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Factors Affecting English Learners’ Learning Motivation
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Abstract This study aims to investigate the relationship between various motivational factors and to identify
other causative components affecting English learners' learning motivation(From March to Jun, 2012). In case of
integrative motivation and instrumental motivation, there was a statistically significant difference among those
who have studied in other countries. However, in the case of negative motivation, there was a statistically
significant difference among those who have no learning experience in other countries. English learners'
learning motivation between the students majoring in Liberal Arts and Others, learning contents and teaching
methods were significant factors.

Key Words : motivational factors, integrative motivation, instrumental motivation, negative motivation, English

learners' learning motivation

1. Introduction environment. What is the reason for them to be
different?

As an international language, the importance of Previous research reports that there is a big

English  education is tremendously increasing in  \otivational difference between  students  taking

international academic societies. However, students in mandatory and elective English courses, which focus

most English classes can be divided into mainly two on curiculum and language skills as the main

groups. The first group tends to develop their English  ,ademic  objective[l]. Since late 20th century,

skills relatively easily. The other shows little or no psychometric domination has been a key element in

progress, even after studying with the same teacher, o ond Janguage learning (I.2), which many researchers

using the same curriculum, or in the same learning regarded as affective variables in second language
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learning. Among those variables, it was mentioned that
students’ motivation is one of the constructs for
successful second language learmning, and a factor
teachers tend to be sensitive about[2]. Every learner
has different motivation with different degrees. For
successful second language(I.2) or foreign language
learning (FL), one important research areas is
‘motivation’ in classes.

Language learners’ motivation is considered one of
the critical factors which influence learning results
(3114].

Gardner and Lambert[4]

into two modes;

motivational
instrumental
of language
of linguistic

classified
orientation one is
motivation, which means the purpose
learning reflects more utilitarian value
achievement such as getting a job—the other,
integrative motivation. This seems to suggest that one
of the purpose of language learning is gaining
acceptance in other cultures, and a desire to interact
with other communities with an open-mind. After
Gardner and Lambert[4] argued for the importance of
mstrumental and integrative motivation, some
researchers[5][4] began to emphasize the importance of
integrative motivation on language learning, while
others [6][7] starting asserting that instrumental
motivation plays a critical role in language learning.
TY Kim[8] and Lamb[9] claimed that the influence of
each motivational factor may be different depending on
the context; influence of integrative motivation may be
stronger among ESL learners while the instrumental
motivation may be stronger among EFL learners.
Such motivation may be a multifaceted stimulus
rather than a uniformed reaction. This means there are
correlations between each other. Certain complexities
surrounding motivation cannot be fully explained
through the integrative-instrumental dichotomy[10].
That is why Doryeil2] indicated the limitation of
Gardner’s motivation model. Motivational factors are
diverse and the debate over the most influential factors
in language learning has not reached a consensus.

Factors commonly discussed are comparisons between
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instrumental and integrative, intrinsic and extrinsic
factors.

Therefore, this study aims to investigate the
relationship between various motivational factors and
to identify other causative components affecting

English learners’ learning motivation.

2. Method

2.1 Participants

During the spring semester of 2012, 182 university
students participated in this study. All of them have
been learning English as a study subject. If the
students attended several courses, only the first data
was used; since those accepted as the student-subjects
the research data.
Consequently, foreign students were excluded from this

may indirectly influence

study.

2.2 Research Method

The participants were asked to the questionnaire at
the end of the spring semester 2012. For the
questionnaire, 20-items were selected in order to
the

representing

participants’ motivation.  Variables
the

characteristics of this study are students’ age, sex, and

measure
demographic and  economic
grade. The 7 motivation factors of English learners’
learning motivation are selected from previous
research; (1) to get a good job, (2) to communicate
with foreigners from English speaking countries, (3) to
develop professional knowledge, (4) to foster linguistic
requirements, (5) to develop self expertise, (6) for
immigration, (7) for international marriage.

For the questions relating to how students study
English, there were 5 questions; (1) schooling, (2)
internet, (3) private institution, (4) tutoring, (5) self
study. 5 environmental factors of English learners’
learning motivation; (1) teaching methods, (2) learning
content, (3) group members, (4) learners, and (5)

teacher. A total of twenty questions were selected.
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Scoring is [ 1 point for yes], [0 point for no] for each
of the questions answered. Configuration validity of the
factors, (1) learning motivation, (2) English learning
motivation, (3) other related factors for appropriate

questionnaire usually by yes or no (tablel).

