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A Study on “Critical Pedagogy” in NCF 2005
adopted by English teachers at Upper Primary
stage in Manipur with reference to low
achievement of students.

Dr. M. Gunamani Singh
(B.Ed., M.Ed., Ph.D.)

Abstract:- This paper presents the results from a qualitative research study that explores the experiences of high school teachers
with some of teaching techniques and approaches in critical pedagogy.The study considers teachers who may not have explicitly
learned about or applied critical pedagogy in teaching. It investigates how feasible and desirable they find the techniques and
approaches in critical pedagogy to be based on their teaching experiences these teachers work in school with largely upper —
middle class students, so the issue of applying critical pedagogy with affluent students adds a dimension of interest to this
study.It was generally expected that school teachers would be implementing several teachingapproaches relating to critical
pedagogy prescribed in NCF-2005 but these pedagogieswere found only partially implementedby them at Elementary stage in
Manipur. Probably this could be one of the main reasons that the problem of low achievement in English persisted in some
schools and English language learners did not attain the proficiency of languageskills required at the end of the Elementary stage
in Manipur. Therefore, there isneed to address this issue because it may not help future careers of the children. After the
identification of this problem, ten schools (5 Private English medium schools and 5 Government schools) were selected for our
study. Among these 5 Private schools, 2 of them were convent schools. Of the 5 Government schools, one is a model school where
relatively more facility has been created by the Government. In order to carry out the investigation, questionnaires were
administered to the teachers of English, who are working in these ten schools and their responses were analyzed. In addition, the
Heads/Principals were also consulted by the investigator in relation to teaching/learning process, evaluation systems and their
administration. We found some discrepancies in methods, approaches and techniques adopted by teachersdue to which low
achievement in English occurs.

Key words: Critical pedagogy, NCF-2005, Elementary school, Listening skill, Speaking, Reading and Writing skill , teaching
methodology, teaching English.

participants in discussions and problem solving related

I. INTRODUCTION

The term “critical pedagogy” was attached to
the work of Brazilian Literacy educator and curriculum
specialist Paulo Freire.Critical pedagogy brings a new
socio-political view of linguistics and language teaching
that is beginning to influence the teaching of English to
speakers of other languagesfield. In short, critical
pedagogy was started out of the need of reforming
education in a way that it would acknowledge the
influence of the social and political elements existent in
each and every educational context.Teacher and student
engagement is critical in the classroom because it has the
power to define whose knowledge will become a part of
school-related knowledge and whose voices will shape
it. Students are not just young people for whom adults
should devise solutions. They are critical observers of
their own conditions and needs, and should be

to their education future opportunities. Hence children
need to be aware that their experiences and perceptions
are important and they should be encouraged to develop
the mental skills needed to think and reason
independently and have the courage to dissent.
Participatory learning and teaching emotion and
experience need to have a definite and valued place in
the classroom. While classroom participation is a
powerful strategy it becomes an instrument to enable
teachers to meet their own ends. True participation starts
from the experiences of both students and teachers.

Angelil Carter (1997) states that “ research in SLA has
been dominated by questions regarding the
psychological process of language learning with less
concern for the wider social context, the power relations
within the context, and their effect on psychological
variables( p. 263) Therefore, critical pedagogy

All Rights Reserved © 2017 IJSEM 94



#%IFERP

connecting engineers... developing research

ISSN (Online) 2456 -1304

International Journal of Science, Engineering and Management (1JSEM)
Vol 2, Issue 8, August 2017

followers advocate that the field of TESOL should not
focus on Linguistics, but also look into the field of
education for inspiration and change.

