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the segment above, as a rule of thumb, Rose told the students that adverbs were usually 

formed by adding –ly, In this example, the use of adverb far contradicted the general rule, 

and confused the students. In a follow-up whole-class interview, when I asked what 

really helped the students in their understanding considering the whole lesson, most of 

them found explicit instruction and identification of an adverb in a sentence as 

augmenting factors in their understanding. One student mentioned that she liked it when 

Rose circled the words that needed attention. Several students touched upon the influence 

of Rose’s conversational style in their engagement during the study of adverbs.  

The second survey was also given right after the end of the lesson (February 12, 

2013), in which the first fifteen minutes was spared for Daily Language Review (DLR). 

The target of the DLR was general sentence correction. With the DLR exercises, Rose 

had the chance of highlighting pronouns, have/has, and do/does not. While they were 

correcting sentences, Rose provided direct instruction on singular and plural pronouns 

and the correct forms of have/has or do/does in a sentence. Similar to the first survey 

results, the students who chose the option “understood very well” provided teacher’s 

explicit instruction as a reason for their clear understanding. One of the students wrote 

that his awareness increased when the teacher also provided the erroneous use of do/does  

in a sentence. What the student referred to in his comment during the instruction occurred 

as below: 

R: Why do we not use does and you? 

St 1: because does it for like I, he or she.  

R: Does I, I does? I does the dishes. (The students laughed)  

St 2: I do the dishes.  
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R: So, it isn't I.  

The students who circled the choice “somewhat understood” did not provide any reasons 

for their choice. However, they added that fixing sentences helped their understanding.  

In follow-up whole-class interviews after the lesson, I asked the students what 

they really liked and found helpful in their learning. The most common answers revolved 

around the warm-up practices. Almost all of the students found the provision of clear, 

concise explanations regarding the target grammar beneficial. Here are some of the 

answers they provided: 

 What is common and proper noun is more clear to me. 

 Correction and fixing helps me. 

I found it helpful when she showed us when to use do and doesn’t. 

The teacher showed us the right ways and the wrong ways. 

One of the students expressed that he enjoyed working in groups, which was 

followed by a whole class activity. He preferred group work because he felt more 

comfortable talking to his friends. He said that when they work with friends they could 

ask any questions they had much more freely, and they did not feel the pressure of 

“looking stupid” as they thought they would have felt if they had asked similar questions 

to their teachers in front of the rest of the class. While one student appreciated the 

teacher’s frequent repetition, another student valued teacher’s physical positioning in the 

classroom during instruction. She found herself more engaged when the teacher 

circulated around the room or stood next to them.   

The Match and Mismatch Between Teacher and Student Perceptions 

The data analysis exhibited that Rose’s decision-making around use of FFI options 
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closely matched with the student perceptions of the influence of the teacher teaching 

options in their learning. As pointed out within Rose’s philosophy of grammar teaching 

earlier, Rose believed in connecting grammar with the immediate target context; yet, she 

was also aware that some of her students benefited from detailed, explicit instruction 

followed by structured input activities. Rose’s student data show that students also found 

explicit instruction that involved related activities as helpful in their comprehension. The 

activities that included sentence correction, teacher frequent repetition of the correct 

form, circling or underlining the target grammar item, and teacher comparison of the 

correct and the incorrect form was among student perceptions of teacher teaching options 

that augmented their learning. Rose’s thinking of explicit teaching involved all of these 

mentioned strategies. She revealed that showing the differences between target forms, 

and pointing them out either by circling or underlining during instruction increased 

student noticing. She also thought that the use of erroneous forms and comparing them 

was effective in drawing student attention to the target grammar point and humored the 

students. Teacher repetition was also one of the matching perspectives. Repetition is one 

of the most used teaching strategies as it helps in student recall of the target grammar 

point and eventually helps the target form extend into the long-term memory. Rose was 

aware of the power of repetition in learning and her students confirmed it as well.  

One of the matching perspectives was related to the decision to use group or pair 

work in lessons. I elaborated on Rose’s thinking around the use of pair and group work in 

her teachings within Rose’s data analysis. She believed in the importance of creating 

opportunities for student interaction, for she thought that students learn when they work 

in collaboration. She mentioned that students had their own language and were able to 
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teach each other even better. Students’ thinking of group or pair work was similar to 

Rose’s, in addition students felt more comfortable and relaxed when working with their 

peers.  

Student perceptions brought forward the impact of teacher physical positioning 

during the lesson. Specifically, one of the students mentioned that her attention increased 

when the teacher walked around the groups or stood next to them. Rose was also aware 

of this, and she found it as an effective strategy to keep her students attentive during 

teaching as well. 

One other point I would like to discuss pertains to the student perceptions of the 

mastery of form. I asked the students what they thought about the teacher rationale for the 

target grammar features and how important the use of correct form in their language 

production was. All of the students were in agreement with their teacher’s rationale that 

they needed to speak and write grammatically correct sentences in order to prove their 

English language accuracy. These students intended to pursue higher education; as a 

result they contended that display of a good command of English was essential, which 

was emphasized by their teachers continuously. The students pointed out their 

appreciation of their teacher and stated their awareness regarding the teacher’s effort to 

meet their needs to improve their English. So far, I presented that Rose’s consideration of 

her use of teaching options corresponds to her students’ expectations closely. I will now 

move on to the discussion of Dan’s teaching expertise for form-focused instruction.  
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                                                 Case Two: Dan 

Site: Blue Moon High School 

Blue Moon High School was one out of the two high schools in the district in 

which ELL services were being offered during the period of the study. According to the 

2012-2013 Annual Statistical Handbook student population was 1,885- 450 students in 

ninth grade, 441 students in 10
th

 grade, 479 students in 11
th

 grade, and 515 in 12
th

 grade. 

Out of 1,885 students, 116 students were attending the ELL Program. The number of 

ELL students differed from level to level, 18 in level one, 19 in level two, 23 in level 

three, 16 in level four and 40 in level five. The four most commonly spoken languages of 

these students were Arabic, Vietnamese, Spanish and, Krio respectively.   

Background of the teacher 

Dan graduated with an undergraduate degree in English in the early 1990s. He 

started his teaching career in the primary grades of elementary school. In the late 90s, 

while he was teaching first grade in the district of this study, there was a need for ELL 

teachers, and he decided to move to the ELL department. In addition to having been 

trained in Reading Recovery, Dan also had an endorsement in English as a Second 

Language, an Administrative Certificate to be a K-8 Principal and a master’s degree in 

Curriculum and Instruction, specializing in early childhood education. Having taught in 

every grade level (Kindergarten through 12
th

), the year of the study was his 25
th

 year of 

teaching in the district. Dan had been working in the ELL department for ten years and 

this year was his fourth year in this high school. At the time of this research he was 

teaching reading classes to level three students.  
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Grammar Teaching Philosophy: Grammar as “Piecemeal” 

Dan believed that grammar was not as important as comprehension in language 

teaching. “I don't care so much about their [students’] grammar until it is important for 

their grammar to be something that somebody is going to evaluate”, he expressed 

(January 7, 2013). What he had seen was that most high school students who entered the 

public school education system in ninth grade in the U.S. started their education by 

missing out of nine years of instruction in English language. For that reason, Dan 

prioritized helping his students develop their comprehension skills along with their 

vocabulary. And when it comes to grammar, “We cannot make up eight or nine years of 

instruction in English that the students are missing” he said (January 7, 2013). 

Considering the size of the English knowledge gap in his students, his rationale for 

covering grammar was to teach it in context as needed rather than in a consistent, pre-

planned way. He showed his preference by saying, “We don't teach grammar specifically 

as this is what this word is, we do a lot of that piecemeal as we come across situations in 

sentences that are on the board or something that we are reading or because of what 

questions that the students might have” (January 7, 2013).  

Dan’s grammar teaching was tied to the district’s rubric checklist requirements, 

and the teacher guidance book of the book that he was using. There was not a set 

curriculum for ELL teachers to follow, and Dan was using the rubric checklist and the 

reading book, Edge, as a guidance to construct his lesson plans. The book was 

specifically designed for the proficiency level three. As mentioned before, Edge has 

seven units and each unit is divided into three clusters. Dan planned on studying one 

cluster per week. He also used the Grammar and Writing Practice Book as a 
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supplementary material for grammar practices that he planned on using in class.  

The Description of the Classroom 

There were eleven students (six boys and five girls) in the third level reading class 

that I was observing, and these students varied in their grade levels: one from
 
ninth grade, 

three from tenth grade, four from eleventh grade and three were seniors. In addition, 

these students differed in their native language: five Arabic speakers, three Vietnamese 

speakers, two Spanish speakers and one Krio (Sierra Leone) speaker.  

The seating arrangement of the class was traditional, nice straight rows facing the 

whiteboard and the teacher’s table. Everyday, each student took his or her teacher-

assigned seat. There was a projector placed in the middle of the room, which was used 

frequently.  

The Format of the Reading Lesson 

Dan was using Edge as his main textbook, which was specifically written for level 

three students. The book was the compilation of reading, vocabulary, and writing along 

with the recommended reading strategies that could be used by the students. The book 

had seven units and each unit was divided into three clusters. A small portion at the end 

of certain clusters was devoted to grammar practices. Additionally, he was consulting 

various grammar-based books in order to complement his grammar teaching objectives. 

Dan would always have the objectives written down on the board. If he planned on using 

different texts or sources, he would have the copies ready on each student’s table. Below, 

I will describe what a typical lesson looks like to familiarize readers with Dan’s daily 

classroom atmosphere.  
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A Typical Lesson 

Each student, as they entered the room, would grab their Edge book that was 

placed on a table by the entrance door. After the bell rang, the lesson would start with 

Dan’s introduction of what they would be doing for the day and for the following days of 

the week. The new unit would always start with the study of new vocabulary from the 

target reading text. Dan would use the projector to show the new set of vocabulary that he 

had created. He would talk about the definitions of each word and give examples to 

clarify the meanings while the students were taking notes. The initial vocabulary study of 

the new reading text would take up the whole class period. The following day, Dan 

would talk about the new vocabulary to refresh his students’ memories. Before they 

started reading the text, Dan would discuss the book with the students specifically 

targeting the author and the pictures used in the book to give initial ideas about the story 

that they would be reading.  

When it was time to read the story, Dan would call on students to read at least a 

paragraph. When each paragraph was complete they would stop to talk about what was 

being said, including the use of the new words. Dan would give more examples related to 

the content in an attempt to foster his students’ understanding. He would often draw 

pictures or provide his real life experiences to clarify the meaning of the reading text or to 

define an unknown word. While the main target was to strengthen reading and reading 

strategies, Dan attended to grammar on particular occasions. He made his decisions based 

on the immediate reading text. He chose to teach grammar either before or after reading. 

There were also times when he would stop at a certain sentence during reading and 

introduce the target grammar point. For, the formation of that specific sentence, he 
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thought, would present an opportunity to address that specific grammar feature. In the 

following sections, I attempted to focus on those specific grammar-teaching occurrences 

by addressing Dan’s consideration of grammar teaching based on various factors.  In 

order to do that I also provided Table 4.4, which shows the themes and the subthemes. 

                                                       Case Two Themes 

             The Influencing Criteria on Dan’s Decision-Making 

As previously mentioned, the immediate reading text and the teacher guidance book 

shaped Dan’s decision-making regarding what grammar points to study. There were three 

main strategies he was inclined to use to address grammar related items. He covered them 

in a mini- lesson format either before starting a reading text, during reading a text or after 

they finished it.  

Below I will expand on Dan’s thinking with regard to connecting the target 

grammar feature with the target reading text.  

Table 4.4 

Overall Themes for Dan 

Theme Name Sub-themes 

The Influencing Criteria on Dan’s 

Decision-Making 

Connecting the Target Reading With the 

Target Grammar Feature 

Complementing the Target Reading 

Preparing for the Target Reading 

 

Student as Center of Teacher Thinking 

 

Reasoning with Students 

 

The Dilemmas That Dan Faces 

“It’s All About Making Connections” 

Deciding on the Best 

Teaching Vocabulary to Assist Grammar 

Comprehension 
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comparing three things, you are comparing the third to the other two, tall- taller -

tallest. Comparative and superlative” (February 28, 2013).   

The reason Dan decided to focus on the comparatives was based on the 

recommendation of the teacher’s guide. However, what was notable was that the book 

was not using the term “comparative.” Instead it was talking about the use of adjectives 

to compare people, places or things. Dan decided to cover both the comparatives and the 

superlatives by providing the linguistic terms. He said:  

I did it because they are going to see that in ACT [American College Testing] or 

one of the questions could be, Is this a superlative form or a comparative form? 

That’s what I am thinking of when I see something like this, that’s kind of a big 

picture thing… because all I’m thinking about what they are gonna do when they 

see a comparative on a test or when they see –er at the end of a word. Are they 

gonna know that that’s a comparative or superlative? And I don’t know if they are 

ever gonna have it on a test, but I can see it could be on a test and they have got to 

know what comparative or superlative mean not just –er or –est (February 28, 

2013). 

As Dan stated above, his concern about what his students may encounter in a test, shaped 

his teaching pedagogy as well. While addressing the target grammar feature suggested in 

the teacher’s guide, he tried to cover it based on his perception of the kind of knowledge 

that his students might need. And this kind of knowledge involved not only the awareness 

of a grammar feature, but also the appropriate linguistic term.  

Dan’s grammar teaching methodology was also evident before the reading text, 

which will be explored below. 
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Preparing for the Target Reading 

Dan would also target certain grammar features in preparation for the immediate 

text. Sometimes, the unit content for a specific grammar skill would also be appropriate 

to address the deficiencies he detected in his students. Once a decision was made to 

address a particular grammar point, he preferred addressing the target grammar feature at 

the beginning of the new reading, and he would tie the grammar point in with the reading.  

For example, the reading selection of one of the units was about the teenage brain 

and how it worked, and Dan thought this selection was a perfect opportunity to address 

indefinite pronouns due to the nature of the reading. In addition, he said he detected that 

his students needed explicit instruction to have a clear sense of proper indefinite pronoun 

use in texts. “I am going to talk about indefinite pronoun because when they are reading 

or writing about something, they aren't specific about who says this. They can say lots of 

people believe, or nobody” (March 19, 2013). Dan wanted his students not only to be 

knowledgeable, but also to be fully conscious of how to say what they want to say, or 

write by using pronouns appropriately. 

Dan believed in activating student prior knowledge to enable the students to make 

meaningful connections between what they already knew and what was newly presented. 

For example, before going in depth with indefinite pronouns, Dan preferred to talk about 

subjects and predicates to refresh the students’ knowledge regarding basic sentence 

structures. He said, “subject and predicate is basic to writing a sentence. When reading a 

sentence you expect there to be a subject and a predicate” (March 19, 2013). Based on 

this judgment, Dan thought that the revision of the essentials of a good sentence, which 

has a subject and a verb, would prepare his students to see what difference the use of an 
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indefinite pronoun made to the meaning in a sentence.  

As said above, Dan was inclined to combine the recently learned grammar 

features with the reading text. He said that the reading text would exemplify the recently 

studied grammar structures, and enhance student understanding. For example, after 

reading the text, he asked students to find the indefinite pronouns in the sentence:  

Until recently, most brain experts thought that the brain stopped growing by the 

time a person was about 18 months old.  

After the students identified until and most as indefinite pronouns, Dan asked about what 

was suggested with the use of these indefinite pronouns. After hearing a few responses 

from the students, he provided a detailed explanation:  

Most is more than half. If you have 20 doctors that you check with how many of 

them have to agree with this statement? Would it be 12? Or upper? Yes. If they 

say, “The brain research from 1820 says….blah blah,  that‘s not recent. Would 

you like to do research from 1820 or 2012? If it is recent, you are gonna trust it, 

aren’t you? Recently is an important word, but it still is not exact, it is indefinite. 

When they say most of something you still get an idea, they are making a positive 

thing, they are making it a thing that you should accept. If it is recently that’s fine, 

you don’t need to know exactly, but it is good information. It‘s happened, we got 

the research in the last few years and it is not old stuff (March 26, 2013). 

As the segment above showed, Dan was trying to make sure that his students understood 

the indefinite pronouns when they read, and were able to form correct sentences when 

they wrote.  

As I mentioned formerly, one of the criteria that prompted Dan to teach grammar 
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before the reading was based on the deficiencies he had seen in his students. As he 

was doing that, he always aimed to connect the target grammar study with the reading. 

