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Abstract

CLIL is the most popular bilingual teaching model. This research focuses on how to apply CLIL
teaching model in the E-government bilingual teaching. Through comparing the before and after
implementation of the CLIL, we want to know how to improve the effect of CLIL teaching model in
bilingual teaching. In order to solve the above problems, this research uses the single group pre-
posttest design in e-government bilingual teaching, then compares the effect of before and after
the CLIL applying in bilingual teaching, so as to better application CLIL into bilingual teaching, and
provides theory and suggestion for CLIL model in China’s foreign language teaching practice.
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1. 5]

CLIL (Content and Language Integrated Learning), &} 14 N & FIE 5 A 45 & #0715
CLIL XUEZ B EMMBIRIIE, & H kS 2 N[ —RiE(Baetens Beardsmore, 2010) [1].
Marsh f i 1996 4 %% 2002 4F CLIL [k & %k A 38 Jask(Marsh, 2002) [2]. AlexHouse Ak, Kk B HXE
FoE BB Bt NS — 18 S A BRI R0 8 SR B SRR MBI — M B,
S HARBRAREL, CLIL A3 2 96 15 #7321 (AlexHouse, 1997), FINXUGE # & AL A 0 BEE 52
RN B Ll PR ZF 1 (Baker, 1996).  EUEE . L /R 22 B0 9 Bk B H: B £ 1) 22 75 PR B0 2 42 1 008 2 2] g 3
T AL AT FH (Baetens Beardsmore, 1995). DOCoyle 6175 1 445 El it I XUE BT B I H , Bl R0
)i FAMEAVE R EANE, MEANRGERE . H AT 807 W & H A o fa] 5 520 72 008 22
(DOCoyle, 2000) [3]. David Lasagabaster 55 LAPEHEF AT &, MG ERIE & ZF5E R R 2 iR
2 5 CLIL a1 % 577 (Lasagabaster D, Sierra J M, 2010) [4].

[ A CLIL B3 5B FUAH T A o i TR KRBy =2 XF CLIL BEUA 5 47 R 13
PEFFC(A S %, 2004; £ RIF, 2001; @B, 2009; Z=77, {&%%, 2013; #{REL, 2013) [5]; MHEZHI
PR A AL CLIL B IR e — IR BUE R (B, 2BWeHE, 2010; HAaak, %P, REZ,
2013; kZAr, 2014) [6]: 7T CLIL BN W HE983E B K 3G & 207 B~ (£ 36 %%, 2004; Z47%, 2007)
[7]o VL BB P BER A N RGIRN, HEE (ERXGEZ IS 5 B R-IME BB A )
W, 6 CLIL BT T VEAIANA- AR, KRG BRI CLIL BEEBUIR, CLIL #2#Bis0F] CLIL Bt
(A CER R (7B, 2009) [8].

DL BRI ot E M E T CLIL A S, SO IRER T N R IR F AR CLIL #eEiiak
FEFRE A AR FEILAR >, K CLIL BUFBRAE L SRR XGE BUE R 7S, ARHIE 78 LLATIEL
EHMRFE NG, 456 BRI SR TR, W2 2 SSUE B A 2T 550K
B PLEEA LI ECER L DUBAIME S E R g 5 BRI SRR, WNBEEA A 1B
B I IG =A T ST B IR FERUE B, SRR CLIL BT i 7 B NGB 3 I
F, FEEEL CLIL Bt St i fa 3 R, 7E sl BB e B 47 R CLIL B st U3 s XUE
HEER R
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2. CLIL #EEANABRRETERN
2.1. CLIL #Z#EA AR

CLIL (Content Language Integrated Learning) #2253 T N AIE S b & R, 23215
Wi SR AME LR G 85 L K David Marsh 2% 5T Hymes (1) “Z2FrEe /)7 BIe 1 Halliday 1) “ Zhfg
BES RN — MRS, LR TR -SRI T8 2 1 TAMEIE i T b F)
MBEAE S, RS IR ERANRR Y S, RJEE 3 —MXm[9]. CLIL K FZ AL, 1H 5 A
ARG =ASEAA(E 1), Xy CLIL He By S ROR B 2 AR 73 A 3858 F Al o

CLIL T Hil 5 HOA M A B BN TT T, NI 77 TH & — N8k oA i) 43 1 B B AR At
TEHER . CLIL BUa U E 7R 5 i T b HR 2% S I SEE 22 ) 2 (A B —Fh-P4l, EpE L& . CLIL
BORUAEA L, HREEES), A& RSN, DB 2 158 Brbl2x[10]. AMEBEHES L
WH A ERK, NP ERIR LB S . HHE. SHROR W EE R RESE, Wi #H ¥
NG, BFRFAFB AR KEFRAIRE RN EE, R HATEOR, R H LA
MRS BHE . RER SR NE BN, ATE] T Ll 22 R R FAME f8 7710 3 (7 2
.

