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ABSTRACT

The present research work entitled “Correlation Between Linguistic Intelligence and
Proficiency in Reading and Writing in the EFL Classroom” is an effort to find out the effect or
role of one of the multiple intelligencesi.e. linguistic intelligence in the Nepali
classrooms where English has been taught and learnt as aforeign language. For the
purpose of the study, the eleventh grade students of higher secondary school of
Kathmandu valley were selected. Questionnaire and test items were the tools of data
collection. Two types of questionnaire were used. Rating scale and checklist were used to
prepare the linguistic intelligence profile of the students. The purpose of preparing the
profile was establishing the preliminary intelligence identification of the students. Then,
reading comprehension and writing tests were given to find out the linguistic proficiency
of the students. After finding both linguistic intelligence profile and linguistic proficiency
of the individual students, the average linguistic intelligence and linguistic proficiency
was calculated. The calculation showed that the average score in linguistic intelligence
and on linguistic proficiency were quite related. It showed the strong influence of
linguistic intelligence on linguistic proficiency. Similarly, the coefficient of correlation
between linguistic intelligence and linguistic proficiency was calculated. The correlation
between them also showed the high positive correlation. The average score on linguistic
intelligence and linguistic proficiency and the correlation between them showed that
there is no doubt about the role of the linguistic intelligence of individual students on
thelir linguistic performance or achievements. Y et, there are some rooms to say other
several additional variables like personal and family background of the students bring
differences in the student performance in language. But we can get enough proof to say
that the linguistic intelligence is mainly responsible to get proficiency in the foreign
language.

The study consists of four chapters. The first chapter deals with the general background,
literature review, hypothesis, objectives and significance of the study. The second chapter

incorporates the methodol ogy used in the study, the sources of the data, sampling



procedure, tools of the data collection, process of data collection and limitations of the
study. The third chapter includes presentation, analysis and interpretation and
presentation of the collected data. The data obtained from the respondents were analyzed
and presented systematically in the profiles and in the tables. Then, the data are
interpreted in terms of average score and pearson product moment of correlation. The
fourth chapter deals with the findings, recommendations and pedagogical implications.



TABLE OF CONTENTS

Page

Declaration i
Recommendation for Acceptance I
Recommendation for Evaluation i

Evaluation and Approval v
Dedication \Y;
Acknowledgements vi
Abstract Viil
Table of Contents X
List of Tables XV
List of Abbreviations XVi

CHAPTER - ONE : INTRODUCTION

1.1 General Background 1
1.1.1 The Intelligence Interval Designation of Binet 2
1.1.1.1Eight Intelligences and their Characteristics 8
1.1.2 Gardner's Suggested Possible Additional Intelligences 10
1.1.3 Gardner's Multiple Intelligencesin Detail 11
1.1.4 Factsand Features of Multiple Intelligences 14
1.1.5 Basisfor Intelligence 15
1.1.6 Criteriafor Identification of Intelligences 16
1.1.7 Comparison Between Traditional View of Intelligences and
Multiple Intelligence Theory 17
1.1.8 Multiple Intelligence Learning Profile With Best
Learning Style 18
1.1.9 Important Aspects of Multiple Intelligences Theory 20
1.1.10 Multiple Intelligences Theory and Adult Second Language Learning
22
1.1.11 Assessment and Evaluation of Multiple Intelligences 25

1.1.12 Other Theories of Intelligences 26



1.1.13 Distinction Between Intelligences and Learning Styles
1.1.14 Application of Multiple Intelligence in the Classroom
1.1.15 Application of Multiple Intelligence Theory to English
Language Teaching (ELT)
1.1.16 Multiple Intelligences. Strategies In the Classroom
1.1.17 Intelligences and Subintelligence
1.1.18 Assessment of Multiple Intelligence Inspired Teaching
1.2 Review of Related Literature
1.3  Hypothesisof the Study
1.4 Objectives of the Study
1.5 Significance of the Study
CHAPTER-TWO: METHODOLOGY
2.1 Sourcesof Data
2.1.1 Primary Sources
2.1.2 Secondary Sources of Data
2.2 Sampling Procedure
2.3 Tools of Data Collection
2.4 Process of Data Collection
2.5 Limitations of the Study
CHAPTER - THREE : ANALYSIS AND INTERPRETATION
3.1 Preliminary Identification of the Students
3.2 Linguistic Intelligence Profile of the Individual Students
3.2.1 Students’ Rating Scale
3.2.2 Linguistic Intelligence of the Individual Students
3.3 Linguistic Proficiency of the Individual Students
3.4 Average linguistic Intelligence of Students
3.4.1 Average Linguistic Intelligence of all Students
3.4.2 Average Linguistic Intelligence of Female students
3.4.3 Average Linguistic Intelligence of Mae Students

