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This thesis was designed to study English teaching behaviors of

Prathom Suksa 6 teachers and compare them based on the teacher’s

Study sample comprised 40 Prathom Suksa 6 teachers under the

Non Thai District Office of Primary Education,

different teaching experiences and educational background.

Nakhon Ratchasima

Province, during the 1992 academic year, chosen via the stratified

sampling technique.

The 40 teachers were divided into 4 groups, 10 each.

Group 1  Teachers with English Major and Minor and more than 5

yéars of teaching experience.

Group 2 Teachers with English Major and Minor and less than §

Yyears of teaching experience.

Group 3 Teachers with non-English Major and Minor and more than

5§ years of teaching experience.




Group 4 Teachers with non-English Major and Minor and less than
5 years of teaching experiencé.

Data collecting instruments were Behavior Observation and
Interview Forms. Collected data were analyzed using percentage, Chi
Square Test and the subsequent report presented using analytical
description method .

Reseafch findings were as follows :

1. Teaching methods most often used by teachers were those
focusing on grammar and translation as well és communicative English
approach. |

2. Most teachers adopted the teacher-centered instructional
approach constantly Jjudging their students and providihg correct
answers. Instructional steps and activities most used by teachers
were Pre-Lesson Introduction and Interest Stimulation.

In teaching listening, reading and writing skills feacbers
usually had their students read out loud and write down answers to
questions frbm a written passage. However, teachers spoke more Thai
when communicating with their students and more English in various

skill drills.

3. Teaching materials most often used were word and sentence

cards in making them understand contents and stimulating their
interest. '

4, As regards teacher-student interactions teachers exercised
direct influence more than indirect influence by giving explanations,

directions and guidelines. Some indirect influence, when used, was in




the form of short questions from certain contentsl for students to
answer. Questions seeking students’ opinions were rare and students
responded only when asked.

5. Teachers with English Major and Minor, more often than
those with non-English background, had their students engage in
classroom sctivities on a group basis. But the general classroom
atmosphere of the 4 groups was faifly friendly. Students helped each
other and were enthusiastic during instruction. Aﬁ the same time,
teachers used both verbal and non-verbal,“ positive and negative
reinforcement téctics during class. They also provided clear and
instant feedback to their students.

6. School administrator support, moral and otherwise, teacher
competencies and student readiness as well as instructional media were
founrd to be reinforcing factors while the opposite, i.e., teachers’
lack of competencies, students’ lack of readiness and insufficient
instructional media as well as administrators’ lack of support,
obstructing factors. Teachers needed administrators and relevant
personnel to supervise, monitor, follow-up, advise, organize traning
for teachers as regards contents and teaching media matters.

7. As far as the instructional behavior comparison was
concerned, it was found that at the pre-lesson introduction stage
teacher use of English in the 4 groups differed significantiy at the

.05 Level while at other remaining stages teacher behaviors did not

significantly differ.



