R LERSEMPEHIER4052006) 69

FXRARNYA TN L2 FHET RN TR

—H R E AT S5 2 & D MeaE—
B fF E

The Effects of Text Type on L2 Reading Ability
—Through the analysis of recall protocols by readers
who share the background knowledge—

OKUMURA Nobuhiko *

The aim of this study is to investigate the effects of text type, i.e., expository and narrative texts, on
reading comprehension ability. In the study two typical expository texts and two typical narrative texts
were used, all with the same topic so that the effect of the topic would be minimized. 46 Japanese learners of
English participated in the study. They shared the background knowledge of the topic after having read
relevant materials, which means the effects of the participants’ background knowledge would also be
minimized. They were required to read four texts one by one and recall all they remembered each time.
Results show there tends to be a difference between a L2 learner’s reading ability according to text type, and
that the same reading ability is shown when he or she reads the same type of reading material. This
tendency was more significant among less advanced learners. Other factors may affect reading ability when
advanced learners read expository texts. k
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Mean SD Min Max
Expository 1 13.000 4.319 2 22
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Narrative 1 0.540 ** 0.616 ** 1.000
Narrative 2 0.487 ** 0.554 ** 0.654 ** 1.000

**p<.01
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SD
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Expository 2 14.864 5.102 2 27
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Narrative 2 30.591 7.499 9 44
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Narrative 1 0.640 ** 0.592
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