
The Development of English Instructional Model

based on Communicative Approach Theory

2559



  

 2559 

15 . 2560



  

 2559

 1) 

 2) 

3) 

     2 

 2559  60  (Simple Random Sampling Technique)

 5  ( ) 

 (S.D.)  t-test

1) 

86.83/83.38  75/75

2) 

 0.05

 0.70  (Effect Size)  0.87

3) 

 ( x  = 4.54)

: , ,



Research Title The Development of English Instructional Model based on

Communicative Approach Theory

Name Bundit Anuyahong

Faculty/College College of General Education and Languages

Institute  Thai-Nichi Institute of Technology

Academic Year  2016

ABSTRACT

The purposes of this research were 1) to develop an English instructional model based

on Communicative Approach Theory for TNI students, 2) to assess the effectiveness of the

mentioned model by comparing students’ English reading proficiency scores before and after

using  the  model  and  finding  its  Effect  Size,  and  3)  to  find  their  satisfaction  levels  with  the

model. The subjects were 60 Thai-Nichi Institute of Technology students selected by a simple

random sampling technique in the second semester of 2016 academic year. The research

instruments for collecting data were 1) an English proficiency test; and 2) a set of questionnaires

on students’ satisfaction with the English instructional model. The data were then analyzed by

means of descriptive statistics, content analysis, and One-Sample t-tests. The results of this

study can be summarized as follows:

1. The Efficiency Index of the reading model was 86.83/83.38 (which was higher than the

set criteria of 75/75.)

2. The results of implementation of English instructional model based on

Communicative Approach Theory for TNI students were demonstrated as on average, the

students’ posttest score from using the model was significantly higher than that of their pretest

score at p = 0.05 and the effect size of the model was large (d= 0.87).

3. On average, the students were very satisfied with the reading model ( x  =4.54).

Keywords: English Instructional Model, Communicative Approach Theory, Development of Instructional Model



                   

    

    Abstract

    

    

    1  .................................................................................................................     1

     .......................................................    1

     ..............................................................................    2

     ....................................................................................    3

           .............................................................................             3

     …………………………………………………………………    3

     ……………………………………………………………………………………    3

     ……………………………………………………………………..    4

     ..........................................................................................    4

     ………………………………………………………………………    5

2 .......................................................................    6

3 ............................................................................................   50

....................................   50

....................................................................   51

.....................................................................   51

……………………………………………………………..   59



 ( )

                   

………………………………………………….   59

4 ........................................................................................   61

5 ………………………………………………………..   67

.................................................................   67

.........................................................................................   69

...................................................   71

..............................................................................................................   72

.............................................................................................................   80



1

 1

 4 

(Communicative Competence) 

(Information gap) 

 (Function) 

 (Brainstorming Activity) 

 (Role play)  (Simulation)  (Problem

Solving)  (Grammatical



2

Competence)  (Fluency) 

 (Function) 

(Communicative Approach) 

1. 

2. 

3. 



3

-

1 

 1,200 

 2  2559  60 

(Simple Random Sampling Technique) 

 5 

( )  (S.D.)  t-test

1. 

2.  1) 

         2) 



4

 2  2559 

 1  12  3

 36  1

 38 

1. 

 10 

 75/75 

2. 

 4  30 

-

 60 

 0.20-0.80

3. 

4. 



5

(Rating Scale)  (Likert) 

5.  1 

 2  2559

1. 

2. 



6

 2

1.

             (Communicative

approach) 

 4 

            1. 

 (sign)  (symbol) 

            2.  (Chomsky,

1966)  (structuralism) 

(surface structure) 

 (deep structure) 

 (competence) 

 (performance) 



7

(transformational grammar)  (Hymes, 1981) 

 (social interaction) 

(language use) 

(communicative competence) 

 (knowledge) 

 (ability for use) 

 (interaction) 

            3.  (functions)  (Halliday 1973)

 (context of situation) 

            4. 