30
31

32
36
43

46
56
56
56

58
58
58
58
59
59
60

61
62

65
67
69
69
69
69



3.4.4 Average Linguistic Proficiency of Students 69
3.4.5 Average Reading and Writing Proficiency (Linguistic

Proficiency) of the Students 69
3.4.6 Average Linguistic Intelligence of Male and Female Students 70
3.4.7 Average Reading Proficiency of Male and Femal e Students of all
Students 71
3.4.8 Average Writing Proficiency of All Students 71
3.4.9 Average Writing Proficiency of Male and Female Students 71
3.4.10 Average Reading Proficiency of All Students 71

3.4.11 Average Reading Proficiency of Male and Female Students 71
3.4.12 Average Linguistic Proficiency of Male and Female Students 71
3.4.13 Average Linguistic Intelligence of Manmohan

Memorial College 72
3.4.14 Average Linguistic Proficiency of Manmohan
Memorial College 72
3.4.15 Average Linguistic Intelligence of Pasang Lhamu Sherpa
College 73
3.4.16 Average Linguistic Proficiency of Pasang Lhamu Sherpa College
73
3.4.17 All Students” Average Linguistic Intelligence and Linguistic Proficiency
73

3.5 Correlation Between Linguistic Intelligence and Linguistic Proficiency 74

3.5.1 Correlation Between Average Reading and Writing

Proficiency of all Students 75
3.5.2 Correlation Between Average Linguistic Intelligence of
Male and Female 75
3.5.3 Correlation Between Average Reading Proficiency of
Male and Female 76

3.5.4 Correlation Between Average Writing Proficiency of



Male and Female 76
3.5.5 Correlation Between Linguistic Proficiency of Male and

Female Students 76
3.5.6 Correlation Between Linguistic Intelligence and Linguistic Proficiency of
the Students 76

3.5.7 Correlation Between Average Linguistic Proficiency and
linguistic Intelligence of Female Students 77

3.5.8 Correlation Between Average Linguistic Intelligence and Linguistic
Proficiency of Male Students 77

3.5.9 Correlation Between Linguistic Intelligence and Proficiency of Students of
Manmohan Memorial College 77

3.5.10 Linguistic Intelligence of Male and Female Students of
Manmohan Memorial college 77

3.5.11 Correlation of Linguistic Proficiency Between Male and
Female Students of Manmohan Memoria College 78

3.5.12 Correlation Between Linguistic Intelligence and Linguistic proficiency of
Students of Manmohan Memorial College 78

3.5.13 Correlation of Linguistic Intelligence Between Male and

Female Students of Pasang Lhamu Sherpa College 78

3.5.14 Correlation of linguistic Proficiency Between Male and
Female of Pasang Lhamu Sherpa College 78

CHAPTER - FOUR : FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS
4.1 Findings 79
4.2 Recommendations 81
4.3 Direction for the Further Research 83

References

Appendix



LIST OF TABLES
SN. Title Page No.
TableNo.1: Thelntelligence Interval Designation of Binet 2
TableNo.2: Gardner's Suggested Possible Additional Intelligences 11
TableNo0.3: Gardner's Multiple Intelligences in Detail 11
TableNo.5:  Comparison Between Traditional View of Intelligences and
Multiple Intelligence Theory 15

TableNo. 6:  Multiple Intelligence Learning Profile With Best Learning

Style 17
TableNo. 7:  Linguistic Intelligence Checklist 62
TableNo. 8:  Students’ Rating Scale 64
TableNo. 9:  Linguistic Intelligence of the Individual Students 66

Tableno.10: Reading and Writing Proficiency of the Individual Students 67
Tableno. 11: Average Reading and Writing Proficiency (Linguistic Proficiency) of the

Students 70
TableNo. 12 : Average Linguistic Intelligence of Mae and Female
Students 70

Tableno. 13: Average Reading Proficiency of Male and Female Students 71
Table No. 14 : Average Writing Proficiency of Male and Female

Students 71
Table No. 15: Average Reading Proficiency of Male and Female

Students 72
TableNo. 16 : Average Linguistic Proficiency of Male and

Female Students 72

Table No.17 : Correlation Between Linguistic Intelligence and Linguistic Proficiency
74



ESL
EFL
ELT
Ml
TU
PBL

MIT

HSEB
ETC

L2

List of Abbreviations

English as a Second Language
English as a Foreign Language
English Language Teaching
Multiple Intelligences

Tribhuvan University

Project Based Learning Theory
Multiple Intelligence Theory
Intelligence Quotient

Higher Secondary Education Board
Etcetera

Second Language



