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ABSTRACT, o

- ] \ Three hundred-and forty-two students of English,

: engineerinag, and commerce in TIndia were surveyed to obtain data on
‘five mader torics: (1) their Englicsh lanquage background, (2) their
‘present and rlanned futdre use of Fnglish, (3) their reasons for 1
studying English, (4) the English skills *hey desired, and (5) their !
attitudes toward Fnglish. All aroups, especially the English maqjors, ;
had been enccuraged by parents o 'study English. While all expressed
a desire *o have speaking as *heir best skill, they reported reading
to be currently higher *+han other skills. ©nglish majors reported the
highest current frequency of Fnglish usSe: the other tWwo groups
- terorted a higher increase in expected future use. The +wo most
~common reasons for studyirqg Fnglish were for use in future work and
out cf compliance with *he sys+ten. ‘Al]l expressed a desire to Le able
to speak with native English steakers. Integra*ion, however, was low
cn the list ¢f motivation. 211 s2id they would try to learn English
if it were nct taught in +he schools. Fnglish mdjors felt the British
standard of Fnglish should be the cne learned, while the other
students rpreferred the variety of Fnglish unique to India. Firally,
.all said the variety unique +tc India was the English spoken ty
-educa*ed peorle of India. (PJIM) f
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Enghsh and the Indlan Student
Willard D. Shaw .

¥, : - o
The ollowmg report details the results of a survey undertakcn among
college s dents Jn Hyderabad Andhra Pradesh, with the assistance of-the -
Central Iéfatute of English and Foreign® Languages and the Culture Learmng
Institute o ¢ East-West Centre. The survey’ was -also, concluded in

nd-and the Repubhc of &ngapore (Shaw, 1979). The ~
mstrument used was an English language questionnaire, The collected data

the respondents (2) the pattern of their present and fut,ure use of Enghsh
(3) their reasons for studying English ;" (4) .the Enghsh,skllls they desrred
and (5) their general attitude towards English.

The Respondents - - : L

The respondents were 342 final year bachelor degreé students attendmg
six colleges in Hyderabad. In order to obtain a drvqrsrty of vrews,\the
subjects were selected from three departments ; (D) Englrsh (75); (2) Engi-
neering (162); and (3) Commerce (105). , Seventy-three percent of the
English majors, 349, of the commerce majors, and 0. 69, of the engmecrmg
majors were women. - Over 90%, of the English majors had attended Epglish
medium high schools as compared to 729, in the commerce group and 339,

of the engineers. There were also- other striking differences. Sixty-three

+ dealt wrth five major topics: (1) the English language backgrounds of

»

percent of the English majors said that English had been used at home when

they were children. Only 35% in commerce and 29%, in engineering
reported so. The Englrsh majors estlmated that English had been used at
home 30, of the time. ' The commerce students thought it had been used
129, of the tlme while the average for the engrneers was less than 79,

A majorrty in every field felt that their parents had encouraged them 0 -

“study English. , The figures were 809 for the English majors. 74% for the -,

commerce people, and 639 for the engineers. This was simifar to the
distribution of people who named English as the language they now knew
best : Engllsh majors -680/%, commerce majors- 52% ; and. engineering
ma_]OrS - 3% An additional 139, of the English majors thought that they

\ Y . L
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were brhngual in Enghsh and another language Around 49, of the other
two groups felt that Wway also. '

The Enghsh majors ranked the hrghest in all ofthese measures of Englrsh
'lan°u1ge background. They were more likely to have been to an English

medrum school, to have had. Enghsh used at home, to hd\e received encou-’

ragement for the study of English from their parents, and to regard ‘English
- as the language théy now knew the best. The commerce majors ranked

o second in each af these catcgorres whrle the erigineers were clearly Iast in
all areas. '~ . : /

I In order to gain an idea of how the students viewed their own Enghsh
ldnguage abilities, they were-¥skedto rank the four skills of readmg, writing,

\.speakmg, and Irstenmg in terms of thelr parsonal proﬁuency The final
rankings are given in Table 1. -

'I'able I: The Rankmg of the Four Skrlls Accordrng to
Persondl Proficiency:.