 (Canale and Swain 1980 : 1)  (Savinon

1983 : 36-38)  4



8

1.  (grammatical competence) 

2.  (sociolinguistic competence)

3.  (discourse competence) 

4.  (strategic competence)

 2  (verbal) 

(non-verbal) 

 (Brumfit 1985: 28) 

 (2528: 120–123) 

 4 

1.

2. 



9

3. 

4. 

 (2528: 12) 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

 (2530: 22) 

 (2537: 107–111) 

 (2538: 2) 



10

 5 

 1 

 2 

 3 

 4 

 5 

(Communicative competence)  4 

(Savinon 1983: 36-38) 

1.  (linguistic or

grammatical competence)  4 

2.  (sociolinguistic competence)



11

3.  (discourse competence)

 (context)

4.   ( strategic

competence) 

 (Morrow 1981 : 59-66) 

1. 

2. 



12

3. 

4. 

5.

 (Johnson 1982 : 163-172) 

 5 

1.  (The information gap principle)

2.  (The information transfer principle)

3.  (The jigsaw principle) 

4.  (The task dependency

principle) 



13

5.  (The correction for content principle)

 (Littlewood 1983 : 20-21)  2 

 ( functional

communication activities) 

(social interaction activities)

1.  (functional

communication activities) 

1.1  (sharing information with

restricted cooperation)  (pair work) 

(group work) 

1.2  (sharing information with

unrestricted cooperation) 

1.3  (sharing and

processing information) 

(jigsaw) 



14

1.4  (processing) 

2.  (social interaction

activities) 

 (Littlewood 1983 : 45-49)

 4 

2.1 

2.2 

2.3 

2.4 

 (2532 : 8) 

 7 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 



15

 (2538 : 22-23) 

1. 

2. 

3. 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 



16

 (Littlewood 1983 : 18-19) 

1. 

2. 

3. 

 (Candlin 1976: 99) 

1.  (facilitator) 



17

 (resource) 

2. 

 (independent participant)

3.  (researcher) 

 (Communicative competence) 

 (Savinon1983: 36-38) 

 (Johnson

1981: 163-172)  (Littlewood 1983:

18-19)



18

2.  (Teaching

Stages)

1.  (Presentation)

Figure 1 : Presentation Stages

 (Lead – in) 

 (Elicitation)  2-3 

(Explanation) 

 (Function) 

2.  (Practice)

 (Controlled

Practice) 

(Mechanism)  (Oral) 

Lead - in Elicitation Explanation
Memorization

of linguistics

models

Repetition



19

 (Structural Exercises) 

 (Automatism) 

 (Micro

Dialogue) 

 (Written) 

Figure 2: Practice Stages

3. 

 (Role play)  (Simulation)

 (Real Materials) 

 (Discussion)  (Composition)   3P 

 (Productive Skill) 

 (Receptive Skill) 

Oral

Practice

Written

Practice

Cohesion Oral

Composition
Dictation



20

3. 

 Functional - Notional Syllabus 

 (Performance of Language Functions) 

 (Notions) 



21

 ( . 2539 : 24 ;  Finocchiaro

and Bonomo. 1983 : 45)

 (Johnson, K. 1982 :

19) 

,

4. 

 ( . 2542 : 11 - 17) 

 (Morrow. 1981:59 - 66) 

 5

1.  (Know what you are doing) 

2.  (The

whole is more important than sum of the parts) 
1



22

3.  (The process

are as important as the form) 

3.1  (Information Gap) 

3.2  (Choice) 

3.3  (Feedback) 

4.  (To learn it, do it) 

5.  (Mistake is not always a

mistake)



23

 (Finocchiaro and Bonomo. 1973 : 24 - 25)

1. 

2.  (Learner

Centered) 

 (Pair Work)

 (Group Work) 

3. 



24

5. 

 4  (Savignon. 1997 : 35 - 46)

1.  (Grammatical Competence) 

2.  (Social Linguistic

Competence)

3.  (Discourse Competence) 



25

4.  (Strategy Competence) 

6. 

