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[[ Abstract ]]

In the middle era, many foreign tribes were atgdctowards Hindustan's
prosperity often some of them succeeded in theit god settled down in India. Because
of the problem of the communication between thévaatand the foreigners, many new
languages were introduced. Thus, languages, dsadext slang’s took their places in the
country. The study followed a pre-test, and post;tand a single group experimental
design. It was found that the students were motbusiastic in learning the English
language through the different approaches. Heig,dbnceded that the two approaches,
one is communicative and other is functional apginoa

Introduction

Although English has been replaced as medium dfucigon, the students at
College/University level still require to read thigerature relevant to their field of
specialization because the reference material ¢hdadi in the regional languages is
inadequate compared to the materials available ngli€h. Most universities have
prescribed the course of identical English compylgor Arts, Science and Commerce
students. The same text-books (in most cases)raserbed, irrespective of the specific
needs of students and their attainment level inli@imgand the same examination
procedures are adopted. The psychology behind rti@g be of developing general
proficiency in English

Therefore, Indian leaders, both political and acaiderealized the importance of
English, as a link language as an internation&l lamguage and as library language. For
India, English is as important as any of her vewkarclanguages. For almost two
centuries now, English has been playing an impomrale in our educational system as
well as in our national life. Language is a powethol of communication. Language
helps us to express our views, feelings and thaudtite first language that initiates the
child into the word of sounds and letters is calésimother tongue. The mother tongue
is the language in which the child develops the ddrtexpressing himself verbally.
Therefore, it is the need how to design the Engtishrse of study to cultivate and
enhance the communicative skills.

Objectives of the Study

(1) To study the effectiveness of various methods eftéaching English as a second
language.
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(2)  To study the effectiveness of the methods the sxaddopt while of the teaching
English as a second language in the colleges.

3) To study the various methods of teaching Englisla agcond language and the
appropriateness of those methods.

Importance of the Study

Since the present system of education has comexndtence, the educationalists
have been trying to find out the best availablehoé$ of English language teaching by
which the teaching learning process can proveftduiinnumerable research works have
been done so far to make the English teaching psoedffective. We have already
discussed the ELT scenario in India and particyl&ljarat where the teaching of
English is based on traditional methods and sahatl satisfactory. However, there is a
shift of focus from the language teaching methodhi¢ language learner. This change of
focus is an outcome of a range of experiences apdrignents in the field of second
language acquisition and that some profitable agreént in English language teaching
will follow this shift from the teaching methods tbe language learner is certain.
Traditionally, India has always revered the teashmrd the traditions are given more
importance in India. Still, this is the major apgch in our schools and colleges. Learners
are not supposed to have any say in the classrboday, English language teaching is
carried out by teachers who themselves were tanghat way.

Limitations of the Study

(1)  This study will be done only in the Gujarati medigolleges.

(2)  This study will be done only in the affiliated cadjes to Gujarat University.

3) This study will be done in the colleges which dteaged in the Ahmedabad city.
Hypothesis of the Study

Ho;: There will be no significant difference betwetlie pre-test and post-test mean
scores of the students of Groups ‘A’ taught throtlghcommunicative approach.

Ho,: There will be no significant difference betwetie pre-test and post-test mean
scores of the students of Groups ‘A’ taught throthghfunctional approach.

Hos: There will be no significant difference betwabe mean post-test scores of the
students of Groups ‘A’ taught through the commuivea and functional
approach.

Hos: There will be no significant difference betweér tpre-test and post-test mean
scores of the students of Groups ‘B’ taught throtihghcommunicative approach.

Hos: There will be no significant difference betweére tpre-test and post-test mean
scores of the students of Groups ‘B’ taught throtighfunctional approach.

Hos: There will be no significant difference betweée imean post-test scores of the
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students of Groups ‘B’ taught through the communtea and functional
approach.

Hoz:  There will be no significant difference betweée imean post-test scores of the
students of Groups ‘A’ and ‘B’ taught through tr@mamunicative approach.

Hog: There will be no significant difference betwe&e imean post-test scores of the
students of Groups ‘A’ and ‘B’ taught through thumé€tional approach.

Tool of the Study

The researcher has constructed the self made fifavedit test, pre-test and post
test them standardized by the experts of the sulifee-test and post-test were developed
in order to gauge, the performance of studentsrbefod after the training.

Statistical Techniques

Statistical techniques for the analysis and imtggtion of the results of the
experiment. (i) Mean, (ii) Standard Deviation,)(lBquare of Standard Deviation, and (iv)
1" Value.

Sample of the Study

The study has been done in the college affiliatethé Gujarat University where
the students have been taught under various metfbdse are two Groups ‘A’ and ‘B’
representing the population with all the charastes present in the population. The
selection of the samples and the size of the sangrkebased on the design of the study,
the size of the population and accuracy expectatienexperiment. The researcher has
taught under study the two different Groups ‘A’ dBd The details of the sample of the
study are shown in the following table.

Table no. 1, No. of the Students

Groups A B

Approaches | Communicative| Functionall Communicative  Functional otal

Test Pre- Post- Pre- | Post- | Pre- Post- Pre- | Post-
Test Test Test | Test | Test Test Test | Test

No. of the 100 100 100 | 100 100 100 100 10( 80P
students
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Table no. 2, ‘t' Value Between Two Groups

Type Group One | Group Two
No. of Students 100 100
Mean 36.85 37.17
SD 8.3259 6.2861
SO 69.3207 39.5162
't Value 0.30673
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The above table no.2 shows the ‘t’ value betweengone and group two is less
than 1.96.It shows that there is no significandéedince between the pre-test mean
scores of group one and group two. Thus, groupamkegroup two are homogeneous.
The group one was taught through the communicawgroach and group two was
taught the functional approach.