Major Best Second Best Third Bew Worst
English- Reading Listening Speakihg . % Writing
Engineering’ Reading Listening Writing: + » " Speaking

Commerde | Reading  Listening Writing - . Speaking

Nearly 709, of every group rated reading as their best skill uhile only

about 509, of each group picked listening. The only drfference in the ranking -

of the skills occurred among the English majors who placed their speakmg
ability above their writing ability although a plurality nameg both speaking

44°,) and writing (529,) as their worst skills. Among the engineers and .
y 7 g

commerce students speaking was clearly their weakest skill.  Seventy percent

of the engineers and 519, of the commerce people prcked it as their worst -
skill. It must be remembered thatthese rankings are not necessarrly accurate;
measurements of the students’ abilities. However, they do reflect their -

confidence in those abilities.

Following this self-evaluation, the students were asked to- choose the -

one skill that they would want to be their best. A majority in each group
named speaking as that skill.’ Tablc 11 shows the main responses :

Table II= The Skill I Want to Be My Best
AY

F .

, %English ., °,Engineering. , %,Commerce .
Speaking 52.9* 69.1° 66.3
Writing S 191k 15.4- 168
ReAding .88 - T 14 , 7.9,
Listening ‘ 2.9 : 3.4 3.0 ¢

*an additional 10.39, gave both speaking and writing as their choice,

3 !
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ENGLISH AND THE INDIAN STUDENT . . . ) 3

The results to these two questions raise some interesting points.  On the
one hand the stydents are saying that their receptive skills of reading and
llstenmg are generally much better than their active skills of .writing and
%pcaklng - Almost 599} of the total group . thought’ that speaking was their
worst skill. On’the other hand, 639, of the entire group designated speaking
as the skill they wanted to be their best .’ Perhaps the students were empha-
sizing their desire for high proficienéy in speaking and writing based. on the
fact that most of them already felt fairly comfortable: w:th their abilities in
listening : 'm/d reading. It may simply be a case of wanting something they

P didn’t have. Howey er, it could .also mean that th¥y félt that the educational
system was not -giving them the skills that they desired. = Whether or not
those desires should be legmmate goals of the system is another question,
 but the figures may indicate a possnb]e point of conﬂnct between learners and
educators.

{
This situation is somewhat clarified by the answers givep to a questnon
regarding the division of -English clags time among the four skills. Given
. the choice, the students in the three disciplines thought that they would-
divide that class time in the following manner:

.Tahle, IIT :  Percentage of Engllsh Class ,‘l:ime Allotted To Each Skill

: . . English Evigineering Commerce
. . Reading Lo 31.0 . 285 27.9
o ~ Writing LA ©25.0 Coe 23.0 , 22.3
Speaking c 25.0 ' v 267 - 129.5
Listening . 19-0 o+ 218 - 20.3

.

It is obvnous from the resu]‘ts shown in Table III that the students are
not advocating a radical bias towards developing spcaklng ability in the
classroom at the expence of the other skills. The distribution of time is fairly

© even. The heaviest emphasns is placed on reading by the English and

engineering people while the commerce students favour slightly more time

spent on spezik,ing Since thc)ur\cy was ngt ‘meant to-be evalutive, no data

. were collected on the actual distribution of class time in the tlasses attended

. bythe students. Theiefore there is no way of comparing the students’

opinions with the réalities of their flassrooms.  However, it seems that they

" may fecl that the schools have /not- given them enough preparation in the
\actnve skills of speaking and writing:

/

Present Use of English

Presented with a list of categories of people, the respondents were asked
to indicate how frequently they spoke English with those people during an_
average span of two months. Table 1V contains the résults to this question.

