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Preface

This report aims to summarize the 9 months research in order to submit the donor, Child’s
Dream Foundation as it takes some time to analyze the data collected. Once the data
analysis is complete, the full paper may be available in the near future. The report presents a
list of abbreviations as well as a research team. Following this information, the report
comments on the background of the research, research question, training, sample, methods,
data collection process, data analysis, tentative result. All the tools that were developed and
used are included in Appendices. We deeply appreciate the generous financial support by
CDF and the participation of teachers from the 3 schools in this research project.

Background

The research was embedded in the overall Translanguaging in Education (TLE) pilot project
for 5 years and lasted an initial 9 month of period. As we implement TL pedagogy as a pilot
project for the first time in the Asia area, many people around the world show interest
whether TLE is possible in non-Western countries and how it is applied, how effective it is
both teachers and students, etc. While we aim to conduct research for students’
performance as a longitudinal nature, the initial 9 months (August 2020-April 2021) were
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used with a focus on teachers’ stance and performance. Both overall 5 years’ operational
project and this research project are funded by Child’ Dream Foundation which we are very
much grateful for.

Research Questions

The research questions for the research are as follows:
1. How does teachers’ stance change in terms of students’ whole language resources
of both school and home languages and their bilingualism?
2. How does teachers’ TL pedagogy based teaching performance change?
3. How are teachers’ stance and performance related to each other?
These questions are sought to be answered in relation to the training they received--2 times
of TLE workshops and 5 times of on-site coaching.

Training

The content and amount of training on translanguaging pedagogy that teacher participants
received can be an important factor to consider when their stance and performance are
assessed. The training consists of 2 times of TLE workshop and 5 times of on-site coaching.
They were also encouraged to learn from one another during the first semester by meeting
themselves once every month in each school. Each of the workshops was held the week
before the 1st semester began and during the first week of the 2nd semester. The on-site
coachings were carried out during the semesters to see how they apply TL pedagogy in their
actual teaching, which they learned during each preceding workshop.

The 1st workshop held from 27th to 30th of June 2020 (during the week before the new
academic year began) was focused on TL principles that aimed for teachers to transform
their stance on students’ home language and their bilingual ability between home and school
language while introducing some examples of TL strategies that were developed by Ofelia
Garcia and her colleagues and used in New York State of USA but are feasible in the context
of Chiangmai, Thailand. Although they attended the workshop with a high level of stress due
to COVID 19, 75 % of them experienced transformation of their stance and were willing to
apply TL pedagogy in their teaching as shown in their evaluation of the workshop in
Appendix 8. A TL Strategies and Activities checklist (Appendix 7) was provided for teachers’
convenience from which they could choose for their TL based teaching. For more detail of
topics covered during the workshop, see the following webpage for the report of the 1st TLE

workshop (https://www.translanguagingeducation.org/workshop-teachers).

The 1st workshop was followed by 3 times of on-site coachings in the respective school. We
tried to observe the lessons of 4 subjects (Thai, English, Math, and Science) in the morning
and had a coaching session in the afternoon. During the afternoon session, the teachers had
an opportunity to share their teaching experiences and listen to us for our feedback and
sometimes special lectures according to their needs. A report is available for the very first
on-site coaching session here
(https://www.translanguagingeducation.org/on-site-teacher-coaching).

The second TLE workshop was held from 2nd till 4th of December 2020 during the first week
of the second semester with a focus on designing TL unit plans and some TL writing
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strategies. The teachers teaching the same subject from the 3 schools worked together to
produce one unit plan while they learned each component of the TL unit plan and presented
their product at the end of the workshop. They were encouraged to design additional unit
plans as we visited for on-site coaching after the workshop.

The on-site coaching visits after the 2nd workshop were conducted 2 times while one visit in
January 2021 was cancelled due to the 2nd wave of COVID 19 in Thailand. The teachers
were encouraged to send us their TL unit plans before we visited and showed their lesson
based on the unit plan they sent. During these two on-site coachings they also implemented
TL writing activities that they have learned during the 2nd workshop.

