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The Interaction Between College 1.2 Teachers’ Materials
Use and Their Decision-Making Processes

JI Li LI Rui Hunan University

Abstract: Drawing on Borg’s (2015) language teacher cognition model, this case study adopted
such methods as interview, classroom observation and materials analysis to examine the interaction
between college EFL teachers’ materials use and their decision-making processes. Results
demonstrated that 1) college L2 teachers addressed the practicalities of adapting the materials to
meet class objective more closely by means of retaining, deleting, modifying, and supplementing
techniques; 2) college L2 teachers’ materials use practices were jointly influenced by their stated
cognition and cognition underlying actions; and 3) the interaction between college L2 teachers’
materials use and their decision-making processes could be explained by the “language teacher
decision-making model of materials use” proposed in the study. It is also argued that future
language materials development research should focus on L2 teachers’ decision-making processes of
materials use.
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— AW AR RNSME R TIZ O GRAE T 2023 SCRKTY 2023) MAMEHUITINAIA
FATFE T I AR A B T B WO (0 S AR SR BB 5 & (R 25 2020).
PRI, AT 50 2R A ST B0 380bA (0 ™ A9F 52 T ik ¥y L 45 16 G e L o
FERLBRHL TR , L3z A0 Z0bA (0 A DR SR e A, DAy bR a2 3 ] A1 b s vy
Pt R R 2% .

2. XHkLER
2.1 SMEH M ERMAR

HME O i AR SME BT S ok Bl B (RS 2F X SCIE 2023) , A OC AT
FECR AN, E R A P A D7 s 1) R SRS B S (TR R OF LV Al
2017). B 2 B B 00 32 223 o 3G T | el g L DR R RN 8 45 SR s, S L 1A L
FY RN R H BN S Z W R AT (Harwood 2021). 2) #ob fii H
FINFIWFIE (Kiss & Ji 20225 bRAF (25 2015) BF58 Kk BLHCH IR HE 5 2 sw fi dl
P27 2 PR (Remillard & Taton 2015: 12) 3@ JH T A 4MEF D 3, 0 T3 W2 )
BRI AT B ARYE F B A AR S S 2E ) S AT VIR BR (decision-
making), & 538 24 T 20 SRV EOM TSRS o 455 22 MR ZOm 1Ry < Bk
TR # 7 (active decision-maker), HIA HIJE 5 AE HOM Al ] v i) 82 B4R AR 25 /N
(McGrath 2016) .
2.2 SMBEHHHE A H R ZIFH A F0

SR BOM AN 48 5 I 55 BObE A DG A A B0 A5 A TR A 46 RN o 4
(Borg 2019), ] 43 A [ R A 1 (stated cognition) A1 & 1A% (cognition underlying
action) (Argyris & Schon 1974), i, B IAHIJE 48 5 200M B0 (8 HAH G i AR
AN R GE T B 5 IR0 ) 5 48 5 00T S PR 02 AT Ry I R g Y B S5 A T R B
(Phillips 2009). AT A FEIA Ry S E OO0 A i) B DA VR B B A i I F A
XFr, Al LIFFAT AN F (Basturkmen 2012) .

TESZBREEE TG B R AINE FO 2 S92 At 3R P JE A DA R A 5 U, X b ol
FH A2 95 3 0 BRSSO AT NS o Bl & 80 B9 2000 A ok 3 . 5
N REH #2407 Nk R 5 52 (Borg 2015), JRELA — 1 1) INHIHR K
5 B EE) . ARG O 5K 2 28 T 5 H O R SR B
i) (Dao & Newton 2021). 2) ZAFI P 5 i & 5 5 50 o 9] A bR 4 AR 3
(2015) ¥RIT =44 K2 HME BOM S VEZOM 8 FH B 2 B, 76 HR B0 & i 55 R v 2
MRS G, 3) FOMAFIL K S PR 4 SR B8 . Tran et al. (2023) %% T
7N 4 18R T A OO N e B R IR e S B R DG R R R I, A ) TR AN 5 Y
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TR T B DS BC ) ZBOM 5 SR R

