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Figure 4: APL Reflecting AGRP of Writing in Dhaka Division: 42.10%

The average qualifyingrate of students (AQRS) of Dhaka division is
35.37%. The AQRS reflects the average rate of proficient students (ARPS)
reflecting the ARPS in writing in Dhaka division is 35.37%:

AQRS

Bachelor Degree (Pass) | Honours (Non-English) Honours (English) reflecti | Tot
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7.4.2 Results of NU Examination (NUE) and Results of PTW Compared

Comparing the results of National University Examination (NUE) and the
results of PTW in Dhaka division, it has been found that the Average Rate of
Proficient Students (ARPS) in the NUE is 66.02%, while, on the contrary the
ARPS in the PTW is 35.37%. The following figures more simply demon-
strate that rate of students achieving MLS in NUE are 66.02%, which is
35.37% in PTW. The gap between the results of NUE and PTW is 30.65%
i.e. a huge difference between appearance and reality. This indicates that the
proficiency level (PL) of students that the NU declares through examination
result is 30.65% more than the real proficiency of the students:

o (heing 25801 in | 0 Ayerage Rate of Mon-Proficient Students (not having 45%) in MUE]
BARPS (faving <5%) n NUE W Ayerage Rate of Non-Proficient Students in PTW

WARPS (having 45%) in PFTW

35.37%

Rate of Success Rate of Failure

Figure 5: Rates of Success and Failure in the NUE and PTW of Dhaka
Division Juxtaposed

The comparison creates the notion that real proficiency of students in writing
skills should not be justified only with the grade awarded by NUE.

7.4.3 Result Summary of PTW of Dhaka Division

The quality of writing practices has been found 30.65% lower in the PTW
than that of the NUE result.35.37% students have the minimum proficiency
in writing.The average proficiency level (APL) indicating the average
growth rate of the practices (AGRP) of writing with MLS in Dhaka division
is 42.10%. The AGRP of writing falls 2.90% below the margin of minimum
level of standard (MLS). Position of AGRP of Writing in Dhaka Division is
“Substandard”.
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7.4.4 Rajshahi Division in the Proficiency Test of Writing (PTW)

The average proficiency level (APL) of the students of Rajshahi Division is
40.60% reflecting the average growth rate of the practices (AGRP) of writing.
SS of Rajshahi division have the ability to practise 40.60% writing with
MLS. Performances by three (03) colleges of Rajshahi division reach the
MLS. Other four (04) colleges (59.40% ) remain below the MLS:

50.00%
S0.00%

40.00% - W
F0.00%

20.00% 4

10.00% A

0.00%
Raf hanl RaphahlMew  Raghanl Cby  Mators Menls Matore Shanh Suttan  BograAziuzul AR Indicating
Sovernment  Deges Colege College College Sovernment College Haque College  the AGRPof

College Colege w riting

Figure 6: Average Growth Rate of the Practices of Writing in Rajshahi
Division: 40.60%

The result of the Proficiency Test of Writing (PTW) in Rajshahi division
demonstrates that that the ARPS in writing is 34% in the PTW while the
other 66% SS do not possess the MLS.Comparing the results of PTW and
NUE, it is found that the SS obtaining 45% in the NUE are 67.21% but SS
obtaining 45% marks in the PTW in Rajshahi division are 34% which is two
times less than the result of NUE.Juxtaposing the Rate of Success and
Failure in the NUE and PTW of Rajshahi Division, it is found that the gap
between the results of NUE and PTW (67.21%-34%) is 33.21%.

7.4.5 Result Summary of PTW of Rajshahi Division

The quality of writing practices has been found 33.21% lower in the PTW
than that of the NU result. 34% students have the minimum proficiency in
writing. The APL indicating the average growth rate of the practices (AGRP)
of writing with MLS in Rajshshi division is 40.60%. The AGRP of writing
falls 4.40% below the margin of minimum level of standard (MLS). Position
of AGRP of Writing in Rajshahi Division is “Poor”.
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7.4.6 Rangpur Division in the Proficiency Test of Writing (PTW)

The result of the Proficiency Test of Writing (PTW) in Rangpur division
demonstrates that 29.24% SS of Rangpurdivision have had the minimum
level of standard (MLS) in writing. On the other hand, 70.76% SS do not
possess the MLS.