Pennycook (1999) has stated that “ critical work in
TESOLis an attempt to locate aspects of teaching
English to speakers of other languages within a board,
critical view of social and political relations”(p 332).
Crookes and Lehner (2000) have explained that “
Critical pedagogy in ES/FL), then, takes as joint goals
the  simultaneous  development  of  English
communicative abilities together with the ability to apply
them to developing a critical. Awareness of the world
and the ability to act on it was to improve matters (p 1).
Several studies had been conducted to find out the
teaching/learning process of English in Manipur. Singh
(2002) explored the problem, prospect and status of
English in Manipur in his research “A Critical Scrutiny
of the Position, Problems and Prospects of English in
Manipur”. Devi (2006) explored the difference between
the sentence structures in English and Manipuri language
in her research “ Sentence structure in English and
Manipuri Language’, A contrastive study.  Sujeta
Beishamayum (2010) explored linguistic problems in
learning  English  language in  her  research
“communication and linguistic problems faced by
Meiteiron speakers in learning English language.*
However, there is no study available with regard to the
teaching learning process of school teachers at the
elementary stage in Manipur. Before we begin the
analysis of the problem it is important that we need to
understand the methodologies and approaches in the
teaching/learning process of English which were
recommended in NCF 2005. Since we have not seen
much improvement in learning English in schools in
Manipur, we will make an attempt to examine the
attitude and competency of the school teachers towards
teaching English in Manipur.

The Structure of the Paper:

In section 1.1, we will discuss the methodology adopted
in the study while section 1.2 deals with the responses of
questionnaire from the teachersare examined.In the next
section 1.3,analysisof language ability tests: listening
skill, Speaking skill, Reading skill and Writing skill.
This is followed by section 1.4, where we discuss the
findings of the study conducted. In the section 1.5, we
conclude with some of remedial measures in order to
enhance the competency of the teachers in teaching
English.

1.1. Methodology

For this research, firstly, we take 3 teachers from each
school and the total number of teachers we took from ten
schools is 30. The questionnaires consisting of 100
questions were administered to the teachers who were
teaching English subjects in the respective schools. The
responses of the teachers were analyzed. Among 100
questions in the questionnaires, we focused only on 30
main teaching points.
Secondly,we planned to take up 400 students of VIII
standard, taking 40 students from each school for
collection of data. But we could not get the number of
students we had stipulated earlier for our study since
there was less number of enrollment in some
Government schools. The total number of students was
290. It was surprisingly found while collecting data that
out of the 5 Government schools we approached, only
one school in the serial number 10 has got more than 40
students. This school is a model school to which more
attention is given by the Government to create facilities,
etc.
These 290 students will be given a language ability test
consisting of 8 test items ie Listening skill, Speaking
skill, Reading skill and Writing skill. These test items
did not cover Phonetic aspect of Listening skill. The
proficiency of the students is assessed on the four grade
points. If the school attains 85% to 100% the school is
rated as “Excellent”,while the school secures 75% to
84% it is graded “ Very good”. It is followed by next
grade ie “Good” if the school attains 60% to 74%.
Finally, the school which have 40% to 59% is rated as
‘Weak’.
Serial numbers 1 - 5 are Private English medium
schools.
Number of students in the serial numbers in 1- 5 = 200
Serial numbers 6 - 10 are Government schools.
Number of students in the serial numbers in 6-10 = 90
Table A

sl ) Number of the teachers
No | Nameof theschools !’vledlun:loi selected
instruction

Males Females
Nirmalabas Highschool { Imphal West] English 10
§t. George High School { Imphal East] English 0 i
P { Imphal West) English 0 0
Ever Green High School (Thoual district) English bl n
Paradise HighSchool (Thoual district) English 0 0
Ngasi Rastrapili Girl HighSchool - (Imphal West) Manipuri i1
Kwakeithel Girls HighSchool  { Imphal West) Manipuri 16
Thengmeiban Lilasingkhongnangkhong High School Manipuri i
{Imphal East)
9. | Meitei Mayek high School (Imphal West) Manipuri 10
10. | Wangkhei HighSchool  {Imphal East) English 4

