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 Advantages and disadvantages of each 
approach  

 Mixed results:  
◦ Deductive as more effective:  

 Scott (1989, 1990), Erlam (2003), Lin (2007) and Wang 
(2012) 

◦ Inductive as more effective:  

 Bruner (1961), Herron and Tomasell (1992), Wang 
(2002) and Takimoto (2008).  

◦ No significant difference:  

 Abraham (1985) and Shaffer (1989).   

 
 



 Targeted structures:  
◦ Conditional types 1 and 2 

  Participants: SPAN 130 (01) and SPAN 130 (09) 

 Learning Style mini-survey  

 Treatment:  

 

 

 

 Input enhancement: focus on form, raising awareness  

 Task-based approach  

 Immediate Post-test (final task) 

 Delayed Post-tests (Production and Recognition*): the 
latter was problematic 

 

 

Conditional 
structure  

    
DEDUCTIVE 

   
INDUCTIVE 

Type 1    SPAN 130 (01) SPAN 130 (09) 

Type 2   SPAN 130 (09) SPAN 130 (01) 



 “Conditional type 2” 

 



 “Si te importa el medio ambiente...” (“If you 
care about the environment): 

 

 



 Conditional type 1 accuracy rate 
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 Conditional type 2 accuracy rate:  
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 Conditional types 1 and 2 accuracy rate - 
Immediate Post-test and Delayed Post-test 
(Production): 
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 Students’ overall learning style preference:  
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 Accuracy DECLINE from Immediate Post-test 
to Delayed Post-test (Production): 
    Conditional type 1  Conditional type 2 

 

      
- 83.29 

Deductive  

 

-25.9 

Inductive 

0 

Intake 

-29.7 

Deductive  

 

-12 

Inductive 

0 

Intake 



 Inductive instruction is more beneficial for 
acquiring conditional types 1 and 2 in 
Spanish. 

 Although learners’ style preference is more 
deductive, inductive instruction - in this 
particular case - is more beneficial. 

 A task-based approach can be followed 
regardless of the method of grammar 
instruction.   

 Careful design of Post-tests   



 Adair-Hauck Bonnie and Richard Donato. “Using a Story-Based Approach to Teach Grammar.” Teacher's 
 handbook: Contextualized language instruction. Ed. Judith L. Shrum, and Eileen W Glisan. Boston: 
 Heinle & Heinle, 2000.  

 Cohen, Andrew D., Rebecca L. Oxford, and Julie C. Chi. “Learning Style Survey: Assessing your Own Learning 
 Styles.” Maximizing Study Abroad 12 November 2012 <http://www.carla.umn.edu>. 

 Collentine, Joseph. “Processing Instruction and the Subjunctive.” Hispania 81 (1998): 576-87.  

 DeKeyser, Robert M. “Beyond Focus on Form: Cognitive Perspectives on Learning and Practicing Second 
 Language Grammar.” Focus on Form on Classroom Second Language Acquisition. Ed. Catherine 
 Doughty and Jessica Williams. Cambridge: Cambridge UP, 1998. 42-63. 

 Doughty, Catherine, and Jessica Williams. “Pedagogical Choices in Focus on Form.” Focus on Form on 
 Classroom Second Language Acquisition. Ed. Catherine Doughty and Jessica Williams. Cambridge: 
 Cambridge UP, 1998.197-261. 

 Erlam, Rosemary. “The Effects of Deductive and Inductive Instruction on the Acquisition of Direct Object 
Pronouns in French as a Second Language.” Modern Language Journal 87.2 (2003): 242-60.  

 Lightbown, Patsy M., and Nina Spada. How Languages are Learned. 3rd ed. Oxford: Oxford UP, 2011. 

 Shaffer, Constance. “A comparison of inductive and deductive approaches to teaching foreign languages.” 
 Modern Language Journal 73.4 (1989): 395-403.  

 Takimoto, Masahiro. “The Effects of Deductive and Inductive Instruction on the Development of Language 
 Learners’ Pragmatic Competence.” Modern Language Journal 92.3 (2008): 369-86.  

 Wang, Pei-ling. “Teaching and Learning English Verb Tenses in a Taiwanese University.” English Linguistics 
 Research 1.1 (2012):18-34. 