For, he wanted his students to see what they focused on in an authentic context. For 

example, in students’ writings he said he detected that they were not using appropriate 

conjunctions to connect their sentences. He concluded that it was mostly due to the 

student misunderstanding of the use of these conjunctions and the meanings that these 

conjunctions gave to the sentences. For that reason, in the unit, regarding a job 

application, he thought it would be a good opportunity to highlight the conjunctions and 

the compound sentences. Before reading the texts in the unit, Dan introduced the students 

to independent clauses and the most commonly used correlative conjunctions- but, and, 

or-, which are used to connect the independent clauses. By working on the handout he 

prepared, he talked about the use of these conjunctions and the meanings. For example, 

one of the sentences they were working on was “ Julia lives in a house. She just got a job 

in a different state”. Between the choices and and but, Dan told them that but would fit in 

this sentence because those two independent clauses were different and they were not 

supporting each other. “You use but to join different ideas” he said (April 11. 2013). 

After finishing the practice sentences, they started reading the texts in the unit. While 

reading, as was his usual manner, Dan referred back to the conjunctions used in the text 

and the meanings they gave to the sentences. Dan found it essential to encourage his 

students to make the connection between a learned rule and its use in a text, so that the 

knowledge would remain firm. Dan provided his rationale for directing his students’ 

attention to the conjunctions during reading as: 
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When they read it [the text], I think they need to realize that these things with 

and, or in the middle, the message from that sentence is that they are both saying 

the same kind of message and that's why you can connect it with and, if you are 

saying something, the opposite or negative, different from that, then use but, and 

there are sentences in the rest of the material that we are reading something says 

but, so pointing out those examples in reading, connects reading to writing and 

writing to reading and you are not just learning to write it that way, but you are 

learning to understand it better that way when you read it and you see these things 

done, too (April 11, 2013). 

Dan’s words above indicate his preference for connecting the recently learned grammar 

skill with the immediate context to exemplify the natural uses of those previously studied 

grammar items in real contexts. This way it would help the students make genuine 

connections between what they learned and how they were being used authentically.  

Up to this point, I examined Dan’s way of thinking around FFI teaching options 

and materials in order to attend to grammar features during his reading class. While 

attending to grammar, one of Dan’s characteristics was to reason with his students for 

every grammar feature he planned on teaching. It was essential for him that his students 

knew and understood his reasons behind what he was teaching. In the following sections, 

I will further look into this theme within the theme, Student as Center of Teacher 

Thinking.  

                            Student as Center of Teacher Thinking 

The students’ needs were on the forefront of Dan’s decision-making regarding 

grammar teaching. His efforts to find ways to increase his student understanding 
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regarding the target grammar feature revealed how it was important for him to 

connect with his students. In this section, I will present how the impact of student factor 

reveals in Dan’s thinking under two sub-themes, Reasoning With Students and “It’s All 

About Making Connections”.   

Reasoning With Students  

Dan thought that it was important for students to know his motives behind what 

he was teaching. He believed that informing students about the rationale of the grammar 

items that he was teaching would increase their awareness and attention. In almost all of 

his teaching sessions, Dan would provide explanations for what he was doing along with 

why it was important for his students to be conscious of what they were learning. He also 

mentioned the importance of being able to use them correctly in their language 

production. For example, at the beginning of one of the units he told his students that 

while they were reading the text, Jump Away, they would also be studying the adjectives 

because the unit was designed around the use and the function of adjectives. Dan stressed 

that it was necessary for the students to use adjectives in their writing and speech 

correctly and meaningfully. He said:  

We are trying to make you use adjectives. That is an effort you need to 

consciously think of when you are writing tomorrow and next week. You need to 

add these many adjectives as you can. I don't want to have ten adjectives for every 

single noun I have, I can use adjectives wherever. On your paper and on the 

things that you write and understanding them when you see them in a sentence is 

what I want (February 19, 2013). 

In addition to raising consciousness about the use of adjectives by providing 
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explanations, Dan also wanted his students to be aware of why it was important for 

them to know the linguistic terminology used to define different types of adjectives. “You 

might have it on an English test, or reading test or a multiple choice test, ACT or 

something, might ask for the superlative of a word. You need to know the word 

superlative. You need to know what comparative means” (February 28, 2013).  

Another concrete example that shows Dan’s provisions of reasons for what he 

was focusing on was related to his teaching of subjects and predicates. He told his 

students that he noticed in their previous summary writings, some of them did not 

correctly put sentences together, and for that reason he wanted to touch on subjects and 

predicates. He said he wanted to make sure that the students knew how to write sentences 

in the best way possible. Dan provided his rationale as: 

What makes a sentence good? When you read a sentence out of the book what 

makes that a good sentence or when you write a sentence down in a personal 

narrative writing sample. I am saying we are looking at subject and predicate of a 

sentence. Why are those things important? What is the purpose of a sentence? 

You have to say something that other people can understand. And what we are 

saying is including a subject and a verb is a good thing to do to communicate, to 

give information to others. Does that make sense? How can you figure why is a 

subject and a predicate good to have it in a sentence? I want you to get all the 

information you can out of the sentences you read and I want you to include all 

the information you can in the sentences you write (March 21, 2013).  

Writing a grammatically correct sentence or understanding the message conveyed in a 

reading text were the two main reasons that stood out in Dan’s mind. “We want the 
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students to be able to use the grammar points we teach correctly. We want them to be 

able to put the right word in the right sentence to mean the right thing. We want them to 

understand what they are reading as well” (March 26, 2013).  

So far, I described the instances that showed the importance that Dan put on 

providing reasons to his students for what he chose to teach. In the following section, I 

would like to talk about other factor that shaped Dan’s style regarding grammar teaching. 

“It is All About Making Connections” 

It was apparent that grammar was a lower priority for Dan in language teaching. 

Enabling comprehension and production skills in his students were more important. 

However, he believed that he needed to teach certain grammar items to assist his 

students’ language learning. During the times he was teaching grammar, there were 

certain recognizable patterns in his teaching. Dan was an extremely verbal teacher. In 

general, Dan took up almost the entire class time talking. He was aware of this and saw it 

as a characteristic distinguishing him from the other ELL teachers at school. “I am very 

verbal, I do a lot of talking and I think it is a benefit for the students, asking questions and 

making connections, in ELL everything is about making connection” (December 12, 

2013).  

Dan considered his verbality during teaching helpful in making connections with 

his students. To exemplify Dan’s verbality, I will give a few examples. One of the 

examples relates to the times of the vocabulary study. While introducing the target 

grammar features or while working on the practice sheets, Dan needed to do a lot of 

defining of the vocabulary. In order to strengthen students’ understanding of the target 

grammar item, Dan would draw pictures or trace back to personal experiences to tie back 
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to the unknown vocabulary words. For example, while practicing the subjects and 

predicates, one of the sentences said, “Our town has a curfew”. Dan asked if the students 

knew the meaning of curfew. When he got a negative response, he explained it as:  

You have to be in your house by 10pm tonight. Your parents say you have to be 

home by a certain time. It is the last time that you can be out by yourself. Why do 

they give curfews? Why do the police have curfews? Did you see that somebody 

stole an atm machine the other day? They took a forklift kind of a thing and took 

the atm machine away from the bank and put it in the back of a truck (March 21, 

2013). 

After giving this definition, Dan wanted his students to think about their own experiences 

and opinions about curfews. “Because this whole unit what we are talking about for the 

next four weeks are about your opinion and you arguing for that opinion, being 

persuasive in your speech, that's the debate part, and persuasive writing, trying to 

persuade somebody to go along with you. As we are writing these think about what your 

opinion is about a curfew?”, he added (March 21, 2013). After providing this reason, Dan 

added some more realistic examples that he experienced related to the word curfew: 

My mom, one time I came home late, 1:30 or 2:00 and my mother was really 

angry. I have never been given a curfew, so curfew doesn't always have to be a 

citywide kind of thing, your family can say like when you are tenth grade you 

make sure you are home by ten. Do you think they get mad because they really 

are worried about you?  My mom was worried about me (March 21, 2013). 

Dan was making an effort to link what he was teaching with the other school 

subject areas as well. He was hoping that his students’ comprehension would be solid if 
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they could connect their learned language with other subject areas. Dan tried to 

provide examples related to other school subjects such as civics, science and many more. 

Below is an example during which Dan related one of the grammar definitions to a 

science term. While introducing conjunctions and compound sentences, Dan asked the 

students what compound meant. Then, he continued as, “ Many of you had science club. 

You must have talked about compounds. In science, compound is when you mix two 

things together. So, a compound sentence is two or more, different parts. And, but, or” 

(April 11, 2013).  

Dan also believed in using well-known stories to build a connection with what he 

was teaching to engage his students and help them remember easily. One example was 

his use of Goldilocks to explain the run-on sentences:  

Do you know who Goldilocks is? A girl with blond and curly hair. She lives in 

the forest. She went out for a walk and she came upon this house and three bears 

lived there. She goes into the house. These three bears had oatmeal on the table. 

What was wrong with the first one she ate? Too hot, too cold, just right. She sat 

on the chairs. First one was too small, too big, just right. You go the extremes and 

then the one is just right. And that’s the point of this. So, what we are looking for 

here is sentences that are just right. Sentences that are not too long or too short. 

Sentences that are just right. And the ones that are too long are usually called run-

on sentences (April 18, 2013). 

The students enjoyed this introduction so much that, some yelled, “Yeah, yeah I know 

this story” (April 18, 2013) to express their joy. Moreover, several students reminded 

Dan that he forgot the bed part, “The bed is too. The bed is too hard, too soft or just 
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right”(April 18, 2013). While Dan was attracting his students’ attention with this fun 

story, he was able to give his message about what run-on sentences were and what the 

right way of writing a fine sentence consisted of. Ultimately, using personal experiences, 

other subject areas, or popular stories to explain in detail what Dan was targeting seemed 

to help his students construct an understanding of the target concepts beyond definitions. 

As Dan said, “…in ELL, everything is about making connection” (December 12, 2013). 

As Dan tended to find ways to make the target grammar as meaningful as possible, there 

were times when he found himself in a dilemma. Below, I will talk about these situations.  

                                         The Dilemmas That Dan Faces 

In the interviews, Dan pointed out a couple of dilemmas that impacted his decision-

making process. One of them directly pertained to the teaching of grammar, whereas the 

other one related to his students’ knowledge of grammar. Below, I will talk about the 

place of students’ grammar knowledge in his decision-making.  

Deciding on the Best 

 One of the dilemmas that Dan had been experiencing was related to the decision of 

moving students up to a higher level, even if they had not shown the level of proficiency 

in their performance. However, Dan expressed that he and other ELL teachers had to 

consider individual student needs that are critical and more important than the complete 

knowledge of grammar.  

…the kids really want to move on. We have several people in this class that are 

still level two on paper, they are 19 or 20, they want to graduate.  So, what we 

have done is, three levels two classes, we have taken them to level three even 

though they haven't made all the things that they should have to move to level 
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three…There are a lot of different stories for the kids and I don't know that 

certain grammar issues are going to keep some of them back if we are moving this 

student too quickly. Are they never going to pick those things up? I don't know, 

but because of who they are, the situation they are in, this is what we decide as 

best for them to move them on (January 7, 2013) 

The state law allows students to stay in high school until the age of twenty-one and most 

of Dan’s students were close to reaching the age and time limit to graduate. In an effort to 

help these students graduate on time, Dan and the other ELL teachers disregarded these 

students’ observed proficiency levels and moved them up to a higher level, even if they 

did not show the expected proficiency. Dan was questioning himself if they were taking 

the right action. However, he thought that the situation made it right and certain grammar 

knowledge was not a big obstacle for Dan to prevent his students from graduating 

because he thought grammar was not the foremost important issue in ELL. Dan said, 

“ELL is not a mastery kind of class, it is developmental” (January 7, 2013). He added 

that those students were acquiring English language at a decent rate and they would 

continue to acquire it throughout their lives.  

 Dan’s rationale was not surprising, for he pointed out from the beginning that the 

ability to communicate overrode grammar knowledge in importance. “Grammar is not the 

only way to say something that is completely understood. Communication, getting the 

idea, is the first we wanna work on”, he emphasized (January 7, 2013). He tied 

communication skills to the vocabulary knowledge, which also was necessary before he 

attended to grammar teaching. Actually, this issue was another dilemma that Dan had to 

face.  
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Teaching Vocabulary to Assist Grammar Comprehension  

 The second dilemma was fostering students’ vocabulary knowledge in order to 

make the target grammar comprehensible. Dan said that one of the major goals that the 

students had to achieve was acquiring adequate vocabulary to increase their 

understanding. He added that when they were studying a grammar structure or working 

on grammar related exercises, the number of unknown vocabulary prevented his students 

from understanding the target grammar structure.  “…it makes it twice as hard for them. 

They are not learning the grammar until they understand the text, until they understand 

the meaning, until they have the meaning down for every word that's in the sentence that 

we are using”, he expressed (January 7, 2013).   

It was the situation that I also witnessed during my classroom observations. While 

they were working on practice sentences, the unknown words were preventing the 

students from focusing on the target grammar point. Dan had to stop and give the 

definition of the word, along with extra sentences that exemplified the usage of the word 

before they continued further. Dan could not think of any different way to address this 

situation, other than what he had been doing: providing definitions and extra examples.  

 Considering the two quandaries that Dan was going through, he tried to find 

solutions by examining the situations he was in. As a result, he based his actions on his 

students’ needs, whether it was moving them to a higher level or covering the unknown 

words before a grammar practice. I think Dan’s own words will best express his thoughts 

toward this issue. “That's just the kind of environment I find myself in the classroom… 

because of who they are, the situation they are in, this is what we decide as best for them 

to move them on” (January 7, 2013).  
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Within this section, I have delved into Dan’s exhibition of his expertise 

regarding FFI. In the following section, I will present Dan’s students’ perceptions of the 

impact of the teacher’s FFI teaching options on their learning. 

                                          Dan’s Students’ Perceptions 

The first survey of Dan’s students was given at the end of a lesson in which the 

focus was on adjectives (February 5, 2013). After Dan called on a student to read the first 

paragraph (given below), he followed an implicit approach to introduce adjectives. He 

underlined the nouns in the paragraph and started asking questions that encouraged 

students to see the relation between the adjectives and the nouns such as, “What is a 

railing? What kind of a railing is it?” Then, Dan read the paragraph again by omitting the 

adjectives that described the nouns and tried to elicit the function of the omitted 

adjectives. The paragraph was as follow (Unit 5 Fair Play; p. 358): 

Fenny clung to the metal railing behind him. The cement ledge under him was hot 

on his bare feet. He looked at the river fifteen feet below and nodded. Easy 

enough, he thought. Not scary like in all those movies where the manly-man 

hero’s waling across a rotting wooden bridge, way above a rushing river, in 

search of the ever-elusive treasure.  

Later, Dan explained more about the function and the form by using a grammar practice 

sheet, which was taken from a Grammar Writing Practice Book. Dan explained once 

more that adjectives are used to describe people, places, or things and they preceded the 

nouns. 
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Table 4.5   

Grammar-Teaching Episodes and Student Survey 

Focus of 

Grammar and 

the Date 

Teaching Steps and 

Style 

No of 

Students 

who 

understood 

“very well” 

No of 

Students 

who 

understood 

“somewhat” 

No of 

Students 

who did “not 

understand 

so much“ 

*Adjectives 

(February 5, 

2013) 

*Introduction to the 

reading text 

*Identification of 

adjectives in the text 

*Explanatory 

instruction on 

adjectives 

*Pre-planned grammar 

exercise 

7 3 1 

*Subjects and 

predicates 

(March 19, 

2013) 

 

* Detailed instruction 

on subjects and 

predicates 

*Why they need to 

know subjects and 

predicates 

* Working on 

exercises and 

elaborating on each 

sentence 

7 - 2 

 

He read the example, “The tough boy gave Drew a cold smile” from the sheet and talked 

about how “tough” and “cold” described the nouns “boy” and “smile”. Finally, they 

worked on the fill-in-the blank exercises, which was about completing a sentence with an 

adjective from the box and adding an adjective of choice to a sentence.  

The majority of the students, who chose the option “understood very well”, 

provided that the teacher’s explicit instruction and the opportunity to practice on 

sentences helped them in their understanding. The students, who circled the choice 
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“understood somewhat”, wrote that forming their own sentences using adjectives 

would have helped them better in their command of adjectives. In follow-up whole-class 

interviews, students expressed that they appreciated the teacher’s frequent defining of 

vocabulary, for they did not have to grapple with the unknown words while focusing on 

grammar. However, students found the teacher’s constant talking as dull and tedious 

during grammar teaching episodes. Ramon added, “ He talks and talks and I feel like 

sleeping.” Following Ramon’s comment, Amy mentioned that they had group activities 

before and they enjoyed it. After bringing this up with me, she said she should also 

mention her interest in this to her teacher as well. When I asked the students if they 

benefited from studying adjectives separately or in combination with the reading text, 

some of them said that they found separate grammar exercises helpful in raising their 

awareness. However, combining adjective studies with the immediate reading text was 

also meaningful to them.  

