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and University Students’ Beliefs about Target Language Use Only
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[kuko Ueno
# 5

KR, HARD EFL B8 TOIZFENTO TL (Target Language) &M IZDW T, il -
FHEOE) —7 (B4 BT L2HEEZHWE Lco HARANEFEZM (NNEST) & K45
A DN 12 Beliefs about Language Learning Inventory : BALLI (Horwitz, 1985) 12377212 TL
fERPZSEIZBE 9 2 B 6 THE 2 N2 72 BRI RIE 2K L. ©Of R 2 0BT - T
GIMTTHM L7ze X BABEEDPEFREOAOEFHEF K> 6 [l L TiTw, FHEOL ) —
TORME AV F o —I12 X B-ERAAECTHERL 72

MERL HW - FEBEW S IREOSH L) - T HELTB Y. FEEOEKRNE EEN
V2R Uy Bl R i OB I RO W S & BER O LESEZE LTS
PRSI N/z, X, FHFEGFEEAG I D QBMOENTLEAEZ, X% W
FFLTWLHEI o7,

F—O— R DIESENTEGEME, OARANFGESA, ¥ — 7, BALLL, RAEWZEH
(2017 4E 9 A 25 H=#)

Abstract

This study investigates the teachers’ and learners’ beliefs about the Target Language
(TL) use only in the class in the Japanese EFL (English as foreign language) context. The
researcher conducted an exploratory study with quantitative and qualitative analyses within
a multimethod approach. The participants as teachers for only NNESTs (non-native English
speaking teachers) at universities and university students as learners were examined.

As findings, the results for the quantitative study showed many different sets of beliefs on
TL use in the class among teachers and learners. As a whole, learners expected TL use in the
class quite positively, however, teachers seemed to struggle with its use and feel the necessity

of L1 (Japanese) use at the same time. Moreover, although the learners expected TL use only
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in the class positively, they expected their teachers to use TL more frequently than they do.

Keywords: TL use only in the class, NNEST, Belief, BALLI, Mixed-Methods approach
(Received September 25, 2017)

1. FUSIC

FHAMIEZ 2FIIOVTHAZEY =7 (&) 2fFoThBY., Z20HII¥HEED
) — 7B R G2 5, LPLERLHEMOE) — 7 0REEBEDPFEEIG 8%
BRRKEVIZHED ST, & <12 EFL (English as a foreign language) BE3EIZBWTIEZh
5 OMFEMED TR E 7% ST Hh -7 (Borg, 2003) s 3£ T TL (Target Language)
R - BEREHICOW T HAR T MhoE 4 L fRIC#EREZ#E LI 7 — <7225 (Carson
and Kashihara, 2012; Critcheley, 1999; Ford, 2009; Yamamoto-Wilson, 1997) . H A& M #4301k
BRSPS EAL EHARIZIE "F—b - A7) v a” LW EEIFIEL . FDER
FUT LD RERRDADZEFEEARKIT 55D TE RV, C OB EFEOFIEN HAD
PREHBE OB CIBRIOSHRIRETERE ) — 7TOMEICEEL 52 Tnb, KEDA
YANT I a IO ERFEORTOIRE L FEE L TV LTS iU, A=~
T val bw)BEDIEDD HIERICHED E 100% TEFETIE % BFEL A L TR
EEZTo TV HKbB V5, ZOXHIZ, ZOF —AIFENBESHEMERIZOWTHE
MR A EAR L TWEEEZ BN,

ARIFRIECOMERE 2 C. HARANIEFEH M (NNEST: non-native English speaking
teachers) & RFAEDIZENTOHBESET b L ZOUIRICB W TITEEMLHIT L T
EDEL)RE) =T 2o TV LDONEHRRLIODTH b, HIY - EHHAEIT DR
PO EAT o THREWMIFEIC LD . H4 08 — 7 % HEFHA L 72,

2. FE(TERA

BSEEASEBICBIT A ) — 7 OWfFRIE 1990 £ SR AICH ZMHD, s 0
HEAT1996 FELIEICAT LTV 2 (Borg, 2003) s Borg (2006) (& 2006 4E & TIZATI S
CEREMOCY) — 72T 5 180 LLEo Ll (E—FiE) . L2 GESE) . FL (EhME
iE) SUIRTORE A BfgeE AR L. 215 RN Z O 2 B L 720 H ot
T L B EBEHMBIMEE L, MEH->TVT, EDL D REERLITHZ &0, EIEZ
FroTwaon, o CIELICRELZ G250 EDL )L bDTHLE V) FHE
MRS LFIILETHD EREL TV 5,