Three (03) colleges (40.60%) have achieved the MLS in writing proficiency
scoring 45% or above points in the PTW:
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Figure 7: AGRP of Writing in Rangpur Division: 43.29%

Through comparing the results of NUE and PTW, it is found that the difference
between the results of NUE and PTW is big like that of Dhaka and Rajshahi
divisions.

The average rate of proficient students (ARPS) in NUE is 64.89% while the
ARPS in PTW is 29.24%. The gap between the results of NUE and PTW
(64.89%-29.24%) is 35.65% as shown in the following figure:
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O ARPS (having 45%) in NUE
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Figure 8: Rate of Success and Failure in the NUE and PTW of
Rangpur Division Juxtaposed

7.4.7 Result Summary of PTW of Rangpur Division

The quality of writing practices has been found 35.65%. lower in the PTW
than in NUE result. 29.24%students have the minimum proficiency in writing.
The APL indicating the average growth rate of the practices (AGRP) of
writing with MLS in Rangpur division is 43.29%. The AGRP of writing falls
1.79% below the margin of MLS. Position of AGRP of Writing in Rangpur
division has been found “Substandard” in the PTW.

7.4.8 Overall Status of Growth Rate of Writing Practices in NU

The overall growth rate of the practices (OGRP) of writing in NU 1s 41.99% in
the PTW. The OGRP falls 3.01% below the margin of the MLS. So, the status
of the overall proficiency level (OPL) indicating the overall growth rate of the
practices (OGRP) of writing in Bangladesh has been found ‘Substandard”:

Divisions Division-wise Position of OGRP of Position of
AGRP of AGRP Writing in OGRP of
Writing the Country | Writing in
(%) (%) the
Country
Dhaka 42.10% Substandard
Rajshahi 40.60% Poor
Rangpur 43.29% Substandard 41.99% Substandard

Table 23:The Overall Growth Rate of the Practices (OGRP) of
Writing in Bangladesh
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The above data mean that, SS of NU are able to practise 41.99% of the writing
with MLS and 58.01% of their practices of writing is void. The OGRP of
writing being 41.99%, this is understood that practice of writing is suffering
from 58.1% failure.

7.4.9 The Overall Rate of Proficient Students (ORPS) in Writingin NU

The qualifying rate of students (QRS) in PTW of Dhaka indicating the average
rate of proficient students (ARPS) is 35.37%. The QRS indicating the ARPS
of Rajshahi division is 34% and the QRS i.e. ARPS of Rangpur division is
29.24%. Thus, the overall qualifying rate of students (OQRS) of the three
divisions indicating the overall rate of proficient students (ORPS) in writing
in Bangladesh is 32.87%:

40.00% -

Dhaka Rajshahi Rangpur CRPS

Figure 9: Overall Rate of Proficient Students (ORPS) in Writing
in the Country

However, in NUE the ARPS of Dhaka division (having 45 %+) in writing is
66.02% but in PTW the ARPS is 35.37%. The ARPS of Rajshahi division in
NUE is 67.21 but in the PTW, it is 34%. The ARPS of Rangpur division in
the NUE is 64.89% while in the PTW, it is 29.24%:

Thus, the overall rate of proficient students (ORPS) of 3 divisions in the
NUE is 6.04% and is 32.87% in PTW.
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CORPS ofthe Country in Wiiting in NUE m ORPS ofthe Country in Wiiting in PTW

66.04%

Figure 10: ORPS in the NUE and ORPS in the PTW Juxtaposed
8. Findings

The overall proficiency level (OPL) indicating the overall growth rate of
practices (OGRP) of writing in NU is 41.99%. Overall rate of proficient
students (ORPS) in writing in NU is 32.87% and SS without MLS in writing
are 67.13%. The practice rate of writing is 3.1% below the MLS. The status
of writing practices in NU is “Substandard”. Overall rate of quality teachers
(ORQTs) for teaching writing has been found 31.34%. 8.92% classrooms
provide students with real practices of writing. 34.12% teachers are capable
of keeping control over lessons and the classroom atmosphere (CLCA).
Teachers capable to provide well matching instructions (WMI) according to
students’ levels are 28.56%.