The second survey was given for the lesson in which the target grammar was on 

subjects and predicates (March 19, 2013). Dan engaged with this particular grammar 

feature with a grammar practice sheet as a preparation for the next unit. That is, the 

grammar activities were not directly connected to the target reading text. The coming 

reading text was about having an opinion and convincing other people by expressing your 

opinion in an effective way. For that reason, Dan, as he explained before the lesson 

started, planned on teaching subjects and predicates and move on indefinite pronouns in 

the next couple of days. He wanted to elaborate on subjects and predicates because he 

wanted his students to improve their language production by recognizing the importance 
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of subjects and predicates in order to speak and write a good sentence to express their 

opinions.  

Initially, Dan provided information regarding subjects and predicates by giving 

sample examples such as, “A subject tells you who or what the sentence is about, a 

predicate tells something of the subject. The dog ran away. Who is this sentence about? 

The dog. There is the simple subject and what happened to it? It ran” (March 19, 2013). 

After explicitly talking about subjects and predicates, Dan asked his students to work on 

exercises. The practice sheet involved putting the words in the right order like, “the 

curfew/most of the students/don’t like”, and completing sentences such as “Teens who 

cause trouble…..”.  While they were practicing on sentence formation, they also 

pinpointed the subjects and the predicates in each sentence. The students who chose the 

option “understood very well” stated that teacher’s step-by-step explanation and 

practicing on sentence formation helped aid their understanding.  The two students who 

said they did “not understand very much” did not provide any reasons. Yet, when I asked 

them individually they stated that they were confused with the term predicates and stated 

that they did not really see why the verbs were being the most important part of 

predicates. They also added that the complication doubled when the teacher said that a 

sentence might have two subjects. During a whole class interview after the lesson, I asked 

students what really helped them understand the target grammar features considering the 

whole lesson. They said the teacher’s detailed instruction and practicing on exercises 

assisted their comprehension. Yet, the unknown vocabulary during those grammar studies 

was a hindrance in their understanding. However, they said their teacher was always 
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making sure that they knew all of the unknown words to eliminate possible 

misunderstanding.  

The Match and Mismatch Between Teacher and Student Perceptions 

The data clearly shows that the teacher thinking around use of FFI options and 

student perceptions of the influence of these options in their learning mostly match. As 

Dan previously noted he chose to attend to grammar in combination with the target 

reading text. In addition, he also preferred sparing time for grammar activities if/ when he 

saw deficiencies in his student grammar knowledge and they needed it for the target 

reading text. His grammar teaching sessions, as a preparation for the reading text or 

during reading text, involved direct and explicit provision of information regarding the 

target grammar feature. He completed his instruction by working on a structured 

grammar practice sheet as a whole class activity. During teaching Dan would also define 

unknown vocabulary in response to a student question or whenever he thought he needed 

to. The student data shows that the students found these teaching styles of Dan as 

beneficial in their comprehension. The students also stated that they found the 

combination of the study of target grammar point with the reading text as helpful. The 

student data exhibited that the students regarded teacher’s step-by-step explanation, 

which followed practice exercises, as augmenting in their comprehension. However, one 

student mentioned that the practices that allowed students to form their own sentences 

with the target grammar feature would have been more constructive.  

In sum, explicit instruction, structured input activities, and connecting the study of 

the target grammar with the reading text at hand were the major matching perceptions 

between the teacher and the students. Yet, there was one discrepancy between the teacher 
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and the student perceptions and it was related to the teacher talk. The majority of the 

class time consisted of Dan’s talk. Dan was aware of this manner of his and considered it 

as a benefit for his students. He said, “…they [the students] understand that 

communication involves more complete answers or sentences to get the information 

across. I try to model it by speaking in complete sentences when I say something to them 

or ask them a question” (January 7, 2013). As seen from his statement, Dan saw his talk 

during class time as a resource for students. However, the students found the teacher’s 

excessive talk dull and eventually they lost their interest and attention after some point 

during the lesson. Based on a student comment, students would like to have more 

opportunities created for them to interact within group works. Teacher talk has been a 

topic of discussion in literature with varying views. Yet, language teaching researchers 

were in consensus that the teachers needed to balance out their talk in the lessons and 

involve student interaction at appropriate times. As seen from the above discussion, the 

discrepancy between the teacher application of FFI theories and the student perceptions 

of these uses was not immense. In the following section, I will present the demonstration 

of Ellie’s expertise pertaining to FFI, which was followed by the discussion of her 

students’ perceptions.  

                                           Case Three: Ellie 

Site: Light High School 

Light High School was the other high school in which ELL services were being 

offered in the district of the study. According to the 2012-2013 Annual Statistical 

Handbook, the student population was 1,629- 394 students in
 
ninth grade, 366 students in 

tenth grade, 353 students in eleventh grade, and 546 in twelfth grade. Out of 1,629 
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students, 200 students were attending to the ELL Program. The number of Ell 

students according to the levels were, 36 in level one, 57 in level two, 49 in level three, 

39 in level four and 37 in level five. In the class that I was observing, there were 14 

students, nine boys and five girls. The most common languages these students spoke 

were Arabic, Karenni, Vietnamese, Spanish, and Kurdish respectively.   

Background of the Teacher 

Ellie graduated from college in 2004 with a Spanish teaching degree. After 

teaching Spanish for eight years, she decided to get her MA in ELL. Ellie considered her 

Spanish language background helpful in connecting with her students and in teaching 

grammar. Her bilingualism enabled her to address certain grammar features more attuned 

to her students’ first language background. She started teaching ELL since she got her 

MA degree and this was her second full year of teaching ELL. She taught proficiency 

levels one and three. This year she was assigned to teach levels one, two and three. 

Grammar Teaching Philosophy: “I would do spattered grammar” 

Ellie described her understanding of language teaching as “less grammar and 

more holistic” (January 4, 2013). She continued as: 

 …the thing is that with language, grammar will fix itself in time. The purpose of 

the language is to be able to communicate ideas, and you can do that and be 

grammatically incorrect, and that grammar will come with time.   

Even though her main concern was not grammar, Ellie thought that grammar 

should still be taught for students to be accurate in their language production. Yet, “if a 

student communicates and portrays a meaning and there is some grammatical issues, that 

is not my huge concern, it is a minor issue” she added (January 4, 2013).  
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Ellie said she would prefer attending to grammar in the context of what they 

were studying. However, she thought certain features of grammar should be taught in a 

more explicit manner. By certain grammar features, she meant complex structures that 

were hard to grasp without detailed and clear explanation such as “ irregular verbs” or  

“the present perfect tense” (January 4, 2013). In those occasions, she said, “I would do 

“spattered grammar for a couple of days, explain a lot of time. I take their own work and 

I type examples without names on it, and we just edit. So, it might be an editing portion 

or it might be individual words” (January 4, 2013). Within those “spattered grammar” 

activities, she said she would also attempt to use student work to teach the target 

grammar feature: 

… I noticed that if I did it from something that is prepared, students were not 

engaged, but when you use their own writing, something that they produced, 

that’s when they really care…” (January 4, 2013).  

As can be interpreted above, grammar knowledge was not Ellie’s first concern; however, 

she admitted that grammar could not be completely ignored either because the errors that 

occur in a sentence structure might completely affect the intended meaning. And that’s 

when the students needed specific and explicit instruction to have a clear understanding 

on the problematic grammar feature.  

Below, I will talk about Ellie’s classroom and what her typical lesson looks like to 

familiarize the readers with Ellie’s daily class environment.   

The Description of the Classroom 

The classroom that I was observing consisted of 14 students, five girls and nine 

boys. The ethnic backgrounds of the students consisted of three Vietnamese, four Karen, 
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three Mexican, two Kurdish, and two Zomi. Four of the boys had just moved to level 

three and seven out of nine boys were categorized as academically low. Two of the girls 

who were from Iraq were lacking formal school experience; however, they were 

proficient in their verbal ability.  

Even if the seats were placed in rows facing the white board and the teacher’s 

desk, the seating arrangement frequently changed depending on Ellie’s objectives for the 

day. Sometimes the students were seated in groups for activities or in a U-shape facing 

each other and the teacher to have a discussion or conversation.  

The Format of the Reading Lesson 

Ellie was using Edge, which was written for level three students, as a primary 

source. Actually, this book was the same book that Dan was using. Edge consisted of 

seven units and each unit had three clusters. Ellie planned on teaching one unit per 

quarter. Each cluster included a list of new vocabulary, literary analysis, characters, 

reading strategies, and a review. Sometimes, a small grammar portion was added at the 

end of each cluster. Ellie mentioned that most of the time she would not spend any time 

on the grammar practices given in the book; for, she found them too basic and easy for 

her students. I will explain in the ensuing sections what Ellie would prefer to do rather 

than studying the grammar features given in the book.  

A Typical Lesson 

Each student would grab his or her book situated on the bookshelf by the entrance 

door. As soon as the bell rang, Ellie would briefly describe what they would be doing for 

the day’s lesson. After making sure that the students understood the day’s objectives, 

Ellie would start her lesson.  
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Ellie generally began her new unit by helping students to integrate the new 

information into their existing knowledge. They would look at the pictures provided in 

the book and Ellie would try to connect the unit topic with the students’ own experiences 

to help them make sense of the content. They would spend a couple of days studying 

vocabulary. Students would work on the definitions of the key terms, and make their own 

sentences using those new words. Ellie would ask the students to prepare a PowerPoint 

for their sentences by adding pictures that referred to the meaning of the new words. With 

these Power Point studies, Ellie’s intension was to attend to the language form and 

meaning by analyzing students’ sentences. 

 Finally, they would start reading the story. While reading the story, Ellie would 

stop at times that she found necessary and elaborate on the topic to further her students’ 

understanding regarding the reading text. During and after reading the story, they would 

analyze and make inferences regarding the content. During my observations, I witnessed 

that Ellie’s decisions around how and when to teach grammar depended on various 

occasions. As a result, her grammar teaching episodes occurred at different times: before 

reading, during reading or as a separate lesson. Below I will expand on Ellie’s decision-

making regarding grammar, including the factors that influenced her grammar 

instruction, under three main themes. Before elaborating on the themes, I provided Table 

4.6 to assist the reading. 

                                        Case Three Themes 

               The Influencing Criteria on Ellie’s Decision-Making 

As previously mentioned, Ellie’s thinking around when to concentrate on 

grammar depended on myriad reasons. These reasons could be tied to the reading text, 
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Ellie’s perception of her student needs, or student knowledge. As a matter of fact, 

these reasons shape Ellie’s cognition about when, how, and what to teach as a grammar 

point. In the coming sections below, I will discuss these occurrences.   

Table 4.6 

 Overall Themes for Ellie 

Theme Names Sub-Themes 

The Influencing Criteria on Ellie’s 

Decision-Making  

Linking the Target Grammar With the 

Target Reading 

The Aim to Challenge Students 

Addressing Student Struggle 

Student as Center of Teacher Thinking 

 

 

The Dilemmas That Ellie Faces 

Initiating Group Work According to 

Student First Language 

Creating Individual Studies 

How to Balance Grammar Teaching 

Not Knowing Students’ First Language 

 

Linking the Target Grammar With the Target Reading 

Many times Ellie decided on what grammar feature to focus on depending on the 

objectives of a reading text. Instead of attending to the target grammar feature separately, 

she would prefer pointing it out while reading a text. She believed in practicing grammar 

“in the context of what [they] are doing” (January 4, 2013). For example, the objectives 

of one of the reading texts, The Bulk, was making inferences and working on the points of 

view. Ellie thought that while working on the point of view, she could touch on the 

subject pronouns as well.  After forming two different groups based on student 

preferences, Ellie asked them to interact with the text by answering the questions in the 

book. At first, Ellie asked what “point of view” meant. After defining it, she asked the 

students to find a pronoun that showed the article was written in the third-person point of 

view. When she could not get any responses, she asked who remembered what second 
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and first person point of views were. The group interaction went as followed 

(February 29, 2013):  

Ellie: Ok. What is first person?  

Student 1:  Character 

Student 2: That guy in the story. 

Student 3: The guy in the story who tells the story 

Ellie: So, what words would he use?  

Student 1: I 

Student 2: He  

Student 3: We  

Student 4: My   

Ellie: Me and may be us. All of these are gonna show that these are first person. A 

pronoun is a word that can take place of a name, pronoun is like who, ok.  

What is second person? Your mom is yelling at you. She points her finger and 

says…..Ku, you!  

Ellie: So, You or your .What would we say for third person? He, she, it, they, 

their, his hers, Right ?  

It is evident the first strategy Ellie preferred using was attempting to elicit the right 

answer from her students. With the use of question and answer format, Ellie also tended 

to provide explicit information about the target grammar feature while adding to what 

students already knew. For example after introducing the pronouns as given in the lesson 

segment above, one student said that the name “Craig” would also show that the text was 

written in third person. Ellie expanded on this answer by providing explicit information: 
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Using a name is third person, too, but it is not a pronoun. Ok. So, I have 

Craig, he and his so far. Which one of those three is a pronoun? So, what is a 

noun? A noun is a person, place or thing. So, we are talking about which one of 

those? A person, right? A pronoun is a word that can take the noun away. So, 

what word can we use when we take Craig away? 

One of Ellie’s intentions during grammar teaching concerned with alerting 

students by weaving the target grammar point with the kind of text questions that they 

might face. For example, during studying the use of pronouns in the sentence, ‘“When I 

walked into the room, I wanted heads to turn”, he says.’, Ellie directed her students’ 

attention to the quotation marks. She warned them not to immediately decide that it was 

written in the first person point of view: 

This is how the writer incorporates Craig’s thoughts. You guys have been 

practicing for NeSA and graduation, right? They ask you about first person, 

second person, and third person. So, when you are reading it don’t automatically 

look and go, “Oh, I see I and think that’s first person” because it is a quotation 

and the important part is he says (February, 29, 2013). 

As seen within Ellie’s explanation above, she also provided the strategy that her students 

needed to follow. Ellie did this rather impromptu. In an interview, Ellie mentioned that 

she and other ELL teachers work to ensure that their students pass the mandatory exams 

by monitoring and/or working individually if necessary. The teaching segment above 

showed that Ellie used opportunities to link her focus of topic with possible test questions 

to alert her students and be ready.  
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Up to now, I have illustrated how Ellie preferred addressing to grammar 

related issues in combination with the reading text. We saw that Ellie’s thinking around 

how and when to attend to grammar varied according to the objectives of the reading text 

and its appropriateness to teach a certain grammar item; in Ellie’s own words, “in the 

context of what [they] are doing” (January 4, 2013). Ellie preferred teaching grammar not 

only while reading, but also before the start of a reading text as well. As will be seen 

below, Ellie’s decision about teaching grammar before a reading text is tied to a 

multitude of reasons.  

The Aim to Challenge Students 

One of the leading factors that determined Ellie’s thinking pertaining to grammar 

teaching was based on her intention to challenge her students. She aimed to achieve this 

thinking by disregarding the grammar features that were recommended in the book; for, 

she found them too easy for her students. Instead, she preferred teaching another 

grammar point that would challenge and stimulate her students. For example, in one of 

the readings, the recommendation of the book was to teach forming past tense verbs by 

adding -ed. She thought that her students had already known what the regular past tense 

verbs were. Therefore, she decided to introduce the adjectives that might look like a 

regular verb. She knew that identifying adjectives that might also be used as a verb in a 

sentence would be a challenge for her students: 

Many of them would say it is a verb when they see, say packed, in a sentence 

because it ended with an -ed. It can be a verb and it can be an adjective. This is 

something pretty new at level three and I don't think that they have studied it 

before. They [students] are very good at putting something in the past tense. Now, 



 

 

129 

 

we are going to see if they can use this as a verb and as an adjective (January 

15, 2013). 

While the idea of challenging students constituted Ellie’s forethought in addressing 

grammar, she aspired to do it in combination with the target reading text. For example, to 

show the difference between the verb and adjective of the words that end in –ed, Ellie 

chose four words from the reading text - packed, smushed, defined, frustrated- that were 

used as adjectives in sentences. Her reasoning behind choosing these words was: 

 In their reading, those were the actual four that were used as either an adjective 

or a verb. So, working on these words they would be reinforcing the reading. Plus, 

frustrated was a very obvious word that they knew, it was not new to them. So, I 

wanted to have a word that they have seen before and typically when they see 

frustrated at a level three ELL level they are using it in the adjective form. They 

don't know how to use it in the verb form. So, I wanted to pick up a word that was 

so obvious to them as an adjective and look how it can become a verb because I 

do not think that they realize that most adjectives can become verbs. Then, I 

wanted to pick a couple new words like smushed was new to them, so that it 

increases the comprehension of the story when we are reading it. I wanted to mix 

hard, easy, familiar, unfamiliar (January 22, 2013).  

