
































































































workshop, which had advised on how to make the four language skills productive. 

The result of these data implies that the majority of the teachers do not think that they 

were involved in the current EL T cu rricu lum reform . In deed this result may have 

negative impact on the adoption of the reform. As Morris (1980: 428) states," teachers 

and administrators who have had no input in to new curriculum will have no sense of 

ownership of the innovation." This result might also contradict with the result obtained 

from EL T curriculum experts ' data. That means, the experts' result showed that English 

teachers did participate in the reform process. 

As to the second questions seven of the interviewees replied that they believed the EL T 

cu rriculum was designed by appropriate personnel. These interviewees added that the 

cu rriculum was designed by cu rriculum experts and university teachers and the 

appropriateness of these personnel could not be called into guestion. However, two of 

the interviewees replied that they did not believe that it was designed by appropriate 

personnel. 

The result of these data suggests th at most teachers believe that the EL T curriculum 

was designed by appropriate personnel. This belief might have positive influence on th e 

implementation process. That means, teachers might not resist adopting the reformed 

EL T curriculum because of their attitude toward the people who designed it (Richards . 

200 1). However, this belief might also have negati ve impact if teachers assume that the 

cu rriculum is somewhat perfect which does not need adaptation with contexts. 

For the third question, five of the interviewees replied th at they believed the reform 

would bring better changes in English language teach ing and learning in their schoolS· 

They added that the reformed EL T curriculum addressed the four ski lls, especi'ally, the 

speaking and listening skills and changed teachers' and roles. However, four 

of the interviewee replied that they were not certain about whether or not the reform 

would bring better changes in English language teaching and learning as they had not 

seen the reformed curriculum. 

In a related question, four of the interviewees replied that it was difficu lt for them to 
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extrapolate about their students and students' parents' attitude toward tile 

implementation of the reformed curriculum. Three of the otller interviewees said that 

their students and their students' parents would be happy when the reformed curriculum 

would be implemented. Conversely the remaining two interviewees replied that they did 

not think that their students and students' parents would be happy when the reformed 

curriculum would be implemented. 

The resu lt of the above data may imply that the majority of the teachers believe that the 

reform will bring better changes in English language teaching and learning in their 

schoolS' However:, the data also imply that the majority of the teacher~' either could not 

forecast about their students and parents' reaction towards the r.eformed EL T curriculum 

or they do not think that their students and parents would be happy when the reformed 

curriculum wou ld be implemented. 

i e(t C he~.s' 
Fortunately~ this result squares with tile result obt8ined frolll tllet-questionnaire di.ltil . 

Regarding the question about the needs assessment, five of the interviewees answered 

that they did not believe that stakeholders' needs had been surveyed. On the contrary, 

two other interviewees replied that they believed that stakeholders' needs had been 

surveyed and incorporated in the reformed EL T cu rriculum. The remaining two 

interviewees said that they were not certain about whether or not stakeholders' needs 

had been surveyed and incorporated in the reformed curriculum. 

In a related question, all the interviewees replied that they had never been asked about 

the way English language had been taught in their schools . 

The result in the above data may suggest that the majority of the teachers do not believe 

that proper needs assessment was conducted in reforming the EL T curriculum. Besides, 

we may infer from the data that most teachers were not contacted as part of an effort to 

assess English language teachers' needs. 

This resu lt is consonant with the resu lt obtained from the teachers' questionnaire. But, it 

contradicts with the result obtained from EL T curriculum experts' data. Hence, it might 

cast a doubt on the comprehensiveness of the needs assessment said to have been 
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conducted by ICDR EL T curriculum experts. 

As regards the seventh question, all the interviewees replied that they had not attended 

a seminar or training on the implementation of the reformed EL T curriculum. Yet, two of 

these interviewees suggested that one English teacher form their schools had attended 

a seminar on issues related to the reformed EL T curriculum . 

The result in the above data implies that most teachers did not attend a seminar or 

training on the reform and the implementation of the reformed curriculum. 

This result does not contradict with the result obtained from experts' data as the EL T 

curriculum experts also reported that there wa s not an attempt to give training on the 

implementation of the reformed curriculum. 

Regarding the distribution of the reformed EL T curriculum materials , all the interviewees 

said that they did not believe that the materials of the reformed curriculum had reached 

their school in appropriate time. However, some of the interviewees suggested that they 

had received the soft copy and the draft textbooks . 

Th e result of these data may suggest that the reformed EL T curriculum materials have 

not reached most schools. 

