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The Impact of Task-Based Language Teaching:
A Study at Secondary Level in West Godavari
District of Andhra Pradesh

T. Akkiraju & K. RatnaShiela Mani

ABSTRACT

The paper is an attempt to present the purpose, procedure

and the findings of the quasi-experimental study conducted

as a part of my research on TBLT. The study explores the
ﬁnpﬁnfmmimprm the English-speaking skills of

secondary level students in comparison with that of

| Traditional Methods of teaching English besides conducting
| lmﬂﬂnmnphm of the English teaching practices at
econdary level in Wmt ‘Godavari District. The study

udes that TBLT is more effective than Traditional

SLL R



the
:ﬁﬂd [jnguage Tﬂﬂdlﬂlg i:ﬂ . : :'
qot realized at all academic stages ﬂndﬁ.

Task-Based Language Teaching (TBLT)

TBLT is a ‘direct descendant’ ata;e o 1.., un
Appmach which emerged as a critica P
limitations of structural appmam

stronger version of Communicative L:

(CLT) which claims that since langt i |
acquired through mmmmitmt '
existing knowledge of the IWM el
language system itself (Howatt, 19&& .
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o Creating nppnrtmiﬁes to concentrate on l“"suage
‘and learning process. r |

o Recognizing the leamer’s personal experiences ¢
significant contributing elements to classroom

e Linking classroom learning with language use in
real-life situation (Nunan, 1991: 279).

Willis recommended a sequence of activities — pre-task,
task cycle and Pnat'msk — that form the whole procedure
of a task in a TBLT class (1996: 56-57). Usually, pre-task
includes introduction and instructions while task cycle
constitutes task execution, planning, and report. Exposure
to model tasks, language focus, and practice are the
common features of post-task phase. The present study
followed Willis’ task framework in designing tasks for the

teaching intervention.

Rationale for the Study

In an age of communication, the growing importance
of speaking skills in English cannot be overlooked at any
stage of education. Particularly, secondary education plays
a audial role in students’ lives and provides a number of
opportunities to improve speaking skills. Nevertheless, it
often fail to communicate in English, even for the basic

‘needs. A s fican t reason for this situation at secondary




and Sw deepthl (2013) explore

lopt speaking skills of mﬂm,
und noticed that the students who were t
1BLT improved their speaking skills in En Bﬁiﬂ!l

Aim and Purpose of the Study

The aim of the present stud
ﬂfTa!k-ma mg“‘gﬁ'f Y htﬂ

I I“hmlm&ﬂtofu‘dm

m‘““mwm
; s Wﬂfﬁewhﬁ !
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1. To identify the problems associated with h,
teaching and leamning of English-speaking sk
at secondary level in Government High Schogiy 22
West Godavari District.

2. To explore the impact of TBLT on "“Fm‘i-'mg
English speaking skills among Secondary Levye

learners.
3. Toinvestigate whether TBLT is more effective than

traditional approaches in developing speaking
skills.

Procedure of the Study

The study was conducted m three phases: preliminary
study, pilot study, and main study. In the Prﬂ'liminar}r
study, data was collected from a random sample of forty-
six English teachers on classroom practices. A random
sample of forty-six students were also administered a
questionnaire aimed at understanding the students’
attitudes to learning English, and interest in speaking
activities. As a part of the preliminary study, a speaking
skill test with ten questions was also conducted to fifty
slwienla for assessing their English-speaking skills. After
aining positive results for TBLT in the pilot study, the
::_lam study was taken up.

The main study was conducted as an experiment on
a sample of ninety students, following Pretest Posttest Control
&wﬂnﬁm The sample students were randomly selected
mmﬂd to two groups with forty-five for each. A

common pretest was administered to the students of the
oups in order to evaluate their English-speaking
ncy h m uf Eﬂﬂﬂﬂ' and Vocabulary
on, and Interacti on which are the

i 1
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in relation to the criteria Grnm”_"" g v“"b"fﬂry
Pronunciation, [nteractive Communication, and algq lh;;
Wﬂﬁhu '¥:th Z calculated value |z | was compareq With
7 critical value and found that the Z calculated value je

ter than Z critical value in all the criteria. The analysis
revealed that there are statistically significant differen ces
between the pretest and posttest means of the experimenta]
group, indicating that the English-speaking skill of h,
students of the experimental group significantly improved
from the pretest to the posttest, obviously due to the teaching
intervention through TBLT.