Total no. of students 80 pill]
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Table B
sl Mediumof Numberofthe teachers
No | Nameof the schools | Qualfication selected
instruction
. Males | Females
1. |NirmalabasHighschool  (ImphalWest] | English | M.A.[English],B.Ed. |1 2
1. | St.GeorgeHighSchool  (ImphalEast) English | MA [English),BEd. |1 1
3| IS (Imphal West) Englsh | MA.(English),BEd. |2 1
4. | EverGreenHighSchool  (Thoubaldistrict) | English | M.A.[English) 3 0
5. | ParadiseHigh School (Thoual district] Englsh | MA (English) 3 0
6. | NgasiRastrapili Girl High SchoolImphal West) | Manipuri | B.A.[Political Science] | 2 1
7. | Kwakeithel GirlsHighSchool (ImphalWest) | Manipuri | BA. (English) 2 1
8, | Thangmeiban LilasingkhongnangkhongHigh | Manipuri | B.A. 2 1
School | ImphalEast)
9, | MeiteiMayekhighSchool ~ (Imphal West) | Manipuri | BA. 2 1
10. | Wangkhei HighSchool  {ImphalEast) | English | BA.[HomeScience) |2 1
Totalno. of teachers 0 10
Table 1
sl. Vediumof Number of the students
No | Name of the schools . . selected
instruction  —————————
. Boys Girls
1. | NirmalabasHighschool  Imphal West) English 10
2. | St.GeorgeHigh School [ Imphal East) English 0 0
3. |Ips (Imphal West) English 0 0
4. | EverGreen High School (Thoual district) English 0 0
5. | Paradise High School (Thoual district) English 0 20
6. | NgasiRastrapili Girl High School  (Imphal West) Manipuri 10
7. | Kwakeithel GirlsHighSchool  (Imphal West) Manipuri 16
8. | Thangmeiban Lilasingkhongnangkhong High School Manipuri 14
{ImphalEast)
9. | MeiteiMayekhighSchool {Imphal West) Manipuri 10
10. | Wangkhei HighSchool  (Imphal East) English 0
Totalno. of students 80 00

Grand total = 80+210=290

1.2: Analysis of Questionnaires Administered to
Teachers:

The questionnaires containing 100 questions were
administered to teachers of ten schools in order to find
out whether they were following and implementing the
guidelines of NCF 2005 and MLL based teaching in the
respective schools and whether they have positive
attitude towards teaching English in these schools.
Among these 100 questions, we focused only 30
important teaching points in view of NCF 2005 and
MLL based teaching in the ten schools. The data
collected were used to notice which items were followed
by the teachers in the class-room transaction.

Based on these 10teaching point in critical pedagogy,
schools were groupedinto three categories: A, B and C;
the schools following 10 teaching points mentioned in

the Table 9 as A (Fully implementing NCF-2005) , the
schools following 10 teaching points mentioned in the
Table 10 as B (Partially implementing NCF-2005 and
the schools following 10 teaching points mentioned in
the Table 11 as C (Non implementing critical
pedagogy in NCF-2005) .

Table 2

10 questions in relation to critical pedagogy of NCF-2005.

1. Problem Analysis

2. Higherlevel of questioning.

3. Competency Based Teaching Learning.

4, Constructivistapproach toteaching

5. Teachingall thefourskill through Innovative technigues.
6. Collaborativeteaching.

7. Activity based teaching.

8. Interactiveteaching.

9. Questiondesign and blue print based assessment

10. CCE (Continuous And Comprehensive Evaluation).

Table 3

10 questions in relation to partial critical pedagogy of NCF-2005.

1. Activity based teaching.

2. AnswerQuestion.

3. Higherlevel of Questioning.

4, Teachingcontent basedteaching.
5. Remedial teaching

6. Schoolbasedtestandassessment.
7. Objective ofteaching

8. Question design

9. Blueprint

10. CCE (Continuous And Comprehensive Evaluation)

All Rights Reserved © 2017 1JSEM 96



#%IFERP

connecting engineers... developing research

ISSN (Online) 2456 -1304

International Journal of Science, Engineering and Management (1JSEM)
Vol 2, Issue 8, August 2017

Table 4

10 questions in relation to traditional methods implemented in the class-room.

