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5.0 INTRODUCTION

In the previous chapter the research design of the study is 

thoroughly discussed. The main objective of this chapter is to present the 

data and its analysis with respect to the result of the study. It also deals 

with testing of hypothesis. The different types of data obtained as a 

result of conduct of the survey are as follows:

5.1 Distribution of primary school teachers according to the three 

levels for each of the ten competencies.

5.2 Distribution of secondary school teachers according to the three 

levels for each of the ten competencies.

5.3 Skillwise distribution of scores of primary school students 

according to the three levels for each of the five skills.

5.4 Skillwise distribution of scores of secondary school students 

according to the three levels for each of the five skills.

5.5 Distribution of primary school teachers according to the three 

levels for each of the ten competencies and their students skillwise

scores.
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5.6 Comparison of primary school teachers according to the three 

levels for each of the ten competencies with their students 

skillwise performance.

5.7 Distribution of secondary school teachers according to the three 

levels for each of the ten competencies and their students skillwise 

scores.

5.8 Comparison of secondary school teachers according to the three 

levels for each of the ten competencies with their students 

skillwise performance.

Having collected the data according to the objectives of the 

present study, it was classified and tabulated to test the stated hypothesis. 

In order to make the herculean task of interpretation, within the 

prescribed scope possible, it was given treatment, with all the niceties of 

the science.

The extensive field of the present study can be covered fully and 

perfectly, both theoretically and statistically only when it follows step by 

step analysis. The data has been analysed keeping the above mentioned 

eight parts in view.

For the main objective No. 4, 20 minor objectives were stated. All 

the objectives and their related Hypothesis have been stated separately in 

the analysis.
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The data was collected from randomly selected 15 primary and 15 

secondary schools, teachers and students, object-wise and analysed.

The analysis of data objectwise follows:

Objective No. 2: To identity the level of each of the ten competencies in 

fifth standard teachers

Table No. 1 : Distribution of Primary school teachers according to the 
three levels for each of the ten competencies

Competency

No. and Percentage (%) of Primary School Teachers

Low % Medium % High % Total

Contextual Competency 0 0% 12 79% 3 20% 15

Conceptual Competency 0 0% 10 07% 5 33% 15

Content Competency 1 7% 12 79% 2 14% 15

Educational Transaction 
Competency

0 0% 6 40% 9 60% 15

Educational Activities 
Competency

0 0% 7 46% 8 54% 15

Competency in Preparation 
& Use of Educational Aids

0 0% 6 40% 9 60% 15

Evaluation Competency 0 0% 5 33% 10 67% 15

Management Competency 0 0% 5 33% 10 67% 15 .

Parent Related Competency 0 0% 14 93% 1 7% 15

Community Rapport 
Competency

1 7% 8 54% 6 40% 15
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Com petency Code

□ Low DMedium □ High

GRAPH NO. 1 : Distribution of Primary School Teachers according to 
the three levels for each of the ten competencies
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Table No.l and Graph No. 1 shows the distribution in the low, 

middle and high levels of primary school teachers ten competencies.

Observations:

1. Table No. 1 shows that out of a total of 15 primary' school teachers 

0% teachers are found to have low level of contextual competency. 

12 i.e. 79% teachers are found to have middle level of contextual 

competency. And 3 i.e. 20% teachers are found to have high level of 

contextual competency.

2. Out of a total of 15 primary school teachers 0% teachers are found 

to have low level of conceptual competency. 10 i.e. 67% teachers are 

found to have middle level of conceptual competency. And 5 i.e. 33% 

teachers are found to have high level of conceptual competency.

3. Out of a total of 15 primary school teachers 1 i.e. 7% teachers are 

found to have low level of content competency. 12 i.e. 79% teachers are 

found to have middle level of content competency. And 2 i.e. 14% 

teachers are found to have high level of content competency.

4. Out of a total of 15 primary school teachers 0% teachers are found 

to have low level of educational transaction competency. 6 i.e. 40% 

teachers are found to have middle level of educational transaction 

competency. And 9 i.e 60% teachers are found to have high level of 

educational transaction competency.



108

5. Out of a total of 15 primary school teachers 0% teachers are found 

to have low level of educational activities competency. 7 i.e. 46% 

teachers are found to have middle level of educational activities 

competency. And 8 i.e. 54% teachers are found to have high level of 

educational activities competency.

6. Out of a total of 15 primary school teachers 0% teachers are found 

to have low level of competency in preparation and use educational aids. 

6 i.e. 40% teachers are found to have middle level of competency in 

preparation and use of educational aids. And 9 i.e. 60% teachers are 

found to have high level of competency in preparation of educational 

aids.

7. Out of a total of 15 primary school teachers 0% teachers are found 

to have low level of evaluation competency. 5 i.e. 33% teachers are 

found to have middle level of evaluation competency. And 10 i.e. 67% 

teachers are found to have high level of evaluation competency.

8. Out of a total of 15 primary school teachers 0% teachers are found 

to have low level of management competency. 5 i.e. 33% teachers are 

found to have middle level of management competency. 10 i.e. 67% 

teachers are found to have high level of management competency.

9. Out of a total of 15 primary school teachers 0% teachers are found 

to have low level of parent related competency. 14 i.e. 93% teachers are
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found to have middle level of parent related competency. 1 i.e. 7% 

teachers are found to have high level of parent related competency.

10. Out of a total of 15 primary school teachers 1 i.e. 7% teachers are 

found to have low level of community rapport competency. 8 i.e. 54% 

teachers are found to have middle level of community rapport 

competency. And 6 i.e. 40% teachers are found to have high level of 

community rapport competency.

Table No. 2 : Distribution of Secondary school teachers according to the 
three levels for each of the ten competencies

No. and Percentage (%) of Primary School Teachers

Competency Low % Medium % High % Total

Contextual Competency 3 20% 7 47% 5 33% 15

Conceptual Competency 0 0% 10 67% 5 33% 15

Content Competency 1 7% 13 86% 1 7% 15

Educational Transaction 
Competency

0 0% 10 67% 5 33% 15

Educational Activities 
Competency

0 0% 11 73% 4 27% 15

Competency In Preparation 
& Use of Educational Aids

0 0% 5 33% 10 67% 15

Evaluation Competency 0 0% 10 67% 5 33% 15

Management Competency 0 0% 11 72% 4 28% 15

Parent Related Competency 0 0% 13 86% 2 14% 15

Community Rapport 
Competency

1 7% 11 72% 3 20% 15
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Com petency Code

■ Low □ Medium DHigh

GRAPH NO. 2 : Distribution of Secondary School Teachers according 
to the three levels for each of the ten competencies
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Table No. 2 and Graph No. 2 shows the distribution in the low, 

middle and high levels of primary school teachers ten competencies.

Observations:

1. Table No. 2 and Graph No. 2 shows that out of a total of 15 

secondary school teachers 3 i.e. 20% teachers are found to have low level 

of contextual competency. 7 i.e. 47% teachers are found to have middle 

level of contextual competency. And 5 i.e. 33% secondary teachers are 

found to have high level of contextual competency.

2. Out of a total of 15 primary school teachers 0% teachers are found 

to have low level of conceptual competency. 10 i.e. 67% teachers are 

found to have middle level of conceptual competency. And 5 i.e. 33% 

teachers are found to have high level of conceptual competency.

3. Out of a total of 15 primary school teachers 1 i.e. 7% teachers are 

found to have low level of content competency. 13 i.e. 86% teachers are 

found to have middle level of content competency. And 1 i.e. 7% 

teachers are found to have high level of content competency.

4. Out of a total of 15 primary school teachers 0% teachers are found 

to have low level of educational transaction competency. 10 i.e, 67% 

teachers are found to have middle level of educational transaction 

competency. And 5 i.e 33% teachers are found to have high level of 

educational transaction competency.
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5. Out of a total of 15 primary school teachers 0% teachers are found 

to have low level of educational activities competency. 11 i.e. 73% 

teachers are found to have middle level of educational activities 

competency. And 4 i.e. 27% teachers are found to have high level of 

educational activities competency.

6. Out of a total of 15 primary school teachers 0% teachers are found 

to have low level of competency in preparation and use educational aids. 

5 i.e. 33% teachers are found to have middle level of competency in 

preparation and use of educational aids. And 10 i.e. 67% teachers are 

found to have high level of competency in preparation and use of 

educational aids.

7. Out of a total of 15 primary school teachers 0% teachers are found 

to have low level of evaluation competency. 10 i.e. 67% teachers are 

found to have middle level of evaluation competency. And 5 i.e. 33% 

teachers are found to have high level of evaluation competency.

8. Out of a total of 15 primary school teachers 0% teachers are found 

to have low level of management competency. 11 i.e. 72% teachers are 

found to have middle level of management competency. 4 i.e. 28% 

teachers are found to have high level of management competency.

9. Out of a total of 15 primary school teachers 1 i.e.7% teachers are 

found to have low level of parent related competency. 13 i.e. 86% 

teachers are found to have middle level of parent related competency. 2
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i.e. 14% teachers are found to have high level of parent related 

competency.

10. Out of a total of 15 primary school teachers 1 i.e. 7% teachers are 

found to have low level of community rapport competency. 11 i.e. 72% 

teachers are found to have middle level of community rapport 

competency. And 3 i.e. 20% teachers are found to have high level of 

community rapport competency.

