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Two undeed studeats (100 male-100 female) were chosen randoily from.
students of Iran. They were asked to describe a landscape picture in Fnglish which
ot contain any human beings or animas 45 [ did not sent 1 create any kind of
diffecences due o he picture, A detsiled statstical analysis was not conducted, becanses
o the modestsize of corpus. Insead. a frequency count af the numaher of oxcurrences of!
Features in the writings was conducted to support fndiags.

e sesults of the analysis showed dhit 1) most langusge features were med:
equally by male and feauale learners, 2) biclogica) scx alone may not create natcworthy
ailTereuces in the writing of male and female wrters. Other factors such us class and %
calure should also be considered.
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Onc clement in waining twachers © (each Fnglivh has \rlitionly been teaching
rainees the lingistic properties o the languze: is phonctcs. phonology, TOTPhIORY,
llesis. sytax, semuntics und pragmatics (ohnson, 2001). [ provide a casc study of how
the leaniing mutagement system, Blackboard, m consort with morc raditioal meia
‘an be wsed (o cnhance the teaching of English (Flyvbiers, 2001:66-47). Specifically the
course which | have develaped s availahle hy distance and inclies such innovarions w6
on-line min lecuures where 4 short pawerpint presenlation is sccompanied by soico
bver over the intemet, i.c. it is n implomentation of a Acaible Ieaming system (Colls &
Moancn, 2001). The powerpoint texts themselvcs are downloadable. Interactive quizzes
allow sudents 1 test their skills in identifying, for exampie, pans of spocch and
providing aniculatory deseriptions of speech sounds. I will log oo the siie 10 show
how it 5 arganised and show how the ravies play.

1 hen tum 15 the evalustion of these resounces in lers of student. performance
and tber assessments of their efficicy. Most of the on-line mutcrials have bocn
monitored by  sct of assessment 1ools readiy available to most teachers. T show that
the resources arc used, that students beliove that their leurning is cohanced, and that they
have an effict on the mark dissSbution for the caurse, Speifically they have sliered a
bimodsd disibution with the lower mode being in the fail range to one where fewer
suntonts il and are helped in the lower passing Rnges. The on-line resources do not,
however, appear 10 be s widely used by the more able sulents and have Dol bad as.
effectan the performance of hese students. They do well egardless.
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example, but systematc understanding of its naure has 1ot yet been obtained. Rescarch
was conducted in order o make o conibution 1o this sitwation, focusing upon
disceiminative perception of Ernglish vowel and consonant minima] palrs. Jupunese
univensiyfeolloge students panicipated in (his cesearch, in which they wore ashed 1o
discriminge 15 ypes of English vowel and comsonanl minimal pairs. Their
discriminative perlarmances and gencral English proficiency were measured. and.
developmental reltionships in discriminatve petcepion between English vowel wnd
comsonant minimal pairs were udied from the perspective of gener iening
roficiency.

An analysi of the collovied dala shows, for example, that the suengh of
relationships i discriminative perecption between English vowel and. cansonant
minimal puirs vories according to genoral istening proficicncy. bul that even though it
increases, stmonger coefficient  rolationships arc not alays  recogaizablein
discriminative poception between inglish vowel and consonant minimal paies, This
Kind of lauionship s considerud 1o fepresent un imponant aspect of the naure of
discriminutive percepion of English vovel und consonunt minimal pairs. The presener,
buscd upon moltiple anatyses of the data, il discuss such fndiogs in s of loamrs”
istening developent. Implications. fo the clisstoom wil abu he explored
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T spite of the recent intcrest in gender-Tinked differences n language acquisition. it
scems (hal his iwsuz hos oot et reecived doe Aention in secand. language
Jeacningliesching. Writing in a socand or forcign langusige 5 nut un eosy lask. In fact, as
Collc-Murcia (1991 assers, the ability 10 capruss one"s oginiums in wrilten Knglish is a
‘major aceomplishmen thot many vative speakers of English neser fruly achieve; let
alone EFL/ESL leaners. Thus, the present scedy attempied © cxamine L2 knguuge
ealures. aemss genders [n informsl writing making vse of the features prosented in
Mulsc and Lundell (1994). In their study il wus deteravioed whether a weighted
combination of language featurcs of the esxuy eonld distinguish between male and
fomale writers, [ chose o Lot of 17 langusge foatusus for the sludy 1) reference (0
quantity: 2) judgmental sdjeetives: 3) eliptical setences: 4) locatives: 5) seoience
initial canjuiction; ) uncertainity verbs; 7) refereace s ecotion; 8) dependent clauscs
9) sentence nidal adverbial; 10) intcnsive adverbs; |1) hedges: 12} oppositions; 13)
active vaie verbs: 14) average lemglh uf sentence: 15) tag uestions, L6) progessive
s and V1) Case and effest etaiors.
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