FEAE A SR 1 O R N P 3 (8] EL B 56 & (HABAF A R AN &2 - 1 AE
X% I, £ 6 F 3 (Guerrettaz & Johnston 2013), 3% (Grammatosi & Harwood
2014) % (Guerrettaz 2021) 55 [E S5 HO 0 2064 (8 FHAIEGE , B0 3% R 22 40 E 2L
I A SN SE B AR 2 0. 2)FE N A L, 2 0 EIMEZTE b
it FH 5 s B LN (W) P | o R ik B 3800 280k < 8 &5 48 FH” (materials-in-action)
) TSR AR5 B IR RS R AR T AD 1 B0 206 it o g e iR DA 0 5 B
INFIVE FIALS] (R0 25 X SCHE 2023), 3)7E ik I, 25 FAMEZUN A T8 B4R
& MAREE A SOR DT IR AN IR AL SEAR R S5 1 AR IR (converging evidence) , Xk
VA4 T 45 78 O 20688 1] 5 20 R0 T SR R 2 IR 1Y B3 6 &R (W1 A &6
2023).

3. ARt
3.1 #3 [EE

AW FE R F M5 1 IR LR = A [

1) REEHI B0 (4 00 1 FH 22 30 an {2

2) REEIIE B (14 BObE 1 FH 52 3] W 6 B0 DA R0 52 00 7

3) KA O 4 200 e 55 LD e 58 G 3R ] 2
3.2 MRITK

BT B MR, U v B L5 A R U A e 1 O A B 4 DR R A
T RREHFANERE . WEUR, UM EIBS A RERR, S 5T E
PN, DAL 6 G2, TR T B A1 5 8000 800 ol T o A ol R e S 2
TREAMBELFEE . AT ERSRS S AMNEEM R E T AE,
FLEOM A R P ok o B R b A ek . HIEARIF BN 1 iR .

1 IMEHUTIEAN B

e (1 41) PE HARK AR o FOm LI ETEEEEY]
Max S il % i Ll 25 4F WM b 4
Daisy % PRI P AT 16 4 ENANEIL HM RS
Gabby ES EIEZ €S Sl 174 EN/ANEL o 324
Victoria ES ElIEZ €S eif Lol it 19 4 FENAAEIT MRS

3.3 HEWES S
1) AIE A B Be o OB ANE O (7 > B0 A e R B LY 5 A0 i
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2 BP0 G S A 6T 5ef5 8 . BE T Littlejohn (2022) 2 43 HT E
A0 NHE R BB T A NI T B2 6 S L AR G AT, X6 DU A 2O A —
WIS (1 8 N BOb B TT 21 DN R AT IS, B T M O 1 ) B Ak
T,

2) PRSI B o 6 BT ER AT DR b i g Bom g . o SR
WL 5 T8 A0 HME O DR ET A T 0 5 10 2R rb 6 UL A %8 0 57 800 547 1 5
Zr A (16 ) BAES 5 ER % . MR Littlejohn (2022) #0b 43 HTHESE
W WS B B 1) S O BORE il T 47 A SRAR O B S SR IR R R T
oA FE P B 300 ) B 3R DA R R DA R A T G A AR S 1

3) G BB B, T A A S VTR, R AR AP I SIM O i A
A P R RE . T Borg (2015) HUMAFIHESE , 328 I NVivo 12.0 X 4 )
T EUTR V39 UriR AT VTR AN 44 0y IR S U5 R E AR UE AT 400 25 2 1 RN 3= il 4 A, F 455
B BONE RMBEGE D SR i A RUETT , g — SO (5 R
i 25K (Kappa 2404 0.9).