8.92% ORRCP

31.34%

32.87% 00RS in
PTW
4199%0PLIn
PTW
66.04% 0SRIn
NUE

Fig 11: The Matrix of Teaching and Learning of Writing in Bangladesh
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(*RRCP: Rate of Real Classroom Practices *ORQTs: Overall Rate of
Quality Teachers *OQRS: Overall Qualifying Rate of students *PTW:
Proficiency Test of Writing *OPL: Overall Proficiency Level *OSR: Over-
all Success Rate *NUE: National University Examination)

9. Recommendations

Every teacher, out of 42, needs training focused on classroom management
and teaching techniques. Hectic programmes should be taken to train up
teachers and build up their proficiency in ELT. For this, government should
expand the ranges or branches of NAEM, ELTIP, TTC, NUTTC and other
responsible organizations to enhance teaching capability of teachers.
National University (NU) should evaluate teachers’ needs in teaching the
NUCEC and initiate programmes to train and motivate the teachers and
create a potential body of teaching. Teachers should be provided with training
to be able to use modern methods and techniques of teaching English. The
National University Teachers’ Training Centre (NUTTC) can play most
effective role and has to be more responsible to familiarize teachers with the
NUCEC goals and the ways of achieving those goals. There is already a
body of twenty or more Inspectors in the NU. The university should ensure
good use of that manpower. NU Curriculum Development Centre (NUCDC)
should send those inspectors for abrupt inspections to the colleges to observe
classroom practices. Teachers should be provided with training on Product-
writing and Process-writing, especially on writing sub-skills. In this
concern, teachers of TTCs and teachers having training on ELT at home and
abroad can play the role of a useful body of resources.

10. Future Direction

The present research has investigated the realities of writing practices through
studying the NUCEC activities. The present study emphasizes knowing:

the state of teachers’ knowledge about the theories of teaching writing,
appropriateness of their application of the theories for involving students in
practices, status of the growth rate of practices of writing skills and status
of the rate of students having minimum proficiency in writing skills and
their ability to practise writing in personal, social and professional levels.
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So, the research excludes concentrating on ‘Listening & Speaking’, ‘Reading’,
‘Grammar’ and ‘Vocabulary’ sections of the NUCEC. Further research may
be conducted to study the achievement of students’ development in listening,
speaking, reading, grammar and vocabulary through studying the NUCEC.
Respondents of the research are taken from Dhaka, Rajshahi and Rangpur
divisions of Bangladesh. Further research may be conducted on other
divisions. Future researchers can conduct further research on following facets
of the field:

(1) Goals and Achievement of the syllabus of the National
University Compulsory English Course,

(i) Status, Strategies and Challenges of the National University
Compulsory English Course,

(i)  Classroom and Teaching Material Design of the National
University Compulsory English Course.

11. Conclusion

The study describes the existing condition of the writing practices in NU.
Defective teaching techniques and methods, lack of sufficient number of
experienced, well trained and skilled teachershave been found as major
constraints in teaching and learning of writing. Quality teaching is not found
in most cases. Teachers do not know or follow any of the “process” or “product”
approaches while teaching writing. Teachers’ capability of providing well
matching instruction, classroom control, and control over lesson have not
been found satisfactory. Their habit of teaching with the help of guide books
seems to be nothing but a process of misleading the students. On the other
hand, their unawareness about writing sub-skills is unexpected. Things are
not hopeful in most cases.The study conducts observations on factors like
teaching techniques and methods, teaching materials, physical facilities,
classroom seating arrangement and classroom management. Sizes of classes
of the honours level colleges are not favourable. However, this is hopeful that
32.87% students of the country have achieved proficiency of writing with
minimum supports of 31.34% teachers and 8.92% classrooms. This may be
expected that with promoted facilities of teaching and classroom practices,
the OGRP of writing as well as the OGRP would increase in Bangladesh.
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