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Abstract

The author applied Excel and Origin software to count and analyze the CET3 (College English Tests
3) scores taken by different majors (non-English majors) in TCZ] (Tourism College of Zhejiang). In
order to remove accidental disturbances, this article employs the group-average formula and
sum-for-years formula to analyze data to highlight the internal key factors. Taken all the analyses
into consideration, a conclusion can be drawn that minor-language majors in TCZ] (Japanese, Ko-
rean, Spanish, Russian majors) have the best performance on English test among all the non-
English majors from 8 departments. To some degree, it reflects that minor-language majors, with
the highest average scores from every test, are most capable of adapting themselves to the
changes and reform of the English test and have made the biggest progress in 2 successive tests.
Through analyses, a conclusion can be drawn that the key factors to cause this phenomenon does
not include areas as teachers’ qualifications, students’ language proficiency and teaching models,
but are closely related to the students’ intercultural communication skills. The minor-language
majors in TCZ] are required to take the intercultural communication courses. Through the course
training, those students have better understanding of different cultures and better skills to com-
municate through different cultures. On the basis of this new-found conclusion, an efficient way to
improve the proficiency of college English teaching had been figured out: improving the student’s
intercultural understanding ability and their understanding of the cultural background of the
target language during the process of teaching English.
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Table 1. The number of students participated in each CET3 test from each department during 2012-2016
= 1. hERXRERER)ES M CET3 MELIFR

S RS 1240 122 A 141A 1320 141N 1420 151 A 152 A 161 A 162 A
F T~ - % £ % £ £ % £ # A4 #
TRFEE 545 162 567 222 675 199 536 284 541 192
PEZH P 32 23 36 27 53 41 54 36 61 43
T EAS T A 984 350 945 337 971 340 732 368 687 250
el A 587 257 704 148 746 195 658 313 653 153
el 2 299 105 376 97 436 168 402 200 380 158
AR 187 45 199 73 259 93 342 104 195 88
HhEZ 274 79 244 60 237 47 217 58 181 53
ERE 227 69 348 128 408 101 475 258 449 260
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Figure 1. The average CET3 scores of students from each depart-

ment from 2012 to 2016
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Figure 2. The average deviation of CET3 Scores of each depart-
ment from 2012 to 2016
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Figure 3. The histogram of improvements of average CET3 scores
in 2 successive tests of each department from 2012 to 2016
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Figure 4. The histogram of total CET3 average scores of each test
4. [RERRER CET3 R IR EEFE

DOI: 10.12677/ve.2017.64019 106

i

A


https://doi.org/10.12677/ve.2017.64019

Jr v

LA IR B B B B B e L A B

—O— MR R AL
—A— SNE R0 I 60
114 —o— AT 4y

) ¥ZNEr4€130

— T T T~ T "~ T T T "~ T ~ T T * T 7
12-1 12-2 131 13-2 141 142 151 152 16-1 16-2
FZRER (-0

Figure 5. Degree of difficulty and the average scores of CET3
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MRk, EREARES T REIGER ALY, EEARE 5 kA SO RE T RE
Fr INSRPE TS NS AT SO/, AR FRTHRIE § Tk R KA B HE R A 2L
INE

6. L5RIB

ASCRME CET3 ST 5%, ICHAER MR A 2 SN, HEER BRI SC B A 3R
T, AALEREN R MR NEARTBL T AR EH TR ARG NS HMME. KA AT
AR R AR 2B U AR, A EANR AR I, ERARIWII, F o BTt e I ik
RITHEBOR U EE 7R . BIRASCAN EH LB LR CET3 MEU TSt T, (HAZAXHMRH]
S SRS A, BEHARGTF M 2 EAR R S AR BRI, o T e RN e
WRZFEFEEH, XTI EHEEES N RN Z BA S HMME . ASCRAI I edE . Sktegiit ot
FBL MEEMOGRE. BEIEMREENNAETE R FB, MiZEA RN, Eam e A CRHm
REARRGUT M 2 AR GNP TE, NAZEA A SR NAE RIS .
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