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Research Ob;j ectives)

L

To identify issues in the acquisition of cot
by native-English learners of the Korean language
in comparison with the teaching of the connectives

Tailor instruction and feedback to maximize
students’ learning opportunities in the classroom

Follow student performance over time and track
progress with regards to sentence formation
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o Walter Grauberg (1997): The Elements
of Foreign LLanguage Teaching



Areas of Concern

o Frequency, ratios, and semantic functic
connectives used

o A comparison of sentences that include connectives
versus ones that do not

o A comparison of the sequence of learning and of
teaching connectives



Research Methodolo .

o Subjects: Low-Intermediate level none- her1t
students of the Korean language (Weeks 20-30; out'
of 63); Class size of 16: 1 refused to participate and
1 was excluded as a non-native English speaker

o Calculated the frequency of connectives indicating
the semantic function they served

o Conducted a quantitative comparison of sentences
containing connectives versus those that do not
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Data Collection

Student consent forms
Student test tapes (Units 8 & 9) .
Transcription of all applicable (learner) utterances

Analysis of connectives to include:
1. Frequency of each connective
2. Overall ratio of connectives used

3. Semantic functions of connectives used
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uency/Ratio/Semantic Function of Conli

HZ 0| o|0IJls Period Learned

~1 LI, SAl, A2 121t: Expressing a Series of Actions
and Qualities

~OHO /A AMZ2UE d=, 151t: Sequence of Actions (Sequential

Ol =/&¢2l with same subject)

~2)™ A 204}: Stating Conditional Actions

~(2)dH ==FS 201t: Expressing Purpose of “Coming” 2 1%
and Going”

~X| Bt CHE 241t: Connecting Two Contradictory 20 | 10.5%
Clauses

~2)3 1] =S| 241}t: Expressing Purpose IT 4 2%

~2)LI Nt Ol =/&¢2l 261t: Expressing the Reason for... 0 0%

~J| =20l Ol =/& ¢! 261t: Expressing the Reason for... 15 8%

~2)8 A S Al 291t: Expressing Simultaneous Actions 2 1%

~or 2 Hl W 3314t: Making Comparisons of Equality | 4 2%

~2)- F0 | AlIZHE AT 341}: Expressing “After Doing 14 | 7.5%
(Something)”

~0HO/HE | 4B 351t: Expressing “Even Though” 0 0%

~CHIt & &t 364t: “Switching Gears” 2 1%

~H Lt 1 EH Not explicitly taught to this point | 5%

~2/=) NA Not explicitly taught to this point | 5%
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Sentence Analysis,

S

o Sentence analysis required a selection proc
sentences, and the following were exclude
collected data:

1. Yes or no answers

2. Sentences containing a majority of, or
consisting only of English

3. Intentional sentence repetitions

4. Sentences where students were simply
repeating after the teacher
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Sentence Analysis Re

o Total number of sentences: 1235
o Sentences containing connectives: 161

o Sentences without connectives: 1074

Categories T H| &
Ador gl % 1074 87%
AZolv et B3 161 13%
Total 1235 100%




Anticipated vs. Preliminary. Rest

o Preliminary results show some contrast wi
anticipated results:

1. No occurrence of ~(2)L| I
2. Students often prefer the use of conjunctives:
12 L, & X B, 12 Al, andSssifeii

3. Connective usage seems tied to learner
preference rather than order of instruction

4. Only two instances where learner used a
connective not formally instructed in classroom




Pedagogical ImplicatiO' e

Identify trends 1in connective use; determme' 1Ch
connectives learners focus on (and research why) |

Tailored instruction to students could significantly
improve their competence in the target language

Recordings of speaking practice sessions as well as
speaking tests, are effective tools for analyzing
student use of connectives

Supplement teacher intuition with factual,
transcribed data
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o Such research may provide language teache:
better understanding of student’s actual use o
connectives versus instructed usage from curriculum.

o Such research may provide the basis for student
feedback, which over time, can assist students in
formulating more complex sentences and in turn
make them more capable speakers.
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Future Direction

If conducted on a regular basis, such analysis cou
important feedback to students throughout the course

If conducted over several classes, research results may reveal
trends 1n connective usage by native English speakers
learning the Korean language

Utterances collected in this way may be used for eventual
inclusion in a Learner Corpus

A longitudinal research of this kind could provide an answer
to the natural order hypothesis (Krashen 1985).