 2545 

. 2545:9-11)

1. 

2.

3.

4.



26

 2 

 4 

 (Pong

Horadal. 1987 : 73 – 78) 

1)

 2)

 3)  3 

 4)



27

 2545 

(Communicative Approach) 

7. 

 (Miller. 1987 : 40 - 41) 

1. 

2. 

3. 



28

4. 

5. 

 (2532 : 8 ,12) 

1. 

2. 

. (2540 : 81 - 91) 

 (2542: 1)

 (Andreyka and Briley. 1975 :

25)  (Cuise) 

1.

1.1

1.2

1.3

1.4

1.5



29

2.

2.1

2.2

3.

3.1

3.2

3.3

3.4

4.

4.1

4.2

4.3

5.

5.1

5.2

6.

6.1

6.2

6.3

(Batista and John. 1976 : 257) 



30

 (2539 : 23 ) 

 2539 

8. 

 (  2527 : 1 - 17 ;  Johnson, K.

1982 : 1 - 11) 

1.

2.



31

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

 (Common

Social Interactions)

9.



32

9. 

 (Harmer. 1983:44-45)  (Savignon. 1991 :32)

 6 

1.  (Desire of Communicate) 

2.  (Communicate Purpose) 

 (Gap) 

 (Information Gap)  (Opinion Gap) 

(Information Transfer)

 (Can jigsaw information gap or information opinion)

3.  (Content not Form) 

(Message)

 (What to say)

 (How to say)



33

4.  (Variety of Language & Acting of Skills)

 (Improvise) 

 Ice Breaker 

(Communicative Games) 

 (English camp) 

5.  (No Teacher Intervention) 

6. 

(No materials control) 

(Streven. 1978 : 179 - 203) 

 2 



34

 Yes/No Questions  Wh -

Questions  What Where When Why 

 2 

 (Krashen. 1995: 16 - 19) 

1.

 - 



35

2.

 3 

     

 2 

 ( .) 

1. 

2. 

1)

 2) 3)

3.  5 



36

4. 

5. 

10. 

. 2532:

68)  (2533 : 62 - 63) 

(Individual Different) 

 (2533 : 15)



37

(Conceptual Thinking)

 (2537 : 98) 

 (Morrow K. 1981 : 9 - 12) 

 (Krashen. 1982 : 32) 

(Articles) 

 (Deluca. 1991:9-



38

12) 

 (Multimedia) 

 (Instructional Material Package : IMP)

11. 

 4 

.

2524:199-200)

 (2524 : 4 - 6)



39

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

. 2542 : 2)

. (2542 : 18) 

1. 

2. 

 80 



40

12. 

1. 

 (receptive skills) 

 (productive skills) 

 (Scrivener, 1994)

Luoma (2004) 

 Hymes

(1972  Luoma, 2004)  (speaking

framework) 

 (situation) 

 (participants) 

(ends) 

 (feedback) 

 (act sequence) 



41

(key) 

 (instrumentalities) 

 (norms) 

(genre) 

 (Communicative Tasks)

Breen (1987)  (language tasks) 

Nunan  (1989 )  

(communicative tasks) 

Willis (1996)

 Harmer (2001) 

 Cameron (2001)



42

 (Littlewood, 1981) 

 (Willis, 1996) 

 (Communicative Language Teaching- CLT)

Richards & Rogers (1986)  (CLT)

 (approach) 

(method) 

(information sharing)  (interaction)

Nunan (1991)  5

 (1) 

 (2)  (text) 

 (3) 

 (4) 

 (5) 

5 



43

Brown (2001c) 

(CLT) 6 

1) 

2) 

3) 

4) 

5) 

6) 

Richards (2006) 

(communication competence) 



44

 (Banciu, 2012)

 (Audio-Lingual Method)

 (Audio-Lingual Method) 

. 1950 

 (Brown, 1994) 



45

 (Lado1986 

Anggraeni, 2007)

Celce-Murcia (1991)  (Audio-

Lingual Method) 

 (Dialogs) 

 (errors) 

Brown (1994) 

 (drills) 

(Nagaraj,1998)

 (imitation) 



46

 (chain drills) 

(Audio-Lingual Method)

 (script)  (Zainuddin, et al., 2011)

 (2559) 

6 

 6  5 

5 

 3  2.