Comparison of Primary and Secondary School Teachers Level of 

Ten Competencies From Table No. 1 & 2.

Findings :

1. For the contextual competency, out of a total of 15 primary school 

teachers 0% teachers are found to have low level of contextual 

competency. Whereas out of 15 secondary school teachers 3 i.e. 20% 

secondary school teachers are found to have low level of contextual 

competency. 12 i.e. 79% primary school teachers are found to have 

middle level of contextual competency. Whereas 7 i.e. 47% secondary 

school teachers are found to have middle level of contextual competency. 

3 i.e. 20% primary teachers are found to have high level of contextual 

competency, whereas 5 i.e. 33% secondary school teachers are found to 

have high level of contextual competency.

2. For the conceptual competency, out of a total of 15 primary school 

teachers 0% teachers are found to have low level of conceptual
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competency, whereas out of total 15 secondary school teachers o% 

teachers are found to have low level of conceptual competency. 10 i.e. 

67% primary school teachers are found to have middle level of 

conceptual competency, whereas 10 i.e. 67% secondary school teachers 

are found to have middle level of conceptual competency. 5 i.e. 33% 

primary school teachers are found to have high level of conceptual 

competency, whereas 5 i.e. 33% secondary school teachers are found to 

have high level of conceptual competency.

3. For the content competency 1 i.e. 7% primary school teach-s and 

1 i.e. 7% secondary school teachers are found to have low level of 

content competency. 12 i.e. 79% primary school teachers and 13 i.e. 

86% secondary school teachers are found to have middle level of content 

competency. 2 i.e. 14% primary school teachers and 1 i.e. 7% secondary 

school teachers are found to have high level of content competency.

4. For the educational transaction competency, 0% primary school 

teachers and 0% secondary school teachers are found to have low level 

of educational transaction competency. 6 i.e.40% primary school 

teachers are found to have middle level of educational transaction 

competency, whereas 10 i.e. 67% secondary school teachers are found to 

have middle level of educational transaction competency. 9 i.e. 60% 

primary school teachers are found to have high level of educational
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transaction competency, whereas 5 i.e.33% secondary school teachers 

are found to have high level of educational transaction competency.

5. For the educational activities competency, 0% primary school 

teachers and 0% secondary school teachers are found to have low level 

of educational activities competency. 7 i.e. 46% primary school teachers 

are found to have middle level of educational activities competency, 

whereas 11 i.e. 73% secondary school teachers are found to have middle 

level of educational activities competency. B i.e. 54% primary school 

teachers are found to have high level of educational activities 

competency, whereas 4 i.e. 27% secondary school teachers are found to 

have high level of educational activities competency.

6. For the competency in preparation and use of educational aids , 

0% primary school teachers and 0% secondary school teachers are found 

to have low level of competency in preparation and use of educational 

aids. 6 i.e. 40% primary school teachers and 5 i.e.33% secondary school 

teachers are found to have middle level of competency in preparation and 

use of educational aids. 9 i.e.60% primary school teachers and 10 i.e. 

67% secondary school teachers are found to have high level of 

competency in preparation and use of educational aids.

7. For the evaluation competency, 0% primary school teachers and 

0% secondary school teachers are found to have low level of evaluation 

competency. 5 i.e. 33% primary school teachers are found to have
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middle level of evaluation competency, whereas 10 i.e. 67% secondary 

school teachers are found to have middle level of evaluation competency. 

10 i.e. 67% primary school teachers are found to have high level of 

evaluation competency, whereas 5 i.e. 33% secondary school teachers 

are found to have high level of evaluation competency.

8. For the management competency, 0% primary school teachers and 

0% secondary school teachers are found tho have low level of 

management competency. 5 i.e. 33% primary school teachers are found 

to have middle level of management competency. Whereas 11 i.e. 72% 

secondary school teachers are found to have middle level of 

management competency. 10 i.e. 67% primary school teachers are found 

to have high level of management competency, whereas 4 i.e. 28% 

secondary school students are found to have high level of management 

competency.

9. For the parent related competency 0% primary school teachers and 

0% secondary school teachers are found to have low level of parent 

related competency. 14 i.e. 93% primary school teachers and 13 i.e. 

86% secondary school teachers are found to have middle level of parent 

related competency. 1 i.e. 7% primary school teachers and 2 i.e. 14% 

secondary school teachers are found to have high level of parent related 

competency.
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10. For the community rapport competency 1 i.e. 7% primary school 

teachers and 1 i.e. 7% secondary school teachers are found to have low 

level of community rapport competency. 8 i.e. 54% primary school 

teachers are found to have middle level of competency, Where*- \ I j.e. 

72% secondary school teachers are found to have middle level of 

community rapport competency, whereas 3 i.e. 20% secondary school 

teachers are found to have high level of community rapport competency.

Objective No. 3 : To find out the skillwise performance in English of 

f ifth Standard students.

Table No. 3 : Skillwise distribution of scores of Primary school students 
according to the three levels for each of the five skills

Students
skills

No. and percentage (%) of Primary school students
Low 0% Medium 0% High 0%

Listening 63 10% 281 47% 256 43%
Speaking 114 19% 389 65% 97 16%
Reading 132 22% 357 60% 111 18%
Writing 130 22% 354 59% 116 19%
Talking 173 28% 382 64% 45 8%
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Table No. 3 and Graph No. 3 shows the distribution in low, middle 

and high levels of primary school students skillwise scores. This table 

does not deals with the Table No. 5 to 44. It is purely separate from 

those tables.

Observations:

1. Table No. 3 shows that out of a total of 600 primary school 

students 63 i.e. 10% students are found to have low level of listening 

skill. 281 i.e. 47% students are found to have middle level of listening 

skill. And 256 i.e. 43% students are found to have high level of listening 

skill.

2. Out of a total of 600 primary school students 114 i.e. 19% 

students are found to have low level of speaking skill. 389 i.e. 65% 

students are found to have middle level of speaking skill. And 97 i.e. 

16% students are found to have high level of speaking skill.

3. Out of a total of 600 primary school students 132 i.e. 22% 

students are found to have low level of reading skill. 357 i.e. 60% 

students are found to have middle level of reading skill. And 111 i.e. 18% 

students are found to have high level of reading skill.

4. Out of a total of 600 primary school students 130 i.e. 22% 

students are found to have low level of writing skill. 354 i.e. 59%
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students are found to have middle level of writing skill. And 116 i.e. 19% 

students are found to have high level of writing skill.

5. Out of a total of 600 primary school students 173 i.e. 28% 

students are found to have low level of talking skill. 382 i.e. 64% 

students are found to have middle level of talking skill. And 45 i.e. 8% 

students are found to have high level of talking skill.

Table No.4 : Skillwise distribution of scores of Secondary school
students according to the three levels for each of the five 
skills

Students
skills

No. and percentage (%) of Secondary school students

Low 0% Medium 0% High 0%

Listening 76 13% 296 49% 228 38%

Speaking 140 24% 367 61% 93 15%

Reading 162 27% 324 54% 114 19%

Writing 161 27% 320 53% 119 20%

Talking 201 33% 359 60% 40 7%
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Table No. 4 and Graph No. 4 shows the distribution in low, middle 

and high levels of secondary school students skillwise scores. This table 

does not deals with the Table No. 5 to 44. It is purely separate from 

those tables.

Observations:

1. Table No. 4 shows that out of a total of 600 secondary school 

students 76 i.e. 13% students are found to have low level of listening 

skill. 296 i.e. 49% students are found to have middle level of listening 

skill. And 228 i.e. 38% students are found to have high level of listening 

skill.
*

2. Out of a total of 600 secondary school students 140 i.e. 24% 

students are found to have low level of speaking skill. 367 i.e. 61% 

students are found to have middle level of speaking skill. And 93 i.e. 

15% students are found to have high level of speaking skill.

3. Out of a total of 600 secondary school students 162 i.e. 27% 

students are found to have low level of reading skill. 324 i.e. 54% 

students are found to have middle level of reading skill. And 114 i.e. 19% 

students are found to have high level of reading skill.

4. Out of a total of 600 secondary school students 161 i.e. 27% 

students are found to have low level of writing skill. 320 i.e. 53% 

students are found to have middle level of writing skill. And 119 i.e. 20% 

students are found to have high level of writing skill.
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5. Out of a total of 600 secondary school students 201 i.e. 33% 

students are found to have low level of talking skill. 359 i.e. 60% 

students are found to have middle level of talking skill. And 40 i.e. 7% 

students are found to have high level of talking skill.

Comparison of Skillwise distribution of Scores of Primary and 

Secondary school students.

Findings:

1. There are 63 i.e. 10% primary school students and 75 i.e. 13% 

secondary school students are found to have low level of listening skill. 

281 i.e. 47% primary school students and 296 i.e. 49% secondary school 

students are found to have middle level of listening skill. And 256 i.e. 

43% primary school students and 228 i.e. 38% secondary school students 

are found to have high level of listening skill.

2. There are 114 i.e. 19% primary school students and 114 i.e. 24% 

secondary school students are found to have low level of speaking skill. 

