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ABSTRACT
Ministry of Education, Culture, Sports, Science and Technology recently mandated, in the new
curriculum guidelines, that English is to be used as media language in all English classes at high
schools. This is one of the new proposals the ministry has made to cope with the current situation
where more and more companies are employing English as their official or common language. In
reality, however, not all Japanese teachers of English are ready to conduct their classes “All-in-
English” even in universities. The author was in charge of a class focusing on writing and speaking,
which is originally expected to be conducted by a native speaker of English “All-in-English” as
determined by the university policy. In this paper, the author briefly explains the content of the
lessons and then reports the questionnaire results from the students who took her class as well as
from Japanese teachers of English and native English teachers teaching at various universities in
Japan, in the hope that these might offer some insights for improving the quality of “All-in-English”

classes by Japanese teachers of English.
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1. 1ZT®HIZ

AARDEBAIZHIGT 2 RFEHB U EOEE & LT, 2002 Fi2, GRS ED [ [
FEDMEZ D HARN] OBFRDIZO ORISR 25K Lz COHEFAE. 2002) . EEL
FZ0%bIDICHER L, RECBIT 2 EEAMBLLOBXNAOND LDk oT,
2012 FICiE, B ARFPINIRES S LOSCHRFE R, 7o — SV AMBERHEESEE]) ©
e, RV o TAmEER) 2wk L, EEEOZREES D Om ECE & EOMO
HALDOREAE L LT, 7 u— LR BRI ISPk LTEECE 5 TAM] OoFkEX 5
e, RPHEDO 7 10— bzt 2 B AT 9 F2EICx LT, BRI M BOEEE
EIToTC05 (AARFMRRS, 2012) . 262, SCPRHAE IR EFROH T
BIRYEEET, HREFRFETITIEEZEALT L) L LTWD CUTFREA. 2013)
L7226, RFEICEWTE 2, AARAFEEIZE S All in English OfZZEIZIE & A E1TH
NTWRVORERTH 5,

2013 FEICIE, BRWEHBEHAEEITATLA, KFEARIZ TOEFL® iBT O ALZ#ES Lz
23, [F4ED TOEFL® iBT O HARADFEZ a7 (70 &) 1, HFREE (81 H) ORHR 5
P Mo T T HEE (PE 78 AL EHE 85 L) LELTH, M TRy (K v
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3 > 30 4% ; 7 120 AR A)  (Educational Testing Service, 2014), TOEFL® iBT M K & 72 R
I, FEEEO AT NTERET 5 LW ) ;i TH H A, EFL (English as a Foreign Language)
BRELICENN TV D HRANRGEFHEICL > T, VA= T LAY =% 7 DF Y EF
SREOMERE O X, IEFEICEELSWNEERRETHL (HRT. 2013a) .

Levelt (1993) OFEEMGLET M IUE, VA= 70T et A L LT, 5. FHEL
HEXEE (ACOUSTIC-PHONETIC PROCESSOR) T H {5 B8 B A R RIS S v, SUHT
1 (PARSER) TA U Z L L F v ar (LDHREE) 07 72 L TXEE Sk
(grammatical decoding) / & FR 18 5k 35 L OVGEHE 8 R (phonological decoding & lexical
selection) 23t S5, HE&{b3EE (CONCEPTUALIZER) THEED A v & — UR0E K AL
Eh, 7U N Ty b (B ICED, ., A—F s/ 0TawR b LT, HaLEE
TELNTE Ay E—20F, BHX{LZEE (FORMULATOR) T 3CiEFF &1k (grammatical
decoding), & #EFF 51 (phonological decoding) 41, & 2%E (ARTICULATOR) % #%C7
U h7y b G IZED (WD) .

e <

communicative inferred
n

inte CONCEPTUALIZER intention

parsed speech,
derived message

FORMULATOR PARSER

-------

surface lexical-prosodi
structure representation

-------

ARTICULATOR

—— B

speech

overt speech

X 1. SFEOEM & ARITBIT DBEFET /v (Levelt, 1993)

Zo—EO T ak XX, KEMHEKOT CITbs ), BREEE OB IXAE LI,
WATAEE STV D E ST 5b, — ., L2 (Second Language) / EFL ¥ # OLAITIE,
TGS - ERES - BHES O T, UIE LIZFER R (trade-off effect) 723 L 5415 (Morishita,
2010),

AT (2013b) Tik, BERBREZRIRE LT v r— FREZITO., BERRBRE L O
LR - AT ERAT o 1o, HEERICR T D TEite) [E<) TH) TEET) 3% (363
[3yE] O THBEORENCOWT, BEFLEEIIEBIOHMEL-WE R EICES %25
FTHHo7clZAh, MFERBRE LRBRBREONT O L—7ThH, FEILELESHE
. TEete) THI< ) T30E) OIETH Y | ZERHP.LO BARDRFEHE %5 T 128853
A% OB L RIETZ N hotz, £, WTFNDO I L—FThH, MIELIZWEROD
B 2TEAZ, (58] & & THI<) Z2&ThY, EFL BETHFE L T = HAAN,
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BEghb, T am. A= 7 hEn LSS NEEEZE T TND 2 ENgno
77

SLA (Second Language Acquisition ; 2/ S b B 1) MFICICBW TR, [SREEEICIEKR
BORBEAREIRA 7y MBEE] (A 7y MG ; Krashen, 1985) . 7D F 7w |
L HEDEROUEN GHEST OB~ LMY Z 2T 5] (7Y N7y MR
Swain, 1985) 72 EDRFH AT, BUETIX, A2 77 vaidA 7Ty heT U NS
Y MZE- THEEFIBEOMEZ 52| B _SHEORELRT] (2T 73 1)
At Long, 1996) W9 & X N EMICAR-> TS, ZOfGRIL, £ SIZ All in English
BT L - THEIETE D AlREMEA R,

B OFE BRI REFRGETITY) 2 L2 AR L35 LHRRanizZ Lk
XD, TRETIIE S BIETH - 72 All in English DN, BEOFRE~ L LD -T2,
ARE T, BARAFGEHEIZ XS Allin English D& 0 HIZOWTORFMEI LT 5720,
BENMTSTTAT A T T LB T—3 g U ERAESDEEREICONT, ZORE
ZEHEICHEIT L, 207 7 ADBEA, BRANDFFEHRE, BLORA T 4 VAL —T—
DIFEHE (LLF, R T4 UHB) x5 L LieT v 7 — MHEORERIZOWTHET
Do B, ZORHET, BFEITFEFEORA T 4 VA= =N YT H LIZhoTHY,
TRCHEFETIT I T ERJFHAT SN TN,

jl

2.
21 X%

2013 FEFERI D TESL « 2381 O7 T AT, PERFHFLORT: 2 44 27 2By LT,
B H1x 2013 FERIBFE XA MO 7 TAZIBELTBY . X147 1 VHEANEY L
Tz, FFEOEMEZFH D 7=, Quick placement test (Oxford University Press, 2004) %
Fh Lo & 2 A, FERIE 369 (60 AlifiA) T, #REKIZLS L Common European
framework of reference for languages (Council of Europe, 2001) ¢ BI1 (threshold: lower
intermediate) (2% 725 L~ /LTh o T2,

22 BH

AET I v a AMERICHES X, MEXX - &6 WO T U NSy MCESREY TS
TAZBNWT, EBIA U E T a OB EECT 2 AE L, 7 A RICR#H
L7=REOHMIZ, LTo@E) ThoTz,

The objective of this class is to provide students with the opportunity to express themselves in both
written and spoken English. Students are required to write three essays, one of which will be the

theme of their poster presentation.

23 AE
All in English DRZEZITHIZHT->TE, T TICARETIT 212 L DHLELD I T
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ATWSTZAEE B EIC LT (BT, 2011) o 7F A MIFFICHEM Lo 7228,
“Writing from within” (Kelly & Gargagliano, Cambridge University Press, 2001) 72 & &5 (Z L
7=

EXIZoVWTiE, XE (Fuy 7 ) Zob0 k) bZ2offpife (FrtR) 28
THTaER - TAT 4 T DB Z I At (Elbow, 1973; Murray, 1980), 7 LA > -
A= TRET « LT a— R EOIFEHEZRT, FHTIADELLRETLIZEEL
7o TOO9H 1 RKIZONWTIR, FFEPMBOIV Y —F « JZRXF a3 % LIy TAE
BT o r— FREZITO, TORREFZPRROBFAL —« TR T — 3 VTHE
L7,

3. 70— A&
3.1 EBEA
3.1.1 FIEERZET 47— b

wEfE T, BELE %5 L Lz All in English Of2E 1B+ 57 > 7 — Fifid (RI&#E
B 274, A HEMB) 217572 (Appendix A),

() Toor 7 ATIE, BARAZEN All in English OfZ¥EZ Y LE423, HFEEZ E N
THWHERHLTIELWTTN2 TN EDIZOEDT, FOREHBEEZBRTL X
W ) EW S ERITR LTI

DIFEAERAFEZFEMLTUEILY 24)

) ELLENEND EARGEEZSZHEHLTUILY (14)
)HAFELFFEZ ELOLLRICSHBWERLTUELY (74)
4) ELHENnEND EEFEEAZZEHLTUELY (94)
SHYIFEAEFFELHEHALTIZLY (844)

PWOSERE o, BRE LT, TGRSR D ERNZVIE) DRV 28, HEED
HHEFHLTHF RSN LOO, BAEREE FREORRNSNDRLTV] | (5055
WEXITHATERMIZLVY] 28, HAFBLZVIIHEAL TUELVEVW I BER LD RN
ThHol,

(2) TAll in English ®2 7 2%, HRAHKE L EFHEDOFA T 4 VHBO L E BRZ T
EI)RBVERVET A2 NTRANOEDICOEST., £, ZOMBAZBRTL X
W 1 WO BRNIT LT,

