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Interaction

Dynamic

Co-constructed

Reactive and proactive

Shaped by contextual and cognitive factors

Human Dbeings are ndesigned f or
(Garrod & Pickering, 2004, p. 8)

|l nteraction I s the np
(Schegloff, 1986, p. 112)
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Pedagogic

Do hou Speak

Socio-political E ﬂgUSh P .
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Pedagogic
Socio-political

Theoretical

Influences on the evolution of IC



Pedagogic

Socio-political
Theoretical

Methodological

[Yeah, exactly]

The environment in gen[eral, 1] mean=

=cars are starting to come and like ex-
haust fumes and stuff like that=
yeah

veah

[Yeah], I think it's li:ke, {0.5) I'm not
sure but there's like a specific word for
this, that the trees and there’s like a
mudstream a:nd, it's,

[T think] it's cause by, (0.5) I'm not sure,
do you know?=

=Exactly, when it starts to rain, [there’s
like] a mudstream, uh, hm, T don’t know

(L)

[And] and mavybe it could be also (0.5)
be a problem for (0.5) ahm (0.5} for the
water and, and, how can I [say, ahm]
not only water but

[General]

=Yes, indeed=

=Yes, and everything in, in, (0.5)
mayhbe it was a wood before or some-
thing like that. (1) they had to ahm
burn down ahm (0.5) and where are ah
the animals who who lived there in the
past. (0.5) It's also the same with the

last picture, [isn't it?]

Oh ves, [I see]

=Yes, It's because they cut the trees
down and then a:h it's like hm yes=

[Yes, indeed]

Influences on the evolution of IC



4.7 Cambridge Assessment

QY English

| nt eractil on Nt he matri X
(Ellis, 2005, p. 219)

negotiation of meaning (ong, 1986
construction of new forms and functions ( antoir, 2000)

development of pragmatic competence (pexeyser, 199s; Eliis, 2005)
development of implicit knowledge (oekeyser 1998: N Elis, 1993

primary source for learning discourse management skills (iis, 1995
Johnson, 1995)

Interactional competence and SLA
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Conceptualising IC for testing purposes

Co-constructed interaction
Broad range of speech functions
Cognitive demands

Turn-taking management

Topic development

Interactive listening

Test authenticity & validity

(Brooks, 2009; Ducasse & Brown 2009; Galaczi, 2008; Gan 2010; Kormos, 1999; May, 2009;
O6Sullivan, Weir, & Savill e, 2002; Tayl or,

o To T T To Po Do
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Tapping into IC: challenges for testers

Test authenticity vs test reliability
The interlocutor effect
The role of non-verbal communication
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Authenticity and reliability in interactional tests

An uneasy partnership

Co-constructed interaction is
complex and variable
dynamically shaped
difficult to predict or control

Interviewer variability: different behaviours across interviewers

(Brown, 2003; Brown & Hill, 1998; Lazaraton, 1996)



The interlocutor effect (both examiner and peer)
A threat to validity

Personal i ty, gender, familiarity,
(Berry , 1993; Chamber s, Gal aczi, & Gil bert,
van Moere & Kobayashi, 2004)

We are all linguistic chameleons!

cul t
2012:
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Non-verbal communication

Complex to measure

Non-verbal behaviour could affect scores
(Jenkins & Parra, 2003)

A kinesic (e.g. eye contact, smiling)
A paralinguistic (e.g. pitch range, rhythm)
A non-verbal turn taking (e.g. nodding, silences between turns)

Non-verbal communication i not a coping strategy for language

deficiencies, but an integral aspect of successful interaction
(Kendon, 1990; Roever & Kasper, 2018)
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The testing of 1 nteractional ¢

A validity asset?

A validity threat? . I
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How can interactional competence be measured without
compromising test validity?

Construct definition
Test design

Assessment criteria

Examiner training in test
delivery and scoring
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Two examples

o
CCCCCCCCC SET [ Cambridge English
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Case study 1: B2 First Speaking test

A Paired format
A 2 test-takers/2 examiners

A 4 task types: interview, long
turn, collaborative task,
discussion

A Examiner script +
Independent rating In real

time
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B2 First
Paired discussion task (Part 3)