(Table 1) Validity test for questionnaire

#p<0.06
Factors
Variables Variables
questions for for English
I . I . Others
Motivation Motivation
Self study 0.844 -0.056 0.144
Learning content 0.777 0.106 0.219
Teacher 0.763 -0.082 0.131
Group member 0.749 -0.101 0.031
Teaching
0.736 0.142 0.016
methods
Emigration -0.202 0.667 0.463
Self expertise -0.256 0.664 0.121
Professional
0.061 0.588 -0.140
knowledge
Linguistic
. 0.132 0.521 -0.344
acquirements
Communication 0.198 0.429 0.070
Getting good N X
. 0.261 0.393 -0.316
jobs
International
. 0.171 0.172 0.513
marriage
Eigenvalue 3.289 1.89%5 1.163

In case of variables for learning motivation,
questions of self study, Learning content, and teacher
are highly related. Questions about emigration, self
expertise, and professional knowledge, are affected to
the variables for English Learning Motivation. Also,
international marriage is affected to the variables for

questions of other factors.

2.3 Data Analysis

The statistic program, SPSS Win(ver.11) was used
for the statistical data analysis for this paper. In order
to understand existing variables, and relevance of

English learners’ learning motivation between the

students from liberal arts and from other majors, t-test
and multiple regressions were used. All the levels of

significance are set at p<0.05.

3. Result

3.1 Demographic information of the
participants

There were two groups of one hundred eighty-two
students who participated in the research. “Group A”
consisted of 46 male students and 48 female students,
of which most of them (34.0%) were Sophomores. The
students of group B are majoring in liberal arts. In
“Group B”, there were 36 male students and 52 female
students, of which most of them (35.2%) were
Sophomores. About half the students in both groups
are affiliated with religion. Table 1 shows the
demographic information of the participants’ genders,
school years, and religious affiliation of the research

subjects.

(Table 2) Demographic Information of the
Participants

#p<0.06
General Other Liberal arts
- . . Total
characteristics majors major
sex
Male 46(48.9) 36(40.9) 82(45.1)
Female 48(51.1) 52(59.1) 100(54.9)
Religion
Have 45(47.9) 42(47.7) 87(47.8)
don’t have 49(52.1) 46(52.3) 95(52.2)
Grade
Freshman 9( 96) 22(25.0) 31(17.0)
Sophomore 32(34.0) 31(35.2) 63(34.6)
Junior 31(33.0) 18(20.5) 49(26.9)
Senior 22(23.4) 17(19.3) 39(21.4)
Total 94(100.0) 88(100.0) 182(100.0)

3.2 Factors of English Learners' Learning
Motivation

The factor of English learners’ learning motivation,

to get a good job is as significant as the p-value of

0.084. That means that there is not big difference

between two groups which are the students majoring



CIX|EEZMHAT H10H H95(2012.10)

Liberal arts and majoring others.

(Table 3) Factors of English Learners' Learning

arts and others, there is no big difference as table

shows.

Motivation PO (Table 5Y Environmental Factors of English
Other Liberal Learners' Learning Motivation
Factors - arts Total p-value - -
major Er;]wrfomnent Other majors leel\jlzl' Arts Total
To get a 0.72 0.60\ 0.66 0.084 it jor
good job +0.45 +0.49 +0.47 ’ Teaching 150£0.60 1L60£055 154£058
To methods DU OUER T
communicate 0.50 0.48 048 . .
with 050 050 0,50 0.761 Eoi;;;mg 1784041 150:0.58 1.69:0.50
foreigners
y Group - -
To dev elf)p 00 011 009 ] memmbers 1.59+0.55 1.46+0.68 1.53+0.62
professional 74096 1032 0.9 0.367
knowledge e - o Learners, 1 1.77+0.42 1.69+0.55 1.73+0.49
To foster 095 031 08 _ Teacher 161055 159060 160057
linguistic 043 £0.46 045 0.351 —
acquirements e - e #p<0.05
STe‘]Jf develop ) 001+ 001 0303
A 010 0,07 : ) , ) o

expertise 3.5 English Learners Learning Motivation
To 0.01 0.04 0.03 0153
emigration +0.10 +0.20 +0.16 ) Based on Learning Experience In
To
internations 0.02 0.02 0.02 Foreign Countries
m’ter-’natlondl 1015 014 014 0.947 ' ) ' . . .
marriage According to their learning experiences in foreign

3.3 Factors Relating to How Students
Study English
In case of the factors affecting how to study English,
All the factors are not significant between students

majoring liberal arts and others as table 4 shows.

(Table 4) How to study English #p<0.05
Liberal
How to study Other Arts Total p-value
majors .
Major
SO 0.68 0.74 0.70
Schooling 047 044 £046 0.394
0.21 0.29 0.25 .
Internet 5041 | s048 | 043 | 0%
Private 0.32 0.26 0.29 0315
institution +047 +0.44 +0.45 o
. 0.10 0.04 0.03 -
Tutoring 2010 | 021 | 016 | OB
I 056 056 056 _
Self study £0.49 049 £0.49 0.953

3.4 Environmental Factors of English
Learners' Learning Motivation

Among the environmental factors of English

learners’ learning motivation, students majoring liberal
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countries, all the factors of English learners’ learning

motivation are significant as table 6 shows.