D HAN (044)

) ELBEMMEVS EAARAN (14)
HEHLHLBLEIL (74)
HELLNENI ERXAT 4T (124)
5\ %A T 47 (T4)
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EWVWOFER R oT, RAT 4 VBB ORELHET HHB L LTE, EREMICHRGE
x50 5) . [EEPCSVEILAERN) 2810z, [RIEOEEN DRG] |
[BFEOFREN DI NNE, DL THAEOREICHNIZV] W) EIZENR SN, HGE
BB TIERWIZ LA, BBRICHEERH 2 TH A ) FEBHEROFLERL TIHOBRES X
Db Ly, —J, BARAZHB THIUL [SUESLTREDMIW T 2 BfE Lo\ X,
(HZ2BH5) LWHEIENSIE, AAREOFEHOAEENZODNINTND, £,
(EHLBFEL) EWIREZOHBLELTL, EHL06085000806%) . WA
DRY) 2 EOmimEREANS L, [RYICHFENOH DA 726, BARATHM
e 29 o All in English OZ¥E21T 5 BARANBEBIZIIRA T 4 VA D EGE T & K
WHFEL BT,

312 BREETVT— b

RERET, FROBEAZGRE LT v r— MillE (RIEEH 27 4. 248
i) #1772 (Appendix B),

() o7 7 2Tix, BAAZED All in English OfEEA2HY LE LR, Bhrolz
RO REUEFTRELELE I JE2ENENET TLESN, | EWHyERIZ L, B
STemELTE, [RAT 4 UVORALY LFFENPBEIY LT o700 T, FH LT
Motz] . TRBC GNP Rpolo L EZICFENE L] REDRIERH Y, BARANHEN
HEEE (WMEIZSLT) BARGEZEME L CTEEICHEET T, AT L THEmICZT
W2 AREME R SN, BARABENEICHAECTRET 258 Lok : L, &
FETCEMRL LD LT KRBT heoTz) . TESBEETHTRELE LWV BLENFFT
7o) REDHIME R AL MREL AT, £lo, FHEBEBL TRENDAS V2T 7 v
a2 THEMACER D FLA TS, TEFET BARGE CSUEOBIIED Y TER DR ERT-
WS Te, SERES TRENRD X2 | [RAX— - T LT —T a3 O -
BRNBEANST] REDRIZENE S, EORTDIDDBZ D,

—J5, dER L LR, ThAE - FELBIC, EIFFEORNIXAT 4 VL0 LI LN
i) L BN WREERRORMNELS T, BERIEELZERb -T2 2L,
PR O MEITER TR WEROR SAEfS iz, TREARLEZAITAAETLS
STIELYY . HEAEOHETZ 100%HEE CEanE F, HECIREEZ HT 2 F24AE0
TEXTCLEDY ] REDEENDIL, B EERNELEZ BB THNITIBIHILED
BEEMAKR U, o, PAMORMEE LT THARREZME I FER ST LWV EE
b7 otz

(2) TAll in English ® 2 7 2%, HARAHB L EFEDORA T 4 VHED EL LNZITFD
FEIDRBWVWEEWETH20NTNNOEDICOEDT, £/, TOHHBZBITLEX
W WO BERICKR LTI

1) BAN (04)
) EBEoMnEVnS EHARN (54)
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HELEHHEIL (64)
HELLEMENIEXAT 4T (94)
SY XA T 4T (T4)

EWIHFER LRSI, BARAHBIZOWTIL, [HEBETHLHABTHLRHATE THnhe
T . THRAHEDIZO N, RREHHARANE ZZEREL THRDDONE DNHART
W EWORIERS LT, THRAHKBICK L THEGEZEWIC W] | THRADSE
EREEODOVWHATHARETHELTCLEI Z DD . [HEEORELIBRENLITYH,
AANBEIZHERKIKMBZ N0 NE0T, BUTLE Y A ORI R
e,

—FH. R T4 VHBIZOWTUE, [RAT 4 URLTEHOEEDO =2 T VAR Y,
LRNWZEEZSHZATHDHRD] . [T 4= L W3V RELEAL T
L1 7L ST O LFEDIED, [RA T 4 UORFITHEE S50 5n
REZBLTERLTHWEZV] | HTENALTEL LI EWIRELNML 220, R
ICREICIV D) REDEIZE S H ST,

Fro, TELHRELT] EWHHEEICIE, TRGOREEZMETWET G b 28]
720 T4 CD ZBEN2 0 T U\ R0 T, EHLLNERELZZ TR THWLWY |
(XA T 4 JTHHAATYH, FiR., FTEEICZ7 MRS D) 72 EOBEBENRET LT
W7o,

() DERMIT, PIERE L BKIRECFR AR TH 12, BEREOEEIT. FA T
4 THEEHARANBEBICELDRUZA MDY T AW GBEE LTEORIZEEWDS Z LT
b, KOT o 7r— MNRAEITGAHHR ThHo7o7e 8, FIREEDEFRO AL 285 2
R D 2 EIXTERVR, FHITL D All in English OFZEO% . KR E L THEARAZE
I b RAT 4 UBBIZE D All in English D EE2 LB FE RN L o7, LnLenn, &
A& LT, BAAZEEIZ LD All in English DIRE%E2ZIFAND L O I TERZEEDbh
Larr g Ao, L LB HRABEDNEICHARFETIT O HFEOR¥EL Y biT
Bz oNnN=L ) Thote,

32 BERAZE

HAANZE (494) (2% L%, All in English Df3EICET 27 7 — MEEIT- -
(Appendix C),

(1) TAll in English D2 MY L= E083H 0 90021 E0WHERIC, NEv) 2%
2T-#HEIT364,. Wz X134 ThoT-,

() T NI EEZTHBOHRIZ, (2) [ (All in English OFF#£%2HY L2 555
ENSHBUWERAEINE LD 20T e DIZO% DT, ZOBEBEEZIRXTIZI0,
Flo, BEICL > THEFBOHEMBENRE S BRLIGEIT. TNENOREIZ DN T IH
BLTESW, | EWOEMELEEEZ A,
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DIFEAERAREELFEH L (04)

) EHELMmENS LAKREALEHLE 24)

) HAGEL FRFEAZ ELL BRI SHWER L (10 4)
4) EHonEn) LFEFEZZ AL (104)
SHIFLALTFEEHEHR L 244)

EWIHFER Lol B, HEEOHEMBEENRR ZBMEIC OV THEEDORE % LA
N, EFROBTITHERANE (46 £4) 7o TW0W5D, HAGEIE, [#fkL~L0 L
T, [II7ANDLLENRENWEE ] REOLLVERE LG, [SUEOR
ISP IAFIC D 2 FBN R TR E ] . [HNEZIMIE L5720, AAGEOY~

U—%& ALz 72 EOEHE/ EELRNFICET 25 OBRIER L7z L WO EIZER R 6
77

— 7. BEFEICOWTIL,  [FEBN T All in English D& BN R S, ¥ T N REDER
TRCIGFELENTZ) . [RAT 4 THENa—T 4 A M 23@RET, AAEOM
FAREIE STz o T3 & A3 All in English B2 TR STz o IZ#4ED
HFIZHEFAESRE AL We) ol HEZRERS SN2BARHLGENIT LA LT,
(A o=l —a VEAOREZRERR Lo 72) . [T D721 5555 ~D exposure &
%< T D] 7l BRERMICHEHTZ Lz EbnsbZEi, EFITESITY
77

(3) THARAZED All in English OfREEZAY 52 Lo T, s REEEbR
LT EEENENZETTIIEIN, | EWOEMITH LTI, Flae LT, HREDEER
by . TEHEARATHLEENTEDH IR EVI va—LET MIRND | . [#HEEE
DA, FFEEAWTREZITOA A=V EEEE L) . IRENMB TAAREZHE N,
BFEICHONIZHISETED] . TALORFEREEThSTRBRNG, FAEOSETEIIK
SERLTL, FHEICHLKMTE S| REDEEDIEN,  [HEBORGEEMFES) OIEHE(L)
EWVWIHHEMDOAY v M BN,

K& LT, MHZEEREEEZEOZDOFNNERT L] . BEEICKRERLILTH
RNWBAEDIRONBE] | REEENEND ] | [FPEOEFEL-UVICL 28F 10
EHo& ) AL, BEET EORBESUMNMCEL, AR A T 4 T HOBEZET) i
ROTWDLOTHRY I BITEAN LUK | (34T 4 VWA ORBUIFEN+3ITTER
W R E L BERIOFFERRIZOWTOERMbH 7o, 2T, HF T (2013b) (2B 5D
YEEEE TORFERBRE~DT - — FHED [AARTOEESCHBE ToRE L4577
Sl LB EWIHIEMICKITAEELABLTEY, [BETOAE—F 2 7 OFE
IR+ C OB E LT, [HIMBGOAEY—F 7 NARE] ZHEfML TV,

(4) [R5® All in English @7 7 21X, BARANBELEFEORA T A UVHEDOEL LM
ZUTEDIE ) BRI L ENET N2 WT O EDIZOZDT, o, TOHHBEZR
RTCLTEEN, | VBRI LT,
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D HAN (044)

) ELBEMMEVS EHARAN 24)
HEHLHLBLEIL (204)

) ELLNENI ERXAT 4T (164)
5YXAT 147 (T4)