Another example to show Ellie’s way of challenging students related to the 

sounds regarding regular and irregular past tense verbs. Instead of studying the past tense 

structure as suggested in the book, Ellie wanted to cover a grammar point that is beyond 

their current level:  
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…they were being asked if they can only add  -ed  to put a verb in the past 

tense. That is something that they already know. So, I was afraid they would say,  

“Ahh we are doing this again.” So, I tried to step it up and I thought of their 

pronunciation because that is something that they struggle when they read out 

loud, so my plan was to take that same idea, how can I tweak a little, to make it a 

little high interest (January 22, 2013).   

For this activity, Ellie had prepared a worksheet that asked students to identify the verbs 

that ended in t, d, and ed sounds for each page in the story. She read the first page by 

stressing the verbs more clearly to help her students hear the sounds that each word made. 

The students were given a few minutes to work on their own. Then, as a whole class, they 

gave the answers for each sound such as, stepped ends in a t sound, returned ends in a d 

sound and wanted ends in an ed sound.  

The examples above showed Ellie’s mindset regarding her reasons for what to 

teach and how to teach concerning grammar by linking it to the target reading text. Ellie 

did not want her students to think of grammar as a separate entity, but rather as a part of 

the language that they were learning. By helping her students to connect what they were 

learning as a grammar piece with the reading text, Ellie wanted them to be aware of these 

grammar features used in a genuine language. She did not worry about whether her 

students would use them correctly in their language production, as she thought that it 

would come in time eventually.  

As I stated earlier, Ellie expressed her inclination to teach grammar “within the 

context of what they were doing”. Despite her statement, it was not always the case. 

There were times when Ellie chose to teach certain grammar structures that were not 
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really tied to the immediate reading text. However, her reasoning behind addressing 

to certain grammar features greatly tied into her understanding of her students’ lack of 

knowledge and what they might need. Below I will exemplify these points within the 

sub-theme, Addressing Student Struggle. 

Addressing Student Struggle 

The book that Ellie was required to use had seven units and in each unit there 

were three clusters. Each cluster consisted of different stories and grammar. However, 

some units either did not require a certain grammar feature to be taught or they were hard 

to combine with other grammar related activities. In those cases, Ellie would consider it 

as an opportunity to cover certain grammar structures that she thought her students 

struggled with the most. For example, one section of the unit was a poetry study. Before 

starting the poem, Ellie thought that it would be a decent idea to go over the present 

perfect tense and the present perfect continuous tense; for, she had seen that some of her 

students were not using these tenses correctly. This grammar feature would also be a 

good opportunity as a continuation for the regular and the irregular past tense verbs and it 

would complement student understanding of these verb uses. Being the proponent of the 

Input Theory, she wanted to take it “one step further” by including since and for:    

I looked for something that I see them struggling with. They can do the past tense, 

present tense, the basic future, but using have been + a verb…For example, today 

the girl’s sentence said, “they have been came.” They do not know what formed 

with the verb in after been. Have been married why is that one in the past tense 

versus have been playing soccer. It is just something that they struggle with 

(March 5, 2013).  
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Another example that would help show Ellie’s preference to teach grammar 

based on her perception of student struggle related to the parts of a sentence. The unit that 

they were about to start was called “True Self”; however, due to the tests that were going 

on at the time, they were not able to read the story. In addition, the grammar part in the 

book recommended the study of subjects and objects. Ellie considered these 

circumstances she was in, and decided to address not only the subjects and the objects, 

but also the other elements of a sentence. Here are her own words for her rationale in 

choosing this grammar feature: 

The grammar in the book is subjects and objects. They need to see it at a higher 

level. Before reading the story I wanted to start with grammar. The grammar thing 

is usually done at the end, normally I would have used it in the context and the 

stories as we are talking about, but we are not doing that now. They know he, she, 

it. How can I make it harder and more valuable?  (March 26, 2013) 

As the discussion above attests, Ellie’s perceived student struggle and her intention of 

teaching one step beyond student current level shaped her decision-making. She thought 

planning grammar activities with these conceptions in mind would be stimulating and 

beneficial for her students.  

By examining the criteria that influenced Ellie’s decision-making, I have 

portrayed how and why Ellie attended to grammar before the onset of a reading text. She 

mostly took her perception of her students’ grammar knowledge into account when 

making her decisions. Moreover, it was also evident that Ellie preferred using various 

teaching methods in consideration of her student factor. In the following section, I will 
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discuss how student factor influenced her thinking around use of various teaching 

methods. 

                         Student as Center of Teacher Thinking 

Within this theme I will elaborate on the impact of student needs in Ellie’s 

consideration of different strategies in attempt to make the grammar learning as gainful 

as possible. In the following section, first, I will talk about the factors that prompted Ellie 

to use group work. Then, I will discuss the importance that Ellie gave in creating 

individualized student studies.  

Initiating Group Work According to Student First Language 

Ellie believed that group work was one of the most effective ways of learning 

grammar. Actually, she favored the group work because it allowed her to address 

grammar reactively. Ellie would be able to pull her students’ attention to multiple 

grammar forms, which proved to be problematic for the students. In addition, students 

were given the opportunity of learning from each other while writing their sentences 

during a group work study. The structure of the groups changed according to the target of 

the activity. Groups were arranged either according to the student preference, level of 

proficiency, or common native language. For example in one of the lessons, Ellie formed 

her students into four groups according to their shared native language; Spanish, Karenni, 

Vietnamese, and Zomi. The objective of the lesson was to write a summary of the latest 

reading text The Mare. Ellie structured the groups based on their native language because 

she thought they would be able to help each other better since they shared the same 

language. Below is the story summary of the Spanish-speaking students, followed by the 
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dialogue that went between the teacher and the group members while working on the 

sentence structures and the meaning: 

 

Ellie: …her parents like about laraza. Do I say, “You like about soccer?” 

Student 1: Love.  

E: Ok. Love, but we don’t want this “about”, what do they feel about laraza? 

…ppp, proud. So, her parents… get rid of this “like.” Her parents are 

proud…What do you say with proud?  Preposition  “of.” ….which is race, horse. 

Then, you said, “horse.” 

St 2: I don’t know.  

(Eli erased “horse”, saying that the author didn’t say anything about that and that 

the students needed to develop that whole idea in somewhere else) 

E:….they owned a vendor truck to sale things… “sale”, what is the verb? I can 

say, “There is a big sale.” 

St 1: Sell.  

E: Good. Do you say,  “I own a phone to taca?” So, they own a vendor truck and 

they sell ….get rid of “to”. Rather than “things”, what do they sell? 

St 1: Foods.  
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E: Do they sell inside it? In English “food” means more than one thing 

without the “s”. And they sell food from it not in there. ...Her brother who is love 

to play soccer…. her brother comma no “is” …her brother who …. 

St 1: Love to play soccer.  

E: Her brother is “he”, what do I do with “love”? Loves. Because “he”. Her 

brother, who loves to play soccer, and… get rid of “and”. …..he has more free 

than me. Here, you said “he”. Did you already say “he”? So, you don’t want the 

“he”. Not “free” what is the word?  

St 2: Freedom...than me.  

E: Are you part of the story? Not “me”, then who. 

St 2: Her 

E: Who is “her”? 

St 2: Consuela.  

E: So, he could do thing by his decision. Here, you said “has” and “loves”, and 

here you say “could”. So, let’s stay in the present tense. So, he … 

St 1: Can do thing by his decision 

E: You don’t say, “ by his decision”. What do you say?  

St 1:  him.  

E: You could do this.  He can make his own decisions.  

As seen in the interaction between Ellie and the group members, this activity let Ellie 

address more than one grammar feature implicitly in a context that was meaningful to her 

students. She was able to pay special attention not only to grammar, but also to meaning 

as well. She thought this kind of activity was both advantageous and effective in 
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examining language because her students had the opportunity to see the combination 

of the meaning and the structure in a real context. The students who had the same 

language background were able to help each other better in identifying their errors and 

correcting them.  

One other factor that directed Ellie to form groups according to the students’ L1 

dealt with addressing student grammar gaps efficiently. Being a former Spanish language 

teacher, Ellie’s bilingualism gave her an advantage in further explaining certain grammar 

features to Spanish speaking students; for, she was familiar with the errors that were 

specific to Spanish speaking students. For example, the Spanish-speaking students wrote, 

“He wanted to go to a trip….” in their summary. Ellie told them that she knew they used 

“to a trip” in Spanish, but they needed to say “on a trip” in English language. In here, 

Ellie combined her knowledge of the Spanish language with English and showed the 

differences between the two depending on which language they were using.  

 Ellie observed that the students who spoke the same L1 showed similar patterns 

in their learning and misunderstanding due to the impact of their L1. Even if she did not 

know the students’ L1, she would still be able to provide feedback to the students based 

on the patterns she detected as a result of the influence of their L1. For example, Ellie 

was cognizant of the need to focus on the tense uses with the Vietnamese-speaking 

students, for the occurrence of tense related errors were frequent in Vietnamese-speaking 

students’ language production.   

In Vietnamese and Karen, there is no tense in verbs. You just go is go. There is no 

went, are going, will go. It is confusing in level 3, when I try to teach past, present 

tense and present progressive, but in their language it doesn’t exist. They say, 
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“Yesterday go, tomorrow go.” Or, you just have to know from the 

conversation what they are talking about. Or they could say “when” and you 

could answer them. There is no verb tense (April 16, 2013).  

The segment below shows how Ellie addressed to those points mentioned above 

while she was analyzing Vietnamese-speaking students’ summary: 

Ellie:…she is smart and talented She loved to ….Is she in capital? What do we 

need?  

(The student put period before “She.”) 

E: You are describing her; it is not something that happened. So, “loves.” Also, 

she is...See, how you are using present tense. You need to stay with present tense. 

…expected to follow cluture. I need a word here (after follow).  

St: Her.   

E: (Eli wanted the students to pronounce “culture” because it was misspelled.) 

Make it c.u.l.t.  …her family proud to be  Mexican. This is an adjective (referring 

to the word “proud”) you need a verb here.  

St: Was.  

E: You are describing her. So not “was.” 

St: Is.  

E:You start the setting and then the story. When you start your story this is gonna 

be your first paragraph and you are gonna go to …..what tense? Past tense cause 

you are gonna talk about what happened now (April 16, 2013).  
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In addition to the use of group work, creating room for individualized 

grammar based studies was also among Ellie’s efforts. In the following section, I will 

further examine this point. 

Creating Individual Studies 

Ellie believed that by working with individual students, she would be able to 

attend to each students’ own weakness and try to cover their needs sufficiently. “Each 

student is different, they all differ in their needs”, she said. Due to the time constraints 

and the requirement to meet the curriculum needs, it would make it hard for her to spare 

time for individual studies. However, Ellie tried to create opportunities to work with her 

students on a one-on-one basis. Her way of creating individual studies regarding 

grammar mostly occurred and combined with the vocabulary studies. Before reading a 

new story, they would work on the meanings of the new vocabulary words. Ellie would 

ask her students to create a PowerPoint, which consisted of their own sentences used with 

each new word, and a picture that represented their sentences. The students would share 

their assignments through Google docs for Ellie to provide feedback. In addition, Ellie 

would call on each student to analyze their sentences in class, while the rest of the 

students kept working on their sentences. Similar to the group work, Ellie was able to 

address many different linguistic aspects of language during these individual studies. The 

segments below shows her attendance to the different grammar structures during these 

vocabulary studies: 

The target word was “Freedom”. The student wrote, “I came to the us because I 

needed freedom.” 

Ellie: Did you need freedom? You are from Vietnam, so you could talk about…  
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(Ellie wanted him to use the word “refugees”).  

E: Did refugees stop coming?  

St: They are still coming.  

E: What am I gonna change my verb to? Change “came” to “come”. 

Below is another example that shows the interaction between Ellie and a Kurdish-

speaking student. The target word was “claim” and the student wrote, “He is claims the 

food on the ground because is hungry.” 

 E: (referring to the picture that the student used to represent her word. The 

picture showed a man digging for gold) In the picture, he is claiming gold. Let’s 

pretend that this is food for now, but find a new picture. 

E: I can say, “he claims”, but I can’t say, “he is claims”. If somebody is doing 

something now, what do I put in …? 

St: -ing  

E: Good. Change that. “He is claiming.” Now, I have to put one more thing. “on 

the ground because is hungry”. Do I know who is hungry?  

St: He   

E: Good. "He" put “he.” 

The two segments above show how Ellie was able to attend to her students’ errors 

rather implicitly. She was able to activate and build on student grammar knowledge by 

attending to the form and meaning. As Ellie stated, the students varied in their level of 

English knowledge, and their first language affected the way they used the English 

language. By working with each student, Ellie was able to fill in the gaps in these 

students’ knowledge by either pointing out the errors they made as a result of their first 
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language influence, or by comparing the differences in the use of English language 

and their first language. For example, one of the Spanish-speaking students wrote “foods” 

thinking that it was correct as it was the case in Spanish language, but Ellie explained that 

the word “food” denoted plural meaning. With Vietnamese-speaking students, Ellie 

would try to reinforce the correct use of tenses, for she knew that these students lacked 

the semantics and the use of tenses as a result of the influence of their first language.   

In an attempt to create individualized studies, Ellie was also taking advantage of 

the technology to promote the learning of grammar. She was using iPods in combination 

with the vocabulary studies. The study involved the definition of unknown vocabulary of 

the new reading text and focusing on the other forms of these words such as,  “agony and 

agonize”. After all of the target vocabulary was covered, Ellie would hand out the iPods 

and the practice sheet that consisted of sample sentences, which was constructed by Ellie 

using the new vocabulary. The iPods had the app, Dragon Dictation, downloaded and 

ready to use. The students were expected to read the sentences till they got them right as 

exemplified below: 

Sentence: She was in great agony after her son’s death. 

St: Sheila engrade Akelah have the right son dearth. 

Sentence: If you help a person too much, you are enabling them. 

St1: If you help a person too much, you are enably them. 

 Ellie cherished the use of iPods because the students’ attention to grammar occurred 

rather implicitly. Let’s hear her own words for her rationale: 

The purpose is not to get them to have an accent. For example, when they read 

many of them say “start”. They only say the base word not started or starting. 
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They won’t look and focus on the ending. It helps them with grammar and 

spelling and focus on the ending and words like with prepositions. They just need 

to say that lot and hear that a lot. There is a ton of grammar, but they don’t realize 

that they are doing grammar too and that’s what is nice about it (May 1, 2013). 

I am not sure how much this practice has been helping students with regard to the 

grammar knowledge, but it was certain that it helped improve their speech sounds, by 

paying attention to changing sounds according to the tense use such as, the “d” sound in 

“rescued” or the “ing” sound in “avoiding”. The students’ attention also seemed to be 

pulled towards the use of prepositions that were followed after a verb or an adjective such 

as, “depends on” or “responsible for”.  

As Ellie expressed above, the students did not realize that they were also 

practicing grammar within these iPod studies. With this thought in mind I presume, Ellie 

never explicitly touched on the grammar issues before, during or even after the practice 

sessions. As Ellie pointed out, “saying the sounds out right” (May 2, 2013) was the initial 

target here. Grammar was being attended to implicitly. 

Up to this point, I have portrayed Ellie’s thinking regarding FFI, including the 

factors that shaped her manner of teaching grammar. Below I will talk about the 

challenges that Ellie had been facing, which eventually influenced her thinking pertaining 

to grammar teaching. 

                            The Dilemmas That Ellie Faces 

Within this theme I will touch on two difficult situations that Ellie found herself 

in. One of them had to do with balancing her grammar teaching with the student profile, 

whereas the second one dealt with the knowledge of student L1 to strengthen student 
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comprehension.  

How to Balance Grammar Teaching 

The biggest dilemma that Ellie had been experiencing pertained to the difficulty in 

addressing grammar due to her diverse student population and their equally diverse 

needs. As has been discussed earlier, her student population consisted of students who 

came from various cultural and linguistic backgrounds. They also differed in their 

educational levels. Some of them did not even have formal schooling experience. These 

factors made it hard for Ellie at times to address all of her students’ needs. Here is how 

Ellie spoke about this concern: 

When you have kids who are highly educated and with kids that can't recognize a 

verb, you wanna meet all students needs, and with ELL, just like general 

population, there are handicapped classes, gifted classes, special ed classes, with 

ELL they are thrown in together and if you put that natural gap of advanced and 

special ed and then you are also thrown in educated, non-educated on top of just 

natural ability, the gap of students you have in your class is huge (January 4, 

2013). 