2.2. CLIL (EEHFER

FAES SRR ABRETRE, 1ol R =2

1) Bk B AR HAMEROR I — MR R IIE T SN AR A ek, R EE R
SRFEAL IR . INEE KM 1965 fEFF A TR BUEXGE HE LK, WAT R RCR B3, Hofh [ S s bR
PRI 5 [ 5 Hh ol G330 A7 X0 M FE RIS 36 . SRABUR AN SCHM, B A S SRR, X
JB TR R E R RUE . Stryker FI Leaver YN Al A7k s IR NG =51 : LLAERHA 2
MGG, I ESIE S KBS MR, ERE B EES RS . WRRERERER.

2) DINZNIERRIHE . fEARE S FRBEES T, IMBEWIENBEEE S RIEH . BUEMRLE gt
FRA BT AR A A s — SR, B, BEERERN A5 LR, BALEE, FEEHEAR.
G A Ry i B iteok, B B B UM AME R AT 202 IR N R AME B3 — TR,
SR BOEALE, 2B AR S ARG

3) RV AR IE . X — BN “RRekE RS S (Sustained Content-based In-
struction). ‘B —FI L [ TEP TR -T A FRIE S HFRE. BREHENTENE: —REFRAE -
FRMEZERL . R E AR IMACE . B N A 5l IR ECEE SRR A X . X — i —A

CLIL
( A 4 A ( )
% i %
e = 2
& & B
i i T
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Figure 1. The composition of CLIL teaching model
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S R IFE T HE S S 5 AR A A B (MR O, B SRR I S R AR S BV S
3. CLIL #HEEA X RIEBFE YR AE
3.1. WIBHFHMFRHR

ASCLL 2012 FATEUE BSRIS PN AN B, KIS PR T IR B ILSe AR B TR . B4R Se it
MATEUE BT T i L™ 4% R G AT BUE BRI SR N T2 2B 9 A 2 2 2 BRI R
TEUE I GO 5 K SR B S I SN ZRCIRAL SEEA T, RHTRETIIZER) . SR ZR(IUE B A 2B 1 R), 8l
WRENMERG RN RS, AL =2 A B N —IRBE R e 1 B 22 55 B SL S kAt B SRIEAs I8 &
WFR, SORSEAMER R RAA

3.2. SLHE R4

1) CLIL s 2ULE TV R WU 202 v S i SR 43 A

WE AP B MGEZEHIRR 2 W@, mEM “EE5NERME Y BRSNS, #
SR FOFE TR BRI K BOM BRIE S5 77 T 9 H TS BUB U PR T A M4, N ERAT S
TGS RUE B0 R 35 ok % o CLIL 2B s St 1 FEL 7 B8 T R R RUE BUF . e ZE . i
BRI ST TG = AT TR AR SCBM AR T e AR BB TR, MR T BV B bR 75 B 2 A B
filt, MELREAERWHIEE, MERERKKBURE: PORE BRI 52 A R U 5 FEFE el AR
FIFREBNER: FHERBH YN FT LR IS E . R AT R I R 2 2 Uakigt X
BB, NDGEGER IR DI B Sl & A HE E B B2 A D020 U e B St i
RN EACE B BRI BT SAESh, e WREANEE . 8. ICIREER, k224 R K W kniE
FIFLAA T 2 B0 2 B M B (A 2).

