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ABSTRACT: The article is a report of students' feedback on the outcome of a pilot course taught
with the ‘project-based learning’ (PBL) approach for the subject ‘Intercultural Communication’
(IC).The course had the participation of 32 students majoring in English linguistics at a university in
Hanoi during the period from September to November, 2019. After the course, the majority of
students who had participated in the course gave very positive feedback on the course, especially they
managed to recognize the function of English as a global lingua franca for IC purposes. In turn, IC
promoted competence in English used as a global lingua franca. However, PBL is potentially difficult
to implement systematically in Vietnam because of the inherent “administrative” character of a
traditional university classroom in Vietnam.
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1. Introduction

Intercultural communication (IC hereafter) has been widely taught in universities in Vietnam in
recent years. Some universities teach it as a compulsory subject, others teach it as an elective subject
in their training curriculum, especially in English-related majors (English linguistics, ELT
methodology, etc.). IC is referred to as one of the new, interesting and useful subjects because, unlike
the other subjects, it provides students (Ss hereafter) with communicative compentece in the
multicultural context of the globalized world.

However, as those who have been teaching and researching this subject for quite a long time, we
notice that there is a phenomenon of inconsistent perception about the essence and purpose of this
subject among teachers (Ts) and studentss (Ss) at some Vietnamese universities. This problem leads
to a consequence that the teahing approach to the subject has still been the teaching style “Ts say, Ss
listen”, emphasizing theories like the other subjects, therefore, providing little practical knowledge of
real life, real world.

As a result, in an effort to find an appropriate approach to teaching IC, we conducted a pilot
‘project-based learning’ course. In this course, two outcomes were emphasized at the end of the
course: (1) the understanding of IC by Ss and (2) the progress of their IC competence. Also, two
types of ‘freedoms’: (1) from sitting in a traditional classroom and (2) from having to use such a too
‘standard’ variety of English that makes no motivation. We managed to conduct this course and this
paper is a report of a course feedback by 32 Ss who attended the course.

2. Background

2.1. IC and its basic characteristics

In quite a simple way, IC can be understood both a subject and a study of contexts of
communication between people from 2 different cultures. Its salient feature is the way in which
information and ideas are exchanged between people from different cultures so that it is clear with
little misunderstanding, and especially as equal and respectful as possible, and of course through
verbal and non-verbal cues. However, the problem of IC is that differences between cultures (beliefs,
values, habits, customs, etc.) may lead to misunderstandings. Richards (2002, p.136) pointed out:
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‘The study of similarities and differences in cultural norms for expressing and understanding
messages, such as differences in the conventions for the realization of speech acts’.

For example, in individualistic cultures, it is easy to misinterpret a very cultural greeting in
Vietnam What are you doing?. Hence, the provision of training of IC competence should emphasize
understandings and solutions of cultural differences in the most appropriate way in terms of
acquisition, acceptance and balance of intercultural processes. A two-way acculturation is
encouraged rather than cultural exclusion or one-way acculturation. In other words, it should be
noticed that IC has never emphasized the principle that a culture must speak and do the same as
another culture does.

2.2. Some issues of teaching IC competence

In spite of such characteristics, yet it seems that IC in the English-related training programs in
Vietnamese universities is still in limitation in deployment due to such causes as the personal views
and perception of Ts. IC in their views seems to be a study of similarities and differences in
communication only between native English speakers (Americans, British, Australians, etc.) and non-
native English learners. They do not care or consider English communication between non-native
English speakers to be a valid source of reliable use of English.

That tendency leads to the viewpoint in teaching IC in English that to say the way native speakers
of English say and to do what they do is advisible. That is, for many teachers in Vietnam, English
competence in today's IC means the ability to express oneself in English as close to a native speaker
as possible. Whereas, undoubtedly, today's English communication in the world is mainly between
non-native English speakers.

Some of our specific observations show that there are many Vietnamese English teachers trying to
explain the reason and appropriateness of a compliment to women in American culture: ‘You look so
sexy today’. It seems they encourage their students to learn to say that utterance to compliment a
woman, wherever she comes from. Unfortunately, they forget that except for American culture, most
other cultures, especially Asian cultures, can interpret this as a sensitive compliment. Therefore, there
must be a potential culture shock. In contrast, Ts often advise Ss not to ask ‘How old are you?’ to
native English speaking people when communicating with them. This proves a one-sided view that
their students should be willing to learn what's in the culture of native English speakers but avoids
what's in Vietnamese-speaking culture when communicating with English speaking people for fear
that they make a culture shock to English speaking people.

Another case is also very widespread in Vietnam during the IC process or in other words the
process of integrating into the world of Vietnam. That is, a lot of English-teaching teachers, mass
media, and advertising often write their own names in a way that cuts out the diacratics so that they
sound and look like English for nothing. A funny example is that there is a Vietnamese person whose
name is T6 ST Cu and who comes from Da Nang writes about himself in English as follows: My
name's To Si Cu. I'm from Da Nang.