Within Ellie’s description of her student profile, one can easily discern her feelings of 

anxiety and apprehension. She wanted to be able to respond to all of her students despite 

their level of differences; yet, she was also aware that her efforts depended on student 

abilities and willingness as well. “…a lot of them don't see, may be, the importance of it 

[correct grammar use] or don't care to perfect that [their mistakes] or their ability to even 

see that they are doing it wrong. Some kids just naturally self-correct and hear and others 

won't and at what point do you keep trying…with grammar?” (January 4, 2013). Ellie 
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linked some of her students’ indifference towards grammar with their non-academic 

purpose in attending high school. She added that many of her students started their high 

school education at the age of 19 or 20 and their only aim was to learn and develop their 

English language for survival skills in the community. Therefore, the importance of 

learning grammar was minimal for these students, which made Ellie question herself as to 

how much and what kind of grammar she should insist on with these students.   

Ellie’s other dilemma is related to not knowing some of her students’ first language, 

which is discussed below.  

Not Knowing Students’ First Language 

Ellie considered the knowledge of student first language advantageous in teaching 

language and bonding with students. She wished she knew all of her students’ first 

language in order to assist them in their grammar learning. As I pointed out previously, 

Ellie was a former Spanish language teacher and she thought that her knowledge of 

Spanish helped her with her teaching and connecting with her students. Here is how she 

expressed the advantage of sharing a common language with her students: 

Many of the kids from refugee camps… with their second or third grade 

education, plus in a country with probably not the best schools, they don’t even 

know what a noun or a verb is. Their goal is to learn the language just to be able 

to use it and so that can be hard because I cannot speak Karen, Karenese [sic] and 

Zomi and so you are not able to focus as” (January 4, 2013). 

Ellie saw the use of student first language as an advantageous tool to explain certain 

grammar features. For example, with her Spanish-speaking students she was able to 

explain some of the grammatical terms and uses in their first language to help them 



 

 

144 

 

understand better. She gave the example of one of her Spanish-speaking students who 

started high school at the age of 19 and he did not know what a verb was. Ellie used her 

Spanish to teach verbs for she thought “teaching the concept of verb [was] difficult in 

itself” (January 4, 2013) while the student was trying to learn a new language from 

scratch.  

 As seen, the biggest challenges Ellie found herself in revolved around searching for 

efficient ways to fill in her students’ insufficient basic grammar knowledge due to their 

lack of formal schooling. In addition, she considered her students’ willingness as an 

important factor in learning grammar. Despite the challenges, Ellie targeted efficient use 

of her time with her students considering their level of academic and language variables.  

In the sections above, I explored Ellie’s expertise pertaining to form-focused 

instruction. Below, I will examine the perceptions of Ellie’s students regarding the 

influence of teacher use of FFI teaching options on their learning.  

                                   Ellie’s Students’ Perceptions 

The lesson that the first survey was given focused on the differentiation of regular 

past tense verbs and adjectives that end in-ed. There were two major factors that 

underlined Ellie’s choice of these grammar features: the gap in student knowledge 

regarding words that end in –ed and the input hypothesis (Krashen, 1985) or “pushing 

students one step further” as Ellie put it. Ellie believed that she needed to teach one step 

higher than her students’ current comprehension level. She pointed out this belief many 

times. Although she did not name the theory specifically, she expected me to understand 

what she was referring to by saying, “You know, i+1”.  
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Table 4.7 

Grammar-Teaching Episodes and Student Surveys 

 

Focus of 

Grammar and 

the Date 

Teaching steps and 

teaching style 

No of sts 

who 

understood 

“very well” 

No of sts 

who 

understood 

“somewhat” 

No of sts who 

did “not 

understand very 

much” 

*Regular past 

tense verbs and 

adjectives 

*-t, -d, -ed 

sounds 

(January 15, 

2013) 

* Forming sentences 

with four words picked 

from the story 

* Explaining the 

difference between 

verbs and adjectives 

that end in –ed 

* Identifying adjectives 

in the story that end in 

 –ed 

*Studying the sound 

changes that end in -ed 

5        4 1 

* have/has been 

+Ving+ since 

and for 

* have/has V3 

(March 5, 

2013) 

 

 

*Explaining the 

difference between past 

tense and present 

perfect tense and 

present perfect 

continuous tense 

*Explaining when to 

use since and for with 

examples 

*Giving test 

*Forming sentences by 

using certain verbs that 

Eli asked 

*Going over the test 

questions 

9           2 1 

 

The Input Hypothesis (Krashen, 1985), which is also known as the Monitor Model, 

involves five theories of second language acquisition proposed by Stephen Krashen. In 

essence, according to this model, students achieve acquisition when they are exposed to 
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language teaching that is further beyond their current comprehension level. The 

comprehension of the spoken and the written language is seen as essential in developing 

the understanding of the linguistic properties of a language. Based on this theory, when 

the learners are exposed to a substantial amount of language input, the knowledge of 

grammar would develop unconsciously. This theory seemed to be the root of Ellie’s 

thinking about grammar teaching.  

In the first teaching episode (January 15, 2013), Ellie decided to arrange her 

lesson in an order that helped her students recognize and understand the difference 

between past tense verbs and adjectives that ended in –ed. Ellie was aware that her 

students lacked the ability to see the difference between verbs and adjectives that ended 

in –ed. She said that her students had the wrong idea about each word that ended in –ed 

and they thought that the words that end in -ed were all identified as regular past tense 

verbs.  

In addition, Ellie believed that she needed to expose her students to a new 

information that was one step further from their current level. In this case, her students 

knew how to form regular past tense verbs, yet they were not able to identify if a word 

that ended in –ed was a verb or an adjective. They also had difficulty in hearing and 

producing the right sound of the past tense form of a verb. For that reason, she targeted 

focusing on –t, -ed, and –d sounds. She started her lesson by presenting four words 

picked from the reading text. These words could be a verb or an adjective depending on 

the use in a sentence. Then, they formed sentences using these words, both as a verb and 

as an adjective. Later, Ellie asked them to find words that ended in –ed, and that were 

also used as adjectives in the reading text. After pinpointing those words, Ellie handed 
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out sheets that asked students to find verbs that ended in –t, -ed, and –d sounds. One 

of the sections also asked students to identify past and present forms of irregular verbs.  

At the end of this lesson, the students were given the survey. The majority of the 

students stated that they understood what was presented, even if their understanding 

degrees varied. The students who chose “understood very well” and “somewhat” 

responded that teacher detailed explanation on past tense verbs and adjectives aided their 

understanding. In addition, forming sentences by using the word both in the form of a 

verb and an adjective, finding the target words in reading text and looking at the meaning 

of the sentences were also among their comments as being helpful. The students who 

chose “understood somewhat” were mostly confused with the sound changes of the past 

tense verbs. They stated that it was difficult for them to hear the sound of the right 

ending. One of them wrote that it was hard for her to remember all of the irregular past 

tense verbs. One student specifically wondered about the mainstream students thoughts, 

and she asked, “ Do you think other students out of ELL are also struggled with past 

tense verbs and adjectives?” The student who chose the option “not very much” did not 

provide his reason. Yet, when I asked him in person he expressed that he still could not 

comprehend when a word was being used as an adjective or as a verb. He added, “I 

should try hard and study the past tense verbs and adjectives.”    

The second survey was given right after the lesson, of which the target grammar 

feature was have/has+V3 and have/has been +Ving +since/for (March 5, 2013). Ellie 

focused on these particular grammar structures because she had seen that the students 

were struggling with the form and the meaning. She started her lesson by explaining the 

difference between past tense and the present perfect tense, followed by the present 
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perfect continuous tense. Then, she explained the use of since and for with the 

present perfect continuous tense by forming sentences. While constructing sentences, 

they looked at both the form and the meaning. She gave students a test to see if they were 

able to use the correct form. The test questions targeted students’ knowledge of the 

present perfect continuous tense use. After the test, they worked on constructing 

sentences with the verbs that Ellie gave. Finally, they went over the test questions.  

Student responses to the survey questions were similar to the previous one. The 

teacher’s explicit instruction on the form and the meaning, forming their own sentences 

and practicing sentences were the common answers that the students provided as main 

reasons for their comprehension. The students who somewhat understood or did not 

understand at all were mostly confused with the form. They said they were not exactly 

sure when and for what reason to use the present perfect continuous tense in their writing 

or speech. The test results were congruous with the student statements. Their mistakes 

mostly related to the form. For example one of the questions asked them to finish the 

sentence, She has…………….” by using the word walking. Six of the students wrote, 

“She has been walked…”. However, there were also inconsistencies with what the 

students did on the test. One of the questions asked them to find the problem in the 

sentence,” I have been teached for nine years.” All of the students, except one, identified 

the problems and corrected the sentence accordingly. The inconsistencies in the student 

answers and the student statements alluded to the fact that there were still gaps in student 

competency regarding the present perfect continuous form. They may know the form, but 

they may not realize it in every sentence structure. Interviews with the students also 

brought out their concern with their language production. Several students mentioned that 
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they were able to use their grammatical knowledge in their writings; however, they 

were not able to use the correct form in their speech. Ellie was aware of this as well. She 

tried to accommodate her student needs regarding speaking abilities by arranging 

speaking activities, either as a group, one-on-one, or with iPod studies. Ellie expressed 

that the students could correct their ungrammatical structures in writing because they had 

time to think. Yet, speaking was instantaneous and made it hard to pay attention and use 

the correct form of language. With speaking based activities students had the chance to 

practice the prompt use of language. Among different teacher approaches, students 

mostly found individual and iPod studies helpful and engaging. For example, Ellie 

arranged one of her lessons to practice have/has+V3 and have/has been Ving + since/for 

to foster the use in her student language production. She called on students in pairs and 

asked random questions that were formed in the target grammar structure. She was 

expecting her students to respond by using the same grammatical form such as to the 

questions, “How long have you lived in this city?” or “Have you ever eaten fish eggs?” 

Ellie would remind the students the form if they gave their answers erroneously. 

Sometimes she would refer to the meaning suggested by the question. For example, she 

asked, “Have you ever touched an elephant?” to one of the students. And the interaction 

went as followed: 

 St: I have never touching since 2000.   

E: Are you still touching an elephant? 

St: No  

E: So, don’t use touching. Think about it! Have you ever touched an elephant? 

 St: I have never…(laughs)…I have never been….touching….. 
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E: I have never touched an elephant.  

Following this small conversation, Ellie provided the meanings suggested by the use of 

have/has been Ving and have/has V3.  Consistent with individual interviews and the 

survey results, the whole class interviews of the students once again showed that one-on-

one studies increased their awareness of the target form, and help them notice the errors 

they made with the help of the teacher.  

The Match and the Mismatch Between Teacher and Student Perceptions 

On account of the student data, I can conclude that Ellie’s perception of student 

learning substantially matched with the student perceptions. As put forward previously, 

Ellie’s alignment of the target grammar instruction beyond the student current level 

underlined her thinking. In addition, Ellie also considered the reading text at hand. Based 

on these judgments, Ellie attended to grammar with the use of explicit teaching options 

(FonFS). These options included the provision of detailed information about the target 

grammar point, discussion of the form and the meaning, identifying the target grammar 

item in the immediate reading text, asking students to form their own sentences with the 

target grammar feature, and working on the structured grammar exercises. The student 

data exhibited that the teacher use of these options were regarded as helpful in their 

understanding.  

The individual and whole class interviews showed that the students mostly enjoyed 

one-on-one studies. They stated that they became more cognizant of their mistakes when 

they worked with the teacher individually. Ellie was also aware of the power of these 

single studies; yet, the time constraint restricted her use of separate studies in class. She 

said that even if these students were in a proficiency level three class, their existing 
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abilities differed and they all needed different type of attention to further their 

progress. In addition to individual studies, as explored within Ellie’s case study, Ellie 

tried to attend to each student needs by assigning power-point studies to each student. 

Every morning, she looked at one power-point study for five minutes through the over -

head projector and she attended to the form and meaning of the sentences that the student 

constructed. With this strategy, she was not only addressing the individual student needs, 

but was also allowing the rest of the class to learn from their peer’s work. The students 

appreciated these studies and stated that these studies helped them notice the correct use 

of grammar related issues that the teacher attended to.  

One of the distinctive characteristics of Ellie from the other two teachers was the 

use of student L1. Being a former Spanish language teacher, Ellie was able to explain the 

use the Spanish language versus the English language with her Spanish-speaking 

students. The students stated that the teacher’s use of Spanish helped them see the 

differences between the two languages and therefore their attention and comprehension 

increased. Not all of the students were Spanish speakers in Ellie’s class. Ellie believed 

that the students who had the common language background would be able to help each 

other. Therefore, she would form groups according to student common language in an 

attempt to initiate student communication in their first language if they needed to. During 

my observations, I witnessed student L1 use pretty often and students seemed to benefit 

from the use of their L1 to explain the misunderstood points.  

As a conclusion, depending on the data, I deduce that Ellie’s students’ perceptions 

highly converge with her own perceptions. Even the students’ attitudes toward the full 

command of grammar mirrored Ellie’s accurate perception of her students’ profiles. To 
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be more explicit, students’ attitudes toward the grammar knowledge tied into their 

desires for their future academic life. For example, Rachel, who aspired to continue her 

higher education, thought that she needed to be accurate in her language use. However, 

Tashi did not consider “perfect grammar” important because he already had his own 

business and he thought he could communicate in English efficiently enough to continue 

his business. Karma, on the other hand, had responsibilities like, her husband and family, 

and she was attending school only to further her communicative skills. For that reason, 

she was content with basic grammar. She felt it was enough to find an appropriate job. 

So, student willingness to learn grammar, or their attitudes toward the mastery of 

grammar closely connected to their future aspirations. More importantly, Ellie was aware 

of the reasons behind student attitudes toward grammar and she was trying to balance out 

her instruction depending on each student’s profile. To be precise, my observations, the 

student surveys, and the interviews did not exhibit any discrepancy between student 

perceptions and teacher perceptions regarding the influence of teacher use of FFI. In the 

following part, I will present the analysis of the similarities and the differences across the 

themes that emerged in each teacher. 

                                  Cross- Case Theme Analysis 

In this section, I intend to provide a cross-case synthesis among the three cases. 

By examining the similarities and the differences across the themes that emerged from 

the analysis of the three cases, I will address major rival findings. At the end of this 

section, I will talk about the nature of teaching expertise for FFI as revealed through the 

analysis of similarities across the three cases.  
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The three teachers show several similarities and differences in their expertise 

regarding their understanding and execution of FFI.  One of the common similarities 

among these teachers’ expertise in regard to grammar teaching pertains to their decision-

making in the events of dilemmas. The challenges that these teachers faced encouraged 

them to search for different approaches in their thinking, even if it meant giving up their 

ritual habit of teaching or thinking: an attribute that was associated with adaptive 

expertise (Darling-Hammond & Bransford, 2005). For example, after Rose observed 

similar grammar errors in her students’ writings continuously, she felt the need to alter 

her routine grammar teaching theory. She thought that attending to grammar only during 

teaching moments was not enough. Even though she continued on at-the-moment-

grammar-teaching, she developed a new habit of teaching grammar in a mini-lesson 

fashion. Rose moved towards FonFS option (the teaching of grammar in isolation), rather 

than attending to them (grammar items) at the moment of student writings. During these 

mini-lessons, she had the opportunity to address various grammar features and talk about 

the language in a more direct and explicit way.  

One other element of adaptive expertise involved the use of appropriate mode of 

teaching to meet leaners’ needs. I observed this behavior with Ellie when she preferred to 

use Spanish to teach certain grammar rules to her Spanish-speaking students who were 

low in English knowledge. The use of student first language (L1) in language teaching 

mostly in English as a foreign language context was documented in research (de la 

Campa & Nassaji, 2009). In fact, researchers pointed out the strong impact of L1 use to 

enhance student understanding of the rules and encouraged it in the language-teaching 

field ((Nassaji & Fotos, 2010). In this study, based on Ellie’s case, it is shown that L1 use 
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in English as a second language context could also be effective. Ellie was aware of 

the influence of L1 in teaching the forms to her students and were taking advantage of it 

whenever necessary.  

Teacher adaptive decision-making dealt with the student’s willingness as well. As 

explored previously, some of Ellie’s students started high school at a later age and their 

reason for attending high school was mostly related to their desire to learn English for 

survival purposes at no cost. They were not concerned with learning grammar as long as 

they could communicate. In these cases, based on her knowledge of her students’ 

profiles, Ellie was questioning herself as to how strict she should be with students 

regarding grammar knowledge. By focusing on their communication skills, she was 

hoping that “grammar would fix itself in time” (January 4, 2013) with those students.  