EWOSERE R oT, B, AHEBICERBIZOHEN 4 AWz, EEORIZEIL 45 4
&5 TS, £7-, All in English DFZZEDORBMN 2 WHEDIZ O N, BN S HHE
L0 bH, RAT 4 VHEBRZTHEOFPHRNTZ LB 2 DHEAICH -T2, HARAFZEICD
WTOaAr hELTE, THRABEITBABNEED Z L 2F2ERM>TNDHDT,
HEVEKRBZRN] LW BOBEANENL, TARANHKBORETIE, BB 235
L. PABBENTHWEETEWN) Z LR UNLER, TELRETLRENKELET
EORTRPME] EWVWIERbH T,

Fio, R T4 TVHBIZOWTOa A FE LT, FEFEENEREMNOSEE, Y
FEREORGESENEA D ZENEFE LWL, FEPIRLEWEES ) | [FREDORGED
ALy FIMADDIFHGNIRAT 4 7] . THRIZIZELEELERA T 0 TEBRAN
TWb] 728, BARANBEAOGRA T 4 VOFEEZT TODHRL N0, THARAN
DIFENZARE L CTEB ST, MR AL — ROBRETHET I ENHELWEAREZ ) L
IR H o7z,

33 XM T4 VHA

24T 4 UHE (124) 1%L THIREERIZ, All in English D229 57 > 77— bl
%17 > 7= (Appendix D),

(1) “To what extent English is used in your classes? Circle one and write your reason(s). If you
have several classes in which you have different situations, please answer for each.” &\ 9 B [HIZ
1L, 12449 104 OFE D 5) “I for the most part use English.” 21 A 7275, “With the lower
levels of the students, there needs to be some Japanese in the classroom.” &\ 9 B C H AGE
FEHLTWS WS EIES H Y| “There are students who feel embarrassed to speak English
with me if they know that I can speak Japanese. For these students, speaking Japanese in class
undermines the feeling that they really must use English to communicate.” & V> 9 [AIZE 6 (%, X
AT A4 THETH-TH, ARBOEMREZU/HIND ZERHD LN 2N nhol,

— 5. BEEOFEHIZ-OUVLTIX, “It is important that they have the ability to see the language in
use and the chance to use and learn what is being presented in the classroom (often they are only
exposed to the language (in) one or two classes a week, so that minimal amount of time needs to
have the language component maximized).”7 &', % OB M358 S 7z,

(2) “What do you think are strengths and weaknesses of ‘All in English’ conducted by Japanese
EFL teachers?” & W 9 B RIZx L. AARANZEOF]A & L TIE, “The students can see that the
native Japanese teacher is able to perform at a high level in the target language, and that is a

motivation for the students to strive for similar abilities,” “Gives the students an example of a
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realistic model for their own English speaking.”/72 &', HARANZEBE DIF O DNELFEN 20 —/LF
TN D E W) [EIZE N E LD, “Can explain grammar and technical points in more detail,”
“Students can ask questions more freely if they use Japanese.” 72 &', HARGEDMEHZHITE & L
rERbLH T,

Riie LCTIX, “Some Japanese teachers may not have adequate pronunciation or conversation
skills, leading to less confidence in their own teaching,” “The effectiveness of the class is dependent
on the teachers’ proficiency in English.” 72 &', HARAZBOEFEN R EEZBET Ha A b
BEL HEHOT,

(3) “Which do you think is better, ‘All in English’ conducted by Japanese EFL teachers or native
English teachers? Circle one and write your reason(s).” &\ 9 B It L Tli&, “I think probably
the biggest problem with conducting the class mostly in Japanese is that the language becomes
something to study rather than a means of communication. But in principle, I don’t think that the
country of birth of the teacher is as important as proficiency in the language and skill as a teacher,”
“If the EFL instructor is able to simply and clearly explain in English, the message should be able to
be well received by the students by both.” 72 &', B OFFENCEHEEIZBIRIR N & 5 E AN
Hh, 124H 94 OZEN 3) “Same” Zi#® A TUZ,

4. FLHLESBRORE

BROT v — MNRENS, TRV (F3En ) oA, x0T 4 VHE
2 &% All in English OFZ¥EZ2ZLBAICH D Z LB nhoTc, —FH T, BRANHENIGE
EHAGEEBRE L CTSICRELTH LB F b7 /b o7, All in English D%
LAY L TWDHAAKEIT, BECBOTIFLEALEEAHALTHBY ., BAAE
BEXAT 4 VHBM TREREWVIZRNEZ X DHAICH 7208, 5282 HIET O TIX
72, LLAFEAEIZE > TOBER2ET /L (realistic model) (2725 Z &N TEXFUTXE VD
TIEZ2WTEA D D,

All in English D#E¥ETH-TH, FAEVBARMICHEELZHEHT L LIRS 20, HED
MEECHHASEMITHLINEVNIZ LV, A V¥ T 7 avmBLT, VWNCT Y
N7y NEBIEHTOHREETHLEE R D, AARANHED HAGETIE - FBEOHA %
T LT ORETIE, FAFRIIHE X CHOERENIF AN EIIHL A TH Y, —T5,
AT A THENRELTH, PAPALRES LUELEL R EOEHOKE Y2 54
e iuX, ERESOM BTN b enEA 9,

T (2013b) TIL, FRCAE—F 71X, HFHROHARANRBEFLEZTICE > TORER
FETHY . BRI TENIRLREERDILENDH DL Z EBNRB I, EEE, &
ERBRE DL, BARICBI DAY= VY OREREEZHT 55T, FFED
B RN TZEOM S 2o - LRI L TWD, 20X )R o T, EFL BREICKT
DENRH A —F 0 7 OFE  FEEEA RRAICHNLT 52 AR LN TEY, All in
English DIZZEIL, ZOX 50T &R D A[REMEDRH 5,

AFaDT o r— i <ix.  TAll in English Zif 9 2> 5I121%, T _XCHRFETRENMTD
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NHEFROT, COREFEELZHET LW I EMITZRB LD T ARV, T
NN Lo THRFEOHHBENR R D720, EELSLW] ol BEINEDHWE W
RERZHENOERESN, 4%1F, 2hbo8z2sE L, L RN ERREEZITO
72\, E72. All in English DfZFEOFHT - FRIZ, HRET A NREDT—F2MHZ &
2LV, EOXIRVLNNDORAECEDBREOIEND D NERETINEND D, Kb
TlE. FIT All in English DfZZEIZOWTBLRIEIE AT o 7223, 41X, All in English (2%
&SRR IEEIEIC OV T HE L TV & 720,

R

AFEIL, EEN 2014 4F 6 H 14 HICBE S 72 JACET B B ETZRKE (A KBCERK
) IZBWT,  TAll in English DIFFEIZHOWTO—FE . KFEAEZRE LTV r— b
FEORREZ L LI EWVWH XA ML THEEELEZNEZ, NE-BELEZLOTH D,

BE 3R

A AR (2012) [ 0 — 0 A Ak HERE 2 |
http://www.jsps.go.jp/j-gjinzai/index.html?utm_medium=twitter

AR TEM (2011) 4 HREROMEEZ B LIERACBT L2794 T4 v 7ORE BT - LY
2= RAZ— T VLB T—va v ERWT) [HREEHEMT] No. 34, 91-100.

Fr TEM (2013a) TEHNGEAMIHE 7' 7T L03 A AR NRGEFE FH OB F 50 112
o g [REEEHENIIE] No. 36, 41-50.

AR TER (2013b) TARAIGEFEED AL —F 7 NICBT 204 - SGEE TO R 7%
BRE KR L L7 o r— RN B [Z LIXOREISE] No. 14, 63-74.

SCE R (2002) T [3E3ERME X D HAN] OB RO 728 ORI HEAR
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Council of Europe. (2001). Common European framework of reference for languages: Learning,
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(1) To what extent English is used in your classes? Circle one and write your reason(s). If you have

several classes in which you have different situations, please answer for each.

1) I for the most part use Japanese.

2) [ use Japanese more than English.
3) I use Japanese and English evenly.
4) I use English more than Japanese.

5) I for the most part use English.

Reason(s)
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(2) What do you think are strengths and weaknesses of “All in English” conducted by Japanese EFL

teachers?

Strengths

Weaknesses

(3) Which do you think is better, “All in English” conducted by Japanese EFL teachers or native

English teachers? Circle one and write your reason(s).

1) Japanese EFL teachers

2) Japanese EFL teachers rather than native English teachers
3) Same

4) Native English teachers rather than Japanese EFL teachers
5) Native English teachers

Reason(s)
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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this study is to investigate students’ awareness of English as an International
Language (EIL). Particularly students who are relatively low level in English ability are major
participants in this research. It is meaningful to focus on such students as an increasing number of
teachers or researchers have to think of what is called remedial education in their classrooms these
days. This is because, the decreasing population of young people and large number of universities
allow almost every applicant to university to pass the entrance exam. This leads to a situation in
which teachers need to teach students who are deficient in fundamental knowledge of the language
and motivation for learning. In order to address the circumstance mentioned above in universities,
this research investigates if the experience of EIL brings about any changes in students’ awareness
of English or learning English. Moreover if the idea could make changes in students’ learning
attitudes, what kind of changes would that be? Possibilities that the concept of EIL has for students
of low level are discussed based on the outcomes.

Keywords: EIL, remedial education, quantitative analysis, qualitative analysis

I. INTRODUCTION

University students who lack fundamental knowledge of English will increase due to the
current situation that the decreasing population of 18 year-olds in Japan makes it easier or possible
for nearly every applicant to enroll in universities. Generally speaking, many of them not only lack
English ability, but also lack motivation for learning itself. This situation requires teachers in
college to teach English as a sort of remedial education. The students who need remedial education
are said to have low self-esteem (Kiyota, 2010) and their confidence in their own ability to learn
may also be low. These elements could lead the students to think of English as a difficult thing to
tackle.