This result is quite consonant with the result obtained from teachers' questionnaire data . 

80th results implicated that the final stage of the reform proce~s is in limbo. 

/\0, to the ninth question, six of the interviewees replied that they believed that teachers 

in their school had the necessary ski ll to implement the reformed EL T curriculum. They 

justified their claim saying that most of the English teachers in their schools were 

qualified with 8A degree in English language teaching. On the contrary, two of the other 

interviewees replied that they might face problems when implementing the reformed 

EL T cu rri cu lum . They added that they might face problems because of plasma TV and 

lack of teachers' involvement in the reform process . The remaining interviewee said that 

he/she was not certain about whether or not teachers in their schools had the necessary 

skills to implement the reformed EL T curriculum . 

61 

I 
I 
J 



The result in the above data may imply that most teachers believe that English teachers 

are equipped with the necessary skills to implement the reformed EL T curriculum 

smoothly and effectively. 

This result is quite compatible with the result obtained from teachers' questionnaire data . 

Finally, all the interviewees gave diverse responses to the tenth question. Only four of 

the interviewees virtually suggested that they could solve implementation problems 

through cooperative discussions among department staffs. The remaining interviewees 

suggested that they might solve implementation problems by reading related books, 

informing supervisors about the problems, using their experience, etc. 

This result may imply that teachers could employ va rious techniques to solve those 

problems that they might face when implementing the reformed curriculum . 

In fact, this result is not that much contradictory with the result obtained from the 

collaboration stage of teachers' d cth.\ , 
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CHAPTER 5 

CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATION 

5.1 Conclusion 

5.1.1 The initial stages of the EL T curriculum reform process lack proper organization. 

This is to say that there had not been a definite and clear scheme which could 

guide the whole aspects of the reform process and serve as a yardstick in the 

appraisal of the accomplishment of the overall reform process . Besides, there 

had not been a definite and agreed-up on procedures to have been followed in 

dealing with the EL T curriculum reform elements. 

5.1.2 Virtually, a top-down approach to an EL T curriculum reform was used In 

reforming the current grade nine and grade ten EL T curriculums. 

5.1.3 Even if the EL T curriculum experts claimed to have involved the English 

teachers and students in the reform process, most of the decisions made and 

the actions taken in the reforming endeavor were handled by few individuals at 

the central level of the country's educational system. That means most of the 

decision elements and the task elements involved in the EL T curriculum reform 

were handled by the personnel who have been working at ICDR and the Ministry 

of Education and very few commissioned writers and editors . Put another way. 

quite languid effort was made to make the mainstream stakeholders the integral 

part of the EL T curriculum reform process . 

5.1.4 Although pilot trailing of the reformed EL T curriculull1 is believed to be the ll1ajor 

element in an EL T curriculum reform endeavor, the current EL T curriculum 

reform did not include this element. 

5.1.5 Notwithstanding the commendable efforts made to publicize the EL T cur~iculum 

reform by the reform agents at the center, the publicization activities were not 

that comprehensive to reach the mainstream stakeholders in every region of the 

country. 
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5.1.6 In the same manner, commendable efforts were made on the part of the EL T 

curriculum experts to assess the English language teaching and learning needs 

of the stakeholders. However, the result obtained from the teachers' data cast a 

doubt on the adequacy of the nature and the magnitude of the needs 

assessment said to have been conducted. Therefore, we can conclude that the 

needs assessment claimed to have been conducted by the experts was 

con fined to limited materials and human sources of information about the 

English language teaching learning needs. 

5.1.7 Evaluation was not properly taken as a fundamental element in the current EL T 

curriculum reform process. 

5.1.8 Adequate and sufficient information about the rationales and the areas of the 

reform in the EL T curriculum was not provided to the teachers who were 

expected to implement the reformed EL T curriculum. 

5.1.9 The awareness of most teachers about the overall EL T curriculum reform was 

somewhat superficial , as they did not believe they were the integral part of the 

reform process. Most teachers were aware of the reform on a rumor basis . 

5.1. 10 Most grade nine and. grade ten English language teachers believe that they are 

professionally capable to implement the reformed EL T curriculum . 

5. i .1 1 The majority of grade nine and grade ten English language teachers believe that 

the reform on the EL T curriculum will have positive impact on students English 

language learning. 

5.1.12 Most grade nine and grade ten English language teachers believe that 

collaboration amongst in the schools and the external reform agents could help 

a great deal for smooth and effective implementation of the reformed EL T 

curriculum . 
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5.2 Recommendation 

On the basis of the findings of the study the following recommenda lion have been 

made. 