YY) — 712 L Tid% < %D TH N T & 725 McDonough (2002) 1Z¥kFliA# 2 5 B
S AP ERBETIEE)HAEZR L, TEVPHLHER LT, ZOWFTIIEFLOF
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FEHETI MO EREL ERBIIIEFE L L CTERORGAR CEHIEOZ D &It F
WY B ENMEEERAT OB L Lo 7 AR R o TV oA S 202 L7z Loewen
etal. (2009) (FICFEIRE LR OFTIEIZOWTOE ) — 7 IZOWTRE ﬁn&%%w T
L, BifieFHEDOL ) — 7 IZHERDPH HH %R L7z Levine (2003) 1, #HZ L D
TL (HEESE) OATOREFEEKIIS OHAHATEZ % &%WTL@%i%Wﬁwfk

EHERKIELZ2E LN &) E2 I LT, IR RIZBWTIEZD X ) A
RoNhro/zFr il Twb,

B L Z 19 WAL DRSS A EREZZEP T TLAEHIZRI L CIERERERE 2 k3 2 @At
e oM TR A > T 72 (Krashen, 1982; Hawkins, 1987) . Cook (2001) 1& 2 2 ® 7 v —
TWBREL TV ElBRTHEY . —2Id FErH LI IR 7»—7\%5~ﬁu‘§
ENTORNMED LI OiEH THH ., ZOB L2 13HE SN, LLIZOW TG ER T,
BRFAEND E V) EDIEFLLAMIIBEVR L NEFIEL LT Z 51Tz (Cook,
2001, p. 404) o

Z D% 1990 FEARDOWDIZ 72 V) IZHENTORERF IS 209823 2 T & 72, Macaro
(1997) IS REHNN & 8 & O BRI 7 L CIRENTW I LL 25H RS sk
B BIZHH L7ze & 512 Duff and Polio (1990) 1 6 DD K[E D KA T EFL %%
THAN L 2 HFRHEAOEEGZHFA L, Mk LTHEH 70% v ) BEIVR S, 2h
THHMI L 2EN L2 HHOEAE1X 10 ~100% & DIFIEVETH > - Fr%EH S b,
C DTN DAUTEET O REFEE ALEDPIEN IR IS 2 52 2 ZRNO—>Th o 72
HPREN TV LA, BIETIIRENTREERIFE A S ). BRS LMo BEIEH
H %ﬂﬁl%Té%f)“}ﬁi‘DéﬂTw% (Macaro, 1997: Polio and Duff, 1994) , %P EEREMIH O

BENIL] & L2 OFROBNEFE 2, X BN AR L v N EREREIZG 2 HHESH
%5@?%50ka@wn EATEFIZD IS TELSB SN TEAZENTO L1 O
R BHNOREY F SIS B8/ b RIBEL TV D

3. RAFE
3.1 UB—FIIRF3Y
KHZED BIIHADORFETOHE L RFEDORENTLHER., $4bbI0WEI1CE
TIERENFEFEMEHIZIOWTOE ) =7 2T 250 TH L, AW TOHE L IZH
RANFEFEZNN (NNEST) OAZx G e LTEBY ., FEHELIIRFEOAEZTIFLE LTV,
Y —F 72 2Fa3 2 LTUTD2O%%IT 5,

1) BEAVEFEHICOWTHMEFEER EDL ) ) =T 2> Tnbh?

2) B & R EORFENIEEEM IS5 ) — 7 e LTORE (D) 1idd
BDH?
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3.2 BIE

KRIFFEDBINH 1T £ ) ITKRFEO ARNEEHE & KFETH D HEOBN
TREE A (BHIS4 K39 %), —HRFAEOSINERIL 234 %4 (176 4 ¢
157 % HERLA D1 %) Thbo BHEIIKFTHMLD 2 WILFEFE TEELH LS H
RNFEFEHELAT (NNEST) T 1), HERHIIHA TH D, BEIZL > TIBERELR LR
HZHH L TWb 720, BREEIESINg o NE Ll 7285 %2R L T\wb (Table 1),
W, ZOBMETH LB OFREDEIE S FL Lo LR > TB Y. £ 6 OB
E10FELLETHDENT T VB ETH AN ENS555 (Table 2)

Table 1 HERDIEHFE

Subjects Number of Subjects Number of
people people

Reading 18 Practical English 17

Writing 6 General English 19
Listening 4 Interpretation/ 3

Translation course

Speaking 2 Methods in Teaching English 4
Grammar 7 Others (linguistic etc.) 4
Qualification course 32 * BEIE ] D720 BInEE L 54 %% LIl
(TOEIC, TOEFL, EIKEN) T,

Table 2 ZEMDEESFEL

Teaching experience Number of people
less than 1 year 3 (5.6%)
Between 1 and 3 years 5(9.3%)
Between 3 and 5 years 2 (3.7%)
Between 5 and 10 years 11 (20.4%)
more than 10 years 32 (59.3%)
No response 1(1.9%)