4
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Tz{i)le'lv : Fréqgency of Use of Spoken Ené

L

Engli.slx"a_ Engineering Commerce
Countrymen : S i
English teachers - 11. = 1.5 1.7 . 1<Many times

Fellow students PN K 16 T dgily
Friends S Lz 21 1.4 LAR-At least
Other teachers -~ 1.4.. 1.7 1.8 v once/day
Family members 2.1 3.6 30 V3-Atleast
Govt. officials ‘2.3 2.3 2.8 ~ once/week
Fellow countrymen* .2.3 . 3.0 . 2.5 4-Very rarely
"Businessmen . 2.7 35 34 5-Never

Average 1.8 2.5 . 2.3 ¢
Foreigners : . .
Native speakers S 27 - 35 3.5 N
Non-native speaker§*f‘-2.9 3.5 3.6

j—— — T
Averagg | 2.8 3.5 3.5

" language they kngw best. .

“Table V details

*Fellow countrymen. éxose language you don't know.
**Other foreigners who gpeak English. o - 2
|
In every case t}’ie English majors -reported a higher frequency of use.

' This could be due t(’La'greater confidence in their ability leading to a greater

propensity to use|the| language. As we saw carlier, most of the English”
majors had heard | English at home when they were children, - had gone to
English medium’ ii’ghi schools, and presently thought :T{iaYEninsh was the .
. . .
xpected, the main centre for the speaking of English at
llege environment. All of these ‘groups- speak English
djen s, teachers, and fricnds - many of whom, presumably,
{ Because of the, phrasing of the question it is impossible to

As could b
present is the
primarily with s
are also student

-say if the low frequency of use with some of the other fellow countrymen is

due to the use
those people.

some other language or merely to a lack of contact with -

Future Use of English

the pattern of the’ use of English might change once the
x%i jted and working, they were given a similar list of -
sked'to make an estimate of. their future use of “English.
hese|results. = . .

S

To see ho
students - were
categories and

s
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TaTe V : Frequency of Use of Spoken English in the Future

- English 'Engineering . Comumerce .
Countrymen : i e ) . .
Friend§ ‘ L1 1.6 LS '1-Many times
Supervisors 1.3 13 ¥ g5 _daily
Teachers _ ‘1.3 1.6 L9 2Kt least
Fellow workers 1.4 LS 1.7 - " once/day
Gout. officials 17 LS 1.9 3-At least
B(smessmen 20 24 - 2.4 once,;week ,
Family members 2.1 3.3 . 2.8 4-Very rarely
Fellow cour_rt‘ryrﬁejn" 2.3 -2, . 2.2 R 5_never
. . —_— —_— —_—— »
-Average- ' 1.7 1.9 20
Foreigners :
Native speakers 2.2 25 - 2.7
Non-native speakers** 2.6 2. ‘ 2.9
Average 2.4 . 2.7 2.8

’

*Fellow countrymen whose language you don't know *
**Other foreigners who speak Engllsh / : J

{
Both the engmeers and the comm{:rce maJors estimated that therr future
use of English would increase in every instance with the engineers reporlmg

the greatest overall increase in use. While not foreseeing an increase in the

frequency bf use with every group, the English.majors still reported the -

highest average amount of use. However, while the Engtish majors led
significantly in all categories for théir present use of English, the differences
between groups were much less in their estimations of their future use.  The
engineers evcn reported the highest future use of English with government
-officials and the commerce students projected the highest-rate for use with
fellow countrymen who. had a different first’ language: This could bea

reflection of the types of careers these people were considering. Engineers -

would Qrobably have a great deal of contact with government personnel while
those in the field of commerce and business would probably meet people
from different language groups in the course of their work. All three groups
felt that there would be an increase in their use-of English with people from

other countries. The Enghshfmajo‘{:._s.l contmued to report a much hrgher

frequency of use within the family.

[y

.Much of the foreseen increase in the ‘use of English may indicate a.

greater’ frequency of contact rather thant sw\itch' from one. language to

)

»
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-

another. This seems cspccmlly likely to explam the great increases in usage
with govcrnrﬁent officials? businessmen, and foreigners. The increases
forcseen with family and friends are much less. It can be assumed; that in
these cases the frequency of congtact will remain about the same.and that any
rincrease in ‘use will be directly related to the students’ own preference for
English, :

Reasons for Stadying English ’

Given a list of twenty-five possible” reasons for studvmﬂ Enghsh the

three groups were asked to mdxcate the exjent to which those reasons were

presentative of their own fcelmgs All. three groups were unanimous in

thenr choices for the two most comm&n reasens. Those regsons "and the

) percentages of respondents picking or rejectmg them as pcrsoml reascns for
the stlrdy of English are given below. Ve

a. =’ stpdncd English because I will need it for my work.