Table no. 3
‘t’ Value of the Communicative and Functional Approaches of Groups ‘A’ Students

Mean, S. D., S. D. Square and ‘ t; Value of the

Communicative and Functional Approaches of Groups
‘A’ Students

Approaches Communicative Functional
No. of Students 100 100
Mean 60.62 56.71
S.D. 8.397667 9.661226
S 70.52081 93.33924
‘t’ Value 3.054500132

The above the table no 3 following conclusion iswver. There will be no
significant difference between the pre-test and-pest mean scores of the students of
Groups ‘A’ taught through the communicative andctional approaches ‘t' value was
compared with ‘t’ table value and the calculatédvdlue of the communicative and
functional approaches of Groups ‘A’ is 3.054. Tladcalated ‘t’ value is more than 2.58
which is significant at 0.01 level of significance.
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Table no. 4
‘t" Value of the Communicative and Functional Approaches of Groups ‘B’
Students
Mean, S. D., S. D. Square and ‘t’ Value of the
Communicative and Functional approaches of GrdBgs
Students
Approaches Communicative| Functional
No. of Students 100 100
Mean 62.51 56
S. D. 7.75964 9.70149p
S.I¥ 60.21202 94.11909
‘t Value 5.240277034

The above table no. 4 the following conclusiondiawn. There will be no
significant difference between mean achievementescof the students of Groups ‘B’
taught through the communicative and functionalragghes. ‘t’ value was compared
with ‘t’ table value and the calculated ‘t' valué the communicative and functional
approaches of Groups ‘B’ is 5.240277. The calcdlatevalue is more than 2.58 which
is significant at 0.01 level of significance.

Table no. 5, ‘t’ value of the Communicative and Funtional Approaches

Mean, S. D., S. D. Square and ‘t’ Value of the
Communicative and Functional Approaches
Approaches Communicative Functional
No. of Students 200 200
Mean 61.565 52.8
S. D. 8.120065 10.42224
S.D? 65.93545 108.6231
‘t’" Value 9.382019542

The above table no. 5 the following conclusionreswh;

(1) There will be no significant difference betwemean achievement scores of the
student of Groups ‘A’ taught through the communieatand functional
approaches.

To check the above mentioned null hypothesis oleser¥ value 3.054 is
compared with ‘t" table value 2.58 which is sigo#nt at 0.01 level of
significance. Observed ‘t’ value is greater thartdble value at significant level
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of 0.01. So the null hypothesis is rejected and @¢oncluded that the students of
Groups ‘A’ taught through the communicative apptoace cleverer than the
students of Groups ‘A’ taught through the functioaaproach because their mean
achievement scores come to 60.62 and 56.71 regekycti

(2) There will be no significant difference betwemean achievement scores of the
students of Groups ‘B’ taught through the communiea and functional
approaches.

To check the above mentioned null hypothesis oleseft/ value 5.240277 is
compared with ‘t’ table value 2.58 which is sigo#nce. Observed ‘t’ value is
greater than ‘t’ table value at significant levél001. So the null hypothesis is
rejected and it is concluded that the students @iu@s ‘B’ taught through the
communicative approach are cleverer than the stadeih Groups ‘B’ taught
through the functional approach because their ragarevement scores are 62.51
and 56 respectively.

3) There will be no significant difference betwemean achievement scores of the
students taught through the communicative and fomak approaches.

To check the above mentioned null hypothesis oleskerv value 9.38 was
compared with ‘t’ table 2.58 that it significant @01 level. It is concluded that
the students of first year B.A. taught through teenmunicative approach show
higher achievement than the students taught thragtiunctional approach. As
their means are 61.57 and 52.8 respectively.

Results and Discussion

The above mentioned the hypothesis observed [tiev8.38 was compared with
‘t’ table 2.58 that it significant at 0.01 levelo $he hypothesis is rejected. It is concluded
that the students of'year B.A. level taught through the communicativerapch shows
higher achievement than there the students talgbugh the functional approach as
their means are 61.57 and 52.8 respectively.

Findings of the Study

(2) The students of Groups 'A' taught through the comoative approach were
found cleverer than the students of Groups 'A' haugrough the functional
approach.

(2) The students of Groups 'B' taught through the comacative approach were
found cleverer than the students of Groups 'B' haubrough the functional
approach.

(3)  All the students taught through the communicatippraach were found more
responsive than the students taught through thatiumal approach.

(4) The communicative approach proved to be more ssaftdeand the students
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enhanced their skills of language in use and speectmunication.
Conclusion

In view of explosion of the numbers getting enrdlia Indian Universities, we
are likely to be forced to adopt a policy of teachithem in larger classes. This is
diametrically apposite to the movement of payingrdton to individual learners. The
students of Groups 'A' and 'B' taught through tbenmmunicative approach were found
cleverer than the students of Groups 'A' and '&gl& through the functional approach.
The communicative approach proved to be more seftdesnd the students enhanced
their skills of language in use and speech comnatioic. It is hoped, however, that
adequate studies of the learning strategies tadbptad by our students will be carried
out in future. So that the instructional probleno$ only in language teaching but also in
other areas of the curriculum, will be better ustieozd and as a result, will be properly
resolved.
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