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The perception of clear and casual English speech under different speed conditions
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Abstract

Korean students with much exposure to the relatively slow and clear speech used in most English classes in Korea can be
expected to have difficulty understanding the casual style that is common in the everyday speech of English speakers. This
research attempted to investigate an effective way to utilize casual speech in English education, by exploring the way
different speech styles (clear vs. casual) affect Korean learners’ comprehension of spoken English. Twenty Korean
university students and two native speakers of English participated in a listening session. The English utterances were
produced in different speech styles (clear slow, casual slow, clear fast, and casual fast). The Korean students were divided
into two groups by English proficiency level. The results showed that the Korean students achieved 69.4% comprehension
accuracy, while the native speakers of English demonstrated almost perfect results. The Korean students (especially the
low-proficiency group) had more problems perceiving function words than they did perceiving content words. Responding
to the different speech styles, the high-proficiency group had more difficulty listening to utterances with phonological
variation than they did listening to utterances produced at a faster speed. The low-proficiency group, however, struggled
with utterances produced at a faster speed more than they did with utterances with phonological variation. The pedagogical
implications of the results are discussed in the concluding section.
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Figure 1. Screen of listening and typing
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Figure 2. Listening scores of different English proficiency levels
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Table 1. Listening scores of function and content words in different speech

conditions
g E | HEol(%) 715°0(%) | HE1-7159(%)
CIS 78.3 76.7 1.6
CaS 72.7 62.4 10.3
CIF 68.9 62.3 6.6
CaF 66.1 52.4 13.7

CIS, clear slow; CaS, casual slow; CIF, clear fast; CaF, casual fast.
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Figure 3. Listening scores of function words in different speech conditions
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