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University Students’ Perceptions of Class Activities in Business Major
English Class and Its Implication for Good Business English Reading
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Abstract According to domestic and foreign research, one of the common characteristics of good teaching is a
variety of class activities. To make 'Business Major English' a good class, the researcher used a variety of
class activities such as professor explanation, group activities & presentation, vocabulary quizzes, reading
comprehension, homework and test feedback. The participants were 39 junior students who took 'Business
Major English' in 2015 and 2016. Data on student perception were gathered from questionnaires. The analysis
of the data showed, first, that the class activity the students preferred the most was professor explanation.
Second, the class activity which was the most helpful in understanding text content and English sentence
structures was professor explanation. Third, there were not many students preferring group activities &
presentation and the students found group activities & presentation the least helpful in understanding text
content and English sentence structures. Given the results, this study implies that for English class activities,
students' preferences and the help they perceive have a relation to the characteristics of a class and students'
English proficiency.
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<Table 9> The Strengths of Group Activities

Strength Frequency| %
motivating students to study self-directly 21 53.8
learning responsibility 25 64.1
feeling a sense of accomplishment 16 41
providing opportunities to communicate with
12 30.8
other students
|giving students interest in their learning 4 10.3
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<Table 10> The Weaknesses of Group Activities
Weakness Frequency | %
group members who play little role in group 3 205
activities :
the absence of a group member who can play
. 23 59
a leading part
prohfebs§or’s not participating in  group 1 359
activities
confrontation of opinions 12 30.8
group members who don’t obey the rules 21 533
decided by the group .
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<Table 11> The Usefulness of Vocabulary Quizzes

Help Frequency | %
understanding text content 3 77
memorizing vocabulary words 28 718

grasping the meaning of business English

vocabulary words 6 154

somewhat not helpful 2 5.1
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<Table 12> The Usefulness of Reading Comprehension

Help Frequency | %
improving understanding of text content 27 69.2
correct translation of English sentences 6 154
grasping the meaning of a word in a sentence 6 154
somewhat not helpful 0 0
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<Table 13> The Usefulness of Presentation

Help Frequency %
self-directed preparation 5 12.8
improving content understanding of a text by 7 179
preparing for presentation '
presentation content remaining in memory 14 36
self-directed English study 5 12.8
oppprtumhes for speaking in front of an 8 205
audience
somewhat not helpful 0 0
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<Table 14> The Usefulness of Feedback

Help Frequency | %
understanding content which was not
understood
translating English sentences which were not
translated correctly
determining the meaning of unknown words 4 10.2
opportunities for review 6 154
somewhat not helpful 1

14 359
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