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JATUPON PHULAKOR : A QUALITATIVE ANALYSIS OF PRIMARRY
LEVEL ENGLISH INSTRUCTION IN NAKHON RATCHASIMA.

THESIS ADVISOR : SIRINTHORN SRIPHO, Ph. D., 129 PP

YOUNG LEARNERS/ ENGLISH AT PRIMARY LEVEL/ ENGLISH

INSTRUCTION

This research study aimed at studying the curratés of English instruction
in Nakhon Ratchasima in the following aspects: dnmistrative, 2) teaching, 3)
learning, and 4) sociocultural. The subjects ofs thitudy were 15 school
administrators, 30 grades 1-3 English teachers, &hdyrades 1-3 students. The
research instruments were 1) questionnaires, 2j-steactured interviews, and 3)
classroom observation. The findings were: 1) imgeof administrative factor, it was
found that most of the administrators lack cleadarstanding on the goals and
standards of the primary level. 2) Concerning tesghactors, it showed that the
majority of the teachers were not English majoredhey felt unconfident to teach
English. They also expressed their needs in tiginoncerning the English language
and teaching methodology while the budget for teadevelopment was limited. 3)
Relating to learning factor, it was found that moftstudents had positive attitudes
towards English language learning. 4) Finally, efation sociocultural factor, it was
found that none of the schools have supported &mdéarning outside classrooms.

Therefore, the teachers would be the only resdiarcgtudents and learning.
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