Sample: Teacher Participants

The sample is generally composed of 12 teachers from 3 schools who teach four subjects
for grade 4 students. However, there have been very high turnover during the last school
year for various reasons such as transfer to other schools (4 cases), delivering of a baby (1
case), etc. See the column of note in the below table for the description of each teacher.
Because of this high turnover rate of teachers, we designed the 2nd TLE workshop to
accommodate the new teachers by allocating one day to introduce the key TLE principles to
them. They joined the rest of the teachers for the main workshop program during the
following two days.

School | Pseudo Subject grades | Note: training received, joining, leaving, etc.
name Name (Full training: 2 workshops and 5 on-site
coachings)
Ban Reuang Thai 4-6 2 workshops, 5 on-site coachings
Khuntae
Mo English 4-9 2 workshops, 5 on-site coachings
Po Math 4-6 3 on-site coachings (1st-3rd), 1 workshop
(2nd)/

Transferred after 2nd workshop

Fon Science |4-6 2 workshops, 5 on-site coachings/
After Po’s leaving, she took over Math as well
as Science from the second semester.

Ban Kung Thai 4-6 1 workshop (1st), 1 on-site coaching (1st)/
Phuy Transferred after 1st on-site coaching
Nisa English/ | 4-6 2 workshops, 5 on-site coachings/

Thai After Kung'’s leaving, she took over Thai class
as well as English from the middle of the 1st
semester.

if Math 4-6 1 workshop (1st), 1 on-site coaching (1st)/
Transferred after 1st on-site coaching

Anuchat Math 4-6 1 workshop (2nd), 2 on-site coachings (4th,
5th)/
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Came in from 2nd semester

Ben Science | 4-6 1 workshop (2nd), 2 on-site coachings (4th,
5th)/
Came in from 2nd semester
Ban Nan Thai 4-6 2 workshops, 4 on-site coachings (1st-3rd,
Musoe 5th)/

During the 4th visit, a student teacher taught
the Thai class for grade 4.

Jeep English 4-9 2 workshops, 3 on-site coachings (1st, 2nd,
5th)

She played the role of coordinator for the TLE
teachers group for this school.

0 English 1-4 1 workshop (2nd), 3 on-site coachings
(3rd-5th)
He joined in the middle of the 1st semester.

Ming Maths 4-6 1 workshop (1st), 3 on-site coachings (1st-
3rd)/

She left after 1st semester to deliver her
baby.

Tae Math 4-6 1 workshop (2nd), 2 on-site coachings (4th,
5th)/
He joined as a substitute for Ming.

Nuk Science | 4-6 2 workshops, 4 on-site coachings (1st-4th)

Methods

The methods consist of both quantitative and qualitative ones. The quantitative ones include
two sets of questionnaires for stance (Appendix 1 and 2), one set for performances
(Appendix 3). The qualitative ones include a stance worksheet (Appendix 4) for the teachers
to write their own stances, two times of interviews for both stance and performances, and
class observation (Appendix 5 for observation template). While the data from class
observation is analyzed by the research team from an external perspective, the rest of the
tools are to elicit the data from the teachers’ internal perspectives.

!

Data Collection Process

Stance Questionnaire & Stance Reflection Sheet

Stance questionnaire and stance worksheet were administered after a
session on Stance during the first TLE workshop. After presenting
about three different kind of stances, namely, stance of ignorance
(Their home languages and bilingualism are ignored and invisible in
classroom), simplification (They can learn only low standard of
content due the low performance level in Thai), and amplification
(Students’ HLs and bilingualism are seen as a resources and need to
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be leveraged for better performance), all the participants went through a process to reflect
upon their present stance about students’ bilingualism and home language resources by
reading out loud 30 different statements that belong to three different stances. After the
learning process of the whole group activity, each participant had a chance to anonymously
write down their own stance (Appendix 5) and filled the stance questionnaire (Appendix 1).

Interviews

During the month of October, we had an interview session on teachers’ stance for each of
them in their respective school using the questionnaire found in Appendix 2. The teachers
were to share any change of their perspective or stance towards students’ HL and
bilingualism between before and after the 1st TLE workshop and three times of on-site
coaching sessions.

During the month of March just before the schools ended their academic year, we had
another interview on teachers’ performance. They were to share how much and well they
implemented TL pedagogy for the last one school year. Both of the interviews were recorded
and transcribed for analysis.