1. Introduction

2. Teachingaids

3. Lowerlevel of questioning

4. School based evaluation

5. Readingaloudand askingquestions.
6. Explanation

7. Contentbasedteaching

8. Lecturermethod

9. Grammarteaching

10. Vocabulary teaching

Based on the 10 question each in relation to teaching
points inTable 2, 3 and 4, teachers were categorized into
three group A (Fully implementing “critical pedagogy”
in NCF-2005) , B (Partially implementing critical
pedagogy in NCF-2005) and C (Non implementing
“critical pedagogy” in NCF-2005) as shown in Table 5.
18 school teachers were in group B (Partially
implementing “critical pedagogy” in NCF-2005) and 12
school teacherswere in the group C (Non implementing
“critical pedagogy” in NCF-2005). Not a single teacher
was in the group A (Fully implementing critical
pedagogy in NCF-2005 ).The Private school teachers in
the serial numbers 1-5 were found partially
implementing critical pedagogy in NCF-2005 in the
schools . Whereas Government school teachers in the
serial numbers 6 to 9 were in the group C (Non
implementing critical pedagogy in NCF-2005) . Only 3
Government school teacher in the serial number 10 were
partially implementing critical pedagogy in NCF-2005
and it had better performance than the rest of
Government school teachers in the serial numbers 6-9.

3 Categories of Teachers Based on the 10 critical
teaching Points in NCF-2005:

Group A = Teachers who fully Implementscritical
pedagogy inNCF-2005.

Group B = Teachers who partially Implementscritical
pedagogy inNCF-2005.

Group C = Teachers who do not Implementcritical
pedagogy according to NCF.

Table 5

8l.no | Teachersinthe schoals | Group A Group B GroupC
1 Nirmalabas High Schel, Partilly Implementing ritcal
Imphal West pedagogyinNCF-2005,
2| St.GeorgehighSchool Partizlly Implementing critcal
ImpalEast pedagogyinNCF 2005
3 [FS Imphal West Partially Implementing ortcal
pedagogyinNCF 2005
4 EverGreenFlowerkigh Partially Implementing ortcal
Sehoal, Thoubal pedagogy inNCF 2005
3 Paradise High School, Partially Implementing ortcal
Thoubal pedagozy inNCF 2005
b NgasiRastralipi High School, NonImplementing
ImphalWest wrtial padagogyin
NCF-2005,
7 KwakethelGirkHigh School, NonImplementing
Imphal West oritical pedagogyin
NCF-2005.
§ MeiteiMayak High Schodl, NonImplementing
Imphal East critical pedagogyin
NCF-2005.
y Lilashing khongnangkhong NonImplementing
High Scheol, Imphal Ezst wrtial padagogyin
NCF-2005.
10 | WangkhaiGirlHigh Schoal, Partizlly Implementing critcal
ImphalEast, pedagogyinNCF 2005

1.3: Test items of Listening skill, Speaking skill,
Reading skill and Writing skill of students in ten
schools given in table 1:
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S.No. | Nameoftheskills | Testltems Purpose
1L
Colouring Boxes Inferringthe speech based
Listeningskill information.
2 Family Tree Inferringthe FamilyTree based
information.
3 Inferringthe speech based
Colouring boxes information.
Speaking skill
1 Familytree Inferring the Family Tree based
information.
5
Passage1 Comprehension
Reading skill
Passage2 Comprehension
b
7
Pricieswriting Precieswriting skill
Writing skill
S Paragraph writing Paragraph writing skill

Result of Listening skill, Speaking skill, Reading skill
and Writing skill tests displayed in the following tables
(7 to 14):

Result of Listening skill tests displayed in the following
tables (7 to 8):

In the first test item of Listening skill, “Colouring boxes”
as shown in the table 7 below, 40% to 55% of Private
English medium school students responded correctly and
45% to 60 % of Private school students gave incorrect
responses. All the students have not faired well scoring
only weak grade. Even the reputed school in 1st serial
could score only 55% of the students correct. Similar
result have been obtained by Wangkhei High school
serial in 10th serial number in the table, followed by St.
George school High school securing 50% of the
students’ correct and the lowest being the school in 6th
serial number while the remaining schools are in
between the scores of 20% and 40% . Here in this test
surprisingly the performance is very low as none of
schools could secure even “good “grade.

