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Abstract

This study conducted questionnaire survey accompanied by semi-structured interview on 35 speak-
ing test examiners from a BEC test center to investigate the washback effect of speaking test of B2
Business Vantage, exploring examiners’ perceptions and the influence of speaking test of B2 Business
Vantage on them. The findings indicate that the examiners hold positive attitude towards speaking
test of B2 Business Vantage, and the test has exerted positive washback on examiners. According
to the examiners, their scoring was limitedly influenced by examiners themselves, English proficiency
discrepancy between candidates and their partners, the way of grouping partners by test numbers
and other non-linguistic factors. However, the study explored some difficulties confronted by ex-
aminers during the test, such as variance in scoring criteria, evidence of scoring and measurement,
etc. This study aims to provide some reference for the improvement of speaking test of B2 Busi-
ness Vantage, test administration, and related study on ESP speaking English test.
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1. 5|

N LR E 2 AN L R R B IR SR, 1993 AR E A DA S R F B K E G e
Hi: HH B M 75 4% S EAIE 1 %% (Cambridge English: Business Certificates, f#j#k BEC). BEC /&% AHizai Rl
Wk NHRS 1) 9838 5 ) 3 P st I R B i 95 1B BRI B 5K, B EH BN £ B8 TAEIR B i) 5
1B AT L AE 11 (http://bec.neea.cn/html1/folder/1507/1856-1.htm) . %% iR & —TE 5 /KPR, AE R S
AT Ui B 5 IYIE e DL R BRIz FHAE /1. BEC HiXFE /N BEC #IZ%(BL Business Pre-
liminary), BEC H'4}(B2 Business Vantage) 1 BEC 1= 2% (C1 Business Higher) =~ 41, AFGZEH0F L
AL 7. HAT BEC HZiAEIRE 27 ME . HRKX . HFET WA 144 M5, FiABFEES AM11L A
247, BEC EPBRIATTBEST, J2 AR 2 H1 44 15 ] A b A o v S Be A5 VP Ak I 1 2 A1 S 5018 5 e I Ibr 2
—. 1993 FF 24 BEC Hil/EHEMHE ENBCEH /7, Had KRB —TURMAR ., &5 il AHF 7t
SRS BRI EPREEDE “ S geE e b E i sm 7 i)—ia, FEREE BEC h
F FR B P AR (R AR RN, %o 2 A2 0 S 3R BN FRA T 3 SR

2. HERERIR

J 3% 3% i (washback/backwash) YRR s 3% 15 FH 388 5 $8 2% x50 A 2 A DL ORI 24 7= A 152 1] [2]
[3] [4] [5]. £ A RIRFON AR B s AL (3 mdi 1] [4] [6], Green [7]H H A S 3R BN B AY 5 1 238 ()
TERIZEARZ 58 REAE, 10 B WS K 7 I P 85087 (7)Mol (L T 35 7 T 258092 ) R SR E (8]0 AT S k250 SIHIE
WFC E W K A E G X R, EPRE, i H S EHE RO KSR [9]. o il e 4k
RN A R (R AIE ST AN 22 [10]-[17] 0 3% BT 17115 25 3 P S 3R RN FRIRIE 9 8 L4 Hp o A [ Bt [X M 254K, )
[ BRAb R AKCE B3R b . AN G B ERHR. 224, WREERFIR D, ah, REEHX L]
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B

FA 5018 THE 530S 8 O F SRR FEAH 24 = o FLrA B B F0 ME 5 2% 21 35 1) ff Bl ik SEERIE 72 0 i T
R FOMT & AT N B2 955 BE K 1 B 77 T RO, 215 2 2 1 R IR A4R[ 18] Booth [1912K HH & PEF ST 4R 1+
T TOEIC it %5 28 K 2 2] P2 AL I IR RN o {H 2 5 BEC 53 56 Y SAR BN FE AR /D

KT BEC HZiXMBEFL, A SCHR 2 S B A SR &N 24[20] [21], HHAStERHER B R 7
#1[22], BEC iR I E H & H[23], BEC IR MIZZPREE £i[24], BEC & H RN 254 1 B 2h §E /111
SRR 2R [25], BEC FEE XM MU I HL A8 5 0 5 R i 45 S 1B PRAR X 77 10 [26] . H 2 X Eemff 5T R 2 2k
THABHT, B MSZIE T AT RAE . Gu & Saville [27]%) BEC iR KI5 m BT T SLIERT 7T, HE 3%
ALV EF AT WS . FHL[28]0 SIM FF 55 9805 FEF R A & R 3T 1 SGub i, A &
WRHEIN. Ziid BEC HikM a4k B S oaBm g TAEMIBOLN, (R EE X% THATHE S T.