Class Observation
We had 5 times of observation sessions in total and wrote down our observations using an
observation template (Appendix 6).

Data Analysis

- So far the result of administration of the questionnaire for stance was quantified.

- Two times of interviews were transcribed.

- Class observation notes for three times of school visits were partially analysed.
Below are the criteria we are using in analyzing the class observation notes.

Criteria for evaluation of performance from class observation
1) Effort level: How many different kinds of TL strategies did they try?
Teachers’ effort level is quantified from 1 to 5 and their effort is described.
2) Performance level: Are the objectives (content and language) achieved and
do they occur within students’ Bilingual Zone of Proximal Develop (BZPD)
while balancing between static and spinning top?
Teachers’ performance level is quantified from 1 to 5 and their performances
are described according to the three domains as below:
a) Whether content is within BZPD (for all subjects)
b) Whether content is learned in each and all of languages (for all
subjects)
c) Whether academic language is learned in each language (Content
and Thai subjects)
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Tentative Results

As for now, we cannot provide the exact and full picture of the research result as we are still
in the process of analyzing the data. However, we can provide roughly from our observation
and partial data analysis as follows. The results are provided according to the three research
questions.

1. How does teachers’ stance change in terms of students’ whole language
resources of both school and home languages and their bilingualism?

The change of teachers’ stance and attitude toward students’ home language and
bilingualism was significant. The impact of TLE (Translanguaging in Education) workshop
upon the transformation of teachers’ stance/attitude was noticeable. 75% of teacher
participants of 1st TLE workshop have transformed their stance from negative -- looking at
students’ home language as a problem or an obstacle for learning Thai, English, and other
content subjects -- to positive -- started looking at students’ home language as a resource for
better learning. They used to force their students to use only Thai in school and even some
teachers punished students who use their home language by fining one baht. Since the 1st
workshop they started leveraging students home language for better learning. As for the
contents we covered for this effect to occur, see the descriptions of session 1-7 from the
report of 1st TLE workshop here. As for the rest 25 % (3 teachers) of teachers who did not
show positive change of their stance, we had several chances to hear what they think about
students’ home language and challenges they perceive in using the home language of
students. And their sharing was incorporated into the second TLE workshop. As a result two
teachers showed a positive attitude when we had another interview at the end of last school
year, which was demonstrated in their TL based teaching during the last on-site coaching
session.

2. How does teachers’ TL-based teaching performance change?
Teachers’ TL based teaching performance has been developing throughout the year. In the
course of the five on-site coaching sessions, we have observed that there have been 4
stages of performative development.

Stage 1) Using daily life home language (Basic Interpersonal Communicative Skill)

Initially most teachers encouraged students to utilize their home language in their home
language-based small group. Students had a freedom to use their whole language resources
in order to process what the teacher taught in Thai. Some teachers had a hard time to make
their students understand the content in Thai but they always had some students with better
understanding of their teaching and let those students explain the concept using all of their
language resources including their home language. See the video clip for this here (“Letting
a student with better understanding explain to their friends” under the heading of “Spinning
Top Together Activities”).

Stage 2) Academic key terms in home language

Once teachers are used to grouping students according to the same home language to
encouraging them to freely use their whole language resources, they started teaching
academic key terms in students’ home language as well as in Thai. By asking students to
process the key terms in their home language either with a corresponding term or a phrase,
students were able to connect the new content taught in Thai to their existing knowledge in
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their home language. Students may have different ideas on these key terms in their home
language and teachers may take this as an opportunity to ask why different students have
different ideas from their home language for the same Thai concept and teachers
themselves learn students’ reasoning process. See the example of this here. (See the video
clip titled, “Teacher’s summary of students’ presentations” under the heading of “Spinning
Top Together Activities”)

Stage 3) TL Writing

Some teachers tried TL writing in class. For example, a Science teacher instructed students
to write a summary of the day’s lesson in whichever language they feel more confident first
and write the same in the other language. By encouraging students to write in their more
confident language first, students were able to write more richly than in the language they
feel less confident. Once it was written in the more confident language, the same was
translated into the other language. In this way they were able to produce two richer written
work. Another teacher encouraged students to write their thoughts in the home language
(pre-write) and write in Thai.