4. ARER
41 BT ERART
4.1.1 RN A A

TEVR BT BOR 8 J7 T80, DU A8 BOMTE O B 3800 o0 G 4000 06k 25 07 1 ]
MG Y534 B A M, Horp, R R R 2 (543 1), HUJE M8 R iE (385 1K)
FBE TN SRE WG (82 W), TN 4020 HH s die 7> (16 WR), WF ST 6 B . i g A AR B8 T 48 K
T4 M R 205 Bl ARl RN 25 R 28 25 ) o LR, Al Ai] 2 AR A 22k 2 S o A 0k
FObt b B 1 22 PR 2l , S0 B B A8 20 T Bl A 38 I DG PR B 2 2
e, AT SR P S A SR, 4 LA 2 A 2 R 1) /N T 0 R R Sy 200 5 Y ] 25 0
BEEAEZR A
412 R¥HMEH

FE R O T, DU A7 A/ i 200 35 6k I 06 T g FE R HEA T T S e A
B RIKG L AE bR R H 7 2 A s O R R DL B R
TR JE R EAR RO AR o DR B e S RN sl SR k£ e A B 430l
IKF] 481 YK 92 YRR 68 YK, 34 it 3 s 14 4 FHAA AR BAIK A Ry 27 Ko S TR T
W, AR 5| G I 8 i o s M R PR ke R B, AR IR A O R Ok S
fil

(1) “Btdn” 22 bR 8

- 829 -



2024 4E HARSME #5641

DU A7 220 UK I 2 19 52 B 35 3l 2 g S LAJE 0 3 (form-focused) | 5 4] 4
(closed) IR AEIG 3. F B 1 J7R Daisy WA “Pair work. Ask your partner what
made them choose this university. How did they apply.” 2 g b — /A 2k > F1ia] L
CiREINE

RECaE
01 Daisy: iX B f — /N2 AR, 12 E AT E R AL A e A
02 Ss: [##ERIEE]

03 Daisy: R 1f114e R R 46935, 30 BB X A stiE
04 Ss:[#AE%52]]
05 Daisy: iF A= — F &Fi&
06 G1: I gradually like this major because I can get close to nature. Climbing the
mountain interesting.
07 Daisy: She said, “I gradually like this major.” The reason is getting close to
nature. Here, a mistake. Climbing the mountain is interesting. Climbing mountains is
a verb phrase, so you should pay attention to the verb.
08 Gl: [2AA MR BLRR 58 BUXT I ]
09 Daisy: What is the meaning of application?
10 Ss: WiF,
(Daisy, 5% =i} 5 #.50)

A BUR R, Daisy IR 2E 22 H0b I 58 LLAE Br 2y H Y 69 [] 4+ 135 2l , i o i o
G 38 B % Bl T 2, B Ak 25 AR 1 LB I 25 (01-05 7). FE st fE i, # A4
SRR P B9 AR B HEAT R 5 32 (06 17) , Z00 U B 42 24 1 2 A= Y 1 A
FCAE DR (07 47), IR E AT PEEE AN 5E (09,10 47) .

(2) “Ms” 22 b i Bl

U7 20U 7 SR s s 1 R A g RN Bl o DAR B 2 il Max
TE DR A M ek T 9 48 9 /N 235 3D - “Look at the pictures and study the words.
Create a list of more computer words. Is the word similar in Chinese and English?”

B2
01 Max: A~ X 5 3] Technology Today. %47 N4L3T#k A P — AN F 5
kBT RER
02 Ss: [/halitig]

03 Max: R#t— TR ZER,
04 SI: [“#AEMBERNC]
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05  Max: 4R42 %] T CD-ROM X A3 , #k i — T ik b FH P X R h & & 9
06 SI: [*#AELRFFITER]
07 Max: Rk #— F , XA @A L & B2
08  S2: Rbmif,
09  Max: ARAT AL 2 Snill X 2 38 0 A 3L, HESeid B o AR EH 4 & B
10 &[%E%Tﬁ ]
11 Max: X P IR 6 D5 E S AT, RAT HBEBAT T D] S
(Max, % DUt 2 HT)

FEIRAE G Max $ TR 217 /NI I8 76 3 (01-04 47). SR, i T2k
REZA Tl B 280 52 (05-09 47) , s H: % HsF 781 Fil AN 83 54 s, ¢ 486 D S 1) /N AL 8 1 3
(1147)5