5.2. 1 An EL T curriculum reform endeavor should begin with setting definite and 

crystal clear schemes, which indicate the objectives of the reform, the duration 

of the reform, the procedures to be followed in the reform, the personnel to be 

involved in the reform and the amount of financial resources needed for the 

whole reform undertakings and the source of these resources. Besides, th e 

personnel involved in the reform, particularly, the people heading the reform 

process shou ld be categorically cognizant of the schemes. 

5.2.1 Since both top-down and bottom up approach to EL T curriculum reform proved 

to have been ineffective (Fu llan, 1994), an eclectic approach, which cou ld 

participate the mainstream stakeholders in the reform decisions and activities. 

should be adopted . 

5.2.3 It is widely accepted that the seclusion of teachers from the reform process 

might jeopardize the implementation of the reformed EL T curricu lum as teachers 

might consider it an imposition. Therefore, the English language teachers should 

be given pivotal roles in the EL T curriculum reform endeavor. 

5.2.4 The responsible party who manage the EL T curriculum reform process should 

publicize the reform process and the outcome of the reform to all the 

stakeholders in a comprehensive manner. Indeed , since electronic media have 

the potential to reach most of the stakeholders, they' should be utilized in the 

publicization efforts. Furthermore, seminars and workshops, which aim at 

publicizing the EL T curriculum reform , should be arranged (organized) in a 

systematic manner to address the majority of the mainstream stakeholders. 

5.2.5 More comprehensive needs assessment covering more regions of the country 

and seeking more information from more sources should be conducted before 

and after the decision to reform the EL T curriculum. 
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5.2.6 The significance of evaluation shou ld be pronounced. That means. there should 

be pre-set evaluation mechanisms, which measure the achievement of the 

overall EL T curriculum reform process per se, and the ultimate curricular goals. 

5.2.7 In an effort to reform the EL T curriculum there should be a systematic and 

coordinated handlings of the reform elements from the initial stages up to the 

end of the reform endeavor. 

5.2.8 The essential information about the rationales and the areas of the reform in th e 

EL T curriculum should be disclosed precisely to the entire cQncerned 

stakeholders. 

5.2.9 Last, but not the least, in order to ameliorate the factors which could negatively 

affect the implementation of the reformed EL T curriculum, the EL T curriculum 

experts shou ld closely monitor the implementation activities and provide the 

English language teachers assistance on the major problems they may 

encounter. 
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Appendix 1 

Questionnaire for ICDR English Language Curriculum Experts 

The following questions have been designed to elicit information from ICDR English 

curriculum experts on the current (2004-2006) first cycle secondary school (grade 9& 10) 

English language curriculum reform. The researcher appreciates a great deal your 

prompt responses to all the questions. 

1. When did the current EL T curriculum reform start? 

2. Who made the decision to reform the EL T curricu lum? 

3. How did the EL T curriculum reform start? 

4. What is (are) of the objective(s) of the reform? 

5. Who covered the budget for the reform? 

6. How long had the previous curriculum been used? 

7. Which approach has been used to reform the EL T curriculum? 

a) Top-down b) bottom up c) eclectic 

Why? __________________________________________ __ 

8. Who have been involved in the curriculul11 reform process? 
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~ Please, specify the number and specialization of th e personnel involved In the 

reform process 

9. Who prepared the teaching and learning materials? 

9.1 Where were the EL T materials published? 

9.2 Who was responsible for the distribution of the materials? 

,. Please, specify the number and specialization of the personnel involved in the 

EL T material preparation. 

10. Has there been any pilot trialing of the reformed EL T curricu lum? 

10 .. 1. When? ____________________ _ 

10.2 Where? ____________________ _ 

10.3 Who were involved in the pilot trailing ? ___________ _ 

11 . Has there been any attempt made to publicize the current EL T curriculum reform 

to the stakeholders? 

~ If your answer is" yes", how was it publ icized? 

12. Has there been any in service training on the reform? 

>- If your answer is "yes", 

12.1 when was the training given? 

71 



16. Has any evaluation mechanism been set to evaluate the overall reform process? 

.,. If your answer is "yes", please state it (them) briefly 

17. What is you r personal observation of the overa ll EL T curriculum reform process? 
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Appendix 2 

Questionnaire for English Language Teachers 

The following questions have been designed to elic it information regarding teachers' 

reactions to the current (2004-2006) grade 9& 10 English language curriculum reform. 