(Table 6) English Learners' Learning Motivation
Based on Learning Experience In
Foreign Countries

Stay‘mg No Yes Total
Experience
Integrativess 0‘111;0‘ 0.22+0.18 0.14+0.14
Instrumental* 045; 0. 0.53+0.28 0.44+0.28
Negatives+ 0'1;g 0 0.03+0.13 0.13+0.24
#p<0.05, ##p<0.01, *#xp<0.001

In case of integrative motivation and instrumental
a statistically

difference among those who have studied in other

motivation, there was significant
countries. However, in the case of negative motivation,
there was a statistically significant difference among
those who have no learning experience in other

countries.
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3.6 English Learners' Learning Motivation

Between The Students Majoring In

Liberal Arts and Others.

In case of factors of learning content and teaching
methods are affective to the students who are majoring
in liberal arts. Table 7 shows the students majoring in
liberal arts are significant rather than the students

majoring in others.

(Table 7) English Learners' Learning Motivation
Between The Students Majoring In
Liberal Arts and Others.

Variable B EF23
Learning
-0.335 0.083sx
content
Teaching
0.234 0.073sx
methods
Constant 0.688 0.130
R square 0.299

4. Discussion

This study explored motivational factors that
contributed to English learners’ learning motivation.
From the result of the data analysis, students are
highly motivated for the purpose of getting a good job.
That means, instrumental motivation is higher than
integrative one. Contrary to other research[4][5], this
study found that the mean for integrative motivation
was higher than that of instrumental motivation.
Students who have had experience of studying abroad
were more motivated to learn English than students
who have not studied overseas. In case of English
learners’ learning motivation between the students
majoring in Liberal Arts and Others, learning contents
and teaching methods were significant factors. This
study was somewhat limited, so applying the findings
to others areas of English education should avoided.
The sample, one hundred eighty two students was
quite narrow in terms of size. A wider range of
participants is needed to be included for future research
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in this area. Moving forward, more integrated research
is needed. More comparisons among integrative,
instrumental and negative motivation could provide

language educators with meaningful insights.

Reference

[1] Kim YS. 1996. University students’s motivation,
needs
education.
JournaloftheAppliedLinguisticsAssoxuationgfKorea
11(1):73-98

[2] Brown H. D. (1994) Teaching by Principles : An
introductive approach to language pedagogy
Prentice hall regents. Cook V. (1991) Second
Language Learning and Language Teaching:
London Edward Arnold.

Domyei Z. (1994) Motivation and Motivating in
Foreign Language Classroom. The
Language Journal, 78, 273-283.

[3] Dornyei,Z.(2005) Thepsychologydfthelanguagelearner:
Individualdifferencesinsecondlanguageacquisition.
Mahwah,N]J:LawrenceErIbaum.

[4] Gardner R. C. & Lambert W. E (1972) Attitude and

Second Language
Massachusetts: Newbury House Publisher.

[5] Ellis, R .1997. Thestudyqgfsecondlanguageacquisition.
Oxford:OxfordUniversityPress.Educational TestingS
ervice.2011. TheTOEICTests — .theglobalstandard
forassessingEnglishproficiencyforbusiness.Retrieve
dAugust10,2011fromhttp://www.ets.org/toeic/succe
ed.

[6] Chong, DS. and HD. Kim. 2001. A study for the
development of a university-level general English
course. EnglishTeachingb6(4):265-292.

[7] Gardner, R. and P. MacIntyre. 1991. An instrumental

it
isn'teffective?StudiesinSecondLanguageAcquisition
13:57-T2.

[8] Kim, TY. (2006) Motivation and attitudes toward
foreign language learning as socio—politically

and expectations of general English

Mordern

Motivation in Learning.

motivation in language study: Who says



CIXIEE&eT M0 X9=(2012.10)

mediated constructs: The case of Korean high
school students. The Journalof ASIATEFL3(2):165-192

[9] Lamb, M. 2007. The impact of school on EFL
learning motivation: An Indonesian case study.
TESOLQuarterly41(4):757-780.

[10] Brown H. D. (2001) Teaching by Principles: An
introductive approach to language pedagogy:
Prentice hall regents(2nd). New York Longman.

Al

“

k]

foh

- 1998\ ghdfjgtal ofoahaA}

- 20013: Vancouver College TESOL

- 2003: ghrelsoislal goi st
uhp

- 20061 3€~2010d 8¢ st
ST

- 20106 9¥~FA: ghdoigta x
A

- BlEok  Cross cultural communication, Teaching
methodology. Langauage learner’s affective affective
characteristics

- E-Mail: scindy@hnukr

a3

ZAAIAL

005 ATl EASAAL

- 2001k A TSl 18t kA

S006d 3E~AA: A F
A

- PRk RI|E2AR AT,
e

- E-Mail: kkh@konyang.ac.kr

448




<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