2) CLIL #abt aQfE 4 M FE XU 205 b S it 25 R i S 36 8t

AW GO RHAT U B S B BRI AR 1) CLIL U SE it Rl 5 NGB HUCEBOR T T, dia#id
FERBCE RO ARG S 0], 00 2 2 A 06 OB 20 v F S B2 A B 248 AR . 1 B 2R AR S
ARHIF 5K FH B ZE A1 S Wi, X CLIL B X S 51 S5 160U B0 R T L o B 2H A1 fE & v 7 /i (O,)
FUGM(O,), SRIGXTSLI A BRI G 257 0, 5 O, HHTHEL, BHIILHREA T K56

G 0, X 0

Horp X SRR LIRS [ R O RonSEI0 I, GG RAR B M E : G RondH, SLIbLH as |4,
AR A 4 CLIL #pialnl, St 22 AR M sUE BRSO T IR, i S g i, AR5 H
EHFERIE A CLIL #edst, JRHTInK, BT E MM = E RS A 25, AN EESER G
(R0 P AR AR (2 1) o FRATAT LUR PN AE SRR AP 3802 e W R B R B0 708, DAR IR 2% AE i SR
AR P B8 R SR I 2 R A R

3) CLIL # At xUTE T MV R AR RUE 202 o S it IR ) SR 30 285 SR A

%2 BT RO FEAR M SRR ST R, RS BME. FEAKEN). bRk ERIE AR R
WRFTR, FEARZTEN)A 23, ATES P45 8 9.2474, FrifEZEN 0.04413, FrifEiRA 0.00920, [F]HE
A, SR E B AS B R DT 2 20 8 9.3922, FRviE 2y 0.04338, MHE HIARHER N 0.00904.

FHOGPERT IO 25 AR R . WA FEA AT HE S MEAS B0 2 0 AT PRI REAR T A IR I AT ER A58, BEPIAS
FEARIBE 2 M IR DS R R . 13 3 o, 54T 23 XHREAR, MILRHN 0.666, B&EVEMER p<0.01, K
IEAE 95%I1 B A5 /K 122 7 3, BRTIN PP o AU W VF 7 S35 ARG, 756 FRCWMFEA T K30 1R AT 42 251

4 BIRRA RO FEARTET T RO R, QRN FEARZ 0 I3ME . bk BIE bR
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Figure 2. Implementation strategies of CLIL teaching model

[# 2. CLIL U 4E 5\ B SEHE SRAR

Table 1. Test index and evaluation standard

= 1 Mikiets TR

% . IRA e = [ e
i =7 gV " "
5

ﬁ 1. UAEREE, FIEER, Tn, PHRGHE, SRR, R, 104 9.24 9.46
'f’ﬁ 2. EPREPHTIOR 2E R S, HEEA . (10 4) 9.15 9.49
b

ﬁ 3. HCEEMUH, WA, KEEW, BAREGSH. (10 4) 9.32 9.48
$ 4. HCENAINM, BREAKE, HOEREER. (10 4) 9.3 9.43
# 5. WBIEFRME, TESIE. W% M. 4. (10 4) 9.25 9.26
§_ 6. BRI, BE TR, BH, SUAHHEREY, BRI S. (10 5) 935 943
173 7. EEBISEERSEE, EAEERE, HENEEERE. 104) 9.15 9.19
# 8. VEEIARSH, A RMRIER, WS AGUREE, S HANELT. (10 4) 9.26 9.44
i 0. WTARE . BRGNS, k. (10 4) 924 927
3 10, AR T HVE, Bm T aNinE. fRom RGeS, (10 43) 9.21 9.38

Table 2. Paired samples statistics

F 2. xRSt E

Mean N Std. Deviation Std. Error Mean
T 9.2474 23 0.04413 0.00920
Pair 1
Ja 9.3922 23 0.04338 0.00904

R, 95%M EEXE, &4 TRIGM t{E. HHEdDMEZEEME(Sig). & 4 R, “X 1860 - 5
W7 48K B0 H s DAT BUE FLSR B0 FEM 7] — AR A CLIL BB =t s W ik = w80k, 348N
—0.14478, FrifE 224 0.03579, FrifE 1% 4 0.00746, 95% 1) B 17 [X [A] f1) - BRFN T PR 43 71 4—0.16026 F1-0.12931.
BEXFREAS T A 06 B t 16 9—19.403, [ 1 (d) )y 22, EEVEMER p < 0.001, FEILAE 95%0 & 15 /KF b2
SR, RETPESFEIESE BEER.
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Table 3. Paired samples correlations

=3 B AREXAYK

N Correlation Sig.

