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ABSTRACT

Thisresearchis basically carried out on language functions performed by
Instructors in various language institutes in the Kathmandu valley. The research
highlights that situational use of exponents of language were not appropriately
used and set in context as per the requirements. Similarly, the finding of the
research reveals the fact that out of the most or hundred of communicative
activities and language functions, i.e. 19.05% were found to have been
contextual in use, which shows an inadequacy of teaching methodology and
linguistic communi cative competence on the part of language instructorsin the
institutes of the Kathmandu valley. The research supports that the situational
usages of language expression and exponents were poorly performed by the
instructors even in the class of language teaching classroom setting.

Thisthesis consists of four chapters. The first chapter is introduction, which
mainly presents the discussion on language teaching, language instructors,
language institutes and on theoretical framework about the related topic. It also
contains objectives and significance of the study. The second chapter deals with
the methodol ogy adapted for the study. As the research is based on the
performance of communicative functions by English language instructors in the
language institutes of the Kathmandu valley, sample data were collected from
10 different language institutions of the targeted area. All together the sampling
population consists of 20 English language instructors from 10 different
language institutes. The third chapter presents the data descriptively and
comparatively. Analysis and interpretation of the collected data are made on the
basis of the qualification, experience and specialization of the instructors; and
on the basis of teaching techniques and methodology. Finally, the fourth chapter
presents the findings and recommendations.
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