N HRAN EIRAR L, ASCNEE A, A BEC 1X— BV SR SEIE 1 2 3R i 145 5 i S ak 2%
3. ARAE

AT E A BEC T4 F 5 B AR R IR RS, #5 J DA A 5% 1)«

1) #EX BEC Hgt IR AR a2

2) BEC H 4% [ (#5217 2
31 WiREE

AR R A NS BEC HH I S 35 48 H . B A E LN 77.1%), F#dE
FAEh/E 30~50 % 2 [](30~40 % 5 54.3%, 41~50 % (5 42.8%), %55 LA R LA E2E 0 N (s 77.1%).
BAR PR EEEARIRE R, B 424% 1% 5A 10 440 EHEE A ALK, 66.6%1H(E
FHIERAN 5 FELL . 5 70%LL E1E T EE A WAMNE AL (LE 1),

Table 1. The background information of examiners of B2 Business Vantage Speaking Test
# L. BECHROREEMNERER

LRER AN 2]
Ll 8 22.9
TR

gie 27 771
30~40 19 54.3
S 41~50 15 42.8
50 &L 1 2.9
AL 8 22.9

BE¥H
i+ K UL E 27 77.1
2~5 4 11 33.4
CUEEEER 6~9 4 8 24.2
10 4E K LA 1 14 42.4
REEWSH f o 213
HREZM wa 24 72.7

32. iIRIA

AT B R A W A 2 LSRR 07 0. BB R R A Bk R R . 2 Ik
PN AR o W25 55— 5 LB B NBEAE S, i), i, BEHE R J0E/KF. {5/E BEC
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M EER 2 EHWIEFSIILERERS. B Mo HE% B BEC 4 AR =3 nrE
LA BEC 2% BN % B I .

WA R B Bt RS (SR 5 3B ZUT T [29] BEC MK, #f9t& 5 BEC 4 Hil%
BT NSRRI TE 2 A, A B RN SCHR[30]-[36] F L %t BEC Hiskar: 2 Al
B TR, LA 5 S 3R RN AR R AR 5C B BLE R SAIERT T [1] [37] [38]. A & EEhE &
SR W R 22 U0 1] 36 BEAT A8 AR AR A DR A5 ERIARJEE

3.3. BIRWSE RS

AW BRI TARAS 3 1 5% 0 50, B RIS AE BEC Hg FHASS 5 01T, JLRIRR
% 354y, Al 35 fy, AR AL 35 1, A ACRIA 100%. ViRAZTE A 055 UG T A 17 4%
T2 H T RENRYR. R RAEEIR ST SPSS19.0 #HTHEB S T ARR Gt b, 10 1S R R
(Cronbach’s alpha)y 0.935, 1t B a4 I N 7E — SR U, A5 BEAR o D REUE =2 T M i A ke

4, BR51118
4.1. EEX BEC P ORAIAIR
AHTFVIE T B0t BEC thZ8 I 2 5N 1] 255 2 S s A b v A

4.1.1. OETE]

BEC R 2l FHR BRI K4 14 40%8h, & %1 (Conversation), {4 %5 A& & (Mini-presentation), 1= i
(Collaborative task) =53 T FHANE], 25 E NN BEC H 4 s AR I 2 #5340 I K AR LU e & 2,
PEATE 4 ULE, 10 HEE AR IR 3, AREERT 1 (L& 2).

Table 2. Examiners’ perceptions of interview time of B2 Business Vantage Speaking Test

5% 2. 2 BE% BEC RE ORI E X

N Mean SD
SRR 31 432 0.475
i 35 4.23 0.646
HERE 34 4.35 0.485
RN 34 4.26 0.567

5= [REM, 4= WHREH, 3= AHE, 2= AREGH, 1= BASH.

4.12. ORESM

BB BV 08 5 MAT 45 HHRAE S H bR i ia T 25 IRFE 2 R] A2 7506 B 7 [39]. AHIF 58 A 1
R TR A A TR = AN 5 TR 2 7 % B o6 BEC H g DR B se eI B v . X B D R R 46 i g
B HIRGFEACFIER . HIE 1 AT, FE N =5 102 B e A BRI B KT (1
(5 74.3%), B _MAWEAKEIRZ, & 20% (LK 1),

KF RN AW ESLE, HE Ak U BEC HR RN R SIS I Bt — 8, Kbt
— SRR — I EL By 57.2%. IAA—BEHTELBI Y 40%. N —FHAK —SERA—SHILFIR DN, 5
2.9% (W& 2). 74.3%H7% H Ny BEC W2 FHALEIR KFEFE B RE 42 25 A i HR I 95 /K F (WL I 3).

