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CONTEXT MODEL (GIC MODEL) FOR EFL ADULT LEARNERS.
THESIS ADVISOR: SARIT SRIKHAO, Ph.D. 207 PP. ISBN 974-533-
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GRAMMAR-IN-CONTEXT/ CONSCIOUSNESS-RAISING

Purposes of the Study

The purposes of this study were to empirically examine (1) whether or not the
different learning methods had different effects on EFL adult learners’ noticing and
understanding of the target grammar at the linguistic level and (2) whether or not the
different learning methods had different effects on EFL adult learners’ noticing and

understanding of the target grammar at the discourse level.

Procedures

This study employed a pretest and post-test experimental design. The subjects
in this study were 238 third-year students from various faculties: Business
Administration, Liberal Arts, Communications Arts, and Law. They fell into three
groups: two experimental groups and one control group. The 82 subjects in the
experimental group 1 received the Grammar-in-Context tasks with task directions to
search for a rule. The 76 subjects in the experimental group 2 received the Grammar-
in-Context tasks without task directions to search for a rule. The 80 subjects in the
control group received the traditional teaching instructions. The experiment fell into
two phases. The linguistic phase lasted 7 weeks while the discourse phase lasted 8
weeks. The descriptive statistics used for describing the data were mean and standard

deviation and the statistical analysis was ANCOVA. The significance level of .05
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was applied for all testing points.

Findings

The results revealed that there were no significant differences among the three
groups at the linguistic level. There were significant differences among the three
groups at the discourse level at the significance level of .05. The post-test scores of
the Grammar-in-Context group with task directions to search for a rule were slightly
greater than those of the Grammar-in-Context group without task directions to search
for a rule but significantly greater than those of the traditional group. This suggested
that the Grammar-in-Context method with task directions to search for a rule could
promote the learners’ noticing and understanding of the target grammar more
effectively than the the Grammar-in-Context method without task directions to search
for a rule and the traditional method and that it was more appropriate for learning at

the discourse level.
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