(3) “HE TN iETE sh

V07 250 S 24 1 EsF 00 7 B3 Y R AN 00 2 S () A 6 Bl . Horh, Max 9 3
TSR W8T FH 5 DR A, R B 3 BT b el 7 T DR 2 BT “ Student Life” 2 i
B — A~ LS5 TRAR BT S N 25 1 B 20 B

B 3:

01  Max: BoRiE— TG RAZGH L,
02 Ss: [ZMHE S E L 224 R3]
03  Max: @ TS, RERNEREZERAZH AL,
04  Ss:[2FA K]
05  Max: F @ &AT—A& ki — T X348 43 & ZRAVAFIE M R A3k 659
Lo BRHMEBEAEQQELLSF I WAL IIL kMR EERAF.
(Max, & =i} 5 $IT)

FF W -0 -3 "R 2 Max f12f AR 0GR H AR S in NS T 15 FR A AT TR
O B FRIKRE T (01-03 17) o lth A8 5k 20 % v ok [ml 5k sl i) 5 =X, 2 A 2L A
,H\ﬂ‘q—‘é%é\,#iﬁﬂﬂtﬁii%ﬁiﬁﬁﬂﬁiﬁé%ﬂiﬁ (04-05 17)

2 FImE A {E BRI ZHIA

SN TR 027 B BT 75 WU 200U £ T 38 DA R0 5 i L SR s 806 08, T B 5 A
R S e LR P O BRGNS
4.2.1 [FHA A %

VTR A R W], UL A B ZOM R A OC T B B0 F AR AR VB A
TR FH 00 4 6 B TR DA, 2 B0 < DO g wh ™ R DA 2R o vt 3 1
A Z R IAE B2 H bR (B T7 6 SRR 2 2 B D5 R W 5 2
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J7 Tl

FEZF E bR b TR 32 B N3O S, DO 2O B0 LU % 9k 1 BT
%5 o BN Max PPANIE : “F KRG R F A RRAE YL TER BB T,
AT I 1T & e 5 SO AR SE BRE 1 o0 T 1 BB A N R IE B R PR T
W3S bR iG 3, IR T AR A B AR 0 2k 2 R DL SOk R FE R E S B, T
By b — i, BARAATTIA T 58 BRI TE FMT 55 24 1A B TR T2 A 5
BRBE T, (H R 7E SEPR B0 P A 22 R SR A4 i i 8 fh 300 9 47k 32 i1 s o —
D5 T, M TTIA R “ LA Ry ol I Rk BT R AR IR A S S R I ) ik A
WA B AR R 2R A o e AR RRAE L AT R AR SRR TR K A 2 A A
PREEAEE AR & o FEF T 400 b AT B RHIR L 828, I 5miE T
[ 2 A PRI A R A B . Max $2 8 “ RARBGHARAT (G2 A TR FHHK
JF)RET RENEZ M. MNP EF 2R FAEREAGAR. PTAER
BTHRFF LR ELFZAMNBBESNF I AR EEMER L T2 ™
Ui b s e e R A ST T AR M), DO A7 250 A A 20U I 7 R A b 4R R RO F
.. U Victoria SR, “ 40T B % ) & & 69 &7 AR LR T
2RI Bl g k< AR S S A 1A 3R ST ok i TR A 2

AHEF Y, DU HME 20T 53 27 > R 20 1 98 i L LSO hy Hpos TR
G4 Jp 1) SRR H A B A5 GEIA N T 0 B RN T R S L AR AR R
Hls FEBE K R R T SEBR N BART A BB AN, SRR O A v 4 TA
FUA (cognitive trade-off) : — 7 [ , 37 A& RIHT DA, b T4 B8 28061 JE S A2 A ol
HOL " S8 BRTE Bl 5 53— 7 T, TE AL GE AATHTA K B P JE Ak R ] S ek g TR A
UM Bl , DATE I H 2T A5 3500 DA%
422 Bad kg