N=54

=77 ZINETH B RFAEE, & LIMERERFO 1 EEDPS 4 BIAEDORKFEEZRE L
72 B BEFER O L IR S TMONEREZ B L TW 2 FAS EEIN TV 50
U REZEDOH THAEL I RITN B TH Do S IIMEFERFEOREE VIR L, H
RNBEFEHA B 5 ISV E NGB L B HFEDOARDZELE AR L DAL T,
PFREOBEME R RT 2D, BB TH D RKFAD TOEIC A2 7 2R LT 2755, 5457
D 1 DL TOEIC R IFED BRI L ZER L 722 % v &) A D720 AR i
Ferovr, EERIIITEREIIHRL NV DFEEEES 25 (Table 3)o
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Table 3 XE&EDRELANIL

TOEIC score Number of students
<300 points 9 ( 3.8%)
300-399 37 (15.8%)
400-499 76 (32.5%)
500-599 27 (11.5%)
600-699 23 (1 9.8%)
700-799 8 (34%)
800 points = 5(21%)
Never taken 49 (20.9%)
N=234
3.3 FR

Horwitz (1985, 1987) %3BH3& L 72 BALLI (Beliefs About Language Learning Inventory) (4%
BHBEOE) — 7 2iil&d 5720 34 HE O ERTHL S BRI TD %0 AIFSETIIER
FAEICBWTHREH GBI L7 “F— - A7) v o’ 32T 5 EM 6 HE
oo AE40 HE OB X 2 BRI E I L7z, BRIAUE 5 kTR S BRIt E
—HICERERE LCRARDO 7 24 2V — b AORE D KIEL 72,

F) VIO BALLIXFEZOE) =7 % 5007 7 T =X L T2 5, A5
THHLZLDTIETFRO62DOH T T —LR5T\wb, (Table4)

Table 4 BALLI D948

Category Items
SHFEOML S 3,4,7,16, 28, 33
AV EIRE-E O 1,2,11, 17, 26, 34, 37, 38, 39
S EORE 5,9, 13,19, 23, 29, 31
BHEFEHOALN T TV — 8, 10, 14, 15, 20, 21, 22, 25
ST OB - WitE 27,32, 35, 36
=N A YT )y v a” BEEICHELCGEINL2EE 6,12, 18, 24, 30, 40

AWFZET "= - A 2Ty a” EERICHET B EM & LGRS W EM O
BUTD62TH%,

No.6: FEFIZL - TIHKEIFBEEESHE (5 OATETITONLIHNEETH S,

No. 12 : il I3 ¥ THESHE G5 kL7202 HTLIRETH S,

No. 18 ! FEFIIWETHIESH (i) 2RI LZILMEHTLIRETH S,

No. 24 : Z¥ENTOREE (HARE) . FEEZOHESHE () THORSE2 &
TWAHIIHR 5D,

No.30: “F— A7) via” ORFELIZTI00% HIESE (58 2H)FTH L,
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No.40: “F— ) - A7) v 2" OFETIRIZEAEOIMEIAT5I2% 5,

3. 4 S9WF=E

RWFZEIE RN - BRAN G 21T o 72IREWRIEOFETHM Lz, T3 iThbhizel
FHAT T SPSS 34T & Fl VW 72t it 2 47w Beabfieit. A ¥ T ~ v oMl (2 v X7
AN 7)) b CCHFIHORREZIRR Lize WFHHTICBIT2 27003y 7 a ik
71 (i) 74 (FEE) AR LTBVEARHELZLTHLBMETH - 72,
BTV CERMMK - HEBRE VT2 ar == f VI 2 —DFEIZ3D
Dt 7 a L —EOEMREITTbN . AR TIREMNREDOHERIZOVWTITREE
BT o724 VP Ca—OMEDHRFFEMEMET 2D ET L, 4 V7 Ea—I33EFEDOH
2 & B (ERE100%) % 6 MIERE CREBR L 72/8, V727 v a v == |2 k> T “F—
WAy 7 )y va” BECHLTE) =732 b L8 AUHE L2SE 11 IS LT
fFbohize 15D A ¥ ¥ ¥ 2 — %2 BIICHBESHI L TWh,

4. HR-E=

4. 1 ENAEE
4. 1. 1 ERSH

Figures 1 & 2 1ZFC LTI BT 2 il & KFAOFHHEE 2N ZEMIEE & 1R
LTwa, BHMoOEZEIZ]L RZHIE)) ~5 (R ZHIEb%V) D5 H4ETHo 72
DRFACICHE L CTHEMIC— R L TR R 2 L), FVORETHL 3 (K55 THA
V) Aokl L KELTER L) B (0~2) 28%. T (0~-2) 2fE LR
720 & COEMEH X Appendix 1 & L TERIZIR L TWh,