Pair 1 H & 5 23 0.666 0.001

Table 4. Paired samples t test
T4 EXHEAR TR

Paired Differences

95% Confidence Interval of the Difference t df Sig. (2-tailed)
Mean  Std. Deviation Std. Error Mean

Lower Upper

Pair 1 wiill-f5 —0.14478 0.03579 0.00746 —0.16026 —0.12931 —19.403 22 0.000

4. CLIL HEEA M FHEWERFNRER

BF LU SIS EE R, A BOT PR R R A AT A AR R, ATRASH CLIL HeRat
A BT FON PO 3R R . CLIL B AUl Ayl FEEAZUNR 513 MR A B
SREAIE PR ML AR RE ), XA B TR SEEE 5 RE R m AR IR G G, X
A EIE HL T B XUE BeA et T RIF I .

1) EHENEL, CLIL BTN E SIS B AN S, eIfE—WiRiEiE S #0es, m
FEARAE AR I AT IR R RFE, JE4RIE 5 M BRI IR A I LLE . A, FUmAn
AR A EAR T PSR 52, B T RFERIIGE H B[11]. XF#OMI S, CLIL
i 22 DU S TE/KOP  ktt, DLEE A D ot PR B BT A% L, 38 R LT LSS L AR AR IR R
XA, CLIL Ui aom il 22 Al S8R ge s T M iR 22 21, AR EA BRI R,
A5 KB N F B85 A B O T AR B, RAAIXRE, AR BN A RSy, EEES ML
MR AR o

2) EHAE L, RN IRRER IR Z AT, BT EX BN RBAT LS ACTH IR, T3 Her
X G GEEIK P AT TR, PR RUEHCER A [12] AE ARSI, B0 GOk B AT BUE B SR R 24
FEIR IR SCIR YA AR, X HL ot 2B R b S vl T AT REAT I M, A B (1 22 9 H R Sl T8
i, HRTWIIEAR, XE5EAREIGEIFARME LW TGE R T AAEIEACTH 10 T, Al
LT BG5S TR R U e Wt 7 i, AERRIOATILAE, DR E R M EeA 2Oy, =24 1 &k
WVEAMA R R o BEE AL RN A G 4, PSR Y BR AR OB, ok 2 A N
EHILEE

3) FEH Ik, CLIL #oepa somif LAt . LRSS A ek, il 228
FUMKIAZ B, AR g M T ESS LR, R DUETE PR T ESS
AIBLETE RGBT 7 NATHE, TS R BUR AR T A RIS 2 1T [ Scate,  “IR
XA TESTFAMED? 7 fREIEE, “ETESSa i A T a0 ANEAERAE T 1
DU AE 2 M, s 525 2 8] A S A 2 AASH, PR M AR I 5 RE 0 ARk iR
TRV o IR L S P S i b S RS N 5 A N, (RIS SR HE R o 1) R 78 9% 3 T AT 9T R AR SCSTR
LT IB055 B AP BRI ) b S SCHRIE S5, LA 1 AL R A (O [RI B, 394560 5 ) S5 A PR AR 1

4) FEITBE B BT T, RO PRAE XS SR 1 UM 5 Ak RIR SRR iy, FATAT BRE 5l 3Ek 7
CEMET L “BEEEE” 05 J, ol BIEWAL, JCHGE ESMERSLEN, XL
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BV HITAEE SN2 RGRI AL, LR AIE 5 A8 AT LG, A BT XUE T B BRI K. H
W, CEHET o BAINAZBRE LN EITZ 53] CLIL Hrdsk, JEXS i R KX LE HUMRE4T 9
ERPI, PLSeis B AN 2T M H a3 AR, BATIR A8 AR LB 5 3038 i e Mk B0 1 9
RE/T. Ba, “HFEHEE o ST I S REIGEBUN GBS BN SEE KA R LA
W TR A EE BT T RS2 T AR, AT ZOR K2 IR BT RIS A Elrh, 5B G
PE&R. GEHEE, SR DR RS2 JGE e 4 h ISR A

5. &

s R, CLIL 30 HER B B TR 8 A OB, 32 A (0 2 B R B
BOL, KON AR FRRUE HOE M AR TS ST . R S AR RRGEHCE, FAH CLIL Hews
S R, BRSO A Bt S I AT 8 AT 7 T 47 4T 2R 5 B,
PR K2 B S0 5 Ml T 45 Y0 O T, 2 A O 25 R L AP

E&WE

W2 B HCE H SO SR A A L 42 (14YIC810004) . “ e /b B i I AN A B 5 i 4
ATCERT ST (2014198) 5 B
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