Table 7.
Y | MNameofthesoos | Noafthe | Gientet | Modef Noof | Noof Perfomante n ercentize (4]
0. students | [Pasage] quemllmmg wonet | Inonet [RSPRR —
[oosingthe | respomes | responses I —
gt ogio) " ¥
1 | Nimahesigh School | 40 i i h i
1| StGeorgeHigh i 1 4 &h i
Schocmphe Ve
3| P mphavest i 1i 4 it ik
{ |FerGeenShon, |4 i il o il
Thatdl
5| Faathebi Shool, | 0 i i b fh
Thtd
i | Nstihg |0 L 1 i
School Imphel st
T | KckethelGifstigh | 36 4 i i i
School ImphelWest
3| Meteaakrich il } 1 i i
School ImphelEst
§ | Lzshing u 4 il B Tt
Khongrengthengigh
SchoalImphal W
0 | Wanchbeikigh oo, | 40 1 4 h W
ImphelEst.

In the 2nd test item of Listening skill, “Family Tree” in
the Table 8of tracing relationship, it is observed that the
comprehensive response given by the students of the
Private schools ranged from 35% to 50% while 15% to
50% of the Private school students gave their incorrect
response The performance of Government schools
except the one in the serial number 10 has extremely low
ranging from 20% to 29%. What we can see from the
test of tracing relationship is, even though some
individual students have performed well however, the
overall performance of the school is very poor and
categorized in the weak grade as the maximum
performance given by the school (Nirmalabas High
School) in the serial number 1 is only 55% achievement
with regard to this list. The Government school
(Wangkhei Girl’s High School) in the serial number 10
though it comes under the weak grade, has followed the
school ( Nirmalabas High School ) in the serial number
1.
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Table 8

Slno [ Nameofthe | No.of |Giventext | Modeof Noof Noof Performance in percentage
schools the (Passage) | guestioning | correct | Incorrect | (%)

student (choosing | responses | responses
5 the right
option) Correct | Incorrect
fesponses | responses

1 Nirmalabas | 40 )] 20 50% 50%
HighSchool
? St George High | 40 18 10 45% 55%
School Imphal
West

3 |IPS,Imphal |40 16 24 40% 60%
West
4 Ever Green 40 16 24 4% 60%
Schoal,
Thoubal

5 Paradise High | 4
Schoal,
Thoubal

=
=
r~a
&

35% B5%

] Ngasi 10 2 ] 0% B0%
Rastrapili High
Schaal, Imphal
West

7 Kwakeithel 16 4 12 25% 75%
Girl'sHigh
Schaal, Imphal
West

8 Meitei Mayak | 10 2 ] 0% B0%
HighSchaol,
Imphal East
9 Lilashing 14 4 10 29% %
Khongnangkha
ng High
Schoal, Imphal
West

10 | Wangkhei 40 0 20 50% 50%
HighSchaol,
Imphal East.

Result of Speaking skill tests displayed in the
following tables (9 to 10):

In the first test item of Speaking skill, “Colouring boxes”
as shown in the table 9 below, 40% to 55% of Private
English medium school students responded correctly and
45% to 60 % of Private school students gave incorrect
responses.All the students have not faired well scoring
only weak grade. Even the reputed school in 1st serial
could score only 55% of the students correct. Similar
result have been obtained by Wangkhei High school
serial in 10th serial number in the table, followed by St.
George school High school securing 50%the school
correct and the lowest being the school in 6th serial
number while the remaining schools are in between the
scores of 20% and 40% . Here in this test surprisingly

the performance is very low as none of schools could
secure even a good grade.