Stage 4) TL Reading

Lastly, some teachers tried TL based reading activities. While students read the text in Thai,
they were encouraged to clarify their doubts, or discuss the content using their home
language. During this home language discussion time, those students with less
understanding of the text received help from their friend using home language.

3. How are teachers’ stance and performance related to each other?
There has been observed some degree of correlation between teachers’ positive stance
towards students’ HL and bilingualism, and effort level of applying TL pedagogy. Those
teachers who received a higher mark on stance questionnaire were likely to make a greater
effort in using TL strategies. However, besides their stance, whether their overall teaching
performance was effective needs to be evaluated with other factors such as teachers’
workload, the extent of teaching experience, size of class, etc.

Implication of the result

It has been found that teachers from government schools in Thailand are likely to be able to
implement TL pedagogy when a certain amount of training is provided that includes two
times of workshops and 5 times of on-going coaching sessions. This may be an important
finding as this case can be an example that other parts of the world can model in their
respective situations where students are emergent bilingual and/or study together with other
home language speaking students in a multilingual classroom.
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Appendix 1: Stance Questionnaire
viuAnegslsiigafuneveusn il luddnusesnTudidau
< (=3 1 1 @
S18N1TAUIAY Wiy T | laiviu
grg | wila | Aae
1 0 -1

mwviesduvesideudusitelnsouiomlnl qlulsadeou
Students’ home language is a resource to learn new
content in school (A)

nmingldldnrwvissduiduniwnuiuvasdinis susaiunin el
annsalarzuuuawiiudniseulve Thai is not local students’

home language, so they cannot receive as high mark

as Thai students. (L)

ﬂg@&ﬂﬂ%’mmﬁaﬁu%aﬂﬂL‘%&Ju | want to know the students’
home language. (A)

asldnwivissduvesiniSuielidniseulaiseuiitnlaluy Wemilniqg

faSoune el | use students’ home language to
teach new content and Thai better. (A)

JUARIN NSUSHUMIBUTENING MU UN B Ng @UNSOWAILD

mmifﬁmﬁumwﬂﬁ
| think comparing home language and Thai can
develop knowledge about languages (A)

gululaaantandniSeuluneaduasyinanulam il sas sun 91N AN

Tnevoawiniwnliiane | don’t expect local students to
perform well in school as their Thai is not good
enough. (L)

dnisgusianuniagiitanunisld nwviesiiu

wazianliagadu Students feel proud of their ability to
be able to use their home language and continue to
improve it. (A)

FudeinFunnnimianwiinin msdifissnviie | believe that
knowing more than one language is better than
knowing only one language.(A)

thideuidnd WeldiZouiivwing 4 Wunwviesdu Students feel
good about themselves when using their home
language in learning at school. (A)

10
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10. ﬂglaiaﬂ'miﬁamwwaaﬁﬂSsm
| don’'t want to know about students home language ()

11. ﬁfﬂL%uwiéfﬁaui’anﬂ%uﬁawaﬂLmﬂ%’mmﬁafiuﬁwmﬂm
Students will learn more actively when they use their
home language with Thai. (A)

12. dnisswvesdulillannniwilne wawsdidisandi dedulidesaulaniw

ALDURITINITYY
My students don’t speak Thai but speak Northern Thai at
home. So their home Northern Thai should be ignored in
School. (1)

13, dnidsuanunsadilaunseunnndusielaiSeuileriduniuing uas
awwissiumuaiuly Students can understand better

when they learn using their language along with Thai.

(A)

14. Sulsiaumsenin dnGeuazyaldiniw
| don’t know how many languages my students use. ()

15. nmwvissiulidledmiuiiionisinun Local language is not for
education. (I)

16. duaziByvoudveudnliungeunwilay ausssuvesinisou
| will invite their parents to come to teach us about their
language and culture.
TnSeuvestuansaldnuiiesduld mnninwlne fady Suagl

' £
S

Jnissuveaulaly nwviesduvaawiie vnanudilaludsnnavy

My students can use their home language more than Thai,
so | will let my students utilize their home language to
understand the subject better. (A)

17. menfitnSeuldiculdiisndou duuflifoindunvivsen My
students don’t speak a language at home because
their language does not have a script. (I)

18. dusipsnisitiniseuzannagiilananunsaldvianiwing nwviesdu

WAZAIYIDINY

| want my students to feel proud that they can use
Thai, home language, and English. (A)

11
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19.

