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A Learner-centered InteractlveApproach to Teaching EFL
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such a program after its implementation.
This authentic environment experiment
lasted for awhole academic year. Subjects
were 31 doctora students enrolled in my
English class, who were specialized in two
separate fields of study. Research methods
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Abstract

The purposes of this experimental
study are: (1) to examine the feasibility of
applying a “learner-centered” interactive
approach to teaching English at the doctoral
level, and (2) to evaluate the effectiveness of

adopted included: (1) questionnaire surveys
of the students’ perceptions of their needs,
the present English curriculum, and their
feelings toward the on-going
learning/teaching process; (2) in-depth
interviews with students of different
proficiency levels, concerning learning
activities, especially, the extensive-reading
project outside the classroom; (3) and
in-class observations. To assess the
effectiveness of the pedagogical approach,
pre-and post-tests were administered.
Results indicate that the “learner-centered”
curriculum is not only feasible but aso a
much preferred pedagogical model for
doctoral students. Through student-teacher
interaction, negotiating syllabus and
developing learner autonomy, this class has
become more meaningful and effective.
Discussions and suggestions about how to
implement such a program are included so
that other EFL teachers of advanced students
may find “learner-centered” curriculum a
useful alternative.
Key words: Learner-centered curriculum,
Interactive Approach, Learner
Autonomy
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