B3R
(Intercultural Effective Scale) HEERE, Zil &
For iy 20 NI H R T 5 SCALRLRERY 6 MRIER
47 4 s ¢k (behavioral flexibility ) « & 2 Bt #4
(interaction relaxation) v B E X} J5 (interaction
respect) v JHEF 5 (message skills) B {5 44
(identity maintenance) 1 H zZh# 3% (interaction
management) o [ Py X 25 SCAL 3E BRAE T #EAT B 5L
HEFEORAIMNER, EEAECM (2005). R
752 (2006) B (2006, 2007) fE4A:5E (2007)
B (2011) SEN, MRS SSERFSERAD, JUH
JE DLDUE E BR B &l 5 A2 1 5 SCAL S BB ) Ry
NS TR S R 2 U, ORI B
o

=~ WA

LRI R

JESET 2011 48 6 A+ 2012 4£ 6 H. 2013
4.6 AN 2014 4 6 A4 BT T IO, RFFEEANS
RV R SRR R S DGE E R EE AR %k 24 4
M AR A, M 2009 2% 2012 kit 204 A,
Her & 164 N, B4 40 N, EEIESIY4E
M BEZ Tl R 2 AR AR R R R WS A DR a0 S
HFZE A TRER T, SRR =R
BAR, ARAEBHAERYIERNEER 2%
MR RG RG> BI, KA CER
I KPS EE N «FEHEE RS 5N <
XALAEBRY FIRFR, Hag— &M A A FR it B
Till, B2 HEAE S DY AR 2 i i — A i3
KEEBTE S XNATTH , X8 ARG s A B
YINIRIS RSz, DA 222 R AN 5 BRRE R
VERF SRR 2, SCIRBR T B i it B3
PERIRT SRtk . PHERFSILRIK 204 3G, WeEA
R 197 1y, HRKIE3A 100%.



98 WO # R R R ¥ i GERBR)

% 34 %

PR

OVE E Br# & A Bh& ol 22 A2 1 15 AU
JEE 1 5 ST AV R AR K S e ?

@ 5 AU B 0 5 SCAR KRR IR A 2 T 1Y
BAERE AT ?

IRIR

AHF5ER F Chen & Starosta Sz i 25 AL BB
JEEF (ISS) #i Portalla & Chen BJFH Y 15 AL 3%
B ER (IES) MNVUEHEBREE Ll AR E K 5
ALAZ BRE ) FE AR DG T IHE R S i . I &
TiRkA Likert ik, A 1-5 4 REEF A
B ANHEFS AiE BRAEHER R Bt
U A NI 24 MBI, EE 120 4
5 SRR B R A ) 5 3 A 20 MBI, 43 100
43 s A543 e R W HC 5 A A R A i ST A AN
o B SPSS12.0 ALt Fusrbr, A PRUERT
GERIRLARE, TR TR R B AL O IR 15%iE
TR

M. ZR 5118

L NEERHEEN—EREXRENETL
R

X OUE BB Loll A AR A Y 5 S04k
BB E SR B R (WK 1), 197 AREKA-F3
o4 91.8 (B4HE 120), BT LoK-F. MEEA L
F, HMPNT 75 F 100 2|, BEEEAKR, B
B 2 0 5 SCAL S BRI S SRR B, HA— 2
B SO B R o B R BT A BRI “Z RN
%" (M=4.22, SD=0.521) e, XFE—E
FRRE LB Y %% b 2 AR X A 22 R i A ) R
WEE, AAMEE P SACERRI A, H
& T AT s SCAC S PR BRI PR A A 5 AR UG Dok Y
R BURR” (M=4.04) “Zf 2 5 7 (M=3.93)
i REREIERE” (M=3.67), ZiaiiR T mayE
NS 5 b SRR ATE F SR W A %
i R TIGERE, SHRTRENL, BERTE
AR W RS SO AR PR R B, B R T RO MR
WA, FrA TR Z RS 51X R E
BZ LA 3 HBEN LA W 1 ) KRBT T i R
%N LA E 8, HBETREERFAR, A
i EAHKTEOLN AR A, BEEEAR,
TP “ZBRME.L7 (M=3.39) SMEMRT HA