English : 93,4 Engineering : 95/3 Commerce 4,4
B
b. I studied English primarily because it is required in our system.’ E
v '\I - English : 85/10 Engineering: 78,16 . Commerce: 79/10 -
. - : . N -
o f)f the ten reasons Isted by each group as bect reflecting their own
{ . feelings, seven wefe the same for each group although tﬂey received varying
. / amounts of support. The rest of those reasons are listed below using the sanie
\ ‘ foim:rt as abo\ie - ) -
c. I studied English so I could talk to people in fny own country whose
language is unknown to me. * )
Englnsh : 82/12 Engmecrmg 78/18 Commesee : 83/11
d. I studied English o I could talk to mative spnal\ers of English for
’ busmess,eduuuonal reasons.
English : 76/14 Engineering : 73/17 Commerce : 73/14
e. Istudied English because I believe lhdt a knowledge ofanothcr l‘m"uage
will make me a better person. .
. ‘ _ Egglnsh: 69/8 * Engineering: 72/19, Commerce : 71/15
’ f. T studied English so that. T could get a good Job in my couhfry
) English: 67/23 - Engineering : ~61 /29 Commegee : 7018 o
g. I studied English so that I could mlk to other foreigners ﬁor busmess/
. + educational reasons,

English: 2420 Enginccring: 7119 - Commerce: 62/25
} /9 :

. \
“/ X N
)
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Other reasons received positive ratings by alf groups although every
" group did not rank them in its top ten. For instance, over 64%; of each
group felt that the receipt of social recognition was one of their reason$ for
studying English. Talking to native speakers of English about general things
as oppols'ed to business/educational matters was a valid reason for the
commerce inajors (65/17) and ‘en"gineers (55/32) but recei\}qd its greatest
support- from the English. majors (72/17). Similarly, the English majors
(81/16) gave significantly mbre support to the reading of English literature for )
' pllea’sure than did either the commerce (55/30) or‘engincering(53/39)s'tqdents. .
~_ However, the engineers (64/21) rated talking to other foreigr{crs ab'oulg%neral,
things higher than the English (58/24) or commerce (57/26) majors did. They ¢
may or may not have discerned the distinction made between ‘‘natjve
speakers’” and “‘other foreigners.”

.

’S'tronger differences appeared between the engineers and the other two
_ groups. Many engineers (65/24) reported 'that'llgey learned English so that
, they would be able to study in a- foreign country. A majority of the
) commerce (23/55) and English (33/52) majors rejected this as one of their
© wreasons. Half of the engineers (51/37) studied English so.that they could )
get a job in a-foreign country. Half of the English (36/50) and commerce |
- (23/58) students did not think that this reason reflected their own a titude.’
- Fifty-two percent of the engincers (52/28) studied English becausy they’
v -thopght they might have to travel to foreign countries for work purposes.
The number of English (28/43) and commgrce (28/49) students citing this as
a personal reason was much less. . On the other hand, many English (€6/19)
angd compaerce (60/31) people said they studied English because they enjoyed
“studying languages while th’e engineers (45/47) were much less likely to

identify that as one of their reasons. S
v 2 .

There Jwas general agreement on many of the. reasons that were not
applicable. .Among those that were rejected by a plurality in each group

y L were

~were the following :

L

a. I studied’English because it"will Relp me to think and behave-as English
g

speakers do. Y . ‘ :
English : 24/65 Engigeering : 28,60 (fommerc_:e; 35 52'
‘b. | I studied English because I li}gezhe people who are native speakers of
; English. R B ‘
. iEﬂgTish :,32/53 Engineerihg : 30/57 ' Commerce : -28/55
s c. Istudied English because I like the countries in which En'glishis épo,ken..
. . English 3149 |  Engineering : 32/53 Commerce : 35/52

