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 Language learning strategies have been defined specifically for this 

investigation as conscious behaviours or thought processes used in performing 

learning actions whether observable (behaviours or techniques) or unobservable 

(thoughts or mental processes), that Thai public university freshmen themselves 

reported generating and making use of to enhance their English learning in the 

classroom and in a free learning situation. 

The investigation is designed to explore an overall strategy use of Thai public 

university freshmen, and examine the relationships as well as patterns of variations in 

frequency of students’ reported language learning strategy use with reference to their 

self-rated proficiency levels (high, moderate, and low), gender (male and female), 

language learning experiences (more than 8 years of English learning and 8 years of 

English learning or less), fields of study (sciences and non-science oriented), and 

types of academic programs (international and regular programs).  The participants of 

the study were 1,134 students selected through the multi-stage sampling  method, of 8 

selected limited-admission public universities in Thailand, in Academic Year 2004. 

There were two main phases of the data collection: Phase 1) gaining the interview 

data to generate the questionnaire; and Phase 2) generating the questionnaire after 

analyzing the interview data from Phase 1.    
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A researcher-generated questionnaire was used as the main instrument for the 

data collection.  The Alpha Coefficient (α) or Cronbach Alpha was employed to check 

the internal consistency of the strategy questionnaire.  The reliability estimate based 

on a 1,134-student sample is .95 which is high when compared with the acceptable 

reliability coefficients of .70.  The simple descriptive statistics were used to describe 

level of frequency of strategy use, while an Analysis of Variance (ANOVA), the Chi-

square tests and the Factor Analysis were used as the main statistical methods in data 

analysis to seek the relationship between the frequency of strategy use and the five 

investigated variables.   

The findings show that, on the whole, these students reported medium 

frequency of strategy use in the four main categories of language learning strategies, 

namely 1) ‘Strategies used for Preparing Oneself for Classroom Lessons’; 2)  

‘Strategies for Understanding the Lessons while Studying in Class’; 3) ‘Strategies for 

Improving One’s Language Skills’; and 4) ‘Strategies for Expanding One’s General 

Knowledge of English’. The results of data analysis demonstrate that the frequency of 

students’ overall reported use of strategies varied significantly in terms of fields of 

study, types of academic programs, previous language learning experiences, and 

language proficiency levels.  Four extracted factors were also found to be strongly 

related to these five variables.  Regarding gender of the students, this variable was 

found to be slightly related to students’ choices of strategy use.   
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