Ui H N2 Rk (SD=0.735), X244
A5 SCAL S BRI TR B, R I SCAK B2 B 2l SR
BRI, XA LR AL, &
BT A ) S A 5 5 B8 N 52 3 I o K 2 i S A AR
PRARIR B A 5 AL PR PR, N2 SEELR A REN)
Rk, ZHAME > EAEES EB OB,
P IS8 T X A S SR LR A AR AR Do (HTTIRED
HFET HI—AEE, B AXDGE DALY
AfE hAfA SR, WIMA “BRAH, WsEE
KOPRE T, AL DRRES) & B .
F1NEEREBEL _ERFRERILERE

ATE RS+
RS HEAH 20 ik
ZE AR R 197 4.22 0.521
22 i B 197 4.04 0.625
Zhis s 197 3.93 0.685
R HEE 197 3.67 0.795
ZEBRE L 197 3.39 0.735

2 NEERBEE W FRARE R

4ot
BE S

XA SO RE TR S B R (W 2):
BB T R “BEX S (M=3.96,
SD=0.657) ¥{fifk =, RWRSEFEAEREAR FHEE
AL H RE AL bR T I R SCAE B 5, e ikis—
E WA SR LACRIA S09 Bh 384 E ) 548 7 &2k, A
2k VPR BUS A E N BIRSARAE S 24T 3R
Bk IE, WA AR B SGE AT A F T
Hh N Y AR O OB A 4 “ B i (M=3.62)
ELF EAKF, SRR BB 2
RN F B 38 B T W B TR A B AR A, X — T T
HFHEAN Bk T MRS SR ERE,
55— 7 R XY AL R U5 AR N Ik HSCAL B Y — A
o IXWIREHE A B85 SCAGSE BRYE 3 1
FE. “Hh%EE” (M=3.43) HERF, RWH¥EE
BARGERMT — B AR BRI IE T SRR R
FERA R — AR Rgfsbnse, [H2H
S REAK TR, HEIBAE R R R IT  HEFRRA
AR RSS  “IT R PEE” (M=3.39) MK,
J et 27 A TE 5 SCAY A8 B i 35 R R X A8 B T
0 A5 I L 5 SCAK B BB ) 33 i AR EL Y B 22 R
K (SD=0.784) . “HZNHAR” (M=3.27) A%



51

JE B DUE E PR S Ll SO R SRR KA A T 99

IR A A A P IR R R 4 Sl OB RS
AR S BB AR . SE BRI “TRBHS”
(M=3.15), —%EfERE _ERBH AR R bR &
XS R RGBT 5 B AL AL 1
BN FRIB L R B BIRES) W+ Rk P AE S
H R O 3 e 15 RE B R AR 15 o

F2 NEEREE TN FERARE R EE!

ARERFEIT
aEES FEA S ¥fE FiiZ
BT 197 3.96 0.657
By i 197 3.62 0.609
Ha¥EE 197 3.43 0.621
7R ek 197 3.39 0.784
HARR 197 3.27 0.871
ik 197 3.15 0.732

T Gt 5ER

1 3 UL 5 R B BT E BB E Lok —
ERAPH AL AR PR R T, “E5R
IR “ZEBRMbi” 1 “Rhis 5 E” i
F, “RBREER Kz, “BhMEL" i,
BE R, AR SRR EIE BN R F 5] .
BT, AHETERT RAIA R 27 A 1 5 SAN A2 BBk
AbTFeb oK, R PSR 22 A BT B A A
Wi, XHRERE RS B S B, AR 3D
M2 5 AR PR IE AR A L A g, BB T
TR R 20 B 2 B T R B, ST R EHA A, B
JEREE ZHLR AR IR R R SR, I RBAE
— B AP ER N BB S G5, (HKE
) B 5 SCAR S B 20 S AR ) 4, 5%
Wi 5 AR AZ BRSSO 5 - I I Ao A2 0 5 SCA 32 B
SEENEE, ARE R B A B Ty AT A U sk
BIAZBRE B, HEAR R ) B AR SE R . A
PSSR AT R, A RN T
HIRE T B0, “E AT MIREIIRZ S “HANEET
AT RE AR  “EANHAR” 1R
BEET5” R Rk, BARTIE, B FRREAL
T AR

