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Lesson 4                                                 The Difference between ESP and EGP
1-Lesson Description
       This is a comparative study between two major types of ELT; English for General purposes (EGP) or General English (GE) and English for Specific Purposes (ESP). The study emphasizes the existing similarities and differences between the two aforementioned types. It also highlights the main features of ESP courses.  
2-Lesson Objectives
        The main objective of the present lesson is to reveal the existing similarities and differences between EGP and ESP. At the same time, the lecturer aims at exposing the main features of ESP courses. 
3-Lesson Content
3.1-Introduction
       General English (GE) and English for Specific Purposes are two branches of English Language Teaching (ELT).Certainly, there are many similarities between the two mentioned ELT sub-divisions but undoubtedly there is much difference too. 
3.2-Similarities and Differences
      General English mostly refers to the English taught at primary or secondary schools with an immediate objective for exams. According to Mackay and Mountford (1978), General English is generally taught with a general educational aim in mind. For him, if ESP is associated to needs analysis that aims to determine exactly what learners need to learn English for, one cannot assume that GE has no teaching aims.
       However, Hutchinson and Waters (1987) stated that what distinguishes ESP from General English is not the existence of a need as such but rather an awareness of the need. Here lies the distinction of age that is mostly assumed that GE is taught at primary and secondary schools and ESP is mostly taught at the tertiary level because as stated by Mackay and Mountford (1978):
 Inevitably what is taught to primary and secondary level children is not a communicative knowledge of how the syntactic and lexical rules of English operate.
       In fact, GE is taught for different social or cultural reasons without a directed communicative objective. Anyway, is GE really different from ESP? Hutchinson and Waters (1990) say that in theory nothing, in practice a great deal. Besides the fact that it is not only ESP that has a specifiable need because all EFL enterprise has special aims and needs; the reason why one could argue that ESP is a learner-centred approach to need analysis.
      Moreover, 
…the only practical way in which one can understand the notion of special language is a restricted repertoire of words and expressions selected from the whole language because that restricted repertoire covers every requirement within a well-defined context, task or vocation.  (ibid:4) 
     Yet, in this sense, Mackay and Mountford (1978) claimed  :
However, such restricted repertoires are not languages, just as a tourist phrase book is not a grammar. Knowing a restricted ‘language’ would not allow the speaker to communicate effectively in novel situation.
      The restricted repertoires are often analogous to ESP in the sense that the different branches to ESP cover different linguistic properties, lexical items and sentence structures but the syntax is similar to GE. Hence, GE and ESP are the same language with different linguistic structures.
      What we have is the same language employed for similar and different uses employing similar and different usages. (Ibid: 5)
      All in all, it is usually agreed on that ESP learners have already acquired some linguistic competence in the target language. It is often assumed that ESP students will not be beginners but will have already studied GE for some years. (Robinson,1991).
       Furthermore, Widdowson quoted Basturkmen (2006) made a remarkable comparison between general ELT and ESP. For him, General ELT distinguishes between teaching aims and objectives. The former referred to the eventual target behaviors of the students whereas the latter referred to the pedagogical means hoped to enable the students to achieve the eventual target behaviors.
The aim of General ELT is to provide learners with general language capacity, i.e. it enables students to solve communication difficulties that they face after finishing the language course through a wide range of strategies and means. On the contrary, the aim from ESP courses is to provide learners with a restricted set of language competencies that may help in specific target situation. As a consequence, ESP courses are not offered for the sake of facing all communicative situations.
3.3- Features of ESP Courses
    With regard to ESP learners, one should admit that they are, generally adult learners with basic background knowledge in English, and seeking to learn English for   a “clearly utilitarian purpose” (Mackay et al 1978) to meet specific target needs.
    
      Those learners are, mostly supposed to have an intermediate or advanced level. However, in this case, using authentic materials as a component of ESP course is inevitable. Therefore, the use of authentic materials is one of the features of the ESP courses. Carver (1983) suggests three common features to ESP courses. They are as follows:
1. Authentic materials; 
1.  Purpose-related orientation;
1. Self direction.
      As mentioned above, using authentic materials is a common feature of the ESP course particularly in self-directed study and research tasks. There are many linguists who show interest in the view that “Authenticity is a key concept in ESP courses.”(Kennedy et al, 1984; Robinson, 1991; Dudley-Evans et al, 1998; Basturkmen,2006). 
   For Dudley-Evans et al (1998:28), authenticity is clearly found in the nature of the interaction between the reader and the text. 
     A big part of needs analysis research findings shows that ESP learners may use a wide range of sources so that activities in the ESP class can reflect exactly what happens in the daily life.
   Another feature of ESP course design presented by Carver (1983) is “purpose related orientation” which means the situation of communicative tasks in the target situation. Carver ( 1983) considers  enabling learners to communicate effectively in the target setting through conducting researches, making oral presentations and taking notes as the most important aim of an ESP course design. 
    As far as the last feature of ESP course is concerned, “self-direction means: “…turning learners into users”. Carver (1983). Thus, an ESP teacher is required to undertake his course design by conducting a needs analysis procedure, then; he is invited to motivate his learners to decide what, how and when to study, i.e., developing his student’s level of autonomy or self-learning. Kennedy et al (1984: 141) write: “A prime concern for the teacher is to enable a student to become more and more autonomous in his learning as the course goes on.”
      It is also generally admitted among researchers (Robinson, 1991; West, 1994; Dudley-Evans et al, 1998; Basturkmen, 2006) that the notion of time is very important for ESP courses. In other words, most ESP learners are restricted with specific periods of time when taking ESP courses. Therefore, they are not expected to learn general English but take a limited range of the language rules which they will need for the field of specialty they are involved in. 
         To sum up, ESP courses hold specific characteristics which may differ from other courses. Learners’ needs, wants, and lacks constitute the primary step in the process to needs analysis upon which it could be possible for the teacher to design an adequate course.
3.4-Conclusion
      GE is considered as the starting point of any ESP discipline; the reason why ESP learners are required to be equipped with much general language competence to be successfully involved at any ESP course.

3.5- Classroom Assignment
    All language teaching should be based on learner needs. Thus, in theory there is no difference between ESP and General English teaching; in practice, however, there is a great deal of difference. How far would you agree with this statement? What differences either in theory or in practice do you think there are?(Hutchinson and Waters, 1987)
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