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Abstract: this article is devoted to note some essential features of the method called TPR. Also author makes
point that it is the best method to use in the classroom while teaching foreign language. Coming from the
functionality of this method author claims that it simply teaches the learner to communicate in the target
language which he is learning. There we can see bright illustration of the impact of this method to language
learning process. That is to say when child is born after some months he starts speaking. However he was not
taught to speak. This article will talk about the reason why.
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NCHOJIb30BAHUE METOJA ®U3NYECKOI'O PEAT'NPOBAHUS B ESL
KJIACCAX
dxymaes b.X.

JDicymaes Becanu Xyootimypooosuy — npenodasamen,
Kagheopa sA361k06 MeAHCOY Paxyrbmemamu, Qaxyiomem uHOCMPAHHBIX S3bIKOG,
Tepmesckuil cocyoapcmeennuiil yhusepcumem, 2. Tepmes, Pecnybnuxka Y36exucman

Annomayusn: >3mo cmamvs NOCEIAUWEHA PACCMOMPEHUIO HEKOMOPLIX CYUWECMBEHHbIX 0COOEHHOCEl Memooa
noo Hazeanuem TPR. Taxoice aemop noouepkusaem, umo 3mo ayuuiuil Memoo 0Jisi UCNOTIb308AHUS 8 KLACCe NPU
00yUeHUU UHOCMPAHHOMY A3bIKY. McX005 u3 (pyHKYUOHAIbHOCIU 211020 Memood, asmop Ymeepicoaen, 4mo oH
NPOCMO Y4Um YYeHuKa oOwjamuvcsi Ha YeregoM s3bike, KOMOpbull OH uzyuyaem. B oanmnoii cmamve muvl 6uoum
APKYIO  WLIOCIMPAYUIO GIUSHUSL DMO20 Memood Ha npoyecc usyyenus ssvika. To ecmw, Kkoeda pebeHox
podKcOaemcsi, uepes HeCKOIbKO Mecsiyes O HauuHaem 206opumb. OOHAKO e20 He YUULU 2080pums. Jmo cmambsi
pacckasicem o nPuYUHe BO3HUKHOBEHUSL.

Knrwuesvie cnosa: TPR, accumunsyust, npenodasanue, 2pamMmamura, ooujenue, Cryuanue.
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TPR (Total Physical Response) or the method of full physical response was developed by the American
psychologist J. Asher. It became popular in the 1970s. The scientist decided to help learners of a second
language, like a foreign language, to do so as effectively and painlessly as possible. The method also promises
double efficiency in terms of learning speed, according to several studies. Use In the classroom, teachers and
students take on roles similar to the parent and child respectively. Students must respond physically to the words
of the teacher. Activities can be practiced in a simple game, such as Simon speaks or may include more complex
grammar and more detailed scenarios. TPR is well suited for teaching language in a classroom vocabulary with
action. It can be used for teaching imperatives as well as for different times and aspects. According to supporters
of this method, TPR has several advantages: Students are always on the move. Simple TPR actions do not
require much training on the part of the teacher. TPR is good for kinesthetic students who need to be active in
the classroom. TPR is effective for both children and adults and allows you to feel a foreign language as a
mother tongue. At the core lies the theory of the two hemispheres of the brain, where the left side is responsible
for logic and consciousness, and the right side for intuition and the subconscious mind. Studying the language
according to traditional methods, we lay the knowledge gained in the left hemisphere (rote memorization,
repetition). If we use the TPR method, new knowledge remains in the right hemisphere and, as a result, remains
with us forever [1].

The study of this method is compared with the development of our native language in childhood and is called
the principle of the natural sequence of language acquisition. Initially, the child “listens to” the language, he is
not forced to speak, then he begins to understand what they want from him, what words are associated with what
objects, he receives light commands from parents. And only when he is internally ready, he begins to speak
himself. That is, in order to speak you need to listen very much initially. Next, the child is taught to read and
then write letters, words. And only in school begins the grammar of the language. All stages of the development
of the native language are maintained in the TPR method. Only with the amendment, that they do not study
grammar.

What is missing from TPR compared to traditional methods?

Alphabet; Transcription; Transfer; Rules.



Why in this method does not need a translation? - Since each word is included in the network, which
connects it with other words, it is easier to learn the word in context and immediately know its specific use. The
translation of the word does not perform this function.

Why don't they learn the rules in this method? - Learning the rules leads to the development of the
language through the left hemisphere, which is contrary to this method. Over time, the student begins to “feel the
language” and say something incorrectly for him to be unnatural (by analogy with his native language, we do not
always know the rule, but we speak correctly).

According to the professor, this method is effective, since adults, mastering a second language, will progress
like children, mastering a native, since they have the ability to

1) listen to the language,

2) are in a safe environment,

3) where no one forces them to speak.

What is the training scheme and lesson plan based on this method?

Classes can be held both in groups and individually. But it is better that it was a group. In the first classes, the
teacher enters a certain number of commands, starting with verbs, and then connecting nouns. Initially, only
those subjects are used that surround students in the classroom.

The new word input scheme is performed exclusively through the command:

The teacher speaks the team and performs the action together with the students (several times). Further, the
teacher voices the team, and the students already do their own actions (without saying the command out loud)
(several times). The teacher addresses individually to each student, offering to perform a specific team. Such
sets, consisting of teams, can be quite a lot for one lesson. At the end of the lesson there is a global repetition.
After all the objects in the class are mastered, the use of pictures, abstract concepts (through role-playing games)
begins, then whole stories are studied, basing the vocabulary on the times. Only after about 20 hours of study do
students begin to say out loud words and give commands to each other. After a while, they begin to read texts,
and then learn to write.

Undoubtedly, the TPR method is quite interesting, unusual and quite effective in the early stages of learning
a foreign language. But, like every method, it has its advantages and disadvantages. From the merits we can
name the fact that through teams it is really easier to learn words, and they are remembered. The lesson itself is
interesting and fun.

Among the shortcomings: this method does not provide a tool for independent development. Studying the
language traditionally, we learn to impose the language on the grid of rules, and then we can deal with the
grammar ourselves, using theory and exercises and, whatever one may say, we quite well remember the new
material. And, of course, there are logic people who traditionally have a lot easier to learn. In my opinion, the
TPR method will not save from errors. Without knowing the rules and not being in an English-speaking
environment all the time, a person cannot get that “sense of language”. And to find out how to say correctly,
where and what needs to be coordinated in the proposal, without using any theoretical sources. Also, many
students are frightened by the lack of textbooks and homework.

Summing up, | can say that the TPR method is certainly worthy of attention. By selecting it, you will be
interested to learn the language. But if you need to learn the language seriously and at a pace, traditional methods
will become your best assistants.
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