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The Effectiveness of the Communicative Approach on EFL

(English as a Foreign Language) Beginners: The Comparative
Research on the two EFL Teaching Methods

o B B H
Takashi Nakano
s F K
Juko Ando

m Xk B g A W T
Nobuyosht Fukunaga Junko Kurahachi
B £ M A A 3 % %@
Masaharu Kage Takeshi Suto

The teaching methods of a foreign language, which have been devised in the last two
decades, have the basis in the socio-linguistical view Lhat language acquision occurs in a
social context. The “communicative approach”, especially among those methods, aims at
the acquisition of pragmatic competence which enables learners to communicate in a
target language under real situations.

The purpose of the present study is to examine the effectiveness of the communicative
approach in comparison with that of the “grammatical approach” which focuses on a
formal aspect of language, or syntactic structure.

In the experiment twenty-four sixth graders were divided and assigned to the two treat-
ment conditions (teaching methods) in which English was taught in a 10.-day course for
first-time learners. Among the outcome measures, the affective or motivational products
of learning were also considered as well as the performance in EFL skills. Moreover, the
outcomes were analyzed in relation to individual differences in intelligence, cognitive
styles, and personality traits, using the Aptitude Treatment Interaction (ATI) paradigm.
The result of this study indicates that the communicative approach is more effective in
the acquisition of speaking ability, no less effective in the other skills, and has more
positive influence on motivation. The interaction between the students' intelligence and
the two methods suggests that the communicative approach has a compensative effect on
low intelligence, while the grammatical approach capitalizes on intelligence, in both
performance and motivation as the dependent variables,
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¥®) LRAER @) LOoHEERORERTHD LW
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Bo AL FROBMcILSE, ata=hT 47 e
7 7 r —F ORARHE R 2 AD M L OB s
WCRET s = v HEET.

] 3

— s —
90 EREhEA~HEF T 5 IR0 24 4o Communicative



EETFEHCETDI I a=hTF 4 V7S e —FOHEHM 119

approach Htl+5 75 A2 (LUTFCHEETS) 12 4,
Grammatical approach ¥#+52752 (UTF G
B) 124, WThiFas 6fe KRICTTIERER
1% a4, REEORELET, | AFOHBCERY
Hitte. AfEiREfEY, C B¥at 48~69 T3y 58.08
(SD=8.02), G B 47~70 TFHy 58.25 (SD=7.07)
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DT vir—FRER L. AEOKE Bkt sb

e (TA7 2y S DOESEOMBH B BiiY
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BAE-ahr, PUEH-EEM), YG thigBE, AREm
(GAT), RO%, B S SHEHNE (7vr— il
#)o

GEEAF> 90 E3AH, | Ak EE3IETE 10 @,
1 PF¥EIER 110 4y,
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POFHAHEIH 1 E0EEF T ARBEH I8,
KB WiBEE b HERASIMD IR Uiz BELMED
BEHME C Fiktk, G HAABHT, BHomMiES
1 GOV BE P Lico B8 10 moRHEy
MUT—H ORI 2IBY Ui, FEEEOWTHEC
WEART B EMM X 5T, & REHELMS
fhoROIEEY BB 2 LEN#T o MiERloE
T, =EFABAOEQLER, RY, -7y
PRCOHBRLY — ARl S —ThIEETH L
THotco BEEHARE (G FIE L 9EH) iXF
testm oS EA LRI 1 B2 8N L,

BEEY WMWY 5, 7 AT ABHEOME LA X
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[AF 3 e vl T B A% 18 (4 vR-XBEETEET) LEF~1 7K
— itk — L, 2TORFERIE L, C FiTegTo2 /-
Table 1. O WHE
oM Cf GE |

| . -
1 I am"You are FAR5Ehd; i DB (a~) / BH (~s);
! What's this?; SFE A& OIGD) EARF; SAEARE L O
2 Are you ~? LIE&r; It's a ~; This /That is a ~;
MERBHF:, #HX CE-h<ts
3 Is this/that £Z?; This is not ~ (FEX); |
He/She is ~; W& My pens are long. ‘
4 Who is he /she?; He/She is ~. [ am//You are ~.
Is it ~? Are they ~? L&Y Is this ~? LIS&Y
5 Is he she ~? }rn%&xr Are you ~? FIRE
Who is he,“she? What is this?
6 I have ~. Do you have ~? XL&r Take a ~, Don't take a ~. (f4)
7 Do you have ~? LIS&C I have /want ~.
8 I like ~. I don't like ~. (FHFEI)
1 don’t like ~. (F&E) Do you have ~2? rIR&r
9 Do you like ~? EfHR&r I have ~ in my room.
I want ~. HHEARET & DTEEY
[ 10 A E AR & O — W mFE (HE « FE - BER) ofy

