ComS 222 Term Project Proposal Format

a. Your name: Energetic G. Student
b. Working title of the project: The English language learner in the classroom: Increasing student participation using effective instructional methods
c. Rationale for the project: Student participation is influenced by multiple factors but two that are relevant to my topic are communication apprehension (CA) and willingness to communicate (WTC). McCroskey’s early research (1970, 1976a, 1976b) provided a strong foundation on the theory of students’ fear of speaking in front of an audience. He formally termed this ‘stage fright’ as communication apprehension, which can be “associated with either real or anticipated communication with another person” (McCroskey, 1970, p. 1). A student’s personality, choice of seating, school environment, peer interaction, and level of overall anxiety were some of the influencing factors that contribute to CA (McCroskey, 1970, 1976a; Booth-Butterfield, 1988). Aside from the fear of addressing an audience, the CA student would most likely be hesitant to ask questions, voice out opinions, and participate in class (Bowers, 1986). Furthermore, the students’ willingness to communicate is important to mention when talking about CA since these two constructs are closely related to each other (McCroskey et al., 1990). Chan and McCroskey (1987) contended that students who participate most in class were high in WTC while others who avoid participation had low levels of WTC. It is inaccurate, however, to assume that students who are communication apprehensive are also unwilling to communicate. One’s WTC is contingent upon the situation that they are exposed to during that specific time (Chan & McCroskey, 1987). 

Much like native English speakers, CA and WTC are also relevant to language learners. Since they are in the process of learning and mastering the English language, these non-native speakers (NNS) may be hesitant to engage in class or simply ask for clarification. If they are required to participate, they may attempt to explain their thoughts but do not necessarily express themselves well. According to Varonis and Gass (1985), NNS to NNS often need more negotiation work in their conversations due to their dissimilar linguistic and cultural backgrounds. Therefore, teachers of ELLs should also be cognizant of how these students make meaning in their conversations when conducting their lessons.

Because the core foundation of our class relates to Instructional Communications’ meaning-making, this proposal for a review of literature intends to explore how the three styles of instruction (lecture, discussion, and collaborative learning) apply to English Language Learners in ESL classrooms. More specifically, I am looking for the most ideal pedagogical method that will better encourage language learners to participate as much as they can. Since our class conducted a literature review on lecture, discussion, and collaborative learning, I am assured that one of these styles will benefit ELLs. As Kougl mentioned, once the instructor/teacher “understand[s] how differences between [their] teaching style and [their] students’ learning styles, [it] can [better] affect behavior and learning” (Kougl, 1997, p. 39).
d. Specific goals of the project: (1) To identify the factors that contribute to communication apprehension (CA) and willingness to communicate (WTC) in English as Second Language (ESL)classrooms; (2) To  examine how lecture, discussion, and collaborative learning are used as instructional methods with ELLs; (3) To analyze which method of instruction is most effective with ELLs
e. A detailed plan of activities you will complete to finish the project: Using the Communication & Mass Media Complete (EBSCO) database from our library website, I plan to conduct an in-depth research about the relationship of communication apprehension and English language learners. Keywords such as communication apprehension, willingness to communicate,  teaching methods, secondary language learning, L2, classroom anxiety, pedagogy, and may be used to acquire numerous articles about the topic. I plan to sort my research articles based on the key idea present in that paper to make sure that they are divided accordingly. I will first process my articles regarding CA and WTC in ESL classrooms. Afterward, I am going to read through the articles that talk about the instructional styles used (lecture, discussion, or collaborative) and its efficacy with the ELLs. I will then synthesize what I have read from different journal articles to write my literature review – talking about the current findings and improvements that can be done to reduce communication apprehension in the classroom. Lastly, I hope to recommend a teaching method that will better encourage language learners to participate more and heighten their interest in the class.  

f. A description of the final product that will emerge from your work: The final product of my term project will be a literature review on the most effective instructional method currently used in ESL classrooms. I am planning to use it as a backdrop for my thesis work since I am considering doing it in this topic. Later on, I may also use the final product to help me design my pilot study for my thesis work.
g. References
Bowers, J. W. (1986). Classroom communication apprehension: A survey. Communication Education, 35, 372-378.

Chan, B., & McCroskey, J. C. (1987). The WTC scale as a predictor of classroom participation.  Communication Research Reports, 4, 47-50.
Kougl, K. (1997). Communicating in the classroom. Long Grove, IL: Waveland Press. 
McCroskey, J (1970). Measures of communication-bound Anxiety. Speech Monographs, 37, 269-277.

McCroskey, J.C. (1976a). The problems of communication apprehension in the classroom. The Florida Speech Communication Journal, 4(1), 1-12. 

McCroskey, J. C., & Andersen, J. F. (1976b). The relationship between communication apprehension and academic achievement among college students. HumanCommunication Research, 3(1), 73-81.
McCroskey, J. C., Burroughs, N. F., Daun, A., Richmond, V. P. (1990). Correlates of quietness: Swedish and American perspectives. Communication Quarterly, 38, 127-137.
Varonis, E. & Gass, S. (1985). Native/non-native conversations: A model for negotiation of meaning. Applied Linguistics, 6, 71-90.

