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English is essential for the learners either as a second or foreign language in different 

scientific disciplines, further the needs of English language increase widely, particularly, in 
such disciplines where English is used as the medium of instruction for teaching as well as 
learning as in the faculty of agriculture. Unfortunately some educational systems do not pay 
much attention to the importance of English, instead, it is considered as secondary or 
subordinate subject. In fact, the English material in use at the Faculty of Agriculture for B.Sc. 
(Agri.) degree course teaches only communication skills. The same course is prescribed to 
other degree courses at State Agricultural Universities (SAUs). It emphasises only on 
communication skills and hence, there is no scope for structural aspects of language. Though 
the materials are relevant to the some professional/occupational needs the students enjoy 
learning some interesting topics and uses of the target language. The standard of the students 
in English proficiency is unsatisfactory; they can use English effectively neither in their 
discipline i.e. agricultural sciences nor in the situational settings i.e. outside their discipline. 
For that reason, the present study intends to evaluate the importance of the course material 
with the viewpoint of the learners.  
 
Introduction 

English has been accepted as an international language all over the world; its use has 
been expansively increased at present than it was in the past. Moreover, the use of English 
continues to increase greatly all over the world. English has the greatest importance as 
compared to other languages. It is estimated that, over two billion people in the world today 
speak English in various dialects and proficiency level. As English has gone beyond its 
natural borders, non-native speakers of English outnumber three to one as asserted by Crystal 
(1997). Nunan (1992) states that though there are a wide range of diverse and sometimes 
contradictory views on the nature of language and language learning, curriculum developers 
need to take account of and respond to data coming from learners, teachers, evaluation 
experts and so on. In the course of time, English has established itself as the world language 
of research and publication and it is being used by a multitude of universities and institutes of 
learning all around the world as the language of instruction (Flowerdew and Peacock, 2001). 
In India also, English is extensively used in the field of science and technology. This is also 
true for agricultural sciences degree programmes.    
 Taking into consideration the importance of this course the study was conducted with 
following specific objectives. 
1. To investigate usefulness of the current English language course to follow specialized 

agricultural courses, 
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2. To ascertain the extent of practical skills offered by this course, and 
3.   To evaluate overall usefulness of this course. 
 
Methodology  
 The study was conducted at the eight agricultural colleges under all the four SAUs. 
From each university two colleges, one constituent and one private affiliated, were chosen. 
From each college fifty students were selected randomly. Hence, total sample is 400. The 
questionnaire was the major instrument used in collecting data of this study. It is employed to 
collect information from the perspectives of the students regarding issues undertaken.  
 
Results and Discussion  

The first question asked to the informants what the current English course primarily 
teaches them. The following table states the information in this regard. 
 
Table (1): Kind of English offered by agriculture English course 
Sl. 
No. 

Category (Score) Respondents (n= 400) 
Frequency Percentage 

1. Communication skills (3) 380 95.00 
2. General English (2) 20 05.00 
3. Other (1) 00 00.00 
 Average: 2.95          Total 400 100.00 

 Table 1 ascertains that almost all the students (95.00 per cent) said that current 
English course teaches communication skills. Only 05.00% students felt it was general 
English. The average score obtained was 2.95. This confirms that pure communication skills 
are covered in the syllabus. 
 The following table describes supplementary material given by the teacher, which was 
not included in the syllabus. To this query the replies of the students are given as under.  

a. Yes (040) 10.00% 
b. No (360) 90.00% 

Then students were asked what kind of material was given. Table 2 focuses on this 
information. 
Table (2): Supplementary material given by the teachers 

Sl. 
No. 

Kind of English supplementary material 
given to the students 

Respondents (n= 40) 
Frequency  Percentage  

1. Purely agricultural 23 57.50 
2. Agriculture related 25 62.50 
3. General English 29 72.50 
4. Grammar 19 47.50 

The above table shows that a very less number of students believe that they were 
given variety of supplementary material by the teachers. In all 57.50 per cent students 
reported that purely agricultural material was given, while 62.50 per cent said that it was 
agriculture related. 72.50 per cent found general English material given to them and 47.40 per 
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cent grammar. This clearly raises the question on whether the teachers, from all the colleges 
under study, had given supplementary material for reading as only 10.00 per cent students 
responded positively. 
 Then the informants were asked to give their views regarding the utilization of the 
English material in use. Students were asked did the English language course help them to 
follow the other courses taught in English. (Taking notes, understanding by listening to 
lectures, talking to teachers and other students etc). The responses of the students were as 
follows 

a. Yes (336) 84.00% 
b. No (64) 16.00% 

The extent of usefulness of the English language course as perceived by the students 
is given in the table below. 
Table (3): The extent of usefulness of the English language course as perceived by the 

students 
Sl. 
No. 