In order to address this status quo, a large amount of research investigating such students’
awareness or motivation toward learning or English has been conducted (e.g. Kiyota 2009, Kiyota
2010, Sakai et al. 2010). However, very little research has been done about students’ awareness
concerning their view toward English itself by using theoretical frameworks. Therefore in this
research English as an International Language (EIL) is utilized as a framework. This is grounded on

an assumption that the idea that English is the language for its native speakers might hamper
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students’ improvement of the language or their motivation toward learning it. For instance, Honna
and Takeshita (1998) stated that ““nativist” goal should be held largely accountable for the low
achievement. It also causes Japanese students’ passive attitudes in using this language as a means of
international and intercultural communication. They are ashamed if they do not speak English the
way native speakers do. (p.119)’. This suggests that the concept of EIL could support students’
promotion of their English ability or motivational changes. Especially if the students are, what is

called, false starters, this idea might be able to influence their attitude in a favorable way.

1. English as an International Language

As for EIL, enormous number of academic researchers have shed light on the reality of
English use in the world. Among all the literature, Crystal (2003) estimated that a total of 430
million people use English as their L2 language, which means that the number outnumbers that of
L1 users of English. He attributes this tendency to the factor that ‘the emergence of the United
States as the leading economic power of the twentieth century (Crystal 2003, p.59)’. And it is not
difficult to imagine that the number of speakers of English for whom English is not L1 would
continue to increase in the current economic situation around the globe.

As the necessity of EIL increases, a lot of definitions of EIL have been proposed. While a
variety of definitions of the term EIL have been suggested, the definition of EIL in this paper draws
on the one defined by Hino (2001) as “English as a means of communication between people of
different nations.”(p.39).

II. LITERATURE REVIEW AND RESEARCH QUESTION

Research which deal with Japanese learners’ attitude or awareness toward EIL has been
carried out since a relatively early period.

For example, Chiba et al. (1995) focuses on the attitudes of Japanese university students
toward varieties of spoken English and examines the relation between the acceptance of varieties of
English spoken by native and non-native speakers and the attitudes toward people, culture, and
English learning (p.77). Consequently, it is suggested that accepting non-native accents is difficult
for learners with leanings toward American or British people, culture and so forth. Hence, the
author concludes that increasing familiarity with different varieties of English would be one of the
solutions. Matsuda (2003) conducted a qualitative case study to investigate Japanese senior school
students’ view of their ownership of English. The results showed that while the students agreed
English is used internationally, they perceive speakers of English as mainly Americans or Britons.
Additionally, the Japanese variety of English was perceived as either Japanese or incorrect English
that deviated from the “real” English of native speakers (p.493). Furthermore, their lack of
awareness of other varieties such as Singaporean English or Indian English was pointed out and
exposing them to as many varieties as possible in order to raise their awareness was suggested.
More importantly she states that the higher level of exposure to and awareness of different varieties

of English, the more positive their attitudes may become. Furthermore, they may become less
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inhibited about communicating in their own variety of English (p.494).

Yoshikawa (2005) distributed a questionnaire to investigate students’ recognition of world
Englishes before and after their first year of classes at the Department of World Englishes of
Chukyo university. As a result, for example, 1st year students’ attitude toward outer circle varieties
was more tolerant compared with that of 2" and 3" students’. This outcome might reflect the fact
that 2™ and 3™ year students participated in a language seminar at Singapore while 1*' year students
have not yet taken part in the course. Regarding this consequence, the author suggests that students
cannot understand Singlish and therefore show a sort of rejection to it. In conclusion, it is said that
the scheduling of oversea visits and the students’ English ability should be taken into consideration.
Oi (2012) investigated Japanese English learners’ attitudinal changes toward native speakers or their
English and non-native speakers or their English after short-term interaction with non-native
English speakers. The number of times that students interacted with non-native speakers is three
and non-native speakers are a Chinese speaker of English and a Lithuanian speaker of English.
Students’ psychological changes were measured by using a questionnaire before and after the
interaction. The result suggested that the short-term interaction with non-native English speakers
worsened students’ perception toward non-native English speakers or their English, while students’
attitude toward native speakers and their English has not changed. The author attributed this
outcome to the lack of preliminary knowledge about EIL. However, many Japanese learners of
English still do not know or notice this reality (e.g. Honna & Takeshita 1998), think of English as
native speakers’ language and undervalue Japanese English (Matsuda, 2003).

Although, as listed above, literature which investigates students’ awareness of EIL can be
found, research which focuses on EIL awareness of students with low English proficiency is
considerably limited. It is necessary to investigate their awareness of EIL and if EIL could bring
some changes in such students’ recognition as to English learning. For this reason, the research
questions of this paper are as follows; 1) How do students who need remedial education perceive or
recognize the idea of EIL?, 2) Can the experience of EIL change their attitude toward the
recognition of the diversity of EIL? And if the experience could bring about changes, then 3) How
were students’ attitude toward EIL or English learning influenced?

III. METHOD
1. Objectives
The objectives of this research are the following three points.
(1) How students who need remedial education perceive or recognize the idea of EIL.
(2) Whether the experience of EIL can change their attitude toward the recognition of the diversity
of EIL.

(3) How students’ attitudes toward EIL or English learning were influenced.

2. Participants
The participants are first-year students at a private university in Kansai district. They
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participated in an English course held in RELC Singapore from the beginning of March 2014 for
about one week. They took TOEIC Bridge in the middle of December 2013, and their English
ability can be categorized as a low level because the mean of their TOEIC Bridge score is 129 (SD
= 19.8). According to Educational Testing Service, the score around 129 is converted into around
310-345 of TOEIC score which means their ability is that of basic users’.

3. RELC Singapore seminar

Through this seminar, on weekdays students take English classes in the morning and go on
an excursion in the afternoon. For instance, if students learn Indian culture in the morning class,
then they go to Little India as an excursion. And after the excursion, they can go anywhere they
are interested in. On weekends they go sightseeing and on Sunday, they take part in a cultural

exchange program in which they meet some students in Singapore and spend a day with them.

4. Procedure

Participants’ recognition regarding EIL was measured through a questionnaire. The
questionnaire was distributed in January 15™ at one of the classes for preparation to RELC seminar
and after the seminar. Students who didn’t answer every item were eliminated and those who didn’t
take TOEIC Bridge were also excluded for analysis. Consequently the number of participants was
31 in total. The data dealt with in this study are the result of the questionnaire and that of TOEIC
Bridge. For analysis, langtest (langtest.jp) was utilized.

5. Questionnaire

Items in the questionnaire were extracted from items used by Chiba et al. (1995) (see
Appendix1) and Yoshikawa (2005) (see Appendix 2). As a result, the number of items used in this
research was 11 with 4-point scale ranging from “strongly agree” (4), “agree” (3), “disagree” (2),
“strongly disagree” (1). The even numbers’ scale was adopted because if the scale consisted of a
odd number, there would be possibility that some of the participants might choose the middle scale

without considering the meaning of the item deeply (Yashima & Takeuchi 2006, p.40).

IV. RESULTS
1. Students’ recognition of the diversity of EIL

For the purpose of investigating students’ recognition of the diversity of EIL, cluster analysis
was adopted. As for the data, the responses to the questionnaire which was conducted before they
took part in RELC seminar and TOEIC Bridge score were utilized.

In order to verify the internal-consistency reliability of the questionnaire, the Cronbach’s alpha
was calculated. With all the 11 items, it was -.50 which means the reliability could be in question.
The use of all of the questions should be avoided. Therefore some of the items were omitted to
increase the value. As a result, .64 was gained with 5 items and it was difficult to get more than .70

by any adjustments of items. According to Takeuchi and Mizumoto (2012), the reliability
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coefficient for questionnaire should be ideally obtained more than 0.7 and it is believed that if the
value is under 0.5, it is considered as an error of measurement which suggests that the measurement
tools should not be used (p.23). The fact that the reliability coefficient was .64 might be a little low,
but the value was not under 0.5. For this reason these 5 items were utilized for analysis.

Table 1 illustrates the descriptive statistics of the questionnaire. The outcome indicates that the

students overall have a relatively negative recognition toward EIL as the mean score is 2.13.

Table1. Means, Standard deviation and the Cronbach’s Alpha of the questionnaire
M SD o
Students’ recognition toward EIL 2.13 0.48 .64

The result of the questionnaire (Q) and TOEIC Bridge score were used to profile the leaners
through hierarchical cluster analysis. Ward method and squared Euclidean distance technique were
adopted as this combination is said to be appropriate for research of individual differences
(Takeuchi & Mizumoto, 2012). As a consequence, a dendrogram in figure 1 was obtained and based
on the dendrogram, three clusters were identified. Mean and Standard Deviation of Cluster 1(n=5),
Cluster 2(n=11) and Cluster 3(n=15) are listed in Table 2. The results of ANOVA for clusters of
Questionnaire and TOEIC Bridge are shown in Table 3 and 4 respectively. The effect size of each
cluster is indicated by r.

According to the Table 4, unlike the other 2 pairs, the result of p-value cluster pair 1-2 is not
statistically significant and » for the same pair is very small. This suggests that this pair is strongly

influenced by the result of questionnaire when it was clustered.

Cluster Dendrogram

40

30

20

Height

Figure 1. The Dendrogram on the result of cluster analysis
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Table 2. The number of subjects, Means and Standard deviation for each cluster
Cluster1(n=5) Cluster2(n=11) Cluster3(n=15)
M(SD) M(SD) M(SD)
Q 2.88 (0.27) 1.71 (0.31) 2.19 (0.23)
TOEIC Bridge 142.40 (13.22) 142.91 (14.29) 114.13 (14.69)

Table 3. The result of ANOVA for three clusters of questionnaire

Cluster Pair  t-value df p adj.p r
1-2 8.0538 28  0.0000  0.0000 .83
1-3 4.9810 28 0.0000  0.0001 .68
2-3 4.4633 28 0.0001  0.0001 .64

Table 4. The result of TOEIC Bridge for three clusters of questionnaire

Cluster Pair  t-value df p adj.p r
1-2 0.0658 28  0.9480  0.9480 .01
1-3 3.8158 28  0.0007  0.0014 .58
2-3 5.0534 28 0.0000  0.0001 .69

The characteristics of three clusters can be summarized as follows. Cluster 1 is made of 5
students who showed the highest means in questionnaire while that of TOEIC Bridge is the second
highest. Cluster 2 is consisted of 11 participants and the result indicated that it is the highest in
TOEIC Bridge score and lowest in questionnaire. Cluster 3 contains 15 students and this group is
the lowest in TOEIC Bridge but the mean of the questionnaire is the second highest.