289 i.e. 65% primary school students and 367 i.e. 61% secondary school 

students are found to have middle level of speaking skill. And 97 i.e. 

16% primary school students and 93 i.e. 15% secondary school students 

are found to have high level of speaking skill.

3. There are 132 i.e. 22% primary school students and 162 i.e. 27% 

secondary school students are found to have low level of reading skill. 

357 i.e. 60% primary school students and 324 i.e. 54% secondary school
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students are found to have middle level of reading skill. And 111 i.e. 

18% primary school students and 114 i.e. 19% secondary school 

students are found to have high level of reading skill.

4. There are 130 i.e. 22% primary school students and 161 i.e. 27% 

secondary school students are found to have low level of writing skill. 

354 i.e. 69% primary school students and 320 i.e. 53% secondary school 

students are found to have middle level of writing skill. And 116 i.e. 

19% primary school students and 119 i.e. 20% secondary school 

students are found to have high level of writing skill.

5. There are 173 i.e. 28% primary school students and 201 i.e. 33% 

secondary school students are found to have low level of talking skill. 

382 i.e. 64% primary school students and 359 i.e. 60% secondary school 

students are found to have middle level of talking skill. And 45 i.e. 8% 

primary school students and 40 i.e. 7% secondary school students are 

found to have high level of talking skill.

Objective No. 4.1:

To find out the relationship between primary school teachers three 

level of contextual competency and their students skillwise performance.



125

Le
ve

l o
f p

rim
ar

y 
sc

ho
ol

 te
ac

he
rs

 C
on

te
xt

ua
l c

om
pe

te
nc

y 
an

d 
st

ud
en

ts 
sk

ill
w

is
e 

sc
or

es
. H

ig
h 

C
om

pe
te

nt

S.
D

.

4.
58

4.
68

4.
88

4.
55

4.
47

M
ea

n j
13

.1
0

11
.1

1

10
.9

2 9801

9.
25

no0s 20
%

N
o.

 o
f

St
ud

­
en

ts 12
0

nP 20
%

O i „

M
ed

iu
m

 C
om

pe
te

nt

S.
D

.

4.
19

4.
38

4.
56

4.
51

4.
52

M
ea

n

12
.8

4 09 01 10
.3

5

10
.4

1 00 
in
00

vP 80
%

N
o.

 o
f 

St
ud

­
en

ts 48
0

>P
Vp

00

N
o.

 o
f 

te
ac

h­
er

s

(N

Lo
w

 C
om

pe
te

nt

S.
D

.

, i i t •

M
ea

n

• i ■ l i

NO0s 0%

N
o.

 of
 

St
ud

­
en

ts o

%o0s 0%

N
o.

 o
f 

te
ac

h­
er

s o

St
ud

en
ts

sk
ill

s

Li
st

en
in

g

Sp
ea

ki
ng

R
ea

di
ng

W
rit

in
g

Ta
lk

in
g

T
ab

le
 N

o.
 5

Pr
im

ar
y 

Sc
ho

ol
 te

ac
he

rs
 le

ve
l o

f C
on

te
xt

ua
l c

om
pe

te
nc

y 
an

d 
th

ei
r s

tu
de

nt
s s

ki
O

w
ise

 sc
or

es
.



126

Table No. 5 shows the distribution in the low, medium and high 

level of primary school teachers according to their contextual 

competency and the number, mean and S.D. of their students skillwise 

performance in the low, medium and high levels.

Observations:

1. Table No. 5 shows that there are no primary school teachers in the 

low level of contextual competency and it is also seen that there are no 

primary school students in the low level of performance in five skills.

2. Out of a total of 600 primary students 480 i.e. 80% students are 

found to have teachers with medium contextual competency, and 120 i.e. 

20% students have teachers with high level of contextual competency. 

Findings:

1. The mean scores of primary school students with teachers of 

medium contextual competency ranges from 8.58 (Talking skill) to 12.84 

(Listening skill).

2. The mean scores of primary school students with teachers of high 

contextual competency ranges from 9.25 (Talking skill) to 13.10 

(Listening skill).

3. The spread S.D. of scores of primary school students is found to 

be more for Reading skill for teachers with both medium and high 

contextual competency.
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Table No. 6 shows the comparison of primary school teachers 

level of contextual competency with their students skill-wise 

performance.

Findings:

1. As there are no low level of contextual competency teachers of 

primary school, the comparison (of mean scores of primary school 

students for various skills) in the two groups of teachers contextual 

competency - low & medium and low & high is not applicable.

2. Since t - cal < t - tab (level of significance is calculated at 0.05 

level): No significant difference is found between the scores of primary 

school students of medium contextual competency teachers and those of 

high contextual competency teachers for any of the five skills.

Objective No. 4.2:

To find out the relationship between secondary school teachers 

three levels of contextual competency and their students skillwise 

performance.
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Table No. 7 shows the distribution in the low, middle and high 

level of secondary school teachers according to their contextual 

competency and the number mean and S.D. of students skillwise 

performance in the low, medium and high levels.

Observations:

1. Table no. 7 shows that out of a total of 600 secondary school 

students 120 i.e. 20% students are found to have 3 i.e. 20% teachers with 

low contextual competency, 280 i.e. 47% students have 7 i.e. 47% 

teachers with medium contextual competency and 200 i.e. 33% students 

are found to have 5 i.e. 33% teachers with high contextual competency.

Findings:

1. The mean scores of secondary school students with teachers of 

low level of contextual competency ranges from 8.54 (Talking skill) to 

12.83 (Listening skill).

2. The mean scores of secondary school students with teachers of 

medium level of contextual competency ranges from 7.85 (Talking skill) 

to 11.86 (Listening skill).

3. The mean scores of secondary school students with teachers of 

high level of contextual competency ranges from 8.71 (Talking skill) to 

13.00 (Listening skill).

4. The spread S.D. of scores of secondary school students is more for 

Talking skill (4.99) than that of Listening skill (4.57) for the low level of 

contextual competent teachers.
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Table No. 8 shows the comparison of secondary school teachers 

level of contextual competency with their students skill-wise 

performance

Findings:
since t - cal > t - tab.

1. Significant difference is found between the scores of secondary

school students of low & medium level of contextual competency

teachers for the listening skill. Therefore the Hypothesis No. 1 is

rejected for the listening skill.
since t - cal < t - tab.

2. No significant difference is found between the scores of secondary 

school students of low & medium level of contextual competency 

teachers for the speaking, reading, writing & talking skills. Therefore the 

Hypothesis No. 1 is accepted for these skills.

since t - cal > t - tab

3. Significant difference is found between the scores of secondary 

school students of medium & high level of contextual competency 

teachers for the listening, speaking, writing & talking skills. Therefore 

the Hypothesis No. 1 is rejected for these skills.

since t - cal < t - tab

4. No significant difference is found between the scores of secondary 

school students of medium & high level of contextual competency
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teachers for the Reading skill. Therefore the Hypothesis No. 1 is 

accepted for the reading skill.

since t - cal < t - tab

5. No significant difference is found between the scores of secondary 

school students of low & high level of contextual competency teachers 

for any of the five skills. Therefore the Hypothesis No. 1 is accepted.

Comparison of the level of Contextual competency of Primary and 

Secondary school teachers and their students Skillwise Performance 

from Table Nos. 5,6,7 and 8.

Conclusions:

a. There are 20% secondary school teachers having low level of 

contextual competency whereas there are 0% primary teachers with low 

level of contextual competency. 80% primary school teachers and 47% 

secondary school teachers have medium level of contextual competency. 

20% primary school teachers and 33% secondary school teachers have 

high level of contextual competency.

b. Out of a total of 600 secondary school students 120 i.e. 20% 

students are found to have teachers with low level of contextual 

competency, whereas out of 600 primary school students 0% students are 

found to have teachers with low level of contextual competency. 480 i.e. 

80% primary students and 280 i.e. 47% secondary school students are 

found to have teachers with medium level of contextual competency.
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120 i.e. 20% primary school students and 200 i.e. 33% secondary school 

students are found to have teachers with high level of contextual 

competency.

c. It is observed that at the medium level of teachers contextual 

competency primary school students skillwise performance is found to 

be better than that of secondary school students.

X

d. At the high level of contextual competency of teachers it is found 

that for the listening, speaking skills the secondary school students 

performance is better than that of the primary school students, whereas 

for the skills reading, writing and talking primary school students 

performance is better than that of the secondary school students. 

Objective No. 4.3:

To line! out the relationship between primary teachers three levels 

of Cdlibejihiai corripeiency and tHfelr students skillwise performance.
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Table No. 9 shows the distribution in the low, medium and high 

level of primary school teachers according to their primary school 

teachers according to their conceptual competency and the number, mean 

and S.D. of their students skillwise performance in the low, medium and 

high levels.

Observations:

1. Table No. 9 shows that there are no primary school teachers in the 

low level of conceptual competency and it is also seen that no primary 

school students in the low level of performance in the five skills.

2. Out of a total of 600 primary school students 400 i.e.67% students 

are found to have teachers with medium level of conceptual competency, 

and 200 i.e. 33% students are found to have teachers with high level of 

conceptual competency.

Findings:

1. The mean scores of primary school students with teachers of 

medium level of conceptual competency ranges from 8.75 (Talking skill) 

to 12.86 (Listening skill).