NS O E RFAEDFIMEDOK %2 i L TH D &, 10 HBIZBW TR 234 { ot
OMER CFEOIERAP R LR LD D) 2R LTW5E, 2O 10HBIZUTOEMIEHTH
%o
No.6 : H#EFIZL o TIHKIFHESE (JFE) OATEUTONLIFENEETH S,
No.11 : —DODHEFEZFHEE L AL > TE EHIZH ) DO SEX HAFIHMH TH 5,
No.17 : FMFHHEFE O @D B 5 o
No.21 : o> NOFICHERE 553 I < v,

No.22 ! FIIOEIZHHEVZFF SN Tz b, ZOR) 2127 o THU) B < FTEE L Vo

No.23 : S EREZ R FI VT ILEOLV— VAL CERT ETH D,

No.24 : ZHENTORGE (HAE) R #HEEO BESHE (L) fHoks &>
TWBEHIIA D,

No.26 : LI B ML ) bIEREFB ICB VT LEFTH S,

No.32: b LEAHEZ EFICEEE25. BRI T &2 57259,

No.37 : ZFELL LAkt 2 NTEHA VW,
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2= MY —2=m ) Bbkiwn

CNODORGHEAIIZH > 72 EMIEHE D9 6. No.b & No.24 IFFAEED “F—n -1 7
Vool FEICHEMET AEME LTMAZZIHE Th o 7o RKFEOSINE OHMHEX
TN ATy A OFREILWLTHEN R EY) -7 E o T A 0lIx LT,
KFAEFTDLAHEMIIRZ TWd, #RE LT, ZORFAFIHMOIE 2 5L I
ZENTLHEHICOWTIEEENZE) =7 2FoTWnwb L E X b,

COZHBUAHIBWT S SHEOHENDH ) . Fhl L FHEDLE ) — 7 OV IdFE4
BERDHEATWS E BN, Polat (2009) 1& “EFLEBECTH /) ¥ A1 7 4 7S rE#kflX
CLT (Communicative Language Teaching) %> Content- or Task-based D&k % 1} 2 [
WD ZORDYIHES B HD L2 FRED S SN D RER BIEDO KM 7291230
FAROIREEZFARAICI Y AN (p238) LiEfL T\ b, ZOFE—HIIZWHEH
K2\ HARD EFL BB NNEST 2 X 8 & L7 RERRFHRO—RHELE LTLEzH5N5
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HRRWERTH Do

4. 1. 2 1EEESHR

ARIFF7E D BT OAHBI S HTREH 1L Ueno (2015) 2BV TR HE SN TW B 0T
BRI BVTIEZOMEZ LT O LR L TB & 72\,

MO TIEREFEED "= - A7)y v a” BEOL) —7i13Mb0% < O ERIE
HEOFWHBEER L. —FH&AiZ7-VTw2~3HE L OZMEE L oME% e
WZEEED, RFEALDOUE) =T DENERL T 5, 72720, i B No.24 D3
WEEEEH IO W TOEMEBIZOAMIIEE & 0% OMBE % R, & 13E 5 @i % 7R
L720 & OFIEFEIR ST A S [ Bk Z il C b BEEN BRI DWW T O ¥ — 71 E TL A
HAEMbLNRELD S, LDEMLZE) -T2 L T2 EE 2L, HENEMHEH
DY) =T DIROENEZRL T,

4. 1. 3 RAFHH

RIZHEN & RFEAEDE ) — 7 2 T B 72012, ED L) @B ERAEH L T 5E0
&R B 72 ORI T 5T % AT o 720 T AHTIEAT O > T 4 XAhss4 L% <
B0l 72O EETIR R CEAL LOR/NIEE - 7a~y 7 AREEEZ IR 720

KEEDOE) =T 51E 4 DORFIFEN T LD > TELD, 21Ux L CHAO K+
Z22oTHho72 TTREMORFE LT —213 [HEGEFEDA PS5V —] (temld,
31,23,25) T ) —2lk [HHEGFEAED#MYE] (ltem26, 34, 35) THh D, mEkA+ ) T
V@ BALLI (Horwitz, 1985) D417 T —HIZT TIAFIEL T 5 DL HFLL T izo
T, ZNHOEMEH L OB#EMD S ZOR T 4% 5% L7z, (Table )

ZI L TCRFEDORTIEA Y VF VO BALLI OB 7 ) — EFPLL Tz Dl
[FEEEE A+ T 7 V=] (teml4, 7,20,36) OATH ) Mo 3 >ORFIEZnzi [H
{35 B O— BRI Y — 7] (tem 26, 34, 38, 31,23, 10). [ A4 A —] (tem 37,8, 19)
[“F—= A4 7Yy ya” ZELH] (tem 18,12,30,24) L 45l % g L7 (Table6).
HEHIRELTZZORTIH LS b RFEOE ) —7 & LTRENTLHERICET 2 5E
M) =T HPBEN o TETVLIRETH D, TIUIHEI L 2 W EAT, B3N TL
ZOWT ORI OMFEICERD D 5 F AR/ LT 5, HfIZIZENTO TL EHIZOW
TEHRFEEHICOVTORLESEZE L TWAH YY) —7OEEA R S, KA RE
WIEEM % ifF L TV 2@ A2 H 2 B0 mTAE CTHL - 7205, s OBESFEM %
BIREORRETIRRD 2 L & 5,
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Table 5 HEIOHFER =