As this paper focuses on students with low level of English ability, Cluster 3 would be the
main target for analysis. This is because, 114 in TOEIC Bridge is considered the same level as 4™ or
3" level in STEP test which means their level is around junior high school students. Remedial
education is for students who have difficulty in understanding university level lectures. Hence it is

appropriate to regard this cluster as a cluster of remedial students.

2. The change of recognition concerning EIL

The results of pre and post questionnaire were statistically compared through Wilcoxon
signed-rank test to investigate if students’ perceptions toward EIL have changed or not. Non-
parametric test (Wilcoxon signed-rank test) was adopted as the number of participants in each
cluster is considerably small. The number of the participants in this pre and post is 31 respectively.
According to the power analysis conducted by using G*Power, the sample size which is needed for
this research is 27 at least. Therefore this number of participants in this examination is valid.

The questionnaire results of pre and post of each cluster were compared. The mean of pre and

post is presented in Table 5. Table 6 shows the descriptive statistics of each cluster.
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TableS. The number of Mean of Pre and Post questionnaire result

Cluster pre post
1 2.88 2.40
2 1.70 1.92
3 2.18 2.04

Table6. P-value and the effect size (r) of each cluster

Cluster P r
1 0.22 .55
2 0.06 .57
3 0.06 .50

As Table 6 indicates, statistically significant results were not obtained in any cluster
comparison. However the effect sizes of each cluster are above 0.5, this means the effect is medium
and also suggests that the RELC seminar affected students’ recognition toward EIL and the effect
was mediocre.

Although overall tendency was briefly analyzed above, different aspects can be found. For
instance, the result of Cluster 2 indicates that if participants’ TOEIC Bridge score is high, they are
more likely influenced by the experience in Singapore and consequently their awareness toward EIL
is improved as the effect size of this cluster shows. On the other hand, as Cluster 3 represents, if
students’ TOEIC Bridge score is low, the seminar does not have a positive effect on participants’
recognition of the diversity of EIL. To sum this up, the higher the score of TOEIC Bridge students
get, the larger the effect of the RELC seminar on students’ awareness of EIL. And the lower the
score of TOEIC Bridge students have, the less the effect of the study trip on students’ recognition of
the diversity of EIL. These outcomes prove suggestions made by Yoshikawa (2005). Therefore an
appropriate length of the seminar for remedial students needs to be considered.

More importantly, since the focus of present research is mainly on remedial students, the
outcome that if the students’ language ability is low, their recognition toward EIL is adversely
affected is worth considering. This might be because, as Yoshikawa (2005) implies, students who
have relatively low commodity of English would have more difficulty in understanding varieties of
English as they have unique accents, for instance. And the difficulties might demotivate them to

comprehend the varieties, consequently their attitude toward EIL decreased after the seminar.

3. Qualitative analysis of students’ brief report after the seminar

In order to compensate for what quantitative analysis cannot deal with, qualitative analysis is
conducted. The data utilized for the investigation was short reports which each student wrote after
the study trip. As a technique, content analysis is adopted.

Consequently, 8 categories are obtained in Cluster 1; awareness of lack of academic ability,

improvement of motivation to learn, meaningful intercultural exchange, favorable attitudes to
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multicultural Singapore, positive attitudes to English varieties, satisfaction with the study program,
positive attitudes to communication and inclination to foreign countries. The number of the total
description of these categories is 18.

As for Cluster 2, 11 categories are elicited. The categories are the followings; awareness of
lack of academic ability, improvement of motivation to learn, meaningful intercultural exchange,
disappearance of worries, favorable attitudes to multicultural Singapore, positive attitudes to
English varieties, difficulties in understanding of English varieties, satisfaction with the study
program, positive attitudes to communication, inclination to foreign countries, criticism of the
learning environment in Japan. All the description in this cluster is 42.

Lastly, Cluster 3 has 11 categories as follows; awareness of lack of academic ability,
improvement of motivation to learn, meaningful intercultural exchange, disappearance of worries,
favorable attitudes to multicultural Singapore, positive attitudes to English varieties, difficulties in
understanding English varieties, satisfaction with the study program, positive attitudes to
communication, inclination to comfortable environment and gratitude to teachers. The number of
description which consists of categories in this cluster is 64.

The number of descriptions for each category in each cluster is represented by percentage in
Figure 2 to 4 in order to examine the character of each cluster.

According to Figure 2 and 3, the highest score is ‘improvement of motivation to learn’ in both
Cluster 1 and 2. In Cluster 3, the highest category is ‘meaningful intercultural exchange’ and
‘improvement of motivation to learn’ is the second highest. As for categories relating to EIL such as
‘positive attitudes to English varieties’ or ‘difficulties with understanding English varieties’, Cluster
1 showed highest scores in ‘positive attitudes to English varieties’ and Cluster 2 is the second
highest regarding the category among clusters. However Cluster 2 is the highest in ‘difficulties with
understanding English varieties’. Only a small number of remarks regarding English varieties itself

are gained in Cluster 3.
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Figure 2. Percentage of each categories of students’ report in Cluster 1
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Figure 4. Percentage of each categories of students’ report in Cluster 3

Cluster 1 is originally highest in the recognition of the diversity of EIL and second highest in
TOEIC Bridge score when clustered by ANOVA. The finding obtained through quantitative analysis
indicated their awareness of EIL has decreased from 2.88 to 2.40. Despite this decrease, it is still the
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highest among others. Therefore the result of qualitative analysis could support it. In other words,
students’ English ability is not that low and they are positively motivated through exposure to
varieties of English. At the same time, they also have high understanding concerning EIL, which
could foster students’ ‘positive attitudes to English varieties’. However reasons for the decrease in
mean score in quantitative analysis need to be investigated in further research.

Cluster 2 is profiled as the highest in TOEIC Bridge score and lowest in the recognition of the
diversity of EIL. They seem to be motivated by the experience they had in Singapore and their
overall satisfaction to this program is high (17%). Interestingly, although they have the lowest
awareness to EIL before they visit the country, some of them had positive feelings to English
varieties after the program. As quantitative data suggests, the mean score of the awareness to EIL
has increased from 1.70 to 1.92 and the effect size was the biggest among others. More importantly,
5% of the respondents mentioned ‘difficulties with understanding English varieties” which comes
mainly from unique accents according to their remarks. Therefore the EIL education is crucial to
overcome the difficulties, especially in the field of English varieties’ accents.

Cluster 3 is the lowest in TOEIC Bridge and second highest in awareness to EIL when it’s
profiled. Results indicate the following two points. Firstly, the outcome of qualitative analysis
supports quantitative analysis to some extent, because the categories concerning EIL in this cluster
are the lowest among other clusters. This could prove the findings that if the students’ language
ability is low, their acceptance of EIL is adversely affected after the experience of exposure to
English varieties. Hence improvement of their English ability would positively affect their
acceptance of EIL. Secondly, giving them opportunities to experience English varieties to address
the issue of their low awareness of EIL is important. While their recognition to EIL is low, the
highest score obtained in ‘meaningful intercultural exchange’. The number of data for this category
is 17 and 7 out of which indicates that intercultural exchange inside and outside of classroom was
meaningful. On the other hand, 10 out of the 17 indicates that they experienced meaningful
intercultural exchanges through communication with people outside of classroom. Therefore it is
more significant to let them be aware of the importance of understanding of EIL through
intercultural experiences abroad than in Japan. Those experiences might motivate them to learn and

consequently their English ability might improve.

V. DISCUSSION

First of all, I would like to discuss objective one; to investigate how students who need
remedial education perceive or recognize the idea of EIL? Quantitative analysis reveals that
students with the lowest scores in TOEIC Bridge showed the second highest recognition to EIL
(M=2.19). But this mean score to EIL recognition is below 3 which purport the middle, so their
awareness of EIL is not high before the experience of EIL in Singapore.

Secondly, the second objective is discussed; if the experience of EIL can change their attitude
toward the recognition of the diversity of EIL or not? According to pre and post questionnaire

analysis, students who require remedial education in Cluster 3 might be adversely influenced by the
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experience of EIL, because their acceptance of EIL has decreased. Qualitative data also suggests
that their awareness of EIL is low even after the seminar. As one of the categories, positive attitudes
to English varieties, showed the lowest among three clusters. This might be the result of short
period of the seminar, therefore it is necessary to consider an appropriate length of the program for
remedial students.

Lastly, the third objective is considered; how students’ attitude toward EIL or English learning
was influenced? It seems students’ attitudes toward EIL were not positively influenced, but they
mentioned that they had meaningful intercultural exchanges in Singapore. Hence visiting Singapore
might have become one of the steps to understand EIL and to study English for remedial students.
Those experiences could lead them to be aware of EIL.

As a one possible pedagogical implication based on the outcomes is that letting them have
more meaningful intercultural exchanges not only in other countries but also in Japan. Having
meaningful intercultural exchanges is possible without visiting abroad to some extent. For example,
welcoming as many guest speakers from non-English speaking countries as possible to classroom
and have students communicate with the guests in English could be one of the solutions. It is also

important to improve their English ability through this type of meaningful intercultural exchange.

