
i

A STUDY ON THE PROFICIENCY IN THE USE OF ARTICLES

A Thesis Submitted to the Department of English Education

in Partial Fulfillment for the Master of Education in English

Submitted by:

Arjun Parajuli

Roll No.:- 2270012 (2068/2011)

Academic Year:- 2066/067

T.U. Reg. No.:- 9-2-227-100-2006

To

Faculty of Education

Tribhuwan University

Koshi Campus, Biratnagar

Morang, Nepal

2017



ii

A STUDY ON THE PROFICIENCY IN THE USE OF ARTICLES

A Thesis Submitted to the Department of English Education
in Partial Fulfillment for the Master of Education in English

Submitted by:
Arjun Parajuli

Faculty of Education
Tribhuwan University

Koshi Campus, Biratnagar
Morang, Nepal

2017

T.U. Registration No.:- 9-2-227-100-2006 Date of Approval of the

Second Year Examination Thesis Proposal:2016/10/28

Roll No.:-2270012 (2068) Date of Submission:2017/04/02

Campus Roll No.:- 301(2066/067) Viva Date: 2017/04/09



iii

RECOMMENDATION FOR ACCEPTANCE

This is to certify that Mr. Arjun Parajuli has worked and prepared his M. Ed. thesis

entitled “A Study on the Proficiency in the Use of Articles” under my guidance and

supervision.

I recommended this thesis for acceptance

Date: 2017/03/09

Mr. Yubraj Bhandari

(Supervisor)

Department of English Education

Koshi Campus, Biratnagar, Morang,

Nepal



iv

RECOMMENDATION FOR EVALUATION

This thesis has been recommended for evaluation from the following "Research

Guidance Committee".

Mr. Dek Kumar Bastola Signature

Head

Department of English Education ____________

Koshi Campus, Biratnagar Chairperson

Mr. Yuba Raj Bhandari

Supervisor

Department of English Education ____________

Koshi Campus, Biratnagar Member

Mr. Ganesh Dulal

Lecturer

Department of English Education ____________

Koshi Campus, Biratnagar Member

Date: 2017/04/07



v

EVALUATION AND APPROVAL

This thesis has been evaluated and approved by the following" Thesis Evaluation

and Approval Committee."

Signature

Mr. Dek Kumar Bastola

Head

Department of English Education ____________

Koshi Campus, Biratnagar Chairperson

Dr.Govinda Raj Bhattarai

Professor

Department of Education ____________

University Campus, Kirtipur Expert

Kathmandu, Nepal

Mr. Yuba Raj Bhandari

Supervisor

Department of English Education ____________

Koshi Campus, Biratnagar Member

Date: 2017/04/09



vi

DECLARATION

I, hereby, declared to the best of knowledge, that this thesis is original; no part of it

was earlier submitted for the candidature of research degree to any university.

Date- 2017/03/09

-……………….

Arjun Parajuli



vii

DEDICATION

Dedicated

to my parents who devoted their entire life in making me what I am today.



viii

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

First of all, I would like to extend my sincere gratitude to my thesis supervisor

Mr. Yuba Raj Bhandari, lecturer, Department of English Education, Koshi

Campus, Biratnagar for his valuable, guidance, constant encouragement, attention,

cooperation and suggestions in the preparation of this thesis. Similarly, I am deeply

indented to Mr. Dek Kumar Bastola, Head, Department of English Education, Koshi

Campus and Mr. Ganesh Dulal, Lecturer, Department of English Education, Koshi

Campus for their suggestions.

I would like to extend my gratitude to the Headmasters, English teachers and

students who helped me in collecting data of the study.

I would like to express my sincere gratitude to all the persons who directly or

indirectly helped me during the preparation of this thesis.

Finally, I would like to thank Mr. Arvind Yadav, Mr. Indra lal Suwal,

Mr.Manoj Biswas and Mrs.Binita Pokhrel for helping me to complete this thesis.

----------------------

Arjun Parajuli



ix

ABSTRACT

The main purpose of this study was to find out the proficiency in the use of articles by

the students of grade Eight of Morang district, comparing different variables in terms

of sex and school. For this study, the researcher took the sample students studying in

grade eight from public and private schools of Morang district. The total sample of

the study consisted of two hundred students. Five public and five private schools with

equal sex ratio i.e. twenty students (ten girls and ten boys) from each school were

randomly selected for the collection of data. The main findings of the study can be

stated as the proficiency of the private school students was better than that of the

public schools students. Similarly, the proficiency of the boys was found to be better

than that of the girls in total. Among different types of test items, the item named

“supply a/an and the where necessary in the given dialogue” was found to be the most

difficult whereas multiple choice item was found to be the easiest one by all the

students. It also consists of recommendation to teach articles on the basis of the

findings.

The study has been presented in five chapters; the first chapter consists of general

background, statement of problem, objective of the study, research question,

significance of the study, delimitations of the study and operational definitions of the

key terms. The second chapter describes the review of related literature and

conceptual framework. Under it, review of theoretical literature, empirical literature,

implication of review for the study and conceptual framework. The third chapter

consists of method and procedure of the study. Under it, design and method of the
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study, population, sample and sample strategy, study area, data collection tools and

techniques, data collection procedure and data analysis and interpretation procedure

The fourth chapter consists analysis and interpretation of results of item wise analysis

of the status of proficiency in using articles, status of total proficiency in each item,

comparison of different variables with the average of each item, analysis and

interpretation of the total proficiency of the students, comparison of total proficiency

by sex and schools, comparison of their total proficiency within the schools,

comparison of the proficiency of ten different schools with the total average and

comparison of proficiency with the secondary norm. The fifth chapter consists

conclusions and recommendation. In the final section of the study the work plan,

references and appendices are included.
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