Xof DU o7 U5 A B4 e DA — 2D RS 2 B, DAL 5 R LA O v
O FR R X 5 A A Y B v, 6 ) D 57 20 DT R v 200 4 P A T 5 . A Max
XiF R B 2 0 MR g R ¢ KA A ) R AR AR RS, BT AR b Bk
BaX AN B oK 5S PR SN R OE R 2 A AR B B SRA C R R R TS
303 3 s 1 T Sl ol A A R R AR LU R T T I B A A . TR R
B3, Max PRI RRE : “ 3 BR AT 93L& F R IAEH KT . il
WRAMFICR B EAT R EA 0 E 2, A LB B &k, A
TN Ry 5 25 3R 5G9 TV 8 Sy S 76 B0RE (87 R v 388 5 186 1 3 20 o 5 k2 A
FHOCRIR , AR S 2 R i Bt . AR B0 O3k b DU B0 22 R R AU Ry &
SRR INAOR A S B B 16 2h . 10 Daisy £ R T 2006 22 B i 2l 2k 4k Uil
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A 1) &8 ) BTG Bl

P OH AT DL DS 350 e 25 A R 5 e L EORE i T b A TR B . AN A R B
1, Daisy K32 bR i sl el B DI ZR i B R -« 5 A R AR dbAT & 30 Ao A 84 2T
&, PP adik ey oy KR W Bl 7o TR 8 PR J e A il 5 g, LB
JRILAZBREE 1 1) H AR, b oK 2 A e ok & R L iR A PRk ) o
43 BB EREHAMRRER

G55 41 RN 42 T LUK ER 2 B BTN ANKET AR B S i AU ok
il R AN PSR o T 22, AR BOM BRSO D3R 22 (R AEAE 38 B A
IO — 7 T, DA DR SR R MR SR (o o AN O ) SR A R LR AT R S AN A

22 UM RS A B [H R

i IR 277 B B
20 feseE 23k L HEE% 10
o T2
e Y L Bk 7
e Heop ik
B A%  JOEMEI A 29
s b L seERt 12
L B wR L RMBRHCE BRI 1
kel AN
Tt T
Z3k - WK 16
U L R 6
gl
Ll I e 10
[
THOW R - HLiE K 140
i e Y
Kt L gagE
HOTRA L BT 25
Hep IR
HiEIK
% L Bgh 29
BV
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P A R R I 9] 40 2B 0RE T P o LA 5 7 i 5 o 5 — 5 T, bt
(IR Al S A TIPSR o i B £ 5 18 5 B9 0 fik A S m] E 8 )
RTINSy 200 ) A DA 45 S B R i 06 (0 P 8 DA R R SR A — o i 22
B, vz B 2o, A AT 2 AR < Az B i I e R R o T okt 8 A A
PR

5. Wit
5.1 SMEHE A e IR0 R
BT HM N B8 (Borg 2015) 5 BT A AF 2 45 5 , A SCE A S E B B 18
FH RN SR AR (8] 1), 120858 78 3% B A1 18 280 Ul 2800 488 P 14 I 0 e 5 G 52 31 G
F B2 2] B 28 7 B0 K R (s, A2 B0 GIOUR R & rhoi AR el B 2 Wt 25
SCAR A HLAR S i SR, R AR 9T 45 18 — B (Kiss & Ji 2022; Tran et al.
2023) i‘%@%ﬁh%%ﬁuﬂiﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬁE@U\%ﬂy%ﬁ%i?ééf\%zﬁﬁﬂ;z%\ﬁ%ééﬁﬂ]ﬂ
TP = ANl ks M

S SCECEASE (IHOm B i

2 AR 0125 5 22 D R e RO NAIRIFT 2 % L T
b A O O I35
324 HOT R
N
1L T LU I e ibadion T M
BT, e Fi 5 0B G gy RIS, 23] SRl R HH )
2 KL A0 O 1T A 7 4L 3 AR A R 2
LA 5 2 5B BT L . WP i AR
3 IR HOT 0T A4 Wi A5 DA
W B S o 7
(RATEM R @R
IR 224 0 5 4 32 0 TN 0
IR ” B s

R VR W B R
BOW RS 5% 4 2 014 PO St (CEAST BOBRA ) -
A B PR o o
A PO el 1 5 (SAACEOR AT FEAE)