) ¥ (“Good afternoon,

~" “How are you?”..
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B, BMRTIRRL, FARSEXF>Tushel
N, FOBBBRCESXTHHH, AxTHrLZIE
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By, &Lz, LB EVWHIEW
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51 Ewh EaiBunimeiehr oo AMBEXRTIL,
HECE LRl vwavohghict b, LE0REPD
HiH et HME Y CREOE VA %) HITERTC
RETHBED S ateo 1o, FTERX VY Al lEBL
MR LD » iz T, AR B 24—V T35
7T 4 AR, BlEEEELIEEES S LoRD L DA
BROKYx Gt EENEFHICETR LT TREIS
Mot BEEY LIEALSY v bR LTREAL,
BB Lo, 7Y Y FOMERPIARET

“Is this~ 2"

Table 2. RIELTHOH T =) —DHE
BEH T =Y — ] Fo
ORE -7 rﬁﬁ%kkqurx<WstévJua—ﬂmhm,&5L1* FANTTFIT 4R
13 “Once again.” [4 - bhkE i)
@ =FAORR | BHAPLHEROLDIL, KFEDOETFA (X . i) %ERT. HBHLiL mim-mem iz
—v 757 F 4 ADIHORBORT:
@ M Eﬁgggntgiﬁoﬁﬂ%@ﬂ?btbomvob&mm.ﬁgmm%mbt
@ W 0 Xk XA DM T A A S XD, SO TCEREY S 25,
ii) %ﬁ: nno%ﬂl"@ﬁ:b“—aﬁo
ili) GER | MEOMKA L X B,
iv) fi IZEEPIA TR O SAT . b L 3eqbiy « R aE oM ft,
® E )RR | [Zo@bh] “OK” L4 EOREYEIANRDTE,
PR “Very good.” 1o X DD EIE,
i) B | &oRBELXFOFERET,
i) 8T1IE RO IRITET S, ELVWEx ¥Rt
iv) K | £EoRE. EBELEVRID ,MEmm&ﬁHmzto?an
© ﬁ%!nr rﬂﬁk-m‘mn “*nuu nL 7’*!'72
4 W kS
@ JG% - By | BRIORER 5 - /77f74A?®r§o
B BEOTIRTIM L TREDRIEMOML - - REWCH L CBEORIEEX M TE 25,
@ HRMHRE BITA~DRI - HEVGIIEMORE - Fﬂkﬂbf:;/ﬁ&iaao
®@ #LFEER BEFOEBYEHER.

&) BAIO© L EHEQILER. B’ 2R
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Table 3. B¥2 3 . =4 —v 31 VO

[#H] »57=2v—~ | SE g Cat GmM

®© #Hw E C 39 —

E 1 15 —

J C 1 10

I - -

@ =FroRz E C 51 34

E 1 6 —

® M E C 10 —

E I 6 —

J c 6 10

I - =

@ ®® 0 xEk J C 12 25

i) % J C 9 5

iii) & J C 5 4

iv) fiz J C 12 27

® % AR E C 7 2

PHR E I 8 —

] C 1 5

] i 1 —

i) R E C 1 —

E I 5 —

J C — 4

I - =

iti) 2T E C 1 —

E I 1 —

J C — —

I - -

iv) g E C — —

E i 6 —

] C 2 3

J I 0 —

® K\ 10 37

[i%} ATFTTY — mnn E‘g CKTS Gin‘:

@ B GRS E c | 9

E 1 15 —

(%) E C 6 —

E I 5 —

J C 1 7

@ HEMRE 1 I 14 3

@ #MEXR — 70
&) t:nnE % J: E?K.?E,i

HBEC: 75 R e ZA—THEDORE, JBE
It @4 OEFERFORTE, IHE
IBEC: 7 5 24K T choral response
It RIS
KM 177V —DHh v b
AFAC 7 — MIZETE LTIRIBT 5 X 5 WER L.
GH: XEHAROEBLELL, EBNOR &%
OFEMDF I A (FCERTY V1) BEEOELHNA
Llgntoo EEMNEF LT TSI h » oo XEHR
BOELVEAVPEETCHHZ LaMFA L, Alrkid
OWTHEE Lo FIney LT AT EERLRT