 .01 3. 



47

 .01

 (2549) 

 4  3 

 6 

 1) 

 2)  3) 

 4) 

 1)  2)

 3) 

1)  2) 

 3)  4) 

 5)  6) 

 2.  2.1

 .05 2.2 

 .05 2.3 

 .05



48

 (2548) 

 4 

 3 

 4

 5  1) 

2)  3)  4) 

 5)

 2.

 2.1

60  .05 2.2

 60  .05 2.3 

 .05 3. 

 1)



49

 2 

 3 

 2) 



50

 3

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

1. 

-

1 

 1,200 

 2  2559  60 

(Simple Random Sampling Technique) 

 5 

( )  (S.D.)  t-test



51

1. 

2.  1) 

         2) 

 2  2559 

 1  12  3

 36  1

 38 

2. 

1. 

2. 

3. 

 1  (Analysis)

 2  (Design)

 3  (Development)



52

 4  (Application)

 5  (Evaluation)



53

Analysis=R1    Design and Development=D1 Implement=R2 Evaluation=D2

1. 2. 3. 4. 

1. Communicative

Approach

Nunan, Krashen, Harmer, Grabe,

Chomsky 

Nunan, Richards,J.C., Kern, Grave

1 

 (Study of Needs: S)

2 

 (Planning: P)

3 

 (Implementing: I)

4 

 (Evaluating: E)

1.

2. 

 3. 

4. 

5. 

6.

7. 

8. 

9. 

10. 

1. 

Phase1

 (Needs Aasessment)

Phase2

Phase3

1. 

2.

3. 

4. 

Phase4

(Evaluating: E)

1. 

2. 

3. 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

1

1



54

Fig.1 MCTTTE Model

 (2545: 103) 

 4.50-5.00 

 3.50-4.49 

 2.50-3.49 

 1.50-2.49 

Effective
Communcation

.Motivation

.Contents

.Teaching
Method.Teaching

Media

.Teaching
Activities

.Evaluation



55

 1.00-1.49 

 5 

x S.D. 

1  (Motivation) 5 4.40 0.54 

2  (Contents) 5 4.60 0.54 

3  (Teaching Method) 5 4.60 0.54 

4  (Teaching Media) 5 4.60 0.54 

5  (Teaching Activities) 5 4.40 0.54 

6  (Evaluation) 5 4.60 0.54 

7  5 4.60 0.54 

8 5 4.80 0.44 

9 Input, Process, Output 5 4.40 0.54 

10 5 4.40 0.54 

 4.54 0.53 

1. 

 1  60  4 

 1  0 

 30 

 (Pre-test)  (Post-test)

2. 

 3 



56

 (IOC)

3.  1

 60 

4.   0.20-0.80 

 0.20  K-R 20 

Kuder-Richardson (  2543: 165) 

 30  0.27-0.80

 0.23-0.80

5.  

1. 

 (2543. 52 - 122) 

 (2548:81-83)



57

2. 

 10 

 (Rating Scale) 5  ( .

2543:107-108  Likert) 

      

5       

4       

3       

2       

1       

 (Mean) 

 ( .

2543: 107-108)

 4.50 - 5.00 

 3.50 - 4.49 

 2.50 - 3.49 



58

 1.50 - 2.49 

 0.50 - 1.49 

3. 

4. 

 (Experimental research) 

 One-group Pretest-Posttest Design 

 5 

T1 X T2

T1 

T2 

X 



59

1.  (Simple Random

Sampling)  60 

2. 

3. 

 (Pre-test)

4. 

5. 

6. 

 (Posttest)

7. 

8. 

1. 

2. 

 t-test  Dependent Samples 



60

3. 



61

 4

 60 

1. 

2. 