VI. CONCLUSION

For students who require remedial education, the understanding of EIL might be a daunting
task. Although it is a difficult challenge, improvement of their English ability and learning through
meaningful intercultural exchanges could be some of the solutions.

Restrictions of the present research are large. For example, the number of the participants is
limited. Therefore the generalization of the findings of this study should be avoided. As a one of the
solutions to the shortcomings of this research mentioned above, a longitudinal research based on the
suggestions of this research is necessary to investigate students’ change of their acceptance of EIL
or their changes in motivation to learn and so forth. On top of that, questions which measure
students’ motivation for learning English need to be added to the EIL questionnaire in order to
investigate how recognition or experience of EIL affects their motivation at the same time. However
the suggestions indicated in this research based on quantitative and qualitative analysis could serve

as significant hints to the research of remedial students’ awareness of EIL.
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APPENDIX 1: Items of questionnaire in Chiba et al. (1995)

1. I study English because it is required for graduation. 1234567

2. I am interested in the English of Singapore and India. 1234567

3. Just like Chinese or Hindi, English is a kind of foreign language. 1234567

4. English spoken by Japanese is easy to understand. 1234567

5. As long as it is understood, innocent English is acceptable. 1234567

6. I prefer friends from USA or UK to those from Asia. 1234567

7. There is too much English in Japanese TV commercials. 1234567

8. High English proficiency is advantageous for job hunting. 1234567

9. I would choose USA or UK for studying or traveling. 1234567

10. English is the best foreign language to learn. 1234567

11. I am willing to respond if spoken to in English. 1234567

12. I am willing to go abroad if appointed to work there. 1234567

13. English should be used as a world lingua franca. 1234567

14. I envy those who can pronounce English like an American or a British 1234567
person.

15. I want to get good grades in English. 1234567

16. It is more important to use Japanese correctly than to speak English 1234567
fluently.

17. It is possible to obtain more knowledge by reading English books. 1234567

18. Japanese English teachers pronounce English well. 1234567

19. I want to get acquainted with people from different countries. 1234567

20. The Japanese language should be used at school in Japan. 1234567

21. The indigenous language is the most important in any country. 1234567

APPENDIX 2: Items of questionnaire in Yoshikawa (2005)

1. English is the most popular language among Japanese foreign language learners. This is natural
in the present world situation.

2. English has to be taught by native speakers.

3. English has to be taught by Japanese teachers.

AN

. American Standard English or British Standard English is the most suitable as a model language
for Japanese learners.

. Singaporean English or Indian English is suitable as a model language for Japanese learners.

. English has to be an official language in Japan.

. Japanese English is acceptable if it is communicable.

0 N N D

. You had better avoid using idiomatic expressions in conversations in English with non-native

speakers of English. (to WE students only)
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ABSTRACT
This study reports on the utilization of a student self-evaluation system within a first-year university
EFL course to investigate whether it has an effect on learner motivation towards English. Through
this system, students are guided in forming learner goals, reflect on time management, task
strategies and effort. This should motivate students to sustain their study independently outside of
class. The self-evaluation system was divided into inside of class and outside of class sheets, which
contained items to prompt self-evaluation of desired target learning behavior for the course they
were taking. The study used pre- and post-questionnaires and the data from the answers the
participants gave on their self-evaluation sheets to answer the following research question: Would
the self-evaluation system help improve the students’ motivation? The results showed that the
participants’ motivation towards studying English did increase, and through evaluating the scores
given on the self-evaluation sheets, they became more aware of their study habits, making an effort
to create a non-distracting study environment, managing their independent study time outside of
class, and setting goals for their learning. It can be claimed that through using the self-evaluation

system, students became more aware of their learning behavior and took steps towards improving it.

Keywords: self-evaluation, motivation, learner behavior, goal setting, autonomy

I. INTRODUCTION

According to Dornyei (2012), unlike any other school subject, language learning is rather
different regarding motivation and the influence it has on the learner, particularly due to the social
and cultural elements involved. Looking at the motivation of Japanese university students studying
English, there is the issue of de-motivation or insufficient motivation for outside of class study. Irie
(2003) states that for some, “English is a means to an end for Japanese students” (p. 91). Irie (2003)
identified three motivation types in Japanese students; instrumental motivation, which represents
the need for English ability for the entrance exam and job hunting, mastery motivation to attain
proficiency, particularly in terms of grammar, and extrinsic motivation, which connects to the
expectation of others, such as teachers and parents. Instrumental motivation is reported most often
in Japan due to the exam driven learning environment (Berwick & Ross, 1989; Irie, 2003; Kimura,
Nakata & Okumura, 2000; O'Donnell, 2003). Several studies have shown that the domination of the
entrance exam for how English is taught, learnt and used, as well as the purpose portrayed to
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students about English study, is clouded by the exam system, and may affect motivation to continue
the study of English once the entrance exam is over (Berwick & Ross, 1989; O’Donnell, 2003;
Okuno, 2007). It is also important to consider the context of learning English as a foreign language
(EFL) rather than as a second language (ESL) in Japan (Kikuchi & Sakai, 2009). In addition to the
EFL environment, there is also the conception that because Japan is an island nation and only
Japanese is perceived as necessary for living, there is little need for the average citizen to have
English abilities for daily life, just for the entrance exam and job hunting, after that it is a rather
obsolete skill to possess and spend time on. Furthermore, even if a person has the interest or will to
use English, the chances are few and far between thus depleting motivation further (Kikuchi &
Sakai, 2009; Okuno, 2007). Within the past decade, however, language-learning motivation has
become more prevalent in Japan, including the concern felt by university English instructors about
how to get students to study more independently outside of class and how to sustain their
motivation (Kimura, Nakata, & Okumura, 2000).

Japanese students often show signs of negative attribution and associate their ability and lack
of preparation with failure in their studies, and success is often attributed to external factors rather
than themselves (Kormos & Csizer, 2010; Mori, Gobel, Thepsiri & Pojanapunya, 2010). Weiner
(2001) discusses the impact of attribution theory on students, suggesting that learners can link their
past and future selves. If learners are able to understand their past failure due to lack of effort, they
may be more inclined to try again. Furthermore, if they are able to attribute success to their effort,
this may help them to sustain their effort. This connects with Bandura’s previous studies, (Bandura,
1977), which looked at the influence of Self-Efficacy Theory for persistence in activities, using
coping strategies, and the confidence in the learner’s ability to accomplish a task or reach a goal.
The higher the level of self-efficacy, the more likely they are to develop skills, have a higher level
of ability, and more motivation to overcome previous negative experiences and persist in
completing a task (Bandura, 1977).

A further issue regarding Japanese university students studying English is learner autonomy.
Asik (2010) defines learner autonomy as putting “the learner at the focal point of all attention and it
endows him/her with responsibility for his/her actions” (p. 142). The Self-Determination Theory
(Deci & Ryan, 1985) is connected to autonomous learning through learners determining their own
actions through making their own choices and initiating their own learning behavior. Within this
theory, two types of motivation known as intrinsic and extrinsic motivation occur. When focusing
on autonomy, this theory looks at how learners can set conditions where they motivate themselves,
for example to study more outside of class. If learners are asked to evaluate their own learning
behavior, this could facilitate them making their own choices regarding it and result in successful
adaptation of it. If Japanese students are able to positively attribute their learning behavior through
self-evaluation more, there is a chance that their self-efficacy could increase, supporting their
motivation and autonomy. Therefore, considering the findings of previous research, the use of a
self-evaluation system was considered to have the potential to assist students to develop more

autonomous learning behavior, as well as awareness of their learning behavior, especially

142



Use of a Self-Evaluation System in a University EFL Course in Japan:
Helping Students Improve Learner Motivation

independent study outside of class. Furthermore, in order to improve students’ motivation, their
level of self-efficacy should be increased. For that purpose, a self-evaluation system was designed

and implemented both in class and outside of class.

II. RESEARCH QUESTION

Considering the motivational issues that can be faced by Japanese first-year university
students studying English as indicated in previous research, a study was conducted to examine
whether a self-evaluation system in a traditional face-to-face learning environment would improve
the students’ motivation, in particular with regards to their independent study time outside of class.
The study used pre- and post-questionnaires and the answers written by the students on the self-
evaluation sheets, to answer the following research question: Would the self-evaluation system help

improve the students’ motivation?

I11. SELF-EVALUATION SYSTEM

To investigate the effect of self-evaluation on student motivation in a first-year EFL course at
a Japanese university, a self-evaluation system was designed based on previous studies and the
perceived needs of the course where it was intended to be used. The design for this study especially
took into consideration the key design issues raised by the previous studies such as the need for
feedback and goal setting facilitation. The base of the design was created bearing in mind the need
to take into careful consideration what the desired target behavior is for the course where the self-
evaluation system is to be used, and making sure that this remains the focus of the self-evaluation
process. This has been highlighted as essential when aiding students with how to identify goals and
strategies to achieve them and the target behavior, particularly paying attention to making it
achievable, with a reasonable time frame, short and long-term goals and a suitable learning
environment that will help to elicit such behavior (Rafferty, 2010). The following section will look
at each aspect of the design of the self-evaluation system. The system was divided into inside of
class and outside of class weekly sheets, and then inside of class, outside of class and feedback
overview sheets.

