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Abstract; Owing to the development of globalization and the Going — out strategy of the army, it is
requested to nourish the intercutural competence of the cadets in military colleges; the intercultural
sensitivity, as the core of the intercutural competence, is turned to be a target of foreign language
teaching. This research assesses the design of the college English oral exam in spring semester 2013 | in
terms of its impact on the development of the intercultural sensitivity of non — English major cadets
through survey, aiming at facilitating the reform of the examination, and also be conducive to other

aspects of College English teaching.
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a. Multiple modes exist. The smallest value is shown
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