Table 9.
8l. | Name of the No. of Given Mode | Moof | Noof Performance in percentage
no. | schaals the text of correct | Incorrect | (%)
students | (Passage | questi | respons | response
) oning | es [
|choos Correct Incorrect
ing TESHONSES | rEsponses
the
right
option
J
1 | Nirmalabas High 40 22 18 55% 45%
School
2 | StGeorge High 40 16 24 40% 60%
Schoal Imphal
West
3 | IPS,Imphal West | 40 16 24 40% 60%
4 | EverGreenSchoal, | 40 14 6 35% 5%
Thoubal
5 | Paradise High 40 14 26 35% 5%
School, Thoubal
f | Neasi Rastrapil 10 2 8 20% 80%
High Schoal,
Imphal West
7 | Kwakeithel Girls | 16 4 12 5% 75%
High Schoal,
Imphal West
8 | MeiteiMayak High | 10 3 7 30% 0%
School, Imphal
East
9 | Lilashing 14 4 10 29% 1%
Khongnangkhong
High Schoal,
Imphal West
10 | WangkheiHigh 40 16 24 50% 50%
Schoal, Imphal
East.

In the 2nd test item of Speaking skill, “Family Tree” in
the Table 10 of tracing relationship it is observed that
the correct responses given by the students of the Private
schools ranged from 35% to 50 while 15% to 50% of the
Private schools gave their incorrect response The
performance of Government schools except the one in
the serial number 10 has extremely low ranging from
20% to 29%. What we can see from the test of tracing
relationship is, even though some individual students
have performed well however, the overall performance
of the school is very poor and categorized in the weak
grade as the maximum performance given by the serial
number 1 is only 55% achievement with regard to this
list. The Government school in the serial number 10,
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though it comes under the weak grade, has followed the
school in the serial number 1.

Table 10
§. |Nameofthe  [Mo.of |Given |Mode |Noof | Moof Performance in
no. | schoals the test  |of | comect | Incorrect | percentage (%)
students | {Passage | questi | respons | responses
) aning | es Correct Incarrect
(ehoos TESPONSES | FESOnses
ngthe
right
option)
1 NirmalabasHigh | 40 0 0 50% 50%
Schaol
H It.Gearge High 4 18 10 45% 555
Schaol Imphel West
3 IP5, Imphel West | 40 16 ) 40% 0%
L] Ever Green School, | 40 16 ) 40% 0%
Thaubsl
5 Paradise High 4 14 b 35% 455
Schaol, Thoubal
b Neesi RestrepiliHigh | 10 2 i 0% 0%
Schaal, Imphal\Wes
7 KwakeithelGirts | 16 4 12 5% 5%
High Schaal, Imphel
Wegt
H Meitei Mayak High | 10 2 3 0% 305
Sthaal, Imphal Ezst
9 Lilzshing 14 4 10 9% 1%
Khongnangkhang
High Schaal, Imphel

West

10 | Wangkhei High 4
Schoal, Imphal Exst.

=
=
=

50% 0%

Result of Reading skill tests displayed in the following
tables (11 to 12).

In the first test item ‘“Passage 17 as shown in the table 11
below, 65% to 80% of Private English medium school
students responded correctly and 20% to 35 % of Private
school students provided incorrect responses. The school
in the serial number 1 secured the highest number of
correct responses among the Private schools, that is,
80%, and the school in the serial number 5 secured the
lowest number of correct response, i.e., 65% among the
Private schools. 40% to 75% of Government school
students responded correctly and 25% to 60% of
Government school students responded incorrectly. The
school in the serial number 10 secured the highest
number of correct responses among the Government
schools, that is, 75%, and the schools in the serial
number 6 and 8 secured the lowest number of correct
responses, i.e., 40% among Government schools. The
school in the serial number 1 secured the highest number

of correct responses among ten schools. The school in
the serial number 6 secured the lowest number among
ten schools. None of schools secured “Excellent” grade.
Number of students who secured “Very good” grade was
62. Number of students who secured “good” grade was
110. Number of students who secured “Weak” grade was
118.