3. -

N 

S.D. 

t  t-distribution

*  .05



62

 10 

 60 

(1
00

)

(3
0)

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10

1 9 9 8 9 8 7 9 8 8 8 83 22 73.33

2 8 10 8 8 7 7 8 7 7 8 78 23 76.66

3 8 8 8 9 9 9 9 8 9 10 87 24 80.00

4 8 9 8 9 8 9 9 9 7 8 84 25 83.33

5 9 10 8 10 8 9 10 9 8 8 89 20 66.66

6 8 10 10 10 10 10 8 10 10 10 96 26 86.66

7 8 10 10 10 10 10 8 10 10 10 96 27 90.00

8 8 8 10 7 8 10 8 9 8 8 84 26 86.66

9 6 9 9 8 8 9 7 7 9 7 79 23 76.66

10 7 7 10 9 6 9 7 8 8 6 77 23 76.66

11 8 10 10 10 10 9 10 9 9 9 94 24 80.00

12 9 10 10 10 10 9 10 10 10 9 97 22 73.33

13 6 7 9 10 10 8 10 8 8 8 84 26 86.66

14 8 8 9 8 8 10 8 9 10 10 88 27 90.00

15 7 8 9 8 8 10 8 9 10 10 87 26 86.66

16 8 8 9 8 8 10 8 9 10 10 88 28 93.33

17 7 8 7 8 8 8 8 8 9 10 81 26 86.66

18 8 10 9 10 9 8 10 8 10 10 92 27 90.00

19 7 8 9 8 8 10 8 9 10 10 87 29 96.66

20 8 8 9 8 8 10 8 9 10 10 88 28 93.33

21 8 7 7 7 8 8 8 7 7 9 76 27 90.00

22 7 7 7 8 8 8 8 8 9 10 80 29 96.66

23 7 10 9 9 10 9 8 8 9 10 89 25 83.33

24 7 8 10 7 8 8 8 8 10 10 84 25 83.33

25 8 8 9 9 8 8 7 8 9 8 82 23 76.66



63

26 8 8 10 8 9 8 8 8 9 9 85 26 86.66

27 8 9 10 8 9 9 8 8 10 10 89 21 70.00

28 7 9 10 8 9 8 10 7 9 10 87 24 80.00

29 8 8 8 7 7 7 7 7 9 8 76 28 93.33

30 7 10 9 9 9 10 8 8 10 9 89 25 83.33

31 7 10 9 9 8 8 9 8 10 10 88 26 86.66

32 8 10 9 10 9 9 10 10 10 10 95 25 83.33

33 9 8 10 8 8 9 9 9 10 10 90 28 93.33

34 8 8 10 8 8 9 8 8 10 9 86 29 96.66

35 8 9 9 8 8 8 8 9 8 7 82 27 90.00

36 8 9 9 8 8 8 8 9 8 7 82 25 83.33

37 7 9 9 10 9 9 9 8 9 8 87 26 86.66

38 7 9 9 9 9 10 9 8 8 9 87 29 96.66

39 8 10 9 9 9 10 10 10 10 10 95 23 76.66

40 8 10 9 8 9 9 10 10 10 10 93 22 73.33

41 8 10 8 8 8 7 10 10 8 7 84 20 66.66

42 8 9 9 10 10 10 9 9 10 10 94 27 90.00

43 8 8 9 9 9 8 9 9 8 8 85 26 86.66

44 9 10 9 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 98 25 83.33

45 8 7 8 9 8 10 9 9 8 8 84 25 83.33

46 9 9 8 8 8 9 9 10 9 10 89 22 73.33

47 8 10 9 10 10 8 9 10 10 10 94 23 76.66

48 7 10 10 8 9 9 8 7 9 10 87 22 73.33

49 7 10 9 9 9 9 8 7 10 10 88 24 80.00

50 7 10 8 9 8 9 8 7 9 10 85 26 86.66

51 7 8 9 9 9 8 8 9 9 10 86 27 90.00

52 8 7 8 8 8 8 9 9 8 9 82 20 66.66

53 8 9 7 8 8 7 7 8 8 9 79 23 76.66

54 9 10 7 8 7 9 9 9 9 9 86 24 80.00