' 4
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~ d. [Istudied English because I plan to travel to an Enghsh speakmg country
for pleasure.- '

English : 38/45 - Engineering‘ 3047 |, Commerce : 25,54

w;t of these reasgns are those which are usually mentioned as indica- |

toss of an mtegratnvc type of motivation stemmmg from a desire to join or

be like a group of native speakers. While an average of 58°; of the students -

in each group felt that studying English would help them ‘‘to better under-
stand English speakers and their way of life,” it doesn’t seem that these
students are particularly interested in changing themselves so’ that they are
more like native speakers Given the intranational status of English in
India, itis probably miore likely that these students would-see English abi)ity
as giving them entry into an Fg‘]ghsh speakB\g Indlan peer group rather
than a native speaker g’jup ‘

In Iookmg ‘at the types of reasons- receiving the greatest a.mount of
support from the students, .it appears that English is maml)judxed for

instrumental purposes. It is studied because of the necessities offfthe system-

and career goals, in order to get a good job and some social rec gniiion, and
to talk to native and non-native speakers of English about business and
educational matters. A4} groups fecognize its impostance as a link language
in India. - - : ; : ” '
o

English Language Skills . )

“Given a list of fifteen language skills, the k?sp:»ndents were asked to
rate their importance on a five-poiint ‘scale from ‘‘extremely important” to}

“extremely unimportant”. All of the skills listed received a positive rating
from every group. Among the five top-ranked skills for each group, four

were the same.’ They are listed below along with the percentages of students °

who thought those skills were important or ummportam The percentages
for the neutral answer are not given.

. . . .8
a. Being able to read textbooks, reports, articles, etc., in English.

English: 96/1 Engmeermg 97/0.6 Commerce : —9"/3'

b. Being able to write paper§ reports, and busmess letters in English.
English: 87/0 A Engineering; 91/3 ~  Commerce : 88/2

.«c. Being able to talk »{'iTrative speakers of English in work situations.
English: 80/0 . Engineering: 86/6 Commerce:~80/7

d. Being able to read forewn newspapers, maoazmes etc., in Engllsh for
pleasure. _ :
English: 813 " Engineering : 74/6 " Commerce : 84/6

T
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1

kis mterestmg to note here that the skills felt to be the most important

‘ones involve reading, writing, and speakmg While aff groups earlier

expressed a desire to have speaking as their best skill, they all recogmze the

1mportance of developing competence in all four skills‘as they showed °
.when allocatmg Engllsh class time in Table III.

Several interesting differences also appéared in the attitudes of the three
groups. While 899 of the Englnsh majors thought that readmg English
literature for pleasure was important, only 699, of the commerce students

and 569, of the engineers felt so. The ablllty to write, stories and articles

was also more highly valued by English majors (77/4% than by commerce
(64/14) or engineering majors (56/14). The engineers (78/8) placed much
more importakt®on the ability to write personal Jetters to foreigners than
did the Enghsh (67/6) or ‘commerce (66/15) maJors .

"

In mcasurmg the importance of these skills, the students generally gave
stronger support to the utilitarian skills. All three groups reported that .the
use of English with native speakers, non-native speakers from other countries,

and fellow countrymen in work situations was more important to them than .

in social situations.” However, the application of- English language skillse
was not limited to work situations. Each of the groups.appears to gain
enjoyment through the use of E‘nghsh in letter writing and the reading of
Englisif literature, magazines, and newspapers.

Attitudes towards En'glish . .

Given India’s colonial legacy, it could be expected that these students

would show mixed feelings towards their former colonial language On the

_ other Rfnd, these students were born and raised iny free India where British

imperialism was a historical fact and not a living reality. To discover more
about their personal feelings towards the Enghsh language, the respondents
were asked to indicate their degree of agreement or disagreement with a
number of statements representative of certain attitwdes towards Enghsh

1 + . . -

a. If Enghsb were NOT taught in our schools, I would NOT try to

learn it.

' % Agree  * o, Disagree A Neutral
English 13 67 - 20
Engineering S 26 .- o 60 14
Commerce b - 54 ‘ 22

a _ﬁ ' P
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b. T don’t really like English, but | speak it because it is useFul.