The researcher appreciates a great deal your prompt responses to all the questions. 

1. How long have you been teaching English? 

For years. 

2. What formal qualification in English do you hold? (Put a tick against your choice) 

BNBED 0 Diploma 0 Certificate 0 None 0 

3. Do you know that the previous (the one used before 2005-2006) English 

language curriculum has been changed? 

a) Yes b) No 

4. If your answer to On. NO.3 is 'Yes', how did you know about it? 

5. How long has the reformed English language curriculum been used in your 

school? 

a. For a semester b) For two semesters c) I do not know 

6. Do you think that a reform on the previous English language curriculum is 

re levant? 

a) yes b) no c) I do not know 

Why ______________________________________ ___ 
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7. Who do you think is responsible for undertaking a reform on the EL T curriculum? 

a) English language teacher's b) English language curriculum experts 

c) Students 

d) Through collaboration of English language teachers, curriculum experts and student I 
8. Have you ever been contacted by any individual (officials from the Ministry of 

Education, experts from ICDR) concerning the teaching and learning of English in 

your school? 

a) Yes b) No 

;... If your answer is 'yes', 

a) what did they seek from you? 

b) what was your response to them? 

Read the following statements carefully and circle the letter that bears your 

reaction against the given statements. 

9. The rationales and the reasons for the EL T curriculum reform have been· explicit ly 

informed to the teachers of English in your school. 

a) strongly agree b) agree c) I'm 110t sure 

d) strongly disagree e) disagree 

10. The time and the way in which the current EL T curriculum reform is introduced to 

English teachers in your school are appropriate. 

a) strongly agree b) agree c) I'm not sure 

d) strongly disagree e) disagree 
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7. Who do you think is responsible for undertaking a reform on th e EL T curriculum? 

a) English language teacher's b) English language curriculum experts 

c) Students 

d) Through collaboration of English language teachers , curriculum experts and student 

8. Have you ever been contacted by any individual (offiCials from the Ministry of 

Education, experts from ICDR) concerning the teaching and learning of English in 

your school? 

a) Yes b) No 

:,. If your answer is 'yes', 

a) what did they seek from you? 

b) what was your response to them? 

Read the following statements carefully and circle the letter that bears your 

reaction against the given statements. 

9. The rationales and the reasons for the EL T curriculum reform have been.explicitly 

informed to the teachers of English in your school. 

a) strongly agree b) agree c) I'm not sure 

d) strongly disagree e) disagree 

10. The time and the way in which the current EL T curriculum reform is introduced to 

English teachers in your school are appropriate. 

a) strongly agree b) ag ree c) I'm not sure 

d) strongly disagree e) disagree 
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11. Every English teacher in our school has been informed on the areas of the reform 

on the EL T curricu lum. 

a) strongly agree b) agree c) I'm not sure 

d) strong ly disagree e) disagree 

12. Teachers' job is to teach what he/she has been prescribed to teach ; he/she 

needn't worry about the English language curriculum . 

a) strongly agree b) agree c) I'm not sure 

d) strongly disagree e) disagree 

13. Teachers need to focus more on the teachers' and students' texts than on the 

English language curriculum. 

a) strongly agree b) agree c) I'm not sure 

d) strongly disagree e) disagree 

14. English language curriculum reform requires more training to English language 

teachers on the areas of the reform on the EL T curriculum. 

a) strongly agree b) agree c) I'm not sLire 

d) strongly disagree e) disagree 

15. English language teachers in your school are professionally capable of 

implementing the current English language curriculum. 

a) strongly agree b) agree c) I'm not sure 

d) strongly disagree e) disagree 

16. There are factors (teacher, management, material, learner, etc), wh ich could 

negatively affect the implementation of the new English language curriculum. 

a) strongly agree ,b) agree c) I'm not sure 

d) strongly disagree e)disagree 
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17. Implementing the new English language curriculum wi ll not be an easy task for 

most English teachers. 

a) strongly agree b) agree c) I'm not sure 

d) strong ly disagree e) disagree 

18. Teachers play the fundamenta l role in the implementation of the new English 

language curriculum. 

a) strong ly ag ree b)agree c) I'm not sure 

d) strongly disagree e) disagree 

19. Getting used to something new in English language teaching and learning is 

demanding for both teachers and students. 

a) strongly agree b) agree c) I'm not sure 

d) strongly disagree e) disagree 

20. lmplementing the new English language curriculum requires sometime to be 

fami liarized in the schools. 