Dan’s decision-making regarding the students’ characteristics was different than 

Ellie’s. Dan’s dilemmas were mostly related to his low proficiency level students who 

were close to the age limit to graduate. In an attempt to come out of this dilemma, he 

preferred to lean towards his students’ benefit. For example, he moved some of his 

students to an upper proficiency level, even though they were not seen as adequately 

qualified. However, Dan believed the lack of expected grammar knowledge should not be 

used as an obstruction for these students’ graduation. For he believed, ELL was 

essentially about helping students grow in their language abilities, not to equip them with 

the full command of the language. Dan thought his students were progressing at their 

own pace and would continue to do so throughout their lives. He thought he should be a 

relief and support, not an obstacle.  
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While attending to grammar, one of the common manners that all these three 

teachers shared was providing reasons for their students to justify the importance of what 

they were studying. All of the teachers believed that students would be more motivated if 

they became more conscious of the reasons behind what they were studying. At every 

opportunity, all of these teachers provided reasons for what they were/would be studying 

in attempt to make the purpose of the target lesson more meaningful to their students. For 

example, Rose tried to make it clear to her students that using the tenses correctly in their 

writings would be beneficial in their college applications, while Dan convinced his 

students that using adjectives or conjunctions in their sentences would help them impress 

the readers in their job applications, and as for Ellie, she pointed out that the knowledge 

of sentence structure would help her students convey the intended meaning to their 

audience. When looked at closely, in essence, the teachers in this study depicted their 

positive attitudes toward descriptive grammar teaching. They were not strict about the 

prescriptive rules of grammar; however, they tried to give the message in their reasoning 

that the knowledge of standard grammar was necessary in order to convey effective and 

meaningful messages. Rose’s data, specifically, showed that she preferred presenting her 

students the variations of English language in different contexts. She was conveying her 

students that even if there were variations in the English language they should not be 

considered as incorrect. Yet, she was emphasizing that the use of Standard English in 

professional contexts would increase her students’ status. 

Considering the examples above, the reasons that the teachers provided differed 

according to the target grammar lesson; some were practical, some were intellectual and 

some were aspirational. Whatever the reason, the thought of providing a clear picture 
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regarding the target grammar was significant for these teachers to inspire and 

motivate their students in their language learning studies. This feature of these teachers 

pointed to their “learner-centered” (Bransford, Derry, Berliner, Hammerness & Beckett, 

2005) side because by giving the rationale for what they were teaching, they were 

attempting to help their students to make the connection between the target grammar and 

why they needed to know them. 

The analysis of the three teachers showed divergence in their stated beliefs against 

explicit and direct grammar teaching. We know from research that the discrepancies 

between teachers’ stated beliefs and their actions were based on various contextual 

factors (Farrel & Particia, 2005; Richards, Gallo & Renandya, 2001). In this study, for 

example, even though Ellie expressed that she was not concerned with grammar 

knowledge in her students, she alluded that explicit attention to grammar was still 

inevitable, since certain structures in English have to be taught explicitly to foster student 

understanding. Dan did not put into words that grammar needed to be taught for certain 

occasions; yet, the way he attended to grammar in his lessons suggested otherwise. 

Moreover, he insinuated the need to teach grammar by saying, “I don't care so much 

about their [students] grammar until it is important for their grammar to be something 

that somebody is going to evaluate”(January 7, 2014). Rose, on the other hand, was 

against teaching grammar in isolation because she said she knew it was not recommended 

by research. However, she decided to teach in isolation at times anyway because she 

thought her students would benefit from explicit instruction and understand the concepts 

clearly. Essentially, all three teachers’ decisions regarding grammar teaching points to the 

situational nature of teaching. (Berliner, 2004; Tsui, 2003). As reported in the studies of 
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expertise in teachers, these teachers presented the attribute of “conscious 

deliberation” (Glaser and Chi, 1988) in their thoughts regarding when and why to teach 

grammar.  It was not a matter of using the best single approach, it was the matter of what 

approach best fit to certain classroom context (Ellis, Basturkmen, & Loewen, 2006).  

Another finding from cross-case analysis is related to the teachers’ support for 

context-dependent grammar teaching. While these teachers’ reflections on the importance 

of grammar in language differed, they were all against context-free grammar teaching. 

Grammar teaching within meaningful context was supported in literature regarding 

grammar teaching. Language teaching experts claimed that language should not be 

treated as an “object” (Ellis, 2001), instead efforts should be made to teach it in 

meaningful and communicative context (Long, 2012; Spada & Lightbown, 2008). In line 

with the research findings, the teachers in this study also believed that grammar should be 

treated either within or as a continuation of the context that they were in to make it 

meaningful. These beliefs were reflected on these teachers’ teaching of grammar as they 

tried to build context-dependent grammar lessons. For example, Ellie and Dan would 

target to teach certain grammar features either during or after reading a text in an attempt 

to make the grammar studies more purposeful. Rose, on the other hand, would attend to 

grammar while analyzing her students’ lead sentences for their writing projects, during 

which the primary focus was on the meaning.  

Despite their preference to teach grammar in a meaningful context, certain 

circumstances would lead these teachers to attend to grammar in context free ways. These 

circumstances mostly revolve around the teacher perception of student needs based on the 

deficiencies that these teachers detected.  
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Table 4.8 

Rose 

Name Characteristic Texts and 

Resources 

Stated Philosophy of Grammar-

Teaching                

Observed Philosophy of Grammar-

Teaching 

Rose SPED  

Team Leader 

Inside (Main 

Book) 

Natural 

Geographic 

Basic English 

Grammar Book 

Daily Language 

Review  

Rubric Checklist 

Supports purposeful attention to 

grammar 

Students need to know the form and 

the function of a grammar feature 

Against isolated grammar teaching 

Error correction and peer work are 

effective in learning grammar 

Favors integrating grammar with 

student writing projects 

Students need to know the 

linguistic terms, for they are used in 

the tests 

Students need to know the reasons 

for what they are studying 

There should be a specific 

curriculum that covers writing and 

grammar 

 Constructs mini lessons based on student 

gaps 

Explains the forms and functions  

Isolated grammar teaching on a daily basis 

Use of error correction and peer work  

Attempts to integrate target grammar with 

the target writing projects 

Teaching linguistic terms  

Frequent reminders of the need to use 

grammatically correct sentences 

Students need to know the difference 

between formal and informal language and 

formal language corresponds to the use of 

grammatically correct sentences 

Students need to know grammar to show 

that they are “smart” for their future 

education  
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Table 4.9 

Dan 

Name Characteristics Texts and 

Resources  

Stated Philosophy of Grammar-

Teaching 

Observed Philosophy of Grammar-

Teaching 

Dan Very Verbal 

 

Edge (Main 

Book) 

Teacher 

Guidance 

Grammar and 

Writing 

Practice Book 

Rubric 

Checklist 

Grammar is not a priority 

Comprehension and vocabulary 

knowledge are more important 

Against isolated teaching of 

grammar, prefers teaching 

grammar in a context 

Prefers attending to grammar 

based on the sentences on the 

board, reading or student question 

Believes in the necessity of 

knowing linguistic terms and their 

functions in  

a sentence, for they may be asked 

in a test 

Believes in the provision of 

reasons for what he is teaching  

 

Grammar is needed to write correct 

sentences and to convey the intended 

meaning 

Isolated grammar teaching occurs, yet 

either to prepare the students for the 

target reading or to complement the 

target reading 

Provision of linguistic terms  

Provision of rationale for the target 

grammar feature 
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Table 4.10 

Ellie  

Name Characteristics Texts and 

Resources  

Stated Philosophy of Grammar-

Teaching 

Observed Philosophy of Grammar-

Teaching 

Ellie Bilingual 

Considered her 

Spanish useful in 

teaching and 

helping students 

Edge (Main 

Book) 

Basic English 

Grammar 

Book 

Rubric 

Checklist 

Less grammar, more holistic 

teaching 

Communicating ideas is more 

important, grammar will come in 

time 

Prefers grammar teaching in a 

context 

Prefers explicit teaching of 

grammar for complex structures or 

the features that her students 

struggle with the most 

Knowledge of linguistic terms not 

important  

Advocate of i+1 theory and 

challenging her students 

 

 Grammar teaching in combination with 

the target reading 

Isolated grammar teaching occurs based 

on perceived student gaps and struggle 

Provision of linguistic terms is minimum 

Grammar teaching for complex structures 

 The use of technology to assist grammar 

understanding 

Challenging students by teaching 

grammar features that were beyond 

student current level 

Use of group work and one-on-one 

studies to improve student grammar 

usage 

Use of learner L1 in explaining grammar 

features 
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Teachers in this study believed that explicit instruction would lead to higher 

understanding. In fact, this point was reported in the majority of form-focused instruction 

(FFI) research. Researchers claim that focus-on-forms (explicit instruction) help students 

learn quickly and increase their proficiency (Norris & Ortega, 2000). 

Explicit instruction based on student gaps mostly occurred in Ellie and Rose’s 

lessons. Ellie spared class hours to teach certain grammar features based on her 

understanding of her student’s gaps or struggles. She would prepare worksheets that were 

loaded with the target grammar feature, which was not tied to a reading text, to 

strengthen her students’ comprehension. Rose used practice sheets that focused on 

various language properties on a daily basis in order to cover as much grammar related 

topics as possible. 

What is worthy of notice was Ellie’s thinking around constructing these input 

based grammar lessons slightly more advanced than the students’ current level. For, she 

thought teaching grammar that is beyond student proficiency level would be more 

stimulating to her students. This thinking speaks to her innovative side, an attribute of 

adaptive expertise (Hatano & Inagaki, 1986; Hatano & Osura, 2003; Schwartz, Bransford 

& Sears, 2005). Adaptive teachers, education theorists say, move beyond routine 

behavior and alter their teaching based on the understanding of their students (Corno, 

2008; Darling-Hammond & Bransford, 2005). For example, the target grammar in the 

book was basic tense structures. Ellie thought that her students knew these structures. 

Instead she thought of focusing on the present perfect and the present perfect continuous 

tenses because she detected that many of her students still made errors in their writings. 

In addition, she thought that these tenses were a challenge to her students. Therefore, 
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contrary to her previous context-dependent grammar teaching, she preferred explicit 

teaching for these complex structures: an approach, which was also recommended by the 

researchers (Ellis, 2012). Ellie further included “since” and “for” in an attempt to teach a 

grammar structure that is beyond students’ current level. This example speaks to Ellie’s 

adaptive side, for she altered her grammar teaching and the content of the target structure 

based on her perception of her students’ understanding.  

One of the conspicuous differences between Ellie and the other two teachers was 

Ellie’s decision to use IPods as a tool to assist student grammar understanding. With this 

cognizance, Ellie moved away from her routine thinking of teaching grammar towards 

innovative thinking of using technology to teach grammar (Branford, Derry, Berliner, 

Hammerness, & Beckett, 2005). When the IPods were provided to the ELL teachers by 

the district, Ellie thought that Dragon Dictation- an app that was designed to help the 

users to dictate their emails and text messages- would be an appealing app to use in 

combination with grammar related activities. For example, she decided to use IPods 

while working on the past participle verbs. Seeing that most of her students were not 

making the right sounds when a verb changes into a past participle form, she considered 

it as an opportunity to let her students practice on the sound changes. Studying with IPods 

helped students not only recognize but also make the right sound changes as well. 

Moreover, Ellie thought that the one-on-one interaction between the student and the IPod 

gave comfort to the shy students, as they did not face correction in front of the whole 

class. While the element of innovative thinking was evident in Ellie, the other two 

teachers did not evidence this trait of adaptive expertise.  
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While attending to grammar, one common strategy that both Dan and Rose 

followed was emphasizing the linguistic terms that they were teaching. Teacher cognition 

literature shows the differences regarding teacher thoughts about the knowledge of the 

linguistic terminology in their students (Borg, 2006). According to research, teachers 

leaned towards teaching linguistic terms for they thought this is what their students 

expected (Burgess & Etherington, 2001). In this study, the teachers tended to teach 

technical language based on the thinking that their students might face with these terms in 

test questions. This thought was more dominant in Dan and Rose. At appropriate times, 

they would explain to their students that they needed to know these terms for they might 

need this knowledge in tests. While this approach was not apparent in Ellie’s thinking 

and teaching, there were times when she would mention the type of questions that the 

students might get on a test while she was teaching a certain grammar item. For example 

when she was covering pronouns within the objective of Points of View, she mentioned 

the existence of these types of questions in the test that the students were practicing to get 

ready for the national tests. Compared to Ellie and Dan, Rose associated the knowledge 

of grammatical terms with the state of being intellectual. She thought the knowledge and 

the use of these terms would have a positive effect on her students by greatly benefiting 

their mental capacity for their future school life.  

The thinking around use of teaching strategies among these teachers showed 

similarities as well, especially between Ellie and Rose. These two teachers valued student 

participation and thought that creating ways to encourage student participation was key to 

connections and getting them to learn. Dan’s thinking; however, differs from these 

female teachers, for he believed that more teacher talk was better. As a result, he aimed at 
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connecting through his talk.  

Based on the belief in fostering peer interaction to enable growth in knowledge, 

Ellie used group work frequently in combination with the grammar teaching episodes. 

She formed her groups either according to the student preference or common first 

language depending on the lesson objective. If the objective was to write a summary of a 

reading text, she preferred forming students into groups based on their native language. 

She said that students with common first language showed similar patterns in their 

language learning and it helped Ellie address the group needs more efficiently. In 

addition, these students would be able to teach and learn from each other more effectively 

since they shared the same native language.  

Rose used group or pair work based on the similar conditions and reasons as Ellie. 

Rose also believed in the power of peer support during learning. She said she had 

witnessed how students taught and learned from each other in her teaching many times. 

She preferred pairing her students with varying strengths to promote the level of 

understanding and learning, for she thought students were better at using student-friendly 

language while interacting with each other. Her group work involved asking students to 

discuss what they learned regarding the recent grammar activity, or asking students to 

edit each other’s writings through Google docs.  

In addition to the use of group work, working with individual students was also a 

common occurrence in Ellie and Rose’s thoughts and actions. Rose thought that creating 

room for individual studies mostly with the students who were new to the level would 

help them catch up with the rest of the students. Based on this judgment, Rose would pull 

the student to a corner table after class instruction was over, and once again would go 
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over the recently learned grammar items with the student while the rest of the 

students were working on their essays. Sometimes, if she realized that certain students 

needed extra help, she would ask them to come in during lunch hour. She would try to re-

teach the concepts that the students did not understand completely while they were 

having their lunch together. However, the thought of creating individual studies occurred 

more frequently in Ellie’s lessons. Ellie stated that individual studies were one of the best 

ways to address each student’s grammar gap. She preferred creating these opportunities 

in connection with vocabulary studies. She would ask her students to form their own 

sentences using the new words, and then they would examine those sentences. While 

analyzing the sentences that the students formed, Ellie would be able to address various 

grammar features, including the meaning.  

The teachers in this study showed the intricate characteristics of teacher FFI 

expertise both in their decision-making process and actions. They aspired to be an aid to 

their students in their language learning experience by considering myriad factors that 

pertained to their teaching related environment. They were all aware of the complexities 

of teaching and learning; yet, they endeavored to make the right decision and take the 

right action for their students’ benefit.   

Overall, this cross case analysis unveiled the shared elements of grammar 

teaching that may be common to many expert teachers of FFI. Teacher decision for FFI 

revealed that teachers look for a balance between form and meaning in their practice. 

They intended to achieve this balance by focusing on the timing of the FFI. That is they 

used either integrated or isolated FFI to attend to form within a meaningful context. In 

addition, teachers resorted to FonFS (grammar teaching that is not connected to a 
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context) teaching mode to respond to student deficiencies more efficiently. This 

analysis also brought forward teacher disposition to let their students see why the study of 

grammar is important. Teachers’ concern for why to study grammar is intellectual as well 

as motivational. Teachers are willing to alter their current theory of grammar teaching; 

they may give up comfortable routines or planned instruction in light of recognition of 

student need that would be better served by a change in instruction. When looked closely, 

all these elements place teachers’ conscious thinking in response to context and student 

needs at the core of teacher expertise for FFI.  

In this chapter, I have discussed my findings based on the manifestations of the 

three teachers’ FFI expertise. In the ensuing chapter, I will summarize my major findings 

in light of my research questions. 
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                                                     Chapter Five 

Discussion  

I previously pointed out that the majority of the language teacher studies focused 

on teacher thinking and their practical knowledge and decisions. With this study, by 

identifying teacher choices of FFI teaching options, I focused on the display of teacher 

expertise in teaching form. In addition, I wanted to explore students’ voices regarding 

their perceptions of the influence of teacher FFI teaching options on their learning. The 

findings were discussed in the previous section in detail. In this chapter, I present the 

summary of the major findings of this study. I provide my assertions and generalizations 

in light of my research questions. Implications for future research and limitations 

followed the discussion of assertions.  

The analysis of each case and the cross-case analysis across the cases brought 

forward the complex nature of teacher thinking in their practice once again. First of all, 

teacher thinking for FFI is substantially influenced by teacher judgment of what grammar 

feature to focus on, when to do it and how to it. The data led to two major conclusions 

and one minor assertion: 

 1) The nature of FFI teaching expertise involves deliberate, thoughtful teacher 

thinking. 

2) The execution of FFI reveals teacher disposition to adapt various approaches 

based on student needs. 