The above cases reflect the virtue of 'generosity' of the Vietnamese people, who are willing to
save others’ identities but to suffer the loss of their own identities. Or is it simply a matter of
confusion while acquiring IC and English as its medium language?

2.3. The relationship between IC and English

The problem presented above easily leads to a question: What is the relationship between English
and IC? In our opinion, it is a relationship in which English is the communicative instrument for the
interactions between different cultures. In other words, English has become the global lingua franca
used to communicate between countries and peoples of various cultures and languages all over the
world in almost every field and aspect today. Thus, the fact that IC is taught in English lies in the
following essence of English that is stated by McKay (2009, p.12): ‘International English is used by
native speakers of English and bilingual users of English for cross-cultural communication.
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International English can be used both in a local sense between speaker of diverse cultures and
languages within one countries and in a global sense between speakers from different countries’.

Given the above definition, what culture will learners of English as a means of international
communication in the world have to learn? Accordingly, Will Baker (2009, p.567) pointed out:
‘Given the multilingual and multicultural contexts of much ELF' communication, any — attempt to
propose a straightforward language—culture—nation correlation must be seen as agross
oversimplification’.

Therefore, whether English is used to serve IC or IC is used to make English better is a
controversial question in the approach to acquiring English to communicate with the world in
Vietnam today.

3. The author's point of view

3.1. A traditional principle of learning a foreign language

There is a very basic principle in learning a foreign language is to learn according to the
communication style of native speakers of that language. In other words, according to Tomalin
(2008), culture is the 5th skill besides the 4 skills of listening, speaking, reading and writing of that
foreign language. Indeed, in the world it was soon discovered that 'culture is communication and
communication is culture' [Watzlawick, 1967]. Let’s imagine a context in which Vietnamese people
learn Thai. If they speak Thai the way Thai people speak, their Thai language is certainly regarded to
be more than influent. In a word, if you want to learn a foreign language well, you need to learn the
culture of that language well.

3.2. Learning English as a global lingua franca

However, in our opinion, this point of view is difficult to apply to the acquisition of English as a
language that is no longer a native language, a second language or a foreign language but has become
a ‘global lingua franca’ because nearly the whole world communicates together among native
speakers, between native speakers and non-native speakers, between non-native and non-native
speakers. Indeed, anyone who comes to anywhere, not necessarily to native English-speaking
countries, needs to use English. In fact, we learn English to study in Singapore, to work in Sweden, to
do business in Dubai or to work as a tour guide who contacts a group of tourists with dozens of
nationalities visiting Hanoi and the like.

Hence, because of the cultural over-diversity in communication in English, it is almost losing the
so-called 'native culture', that is, the culture of people who speak English as a mother tongue or first
language. It is observed that today's use of English emphasizes communication in real life and real
world through real experience in which the presence of native speakers of English does not make a
need anymore. It is completely easy to see that change everywhere, from a big resort city of Italy to a
remote tourist place in Sapa of Vietnam where women who ‘speak English’ very ‘fluently’ just to do
their purpose: selling goods and souvenirs to international visitors every day (Ngo Huu Hoang,
2010).

Overall, in our view, if English is really the language of global communication, then English
speaking competence must serve the IC. And in turn, IC improves English in the way English is
evolved and used nowadays in which the language rule competence such as grammar, phonology,
vocabulary, etc. can bring ‘little use’. Native English codification may be an approach to teaching Ss
with English itself, not English used in the global context.

3.3. Whether there is a more appropriate approach to teaching IC

Nevetheless, it is a fact that the traditional teaching approaches and methods in Vietnam still
stress the native-speaker-like English rules in the classroom, where Ts often fail to provide students
the ‘real’ practice of language use. Consequently, how to teach IC the way it should be taught is still
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being struggled for. It is a question always rising: Is there an appropriate approach to teaching IC in
the Vietnamese universities so that it enhances students’ IC competence?

The answer must be yes. Indeed, in an effort to find a better approach to teaching IC in a
university in Hanoi, we managed to find a dynamic model: ‘Project Based Learning’ approach (PBL
hereafter) and to apply it to our IC course. Although the model is not new in education in the world,
yet in Vietnam, it can be a new teaching approach that helps change the pedagogical thinking in
distinguishing between the performance of English in IC and the competence of English.