. % Agree . Y% Disagree % Neutral
7 English 7 80 - 13
* Engineering 24— 62 . s 14
Commerce. 15 70 o 15
. c. Of all theforeign languaggs I could study, I like English the best: = .
. - o, Agree % Disagree | .% Neutral
English . 9 3 18
o . Engineering 73 10 o 17 '\ '
. . Commerce 72 : 11 - 17
' The respoﬂses‘ to these sbtatemcnts illustrz/ue a number of points.
o _ Although tE®status of English as a compulsory subject was often cited as a
major reason for studying it, a majority of students in each field felt that ’

they would try to learn English even if it were not a required subject. This
expressed desire to learn English is not solely because of its utilitarian value. -
A large majority in each group is unwilling to say that they are learning
English only for its-usefulness. It appears that most of them have a very
"positive attitude towards the language. This ccrgain\T)y indjcates that they.do
not view English as burden pf colonialism that they v/vc,iuld prefer to-avoid.‘
Neither does it seem that they look at it simply as a h"hgun)stic code valuable * -
only for its utility. This positive orientation towards English is undoubtedly:
the result of the'interaction of social, ecoriomic, and personal factors that,,
- vary with each individual, It is apparent that there has been a- “‘decoloniza-**
tion” of the English language in India. It remains to ‘be seen if this positive
~ orientation is due to the processes of indigenization or internationalization.
Is English looked upon more favourably today because it is now regarded as
a bona fide language of India or because of its status as a world language or -
both ? ’ v
. * . . P L
Given their responses to qther statements it is apparent that a portion’
of this positive attitude mayﬁ% related to a sanguine view of the future of
English &s a world language. Although a majority in each group felt that .
English became im?ortant because of the economic and social power of the e
United States and’ Great Britain, much larger majorities felt that English
would .continue to be ifiportant even if those countries lost that power.
Seventy-six percent of the engineers, 75% of the English majors, and '69%‘
of the commrerce students believed that English would continue to be a world
* . language even if its two- largest native-speaking populations lost much of
their worldwide influence. Pe‘rhaps they feel that the position of - English in
India and other countries is strong enough to make English cont‘muc asa

11
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world language even after the collapse’ of _th‘ejsupports that m
- -widespread initially. ' ' ' '

The place of English among this segment of India's population at least )
does not show signs of‘déelining., Overwhelming majorities in the English
. (93/0), engineering (89/4), arid commerce -(8'?/2) groups imdicated that they
would try to make sure that their children learned English well, While this
~ attitude greatly reflects the status of English in India today, it may also be due
d to the highly optimistic view most of these students hold towards the future

of English in the world. This view is summarized by the respon%es to the
following statement :

kdow English’’,

“In the distant fhiure;,' most people in the-world will

— N .
“o. Agree 9 Disagree " o, Neutral
English 76 3 2
Engincering - 69 9 -2
Commerce 69 12 19

< .
Increase in the number of

English as the@&:mier,wo rld

. These students evidently foresce a great -
speakers of English and the establishment of
language. Such an increase has to come among nbn-native speakers of
English. If this spread of ‘English is to be achievsd, however,'.g number of
difficult questions will have to be answered by each country seeking to expand
its aggregate competence 1n English. One of the most important will revolve

a around the variety of English that is to be taught.

’

To ‘get an understanding of how these students viewed the present‘English
language situation in India vis-a-vis varieties in use, they were given a' list of
five varieties and asked to choose the one that was éeneral]y spoken by

#educated people.™The five choices were: (1) British English;  (2) An)‘cric'an

English; (3) Australian English; (4) unique-to my country; and (5) Kke

educated .non-pative speakers from other countries. The percentages -of
( students choosing cach variety are presented in Table VI. ‘