The students of the experimental group had a differen;
learning experience in the TBLT classes they attended
during the teaching intervention. They showed great
enthusiasm in speaking activities as if they were
participating in such kind of tasks for the first time in the
English class, The analysis reveals that the students
improved their accuracy in terms of grammar. In the
pretest, they displayed a very limited control of grammatical
forms and tense patterns. They used ‘womens’ and ‘sheeps’
in place of ‘women’ and ‘sheep’. They often missed ‘be’
forms in their speech. They used isolated words, broken
phrases, and familiar word groups instead of full-length
the students’ poor basics in grammar and their inability t0










The Impact of Task-B

1z favorite film star

|ﬁ-"‘ll-'l.'f
pese My name is K. Satish ...
L
prabhas. |
Wwho is your first heroine?
. What is your first film?
: Wwhat is your next fAlm?

(Source: Primary Llata)

my favorite ¢ Bts

Their Engﬂgement in the ﬂftnmp]' Mo
qesigned tasks during the teaching intervention |

them improve their control of grammatical
vocabulary base was also widened as # forms. Their

in the teaching program based on TBLT. In the pretest,
sometimes, they could not respond to the questions for lack
of English words, or used mother tongue. Some of them
used Telugu equivalents “topi’, ‘kallajodu’, ‘kally’, ‘meka’,
‘thaapeemestri’ etc. in place of English words — cap,
spectacles, eyes, goat, and mason. But in the posttest, they
noticeably improved their vocabulary and properly
responded to the contextual needs. They used relevant

nouns and descriptive adjectives where required. For
example:

e (Introducing) Hi sir! 1 am Varshini. | am studying in_
9" E/M. We have 4 members in my family. My father
is auto driver. My mother is homemaker. I have one
sibling.... I have one sibling. My hobbies are playing
games, reading book and watching TV.

® (Talking about a sportsperson) My favourite
Sportsperson is Sania. She is from
was born in Hyderabad. She
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The students improved their skills in interacy;
-ation too. They developed strategies 5 EHEI:a:
communication. In the pretest, they faced difficy Ities ip
maintaining simple exchanges. Often, they looked fo
or switched over to the mother tongue. H“Weve:

b A
in the posttest, they were able to maintain Simpl.
exchanges, using conversational techniques and strategie
like back-tracking, pausing, self-correcting, angd using

cohesive devices. They did not look for assistance and
restrained themselves from switching over to the mothe,

tongue. They took time to respond but continued the
dialogue. The following expressions show some of fhe
strategies and devices employed by the students:

e (Talking about a goal) My...I want to become 3

doctor...I serve the poor people.
o (Giving directions to a friend) You see...you can see
PP road. You tumn right side/ First, you take right

Go for five minutes. Stop at Abhiruchi hotel. Then,
turn left.
o (Talking about the school) My school name is...our
school name is ZPHS, Chinamiram.
o (Talking about a sportsperson) He is very sincere and
hard man.... I mean hardworking.
(Source: Primary Data)
~ The students showed improvement in pronunciation
too but in comparison to the other two criteria, less
improvement was observed in pronunciation because it
‘fequires more specific efforts and longer duration of
teaching program to achieve improvement in




nothe? ﬂndt - tonation. They pronounced ‘¢’ *Pﬂmﬂy
,.:cf!‘"t' the words where it is silent. Though English words
H,En.ﬂ'l pmnmt snuﬂd the students pronounced m
end = words which mostly end in vuwelmd_-nmy
HHT elugt -drawn ‘ub’ or short "1’ sound at the end of

long~
fiﬁi rds. For example:
o (Talking about a festival) Christmas is very nice anduu
ny friends. Andu (and)happiness.

(and)so Ma
o Christmas (strongly pronouncing ‘t’) Christmas | tiku

(Tike)-
(Source: Primary Data)
In the posttest, they showed some nbﬂenlﬁmgf.
intonation patterns, and their pronunciation of words
improved to a considerable level. There were sincere efforts
o improve the accent too. Finally, the output ﬂm ﬂu

feaching program was impressive, and the :
in the students’ English-speaking ﬁhﬂ&m&umﬁ
the posttest was quite encouraging. :
In Table 3, Z calculated value |z| wasc d wit
Zcriﬁmlvah;eandfuundmat?.mhmfm' " _F_i'f "
mzcrlhﬂlvahm_mmmwm | L,
mﬂmﬂ\epnﬂﬁaﬁtmuﬁﬂmmwi ;
i elation to the criteria Grammar and Ve
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