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The task-based literature shows that learners tend to improve their oral test performance in terms of

fluency and complexity when given time for planning, but as this work has usually involved advanced
learners, it is not clear whether beginning EFL learners with limited experience of L2 interaction will
experience similar benefits. This study investigates pre-task planning effects on beginning EFL learners’
paired oral test performance. The findings suggest that pre-task planning time for such paired tasks does
not seem to have a strong effect on performance or on cognitive processing. However, the results also
indicated a trend of changing speaking modes between planned and unplanned conditions.
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