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Abstract

The purposes of this research were to analyze large-group
discussion teaching behaviors that helped stimulate students’opinion
expressions, especially questioning and problem-solving techniques,
and to analyze verbal expressions of the students with different
achievement levels. The students’ home-training was also studied and
analyzed on the basis of their different proportions of expressions.
Thirty-four Mathayomsuksa 1 students of Maethawittaya School in Lampang
were purposively sampled. The researcher spent time observing 10 Social
Studies periods and 9 Thai Language periods using a Teaching
Observation Recording Form. All classroom interactions were also
tape-recorded. The observation lasted two weeks. Both teachers used

the instructional guidelines and information sheets the researcher




prepared for ‘them to study in advance. Observed behaviors were
categorized. Freqﬁencies and percentages were also used. For
home-training data, the researcher used sunari Techachokewiwat’s
questionnaire (1983) and interviewed 34 parents at their homes.
Scores calculated from the questionnaire data and interview data were

used to determine students’ home-t.raining approaches. The research

findings were as follows :

Most questions both Thal Language and Social Studies teachers
used in their classes were thought-provoking questions. Tﬁey vere
broad-thinking questions. Seven types of questioning techniques were
found. Teachers used prompting and probing more than other techniques.
Question repeating was the technicque used quite often. The technique-
occurred the least was question adjustment. Teachers used 12 problem-
solving techniques in their attempts to stimulate students’ opiqion
expressions. Prompting and calling on students’ names were the two
techniques that the teachers used most frequently. Question adjustment.
was seldomly used to solve discussion problems. Teachers’ behaviors
tended to promote rather than block students’ thinking. Obviously,
teachers were able to use suggested teaching techniques. However,
most students still did not express their ideas in classes. Those who
did, did so voluntarily and divergently regardléss of their acheivement
levels. Students rarely asked their teachers or friends questions.

It was found also that students, though with different. degrees
of expressions, were raised more with reasoning methods in their

families. However, from the interviews, students’ home environment.s



did not allow them to freely express their ideas and opinions on
different. matters concerning their own family and social affairs.
Reasoning was used mostly to warn students of their behaviors or to
shape their behaviors according to adults’ expectations. Most studentis,
therefore, made only short expressions or did not want to offer
their ideas in classes--so much that teachers had to frequently use

prompt.ing and probing technicues.