3.4. PBL and its features

The essence of the PBL method is a learner-based one, directing learners to acquire knowledge
and skills through assigned plans, that is, learners solve problems according to their needs of real
social activities. In addition, these plans are decided mostly by learners. Ts only play the role of an
advisor, helping learners when necessary, not a most-of-the-time interference like the traditional
method of education in the past. In other words, it is an orientation of teaching and learning in which
complex tasks are given based on questions or problems that require learners to design, solve and
propose their own ideas. (Jones, Rasmussen, & Moffitt, 1997; Thomas, Mergendoller & Michaelson,
1999). We suggest a general definition as follows: ‘PBL is a liberal pedagogy that uses a 'big task’
that learners have to identify, pursue, and complete on their own. Presentation and cross-talk
between individuals in groups and between groups on what is achieved in a “project” is considered
the first outcome of the course. However, it is only the “necessary” result. The next aim PBL needs to
approach is the second "sufficient” outcome: Gaingin positive effects of what has been done in the
project on the real life of learners’.

4. A description of the PBL course of IC

The authors conducted a pilot course done by action research. It was named "Cultural Behaviors
towards Environmental Protection"'. As mentioned above, this course was almost "freed" from the
way traditional classes follow. It lasts 45 periods of 45 minutes each, distributed over 9 weeks with 5
periods per week. During those 9 weeks, we met in the classroom in the 1st week to discuss how to
deploy, organize the class, group 32 students into 5 teams in which 2 teams consisting of 6 students
each; two consisted of 5 students each; in the second week to be equipped with necessary theoretical
knowledge of IC and the ninth week to summarize and evaluate the course. Its duration lasted from
September to November, 2019.

The course required each team to come up with a specific plan to 'act' through which they would
penetrate into the real contexts to study the social and cultural behaviors of people in specific areas
where both foreigners and local residents often concentrated to visit, work or study.

The process of self-doing and self- experiencing would give learners real experiences instead of
only receiving what was taught in class passively. Thereby, the results that were aimed for students
were:

(1) Recognizing dangers of environmental pollution and how to protect their environment through
research and learning how other cultures had done and succeeded. Since then, Ss became the
"diffusers" of this awareness in the community

(2) Having communication skills in general and IC competence in particular by performing many
manipulations, from communicating in the mother tongue with people in the community to using
English to communicate with different respondents from native and non-native speaking cultures.

(3) Capable of independent research and cooperation with other members through critical thinking
analysis, the process of exploiting independently or together with a project team to exploit research
materials for the ‘project’ through the processing of books and newspapers including hard copies and
soft copies of the internet and all other types of mass media.

Generally, this was an IC course following the PBL model that we did with great difficulty but
with great success. In terms of difficulty, we had to overcome the rules of a college class that happen
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in the classroom, not outside the classroom. That made us convince university officials to allow us to
conduct class activitives with a pre-designed project that did not resemble the traditional syllabus of
the subject in the training curriculum. That is, instead of sitting in a classroom with a fixed schedule,
students would be somewhere else during that time to take notes, observe, interview someone for
data, practice interaction skills.

5. An account of 32-student feedback to an applied IC course in the PBL model

5.1. Survey questions

First of all, this was a course serving to train students majoring in English linguistics of a
university in Hanoi. With a PBL teaching method in English, the course in a Bachelor's degree
program provided Ss with knowledge of the different cultures in which people think, act, speak.
Different cultural processing leads to different culture and communication behaviors, even the same
language was used. This understanding, in turn, gives learners the skills of IC competence.

After the course, based on today's new student-centered principle, we conducted a questionnaire
survey of students' attitudes and opinions according to the following questions to measure whether
the course was successful: 1/Was the course innovative?; 2/Did the course create opportunities for Ss
to participate in practice?; 3/Was the course interesting?; 4/ Was the course helpful?

5.2. Results and discussion of student feedback

a) Was the course innovative?

Out of 32 students, 26 thought the course was very innovative; The other 6 students commented
that the course was innovative. These two groups said that the course offered activities that were very
different from those in the classroom, it was demonstrated with:

- Space: Not as restrictive as in the classroom. The place where the course members worked could
be at the Hoan Kiém Lake, Tay Lake and any tourist resorts where there were many tourists for Ss to
observe the behaviors and to interview for the opinions of foreigners about preserving the
environment.

- Time: Ss did not depend on the fixed schedules of the class because the "contracted" time of the
course was 9 weeks to perform and they could meet any time during that duration. The problem that
students had to overcome was their consensus arrangement of time in a day of a week to work
together but had to avoid an overlap with the other subjects and jobs they got at that moment. In
addition, to ensure the attitudes and progress of the teams, the team leaders regularly had to report
their activities to the course instructor and advisor.

- Interaction forms: Students were encouraged to use whatever tools were available, especially
informal contacts, formal and semi-structured interviews, survey questionnaires, note-takings about
how the environmental preservation behavior of the informants/respondents.

- Informants: They were divided into types of informants from many different cultures: four main
types of interactions: domestic, Western, Eastern people and those who were identified as neither
Eastern nor Western people.

b) Did the course offer many opportunities for the students to participate in practice?

