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ABSTRACT

This thesis entitled "Teaching Language Functions Through

Information Gap in Grade Seven" aims at finding out the effectiveness of

information gap technique in teaching communicative functions.

To carry out the research, thirty students of grade VII of a private

school from Kathmandu district were taken as a sample population. Only ten

functions of English language were taken for this research. A pre-test was

taken to test the students' proficiency in communicative functions before

applying the technique in teaching language functions. Then, the students

were divided into two groups through simple random sampling procedure

using fish bowl draw. The group 'A' i.e. experimental group, was taught

language functions using information gap technique whereas the group 'B'

(controlled group) was taught using usual classroom techniques although the

teaching topics, medium, methods and somehow the materials were the

same. The experimental teaching lasted about 20 days. Thirteen lesson plans

were made and necessary teaching materials were developed during the

teaching period. After that, post test was taken and the results of both tests

were compared to determine the effectiveness of information gap technique

in teaching language functions.

The information gap technique seemed to be a better technique in

teaching language functions. The students who hesitated, felt very shy and

could not speak a single word in the classroom in previous days showed

great enthusiasm in speaking. At least, they could ask others for information

and could reply anything (whether it was right or wrong) if they were asked.

The technique always created curiosity among the students. It

remained inevitable in teaching language functions. And it will be partial if

we don't use information gap during teaching language functions.
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