The minor assertion is related to the student data. The analysis of the student data shed 

some light on the possible positive learning outcome as a result of the convergence 
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between the student and teacher perceptions regarding FFI. However, due to the 

weaknesses in the student data, it is not reasonable to claim this finding as strong, but 

rather an interesting coincidence that deserves further exploration.  

Below I summarize what these major findings constitute. 

1) The nature of FFI teaching expertise involves: 

 Teacher choice of FFI options which is contingent upon teachers’ 

language teaching priorities such as reading or writing.  

 The impact of teachers’ core beliefs which are shaped by teachers’ 

perceptions of students’ academic needs 

 Teachers’ recognition and management of dilemmas regarding the best 

use of FFI options  

2) The execution of FFI contains: 

 The provision of rationales for the target grammar  

 Teacher regard for student interaction to facilitate the understanding of 

grammar.  

 Teacher adaptation of FFI based on their perception of student academic 

need such as: 

 Willingness to use technological tools that may yield better 

grammar learning. 

 Challenging students by targeting grammar features that is beyond 

students’ current level. 

 The timing of FFI. 

 The use of Learner L1. 
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I will discuss the findings in light of my research questions. Below are the 

tables that show the discussion of the findings along with the research questions involved.  

Table 5.1 

Major Findings and the Research Questions 

Major Findings Research Questions 

The Nature of FFI Teaching 

Expertise 

1. How do teachers describe and demonstrate their 

expertise in regard to form-focused instruction?  

2. What is the nature of teacher thinking during 

form-focused instruction?  

 

The Execution of FFI 

Checking for Student   

Understanding 

3.What factors impact teacher thinking / decision 

making during FFI? 

a) How do the ESL teachers circle back to check in 

if those individual students or groups of students 

picked up what they are trying to teach? 

4.What is the nature of the interplay of these 

factors? 

  

 

Table 5.2 

Minor Finding and the Research Questions 

Minor Finding                                          Research Questions 

Student Perceptions of Teacher 

FFI Expertise 

5. How do students experience ‘expert’ FFI?  

a) How do the students perceive the teachers’ 

instruction?  

b) Do teacher and student perceptions of student 

learning coincide?  And, if not, what is the nature of 

the differences in learning perceptions? 

 

 

The Nature of FFI Teaching Expertise  

Teachers’ decisions regarding what, when and how to focus on form were 

substantially affected by their beliefs of the place of grammar in language teaching and 

learning, which has been largely documented in previous research (Borg, 2006). The 
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teachers in this study did not see grammar as an entity in itself, consisting of 

decontextualized content that needed to be mastered. Instead, they viewed grammar as 

part of a whole language study; moreover, the teachers in this study were not even 

particularly strict about the grammatically correct use of language as long as the intended 

message was conveyed. Increasing vocabulary knowledge, comprehension skills, and 

writing strategies took priority over the knowledge of grammar. Essentially, grammar 

was deeply intertwined with what the teachers were teaching. As a result, priorities 

regarding grammar in language teaching (when to use FFI) were shaped by the 

teachers’other language teaching priorities, primarily meaningful reading and writing 

instruction. This prioritization of language teaching tasks affected these teachers’ choices 

of FFI and motivated their theories of action.  

Phipps and Borg (2009) made a distinction between core beliefs and peripheral 

beliefs, and this distinction proved important in understanding Rose, Dan, and Ellie’s 

thinking about grammar. Some studies, such as Corno (1995), show student affective 

needs and desires as part of teacher core beliefs, my study, on the other hand, suggests 

that teacher perception of student academic needs may be a core belief and a distinctive 

factor in teacher’s inclination towards grammar teaching and use of FFI options. In 

response to student academic needs, teachers in this study, tended to teach grammar 

either as a preparation for possible test questions or as a means to reinforce students’ 

future academic performance.  

This present research data demonstrated that student deficiency and/or struggle in 

particular grammar structure as seen mostly in their writing was also an important factor 

in shaping teacher thinking of student academic needs. Thereby, teachers attempted to fix 
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the grammar holes that they saw in their students’ understanding, and this fixing was 

accomplished mostly by means of mini-lessons. Teacher preference of mini-lessons 

usually consisted of direct, explicit teaching of target grammar features and related 

structured activities. Teachers may resort to integrated FFI in an attempt to combine the 

newly studied grammar structures with the reading text and enable their students to see 

the target form and its function in the reading text. Isolated FFI was used to help students 

practice the target grammar structure. 

Teacher perception of student needs also made teachers diverge from their stated 

beliefs of teaching grammar within meaningful context. The teachers in this study 

differed in their beliefs regarding the importance of grammar in teaching language. 

However, despite the difference in given importance to grammar knowledge, they all 

dictated that they were against isolated grammar teaching. Nonetheless, student outcomes 

directed these teachers’ behaviors towards teaching grammar in isolation at times to pull 

their students’ attention to the target grammar concepts.  

The Execution of FFI 

The teachers in this study considered providing reasons to their students about the 

target grammar feature as essential in enabling student learning. Teachers’ reason for this 

thought and action was related to increasing student attentiveness, heightening their 

noticing abilities, and encouraging their desire to learn. Teachers thought that when 

students were aware of the reasons for what they were studying, they would be able to 

understand the significance and attempt to focus and understand what was being taught. 

Raising student consciousness was encouraged by language teaching professionals 

(Schmidt, 1990). However, the awareness that the researchers supported was about 
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facilitating student attention to forms in a direct way. In this study, I considered 

providing reasons for what was being targeted as a grammar feature similar to raising 

consciousness regarding the target form. The teachers in this study were aiming to pull 

their students’ attention towards the form that was being focused by giving reasons for 

why the students needed to learn it.  

Teachers’ preference of activities and choice of FFI teaching options also speak to 

teacher expertise and teacher understanding of grammar teaching. Teachers, who 

considered student interaction and individual studies as a powerful way of grammar 

learning, organized their lessons towards encouraging student participation.  

Teachers’ judgment and practice regarding what grammar to study and when to 

study unveiled teachers’ adaptive side. The data revealed that teachers’ adapt their 

grammar instruction based on their perception of student needs and student grammar 

knowledge. We know from general education research that teachers knowledge of their 

students enable teachers to make better decisions regarding what to teach and how to 

respond to their students’ needs (Berliner, 2004). In this study, teachers altered their 

instruction by targeting a grammar feature that is beyond students’ current level to 

challenge their students. Or teachers changed their course of action completely to better 

respond to their students’ deficiencies. Teachers’ tendency to implement technological 

tools such as iPods also point to their adaptiveness. The use of technology reflected 

teacher intention of creating student-centered grammar learning, which points to teacher 

willingness to adapt new approaches that may enhance student language learning 

experiences.  
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These teachers exhibited their thoughtful consideration of when to teach 

certain grammar items as well. Teachers’ timing of FFI varied according to their 

purposes. Teachers in this study preferred attending grammar before, during or after a 

reading text to make a meaningful transition between form and meaning.  

As a last assertion, I would like to talk about teacher thinking with regard to 

learners’ L1 use during grammar teaching. Teachers’ use of students’ first languages was 

seen as beneficial in enhancing student understanding, particularly in an English as a 

Foreign Language setting. In this study, the use of learner L1 in an ESL context was also 

depicted as advantageous. Specifically, grouping students according to their common first 

language was shown as beneficial in enabling students to explain the target grammar 

feature in their first language if they needed to. Research studies differ in their views 

about the teacher use of L1. Some of the researchers found it natural mostly in English as 

a foreign language setting (Cook, 2001), while others recommended not to use it at all 

(Cummins, 2005). Despite these varying theories, teachers’ first hand experience of the 

impact of student L1 use was found to be helpful in explaining grammar, and bonding 

with students.  

Checking for Student Understanding. One of the questions I was interested in 

exploring pertained to how teachers check their student understanding of the grammar 

points they taught. The data showed that the teachers in this study mostly achieved that 

through reading student writing. In addition, they were not interested in strict grammar 

correction, but more in student ability to communicate meaningful ideas. The teachers 

were using the objectives in the rubric checklists to provide feedback to their students. It 
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was much more a mutual process. The teachers provided their feedback and the 

students were expected to edit their papers in light of the feedback while learning from 

them.  

Teachers implemented pre-tests and post-tests for the lessons that consisted of 

explicit grammar teaching to help students see their own progress. These tests also helped 

the teachers to see the difference in student understanding before and after the instruction. 

Collecting practice assignments after the class work was also among teacher strategies in 

order to see how well the students did before and after the whole class study. While 

teachers used the outcome of the tests and the assignments to reteach certain grammar 

points depending on the occurrence of common student misunderstanding, they regularly 

mentioned to students to show their grammar knowledge in their writings.  

 In sum, the teacher cognitive decision regarding checking student understanding 

of grammar was influenced by their beliefs of language learning as a whole. While they 

tended to increase student awareness of the correct grammar use by providing feedback, 

error correction, and teaching to it, they were not strictly concerned with the correct use 

of the language form in student language production. Even though teachers expected their 

students to show their uptake in their language use, they contended that the students 

would develop complete correct grammar knowledge and use in time.  

Student Perceptions of Teacher FFI Expertise 

The data I gathered through surveys, and interviews (both individual and whole-

class) revealed that the students were mostly content with the teacher use of instructional 

strategies. In addition, the data shows a high degree of convergence between teacher 

perceptions and student perceptions. The major commonality across students regarding 
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beneficial teacher FFI related to direct, explicit instruction, which consisted of the 

provision of the form and the function. Students also found the combination of the 

detailed explanation with the immediate reading text helpful in noticing the use of the 

target form in authentic written language. Structured activities that followed the explicit 

instruction, forming their own sentences with the use of target form, and pinpointing the 

target form in the reading text with more teacher input were among the methodological 

options that the students found as augmenting in their understanding. Students also 

benefited from activities that focused on correcting erroneous use in a sentence, 

comparing erroneous use with the correct form, and even circling or underlining the 

target grammar point to grab student attention. Among various strategies, students found 

teachers’ frequent repetition, and use of group or pair work as helpful. As was discussed 

elaborately within student perceptions, teacher thinking around the use of direct and 

explicit instruction, supplementing the instruction with structured input activities, and 

combining the target grammar with the immediate context that they were in, matched 

with the student thinking of the impact of the use of these FFI options on their learning.    

 Teachers’ physical positioning during grammar teaching was also seen as 

engaging for some students. Language teaching professionals have long expanded on 

teacher physical positioning, giving the message that the teachers needed to be aware of 

their positioning in the classroom as it speaks not only to teacher intentions, but also 

signals how committed a teacher is to their students during teaching (Ur, P., 2012).  

Students highly valued one-on-one studies that involved a use of technological 

tools such as the iPod. With teacher help, students were able to notice their errors and 

make appropriate corrections. Studies that included iPods were mostly fun for the 
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students. They enjoyed working at their own pace and the errors they made were only 

visible to themselves, which enabled them to try as much as they wanted to with the use 

of the iPod. The students also considered studies that involved group or pair work as 

efficient. They learned from each other as much as they learned from their teachers; 

moreover, some students felt more comfortable working with their peers. None of the 

students mentioned the influence of test use, unless I asked specifically. Then, they would 

acknowledge that the use of pre-test and post-test helped them see their mistakes and 

alerted them to pay attention to those mistakes in their future language use.  

So far, teacher decision-making regarding the use of FFI options and student 

thinking of the impact of these FFI options did not show any discrepancy. Teacher 

thinking and student thinking exhibited that teachers were flexible enough to align their 

FFI teaching options based on their students’ expectations, and even learning styles. 

However, there was one contradiction between teacher and student perceptions, and it 

was related to the students’ consideration of teacher talk. As has been discussed earlier, 

while teachers regarded their verbality as advantageous for modeling what 

communication involved, students found it dull, and extreme at times. They wished for 

opportunities that enabled more interaction among their peers, such as pair or group 

work. As seen here, contrary to the teachers’ beliefs, students might find extreme teacher 

talk monotonous, and as a result might lose their attention and interest during the lesson. 

This conflict calls our attention to the point that FFI would likely be more influential 

when the teacher and student perceptions of effective FFI match to a great deal.     

The findings concerning the student perceptions of the influence of teacher FFI in 

their learning are not strong enough to make significant claims. The student data was 
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limited, for the students did not provide as much information both in the surveys and 

during the interviews.  However, the data I have do suggest the area that ought to be 

further researched. For, if teacher and student perceptions were to overlap, this would 

have strong implications for teachers and teacher educators.                  

                                              Implications  

I started this journey to explore teacher expertise with respect to form-focused 

instruction and teacher demonstration of this expertise in their language classrooms. I 

also wanted to complement my questions by involving student voices of the teachers 

whom I was taking this travel with. Throughout this journey, I recalled how mentally and 

physically demanding teaching was; yet, incredibly full of rewarding and satisfying 

feelings, as when a student hugged her teacher, saying, “ I will miss you Mrs. Rose”.  

As I said, this study enabled me to explore and identify ESL teacher expertise for 

FFI. I found out that the characteristics of teacher expertise that were hypothesized in 

previous literature were also evident in these teachers’ form based thinking as well. First 

of all, these teachers cared about their students immensely. Their decision-making 

revolved around how they can better serve their students in teaching language, so that 

students can enjoy their school life and further their education. This macro thinking was 

the fundamental element in teacher maneuvers. Data analysis exhibited that the teachers 

felt the need that they should provide explicit teaching of grammar (focus-on-forms) to 

increase student accuracy in their language use in order to prove their competency in their 

future school or professional lives.  

The data demonstrated that teachers had concerns regarding making efficient 

decisions about which grammar feature to focus on and combining it meaningfully to 
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their target lesson. Based on this finding, I propose that book publishers should take 

teacher’s voices into consideration in designing student books that the teachers could use 

as a resource. In addition, teacher education professionals can offer courses that involve 

approaches, strategies and methods of teaching grammar in combination with actual 

teaching episodes that show how expert teachers implement the extant methods and 

strategies in their lessons. Further field opportunities should be provided to teachers-to-be 

in which they can experience and collaborate with teachers in real school settings. 

Professional meetings can also be beneficial in broadening the teacher knowledge 

of effective grammar teaching. I am aware that ESL team leaders and the district coach 

tended to organize meetings to discuss various topics. Within these meetings, teachers 

could share their concerns regarding the combination of grammar and the target lesson. 

They could appoint people in constructing a lesson curriculum that also include grammar 

teaching or they could hire a publisher that could arrange an editor to write a book by 

taking the teachers’ needs into consideration.    

Based on the teacher interviews regarding teacher beliefs in grammar teaching, 

teachers might have specious assumption that isolated grammar teaching was 

disadvantageous. However, present research proposes that grammar teaching in isolation 

(focus-on-forms) can also be influential in enhancing student grammar learning (Sheen, 

2003, 2005; Ellis, 2012). I contend that teachers might not have an accurate picture of the 

use of various FFI options. Therefore, I propose that teacher educators could provide FFI 

research with opposing views to their prospective ESL teachers and show them that any 

grammar teaching option could be implemented if the teachers see the need to. It should 
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be emphasized that the teachers need to depend on their sound judgment based on the 

current circumstances they are in.  

One other point that I would like to discuss deals with teacher talk during 

teaching. Teacher talk was seen as a valuable resource for language learners (Krashen, 

1981). However, student perceptions brought forward how much teacher talk enable 

student engagement. Walsh (2002) investigated the benefits and hindrances of teacher 

talk in EFL classrooms. O’Neill (1994) discussed teacher talk and provided the 

conditions that it could be facilitating. Warren-Price (2003) inquired into his own 

teaching and his use of talk and concluded that he needed to drop the amount of his talk 

in attempt to increase student participation and enable student communication. 

Discussions vary when it comes to the teacher talk; in fact, many would argue that it was 

a matter of teacher balance. In this study, there was a conflict between teacher decision of 

the dominance of the teacher talk and the students’ thinking of the amount of teacher talk. 

Students clearly stated that they lost their engagement when the teacher talk was 

dominant. As far as I know not much research was carried out to explore teacher talk in 

ESL classrooms. I would encourage further research that looked into the teacher talk and 

the student perceptions of teacher talk within FFI based lessons to provide more insight to 

this point.  

As a last point, I would like to talk about the unintentional impact of a researcher 

and the research topic they are exploring to their participant teachers. We researchers are 

concerned with our presence in a classroom for varying reasons. We do not want to 

disrupt the usual class atmosphere; we do not want the students and the teachers to feel 

uncomfortable and anxious. We want to be as invisible as possible. In time, we become 
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not as intimidating to the students and the teachers. In fact, we may not realize that 

our research intentions could be an inspiration for the teachers. I came to this 

understanding after a research participant confided in me, thanked me actually to enable 

her to change her visions towards grammar teaching. Even if I did nothing, my research 

topic urged this teacher to search more about grammar teaching and encouraged her to 

explore different ways that she can use in her lessons. Here is what the teacher told me at 

the end of my last observation (February 15, 2013): 

I am glad I chose to participate in your study.  I was able to look at my current 

teaching of grammar and how to work on adjusting it to meet the needs of the 

students in my class. It is a work in progress on my part but I am able to look at it 

from a different perspective now.  