Item Factor Communality
1 2
14 0.747 -0.165 0.500
31 0.698 0.123 0.562
23 0.644 0.053 0.441
25 0.426 0.041 0.196
26 -0.079 0.716 0.480
34 0.068 0.600 0.393
35 0.031 0.521 0.283
Factor Contribution 1.808 1.401 3.209
Cumulative Contribution Ratio 28.303 40.784
Extraction: Unweighted Least Squares Method.
Rotation Method: Promax with Kaiser Normalization.
Rotation converged in 3 iterations.
Table 6 KFEEDHFETEE
Item Factor Communality
1 2 3 4
26 0.564 -0.018 0.043 0.016 0.317
34 0.558 0.068 0.110 0.025 0.313
38 0.549 -0.122 0.173 -0.028 0.296
31 0.508 0.046 -0.124 0.074 0.311
23 0.478 0.041 0.061 0.135 0.278
10 0.433 0.199 -0.202 -0.064 0.242
18 -0.205 0.673 0.059 0.025 0.579
12 0.043 0.564 0.061 -0.080 0.309
30 0.086 0.510 -0.075 -0.069 0.209
24 0.193 0.498 -0.102 -0.007 0.237
14 0.135 0.118 0.615 -0.055 0.406
7 0.146 -0.172 0.537 -0.205 0.218
20 -0.173 0.155 0.419 0.143 0.390
36 -0.109 -0.052 0.348 0.232 0.222
37 0.068 -0.145 -0.170 0.647 0.364
8 0.064 0.032 0.097 0.388 0.212
19 0.322 0.054 0.056 0.338 0.293
Factor Contribution 2.011 1.683 1.436 1.329 6.459
Cumulative Contribution Ratio 12.362 23.604 27.753 30.548

Extraction: Unweighted Least Squares Method.
Rotation Method: Promax with Kaiser Normalization.
Rotation converged in 7 iterations.
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4. 2 EMRASE
KIGCTOEMNTAEHRIIA VI 22— 72 a Y ORDOIMEL R DH, FTIEEMET
BHBHRFEDE ) — 7 DEALDOPRE Table 7 TR L72e ST HARFEZ HH L 2w
Yeih D I DIZHE R HAE T 6 M2 DRI & 2T 21T o72) 7L 7 v a v == D%
WCEBbDTH B, 11 HOFEDOTIE 28BN Lo FELEENTNED, 20
2HETKIZDHEDOE) — 72 HE LTz THEESRE L, HWRESR E L.

Table 7 KZ&£EDEU—TDZE(LDOAR

R~ F 5
v —70 - :
i Bt —» R0t 1
Bk — B 1
R0 Uk — FEL 2
% S (2% L) 2

FaDA vy dPEEAEE L L CiThbi, fEENERIILT =L - A
Y7y va” BECHET A IEOEMEBEREROBEM ATV, O MIZOWTIEEE
WBIMEICELTO S I AT A NVERIRL 2 WTFIRSDA v I Ea—BMEEDAL > ¥
Ya—NEEEY) — 724 - R U CHIRE§ 2 EN B S v 7 — 2 - 8
B (HERY) IR0 L RENEEFA - 7=V A vy Ca—HNTHTE X~
T FEGHELTRIIFEDLDTH D, (Tabled)

CNLDBMEDA ¥ ¥ Ea—hOIRENEMHICN T 25BEOE ) — 7 O
IWIIRZ Do TN EFIA & OB S B F 2 TEMHAL L CoRRE b TNTE
BELT,

B2 ORFAEED— NE B\ CHAC IR 2 Ik N SR B ER SO
VLRV REVECIIEDGHD ., ZOHTENFHEORFELFETH 5o KISHFE
FNCIZEN TR IO WTHEEN R ) — 72 B L s igoddo ¥ —7— F
&R & LI Th o lze WS IEEAIIC /v LR TR O 20 12 HARGE
AT 2HEAPFL e —HRENZE) — I DRHEN S HENE L L 725 5E
EFFEDO AN K DI x EBIABRT 2 F ALY oz L& L Twiz, Lol
BHREINEOFHBEDOREL 6 BOFEEERTH /2720, FIEELALET, Hng
VI A-—HNTOLZORL TR TEN, FEEIWEIDOLHIZ, ¥ — 7 DRI
RO ELDoEAIIEHENIILE > TV EW) RO H 2 E05 D50 X, THUTETH
TGS o 72D T OZNH DO RFAEIL NNEST OFZ3E % NEST DI & i
FTAMEADDHLHENA VI =00 A2 EHITES I ARSI L.
FLSHEFEEEL LCORMEEOFLMEL TB Y. HRARFELMSEEEOSFD
RBEIE % NEST & DR (R L TN D EIFF L Tz Z ORI H AR NFEREHAI A3 %3
WHEEEMEH % T A B, NNEST 7% 6 ClEOZE 2 FOF G0 . IFFICEELELZ L
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Table 8 4 VHE1—BIIEBEDEED

