FOINYIINUS ANIUVBIAFUAZAINBUUBINAANET IUFUG LI

3 a o’ - .
ﬂ‘]‘H'lﬂQﬂf]Hﬁuj'lu UNTINNQUTIUATUATUNG 'J'VIEJ'II'UﬂTHﬂ‘lHiy

¥
AITAY WA SLIUL NBININ
AN mumaasdszyna
flnrsdinun 2544
UNAAHD

»
a

ay oo W . d_ 97 _aa Ao
msatoiiiifaglszasaiefinynlizinnuesmoningly nadimanmvesngdion
[ ¥ » [
finu lusouioin dasinis lamasuninmsniumnutasnis lsnalimsomlssinnaig 9
ar d'd ! ' yo ar
ansnaufeduiilinononis lulammeuniminfiny
' v ] » » » » )
nqualeseilrlumsinuiaiell Uszaouats a3 lnoiasunividingulugiue
. » [ [ 1 )
AIAIEMAS 1IN 4 AU LainAnu Tl 1 Inguaazaudou SIUIU 4 NQU MINAUS
Y ¢ * * a o L o A’l ‘:
Ineaas 2 N uasdn 2 nguuInAEIMEIMITANS  TINTIWINARYINIEY 123 AU
' 1 4 »
dnAryvartiinnuasonmudingyluirnwsinguiug 1 lussduthunans
WomsuiRssdunnuausavenindnyvanuaidndniilunemsfaud 1 Insnmn
2542

o e

Janﬂaﬁ“lﬂ;‘lumi?'iuﬁduﬂﬁq'lﬂymnmsﬁuﬁmﬂﬁﬁu(miﬁaﬁwmmﬁqnqy
'ﬁrujm 2 ¥9aR3 T 8 ate lumamsfmd 2 Imsfinen 2542 fmadnnues
mwnaas ansAadmeas aminndsasvauniuns Imuweniaivg Jﬂgaﬁﬂﬁmm‘fa
TannnTsmBLLYUBLI M YONIN AN AR UImMARaTinAnY Tuneusnveang veyadl
Ia yndinsenEguamuazgaling

HAM33SunuN

1. ﬁmmﬁaﬂ%mﬁhﬁnmﬁ 5 szinn Ao display question, referential question,
confirmation check, clarification request 1185 comprehension check ff'lﬂ'lllﬁﬂgmuﬁﬂﬂﬁ’cmﬁﬂ
display question LLE’I$ﬁ‘lﬂ‘lllﬂ‘iStﬂﬂ‘l{blﬁ;guﬁ‘mﬂﬂﬂﬂﬁﬂﬁﬂlﬂﬂ‘lﬂﬁﬁﬁ HBNIINHI IS AD

[ = ¥ o d”d ar ~ ¢
AIRDL (words per response) 'Ylllﬂﬂ'lﬂﬂ'lﬂ'lﬂ'lj'5$LﬂWuﬂUﬂU‘lﬂ‘n'CIﬂﬂ'JU

3)



el a P yd =) .. . N . .
2. nmﬁmimnmmu’nﬂﬂw 4 lsztom dAe repetition, simplification, rephrasing
. o ° = Yoo 4 . . aady Yo o
Uz decomposition na'Jﬁmimnmmnnﬂﬂwmnqﬂﬂa repetition unaznaiti laiumae
a ' = ' et ! . . . add o ‘o s "
nininfinuivesiiqa o11sAA wun simplification 1luna3ii lilgsudaemaey
@ o
nndnAnymnniiqa
' [J ar = J M . =) s
3. M luasumoweainfnyufiaduly 3 dowmsa aownsansnfe 1A
o . . ‘ y4 ¥ ¥ ° w o o yu !
ABVUNTAIN referential question Tulatauunezinlemio JedehviiIminAnu luauise
| | A o
aeumomdszaniilall 3 dszmsfie infnuiinuminsadidaisnuniyuagaiugia
1 ¥ ' ‘o a
WiRerdumomesny uazagoarlunedmsunsasuiiow aoumsuiiaesdie 1in
' ] = v ¥ o ’n o 4 e yw '
fAnuluapumiay display question faunarlsmomuazginoy JesoiviImindnuly
t 4 » [
asumowlszianiiil 4 Ysemsfie vinAnunseluagmasimey luasamsasumauvens
. » vt Y
ndmeuda oz lureuyanwidingyluduSou aommsaiawde dnafaurlunls
o & Swn g owdea e
referential question A2 display question HazAdURI MY dealsziani lu'la Jedenrvilmin
v ¥ . L . ' ¥
dAnwlunlednuasasudiolalail 3 Yszmisiie fdindnynlemonmeng luiu lud

L d.y L= Q@ ¥ =
Toledniuvesng uaziionvesumiBouninuazdusowiull

4



Thesis Title Teachers’ Questions and Students’ Responses in Foundation
English Classes at Prince of Songkla University,
Hat Yai Campus

Author Miss Rabiap Thongmark

Major Programme  Applied Linguistics

Academic Year 2001

ABSTRACT

This study aimed to investigate types of questions and questioning strategies
teachers employ in the classroom, the extent that each type of question and
questioning strategy elicits students’ responses and factors affecting absence of
students' responses to teachers' questions.

The subjects in the study were four non-native EFL teachers and four classes
of first year students making up a total of 123 students. The four classes taught by
each of the four teachers were from two faculties: two were from the Faculty of
Science and the other two from the Faculty of Management Sciences. These students
had average ability in English in comparison to that of all students taking this course
in the first semester of the academic year 1999.

The data of this study were derived from classroom interaction in eight
videotaped Foundation English II classes taught by the four teachers in the second
semester of the academic year 1999 at the Department of Languages and Linguistics,
Faculty of Liberal Arts, Prince of Songkla University, Hat Yai Campus and from the
students’ responses to a questionnaire as to why they were silent after the teachers’

questions. The data were analyzed qualitatively and quantitatively.
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The findings of this study were sumumarized as follows:

1. Five types of questions were employed by the teachers: display questions,
referential questions, confirmation checks, clarification requests and comprehension
checks. Display questions were the most frequently used and they elicited the greatest
number of responses as well as the greatest number of words per response from the
students.

2. Four types of questioning strategies were used by the teachers: repetition,
simplification, rephrasing and decomposition. Repetition was the most frequently
used and it elicited the greatest number of responses from the students. However,

simplification was found to elicit the greatest number of words per response.

3. The absence of the students’ responses to the teachers’ questions in this
study occurred in three main situations. First, the students did not have the ability to
respond to referential questions even though they understood them. This was caused
by three factors: their limited language ability, their limited background knowledge
relating to the lesson and insufficient wait-time provided by the teachers. Second, the
students did not answer display questions even though they understood them and
knew the answers. This was affected by four factors: their waiting for answers from
the teachers, their not wanting to answer the teachers’ questions, their fear of making
mistakes and their unfavorable attitude toward speaking English in the classroom.
Third, the students did not understand both referential and display questions and could
not answer them. This was caused by three factors: their inability to keep up with the
pace of the teachers’ questions, their not paying attention to the teachers’ questions

and the content which was too difficult and complex.
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