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Thesis Title Verbal Interzction hAnalysis in Civic Instruction
at the Lower Secondary Education Level

Name Miss Chooglin Cunvijit Department of Secondary
Education

Acadamic Year 1975

sBSTRACT

The objectives of this research are to analyse and compare
teachers' and studentsy verbal interaction in Civic instruction
at the Lower Secondary Bducation Level.

The samples include 2 groups :=(1) thirty-six teachers
and (2) students of thirty-six classes from seven government sec
ondary schools and seven private school.,The research methods used
in this study are survey through formal observation § analyse six
categories of verbal/interaction and compare especially in school
categories , olass level, teachers' qualification 4 experience
and maritial status by, using Flanders' Interaction fAnalysis
Technique 3§ and then "test the“level“of significance by using
Mann %hitney.U, Best and.Kruskal .- Wallis One Way.Analysis of
Varaiance. .

Research results conclude as follows t=

(1) Teachers use 70 % of total time in lecturing whereas
students use only 11 %

(2) Teachers use more direct influence thag indirect

influence significantly at the level of .01,



%A

(3) Teachers' qualification maritial status and classes
make teachers! and students' verbal interaction significance at

the level of .05

(4) Teachers' experience make verbal interaction signifi
cant differently at the level of .01. The teachers who have
less teaching experience givé more /chanece to students to talk
than those who have more.

(5) Government school teachers use more indirect influ-
rence than private scHool teachers significantly at the level
of .01,

(6) Government/school teachers use more time in question
ing than private school teachers significantly at the level of
«05.

(7) Government school students. have chance to talk more

than private schooll significantly at the level of .05.
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