. TL (%) TL (%)
Student Belief change Teacher Learner Key words
Mr. A Disagree 40% 60% Vocabulary,
— moderately disagree explanation,
grammar
Ms. B Moderately disagree 80% 60% Anxiety,
— agree concentration
Ms. C Moderately disagree 100% 20 ~ 30% | Grammar,
— no change explanation
Ms. D Moderately disagree 100% 100% Level of contents,
— moderately agree vocabulary
Mr. E Disagree 90% 80% Explanation,
— agree grammar,
mortify,
concentrate
Mr. F Moderately disagree 70% 60% L1 use,
— no change cannot catch up with class
Ms. G Moderately agree 80% 60% Concentration,
— agree familiarity
Ms. H Moderately agree 80% 50% Get used to listening,
— agree glad to understand
Ms. I Moderately agree 100% 60% Pronunciation,
— agree listening,
fun
Mr. J Moderately agree 80% 80% Improve English skills,
— agree concentrate on listening,
NNEST's English speed
Ms. K Moderately agree 80% 20% Teacher's English output,
— agree my English level,
explanation,
NNEST's role

EZ b

X, EFLEEE 2 6 TIEOFEZEORL L F» P LS > TE 7z, EFLEFETH L HATO
FENPEBEEHIEFEE L o TEBEEZH RO —2 L LTIRA LN TV D55
2o BIFEZEIZF—T—FELT "WAZV Y L) T — Raefo "B £ “Hhly”
HEDT—FEHELTA Y Ea—NTHRIHEALTE), ZoFEIZoFREDR
BHEIZE o THFBETITONLEEIHEIMOTE T B LH ML LRGN, #
BEEBGPEFETII A= — 2 a VEERITIRS L LTIRR IV E W) 18
COEWRED G S5 h o572, TOFITENFALOBRETHREHE LY S RKFAEDIT
I DIEFENIGREHH A HIFRE L T2 BlHER 2 —o 0B L ER 57259, HEEW
9 EFLBE CORFOWFFZE I A B AT A VTIDODNL P EL I L THEEEIZT Y
DAZANVTIREEZITDLHEP SV, BETRT 7 T4 77—V FPRBENTETY
LN, ENBWERDAYT A NDBZEITH 57205 ZZMTELRNTH L, TOZHIN
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BIZFESMA Y A VDO 212, FREEITIZEN RO L UL, 2
FThbbHEAOWFEYHVCHFET IHRE LRI T ENLLEDTHAS ),

CNSEMWRAEOF R O CIIERGDP S, KFETHLBME I 2O NV —T251F
5N %o NNESTIZ & B IENEEMEHICHEEN ) — 7 2 FOSINEEILEFEIC L 5 2
RaZr—YarEEERLTBY., —Ji, WEMLREY) =7 2807 )V — T O E
BIREORCNERRICEZ BTV L0 Gho72 HEMNZEY) -7 %227 )L —
TEMEEITEREIC & o THEHRBEL G255 25 HICARL R RS, Mo 7215
Lo THEENEIZODVTWIT R B 2FHABN TV, ZLTCIDTV—TDdH)—2D
YY) — 7 O TER LT EISHEFHICB TR A AEO DO TH L L EZ T
WAL TH o7,

IS OEHEDRHRIIENFEDHREFIEL TV DH IR0 2HE0FHPI S,
X, BRARSREME OSSR TEFH R T TID L) 2 — THIRICBWTIdE
B - RAYRRASH S 2T ) IRAMIZEEILE L Cwd EEmIOIT bNb, B -7 2wz
ETAHDHROEEEDOIMFICBWTIESHRDL 20X ) REAMFRENERIEH SN, L/
bbb,

5. &5

KIFZEIE H AN B 23Rl T2 oW C H AR ASEEES T & KFAED YY) — 7 %R
BB L > THEFAE L 720D TH b, VT —F 27 T AFa VIZUTO2HTH -7,

1) BENEEFETICOWTHMEFEZ I EDE ) B ) — 72T 507125
IR
2) Ehili & B E OBENIEELIZNT 28 — 7 OENIEH L DN ?