Out of 32 students who answered this question, 24 said that the course highly created
opportunities for practice, 4 said that the course created opportunities, 2 students had no opinions, 2
students had opinions that it is create few opportunities.

The ratio above indicates that the students acknowledged the opportunities to practice the subject
through, first of all, drawing up a specific plan to "act". That plan was to interact with real people,
real things to study the social and cultural behaviors of foreigners in comparison and contrast with the
people's behaviors in the source culture. In other words, the students working in group had to do it
themselves and experience the realities to gain experience instead of merely receiving what was
taught in class passively. Thereby, the course basically brought the following results:
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- Recognizing the dangers of environmental pollution and ways to protect the environment
through learning how other cultures had done and gained. Thereby, the students became the
"diffusers" of this awareness in the community in Vietnam.

- Thanks to the interaction, to a certain extent, Ss gained IC skills, from communicating in their
mother tongue with people in the community to the "flexible" use of English to communicate with
those who were both native and non-native speakers of English.

- Doing independent research, group work, critical thinking through the process of collective work
and/or exploiting research materials to serve the project report.

¢) Was the course interesting?

The answer was 20 students said very interesting, 5 said interesting, 5 said Ok, and 2 said
uninteresting. The responses were very encouraging because they denoted the success of the course.
Indeed, when having to get out of the "safe zone" of the traditional classroom, after 10 weeks of
working on the project, most of the students felt as if they had crossed an “invisible obstacle” and
then they started to enjoy the course and its activities.

d) Was the course helpful?

For this question, there were two options for ‘helpful’:

- Helpful in developing English ability: 18 students selected very helpful, 7 students helpful, 5
students Ok, 2 not helpful.

- Helpful in developing the IC competence: 20 students chose very helpful, 07 helpful, 5 Ok, no
student commented that the course was not helpful.

Ss said the course was very helpful and helpful for the development of English language and IC
competence pointed out that there was a balance between language competence and IC competence.
These two competencies, in our opinion, are complementary to each other for the output of the
subject. The students who had a positive opinion of the course implemented by the PBL method were
the main factor in order to confirm the success of the course.

We found that 2 students who thought the course uninteresting were also the students who felt that
the course did not provide "practice opportunities" and so it was "not useful" for development of
English. There was no solid evidence to explain this, yet we speculate that it might be due to limited
ability to deal with the difficulties of the course in a new way of teaching and learning over the PBL
model, or it could be personal reasons.

6. Conclusion

IC is actually an interdisciplinary subject integrated by many disciplines, mainly communication,
culture and language skills (English). The real goal of the subject is to understand and acquire the IC
competence. It also leads to the fact that Ss' English skills also develop naturally and effectively to
serve global communication. In order to create that good output for the IC, it is necessary to have
suitable methods. Thereby, after implementing the course using PBL, we believe it is one of the most
effective and appropriate methods for this subject. However, there is a big drawback for Ts who want
to use PBL. That is, in terms of university curriculum development, IC is only oriented as a
"traditional" subject in the classroom. It hardly avoids the “endemically administrative” feature of a
university in Vietnam. Therefore, the difficulty lies not in a deployment of PBL for IC teaching but a
persuasion to the university authorities for permission to carry out the PBL model for IC.
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B0 cio phin hdi ciia sinh vién trong viéc hoc mén Giao tiép Lién vin héa
bang phwong phap hoc theo dé an

Tém tit: Bai viét 1a mot bao cao vé hoat dong cia mot khod hoc du’oc day thi diém theo phuong
phap “hoc theo dé an” (project-based learning) cho mén “Giao tiép lién vin hoa” (Intercultural
Communication). Khoéa hoc c6 sy tham gia ciia 32 sinh vién chuyén nganh Anh ngit hoc (English
linguitics) tai mot truong dai hoc trén dia ban Ha Noi trong thoi gian tir thang 9 dén thang 11 nam
2019. Sau kho4 hoc, da sb sinh vién tham gia déu co y kién phan anh tich cuc vé khoa hoc, dic biét
nhan thirc duoc chirc ning ciia tiéng Anh nhur ngdn ngit toan cau phuc vu cho muc dich giao tiép lién
vin hoa va nguoc lai giao tiép lién vin hoa thuc day cai thién ning luc tiéng Anh nhu ngdn ngit toan
cau. Tuy nhién, phwong phap “hoc theo dé an” c¢6 kha ning kho ap dung mot cach co hé thong vi dic
tinh “hanh chinh” ¢b hitu cia mot 16p hoc truyén théng o truong dai hoc ¢ Viét Nam.

Tir khéa: giao tiép lién vin hoa; nang luc giao tiép lién van hoa; hoc theo dé an; tiéng Anh nhu
ngdn ngi trung gian toan cau.