77w —F0EHN: 121

Uico %7, HiHOXwMATBENC, 2 FOoRE» %
OXHPMEMINDAFx » rHEETRER,

WL bEUY — RO AND L THELE) DA
TENMENI S5CHYE L1, ¥— 2OELWHECRE
b, CHIHFE Lo L) « BROBANFERIIRS
LoOMNED WL, G bl : OB OB
MR ER XA AR RS D2 & D o1,

gz o= — v, OB FHOBEOHRKY
PRBHTHEET B, BEaI.=r—YavD
DR AT 2 %00 HHF LIcEYy v 7 ALMFEOH 6 [ H
®H¥o¢ollfmf,coﬁm,%w$ﬁ S
iy OEK&UWWOh&@TS%? fTihice i, 7
— ARMABME s Y, BHOHOFEREBR IS O
BEMNRE LTRFBROE G v A TH D, Jlili« 4
EDOREFR LT Table 2 O X 57T Y -y
L, R, Ky, 3 BUTOELEI»OD

BRERITEE A7 v b4 BE 3 HTE R Ve 3
el x g A3 0By 3 TH Y, MEET Y BT
Too FIZE, 7 BORMALHEYTHHT IV —iIZ20n
T3%H5 LD HHT TV —NRY Table 2 i, ¥
{tfE R4 Table 3 IiRT, Mifw L THBE, C
DT B o REFC X BIFRCHRM, HiE0¥EFRCX
EE»MNEL, Gﬁfuﬁmﬁﬂﬁmulbﬁw,iﬁﬁ
MLPEENE D » 12T LD b2 5. LRk OB
W?Tﬁ%oit.:Ollﬁﬂwkféﬁﬁmﬁmm
G pEERY C If 68.3% Xt G B 27.9%, HUIRX
C 7 185% % G ff 47.3%, “EfFEL MBI v 27
P a it CRE23A% %1 G B 0% Thotoo XHIT,
FizET A 100 & Lo fEoRkiEr C B 55.6 &
LT G B 147 Thoteo Uloptick b, Lik
DR O A EBIC /AT bhi,

—HE 0 it o> B —

R E b Rt o # BB 7 A b LR T
A MR LA, 25 AR 0L, FEREECHERLT A
PR, BO AT T A P BT ot HERET A M,
Zitr o L I HiER, WEET R LA & SR
FTELHIENERHNTH S~ T2 P B HFERLYH
VE, TR X A ARESEREG X 5, AREORE TR L
FIHEEYEE L TRIR L, FRLETA MXELLD
HoBMTLiaWRREVER LD, HETA LA
FOEHEMNMET & 7> 70 FIHNEIIETLH 30
S T L ARS B THoTe TAFDPREEAED
FERKDOHEY TH D,

CHER>  INEFRL A 10 B0, 1. HAFEOKE
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PUEER, 2. BHIhEBTERRLONR, 3. BB
EAFA LT A MR E L ORR, 4. BFRICIER
(83~5 3B)o

ML, SEATE, BERSH RO AR
Wk, B|EDO2— VDN Tl

(g 1. ##, “Good afternoon.” “How are
you?" ~ADIEE, 2. EFEHFFOFr ELHTELRT L
% (Bl TBFEOSREFCTEHNG EFERTL
TFEWDo3 BoTofddoBNORT LIELND
few Bien b8 (Bl. “Today is his birthday,
This is a birthday cake., Do you like it ?”), 7 Y —
b=7o

i, 1. W ORI ARG, 2. R
DEFHEE, 3. BEHEOWE X, 2o THil i il ik
AT, MEEYEDIHE QA= -T e
LT HrhLh ARIFHIARNCRIA Utco FTlivc
DWTIREA VTR 2 & » CHEHEH L, FEEEMoR—
EPNECHBAETHE L.