As the purpose of this study was to investigate ways of how to improve students’ motivation,
encourage them to study more outside of class, and increase their independent learning behavior,
the study included self-evaluation of the students’ study behavior outside of class, as well as inside
of class. So as to encourage students to simultaneously work on short-term as well as long-term
goals, weekly sheets, as well as overview sheets that reviewed multiple weeks at the same time,
were created. By doing this, the short-term goals should provide achievable and motivating
milestones on the road to their long-term goals, which should help them to feel that they are
progressing. The overview sheets were designed to be used after two weeks of using the weekly
sheets at the start of the course (after Week 2 and after Week 4) and then after three weeks of using
the weekly sheets (after Week 7), so as to provide staggered scaffolding or support for the self-
evaluation system. By fading out the support, this should give students more space to self-evaluate
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and facilitate independence and time for them to reflect (McMillan & Hearn, 2008; Rafferty 2010;
Schunk, 2003). The target behavior for the weekly and overview sheets were based on the
categories used in the Online Self-regulated Learning Questionnaire (OSLQ) in a study by Barnard,
Lan, To, Osland Paton, and Lai, (2010). The results of this study showed that this was a successful
tool for measuring self-reflected learning outside of class. From the categories used in the OSLQ,
items were chosen, then divided into items for inside of class and outside of class, as well as for

weekly and overview sheets, varying the type of focus for each.

1. Sheet Design

Due to the number of items and to make it easy for the users to complete the items, a 6-point
Likert scale was chosen for quick and clear completion. A written section was also included to
encourage the users to think more deeply, and also in case some skipped quickly over the Likert
scale items without considering their answers fully. In addition, according to McMillan and Hearn,
(2008), explaining goals and learning behavior in their own words, can be effective for students
when evaluating themselves, allowing them to express their feelings and thoughts more deeply. For
the Likert scale questions, a circle and triangle answering method was utilized. The circle represents
where the learner feels they are currently at, and the triangle is their target, i.e. where they feel they
should be at, with the aim that this would make the users more aware of the gap between the two.
Schunk’s (2003) study found that if students are aware of the difference between their current level
of effort and where they feel they should be, any dissatisfaction might prompt them to try harder
and change their behavior. Hadfield and Doérnyei (2013) also talk of ‘unifying’ the ideal (learner)
self and the ought-to (learner) self by consolidating both elements, so that a more effective goal

path and strategies can be established as part of motivating the learner.

Table 1. Example Weekly and Overview Sheet Schedule

Weekly Overview Feedback Other
1 o
2 o
3 Weeks 1-2
4 o
5 o Return feedback
6 o
7 Weeks 1-4
8 o
9 o Return feedback
10 o
11 o
12 Weeks 5-7
13 o Return feedback
14 Course summary o Return feedback via email
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Table 2. Overview of self-evaluation sheet items

Category Weekly Sheet Overview Sheet
Inside of class Outside of class | Inside of class Outside of class
Task strategies o o
Effort 0
Environment 0
Time
management 0
Goal setting o o
Help seeking 0 0
Self-reflection o o

2. Overview Sheets

The staggered overview sheets were included to encourage the users to reflect back on their
progress and to analyze any changes they witnessed in their behavior. It was hoped that by doing
this they would attribute success to their effort and any negative changes or outcomes to their
behavior, which would prompt them to alter it and help them sustain their effort for their next goal.
In order to facilitate reflection of their past behavior, the overview sheets included a graph area for
the users to plot their Likert scale item answers. Rafferty (2010) stated that by having users graph
their own behavior, they are able to create goals for themselves with less prompting. Furthermore,
the overview graphs would provide a visual quantification, easy to read record of their progress,
which was thought to be easier for users to reflect back on than the written sections and checking
each weekly sheet.

The overview sheets were followed up with a feedback sheet. People often cannot evaluate
themselves accurately or effectively, so feedback can help to overcome this issue, and it has been
claimed that motivation to achieve goals can be assisted by feedback (Birney, Beckmann & Wood,
2012; McMillan & Hearn, 2008; Schunk, 2003; Zimmerman, 1990). The benefits of feedback
within a self-evaluation or reflection system was also discussed by Meyer, Abrami, Wadea, Aslan
and Deault (2010) who used an online system called ePearl, where peer and teacher feedback was
used. They found that it can encourage deeper reflection, particularly learning strategies, and can
influence a change in learning behavior as they adjust in line with suggestions and comments from
feedback, which can lead to higher levels of positive self-attribution. Also, the sharing of feedback
amongst peers in particular may have encouraged better consideration and recording of strategies
used. Hadfield and Dérnyei (2013) talk of the importance of ‘making it real’ stage (p. 291), to keep
motivation up, by showing the relevance and vision of one’s ‘ideal self’, in this case, through peer
and teacher feedback.

3. Paper-based format

In this study a paper-based self-evaluation system was used rather than a digital or online
version. This was predominantly due to assessing the participants and what they would be most
comfortable with, and the fact that the most of the time spent using this system would be in class so

that the researcher could support the users better with a paper-version that would be easier to access
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In-class Self-Evaluation: Week:

1) I look up and record unknown and | 2) | actively use new expressions in

3) If 1 don't know a word, | use other

Task new words/ expressions: writing or speaking activities: words or technigues to communicate:
Strategies |y, 3 4 s e|1__2_ 34 56| 1_2_ _3__4__5_&
1) | actively participate in class: 2) 1 do more than the specified tasks:

Effort

Areas you worked on | Things that went well

Next goal

J

lOutside-of-class Self-Evaluation: Week:

Key: disagree 1 2 3 4 s 6 agree \

O.,..,,, A-m

Environment 1) I make a place to study outside of class: 2) | avoid distractions:
1 2 3 4 S 6 1 2 3, 4 6
Time Management 1 plan when and how much | will study: Amount of time spent studying outside of class
this week:
1 2 3 4 S, 6
Task 1) | review and practice previous material 2) | work on what | did not understand I try to improve by:
Strategies 123 _4__5__6 12 3__4__5_6
Effort 1) | make an effort to study outside of class: 2) 1 do more than just the specified homework:
S N N R 1.2 3 __4a__5_6

Areas you worked on Things that went well

Next goal

Figure 1. Self-evaluation weekly sheets
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IV. EVALUATION OF THE STUDY

Pre- and post-questionnaires were conducted to provide comparative data to ascertain whether
the self-evaluation system improved learner motivation and to answer the following research
question: Would the self-evaluation system help improve the students’ motivation? In addition to
these questionnaires, the answers given on the self-evaluation sheets were analized to gather further
data regarding the participants’ level of motivation as well as their experience of using the self-
evaluation system. The pre- and post-questionnaires were conducted on the first and last classes of
the course respectively. The self-evaluation sheets were completed by the participants every week

during class with the support of the instructor.

1. Participants

The participants were 22 first-year English major university students (13 females and 9 males)
enrolled in an EFL course at a university in Japan. The study took place in the second semester of
the academic year. All of the participants were enrolled in a 15-week compulsory English course
that was based around paper-based reading materials and related communicative output activities,
such as group discussions, mini-presentations and debates, and took place in a traditional face-to-
face learning environment. The class and participants that took part in this study were categorized
as being of ‘intermediate’ level within their year. The placement of these students in this
intermediate class was based on the scores they achieved in a TOEIC placement test conducted at
the beginning of the semester, and the students’ scores in this class ranged from 450 to 550. Before
the start of the study, permission from the students was obtained through a consent form after a brief
explanation about the study and informing them that they could refuse to participate without penalty.
Of the 22 participants, three students (two females and one male) did not take part in the study due
to their frequent absences throughout the course and this study. When they did attend class, they
volunteered to complete the self-evaluation sheets for their own benefit.
2. Procedure

The self-evaluation system created for use in this study was completed by the participants on

a weekly basis during the last 15 to 20 minutes of class time. Classes for this course were held once
a week for 2 periods, in total 180 minutes. The instructor distributed paper copies of the relevant
sheet for that week in the schedule to all members of the class. For example, in the case of it being a
regular weekly sheet, students received an in-class and outside of class weekly sheet to complete.
Students were asked to complete the sheets independently. During this time the instructor walked
around the classroom to provide support and on the spot feedback, as and when it was felt to be
required, or was requested by the students. At the end of the class, all of the sheets were
photocopied. In the following class, the original was returned to the students for their own reference,
and a copy was retained for the purpose of data collection for the study.

In addition to analysis of the answers given by students on their self-evaluation sheets, pre-
and post-questionnaires were employed in this study. All of the items in these three instruments

used a six-point Likert-scale system ranging from 1-6 with three variations depending on the item
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(1 = disagree and 6 = agree, 1= low and 6= high, 1= weak and 6 = strong). The pre- and post-
questionnaires were divided into inside of class and outside of class items. The inside of class
questionnaire was based on several instruments from previous studies used to measure various
aspects of motivation and connected elements. For the outside of class questionnaire, the Online
Self-regulated Learning Questionnaire (OSLQ) developed by Barnard, Lan, To, Paton and Lai
(2010) was used. The pre- and post-questionnaires were completed in the first and last class of the

course respectively.