2. The mean scores of primary school students with teachers of high 

level of conceptual competency ranges from 8.67 (Talking skill) to 13.15 

(Listening skill)

3. The spread (S.D.) of scores of primary school students is found to 

be more for Reading skill of medium level and more for Listening skill 

for teachers with high level of conceptual competency.
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Table No. 10 shows the comparison of primary school teachers 

level of conceptual competency with their students skill wise 

performance.

Findings:

1. As there are no low level of conceptual competency teachers of 

primary school, the comparison competency scores of primary school 

students for various skills in the two groups of teachers conceptual 

competency and medium and low and high is not applicable.

2. Since t - cal < t - tab (level of significance is calculated at 0.05 

level): No significant difference is found between the scores of primary 

school students medium conceptual competency teachers and those of 

high conceptual competency teacher for any of the five skills. Therefore 

the Hypothesis no. 2 is accepted.

Objective No. 4.4:

To find out relationship between secondary school teachers three 

levels and conceptual competency and their students Skillwise 

performance.
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Table No. 11 shows that out of a total of 600 secondary school 

students 0% students are found to have teachers with low conceptual 

competency, 400 i.e. 67% secondary school students are found to have 

teachers with medium conceptual competency and 200 i.e. 33% 

secondary school students are found to have teachers with high 

conceptual competency.

Findings:

1. The mean scores of secondary school students with teachers of 

medium conceptual competency ranges from 8.14 (Talking skill) to 12.18 

(Listening skill).

2. The mean scores of secondary school students with teachers of 

high conceptual competency ranges from 8.56 (Talking skill) to 12.95 

(Listening skill).

3. The spread (S.D.) of scores of secondary school students more for 

Reading skill (4.60) that of Listening (4.24) and Speaking skill (4.24) for 

teacher with high level of conceptual competency.
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Table No. 12 shows the comparison of secondary school teachers 

level of conceptual competency with their students skill wise 

performance.

Findings :
since t - cal > t - tab

1. Significant difference is found between the scores of secondary 

school students of medium and high level of conceptual competency for 

the Listening skill. Therefore the Hypothesis No.2 is rejected.

since t - cal < t - tab

2. No significant difference is found between the scores of secondary 

school students of medium and high level of conceptual competency 

teachers for the speaking, reading, writing and talking skill. Therefore 

the Hypothesis No. 2 is accepted for these skills.

Comparison of the Level of Conceptual Competency of Primary and 

Secondary School Teachers and Their students Skillwise 

performance form Table Nos. 9,10,11 and 12.

Conclusions:

a. There are 0% primary school teachers having low level of 

conceptual competency whereas there are 0% secondary school teachers 

with low level of conceptual competency. 67% primary school teachers 

and 67% secondary school teachers with medium level of conceptual
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competency and 33% primary school teachers and 33% secondary 

school teachers with high level of conceptual competency.

b. Out of a total of 600 primary school students and out of 600 

secondary school students 0% students are found to have teachers with 

low level of conceptual competency. 400 i.e. 67% primary school 

students are found to have teachers with medium level of conceptual 

competency. 200 i.e. 33% primary school students 200 i.e. 3% 

secondary school students are found to have teachers with high level of 

conceptual competency.

c. It is found that at the medium level of teachers conceptual 

competency primary school students skillwise performance is better than 

that of the secondary school students.

Objective No. 4.5:

To find out the relationship between primary school teachers three 

level of content competency and their students skillwise performance.
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Table No. 13 shows the distribution in the low, medium and high 

level of primary school teachers according to their content competency 

and the number, mean and S.D. of their students skillwise performance in 

the low, medium and high levels.

Observations:

1. Table No. 13 shows that there are 7% primary school teachers are 

found to have low level of content competency and it is also seen that 40

1. e. 7% primary school students are found to have teachers with low level 

of content competency.

2. Out of a total of 600 primary school students 480 i.e. 80% 

students are found to have teachers (12 i.e. 80%) with medium content 

competency, and 80 i.e. 13% students are found to have teachers (2 i.e. 

13%) with high level of content competency.

Findings:

1. The mean scores of primary school students with teachers of low 

level of content competency ranges from 7.25 (Talking skill) to 12.55 

(Listening skill).

2. The mean scores of primary school students with teachers of 

medium level of content competency ranges from 8.97 (Talking skill) to 

12.98 (Listening skill).
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3. The mean scores of primary school students with teachers of high 

level of content competency ranges from 7.91 (Talking skill) to 13.11 

(Listening skill).

4. The spread S.D. of scores of primary school students is found to 

be more for Writing skill (4.96) of low level, more for Reading skill 

(4.55) of medium level and more for Listening skill (5.88) for teachers 

with high level of content competency.
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Table No. 14 shows the comparison of primary school teachers 

level of content competency with their student skill wise performance.

Findings:

1. No significant difference is found between the scores of primary 

school students of low and high content competency teachers for the 

skills of listening, speaking and writings. Therefore for Hypothesis No.3 

is accepted.

2. Significant difference is found between the scores of primary 

school students of low and high content competency teachers for the 

skills of reading and talking skill. Therefore the Hypothesis No. 3 is 

rejected.

3. No significant difference is found between the scores of primary 

school students of medium and high content competency teachers for the 

skills of listening, speaking, writing and talking skills. Therefore the 

Hypothesis No. 3 is accepted.

4. No significant difference is found between the scores of primary 

school students for teachers with low and high content competency for 

any of the five skills. Therefore the Hypothesis No. 3 is accepted.

Objective No. 4.6:

To find out the relationship between secondary school teachers 

three levels of content competency and their students skillwise 

performance.
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Table No. 15 shows the distribution in the low, middle and high 

levels of secondary school teachers according to their content 

competency and the number, mean and S.D. of students skillwise 

performance in the low, medium and high levels.

Observations :

1. Table No. 15 shows that out of a total of 600 secondary school 

students 40 i.e. 7% students are found to have teachers (1 i.e. 7%) with 

low level of content competency, 520 i.e. 86% secondary school students 

are found to have teachers (13 i.e. 86%) with medium level of content 

competency and 40 i.e. 7% secondary school students are found to have 

teachers (1 i.e. 7%) with high level of content competency.

Findings:

1. The mean scores of secondary school students with teachers of 

low level of content competency ranges from 7.63 (Talking skill) to 

12.88 (Listening skill).

2. The mean scores of secondary school students with teachers of 

medium level of content competency ranges from 8.25 (Talking skill) to 

12.88 (Listening skill)

3. The mean scores of secondary school students with teachers of 

high level of content competency ranges from 9.25 (Talking skill) to 

12.73 (Listening skill).
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4. The spread (S.D.) of scores of secondary school students is found 

to be more for Writing skill (5.35) than that of Listening skill (4.55) for 

teachers with low level of content competency.

5. The spread (S.D.) of scores of secondary school students is found 

to be more for Reading skill (4.85) than that of Listening skill (4.49) for 

teacher with medium level of content competency.

6. The spread (S.D.) of scores of secondary school students is found 

to be more for Reading skill (4.28) than that of Writing skill (3.65) for 

teachers with high level of content competency.
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Table No. 16 shows the comparison of secondary school teachers 

level of content competency with their students skill wise performance.

Findings:

Since t - cal > t - tab.

(Level of significance is calculated at 0.05 level).

No significant difference is found between the scores of secondary 

school students of low, medium and high level of content competency 

teachers for any of the five skills. Therefore the Hypotheses No. 3 is 

accepted.

Comparison of the Level of Content Competency of Primary and 

Secondary School Teachers and Their Students Skillwise 

Performance From Table Nos. 13,14,15 and 16.

Conclusions:

a. There are 7% primary school teachers and 7% secondary school 

teachers with low level of content competency. 80% primary school 

teachers with medium level of content competency, whereas 86% 

secondary school teachers with medium level of content competency. 

13% primary school teachers, whereas 7% secondary school teachers 

with high level of content competency.

b. Out of a total of 600 primary students 40% i.e. 7% primary school 

students are found to have teachers with low level of content 

competency. Out of 600 secondary students 40 i.e. 7% secondary school
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students are found to have teachers with low level of content 

competence. 480 i.e. 80% primary school students and 520 i.e. 86% 

secondary school students are found to have teachers with medium level 

of content competency. 80 i.e. 13% primary school students, 40 i.e. 7% 

secondary school students are found to have teachers with high level of 

content competency.

c. It is found that at the low and medium level of teachers content 

competency primary school students skillwise performance is found to 

be better than that of the secondary school students.

d. At the high level of content competency of teachers it is found that 

secondary school students skillwise performance is better than that of 

the primary school students.

Objective No. 4.7:

To find out the relationship between primary school teachers three 

levels of Educational Transaction competency and their students 

skillwise performance.
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Table 17 shows the distribution in the low, medium and high level 

of primary school teachers according to their Educational Transaction 

competency and the number, mean and S.D. of their students skillwise 

performance in the low, middle and high levels.

Observations:

1. Table No. 17 shows that there are no primary school teachers in 

the low level of educational transaction competency and it is also seen 

that no primary school students in the low level of performance in skills.

