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ABSTRACT

The purposes of this research were t0: 1, study key competence in communication'of
Prathom Sueksa 2 students for determining key competence indicators values in communication;
and 2. study the teachers’ opinion about appropriatencss and possibility of kéy competence in
communication of Prathom Sukesa 2 students. The research was conducted in two phases. Phase
one was the development of key competence indicators in communication of Thai learning strand
for Prathom Sucksa 1 students; and phase two was a study of the teachers’ opinion about
appropriateness and possibility of key competence in communication of Thai learning strand for
Prathom Sueksa 2 students. The samples were three groups of persons. Group cne consisted of 3
experts, including educational supervisor, college or upiversity instructor, and expert teachet 10 be
interviewed. Group tWo consisted of 18 specialists for the Delphi technique, including college or
university instructor, educational supervisor, and expert teacher of Thai learning strand for the
development and determination of key competence values in communication of Prathom Sueksa
5 students. Group three consisted of 200 teachers of Thai learning strand under Maba Sarakham
Primary Educational Service Area Offices 1,2, and 3, for a study of their opinions about and the
possibility of key competence indicators in communication of Prathom Sueksa 2 students. The
instruments used for data collection were & structured-interview form, 3 sets of questionnaires for
the Delphi technique, and a questionnaire asking the teachers’ opinion about key competence
indicators in communication of Prathom Sueksa 2 gtudents. Data were analyzed by using content

analysis, median, interquartile range, arithmetic mean, and standard deviation.



The results were as follows;

1. Results from the development of key competence indicators in
communication of Prathom Sueksa 2 students through the Delphi technique revealed that 39 key
competence indicators in communication were found increasing from the key competence
indicators of core curriculum of Basic Education in B.E. 2551 assigned. These included 16 key
competence indicators in reading, 8 key competence indicators in writing, and 15 key competence
indicators in listening, fooking, and speaking. The increased key competence indicators were that
the students were able to write the consonants, vowels, tone marks, and Thai numbers correctly;
use words correctly in sentences according to communication purposes; and tell the
characteristics of words that rhyme correctly. Determination of key competence indicators valtues
in communication revealed that experts judged key competence indicators ranging from highest to
lowest importance as leaming strand 3: listening, learning strand 2: looking, and speaking;
reading, and learning strand 1: writing, respectively. | '

2. Results from a study of the teachers’ opinions about appropriateness and
possibility of key competence indicators performance in communication of Prathom Suesa 2
students revealed that most expert teachers of Thai leatning strand agreed with the determination
of all 39 key competence indicators in communication of Thai leaming strand for Prathom Sucksa

2 students.