Table 3. Inside of class pre- and post-questionnaire items

Inside of IQuestion No. of Items
Class

Part | Learning Strategy Inventory for Language Learning (Oxford 1990) and the 8

strategies Metacognitive Awareness Inventory (Schraw and Dennison 1994)

Part 2 Motivation Attitude/Motivation Test Battery (Dornyei 1990; Gardner 2004) 5

Part 3 Self-efficacy the Strategies for Learning Questionnaire (Pintrich and DeGroot 1990) 5

Part 4 Heteronomy Kondo (2009) 5

Part 5 Beliefs Beliefs about Language Learning Inventory (Horwiz 1985, 1987; Kondo 10

2009)

Table 4. Outside of class pre- and post-questionnaire items

Outside of Class Question No. of
Items
Part 1 Goal setting 5
Part 2 Environment 4
Part 3 Time 6
management
Part 4 Help seeking 3
Part 5 Self-evaluation 4

V. RESULTS

All data from the instruments and self-evaluation sheets were analyzed using SPSS software.
In the case of the data from the self-evaluation sheets, SPSS was used to compare the scores of the
Likert scale items, as well as the quantity and detail of the written sections at the bottom of the sheet.
The written sections were analyzed and given a score based on a scale from 0 to 5. A score of 0 was
given if the participants left it blank, 1 if they wrote ‘same’ for more than one section or repeated
what they wrote in another section, 2 when they wrote an unrelated comment such as they ‘enjoyed
watching a movie’, 3 if they wrote a related but vague comment such as they ‘want to speak more’,
4 if they wrote a related comment and tried to give some detail for example how they were going to
improve their listening skills, and 5 if they wrote clear and detailed answers they gave specific
study plans and goals. These scores were then analyzed and compared in the same way as the pre-

and post-test questionnaires.
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1. Pre- and post-questionnaires

The pre- and post-questionnaires were conducted to ascertain whether a change occurred from
using the self-evaluation system, and examine what kind of influence it had on the participants’
motivation and learning behavior. Although there were few significant increases, there were some

small to medium effect sizes for learning strategies, self-efficacy and goal setting as Table 5 shows.

Table 5. Comparison of pre- and post-questionnaires

Pretest Post test
mean sD mean SD (p=<0.05) Effect size
Learning strategies
When studying I check
how much I have
understood from time to
time. 342 0.96 3.84 1.01 0.261 0.195 small
I clarify what [ have and
have not understood. 3.53 1.07 3.79 0.85 0.303 0.178 small

Self-efficacy
Compared to others, 1
think that I understand
what we are learning in
English class more than
others. 226 0.65 2.53 1.07 0.273 0.226 small
Compared to other
people, I think my
English ability is good. 1.95 0.62 2.16 0.96 0.359 0.206 small

Goal setting

I set standards for
outside of class
assignments. 2.94 0.80 3.28 0.75 0.332 0.192 small
I set short-term (daily,
weekly etc) as well as
long-term goals
(monthly or for the
term). 244 0.62 2.89 1.08 0.117 0.276 small
I keep a high standard
for my learning outside
of class. 2.50 0.71 3.00 0.97 0.065 0.33 medium
I set goals to help me
manage my time for
studying outside of
class. 2.78 0.65 3.00 0.84 0.432 1.79 small

2. Self-evaluation system

The scores from the Likert scale items and written sections of the self-evaluation system
sheets were compared from week 1 and week 3 as well as week 1 and week 5 (week 1 refers to the
first round of weekly sheets, week 3 was the third round in the middle of the semester, and week 5
was the final round) to examine whether there was a change in the participants’ learning behavior

and motivation.
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Table 6. Self-evaluation system results

Inside of class — Effort: I actively participate in class
Wil & W1 & W5
W3
. N Wilcoxon ” conre Effect | Wilcoxon [ Effect
Week | Mean | SD (p=<0.05) 2z score size (p<0.05) 2 score size
wi| 290 112 0515 | O g 6gq 0111 0.056 | . 1Om- | 5y ag 0.352
significant small significant medium
W2 | 321] 1.08
W3i| 322148
W4 | 345132
W5 | 3.47 | 0.80
Inside of class — Effort: T do more than the specified tasks
W1 &W3 WI & W3S
Wilcoxon R Effect | Wilcoxon I Effect
Week | Mean SD (p=<0.05) 7 SCOre size (p<0.05) 7 SCOTC size
wi| 220|083 or07| . ol 717 0.279 0.004 | significant | -2.812 0.463
significant small medium
W2 2,95 | 1.03
W3 283 ] 1.15
W4 345 1.15
W5] 318 0.53
Outside of Class — Environment: I make a place to study outside of class
W1 &W3 W1 &WS5S
Wilcoxon Effect | Wilcoxon Effect
Week | Mean | SD (p=<0.05) Z score size (p<0.05) Z score size
wi| 200/ 141 0.001 | significant | -3.114 0.506 0.004 | significant | -2.841 0468
large large
W2 2.63 | 1.38
W3 3.06 | 1.16
W4 3.75 ] 1.37
W5 3.29 | 1.36
QOutside of Class — Environment: I avoid distractions
W1 &W3 W1 & W5
Wilcoxon Effect | Wilcoxon Effect
Week | Mean | SD (p=<0.05) Z score size (p<0.05) Z score size
e 0.518 - 0.461
w1 1.90 | 1.29 0.001 | significant | -3.190 ) 0.004 | significant | -2.803 .
arge medium
W2 | 226|145
W3 2801 1.18
W4 3.15] 1.39
W5 2941 130
Qutside of Class — Effort: I make an effort to study outside of class
W1 &W3 W1 & W5
Wilcoxon Effect | Wilcoxon Effect
Week | Mean | SD (p=<0.05) Z score size (p<0.05) Z score size
Wl | 215|123 0.010 | significant | -2.540 0‘.413 0.003 | significant | -2.832 0'.466
medium medium
W2 2.79 | 136
W3 3.00 ] 1.19
W4 3.65] 1.31
W5 3.24 | 1.48
Outside of Class — Effort: I do more than just the specified homework
W1 &W3 W1 & W5
Wilcoxon Effect | Wilcoxon Effect
Week | Mean | SD (p=<0.05) Z score size (p<0.05) Z score size
e 0.377 - 0.332
Wi 205 1.39 0.021 | significant | -2.321 medium 0.046 | significant | -2.019 medium
W2 | 263|130
W3 2.72 | 0.89
W4 3.15] 1.39
W5 282 ] 124

Note. W1 &W3 indicates the comparison between Week 1 and 3, W1 &WS5 indicates the comparison between Week 1 and 5.
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VI. DISCUSSION

The results of this study do not provide conclusive evidence to suggest that the self-evaluation
system improved the participants’ motivation; however, it can be claimed that through using the
self-evaluation system, students became more aware of their learning behavior and took steps
towards improving it, particularly environment and time management outside of class.

As is shown in Table 5, there was an increase in the participants clarifying what they have not
understood, which indicates there was some motivation and interest in the subject to take the effort
to clarify their understanding of it. It can also be seen that there was an improvement in the
participants’ beliefs and confidence in their own English ability compared to others. The results of
the goal setting items also show an increase from the pre- to post-questionnaire. Although the post-
questionnaire mean scores are fairly low, there was an increase with small to medium effect,
indicating that through using the self-evaluation system not only did their use of learning strategies
increase, but also their goal setting and thus planning for their English study improved, which may
have helped to raise their levels of self-efficacy.

As is shown in Table 6 it can be seen that in terms of inside of class self-evaluation there was
a significant increase in the effort the participants felt they were making during class time,
especially with regards to doing more than the specified task and trying to do more than what was
just expected by the instructor, indicating perhaps an improvement in intrinsic motivation. For
example, learning strategies such as looking up, recording and trying to use new words and
expressions, which also showed a significant increase and large effect size. The results of the
outside of class data show that there were some significant increases in the environment items
which indicates that the participants made an effort to make a suitable study environment for
independent study, and in addition there was an increase in their planning of their time for outside
of class study. Although this was not a significant increase there was a small effect size. There were
significant increases and medium effect sizes for the level of effort participants reported for their
independent study outside of class, as they reported that they tried to do more than just the specified
task. This was also reported for inside of class, and again perhaps indicates an improvement in their
intrinsic motivation and taking the initiative in their own learning. This suggests that the combined
improvement of environment, time management and effort for outside of class means that the self-

evaluation system may have helped to improve the participants’ independent study.

VII. FURTHER DIRECTIONS

The findings of this study indicate that there is a potential for improving Japanese university
students’ motivation to study English more outside of class through the process of self-evaluation to
increase awareness of their learning behavior, and through prompting and supporting them in the
creation of goals for their own learning. Therefore, future research should look to examine other
forms of self-evaluative activities and processes that can be conducted during class time, or
assigned for outside of class with support during class time. By using this study as a base for

research and gathering more data and feedback from the participants regarding the experiences of
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using the self-evaluation system, it may be possible to refine the design, making it easier and more
effective for the users. Through the process of refining the design, further studies could be carried
out to examine what kind of self-evaluative activity is useful for first-year university students
studying English in an EFL environment in Japan, and what kind of support and scaffolding they
require to develop their autonomous learning behavior. Furthermore, future studies should also try
to ascertain whether a self-evaluation system is beneficial for improving the proficiency of students.
In addition to refining the design, future studies using self-evaluation activities would ideally be
conducted for longer periods of time. In this study, the researcher only had access to the participants
for a single semester, but to examine the effectiveness of self-evaluation activities more thoroughly,
it might be beneficial to trial the use of the self-evaluation system with the same participants over at

least two semesters, and carry out delayed post-test questionnaires and interviews.

VIII. CONCLUSION

The results of this study and the research reported here focused on the question: Would the
self-evaluation system help improve the students’ motivation? In answer to this question, while the
results of this study do not conclusively provide enough evidence to support the idea that the self-
evaluation system used in this study did improve the participants’ motivation, it can be suggested
that through using the self-evaluation system, students became more aware of their learning
behavior and took steps towards improving it, particularly as to the environment and time
management outside of class. The purpose of this study was to examine the utilization of a self-
evaluation system in a first-year university compulsory EFL course for English students, to improve
motivation and support students with studying outside of class. Through this system students were
guided in the forming of learner goals, which was expected to motivate them to sustain their study
independently outside of class and to optimize their use of face-to-face time during class. While the
significance of the findings is somewhat limited by the number of participants, this study does
provide a platform for future research into the use of self-evaluation systems in an EFL university
setting, and is relevant when considering the motivational needs of first-year EFL university
students. It is perhaps important for instructors to consider that first-year students are experiencing
changes in their learning environment and daily life, so it is important to help them sustain their

motivation to study post-entrance exam English, and adapt to a more independent study routine.
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