Table 11
Sl.no. | Namecofthe | No.of | Given Medeof | Noof Moof | Performanceinpercentage
schools the text guestionin | correct | Incorre | (%)
students | (Passag | g respons | ct
g [choosing | es respon o [rvm——
the ight ses Tesponses TESpONses
option)
1 Nirmalabas 40 32 8 B0% 20%
HighSchool, |
mphal West
2 St.George 40 28 12 0% 30%
High
School, Imphal
East
3 IPS, Imphal 40 28 12 0% 30%
West
4 EverGreen 40 28 12 0% 30%
School,
Thoubal
5 Paradise High | 40 26 15 65% 35%
School,
Thoubal
& Ngasi 10 4 & 40% B0%
Rastrapili High
School,
Imphal West
7 Kwakeithel 16 8 8 50% 50%
Girls"High
School,
Imphal West
8 Meitei Mayak | 10 4 & 40% B0%
HighScheol,
Imphal East
9 Lilashing 14 B 8 43% 57%
Khongnangkh
ong High
School,
Imphal East
10 Wangkhei Girl | 40 30 8 5% 5%
HighSchool,
Imphal East.

In the second test, “Passage 2”as shown in the table 12
below, 50% to 75% of Private English medium school
students responded correctly and 25% to 50 % of Private
school students were incorrect. The school in the serial
number 1 secured the highest number of correct
responses among the Private schools, that is, 75%, and
the school in the serial number 5 secured the lowest
number of correct responses i.e. 50% among the Private
schools. 38% to 75% of Government school students
responded correctly and 25% to 62% of Government
school students were incorrect. The school in the serial
number 10 secured the highest number of correct
responses, that is, 75%, and the school in the serial
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number 6 secured the lowest number of correct
responses i.e. 38% among the Government schools. The
school in the serial number 1 secured the highest number
of correct responses among ten schools. The school in
the serial number 6 secured the lowest number among
the ten schools. None of students secured “Excellent”
grade. Number of students who secured “Very good”
grade was 60, Number of students who secured “Good”
grade was 80. Number of school students who secured
“Weak” grade was 150
Table 12

§l. | Nameofthe | Number | Noof Noof | Noof"Poor" | Performance in percentage (%)
no. | schools ofthe | “Excellen | “Good” | performance
student | t* perform | X3

5 performa | ance
nce X2
X1

X1 X2 3

1 Nirmalabas 40 0 31 9 0 8% 22%
High Schoal

2 StGeorge 40 0 30 10 0 5% 25%
High

Schoal Jmphal
West

3 IPS, Imphal L] 30 10 0 5% 25%
West 0

4 EverGreen 4 0 30 10 0 5% 25%
Schoal,
Thoubal

5 Paradise High 40 0 28 12 0 0% 30%
Schoal,
Thoubal

] Ngasi 10 0 4 ] 0 40 60%
Rastrapili High
Schoal,
Imphal West

7 Kwakeithel 16 0 8 8 0 50% 50%
GirlsHigh
Schoal,
Imphal West

8 Meitei Mayak 10 0 4 ] 0 40% 0%
High Schaal,
Imphal East

9 Lilashing 14 0 8 ] 0 57% 43%
Khongnangkh
ongHigh
Schoal,
Imphal West

10 | Wangkhei 40 0 30 10 0 75% 25%
High Schaal,
Imphal East.

