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The objectives of the research were as follows:

1) To survey the needs of learning and teaching Foundation English courses from the opinions of
KMITL administrators and teachers of Foundation English

2) To classify the needs of learning and teaching Foundation English courses from the opinions of
all faculty undergraduate students

Stratefying Random Sampling was used with the following subjects:

1. Forty percent of each faculty undergraduate students and the total number of questionnaires
returned was 1513:
Faculty of Engineering: 314 copies from four-year program and 208 from two-year program
Faculty of Science: 325 copies
Faculty of Agricultural Industry : 73 copies
Faculty of Industrial Education: 164 copies from two-year program and 32 copies from four-year
Japanese and English major programs
Faculty of Architecture: 119 copies
Faculty of Information Technology : 39 copies
Faculty of Agricultural Technology : 227 copies from four-year program and 12 copies from two-
year program

2. Twenty seven teachers of Foundation English, Department of Languages and Social Science,
Faculty of Industrial Education and 17 questionaires (63%) were returned.

3. Forty five administrators include the president, vice president for academic affairs, dean of
all faculties, vice dean for academic affairs, department heads, and section heads and 38
questionaires (66.7%) were returned.
Three sets of questionairs were used as the instruments:

Set 1: For KMITL undergraduate students
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Set 2: For teachers of Foundation English’ courses
Set 3: For administrators
The data was analyzed by means of descriptive statiétics from SPSS (Statistical Paékage for the
Social Science) program
Findings
1. From the opinions of administrators

1.1 31.6 % of administrators needed undergraduate students to study listening skill at the

greatest level and speaking at the great level

1.2 60.15 % stated that they disagreed with the Foundation English course consisting of the

same numbers of credits and the same contents.

1.3 52.6% needed the students to study general English emphazing four skills:
listening, speaking, reading and writing

1.4 94.7% thought that placement test should be done.

2. From the opinions of teachers of Foundation English

2.1 52.9% of teachers needed undergraduate students to study reading skill at the greatest
level

2.2 41.2% thought that Foundation English courses should be improved by having students td
study the same two Foundation Courses and the rest with English for Specific Purposes
courses.

2.3 94% agreed that placement test should be done to enable students to study with their own
language abilities

3. From the opinions of undergraduate students

3.1 45.74% of students needed speaking skill at the greatest level and 41.04% needed

listening at the great level

3.2 73.4% agreed to study the same two Foundation English courses with the same numbers

of credits and contents

3.3 All faculty undergraduate students stated that all subject items of each English course are

at the great appropriateness

3.4 66.9% agreed that placement test should be carried out.