JUANIT DUNSIUYDITUAINNSTOLENIN1E9RY wazn 1 nglad wan

Lfmﬁ%ﬁaui?iwm 7 l¢eetu | believe if my students can
use both their home language and Thai well, they will
learn things better. (A)

20.

Fusesnslitinidouriefudeulagldnmvimuadwinand | want
my students to help one another to learn by using all
the languages they know. (A)

21.

dudesnissuanuAniiuan JunasevestiniGeu Wedfuau @1wise

Tunnsynsunuwes Uniseu | want to receive feedback from

parents about my students’ ability to do homework.
(A)

22.

AU ITnEuYIduaINnTe deusesniiugtvuraIInN vy

mzdilidindandndu | believe my students can teach
me something about their community because | don’t
know those things. (A)

23.

AT3uEd dniSeuyalavateniw uieglsaseuiniSeudeuseulaniy

lwaLLasmmé’aﬂqwmwﬁ?u | know my students use different
home languages, but they should learn Thai and
English only in school. (1)

24,

tniseuldnimeniyiviesdululsaseu

Students should not speak home language in school. (1)

25.

Iniseu lisududesSountwviesululsaseuStudents don’t
need to learn home language in school. (1)

26.

I a CY a ¥ a v al [ T a
EJ%INL%JU HnSeusessu nwilng LLazﬂWH’]ENﬂQHﬁVLQJISULiEJUﬂ"I‘HW

vioshiu Students should learn Thai and English in
school, not the home language. (1)

27.

asazdrglilinSeuinanissey Navulegld nwviesiu vesiniSey

flumaz | can help students to learn better by using their
home language. (A)

28.

FulsiilanwiviestiuvesiniFeu fau iuyaawwiosdulufeadeu |
don’t understand students’ home language, so | don't
want to use it for my class. (1)

29.

Sulilaunsoniineiesdu vesaniseanandilau | don’t care
which language community the students come from.

12
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(DN

30.

TaflgninSeunindlanisnine Takif

wawanlglavateniwn It is not that these students are
poor in the inThai language but that they are using
multiple languages. (A)

31.

AU IUNFEUYRUAINNTD doULTRIAITUINYUYRININUN I UEY

Idnseduligsndavaniu | believe my students can teach
me something about their community because | don’t
know those things. (A)

32.

AzsAnfiaugunaniusesdy veainiseu neuldduagrinnieduniw

iesiuresindeu nwviesduvesiniSeulianuman

I’'m very happy to see their smiles when | greet them
in their language. Students’ home language is
beautiful. (A)

33.

mwissduteliinSewdila wunAnfisnniu Home languages
help students understand difficult concepts better. (A)

34.

Muwwiesu nu Mwlng lufieylsieunaiula There cannot be any

connection between local language and Thai. (1)

35.

Yy  a v M Yo a a a
ﬂ']U']Vl@QOUﬁJBQUﬂLiEJu‘l@J‘lWU'JEJ IﬁuﬂLﬁﬂuLﬁﬂuglUIiﬂLﬁﬁJu Students’ local

language cannot help them to learn in school. (1)

36.

awittneuldegliddamsenmmemuiinldegtiuliliamnlng
My students’ home language is not important
because they should study only Thai. (1)

37.

Pniseuaiunsaanumatutuiieudun wviesduls 1aa1n winwall

wWlawndnlunwlve Students can ask questions to their
friends in their home language when they don’t
understand. (A)

38.

Sulsigeamsiledsiidnizou Wewildnwiiesdu | don’t want to
listen to what students can tell when they use their
home language. (l)

39.

Suliidnlaniwvesduvesiniseu aaduninialiais Tonwviesdulu

veaseu | don’t understand my students’ home
language so they should not use their home
language in the class. ()

40.