This second test of Test item 2 “Paragraph writing” as
shown in the table 14 indicates that the performance of
Nirmalabas High School attaining “Good” grade ranked
the best performer in this test while St. George High
School, IPS and Wangkhei High School are in the same
grade with 70% correct answers. Like in the previous

test item 2, the schools securing only 40% correct
answers in the serial number 6n in the table above is the
weakest

Table 14

Sl |Nameofthe |Mumber| Noof |Noof | Noof”Poor” Performance in percentage
no. |schools ofthe | “Excellen | “Good” | performance (%)

student | t* perform | X3
[ performa | ance

nee X2 X1 Q X3
X1

1 Nirmalabas 40 0 30 10 0 75% 25%
High Schoal

1 StGearge L] 0 8 12 0 0% 30%
High

Schoal Imphal
West

3 1P3, Imphal 40 18 12 0 0% 30%
West 0

4 Ever Green 40 0 1 14 0 £5% 5%
Schoal,
Thoubal

5 Peradise High | 40 0 bi 14 [ £5% 35%
Schoal,
Thoubal

] Ngasi 10 0 4 ] 0 40% 60%
Rastrapili High
Schoal,
Imphal West

7 Kwakeithe| 16 0 8 8 0 50% 50%
Girl'sHigh
Schoal,
Imphal West

g Meitei Mayak 10 0 3 7 0 30% 0%
High Schoal,
Imphal East

0 Lilashing 14 0 7 7 0 50% 50%
Khongnangkh
ongHigh
Schoal,
Imphal West

10 | Wangkhei 40 0 18 12 0 70% 0%
High Schoal,
Imphal East.

Il. DISCUSSION

Based on the 10 questions each in relation to teaching
points in Table 2, 3, 4 and 5, ten school teachers were
categorized into three group A (Fully implementing
NCF-2005 and MLL based teaching) , B (Partially
implementing NCF-2005 and MLL based teaching) and
C (Not implementing NCF-2005 and MLL based
teaching) as shown in Table 12. 18 teachers are in group
B; they are partially implementing NCF 2005 in schools
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and 12 teachers are in group C. None of the teachers in
schools are totally implementing NCF 2005.

According to the results displayed in the Tables 6 to 14,
performances of students varied from individual to
individual and from school to school in different test
items. None of the schools could get ‘Excellent’ ‘Very
Good’ and ‘Good’ in listening skill”, speaking skill,
Reading skill and Writing skill. The school in the serial
number 1 secured the highest number in all the tests
among ten schools. The school in the serial number 6
secured the lowest number in almost all the tests among
ten schools. We can now come to conclusion that overall
the students of Private schools had higher level of
proficiency than that of Government schools except one
Government school which is model school. It is apparent
that the Private schools take well care of the students,
even though the teachers did not follow and implement
the guidelines of NCF-2005 and MLL bases teaching.
This Government school in the serial number 10 had
higher level of proficiency than the rest of Government
schools. It may be because Government gives more
facility and attention to the school.

Conclusion

Knowing all these facts, some remedial measures may be
taken up to improve critical pedagogy of the teachers in
class room transaction. To enhance competency of the
teachers towards critical pedagogy, the following
remedies will be suggested.

Government should appoint teachers of English from the
candidates who have completed B.A. English honours at
least. The teachers should be sensitized
aboutparticipatory approach of teaching English . They
need to be trained how to transact English class in terms
of skill based teaching; apart from that, they should be
oriented and trained frequently about the ways of
teaching English. Activity based method should be
implemented in class room transaction and ensured
always that full participation of students take place.
Further,They should be motivated very often by higher
authority to take up innovative practice based on
participation students. Books on innovative methods and
techniques of teaching English should be provided in the
library.

I11. ABBREVIATIONS

L1: First language.

L2: Second language.

LS: Listening skill

LT: Language teaching

ELT: English language teaching.

LSRW: Listening, Speaking, Reading, Writing.

CBTL: Competency Based Teaching Learning.

MLL: Minimal level of learning.

NCERT: National council of Education and Research
and Training.

MHRD: Ministry of Human Resource Development.
ELT: English language teaching.

NCF: National Curriculum Framework.

MHRD: Ministry of Human Resource Development.
CCE: Continuous And Comprehensive Evaluation.

SSA: Sarva Shiksa Avhiyan

SCERT: State Council Of Educational Research and
Training
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