                                           Limitations 

By doing this research I intend to explore the display of teacher expertise with 

regard to FFI. The study of these teachers’ expertise using a case study design enabled 

me to explore their particularistic application of FFI expertise. I should be cautious not to 

generalize the findings to the whole population of ESL teachers. The boundaries of this 

research project limited to three teachers and three different schools in a city located in 

the Midwest U.S. Further research could implement a similar case study design that 

target teachers in different states. In addition, I also aimed to explore student perceptions 

of teacher teaching options. Even though all of the students participated in this study, the 

number of participant students was limited to the participant teacher classrooms that I 

was observing. I recommend a further research that targets large student population to 

better understand student perceptions of the impact of FFI options on their learning.  
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                                                 Conclusion 

To recap, the nature of teaching expertise for FFI as revealed in this study is 

shaped by teacher cognitive decisions regarding what, when and how to focus on 

language form. Teacher perception of student academic needs is not only at the core of 

teacher thinking, but also influences teacher FFI teaching options such as the use of 

integrated and isolated FFI to combine the form and its function in a meaningful context, 

or the use of focus-on-forms to enhance student explicit understanding of the target 

grammar.  

Teachers act against their beliefs of grammar teaching, or have difficulties in 

making decisions, when expected grammar knowledge is not observed in a student. Yet, 

student needs and benefits always determined teachers’ instructional behavior. While 

teachers valued one-on-one instruction, student interaction and the use of a technological 

tool to facilitate student understanding of grammar, teachers considered providing 

students with a rationale for the target grammar essential to increase student awareness.  

Teachers adapt FFI with the aim of focusing on a grammar feature that is one step 

beyond students’ current level to challenge students. Based on their bilingual experience, 

teachers considered L1 use as beneficial in student grammar understanding. Finally, 

teacher use of FFI and students’ perceptions of the impact of teacher use of FFI on their 

learning may show conflicts. Student and teacher perceptions of FFI may converge for 

efficient grammar teaching and learning. This finding is weak yet promising, and further 

research to explore this phenomenon is warranted.  

Based on the findings on the nature of FFI, the expert FFI involves the deliberate 

and thoughtful implementation of any type of FFI (isolated, integrated, or focus-on-
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formS) based on teacher judgment of student needs, timing within the immediate 

context, and teacher language teaching priorities.  In addition, the consideration of 

student perspectives of grammar learning complements the FFI teaching expertise.  
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Appendices 

Appendix A: Teacher Consent Form  

 

English as a Second Language Teacher (ESLT) Adaptive Mindset Regarding Form-

Focused Instruction (FFI) and Student Learning 

 

Purpose:  

This study will aim to explore the nature of native ESL teacher expertise pertaining to 

teaching grammar in secondary school settings, particularly in meeting individual student 

needs in a group instructional context, and the perceptions of ESL students’ of the 

instructional options used in teaching grammar. You are invited to participate in this 

study because you are teaching ESL in secondary schools and your contribution is 

invaluable. 

 

Procedures:  
Your participation will involve interviews and follow-up interviews, which should take 

30 to 45 minutes, at schools at your choice of time. Within the follow-up interviews, you 

will be asked to view or listen to some parts of the four or five video recorded (or audio 

recorded) grammar-teaching sessions to provide your thinking for your choice of 

teaching options. You will be given a protocol before each interview. These interviews 

will happen four or five times and should last 30 to 45 minutes. These follow-up 

interviews will be conducted either at the end of the each lesson or the next day in your 

available time. Our communication will also involve informal conversations and emails. 

The interviews and the informal conversations will be audiotaped with your permission. 

Three to four week visit permission to observe and videotape your intermediate and 

advanced level classroom teaching related to grammar will be requested. If you prefer 

audiotaping will be used. I may take notes during observation of your grammar teaching. 

You will also be requested the copies of your instruction materials such as plans, or 

documents related to the grammar points you focus, and student work. The last five 

minutes of the four or five grammar focused lessons will be requested to be spared for the 

investigator to handout blank papers to your students for them to put their opinions about 

their learning and understanding of the day’s grammar lesson.  

 

Risks and/or Discomforts:  
There are no known risks involved in participating in this research.  

 

Confidentiality:  
Pseudonyms will be used to protect your identity. Any information obtained during this 

study, which could identify you, will be kept strictly confidential. The data will be kept in 

the primary investigator’s password protected laptop and stored in a locked cabinet in the 

investigator’s office and will only be seen by the investigators during the study and for 

five years after the study is complete. The information obtained in this study may be 

published in scientific journals or presented at scientific meetings but the data will be 

reported as aggregated data. 
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Opportunity to Ask Questions:  
You may ask any questions concerning this research and have these questions answered 

before agreeing to participate in or during the study. Or you may contact the 

investigator(s) at the phone numbers below. Please contact the University of Nebraska-

Lincoln Institutional Review Board at (402) 472-6965 to voice concerns about the 

research or if you have any questions about your rights as a research participant. 

 

Freedom to Withdraw:  
Participation in this study is voluntary. You can refuse to participate or withdraw at any 

time without harming your relationship with the researchers, the principals, the district 

office, the school in which has provided permission for the research to be conducted, the 

University of Nebraska-Lincoln, or in any other way receive a penalty or loss of benefits 

to which you or they are otherwise entitled.  

 

Consent, Right to Receive a Copy:  
You are voluntarily making a decision whether or not to participate in this research study. 

Your signature certifies that you have decided to participate having read and understood 

the information presented. You will be given a copy of this consent form to keep. 

 

 

Signature of Participant: 

 

 

________________________________                                        ___________________ 

 Signature of Research Participant                      Date 

 

 

 

Name and Phone number of investigators 

 

Sevda Budak, Ph.D.c., Principal Investigator                             402 323-0839 

Jenelle Reeves, Ph.D., Secondary Investigator                           402 472-2610  
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Appendix B.  Child Assent Form 

 Dear Student, 

 

We would like to invite you to take part in this study. We are asking you because you are 

an English Language Learner.  

 

In this study we will try to learn about your thoughts and ideas about the grammar lesson 

of the day. To do this study, we will give you a blank paper in the last five minutes of each four 

or five grammar lessons and ask you to write about what you think you have learned and whether 

the lesson has helped you understand the lesson and what you think would help you learn better. 

We will also try to talk to you in person to better understand your thoughts either during lunch 

hours or at the end of the school day for five or ten minutes. We will have these talks four or five 

times. We will also make an audio recording of your speech.  

 

We will not share your speech and thoughts with your teachers or any other persons. The 

reason for doing this study is to learn more about your thoughts about the grammar lessons and 

how they help you learn.  

 

Your parents will also be asked to give their permission for you to take part in this study. 

Please talk this over with your parents before you decide whether or not to participate. 

 

You do not have to be in this study if you do not want to. If you decide to participate in 

this study, you can stop at any time.  

 

If you have any questions at any time, please ask one of the researchers.  

  

IF YOU SIGN THIS FORM IT MEANS THAT YOU HAVE DECIDED TO 

PARTICIPATE AND HAVE READ EVERTHING THAT IS ON THIS FORM. YOU AND 

YOUR PARENTS WILL BE GIVEN A COPY OF THIS FORM TO KEEP.   

 

 

____________________________________                                           ___________ 

Signature of Subject Date 

 

 

_____________________________________                                   ______________ 

 Signature of Researcher                                  Date 

 

 

RESEARCHERS 

Sevda Budak, Ph.D.c.                        Phone: 402 323-0839 

Jenelle Reeves, Ph.D.                        Phone: 402 472-2610 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

196 
Appendix C. Youth Assent Form 

 Dear Student, 

We are inviting you to participate in this study because you are an English 

Language Learner.  

First, we will give you a blank paper in the last five minutes of each four or five 

grammar lessons and ask you to write about what you think you have learned and 

whether the lesson has helped you understand the grammar point(s) and what you think 

would help you learn better. We will also try to talk to you in person to better understand 

your thoughts either during lunch hours or at the end of the school day for five or ten 

minutes. We will have these talks four or five times. We will also audio record of your 

responses.  

Being in the study will not have direct benefit to you, but it may help us learn 

more about your thoughts and ideas about the grammar lessons and how they help you 

learn. In addition, you may have the opportunity to evaluate your own learning while 

talking about your thoughts.  

You may feel uncomfortable sharing your thoughts, but your responses will be 

strictly confidential. We will also use fictitious names to protect your identity. We may 

publish a summary of everybody’s responses or present such a summary at a scientific 

meeting, but your identity and responses would be totally confidential.  

 

We will also ask your parents for their permission for you to do this study. Please 

talk this over with your parents before you decide whether or not to participate. 

 

You do not have to be in this study if you do not want to. If you decide to 

participate in this study, you can stop at any time.  

 

If you have any questions at any time, please ask one of the researchers.  

  

IF YOU SIGN THIS FORM IT MEANS THAT YOU HAVE DECIDED TO 

PARTICIPATE AND HAVE READ EVERTHING THAT IS ON THIS FORM. 

YOU AND YOUR PARENTS WILL BE GIVEN A COPY OF THIS FORM TO 

KEEP.   

 

____________________________________                                           ______________ 

Signature of Subject Date 

 

_____________________________________                                   ________________ 

 Signature of Researcher                                  Date 

 

 

 

RESEARCHERS 

 

Sevda Budak, Ph.D.c.                        Phone: 402 323-0839 

Jenelle Reeves, Ph.D.                        Phone: 402 472-2610 
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Appendix D. Parental Informed Consent Form 

Purpose:  

This project will aim to explore English as a Second Language (ESL) teacher expertise 

regarding grammar teaching methods and student perspectives of these methods in their 

understanding. Your child/legal ward is invited to participate in this study because they 

are secondary school English language learners.  

 

Procedures:  
They will be asked to write about their thoughts about the grammar lesson of the day on 

papers provided by the investigator in the last five minutes of the four or five lessons. 

The investigator would also want to converse with your child/legal ward at school for 

five or ten minutes either during lunch hours or at the end of the school day to clarify 

their ideas. These conversations will happen four or five times and will be audio-

recorded. The investigator may also ask your student work from the teacher to compare 

the learning achieved on that particular grammar point and the student perspective.  

 

Benefits: 

This study may help us understand the nature of  ESL teacher expertise regarding 

teaching language form in a classroom context and explore the teacher and the student 

perspectives of student learning. There are no direct benefits to your child/legal ward as a 

research participant; however, this study may also provide them an opportunity to reflect 

on their own learning while talking about their thoughts.  

 

Risks and/or Discomforts:  
There are no known risks or discomforts associated with this research. 

 

Confidentiality:  
Pseudonyms will be used to protect your student’s identity. Any information obtained 

during this study, which could identify them, will be kept strictly confidential. The data 

will be kept in the primary investigator’s password protected laptop and stored in a 

locked cabinet in the investigator’s office and will only be seen by the investigators 

during the study and for five years after the study is complete. The information obtained 

in this study may be published in scientific journals or presented at scientific meetings 

but the data will be reported as aggregated data. 

 

Opportunity to Ask Questions:  
You and your child/legal ward may ask any questions concerning this research and have 

these questions answered before agreeing to participate in or during the study. Or you 

may contact the investigator(s) at the phone numbers below. Please contact the 

University of Nebraska-Lincoln Institutional Review Board at (402) 472-6965 to voice 

concerns about the research or if you have any questions about your child’s/legal ward’s  

rights as research participant. 
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Freedom to Withdraw:  
Participation in this study is voluntary. You and your child/legal ward can refuse to 

participate or withdraw at any time without harming your and their relationship with the 

researchers, their teachers, the school in which has provided permission for the research 

to be conducted, the University of Nebraska-Lincoln, or in any other way receive a 

penalty or loss of benefits to which you or they are otherwise entitled.  Also, their grades 

will not be affected by their participation or withdrawal from the research.   

 

Consent, Right to Receive a Copy:  
You are voluntarily making a decision whether or not to allow your child/legal ward 

participate in this research study. Your child/legal ward will also agree to be included 

within the study by providing assent if they are above the age of seven years old.  Your 

signature certifies that you have decided to allow them to participate having read and 

understood the information presented. You will be given a copy of this parental/legal 

guardian consent form to keep. 

 

Name of Child to be included: 

 

_______________________________ 

(Name of child: Please print) 

 

 

Name & Signature of Parent/Legal Guardian: 

 

 

________________________________ 

(Name of Parent/Legal Guardian: Please print) 

 

 

__________________________________                           _______________________ 

Signature of Parent /Legal Guardian                                                       Date 

 

 

 

 

Name and Phone number of investigators 

 

Sevda Budak, Ph.D.c., Principal Investigator         402 323-0839     

Jenelle Reeves, Ph.D., Secondary Investigator       402 472-2610  
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Appendix E. Stimulated Recall Protocol for Video-Recorded Lessons 

We are going to watch a partial segment of the video recording of the grammar lesson 

you have given. The purpose of this interview is to help you remember what you were 

thinking during this particular teaching moment. Try to remember what was on your 

mind at that moment and tell me to stop when you are ready to report your thinking. 

Please, tell me everything on your mind and remember that I am not interested in what 

you think right now, but what you were thinking at that teaching moment you see in the 

video.  

You can watch the segment as much as you want if you think that is necessary for you to 

recall your thinking of the moment. Whenever you are ready, I will listen and audiotape 

your verbal report. I will also take notes. Perhaps, I will ask some questions to clarify my 

understanding.  

This videotape and the following audiotape of the interview are strictly confidential. 

Pseudonyms will be used to protect your identity and other than the investigators, no one 

will have access to this information. If you have any questions at any moment, please ask.  

Thanks for your invaluable participation once again. 

Shall we begin?  
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Appendix F. Stimulated Recall Protocol for Audio-Recorded Lessons 

We are going to listen to a partial segment of the audio recording of the grammar lesson 

you have given. The purpose of this interview is to help you remember what you were 

thinking during this particular teaching moment. Try to remember what was on your 

mind at that moment and tell me to stop when you are ready to report your thinking. 

Please, tell me everything on your mind and remember that I am not interested in what 

you think right now, but what you were thinking at that teaching moment you hear in the 

recording.  

You can listen to the segment as much as you want if you think that is necessary for you 

to recall your thinking of the moment. Whenever you are ready, I will listen and 

audiotape your verbal report. I will also take notes. Perhaps, I will ask some questions to 

clarify my understanding.  

This audiotape and the following audiotape of the interview are strictly confidential. 

Pseudonyms will be used to protect your identity and other than the investigators, no one 

will have access to this information. If you have any questions at any moment, please ask.  

Thanks for your invaluable participation once again. 

Shall we begin?  
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Appendix G. Interview Protocol for Teachers 

-Can you tell me your history in becoming an ESL teacher? How long have you been 

teaching? What levels? And what are you teaching now?  

- How do you choose your approaches in teaching grammar? What do you consider? 

What do you take as a basis in your choice of instruction? What factors shape your 

grammar teaching instruction? 

- What are the dilemmas you face in teaching grammar? What are the challenges you 

encounter? 

- How do you come to know your students? How do you understand their grammar 

knowledge/level? What is important for you to know about your students to address their 

needs? 

-How do you address your individual student needs?  What do you consider in addressing 

individual student needs, level of proficiency, emotions? Which comes first?  

- How do you address your group of students’ needs? What do you consider when 

attending these collective students?  

-How do you balance your instruction towards your students?  

-How do you understand whether your students have understood the lesson you 

presented? What do you do to check in their understanding? What do you do if the target 

outcome is not achieved? 

 

 

 

 

 

Appendix H. Interview Protocol for Students  

-What do you think you learned today?  

-What do you think about today’s instruction? Did it help you understand today’s lesson? 

If not, what do you think could be different? What would have helped you understand 

better?  
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Appendix I. Student Survey 

1. How confident do you feel in your ability to use 

"…………………………………………………."? 

a) not confident at all         b) very unsure          

 c) somewhat unsure           d) pretty sure  

e) relatively sure                 f) very sure 

2. How well did you understand ………………… 

…………………………………………………..? 

a) very well    b) somewhat   

c) not very much        d) not at all  

3. In the lesson, what helped you the most to 

understand …………………………………… 

………………………………………………..? 

 

4. In the lesson, what did the teacher do to help you 

understand………………………………………… 

………………………………………………....? 

 

5. What more could have helped you to 

understand (learn) better 

……………………………………………? 

 

6. What did you find confusing during or after 

teaching? 

 

 

 

7. What questions do you still have if any about  

………………………………………………………………………? 

 

 

 