AL, A BN BEC gk TR B Heetk.
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Figure 1. Test format best able to test English proficiency in
the workplace
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Figure 2. The consistency between the content of B2 Business
Vantage Speaking Test and the real situation in the workplace
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Figure 3. The possibility that B2 Business Vantage Speaking
Test can examine test English proficiency in the workplace

3. BEC R OIR ZAIEE LaEE R HEEMINARTE
KF
4.1.3. OPESTHRE
PEor bR B B A G 4y, S i 2 2E 2 iR R I 1 BRI [40] . WA VA I ik B R
Py BRI AT BV R, IS4 A REARIE 32 00 A ) 13 I A 45 P AN R [41]
BEC w4k A I PF o0 A A CLAE B AR VE S A AN 23 TUPP 2 A, BEAA VY 0 Al 32 TSGR AR (I B A R
B, TP bR AE B SR EEUERRLE, RIS, R, HEIASHAE SIS T T .
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BRI PR ER 2> BUE AR HER S 0~5 TN ZHIRIEHH BRERATF IS Ry, A5
HIRIE I E 73 BUEATIT 0 -

Table 3. Examiners’ perceptions of scoring criteria of B2 Business Vantage Speaking Test
= 3. FEX BEC L ORXITFAHFRERIAIR

BAATE oA SBITS A
N Mean SD N Mean SD
Woamms AR 33 4.27 0.517 31 410 0.651
GIE: (33 32 4.13 0.492 32 4.03 0.740
TPA BIbR o B 33 4.15 0.442 31 3.90 0.746
ﬁﬁ%géfﬁiiéw%ﬁa 32 4.06 0.435 32 4.03 0.695
A TEE—ENEHE 33 3.82 0.727 31 4.03 0.706

5= AR, 4= WEFER, 3= AfE, 2= AREXE, 1= 52 AR,

AFRIAE T HZEX BEC 2 DIF RS ERAIANR. B4k, EEX BEC H 2k DBk
PR AR UEFN 3 T bR S € ISR, BEATE 4 £4ALFE 3). HEIAN BEC HHREEARPE /A HE 1
ST E S B, ATEREMEDE, YRR S, RS E R S M AR SRR, T B bR
A THE —ERNEBE.
4.2. BEC OiXp=Im

RE EBENE T RIMAESHT BEC L O35 B 7= A4 1 SR U8 K s R & .

42.1. FFEERNTM

AT T BEC HHR IAE B FIMTEREG bt % B = A f5em . A ATTA 44T BEC R I EH
(0928 73 %oF FL 7 45 DB 20 S ORI S B 7 A T LR e, MBI 4.5, TR B TR i gt
PR RMPE I B R F%, HMEA 4.41, AesBm LI S B, HMEEHE 4.0. 60%0°% H A N RE(E
B RRE, ${EK 3.70 (L3 4). M4, FEFINNIZEIRET . Bk B3 FIAA BEC g MHAHbA 1
AT HROE TR, 91.4% 075 B Ay B4 5 4k 240 4F BEC HiIXFE H .

Table 4. Influence of working experience as B2 Business Vantage Speaking Test examiners

# 4. BEC R ORXEEMNEREHXE BN

N Mean SD
FHTHEREREZR 34 4.47 0.615
ERE R RSR 32 4.41 0.712
AR R 33 3.94 0.933
L34 FR R R 33 3.70 0.984

5= MK, 4= K, 3= R, 2= BN, 1= .
4.2.2. WESBEE

AT HMEE . B HEB HAIRE S EER 4 D J5m BEC 2% HHlvE 2 B mi 5 &Kt
(TR
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FEADENANELZSS5EZ —, FEDNFZERZR, POV IR 250 E 200 FHKPE o)
PAAEARKRE R . AT % PR AIWTE B AR . i 5 T, U RTE B BN A
KRB, MHERS, SUEMEHALE 4.5 Ll b mTUAERE & KX BEC Fr g k™28 1 BRI .
i TR R SRR R R, LR B B A 10 E R DL _E4HAE BEC BH LI, 66.6%
% EAH 5 FLEREEEIRED . oh, fRRHE AT, BEC Ml B ZHAT ™Il B EIUEY
SRR ERS, BIBEEMEIT S, Ra 58NS € KB HED AT X, REE— 72 AR G 1%

Table 5. Self-evaluation by examiners of B2 Business Vantage Speaking Test
# 5. BEC #E OKXEEMEIT

N Mean SD
£ 35 4.89 0.323
TR 35 4.71 0.458
BT RIFZRFE 35 4.83 0.382
BEFR 35 4.94 0.236
BRAEEHERENE 35 4.83 0.382
REE 34 4.62 0.697

5= RAZ, 4= WWRAZ, 3= AiE, 2= AKRAE, 1= RARE.