2. Out of a total of 600 primary school students 240 i.e. 40% 

students are found to have teachers (6 i.e. 40%) with medium educational 

transaction competency, and 360 i.e. 60% students are found to have 

teachers (9 i.e. 60%) with high level of educational transaction 

competency.

Findings:

1. The mean scores of primary school students with teachers of 

medium level of educational transaction competency ranges from 9.06 

(Talking skill) to 13.05 (Listening skill).

2. The mean scores of primary school students with teachers of high 

level of educational transaction competency ranges from 8.49 (Talking 

skill) to 12.89 (Listening skill).

3. The spread (S.D.) of scores of primary school students is found to 

be more for Talking skill (4.39) of medium level and more for Reading 

skill (4.79) for teachers with high level of educational transaction 

competency of teachers.
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Table No. 18 shows the comparison the primary school teachers 

level of educational transaction competency with their students skill wise

performance.

Findings:

1. As there are no low level of educational transaction competency 

teachers of primary school, the comparison (of mean scores of primary 

school students for various skills) in the two groups of teachers 

educational transaction competency of low and medium and low and high 

is not applicable.

2. No significant difference is found between the scores of primary 

school students for teachers with medium and high educational 

transaction competency for any of the five skills. Therefore the 

Hypotheses No. 4 is accepted.

Objective No. 4. 8 :

To find out the relationship between secondary school teachers 

three levels of Educational Transaction competency and their students 

skillwise performance.
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Table No. 19 shows the distributions in the low, middle and high 

levels of secondary school teachers according to their Educational 

Transaction competency and the number, mean and S.D. of students 

skillwise performance in the low, medium and high levels.

Observations:

Table No. 19 shows that there are no secondary school teachers in 

the low level of educational transaction competency and it is also seen 

that no secondary school student in the low level of performance in skills. 

Out of a total of 600 secondary students 400 i.e. 67% students are found 

to have teachers (10 i.e. 67%) with medium level of educational 

transaction competency, and 200 i.e. 33% students are found to have 

teachers (5 i.e. 40%) with high level of educational transaction 

competency.

Findings:

1. The mean scores of secondary school students with teachers of 

medium level of educational transaction competency ranges from 8.09 

(Talking skill) to 12.23 (Listening skill).

2. The mean scores of secondary school students with teachers of 

high level of educational transaction competency ranges from 8.65 

(Talking skill) to 12.84 (Listening skill).
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3. The spread (S.D. ) of secondary school students is found to be 

more for Reading skill (4.84) than that of Listening skill (4.56) for 

teachers with medium level of educational transaction competency.

4. The spread (S.D.) of secondary school students is found to be 

more for Reading skill (4.83) than that of Listening skill (4.20) for 

teachers with high level of educational transaction competency.
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Table No.20 shows the comparison of secondary school teachers

level of educational transaction competency with their students skill wise

performance.
Findings :

1. No significant difference is found between the scores of ssconddiry 

school students of medium and high educational transaction competency 

teachers for the skills of Listening, Reading, Writing and Talking skill. 

Therefore the Hypothesis No. 4 is accepted.

2. Significant difference is found between the scores of secondary 

school students of medium and high educational transaction competency 

teachers for the skill of speaking. Therefore, the Hypothesis No. 4 is 

rejected.

3. As there are no low level of educational transaction competency 

teachers of secondary school, the comparison (of mean scores of 

secondary school students for various skill) in the two groups of teachers 

educational transaction competency of low & medium and low & high is 

not applicable.

Comparison of the Level of Educational Transaction Competency of 
Primary and Secondary School Teachers and Their Students 
Skillwise Performance From Table Nos. 17,18,19 And 20.

Conclusions :

a. There are 0% primary school teachers and 0% secondary school 

teachers with low level of educational transaction competency. 40% 

primary school teachers with medium level of educational transaction
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competency whereas 67% secondary school teachers with medium level 

of educational transaction competency. 60% primary school teachers 

with high level of educational transaction competency whereas 33% 

secondary school teachers with high level of educational transaction 

competency.

b. Out of a total 600 primary school students and out of a total of 

600 secondary school students there are not found to have teachers with 

low level of educational transaction competency. 240 i.e. 40% primary 

school students and 400 i.e. 67% secondary school students are found to 

have teachers with medium level of educational transactional 

competency, 360 i.e. 60% primary school students and 200 i.e. 33% 

secondary school students are found to have teachers with high level of 

educational transaction competency.

c. It is found that at the medium level of teachers educational 

transaction competency, primary school students skillwise performance 

is found to be better than that of the secondary school students.

d. At the high level of teachers educational transaction competency, 

secondary school students skillwise performance (except Talking skill) is 

found to be better than that of the primary school students.

Objective No. 4. 9 :

To find out the relationship between primary school teachers three 

levels of Educational Activities competency and their students skillwise 

performance.
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Table No. 21 shows the distribution in the low, middle, and high 

level of primary school teachers according to their educational activities 

competency and the number, mean and S.D. of their students skillwise 

performance in the low, middle and high levels.

Observations:

1. Table No. 21 shows that there are no primary school teachers in 

the low level of educational activities competency and it is also seen that 

no primary school students in the low level of performance in skills.

2. Out of a total of 600 primary school students 280 i.e. 47% 

students are found to have teachers (7 i.e. 47%) with medium educational 

activities competency, and 320 i.e. 53% students are found to have 

teachers (8 i.e. 53%) with high educational activities competency. 

Findings:

1. The mean scores of primary school students with teachers of 

medium level of educational activities competency ranges from 9.04 

(Talking skill) to 12.79 (Listening skill).

2. The mean scores of primary school students with teachers of high 

level of educational activities competency ranges from 8.43 (Talking 

skill) to 13.10 (Listening skill).

3. The spread (S.D.) of scores of primary school students is found to 

be more for Reading skill (4.45, 4.78) for teachers with medium and high 

level of educationsl activities competency,
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Table No. 22 shows the comparison of primary school teachers 

level of educational activities competency with their students skill wise 

performance.

Findings:

1. As there are no low level of educational activities competency 

teachers of primary school, the comparison (of mean scores of primary 

school students for various skills) of low and medium & low & high was 

not applicable.
t-cal < t - tab

2. No significant difference s found between the scores of primary 

school students of medium and high educational activities competency 

teachers for any of the five skills. Therefore Hypothesis No. 5 is 

accepted.

Objective No. 4.10:

To find out the relationship between secondary school teachers 

three levels of Educational Activities competency and their students 

skillwise performance.
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Table No. 23 shows the distribution in the low, middle and high 

levels of secondary school teachers according to their educational 

activities competency the number mean and S.D. of students skillwise 

performance in the low, medium and high levels.

Observations:

1. Table No.23 shows that there are no secondary school teachers in 

the low level of educational activities competency, and it is also seen that 

no secondary school students in the low level of performance in skills. 

Out of a total of secondary school students 440 i.e. 73% secondary 

school students are found to have teachers (11 i.e. 73%) with medium 

level of educational activities competency, and 160 i.e. 27% secondary 

school students are found to have teachers (4 i.e. 27%) with high level of 

educational activities competency.

Findings:

1. The mean scores of secondary school students with teachers of 

medium level of educational activities competency ranges from 8.43 

(Talking skill) to 12.49 (Listening skill).

2. The mean scores of secondary school students with teachers of 

high level of educational activities competency ranges from 7.85 (Talking 

skill) to 12.27 (Listening skill).

3. The spread (S.D.) of secondary school students is found to be 

more for Reading skill (4.74, 5.10) than that of Listening skill (4.43, 

4.51) for teachers with medium and high level of educational activities 

competency.
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Table No. 24 shows the comparison of secondary school teachers 

level of educational activities competency with their students skill wise 

performance.

Findings:

1. As there are no low level of educational activities competency 

teachers of secondary school, the comparison (of mean, scores of 

secondary school students for various skills) in the two groups of 

teachers educational activities competency of low & medium and low & 

high is not applicable.

since t - cal < t - tab

2. No significant difference is found between the scores of secondary 

school students for teachers with medium & high educational activities 

competency for any of the skills. Therefore, the Hypothesis No. 5 is 

accepted.

Comparison of the Level of Educational Activities Competency of 

Primary and Secondary School Teachers and Their Students 

Skillwise Performance From Table Nos. 21,23,23 And 24.

Conclusions:

a. There are 0% primary school teachers and 0% secondary school 

teachers with low level of educational activities competency. 47% 

primary school teachers with medium level of educational activities 

competency whereas 73% secondary school students with medium level



173

of educational activities competency. 53% primary school teachers with 

high level of educational activities competency whereas 27% secondary 

school teachers with high level of educational activities competency.

b. Out of a total of 600 primary school students and out of a total of 

600 secondary school students there are not found to have teachers with 

low level of educational activities competency. 280 i.e. 47% primary 

school students and 73% secondary school students are found to have 

teachers with medium level of educational activities competency. 320 

i.e. 53% primary school students and 160 i.e. 27% secondary school 

students are found to have teachers with high level of educational 

activities competency.

c. It is found that at the medium level of teachers educational 

activities competency, primary school students skillwise performance is 

found to be better than that of the secondary school students.

d. At the high level of teachers educational activities competency, 

primary school students skillwise performance (except Listening skill) is 

found to be better than that of the secondary school students.