TN 2SN 5 (A 1LY AR

BT SNEZOM R 8 AR B SRR

5.2 SMEBID B E B AIAFALH

A0 ET 1 AR AN R BB, SME ZOM I J0  Jig 52 3 Heoys > 28 13 00 & S T2
A28 D1 B EMR 20 (Borg 2015, 2019). B 5%, I AR o7 ~ 28 D3 A s SCAR IR 98
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(Rt 23 Al 2 > A B 5 o (0 2 P L ok AN O 20k P P A DA R 5 R )
AL (Phillips 2009) . 33X — i W 5 AR AF 5 V8 2 285 SR W 4, BRIV DO A7 2009 37 v [ 4%
GE SCAL SR, A0 BT s A R T AU R s T R A
TN T o RSP AL G cE B A . R, 00 & e e 22 1 B T EE A
FLE A A, IR AT AR QBT AN s AEAT O 2 AT B AR T 80 St e, 30 sl i
BB HISE W 32 50 B o e, T e ML 002 S 20 AR MR 22 S0 B T K L1 2L
228 I O] AR L ST R R A SR AT ABIESE 4 DU A SE
O3 M HE 52 2 G 0 SO R I RN 02 26 1 SR 08 T AT DA ARL % 2068 (5 FH AT, T 3
NS AR T BAR 22 52 8 (Macalister 2023) , 3¢ 3078 Z0pH 81 o x5 2% 341
SO I B 1 3 R B G
53 IMNEHIBHMERSINMRREIFNXR

AR ST A A P A AR ASE AR T S A T O 8 5 A SR L B O R A
A BEAE RS 1) PR B FOM TR Bl 5 B BE A ST A BOM AN, 52 e Ok
il AN SR o FEARTIEGE | S EE 0T A2 30 19 2 W A 2 SCAb A v U el 155 5%
IR FHAHIN R IAESME BOM B i B R B . 2) G . BUmaf
ARA RN AT AL G, R 48 S FL 2O T A IR 3 o 91, 8000 2 2B0b 48 FH v 3
5 v A 58 SCA T R A SC Y iR 2, 8 B R R U A BRAE ) 7 5 IR AT
i E LG SR IV T A E . 3) MBS . iR E s ae
AN T 2, T A0 2 S 5 R AR Z IR 08 & o B0, DU 7 3 1 225 Uil o b
WA 2 SCAR AR S5 PR 2R (AN 302 K 40 R o SO el 195 5 PR 28 (a2 380 9 o et it
b ATTAE 1) A 200 68 FH v DR B Rk G 5 B i Bl P AIRAE DA A SR s R L
i kg v 2Z TR P i o ST, Y TR A e A 4 T8 A S S B, A0 M L
oA el T R < 2 JEB A2 B E 7 Bk 4 o T B TE (A ] ) LA Ry HLs )
g B s, A LR AL 2 A R N IR

6. &5iE
ABIETE B B A B =2 1) S HO O ] 2 2 R BB IR 2k
I I A5 SR 5 2) M {52 310 B DA A -5 B35 DA T DI R] 520 5 3) A1id B0
O -5 AR R 3 0] A7 7 58 LA, Az AR AILER AT el S0 280k 68 B4 A8
PRI T DL R
AR BEFEWAFFEA R o e, BEAR R /N B TSR BP5E, AP SE A5 e
A NS, A n] SR O W T B LSO DT vk = Ae e Oy A R
THHER . —JRBCF AL ABEFEAL TS G AN E ZOI A4 S H0pF il K% I
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IHIRHEEZ AR, AE A BT 5 R, 2R AL RS Gz ek 8
TR B, S TR TR SME U S T R I AN IB T SNE O  RRR AY
FERWE A A i TR AR FESME UM & 7 2 i A7 o B el e o f
Ja BT B RE TR A T 5 UE o B X ASBIE S i 15 4 SR A A A B0 80 ) A
PRSI RSN SO OR8] B HAA R PR 3 07 T B A B0 B R, FEEE A
{EICA 1545 2 Z MO SRR S o
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