55 9 8 7 9 9 8 8 8 9 9 84 21 70.00

56 9 9 9 9 8 7 10 9 9 9 88 22 73.33

57 8 9 9 9 10 9 8 9 10 10 91 28 93.33

58 8 9 9 8 10 10 8 10 9 10 91 30 100.00

59 7 8 10 8 8 10 8 10 9 9 87 28 93.33

60 7 8 10 10 8 10 8 8 9 9 87 23 76.66

467 529 532 520 513 528 513 516 544 548 5,210 1,501

77.83 88.16 88.66 86.66 85.50 88.00 85.50 86.00 90.66 91.33

86.83 83.38

 18  

 60  5,210  86.83 

 1,501

 83.38 



64

 86.83/83.38  75/75 

 60 

 30

 30 

           t

           (Effect Size) 

 60 

(x̄  )   S.D t Sig 

(Effect

Size)

30

30

10.80

25.01

3.26

2.53

50.849 0.0005* 0.70 0.87

*P  .05

 20  



65

 0.05 (Sig = 0.0005 <

0.05) 

 25.01 

 10.80  30 

 14.21  t  50.849 

 0.70 

 0.5 

 (Effect Size)  0.87 

 60 

 10 

(x̄  ) S.D

1 4.43 0.74 

2 4.45 0.69 

3  4.47 0.77 

4  4.55 0.75 

5  4.57 0.86 

6  4.59 0.69 

7  4.67 0.74 

8 4.51 0.73 



66

9 4.69* 0.71 

10  4.52 0.83 

4.54 0.75 

 (2545: 103) 

 4.50-5.00 

 3.50-4.49 

 2.50-3.49 

 1.50-2.49 

 1.00-1.49 

 ( x  = 4.54, S.D.= 0.75)

9 

 ( x  = 4.69, S.D.= 0.71) 



67

 5

1. 

2. 

3. 

1. 

 75/75

 60  5,210  86.83 

 1,501



68

 83.38 

86.83/83.38  75/75 

2. 

2.1

 (Effects Size) 

 0.05 (Sig = 0.000 < 0.05) 

 25.01 

 10.80 

 30  14.21 

t  50.849 

0.70  0.5 

 (Effect Size) 

 0.87  1

2.2. 



69

 ( x  = 4.54, S.D.=

0.75) 

 2

1. 1 

86.83/83.38 

 75/75  (2553) 

Williams (1994: 3) 

2. 2 

 0.05 

 0.70  0.5 



70

 (Effect Size)  0.87 

 (2554) 

3. 

 ( x  = 4.54, S.D.= 0.75) 

 ( x = 4.69, S.D= 0.42) 

 9 



71

1. 

  

2. 

3. 



72

.,  (2539).

2539.  2521( .2533).

: .

 _____ . (2543).  1 : 

.

,. . (2541).  8

.2540 - 2544) : .

 _____ . (2545 ). . : 

.

. (2532). . :

.

. (2541, ). '''

,''' 17(1245) : 66.

. (2542). “

 : 

., . ( ). : 

.



73

. (2534). .  2 :

.

. (2541, ). "

1" . 1(2): 63 - 70.

. (2542). 

 4

: 

.

. (2532). . : 

.

. (2537). 

.2521. : .

. (2539). 

2539 . 

. .( ). : . 

.

. (2524). . : .



74

. (2538J.

. :  

.

. (2531). 

.  .

). . .

. (2540). 

 6  The

Information Gap Principle. . ( ). :

.

. (2542). 101 Language Game. : .

. (2533). ."

.

. (2536). . :

.

 _____ . (2545). . : 

.



75

. (2537). 

. . . (

). 

. .

. (2523). . : .

. (2540). . : 

.

. (2554). “

”. 

. .

