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ABSTRACT

This study aims (1) to construct-and develop the strategies-based English
language syllabus to improve students’ learning outcomes according to five domains
of TQF, (2) to investigate students’ learning outcomes according to the five domains
of TQF afiter the implementation of strategies-based English language syllabus, and
(3} to explore the language learning strategies used by the students before and after
the implementation of strategies-based English language syllabus. The participants in
this study were 29 undergraduate students enrolled in English through Media and
Technology course at Rajamangala University of Technology Lanna. The instruments
used in this research contained two main types, treatment and data collecting
instruments. The treatment used in this study was a strategies-based syllabus and
lesson plans covering 21 hours. The data collecting instruments were questionnaire of
learning strategies use ~(pre/post), class attendance checklist and homework
submission, teacher’s log, oral presentation, achievement test, language tasks
evaluation. Data analysis used in the study consisted of percentage, mean, standard
deviation, and t-test.

The results show that the strategies-based English language syllabus is
effective in improve students’ learning outcomes according to five domain of
Thailand Qualification Framework. The students’ outcomes under ‘Ethical and moral
development’ domain are higher than the criterion set by the university (80%). For
‘Knowledge’ domain and ‘Cognitive skills’ domain, students’ outcomes after the
implementation of strategies-based English language syllabus are significantly higher
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than those of pre-implementation. The students’ listening skills, reading skills, writing
skills and speaking skills are all continuousty improved. Regarding Interpersonal
skills and responsibility domain, students’ outcomes are higher than the set criterion

(;c=3.51). Concerning ‘Numerical analysis, communication and information
technology” domain, students’ outcomes are higher than the set criterion (50%).

The results from questionnaire of learning strategies use (pre/post) show that
the cognitive strategies and social strategies which the students used before and after
the implementation of strategies-based English language syllabus are at “sometimes
level”, there is no significant difference. In contrast, students used metacognitive
strategies more often after the implementation of strategies-based English syllabus.
The students know how to make a plan for their language tasks, and be able to assess
their own progress. Thus, it can be concluded that strategies-based English language
syllabus is effective in fostering the students’ learning outcomes and language
learning strategies.
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