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Introduction:- school including Tribal and Non-tribal who are imple-
During the past decade considerable changes h@gting the CI program are randomly selected.

taken place in the field of language teaching bothResearch Methodology:-

English as a foreign language and the learning of En- For the present study the investigator used

glish in general. It has been acknowledged that lgfe Survey Method for data collection.

guage is essentially a tool for communication. The Tols:- The data for this study was collected through a

cent concept of the Communicative Langugeggching self made questionnaire for students and teachers of

(CLT) as brought about a revolution of thoughts aggglish The test of Readingyriting and Communica-

ideasThough the recent concept of Cis introduced tion were standardized and used for the data collection.

in India, teaching of English is more or less content Test Description

based, not skill based. The five fundamental langugg$ Type ofrest [MarkdTy p e o | Tme [ No.of [Reliability| validity
skills namely Listening, Speaking, ReadMditing and |No, Questiong(Min.) | que.
Communication skills have been generally neglected .

This is the reason we find our students weak at Engligt{Reading | 35 [OP°¢ 20 2‘215 0.81 |Conen
Students mostly fail to communicate whatthey are reflly multiple A
want to do , not because they lack ideas, thoughtsand choice &

feelings, but because they have not been taught sp-far Cloze tesy

how and when these communicative tasks and acts afre Para-

performed. 2 |writing graph 2 | o078 S;’l'i‘éim
Specific objectives of the study:1) To evaluate stu 30 | writing | 20 [15+15 Y
dents communicative competence in ReadiNg&ng & Essay]

English.2) To study the reactions of teachers whijle Writing

implementing the program. Bp study the reactions of 3 Communica- Conversa 2 | 075 |oend
students who are being taught English througi QL [tive 35| tion, | 10 [15+20 Validity
program. Descrip-

d) Specific Hypotheses:-1) The CLT program has ng tion of a

effect on tha\Vriting skill of pupils.2) The CLT program ——t picture T

has no effect on the Reading (Comprehension) an 1o " |Feedback 10 | 30 .
Communication skills of pupils. 3) Tribaland Non-triba i) Students

pupils do not differ significantly in respect of and Read-1ii) Teacherp

ing andwriting skill. 4)Tribal and Non-tribal pupils doReliability & Validity:-

not differ significantly in respect of Communicative skill. The reliability of ReadingiVriting and Com-

5) The Male & Female students do not differ signitinunicative skill tests was determined by split half method
cantly in respect of Readingyiting & Communication and the value was found to be 0.81,0.78 and 0.75 respec-
skills. 6) There is no significant difference between thigely. These values of reliability show that the tests are
difficulties of Tribal teachers & Non-tribal teachers ifairly reliable instruments.

respect of CIL program. The validity of these tests was determined by experts
Delimitation of area and sample:- having considerable experiences in the field of educa-
1)1500 studentsincluding tribal and non-tribal learnisign and English language. The opinion of these special-
English as acompulsory language&®™ class of the ists confirmed that the tests are sufficiently a valid tool.
secondary schools in Nandurbar District, Maharashtrata Collection:-

state are randomly select&) 50 teachers of secondary
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The tests of Readinuyriting and Communi-
cation and the questionnaire for students and teachers
were administered by the investigator her3glbically
the participants were able to complete the survey (tests
& questionnaire) in 45 to 60 minutéster discarding
the questionnaires and tests were coded for statistical
analysis.
Interpretation of Data:-
1) Quantitative Data:-Reading, writing and Communi-
cative tests were analyzed by using Percentile, Mean,
Standard deviation and t — value. ment of English. 4) There is no significant difference
Percentile Rank :- between the Tribal and Non-Tribal students in respect
of Reading antivriting skill. 5) Butin respect of Com-
munication skill, the Non-tribal students are ahead of
the tribal students. 6) No significant difference found
between the Male students and Female students in
respect of Reading & Communication skill. 7) Pupils
shyness, inability of using language, time limit are the
difficulties reported by both the Tribal and Non-tribal
teachers. 8) Though 62% of the teachers have attended
the training program on dLbut 18 % of the teachers
; o . don’t have any information about the training program.
2) Interpretation of qualitative Data:- The collected ?%Z% of the teachers use the Grammar Translation

. 9
data was analyzed, interpreted and put the resultsrwf . . ;
far as the collected data is concerned the achieve od in their English classeery few teachers 2 %

; LA only are acquainted with the TL 10) Most of the
of the students in respect of Readingfriting and gjdents (98%) including Tribal & Non-tribal expressed

Communicative skills appears to be of average levels:. o\ X
Mean, S.D and t-value of the total achievement score%eIr opinion that teachers use Grammar Translation
of Tribal & Non- Tribal stud ethod fort(_eachlng I_Engll_sh in the_cIass.So the opinion
of students is the mirror itself which shows the clear
picture of the implementation of TlprogramThe con-
flicting views enlisted above about the opinion of teach-
ers and students clearly indicate that though the pro-
gram and its objectiv&e develop the communicative
competence among students'are useful butthe imple-
mentation has failed to achieve the goal itself.
Suggestions and Educational implicationst) The study
suggests that teachers should use role-@egup-
Conclusions:- work, language games group-discussion, dialogues and
1) The CLT program has nofefct on théVriting skill of ~ cultivate the reading habit of at least one English news
pupils. But the achievement of Female students inpaper and hear English news on Radibdtto improve
spect of writing skill is more than that of Male studentheir Communicative Competence. The Maharashtra
So the Female students are ahead of male studengsaite Government is a patron and designer of the course
respect of writing skill. ZJotal achievement in Englishshould provide the special orientation program of CL
of Non - tribal is more than that of Tribal students. and it should be mandatory to all the concern teachers.
3) Thus sex, Tribal and Non-tribal variables has beEme teaching of English should be properly super vise
founded to be determining factors in the total achievsrit.
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