. (2542, ). “ 

," . 2 (86) : 11 - 17.

. (2527). .  2. :

.



76

Andreyka, Robert E.& Briley, Thomas. (1975). Competence - Based

Teacher Education for Industrial Teacher, "citing" Kitratnee, Preang.

Allright, Richard. (1980). Discourse Analysis in Second Language. New

York: Longman.

Banciu, V. (2012). Communicative language teaching. Retrieved April 28,

2013 from http://www.uvvg.ro/revad/files/nr8/9.%20Banciu.pd

Anggraeni, P. (2007). Audiolingual teaching as an alternative method in

teaching speaking. Master’s thesis. Semarang State University.

Breen, M. (1987). Learner contributions to task design. In C. Candlin& D.

Murphy (Eds.), Language learning tasks.

Brown, H. (2001c). Teaching by principle: an interactive approach to

language pedagogy (2nd ed.). New York: Adison Wesley Longman.

Byrne, Don. (1987). Techniques for Classroom Interaction. New York:

Longman.

Celce-Murcia, M. (1991). Teaching English as a second or foreign

language 2nd ed.). Boston: Heinle & Heinle Publishers.

Chomsky, Noam. (1966). Diachronic Syntax and Generative Grammar. In

Reibel and Schane. 1969. Original Published in Language.

http://www.uvvg.ro/revad/files/nr8/9.%20Banciu.pd


77

Finocchiaro, M &Bonomo, M. (1973). The Foreign Language Learner: a

guide for teachers. New York: Regent.

Harmer, Jeremy. (1983). The Practice of English Language Teaching

London: Longman.

Halliday, M.A.K (1973). Language as Social Semiotic. The social

interpretation of language and meaning. London : Edword Arnold

(Publishers), Ltd.

Hymes, Dell. (1981). The Communicative Approach to Language

Teaching. London: Oxford University Press.

Littlewood, William. (1990). Communicative Language Teaching : an

introduction.New York: Cambridge University Press.

Luoma, S. (2004). Assessing speaking. Cambridge: Cambridge University

Press.

Morrow, Keith. (1981). " Principles of Communicative methodology ” if!

communication in the classroom. Application and Methods for

Communication Approach London: Longman.

Nagaraj, G. (1998). English language teaching: approaches, methods,

and techniques. India: Sangam Books.



78

Naisbitt, John. (1994). Global Paradox : the bigger- the world economy

the more power its smallest players. New York: William Moorow.

Nunan, D. (1989). Designing tasks for the communicative classroom.

Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Nunan, D. (1991). Language teaching methodology. Hemel Hempstead:

Prentice Hall International.

Richards, J. & Rogers, T. (1986). Approaches and methods in language

teaching: a description and analysis. Cambridge, UK: Cambridge

University Press.

Richards, J. & Rodgers, T. (2001). Approaches and methods in language

teaching (2nd  ed.). Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Richards, J. (2006). Communicative language teaching today. New York:

Cambridge University Press.

Savignon, Sandra J. &Berns, Margie . (1991). Initiative in Communicative

Language Teaching. Addison - Wesley.

Savignon, Sandra J. &Berns, Margie. (1997). Communicative

Competence: Theory and classroom practice : texts and contexts in

second language learner. New York: Me Graw- Hill.



79

Scrivener, J. (1994). Learning teaching a guidebook for English language

teachers. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Williams, E. (1994). Reading in the Language Classroom. 8th ed.

London: Macmillan  Publisher Ltd.



80

   11/287  44 

   10240

  34 

  

. 2545 

2) 

. 2551  

.2558  -


	01ปก บทคัดย่อ สารบัญ เรื่องการพัฒนารูปแบบการเรียนการสอนภาษาอังกฤษตามแนวทฤษฎีการสอนเพื่อการสื่อสาร บัณฑิต อนุญาหงษ์.pdf
	02บทที่ 1-5 งานวิจัย เรื่อง การพัฒนารูปแบบเพื่อการสื่อสาร โดย บัณฑิต อนุญาหงษ์