Objective No. 4.11 :

To find out the relationship between primary school teachers three 

levels of competency in Preparation and Use of Educational Aids and 

their students skillwise performance.
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Table No. 25 shows the distribution in the low, middle and high 

level of primary school teachers according to their competency in 

preparation and use of educational aids and the number mean and S.D. of 

their students skillwise performance in the low, middle and high levels. 

Observation :

1. Table No. 25 shows that there are no primary school teachers in 

the low level of competency in preparation and use of educational aids 

and it is also seen that there are no primary school students in the low 

level of performance in skills.

2. Out of a total of 600 primary school students 240 i.e. 40% 

students are found to have teachers (6 i.e. 40%) with medium level of 

competency in preparation and use of educational aids, and 360 i.e. 60% 

students are found to have teachers (9 i.e. 60%) with high level of 

competency in preparation and use of educational aids.

Findings :

1. The mean scores of primary school students with teachers of 

medium level of competency in preparation and use of educational aids 

ranges from 8.89 (Talking skill) to 12.78 (Listening skill).

2. The mean scores of primary school students with teachers of high 

level of competency in preparation and use of educational aids ranges 

from 8.60 (Talking skill) to 13.08 (Listening skill).
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3. The spread (S.D.) of scores of primary school students is found to 

be more for Reading skill (4.46) than that of Listening skill (4.20) for 

teaching with medium level of competency in preparation and use of 

educational aids.

4. The spread (S.D.) of scores of primary school students is found to 

be more for Listening skill (4.66) than that of Writing skill (4.02) for 

teachers with high level of teachers competency in preparation and use of 

educational aids.
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Table No. 26 shows the comparison of primary school teachers 

level of competency in preparation and use of educational aids with their 

students skill wise performance.

Findings:

1. As there are no low level of competency in preparation and use of 

educational aids teachers of primary school, the comparison (of mean 

scores of primary school students for various skills) of low and medium

and low and high is not applicable.

since t-cal < t-tab

2. No significant difference is found between the scores of primary 

school students of medium and high level teachers competency in 

preparation and use of educational aids for any of the five skills. 

Therefore, the Hypothesis No. 6 is accepted.

Objective No. 4.12:

To find out the relationship between secondary school teachers, 

three levels of competency in Preparation and Use of Educational Aids 

and their students skillwise performance.
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Table No. 27 shows the distribution in the low, middle and high 

levels of secondary school teachers according to their competency in 

preparation and use of educational aids and the number-mean and S.D. of 

students skillwise performance in the low, medium and high levels.

Observations:

1. Table No. 27 shows that there are no secondary school teachers in 

the low level of competency in preparation and use of educational aids 

and it is also seen that no secondary school students in the low level of 

performance in skills. Out of a total of 600 secondary school students 

200 i.e. 33% students are found to have teachers (6 i.e. 33%) with 

medium level of competency in preparation and use of educational aids. 

400 i.e. 67% secondary school students are found to have teachers (10 

i.e. 67%) with high level of competency in preparation and use of 

educational aids.

Findings:

1. The mean scores of secondary school students with teachers of 

medium level of competency in preparation and use of educational aids 

ranges from 8.57 (Talking skill) to 12.60 (Listening skill).

2. The mean scores of secondary school students with teachers of 

high level of competency in preparation and use of educational aids 

ranges from 8.13 (Talking skill) to 12.35 (Listening skill).
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3. The spread (S.D.) of secondary school students is found to be 

more for writing skill (4.50) than that of Listening skill (4.36) for 

teachers with medium level of competency in preparation and use of 

educational aids.

4. The spread (S.D.) of secondary school students is found to be 

more for Reading skill (5.01) than that of Listening skill (4,50) for 

teachers with high level of competency in preparation and use of 

educational aids.
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Table No. 28 shows the comparison of secondary school teachers 

level of competency in preparation and use of educational aids with their 

students skill wise performance.

Findings:

1. As there are no low level of secondary school teachers of

competency in preparation and use of educational aids the comparison

(of mean, scores of secondary school students for various skills) of low

& medium and low & high is not applicable.
since t - cal < t - tab

2. No significant difference is found between the scores of secondary

school students of medium and high level of teachers competency in
*

preparation and use educational aids for the skills of listening, speaking,

reading and talking skill. Therefore the Hypothesis No. 6 is accepted.
since t-cal > t-tab

3. Significant difference is found between the scores of secondary 

school students of medium and high level of teachers competency in 

preparation and use of educational aids for the writing skill. Therefore 

the Hypothesis No. 6 is rejected.

Comparison of the Level of Competency in Preparation And Use 
Educational Aids of Primary and Secondary School Teachers and 
Their Students Skillwise Performance From Table Nos. 25, 26, 
27 and 28.
Conclusion :

a. There are 0% primary school teachers and 0% secondary school 

teachers with low level of competency in preparation and use of 

educational aids.
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40% primary school teachers with medium level of competency in 

preparation and use of educational aids, whereas 33% secondary school 

teachers with medium level of competency in preparation and use of 

educational aids. 60% primary school teachers with high level of 

competency in preparation and use of educational aids, whereas 67% 

secondary school teachers with high level of competency in preparation 

and use of educational aids.

b. Out of a total of 600 primary school students, 0% students are 

found to have teachers with low level of competency in preparation and 

use of educational aids. Out of a total of 600 secondary students 0% 

students are found to have teachers with low level of competency in 

preparation and use of educational aids.

c. It is found that at the medium level of teachers competency in 

preparation and se of educational aids primary school students skillwise 

performance is found to be better than that of the secondary school 

students.

d. At the high level of teachers competency in preparation and use of 

educational aids primary school students skillwise performance (except 

Listening skill) is found to be better than that of the secondary school 

students.

Objective No. 4.13:

To find out the relationship between primary school teachers, 

three levels of Evaluation Competency and their students skillwise 

performance.
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Table No. 29 shows the distribution in the low, middle and high 

level of primary school teachers according to their evaluation 

competency, and the number, mean and S.D. of their students skillwise 

performance in the low, middle and high levels.

Observations :

1. Table No. 29 shows that there are no primary school teachers in 

the low level of evaluation competency and it is also seen that there are 

no primary school students in the low level of performance in the five 

skills.

2. Out of a total of 600 primary school students 200 i.e. 33% 

students are found to have teachers (5 i.e. 33%) with medium level of 

evaluation competency, and 400 i.e. 67% students are found to have 

teachers (10 i.e. 67%) with high level of evaluation competency.

Findings :

1. The mean scores of primary school students with the teachers of 

medium level of evaluation competency ranges from 10.70 (Writing skill) 

to 12.86 (Listening skill).

2. The mean scores of primary school students with the teachers of 

high level of evaluation competency ranges from 8.61 (Talking skill) to 

13.01 (Listening skill).
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3. The spread (S.D.) of scores of primary school students is found to 

be more for Talking skill (5.66) for teachers with medium evaluation 

competency.

4. The spread (S.D.) of scores of primary school students s found to 

be more for Reading skill (4.61) for teachers with high level of evaluation 

competency.
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Table No. 30 shows the comparison of primary school teachers 

level of evaluation competency with their students skillwise performance.

Findings :

1. As there are no low level of evaluation competency, teachers of 

primary school, the comparison (of mean, scores of primary school 

students for the various skills) in the two groups of teachers evaluation

competency low & medium, low & high is not applicable.

since t -cal < t-tab

2. No significant difference is found between the scores of primary

school students of medium & high level of teachers evaluation 
competency. cfdo ' "j’ ^

Objective No. 4.14:

To find out the relationship between secondary school teachers, 

three levels of Evaluation competency and their students skillwise 

performance.
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Table No. 31 shows the distribution in the low, middle and high 

levels of secondary school teachers according to their evaluation 

competency, and the number, mean and S.D. of students skillwise 

performance in the low, middle and high levels.

Observations :

1. Table No. 31 shows that there are no secondary school teachers in 

the low level of evaluation competency and it is also seen that there are 

no secondary school students in the low level of performance in skills. 

Out of a total of 600 secondary school students 400 i.e. 67% students are 

found to have teachers (10 i.e. 67%) with medium level of evaluation 

competency. 200 i.e. 33% secondary school students are found to have 

teachers (5 i.e. 33%) with high level of evaluation competency.

Findings :

1. The mean scores of secondary school students with teachers of 

medium level of evaluation competency ranges from 8.31 (Talking skill) 

to 12.45 (Listening skill).

2. The mean scores of secondary school students with teachers of 

high level of evaluation competency ranges from 8.21 (Talking skill) to 

12.41 (Listening skill).

3. The spread (S.D.) of scores of secondary school students is found 

to be more for Reading skill (4.91, 4.70) that of Listening skill (4.56, 

4.23) for the medium & high level of teachers evaluation competency.
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Table No. 32 shows the comparison of secondary school teachers 

level of evaluation competency with their students skillwise performance.

Findings:

1. As there are no low level of secondary school teachers of

evaluation competency, the comparison (of mean, scores of secondary

school students for various skills) in the two groups of teachers low &

medium, low & high is not applicable.

since t- cal < t-tab

2. No significant difference is found between the scores of secondary 

school students of medium & high level of teachers evaluation 

competency for any of the five skills. Therefore the Hypothesis No. 7 is 

accepted.

