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ABSTRACT

The present study entitled ‘Proficiency in the Use of Communicative Functions of

Grade Nine Students’ was an attempt to find out the proficiency of the students of

grade nine of private schools and government aided schools in the use of

communicative functions: requests and offers. To meet the objectives of this research,

forty students studying in two private and two public schools of Kathmandu district

were selected as the sample. In this research, non- random sampling procedure was

used to select the sample of the study. Subjective questions were used as the tools for

data elicitation. The finding of the study shows that in overall individual proficiency,

21 out of 40 students came under the group of above average score and 19 students

secured less than average score.In intra-school function wise comparison, Green

Kantipur got the first position whereas the second position was scored by Reed Model

Higher Secondary School. The students of these schools secured 14.7 and 14.4

average score out of 20 full marks. Two public schools Mansingh Dharma Higher

Secondary School and PashupatiMitra Secondary School took the third and fourth

position respectively. Mansingh Dharma Higher Secondary School occupied 13.2

percent whereas PashupatiMitra Secondary School occupied 12.3 average score.In

school wise (public Vs. private) comparison in terms of communicative functions,

private school secured 79.50 and 67.50 percent marks in the functions requests and

offers respectively. Similarly, public school secured 73.5 and 54 percent average score

in the respective functions. In this way, students in private school were found more

proficient than of students in public school in both communicative functions; requests

and offers.

This thesis consists of five chapters. The first chapter deals with the general

background of language, statement of the problem, rationale of the study, research

questions, significance of the study, delimitation of the study and operationa

ldefinition of the key terms. The second chapter states the review of related literature

and conceptual framework of the research. The third chapter deals with methodology

adopted to carry out research. It consists of data, sample population, sampling
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procedures, tools, process of data collection and data analysis and interpretation

procedures. The fourth chapter deals with the result and interpretation of the data.

Chapter five consists of the summary, conclusions and implications of the study. The

final part of study consists of references and appendices.
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