BT E R AR R 185 R S HAE R KT Z 70 5 BRI AR L . BEC Hh g iles =4 34
TRV S, ERWAEAEMER A, BS54 E N SR T g, IRt RS w R .
SN BRI EEE ST, IF AT sGEAT R A XA, B, B AR K
Z A RE R T P BN . AT M T B SR A R VR . 20 75%105 B N5
5 HAER AP 22 530 o (2 i BN SR /N IS LUK 125 B ELl 1 25.7% (LI 4).
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Figure 4. Influence of English proficiency discrepancy between
candidates and their partners on scoring

4. BESHEEHNKEERNE BT RIS

BEC H 4 MR IR 58 = ANFA 1T U i 18 R 1 44 25 A= L [R] sl 45 2 110 8 25 148 LR A7 3018 I (1185 2% B (¥ 42
W, 2 B S 20 A AR — Rl W7 0 AF AU E T BB XXM A A T E L. 67.7%01)
RN LRSS IT H SR LR AR A2, 26.5% 15 BRI C A E(LE 5). "I,
A RN BEC R B AR & 5 & HL
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Figure 5. Examiners’ perceptions of grouping partners by test
numbers

B 5 FEMORTEESINFASEENEX

Br 7 EE . HAEMBEMAGT NBR RN B AR A, DK% 4 i ARE 5 B (BT
B IRFCH R FEOSE. NS WA FTIHERNEZ —. 97%ME T I NELER
FE1E F X BN, RN B (L 6).
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Figure 6. The influence of non-linguistic factors from candidates on
scoring

6. FEIFES AENEEITONEMIZE

Ak, ABFE A T BEC R IR HIRAREAIL S, —F UL EM#E EIAN BEC F2 IR &
FiR & AR AFAE S SRR o #5608 =73 2 — B2 BN 0TI 3 4 A AE 0B b 9 ks 2R R e (1) 7))
AR 3 b 22 R R SR ) 2 BT AR B SR AN K, 71.4% 1 2% B s RIS 2 I 2 AR B A B S B S T
RS, SRR AR IS, SRR VP bR AT
4.2.3. BEEHEETEFBE M E

AW FERT 17 4% BAEE S5 AR @ B R AT T VR . VR 3 B R Vo bR e R 1 E 5 PRy
HMEFE, B, i AT 4 N7 . AEEIRL, WA BEC NP iniES THEE N E HEA
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K, Biln, fEHERERIKE, HEas iR E iRV PR AR R AT RS R E
ML, EERBUEPFH REALHESR, FIInEE N 0.5 70 1 70 Z AAVEH R E LSS R . R E4
FEE R R RE M Ao, ERIE S IHEREA G s, EERIRE, REAUE, BEET
Iy I ARMEAE V53 bt ELER AR B PRI AR o IXSEHRER VP IE i 1 — WA BRAh, HE RN, fEE
PREGUIBERE T, SR B0 oK B AN A [ R 25 A AP AR AEAN — 2. Bl S5 B g — e 4R 08, 7677
K| A2 A B SR HE 2 i i, T2 SEM 5 A M IR, AP EA AL R THAI S B AN B AR B 22
B AR A B N, 3 BRI RS B P AT S S SR 2 . M H N, B
PR e I )2 B A Y, (B AE I R TP AR S A AHE R S NI RN (] . ALeB Eaat, Bk b
FLRA RS a], ERE 3 A 18 A0 A KB
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Figure 7. The part with obvious trail of exam oriented drill in B2
Business Vantage Speaking Test
& 7. BEC & O ARAA R A MR EIRITBAIIATS

5. &

A SCINE B B EEEAT R B A 5 U5, BEAL T B E X BEC R AR BEC R X5
TRCAFISCI PR IR 2R . Bk b, B E X BEC R HRFFE A, N BEC Hg A kR K
J i b KA A B, HiREA B, MATX BEC W BV ARt FU B 72

A BEC W R AT T2 A T BGAE T T AR 5200, X 5628 B 14 T A 8 oAb AT P40 7 45 94 2L
. MPPRFRF PN R RS . ZEADNANMEARR ., BOLEFR., EHLRX BEC K IKMIT
OYPEAE T BRI, A R R AR A SRR E R B SEMMAS TR, AHEF KR
KW FH RS R SO, IR AR )% 5w iR A I &

A, FHEAERE LR B L WA, PHAPP bR AER B AR, PEHREAR R, WA
W7 55 5 DR 3 Pt % PR B AN AR TR FE v = AN IR I [ B g s @ ARSI P A EEA A PR . 5
b, AT A 22 HE S H A VTG .

ASCHET X AF R AAE, X BEC th g R IR RSHAT 704, AMUAM7E T BEC RN
PR A s sk, 17 B BEC FHRMESE PR PRk 00 sdt, DA K B B R U AN =55t (] 1 22 HE B2
BT 5%, WAL TTHBRIEE DR IR A S 74 T a s .
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