I, TR IE R 1 DB B D0E PR &
Lol N A B 5 SCAR SZ B R ) 35 37 7 A — B R
AR, BNESAEAR B AR R 5+ 5

52 I 52 B A 45 B o BE A AR 3 o 2R Y 5 ST A
LERREST, MIRIRES RIRFE H AR IRFERE.
P BFNAS TGRS AR R A2
#, BEA: ORFEEAN IR R A ISR
PR RN BURR 15 3% 5 AL AL B S B BB O H
s QR SCE IR A K 15 UL AZ e ) 35 5R I
BRERIPR AR IR @R8I %&
PR IETEE, W0 YA s VSR J s vh P SO 22
5, A “ERIAFET; AROEAERLIF
RS i SCAU S B S PR B RTE S, R AR B 5 324K
K2 BRAT R AT o0 B AR 2 2 B4 1 SCAR A2 B B
IRk, SRS A i o
S SRR, FERE, i “RERMEL”
1 “ZEBRM DR 55 @E AN RLA i E AL
[0 A e S W B & W ) A A
SRARIEZREI 2R SRME TN @ITBEALE b
J 2 2 HE EA GRS R 95 SR RE ST~ [ B
PREFBIBMEATH S, NI A L B IME KPR
SCAUAZ BRAE S KA A s ©FEAAE 5 B ME Y
25, TEINZ T KB RALA T A2 30T 3 Y 2 4
P B R BEE SRIE R WA BN i 5%
VSR T RS B N A 2505 8, k2 AR
BN BIMEE IR, 5B ER FOME L WY
Rkl fFBh 2 BUA-F & s b SbEUT & 1R 8
i 5 R s B i rh S Y 15 SCAL PR, X
ACZE AR BN, VAT 5 SRR BRI G
SRR oA, 5 B2 A T AR INER A SR B
FARA 23 M EHRRE S 5 B TR BB 5 AL R B i
5, RPANEE R ILE AR, M E A
K5 A SR AR S RN A
50, REMENS SWINGEH A IS,
T4 T 478 3 27 22 B 5 SO AR SZ BRE ) o

R M — LR R, EERER I SO U
JBE % TR 2 W) AR SR Mk A 5 S AL 32 B R R % TR
Z RIS PR B SR B AT 2 R IT, AR RE
AN R Z AR A5 A AEAH B 5 W0 DA e A A AT o 55
Wi, XAV BRI TR SO AR R
ARV RBNSEAR, RRERAIRS FEA
RIEMNAEZ—-

2 % X W

[1] FLF22Be 38, B M[EB/OL]. http://www.hanban.



100 WO # O R R ¥ i GERBAR)

5348

edu.cn/article/2012-12/12/content_476160.htm.

[2] BN X HNE &l 2 A 5 AL SORR B T 2
SE[0]. HEFHT R 2244, 2013(9):180-182.

[3] FAASE. Rz A s SALBUBOK FIRD]. (IARSIMES
2£,2007(5):62-66.

[4] Chen,Guo-ming,William J. Starosta,W. The development
and validation of the intercultural communication

sensitivity scale [R]. Paper presented at the 86th Annual
Meeting of the National Communication Association.
Seattle,Washington. 2000.

[5] Portalla,Tamra,Gou-ming Chen. The development and

validation of the intercultural effectiveness scale[J].
Intercultural Communication studies,2010(19):21-37.

[6] Spencer-Oatey,Helen & Peter Franklin. Intercultural
interaction: A multidisciplinary approach to intercultural
communication [M]. Palgrave Macmillan,2009.

[7] dvEhar. RADUEY: 28 W5 AL S BRRE J) SSIERFF 53 «
TR SRR D] IE $i%,2012(4):551-558.

[8] W, Az AL A B B AL D], AME S
2011(3):68-73.

[9] it 5. 5 SCALRURR ST L lk SR SETE Llk 2 AR R B
D] FERYYR A SCH R R, 2007(1):171-176.

An Empirical Research on Sensitivity and Effectiveness of
Intercultural Communicative Competence of Teaching Chinese as
Foreign/Second Language (TCF/SL) Major Undergraduates

——A case study on TCF/SL undergraduates of Xi’an Univ. of Arch. and Tech.

TANG Chen

(College of Liberal, Xi’an Univ. of Arch. & Tech., Xi’an 710055, China)

Abstract: This study is conducted to investigate the sensitivity and effectiveness of intercultural communicative
competence of 197 sophomores of XAUAT who are majored in TCF/SL (Teaching Chinese as Foreign / Second
Language). The result shows that the important factors of sensitivity and effectiveness vary distinctively, thus
revealing significant internal differences among students on certain aspects. These findings provide reliable data
and evidence for the research on how to improve students’ intercultural communicative competence by means of
integrating theoretical teaching with the practice and training and bringing differences of five factors of
intercultural sensitivity and six factors of intercultural effectiveness of individual students under consideration.

Key words: intercultural communicative competence; intercultural sensitivity; intercultural effectiveness; TCF/SL
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