Table VI : _The Variety of English Presently Spoken by Educated

Speakers in my Country ‘ Lo l
Varie{t‘ks < 9, Eaglish Ao Engineering % Commerce
British 280 247 31.1
. . ,America&t_\ 1.3 62 . 00,
Australian 0.0 0.0 - - 0.0
o Unique - ,400 . 53.7 ) 53.4
o Other 30.7. 15.4 15.5
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e Most of the students seem_ea to feel that a form of Efiglish unique to
‘ India was spoken by educated prople. A quarter of each group thought that

" British English was the variety used by most’“ educated speakers. A subs-

- tantial percentage of the English majors ,ﬂelf that educated Indrans spoke

T English hke non-native speakers from other"countrles The responses to this

questron were very similar to those reported’by Kachru (1976). Twenty-nine

~ percent of his respondents (graduate stufients in English) chose Brmsh~

English, 3%, chose American English, and 569, picked Indian Enghsh when

asked to"describe the variety of Eng]rsh they themselves used.
-}

¥ ' The'hlgh percentagc received by a unique form of English indicates that
. tohese college students are ‘wéll aware of the existence of something called
Indian English. There was éxtensive agreement among the students in Enghsh
(88 8), engineering (78/12), and commerce (82/11) with the statement that **
. " this country we have our own ‘variety. of English which is<different from ‘
Amerigan, Brmsh and Australia®f English.?’. Depxte this difference, however,
. a large maJorlty of the English ( /4), engmeermg (72,8), and commerce
(75/4) majors felt that ‘‘the, Vanety of Enghsh spoken in this country can be
easily understood by forelgners o : - '

2 i 7 - >

W1th opinion divided over the f English com nly used by.
- educated speakers at present, it is not surprlsmg tha € was alsP disagree- _
. ment over whlch, variety should serve .as the model for sch and society. S 2

E 'h Slxty four percent of the engmeers and confierce students-‘pehev hat an
educated form' of local Englrsthould be taught in their schools with
21%;and 16% opposed to that idea. Thc English majors (45/34) were muc
.- . more dlvrded on this. A plurality of them (40/27) were in favour of teaching 4
° " .a native Varlety, but the -engineers (39/35) and commerce (38/33) students_
were much less supporuve of thrs 1dea To clarify the tand of the rcspon-

.....

rcsults are enumerated in Table VII o

L4

‘Table VII‘:> The Varrety We Should Learn to Speak -

A Variety - - : % English - 9, Engmeermg % Commerce . e
" . - Brtishe 580 o 17.2 .-27.9
% : American ' T4l . 210 — .. 3.8
SR ~ Australian 14 ¥ 00 .5 00 S
Ourownway ©. 310 jf’ 48.8 - 56.7 o

s gee

Other* - -.-95- % 130. - " 116

" * like ¢éducated non-native speakers from other countries,

.

. o o
k4 N RN 0
o7 Coh B .
L , . .
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If we cdmpare these statistics with those in Table VI, we see some signi-
ficant differences. The English majors would like to see a change in the
status quo towards the promoticn of the British model. It appears that a
majority of them still feel that a native \arlety is superior to local ones. This
, was also the case with the graduate students in English - surveyed by Kachru
L in 1974 (Kachru, 1976). - When asked to rank three varieties of Engllsh in
. “order of preference, 689, ranked British English as their preferred model.

Frve per cent chose American English and 23% named Indian English. -
\ X Although there are a number. of factors’ which could explam the minor
\ . differences between Kachru’s figures and these present ones, these differences

L\.: - doserveto illustrate one trend in attitudes,towards English. There seems to
"\ be a growing acceptance of local standards as opposed to native models.
\\ English is mcreasmgly becoming a world language belonging to all who use

it. The emphasis on the native speaker as the final arbiter of correctness is
declining. The support for local varieties as instructional models is increas-
ing. This may be happening in India.

Among the engmeers there was a strong minority advocatmg an -
American varrety This may have something to do with a view of the United
States as a leader in engineering and other forms of technology. The
commerce students seem to be more satisfied with the status quo. There
were only minor differences between the way in which they saw the present

situation and the type of English situation they would like to see in the
future.