Category (score) Respondents (n= 336) 
Frequency  Percentage  

1. To great extent (3) 205 61.01 
2. To somewhat extent (2) 101 30.07 
3. To a limited extent (1) 030 08.92 
 Average: 2.52                 Total 336 100.00 

 Table 3 exhibits that more than three-fifth (61.01 per cent) informants regarded the 
usefulness of the present English course to a great extent. For less than one-third (30.07 per 
cent) the course was useful to somewhat extent and for only 08.92 per cent student it was 
useful to a limited extent. The average score was 2.52. Considering these facts it is crystal 
clear that the present English language course is useful for the learners to follow other 
courses.  
 The next item enquired about the implementation of the Agriculture English course 
outside the agriculture discipline i.e. in different situational settings. 
 Does the current English language course help you to communicate outside your 
academic sphere? 

a. Yes (226) 56.50% 
b. No (174) 43.50% 

Though more than half students said the course was useful outside their specialized 
field, a remarkable number of students (43.50 per cent) expressed concerns about limitations 
to help communicate outside agricultural field. Interestingly the students expressed the need 
of introducing more practicals, some grudged limited use of spoken English and some 
considered the syllabus difficult. Several students complained that the course was taught with 
examination point of view. 

It is clear that there is no contradiction between the proposed objectives of the present 
English language course and its authentic implementation. It claims that the students should 
be able to communicate intelligibly in different uses of English. The responses of the learners 
revealed that the current English language course partially meets the language needs of the 
students to communicate outside their agricultural field. 

The next question was concerned with the practice of language skills in relation to the 
different activities within the agricultural topics. In this regard it is worth pointing out that 
any foreign language cannot only be learnt by teaching grammatical structures or lexical 
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forms, but it can be acquired through the application of four language skills viz. listening, 
speaking, reading and writing. 

Table (4) explains the allocation of each practical skill as perceived via student 
informants. It indicates the percentage of the benefits the agriculture English course for the 
following language skills. 

Table (4): Allocation of Practical Skills  
Listening  27.6% 
Speaking 28.4% 
Reading 36.7% 
Writing  57% 

As observed by the students that writing skill has the lion’s share (57.00 per cent) in 
the materials of agricultural English course. While, the percentage of the skills of listening, 
speaking and reading were got somewhat less allocation 27.60 per cent, 28.40 per cent and 
36.70 per cent, respectively. This is due to the fact that there is an agreement between the 
results tabulated above and the contents of the course.  
 Unfortunately there was poor implementation of the pragmatic skills viz. listening and 
speaking, though they are regarded the most important skills in language learning. Some 
language skills were over emphasized and others are somewhat undervalued i.e. writing was 
over emphasized whereas listening and speaking were given less prominence. 
 In the agricultural context, each language skill device plays its own role in which it 
has full rights in the implementation aspect, for instance 
• Listening to lectures, symposia, conferences, etc. 
• Speaking in agricultural context, informal discussions and conversations, etc. 
• Reading textbooks, journals, papers, documents, success stories, etc. 
• Writing examination papers, reports, articles and research materials, etc.  
 The last item of this questionnaire mentioned below is about the benefit of English 
language course, its contribution in learning of agricultural sciences and effective use of 
English in the real life situations. 

Then students were asked to rate usefulness of the current English course. The 
students’ rating of the course is given in the following table. 
Table (5): Usefulness of the English language course in general 

Sl. 
No. 

Category (score) Respondents (n= 400) 
Frequency  Percentage  

1. Useful (3) 266 66.50 
2. Somewhat useful (2) 124 31.00 
3. Not useful (1) 010 02.50 

 Average: 2.64               Total 400 100.00 
  
 
The above table determines that nearly two-third (66.50 per cent) informants found the 
English language course useful to them, whereas, less than one-third (31.00 per cent) found it 
somewhat useful, and only 02.50 per cent students said it was not useful. The average score 
found to be 2.64. Hence, the present English course is, undoubtedly, useful to the agriculture 
students. 
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Conclusion 
 In present English language course offered by the SAUs in Maharashtra State, 
thorough emphasis is given on communication skills. Majority of the students were found 
satisfied in respect of usefulness of the course. But there is scope to improve it by giving 
proportionate importance to language skills.    
 
Recommendations/Implications  
1. In order to improving usefulness of the present English language course more emphasis 

needed to be given on the pragmatic skills viz. listening and speaking with due 
importance to reading and writing. 

2. Various supplementary materials including agriculture related, are to be given in addition 
to the curriculum of the degree course for making learners familiar with agricultural 
English, as well as, for their overall improvement in English proficiency.       
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