D) —F 7 T AT 3 VIZOWTIE, EENICTEFFEOFRENFHL XV TH LK
FHFEOFFENIGEERIIOVTOL ) — T IFHEENTH o725, —HEHDIT ) (3323
WCTORFEHHICH T 2 LR L OFARE VI U208 5 FaB 2D W TR R i
EIZH o 7z0 L KRFEZESEHENEBEHICHENTED o 7oA HGEE G O[HIC
R &) KD I3 L AR ORGEMEA Z MR L Tz SORFAZEIZE ST “F—
W A7)y a” LB ORZFENER M 2 ER L T 72H 5 h 5,

B0 —F 7 T AF 3 B L TR L7z & 95 128l & S8 E OB ENREEES
BT 2E) = 7I2IEE L OFEVHH ). &) DI REEMEH IO TIIEAN & KA TR
RELTEVE RN - BAEHER TR L. TOEVLED T, RIFEDF L OEIRD
BIUIR L. ARIEOAiE &35 (Figure 3)o

KRB E DY v TN A ZHVNEVFHER, KREED L NV PSHRTHRESNLTW 5
PO AT R WS, SHOEEE L CTHED L ANVHIRFIEI T 5 Ek & o
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CRATIRED & B B

HEL EOTHMEL LT T CET, BEENEREMHICHET 2HMeLFEE O ) — 71
TEANFEEEIEPEND L) EBIL TV E W,

Teachers’ and Learners’ Beliefs about TL Use
Only in the Class

\]

\

Quantitative Analyses

Qualitative Analyses

BALLI (Horwitz, 1985)
- Correlation analysis
-Factor analysis

Multimethod Approach
*Questionnaire

- Class observation
*Reaction paper

v

-Interview

-
L

,/' Findings

{ - L1 use = opposite tendency
between teachers and learners

-Teachers’ strong beliefs about L1

use

-Different expectations/beliefs
Teachers; solid,
Learners; varied

-a variety of beliefs

/4 Findings

{ +TL use=Learners expect
teachers’ output to be greater

- Learners expect NNEST to
understand the emotional

am aspects

+Ambiguous anxiety or past
negative experience shaped the
learners’ negative beliefs

*Supported the quantitative results

-Learner’s beliefs: changeable
but unstable

v \W/

Negative group

..................

_________________

=consider contents of each lesson

Positive grou

=consider improving communicative

\

/

<Conclusion>

Teachers’ and learners’ beliefs about TL use only had

different characteristics.

=Necessary to consider this fact while conducting the class

Figure 3 i - KFEDEEAREEFERAICEHTIEU-TJFEHE

_81_




KRB AR AR EL 51475 (2017)

SER

Borg, S. (2003). Teacher cognition in language teaching: A review of research on what language teacher
think, know, believe and do. Language Teaching, 36(2), 81-109.

Borg, S. (2006). Teacher cognition and teacher education: Research and practice. London: Continuum.

Carson, E., & Kashihara, H. (2012). Using the L1 in the L2 classroom: The students speak. The Language
Teacher, 36(4), 41-48.

Cook, V. J. (2001). Using the first language in the classroom. The Canadian Modern Language Review, 57,
402-423.

Critcheley, M. (1999). Bilingual support in English classes in Japan: A survey of student opinions of L1
use by foreign teachers. The Language Teacher, 23(9), 10-13.

Duff, P.A., & Polio, C.G. (1990). How much foreign language is there in the foreign language classroom?
The Modern Language Journal, 74, 154-166.

Ford, K. (2009). Principles and Practices of L1/L2 use in the Japanese University in EFL classroom. JALT
Journal, 31(1), 63-80.

Franklin, C.E.M. (1990). Teaching in the target language. Language Learning Journal, Sept, 20-24.

Horwitzs, K. (1985). Using students’ beliefs about language learning and teaching in the foreign language
methods course. Foreign Language Annals, 18, 333-340.

Horwitz, K. (1987). Surveying student beliefs about language learning. In A. Wenden & J. Rubin (Eds.),
Learner strategies in language learning (pp.119-129). NJ: Prentice-Hall.

Hawkins, E.W. (1987). Modern language in the curriculum. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Krashen, S.D. (1982). Principles and practice in second language acquisition. Oxford; Pergamon.

Levine, G.S. (2003). Student and instructor beliefs and attitudes about target language use, first language
use, and anxiety: Report of a questionnaire study. The Modern Language Journal, 87, 343-364.

Loewen, S., Li. F., Fei, F., Thompson, A., Nakatsukasa. K., Ahn, S., & Chen, X. (2009). Second language
learners’ beliefs about grammar instruction and error correction. The Modern Language Journal, 93,
91-104.

Macaro, E. (1997). Target language, collaborative learning and autonomy. Clevedon, UK: Multilingual
Matters.