Comparison of the Level of Evaluation Competency of Primary and 

Secondary School Teachers and Their Students Skillwise 

Performance From Table Nos. 29,30,31 and 32.

Conclusions:

a. There are 0% primary school teachers and 0% secondary school 

teachers with low level of evaluation competency.

33% primary school teachers with medium level of evaluation 

competency, whereas 67% secondary school teachers with medium level 

of Evaluation competency. 67% primary school teachers with high level 

of evaluation competency, whereas 33% secondary school teachers with 

high level of evaluation competency.
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b. Out of a total of 600 primary students 0% students are found to 

have teachers with low level of evaluation competency. Out of a total of 

600 secondary students, 0% students are found to have teachers with low 

level of evaluation competency. 200 i.e. 33% primary school students 

are found to have teachers with medium level of evaluation competency, 

whereas 400 i.e. 67% secondary school students are found to have 

teachers with medium level of evaluation competency. 400 i.e. 67% 

primary school students are found to have teachers with high level of 

evaluation competency. Whereas 200 i.e. 33% secondary school 

students are found to have teachers with high level of evaluation 

competency.

c. It is found that at the medium level of teachers evaluation 

competency, primary students skillwise performance (except Talking 

skill) is better than that of secondary school students.

d. At the high level of teachers evaluation competency, secondary 

school students skillwise performance is better than that of primary 

school students (except Reading skill).

Objective No. 4.15:

To find out the relationship between primary school teachers, 

three levels of Management competency and their students skillwise 

performance.
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Table No. 33 shows the distribution in the low, middle and high 

level of primary school teachers according to their management 

competency, and the number, mean and S.D. of their students skillwise 

performance in the low, middle and high levels.

Observations :

1. Table No. 33 shows that there are no primary school teachers in 

the low level of management competency and it is also seen that there are 

no primary school students in the low level of performance in the five 

skills.

2. Out of a total of 600 primary school students 200 i.e. 33% 

students are found to have teachers (5 i.e. 33%) with medium level of 

management competency, and 400 i.e. 67% students are found to have 

teachers (10 i.e. 67%) with high level of management competency. 

Findings :

1. The mean scores of primary school students with the teachers of 

medium level of management competency ranges from 8.54 (Talking 

skill) to 12.61 (Listening skill).

2. The mean scores of primary school students with the teachers of 

high level of management competency ranges from 8.76 (Talking skill) to 

13.13 (Listening skill).
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3. The spread (S.D.) of scores of primary school students is found to 

be more for speaking skill (4.70) for teachers with medium level of 

management competency.

4. The spread (S.D.) of scores of primary school students is found to 

be more for Reading skill (4.62) for teachers with high level of 

management competency.
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Table No.34 shows the comparison of primary school teachers 

level of management competency with their students skillwise 

performance.

Findings :

1. As there are no low level of management competency teachers of 

primary school, the comparison (of mean, scores of primary school 

students for the various skills) in the two groups of teachers management

competency low & medium, low & high is not applicable.

since t-tab < t-cal

2. No significant difference is found between the scores of primary 

school students of medium & high level of teachers management 

competency. Therefore the Hypothesis No. 8 is accepted.

Objective No. 4.16:

To find out the relationship between secondary school teachers, 

three levels of Management competency and their students skillwise 

performance.
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Table No. 35 shows the distribution in the low, middle and high 

levels of secondary school teachers according to their management 

competency, and the number, mean and S.D. of students skillwise 

performance in the low, middle and high levels.

Observations :

1. Table No. 35 shows that there are no secondary school teachers in 

the low level of management competency and it is also seen that there are 

no secondary school students in the low level of performance in skills. 

Out of a total of 600 secondary school students 440 i.e. 73% students are 

found to have teachers (11 i.e. 73%) with medium level of management 

competency. 160 i.e. 27% students are found to have teachers (4 i.e. 

27%) with high level of management competency.

Findings :

1. The mean scores of secondary school students with teachers of 

medium level of management competency ranges from 8.43 (Talking 

skill) to 12.56 (Listening skill).

2. The mean scores of secondary school students with teachers of 

high level of management competency ranges from 7.84 (Talking skill) to 

12.08 (Listening skill).

3. The spread (S.D.) of scores of secondary school students is found 

to be more for Reading skill (4.73, 5.13) than that of Listening skill (4.42, 

4.54) for the medium & high level of teachers management competency.
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Table No. 36 shows the comparison of secondary school teachers 

level of management competency with their students skill wise 

performance.

Findings:

1. As there are no low level of secondary school teachers of

management competency, the comparison (of mean, scores of secondary

school students for various skills) in the two groups of teachers low &

medium, low & high is not applicable).

since t-cal < t-tab

2. No significant difference is found between the scores of secondary 

school students of medium & high level of teachers management 

competency for any of the five skills. Therefore, the Hypothesis No. 8 is 

accepted.

Comparison of the Level of Management Competency of Primary 

and Secondary School Teachers and Their Students Skillwise 

Performance From Table Nos. 33,34,35 and 36.

Conclusions:

a. There are 0% primary school teachers and 0% secondary school 

teachers with low level of management competency.

33% primary school teachers with medium level of management 

competency, whereas 73% secondary school teachers with medium level 

of management competency. 67% primary school teachers with high
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level of management competency. Whereas 27% Secondary school 

teachers with high level of management competency.

b. Out of a total of 600 primary students, 0% students are found to 

have teachers with low level of management competency. Out of a total 

of 600 secondary school students, 0% students are found to have 

teachers with low level of management competency. 200 i.e. 33% 

primary school students are found to have teachers with medium level of 

Management competency, whereas 73% secondary school students are 

found to have teachers with medium level of management competency. 

400 i.e. 67% primary school students are found to have teachers with 

high level of management competency, whereas 160 i.e. 27% secondary 

school students are found to have teachers with high level of 

management competency.

It is found that at the medium level of teachers evaluation 

competency, primary school students skillwise performance (except 

Listening & Speaking skill) is better than that of secondary school 

students.

d. At the high level of management competency, primary school 

students skillwise performance is better than that of secondary school. 

Objective No. 4.17 :

To find out the relationship between primary school teachers, 

three levels of Parent Related competency and their students skillwise 

performance.
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Table No. 37 shows the distribution in the low, middle and high 

level of primary school teachers according to their parent related 

competency and the number, mean and S.D. of their students skillwise 

performance in the low, middle and high level.

Observations :

1. Table No. 37 shows that there are no primary school teachers in 

the low level of parent related competency and it is also seen that there 

are no primary school students in the low level of performance in the five 

skills.

2. Out of a total of 600 primary school students 560 i.e. 93% 

students are found to have teachers (14 i.e. 93%) with medium level of 

parent related competency, and 40 i.e. 7% students are found to have 

teachers (1 i.e. 7%) with high level of parent related competency.

Findings :

1. The mean scores of primary school students with the teachers of 

medium level of parent related competency ranges from 8.74 (Talking 

skill) to 12.97 (Listening skill).

2. The mean scores of primary school students with the teachers of 

high level of parent related competency ranges from 8.38 (Talking skill) 

to 12.73 (Listening skill).
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3. The spread (S.D.) of scores of primary school students is found to 

be more for Reading skill (4.65) than that of Speaking skill (4.44) for 

teachers with medium level of parent related competency.

4. The spread (S.D.) of scores of primary school students is found to 

be more for Listening skill (2.09) than that of Speaking skill (1.45) for 

teachers with high level of parent related competency.
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Table No. 38 shows the comparison of primary school teachers 

level of parent related competency with their students skill wise 

performance.

Findings:

1. As there are no low level of parent related competency, teachers of 

primary school, the comparison (of mean, scores of primary school 

students for the various skills) in the two groups of teachers parent 

related competency low & medium, low & high is not applicable.

since t - cal < t - tab

2. No significant difference is found between the scores of primary 

school students of medium & high level of teachers parent related 

competency for any of the five skills. Therefore the Hypothesis No. 9 is 

accepted.

Objective No. 4.18 :

To find out the relationship between secondary school teachers 

three levels of Parent Related competency and their students skillwise 

performance.
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Table No. 39 shows the distribution in the low, middle and high 

levels of secondary school teachers according to their parent related 

competency, and the number, mean and S.D. of students skillwise 

performance in the low, middle and high levels.

Observations :

Table No. 39 shows that there are no secondary school teachers in 

the low level of parent related competency and it is also seen that there 

are no secondary schools students in the low level of performance in 

skills. Out of a total of 600 secondary school students 520 i.e. 86% 

students are found to have teachers (13 i.e. 86%) with medium level of 

parent related competency. 80% i.e. 14% secondary school students are 

found to have teachers (2 i.e. 14%) with high level of parent related 

competency.

Findings:

1. The mean scores of secondary school students with teachers of 

medium level of parent related competency ranges from 8.45 (Talking 

skill) to 12.62 (Listening skill).

2. The mean scores of secondary school students teachers of high 

level of parent related competency ranges from 7.13 (Talking skill) to 

11.21 (Listening skill).