Mwvissdurasinisewiiitnssuduaulunisfeudnwlveuazniw

13
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dangy Students’ home language confuses learning of
Thai and English. (I)

41.

tniseuenalianuiiaryszaunisaluiinaglianunsonans sanyn WJu

nmwilngly Students may have knowledge and

experience even if they cannot show those in Thai.
(A)

az.

tniFeulsiressnwilnefivils feduduazaeuiomiesas Students
don’t know Thai very well. So | teach less amount of
content. (L)

43.

tniSeumsnan1wing faudinaveg iinuiteNaeimuninyen1an 1w

vy Students should speak in Thai even at home
instead of home language to improve their Thai. (l)

44,

v Y ) < d‘d o [ d‘ ! [
Hnissuazlasulenalunsiseuiisuuseleaniiannuanunnaieiu
sEnMTLLLaz M lneiewmul finwenisidseudisuluiviunn

sinanu Students are given a chance to compare
different word order in a sentence between their
home language and Thai so improve the skill of
comparing in different subjects. (A)

45.

tniSeuaunilandn® duandn duliaunsaevueinEeulne lawsedu

waninglaldavimanien” A student said, “I don’t think |
can beat the Thai students because | cannot speak
Thai as good as them.” (L)

a46.

agngiaunilananad “lbidulsdilssSeuresduazyineu Talifmse

tnseudulng Wudnaeewazyaniwilne lild” A principal said,
“It is OK for my school not to perform well because
most of the students are from the mountains and
cannot speak Thai well.” (L)

Appendix 2: Language use and attitude questionnaires and questions for
interview for stance (English)

14
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Name:
Hometown/village name:
Age:

Gender:

Teaching grades:

Date:

Language use questionnaires

1. Which language(s) did you learn first?

2. Which language(s) do you know the best in the following four skills?
Listening:
Speaking:
Reading:
Writing:
3. Which language(s) is/are part(s) of your identity?

4. Which language(s) do you use the most in the following areas?
At home:
In school:
Other places (market, etc.):
5. Do you use more than one language together in the same conversation?
Always (), often (), sometimes ( ), scarcely ( ), never ( )
If your check for one of the options above (always, often, sometimes, scarcely, and
never),
Why do you do so?

How do you do so?

Where do you do so?

Language attitude questionnaires

15
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6. In your view how much desirable is it to use the following languages? Check in each cell.

Very mush | Somewhat I am not Not Not at all
%) 4) sure (3) necessary (2) (D)
Your
home
language
Thai
English

7. Do you think using more than one language in the same conversation is good?
Very good (), good ( ), am not sure ( ), bad ( ), very bad ( )

8. Do you believe it is good that you can read or write in your home language(s)?
Very good (), good ( ), lam not sure ( ), bad ( ), very bad ( )

9. Do you believe your students need to continue to improve their home language(s)?
Certainly yes (), Yes (), [am not sure ( ), No ( ), Certainly not ( )

10. Is it good or bad for students to use their home language(s) for learning in the
classroom?

Very good (), good (), am not sure ( ), bad ( ), very bad ( )

11. Can you think of any change of your thoughts/attitude in terms of students’ home

language(s) and utilizing their home language(s) for educational purposes before and
after knowing about translanguaging education?

> Your thoughts before knowing about translanguaging education:

> Your thoughts after know about translanguaging education:

Appendix 3: Questions for Performance and Interview in English
and Thai

16
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Interview questions for self-evaluation of teacher’s performance of TL
Pedagogy

17

-_—

1.

Name: School:
How well did you apply TL pedagogy for the last one year?
Very poorly( ) Poorly( ) Average( ) Well( ) Very well ()
How much did you apply TL pedagogy for the last one year?
Very little( ) Some( ) Average( ) Much( ) Very much( )

What kind of TL strategies/activities did you apply? Please list TL strategies/activities
in order from the most frequently used ones to the least.