— BRI RIE O R —

HRONTE 2, ONRENIESTCHBRDHEE -
RCHTT, DHiefTioico DHDibT 2ﬁﬁ®£
BR7 vy — bPRER Ui, 1 DERERTHER (&
HERER ) KHRAZSRLLDT, ZhEEENNED
18 JHEOHEM (Bl TSAD{EILTLE LI T
T TS0 E THLWMHPTLL] NKROBHEIFH
BERLWTT) L) LT MEofod{ BTt
Bt~ ASTEE S | O 4 i CTRICR D
oo b1 REBFEETIR O RERE 7 v r— b
T, 22 TRARMBE ST BT 5 SHE Guivirsy
Oy Bk, HEH), ROGHER BE - T 5 UK
WBILT, RFED4EEE Gite, ML, #BL, W) &
3 S (&, Ef U RO 3wo—RfUlkoi 10
FERAZ, Thd 4 ETRIER RS G B %10
=50 A, . [KEOEX T OXHEZHO5ELT
%'ﬁ Lf».’.J rﬁé}ﬁ‘&ﬁ/‘ufﬁéu nll L'i Lfl.J)o

*& #

T OFF, (BB ORI, HevTRZIE
(CIMENEROLIR 24) OFr —A « A2 F 4 DI,
DR ORREBET Do

<HEFIRaED

HERBD 1~4 OFMEThLhipe, T#<L,
I, BIC) o 3HfE W [N oL LTl
otz t BMECHKER, WThoEEeH L TLERLR

-

Table 4. BEAIO 4 BIERMKOTIHIE L ¢ REOKE
@) | Cr D) | G OD)
#< (8) | 2.33(2.15)| 3.33 (2.81)
EA A (16) | 7.71 (3.57)| 8.78 (3.75)
# < (10) | 7.33(L.16)| 8.04 (1.80)
Xk (12) | 5.17 (3.30)| 5.83 (3.90)

FEHT AP it 46)
3 RIGEEH)  sec.

FEH (1
BRoHGH( 2)

22.54 (9.07) | 25.99 (10.50)

0.72 (0.18) | 1.74 (1.40)
0.70 (0.26) | 0.44 (0.26)
1.15(0.27) | 0.73 (0.46)

R

* p<.05

O, —— Cit(r=—0.29)
X, ---=-GH(r= 0.67))(

40 e}

10
(o]
45 50 55 60 65 70
BRI R i
Fig. 1. FREMmiE L HiL 7 A B0

MR O d »1- (Table 41 B/ « Fiic ML o
Yo Tz bk C Biekld s [Hir, Bl ofFE,
WO T O G BN TELI ARd -
el &uEr DL, BHCHET 30 #HME & Bt oHEB
EPRENC B L R, B EBaER U Bk
B0 2 0@ W TRRBEWER  E B R,
HEE R DOWTCORRER D 22 —viZzia=hT,
Ve T r—F A EBEEEOE- D ok LTHiD
WEXLOzEHR LTS (Fig. 1), Fi, K
E-BITOREA & 4 LT Tik, C BECHEIFMN
U DD DIE EREER B 7 (C FF: r=—0.48,
G Ff: r=0.24), LA LWTFhoRXEFERS, BERS
Pro@ kBB K BICET S b O TILich T,
T A P OBECOVTENAR T Lice 2 5,
#lziX “I don’t like apples.” OFFR T C YT
B ITHAZTRELVTT] 0Lk 3EFEDV-AHIT
BRI HAEN S D H L, G BTREELHEL
e, (e LI DA THIFE TRV ERA] @
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X5 VbWBEHRRE BAEAVED DR,
REHEHT A P OfERieonTit, [3FT) K
b5 3EE (REER, %, BRoOBT ovThic
ﬁhf%ﬁﬁ&ﬁ%%ﬁ&ot(ka4'%?ny:®
C kit C Botdits X b ERARET CHRB T
ﬁ%oﬁﬂtbthkkm%?éo%kﬁﬁm&omﬁ
BIL THHETNERFARETFIE, »—FOoRERLY
»5 “Do you like it ?" LusHE[Iick L, “Yes, I
like.” ® “I like cake.” @ % 5 &l b Tikig\ B3R
CHLEES C BCR bhit, #Hifitt L EERBO
B L OB BIICRN LER, SHEGAELRE
OEITRALBMM 2 - v RWE Sk (Fig 2)
ZIThYI I mhTF Ve T T e —FNEFMEE
s LTHiKT L 2 EARIh T3,

EERRIE
BERERT7 vy -, RUEERAKTT7 v 75— D
THAHMHOEYRHT LD t RELXT R -10 B

ETOS5JE @QEFRO, Phk, [, K 8B
EeAR) TLEFIEHTHRELIE S, FEAHM
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