3. The spread (S.D.) of scores of secondary school students is found 

to be more for Reading skill (4.80, 5.00) than that of Listening skill (4.42, 

4.51) for the medium & high level of teachers parent related competency.
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Table No. 40 shows the comparison of secondary school teachers 

level of parent related competency with their students skill wise 

performance.

Findings :

1. As there are no low level of secondary school teachers of parent 

related competency, the comparison (of mean, scores of secondary 

school students for various skill) in the two groups of teachers low & 

medium, low & high is not applicable.

since t-cal < t-tab

2. No significant difference is found between the scores of secondary

school students for teachers with medium & high level of parent related

competency for reading & writing skill.

Therefore the Hypothesis No. 9 is accepted.
sincet-cal < t-tab

3. Significant difference is found between the scores of secondary 

school students for teachers with medium & high level of parent related 

competency for the skills of listening, speaking & talking skill. 

Therefore, the Hypothesis No. 9 is rejected.

Comparison of the Level of Parent Related Competency of Primary 
and Secondary School Teachers and Their Students Skillwise 
Performance From Table Nos. 37,38,39 and 40.

Conclusions:

a. There are 0% primary school teachers and 0% secondary school 

teachers with low level of parent related competency. 93% primary 

school teachers with medium level of parent related competency whereas
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86% secondary school teachers with medium level of parent Related 

competency. 7% primary school teachers with high level of parent related 

competency, whereas 14% secondary school teachers with high level of 

parent related competency.

b. Out of a total of 600 primary school students 0% students are 

found to have teachers with low level of parent related competency. Out 

of a total of 600 secondary school students, 0% students are found to 

have teachers with low level of parent related competency. 560 i.e. 93% 

primary school students are found to have teachers with medium level of 

parent related competency, whereas 520 i.e. 86% secondary school 

students are found to have teachers with medium level of parent related 

competency. 40% i.e. 7% primary students are found to have teachers 

with high level of parent related competency, whereas 80 i.e. 14% 

secondary school students found to have teachers with high level of 

parent related competency.

It is found that at the medium level of teachers parent related 

competency, primary school students skillwise performance (except 

Listening skill) is better than that of secondary school students.

d. At the high level of parent related competency, primary school 

students skillwise performance is better than that of secondary school 

students.

Objective No.4.19 :

To find out the relationship between primary school teachers three 

levels of Community Rapport competency and their students skillwise 

performance.
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Table No. 41 shows the distribution in the low, middle and high 

level of Primary school teachers according to the community rapport 

competency and the number, mean and S.D. of their students skillwise 

performance in the low, medium and high levels.

Observations:

1. Table No. 41 shows that out of a total of 600 primary students 40 

i.e. 7% students are found to have teachers (1 i.e. 7%) with low level of 

community rapport competency 320 i.e. 54% primary students are found 

to have teachers (8 i.e. 54%) with medium level of community rapport 

competency. 240 i.e. 40% primary students are found to have teachers (6 

i.e. 40%) with high level of community rapport competency.

Findings :

1. The mean scores of primary school students with the teachers of 

low level of community rapport competency ranges from 7.23 (Talking 

skill) to 11.65 (Listening skill).

2. The mean scores of primary school students with the teachers of 

medium level of community rapport competency ranges from 8.67 

(Talking skill) to 12.83 (Listening skill).

3. The mean scores of primary school students with the teachers of 

high level of community rapport competency ranges from 9.03 (Talking 

skill) to 23.34 (Listening skill).
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4. The spread (S.D.) of scores of primary school students is found to 

be more for Writing skill (5.18) than that of Reading skill (4.51) for 

teachers with low level of community rapport competency.

5. The spread (S.D.) of scores of primary school students is found to 

be more for Reading skill (4.55) than that of Listening skill (4.21) for 

teachers with medium level of community rapport competency.

6. The spread (S.D.) of scores of primary school students is found to 

be more for Listening skill (4.76) than that of Speaking skill (4.33) for 

teachers with high medium level of community rapport competency.
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Table No. 42 shows the comparison of primaiy school teachers 

level of community rapport competency with their students skillwise 

performance.

Findings :

since t- cal < t-tab

1. No significant difference is found between the scores of primary 

school students low & medium level of teachers community rapport 

competency for the skills of listening, speaking, writing, talking skill.

Therefore, the Hypothesis No. 10 is accepted.
sincet-cal > t-tab

2. Significant difference is found between the scores of primaiy 

school students teachers with low & medium level of community rapport 

competency for the skill of reading. Therefore, the Hypothesis No. 10 is 

rejected.
sincet-cal < t-tab

3. No significant difference is found between the scores of primary 

students of Medium & high level of community rapport competency for

any of the five skill. Therefore, the Hypothesis No. 10 is accepted.
sincet-cal > t-tab

4. Significant difference is found between the scores of primary 

school students of low & high level of community rapport competency 

of teachers for the skills of speaking & reading. Therefore, the

Hypothesis No. 10 is accepted. 

Objective No. 4.20:

To find out the relationship between secondary school teachers, 

three levels of Community Rapport competency and their students 

skillwise performance.
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Table Ho. 43 shows the distribution in the low, middle and high 

levels of secondary school teachers according to their community rapport 

competency and the number, mean and S.D. of students skillwise 

performance in the low, middle & high levels.

Observations:

Table No. 43 shows that out of a total of 600 secondary school 

students, 40 i.e. 7% students are found to have teachers (1 i.e. 7%) with 

low level of community rapport competency. 440 i.e. 73% secondary 

school students are found to have teachers (11 i.e. 73%) with medium 

level of community rapport competency. 120 i.e. 20% secondary school 

students are found to have teachers (3 i.e. 20%) with high level of 

community rapport competency.

Findings:

1. The mean scores of secondary school students with teachers of 

low level of community rapport competency ranges from 9.68 (Talking 

skill) to 13.83 (Listening skill).

2. The mean scores of secondary school students with teachers of 

medium level of community rapport competency ranges from 8.18 

(Talking skill) to 12.33 (Listening skill).

3. The mean scores of secondary school students teachers with high 

level of community rapport competency ranges from 8.16 (Talking skill) 

to 12.34 (Listening skill).
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4. The spread (S.D.) of scores of secondary school students is found 

to be more for Writing skill (17.34) than that of Reading skill (13.34) for 

the low level of teachers community rapport competency.

5. The spread (S.D.) of scores of secondary school students is found 

to be more for Reading skill (4.93) than that of Listening skill (4.49) for 

the medium level of teachers community rapport competency.

6. The spread (S.D.) of scores of secondary school students is found 

to more for Reading skill (2.20) than that of Listening skill (2.10) for the 

high level of teachers community rapport competency.
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Table No. 44 shows the comparison of secondary school teachers 

level of community rapport competency with their students skillwise

performance.

Findings:
since t-cal > t-tab

1. Significant difference is found between the scores of secondary

school students for teachers with low & medium levels of community

rapport competency for the skills of listening, writing & talking.

Therefore the Hypothesis No. 10 is rejected.

since t - cal < t - tab

2. No significant difference is found between the scores of secondary 

school students for teachers with low & medium level of community 

rapport competency for the skills of speaking & reading. Therefore, the 

Hypothesis No. 10 is accepted.

sincet-cal < t-tab

3. No significant difference is found between the scores of secondary 

school students for teachers with medium & high levels of community 

rapport competency for any of the five skills. Therefore, the Hypothesis 

No. 10 is accepted.

Sincet-cal > t-tab

4. Significant difference is found between the scores of secondary

school students for teachers with low & high levels of community rapport
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competency for listening & writing skill. Therefore the Hypothesis No. 

10 is rejected.

since t-cal < t-tab

5. No significant difference is found between the scores of secondary 

school students for teachers with low & high levels of community rapport 

competency for speaking, reading and talking skill.

Comparison of the Level of Community Rapport Competency of 

Primary and Secondary School Teachers and Their Students 

Skillwise Performance From Table Nos. 41, 42,43 and 44.

Conclusions :

a. There are 7% primary school teachers and 7% secondary school 

teachers with low level of community rapport competency. 53% primary 

school teachers with medium level of community rapport competency. 

Whereas 73% secondary school teachers with medium level of 

community rapport competency. 40% primary school teachers with high 

level of community rapport competency, whereas 20% secondary school 

teachers with high level of community rapport competency.

b. Out of a total of 600 primary school students, 40 i.e. 7% students 

are found to have teachers with low level of community rapport 

competency. Out of a total of 600 secondary school students, 40 i.e. 7% 

students are found to have teachers with low level of community Rapport 

competency. 320 i.e. 535 primary school students are found to have
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teachers with medium level of community rapport competency, whereas 

440 i.e. 73% secondary school students are found to have teachers with 

medium level of community rapport competency. 240 i.e. 40% primary 

school students are found to have teachers with high level of community 

rapport competency, whereas 120 i.e. 20% secondary school students are 

found to have teachers with high level of community rapport 

competency.

c. It is found that at the low & medium level of teachers community 

rapport competency, primary students skillwise performance is better 

than that of secondary school students.

d. At the high level of teachers community rapport competency, 

secondary school students skillwise performance is better than that of 

primary school students.

Having analysed the collected data the findings of the study on 

which are based the conclusions with essential implications of the study 

are reported in the following sixth and final chapter of the report.