How much was TL pedagogy helpful for your teaching and students’ learning?
Notatall( ) Alittle( ) Average( ) Much( ) Verymuch( )

4.1. If helpful, why do you think TL pedagogy was helpful for your teaching and
students’ learning?

4.2. If not, why was it not helpful?

WUUANNTEAIAMIAFAINTUNTTUSEUAULBIAIUNNTIAN SIS BN THRY

Yo : TsaSeu :

Tu 1 Wil gauanansadiemdnnsmsasuuuu@erlountwiluldlunmsdanisieunsaeuldilueddls?
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fgannC ) () Ywnan( ) A ) fun( )

2. lunaen 1 Yeuind Aallduszgndldndnnisnisaeunuunsweslouniwniniiiesls?

fosann () vieda( ) vwnae( ) win( ) wniiga ()

3. fruealddssandldnagnsvsenanssunisaeusuuleslounwilunisasulseianlatne Tusassyussnnveanagns

yIenanssutiulagliSeedsuann Nliussfanlidtasian

4. wannsnisasuwuulenlounwivsylevisenisaeuvennuasnisiseuivestinssuvesnantosiioda?

)

Lithas( ) f8ntdes( ) HUwnans( ) Jwan( ) fuandlae( )

Ll

4.1 wnAuAndmEnnIsMIdeuLuuenleunwiUsylevidmiunmsdeuvesnaarnsiieuivesiniGeuresnu Au

Andnsvegls?

42 deadadibifivsslevd Wumsveslsnubsdnegiaiug

5. feglsthamudaihmedmiuaandielduszendldvdnnisnisaeunuuidonleuntu?

5.1 AuANudeaNsesInIeiaumIeli? uazauazyldetlstne

6. amesnazlimanstenalunsinnmsaeulagldnsdenlounvidugldedialsine

Appendix 4: My Stance

p— | Q/
AU AAIRAUY (My Stance)
JuaznanilnFaurinasgasnixiacingls
(How do | see my bilingual students?)

=]

TtdaumnuAauasniadludagINginIavil:
(Write down your thoughts in the box)
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Appendix 5: Ideas of stance of amplification shared by teachers

19

Teaching and learning should be changed to the stance of amplification because it is
better for children to have creativity and better thinking skills.

Both teachers and students should learn together.

Agree with the stance of amplification because the use of students' own language in
the classroom is better to promote their learning than using a single Thai language.
Because each subject has difficult academic vocabulary (in Thai), (using students’
HL) will make students understand better.

Speaking multiple languages is better than one language.

By using the local language, students can use their skills to the fullest.

Students have more diverse abilities. Students can express various opinions (with
the stance of amplification).
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(With the stance of amplification) students are more confident, able to adapt to their
own learning in the course, or can explain to classmates

My position regarding students who are bilingual is the stance of amplification. In
order to increase the potential for the students, when the students do not understand,
I will explain in the language of the students again and give the students the
opportunity to ask questions in their own language.

In spite of not being able to ask in Thai other than their HL, children have to be
considered that they have other different abilities.

Teachers need to help children use their own language to learn and value the
language of the child and teachers may be more effective in their teaching.

Teachers need to focus on children's language for greater understanding of content.
We are with the stance of amplification, believing that children will understand the
content better. But the teacher has a problem of not understanding the
communication of the child, if the teacher uses his own language.

| think my students can learn as much as those students who use only one language,
Thai. Because when students use the dialect (their HL) to learn, they will shine
naturally by themselves. Therefore, if they are able to learn in each course, | think
that students will learn happily and can develop continuously. In the same way,
teachers will learn and develop themselves at the same time with students together.

| think that if | can use the student's dialect to explain the math subject, it will make
the students become more interested in understanding and be able to study the
mathematics course better.

| think that the use of bilingualism is a resource that helps children to understand and
learn language and to enable them to use their full potential.

The teacher is on the stance of amplification because the teacher sees the
importance of the student's native language, the language ability of students, and the
fact that students can develop more language skills.

My students can use their (home) language skills to improve themselves.

| think language differences are not a problem for learning. But ignoring the
importance of bilingualism of students makes teachers unable to appreciate their true
understanding level if students were encouraged to use both of their languages. If
students understand the content through their own language, it will make the media
(HL) more effective and able to develop further knowledge.

Teachers need to change their attitude to the stance of amplification and allow
children to use the dialect in the process of student’s learning. For example, by
organizing group activities, children in each group may be able to have discussions in
their native language, create better understanding, and also help each other to
present in Thai (before the class).