McDonough,J. (2002). The teacher as language learner; worlds of difference? English Language Teacher
Journal, 56, 404-411.

Polat, N. (2009). Matches in beliefs between teachers and students, and success in L2 attainment: The
Georgian example. Foreign Language Annals, 42, 229-249.

Polio, C., & Duff, P (1994). Teachers language use in university foreign language classrooms: A
qualitative analysis of English and target language alternation. The Modern Language Journal, 78,
313-326.

Ueno, 1. (2015). A comparative study of teachers’ and learners’ beliefs about the ‘ALL ENGLISH' class.
Japan Association for Language Education and Technology, Kansai Chapter Collected Papers, 15, 89-
107.

Yamamoto-Wilson, J. (1997). Can a knowledge of Japanese help our EFL teaching? The Language
Teacher, 21(1), 69.

_82_



B SRSENTERR NI T B H AR NTERRS & Ko ) — 7 D REWIRIEIC & 2 B

Appendix 1
The Modified BALLI (Japanese)
HAGER T ¥ — T

DF ORI 5 20BN DO 5@ L BDIhEHDZEA TSV,
(A) B<ZEHI/RS B) Y (O EBLTHAV (D) Bbhkw
(E) #0122 9 Bb v

No. | HMIHHE [

0%

1| SHEREAEITAANL D, FRIZE S TOIE) PRHTSH 5o

2 | MEFEOF R Fo TEE NI NES VD,

3 | SRR o TIRHMMOFFHEL Y EHRIZFNDFHEDND 5o

RO GBEFA TS S GE5E) 13,
4 A) FEFICEELY B) LY (O LY
(D) fiig () JE# IS

5 | BPEGBIEFAA TV SN (B5F) 13, AARBLE CHETH %,

FEFIE > TEFIAESRH (5E) 0ATETITOLI LN EETD
ZQJO

FAITRAEINIZZ OEFH GEFF) PRELTICFHEL L) IR b LELT
Who

8 | ROIEF CHEREZ§HIIEETH 5.

9 | SHEREZ AT 2O IIAMNE DAL 2 M B FALETH Lo

10 | EMEICEEE 2 X9 1222 L TIIHERETMS 5 ) & TldZy

—ODONEFEZFHEL NZE o TIE, 5128 ) —DODFrEE P RFIIM

U e,

12 | BENIIEFETHESH G5 27202 MHHT 2 RETH D,

13 | SHEREISAME TR AT ) AR,

DA TOVLNEREZGE L TV B ARV S, 2O ANOFTIZEGEHE O

Mo zwicic,

15 | SHEREDIERA D5 5 W EHIHEI L T 2 TH B

b LA L HICL

il ey (R )
(A) T4k (B) 1-24E (C) 3-54 (D) 5-104 (E) 1 H 1B
M D28 TIEFMBIIE B L w»

RHEFEFH I MAZZEEG, ENd S VolET
Mo
16

_83_



KRB AR AR EL 51475 (2017)

17 | RISEFEOE D B % o

18 | EfEREECTHESTE 85D 2k 72032 AT LIRETH LD,

19 | FHEFEZ ZRFR 2V TOH LWl E £ ERRTH D,

20 | AEELARD R LME T 2FEEETH 5,

21 | Mo NORTTHERE Z R I S,

gy | MHIOEICHEC RSN TR0, TORMY & IS4 > TR B CHi
HEL W

23 | SEREEZFSFE VTV LEO V-V E L ERFTH D,

gy | EHEWTORG (HAR) AL, FUEEOBMEHE GG MRk
KEESTHWLHEIIRD

25 | LLV—2 (7K) CTHETL2HEIEETH S,

26 | KYEEBEL D SAEREFEICB T LT TH S,

27 O LA LY EFICEHEE/20, TNEMEHI LS OWEBH L7259,

28 | HMEEEA EETFULEET 2 L D ECH S

20 | HMEFESEEIIFER TOMOHEE 2 E AT L I5E .

5 | ATV ATT) el ORBELIE100% BESE GG 265 HT
b5,

31 | HMEREZ FSFUI VTV H AR SRR E T 2 HTH Do

32 | b LB IHEE RIS 6, RWEFHIR B e 257259,

33 ?i%fktbiwtb?é$ CEELZZ L) T A LD EE T

34| HEERCHENBE R NIEEEESETTH 5,

3B | HAMNINEFELFETHFREETHLLEZ T D,

36 | EFEEOANL & L) X BT L7000, PEFFEERFEDT

37 | ZEFEDLEERE S NFHEDS VG,

38 | HENISEREFEPHBETH 5,

39 %@?ﬂ@%f@kﬁﬂﬁ%%%f%«f-xE—ﬁ—@iiK%@éi
I 5B,

40 | A=W A7) vy a” ORFETIIITZENE ORI %
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