An interesting point to note is .that the engineering and commerce
students are much more in favour of a non-native standard (either a local or
a vague international one) than a native-speaker mode). The English maJors
~on theotherhand, are more in favour of anatjve-speaker standard, partlcularly
~ a British one.  Given the fact that many 'o'{the English majors will enter the
' _ teaching profession, there is the possibility that there may be a clash between ...
their standards and the standards of many of the parents and students.’ The
realities of the classroom will undoubtedly modify-their opinions, but at this
pre-career stage many apparently hold a much different opinion regarding
the model for English teaching+ an their counterparts in other fields. -

In addmon there.is an even greater difference of opmron over the role

of culture in language teaching. erfy percent of the engineers and 489, of

. the commerce students agreed that *‘we should learn English without paying

' attention to the cultures of the English speaking countries.” Only 22% and
319, respectively reported drsagreement with that feeling. Forty-séven -
percent of the English maJors, ‘however, expressed disagreement while only
35% of them agreed. Once again it is obvrous that the English majors

o 14, . .
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regard English as being more closely intertwined with the native speaking
cultures than do their peers in other fields. One can speculate that this
represents a more traditional view of the English language. During the .
colonial era English was inseparable from the culture that spawned it. * It
was- viewed totally as the language of a nation-state. In the post-colonial
era, however, with the rapid decline of the British Empire, the increased

influence of the United States, and the tremendous advances in global com- .
munication, international travel, and cross-national contacts, English came

to fill much of the need for a worldwide lingua franca. Along with this
internationalization of English there was also a trend towards the indigeni-
zation of the language. " Former colonies like India came to terms with the
pervasive presence of English,in many sectors of their society. As its

‘association with imperialism declined, people recognized the usefulness of

English for intranational as well as international ‘communicaticn and gmdu-
ally began to view it less as a foreign language and more as a Jocal or second
language. The proof of this trend in India lies with the rankings civen to
four groups of people with 'whom the students might use English. The

- respondents were asked to rank these groups 1n order of xmportarcc from

one to four. Table VIII details these results.

~ Table VHI: Ranking of Target Groups for the Use of English

It is important for me to speak English so that I can talk to:
' English Engineer Comumerce

. i

a.  my fellow countrymen in specific
social or business. situations 1.7 1.8 1.7

b. fellow countrymen who do not :
know my first language 1.9 1.9 , 1.8
c. native English speakers 2.8 2.5, . 29

d. non-native English speakers ,
from other countries 3.6 (3.5 : 35

~ All groups felt that it was most important for them to know English so -
that they could talk with their fellow countrymen. The next.most important
group was native speakers while the less identifiable group of non-native
speakers from other countries was ranked fcurth by the students in all thrce

" disciplines. Given the language situation in India, the students appear, o be

saying that the use of English_for mtmnatxonal communication is more

important than for mlcrnatnonal communication. Certainly for most of
these students the intranational need is much more real and immedicte than
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the international need." Almosi all recoghizc that they will be using it with

. their own compatriots. Its value'in the international sphere will depend upon
) the future of individuals and ihe amount of intéraction they W1H~ have with
foreign nationals: - N ’ / ,
N / " .
. Postscript :

SUSU { 351-¥:1 4517 $17° somewhat -dangerousand alittle. presumptuos for an “‘outsidepsa— = wom
to undertake the task of: ‘measuring, dnalyzm and explaining the attitudesq
of a group, of people to which he does not belong. However, I do feel that the
sample taken was a solid one and that the information presented in this
paper is an accurate portrayal of the attitudes of those participating groups
in Hyderabad. Given the great diversity of Indla it is impossible to predict
the extent to which these results can be generahzed to cover other parts of
the country. Although there mﬁ) be some errors in the data or in its inter-
pretation, I do hope that this report will serve to generate some discussion
among those in English language education as to how student attitudes may
properly be examined an®then taken into account during the planning of
English Ianguage programmes This study will have been a success if it has
stimulated others into making similar and, hopefully, better studies.. The
students in Hydern’bad proffered their help with the understanding that they

would be heard! [ hope that I have done my duty well in mterpretmg those
- voices and making them clear and strong.

Culture Learning Institute -
East-West Centre
Honolulu, Hawaii : ;

v
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