Appendix 6: Class Observation Template

Date:

Subiject, grade, & school:
Teacher name:
Number of Students:

Note: Please highlight with red color when HL of students is used for talking, writing,
reading, etc. and when the teacher tells students to use HL.

20
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Introduction
(greeting, checking
attendance, etc)

Topic

Explanation

Various Activities
(group work,
individual work,
worksheet,
presentation, etc.)

Other things
observed:

Materials used (big
paper, color pen,
small paper, etc.)

Appendix 7: TL Strategies and Activities Checklist

WUUATRFBUTIENTEMTUNATT/AANTTuNTTaaULUUTRNTaUNTE T UAMAS

(aNATHUUNY)

ﬂaagllﬁgﬁQﬂiillﬂ"liﬂ'e]uLLUUL‘TI@NTBUJ\']U']
(TL Strategies and Activities)
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1. | fimstuuaiaguazasimemynmeniinssasinguazasdvaadion
Identifying linguistic objective according to the content
2. | fnsvinmedunteduvesinGeunazniwing
Greetings students’ home language as well as Thai
3. [ #nmsddhguniFeu wu sswinsiadeduiinvasiniey
Connecting question between the topic and students’ life or existing knowledge
0. | SmsutenguvdedugtinSeuiiitugiunuitesdumiiouiu
Making groups or pairs of students with the same home language background
5. | fnsauayuliinGeuldvanuiesiunaznmwlnglunmahausuiu
Encouraging students to use both their home and school languages when working together
6. | finswisunnugiiddwivarsauitldGeuludiadunungy
Preparing Multilingual chart for group work
7. | ANTAALAAINANUNAIEATIVBINITTNUNGUVR N
Displaying students’ multilingual group work
8. | fimsesnuuulusuiilunansnedwiuinGeuudasau
Designing multilingual worksheet for and individual student
9. | fimseanuuuTusuiilfuntwnies mninGeuausailunuii@unaneniwle
Designing monolingual worksheet if students can do a multilingual worksheet
10. | finsaeumdnidvnisiiluneninelagldnnuniosiuasursanumang
Teaching Thai academic terms using the home language
1. | fimsdeulunansais: dadulitnFoudeulunwiiauesniniigauasdouioanuifisaiuly
Snnwmile
Multilingual writing: Encouraging students to write in one language and to write the same or
similar one in another language
12. | imsuduaanuniwfie (nelnevsen1udings) wé’amnmw‘iwmnzjuﬁi%’ﬁ'qmm‘lmLLaz
Awiasdu
Monolingual presentation by students after working together using both home and school
languages
13. | finsunaussuitlévaisniw
Multilingual presentation by students
14. | fmsdaadulilimwauynsudesnteuazyinguddwisng q Idudesnevseaunie

Encouraging students to use bilingual dictionary and to develop bi/trilingual glossary

22
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15. | in1sidSeuiieuseninenienang q Auneniesiu (anizidvinelngnasn1wnding )
luguvaades A1 28 uasuselen
Comparing between school languages and home language in terms of sounds, words, phrases,

and sentences

16. | Idvimanuasusivantuudazmissnisseuinilunaienis

Multilingual final project

17. | finsnasaunisiteui/anuivastnGeulumevissdunasmunlveueniv

Testing students’ learning/knowledge in each home and school language separately

Appendix 8: Evaluation of 1st TLE workshop by the participants

Intellectual satisfaction (Brain): 80.00%

1. Gained knowledge in classroom teaching on TL based teaching method and different
ways to connect among different languages

2. Learned which TL strategies are appropriate to be used to teach students.

Emotional satisfaction (Heart): 82.22%

1. When receiving this training, students home languages became more important.

2. This realization resulted in a new perspective that students speak in their own language to
increase student learning.

3. Impressed with speakers that have good knowledge on TL and have appropriate delivery
of that knowledge. This includes caring for teachers to have access to the knowledge.

Willingness to apply: 76.36%

1. By observing how the trainer has taught the participants can also be used to the students.
2. Can adapt the methods taught by the facilitators to their own teaching methods
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