a) strongly agree b) agree c) I'm not sure 

d) strongly disagree e) disagree 

21 Students and their parents are happy with the way English has been taught in 

your school. 

a) strongly ag ree b) agree c) I'm not sure 

d) strongly d isagree e) disagree 

22. Students and their parents would be happy, if the EL T curricu lum was conducted . 

a) strongly agree b) agree c)l'm not sure 

d)strongly disagree c)disagree 
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23.A reform on the previous English language curriculum will enhance students' 

English language learning. 

a) strongly agree b) agree c) I'm not su re 

d) strongly disagree e) disagree 

24. A reform on the previous EL T curriculum will have positive impact on all the 

stakeholders in English language teaching and learning. 

a) strongly agree b)agree c)I'm not sure 

d)strongly disagree d) disagree 

25. A reform on the previous English language curriculum wi ll have positive impact 

on all the stakeholders in language teaching and learning . 

a) strongly agree b) agree c) I'm not sure 

d) strongly disagree e)d isagree 

26. Seminars and trainings could create a cooperative envi ronment which in turn 

helps for smooth implementation of the reformed EL T curricul um 

a) strongly agree b) agree c) I'm not sure 

d) strongly disagree e) disagree 

27. English;'t~~~h~r'; in your school can help each other in the implementation of the 

new curricu lum . 

a) strongly agree 

d) strongly disagree 

b) agree 

e)disagree 

c) I'm not sure 

28. The English ~difp~~~ent head can serve as a bridge between the English 

language curriculum reform agents and English teachers in your school. 

a) strongly ag ree ,b) agree c) I'm not sLire 

d) strongly disagree e)disagree 
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29. English Innguilge teilci'lers need to est<lblish cooperiltion witll (J il l) another, with 

school administration and with students when implementing the new English 

language curriculum. 

a) strongly agree b) agree c) I'm not sure 

d) strongly disagree e) disagree 

30.Any problem that may arise when implementing the new curriculum can be 

solved through discussions among the department members . 

a) strongly agree b) agree c) I'm not sure 

d) strongly disagree e) disagree 
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Appendix 3 

Interview Questions for English Language Teachers 

4.4.1 The following interview questions have been designed to triangulate the data 

gathered through the questionnaire. The researcher appreciates a great deal your 

prompt response to all the questions. 

1. Were you involved in the current EL T curriculum reform? 

1.1 If your answer is 'yes', how? 

1.2 If your answer is 'no', why not? 

2 Do you think that the EL T curriculum is designed by appropriate personnel? 

3 Do you think that the current EL T curriculum reform wi ll bring better changes in 

English language teaching and learning in you school? 

3.1 If your answer is 'yes, how? 

3.2 If your answer is 'no', why not? 

4. Do you think that your students and their parents will be happy when the new EL T 

curriculum will be implemented? 

5. Do you think that stakeholders' (learners' , parents, teachers, employees, etc) needs 

had been adequately surveyed and have been incorp9rated in the new EL T 

curriculum? 

6. Have you ever been asked about the way English has been taught in your school? 

(That means about the positive sides and the drawbacks on the overal l English 

language teaching learning process in your school)., 

7 Have you or you r colleagues attended a seminar or training on the implementation of 

the new EL T curriculum? 
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If your answer is 'yes', 

7. 1 do you think that the training could give teachers clear picture(s) of tile 

objective(s) of the reform and the way in which the new curriculum will be 

implemented in the classroom? 

7.2 do you think that the seminar or the training was given by appropriate personnel 

in appropriate time and place? 

7.3 do you think that the way in which teachers who attended the training were 

selected was appropriate? 

8 Do you think the materials for the new EL T curriculum have reached your school in 

appropriate time? 

9. Do you think that teachers in your school have the necessary ski lis to implement the 

new EL T curriculum; or do you think that you and your colleague may face 

problem(s) while implementing the new curriculum in the classrool11? 

10. How could you possibly solve the problems(s) that may arise while implementing the 

new curriculum? 

81 

} 



\ 
Declaration 

This thesis is my original work and has not been presented for degree in any other 
unive rsity and that all sources of materials used for the thesis have been duly 
acknowledged . 

Name tvleJCu.vlGl- A~ 
Signature a 
Place __________ _ 

Date of submission 06 -V 7- J.. 7 

) 


	MX-M464N_20210113_153254
	MX-M464N_20210113_153338
	MX-M464N_20210113_153417
	MX-M464N_20210113_153439
	MX-M464N_20210113_153542
	MX-M464N_20210113_153655
	MX-M464N_20210113_153716

