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CONCLUSION

With a view to evaluating the Reading course 1 for first year fast track students at HULIS-VNU, the research was conduct to look in to such aspects of the course as Need analysis, Goals and Objectives, Facilities, Assignment and Cousebook (including Topics, Reading strategies and Grammar).
Overall, the course was a good one. First, it could gratify the students’ need by maintaining the tentative feature so that it was subject to changes upon student’s expectation. Second, the course goals and objectives are specific, realistic and achievable enough for the students to gain within the time budget. The majority of the students could achieve some or most of the goals by the time the course ended. Third, the facilities involved in the course were supportive enough to most of the participant, both outside and inside the classroom. Fourth, the two kinds of assignment were beneficial in the sense that they could reveal about students language performance and study progress. Finally, the course book included motivating topics that encouraged students to learn more about, and the essential reading strategies that could help students ease the reading burden. 
However, there is still room for improvements with regard to the measurability of the course goals, the Individual assignment and the Grammar feature of the course. 
In order to lead the course to a better stage, it is recommended to put the following suggestions into consideration. First and foremost, the course goals and objectives can have more measurable features (for more information, see appendix). What is more, instructions in the media-supported form- video- should be added for better visualization and less confusion. Last but not least, it remains necessary to revise the grammar features in the course; however, this should not take as much time. Time should be better saved for the discussion which promises to make a better use of students’ Individual portfolio.  
It is obvious that the benefits of the course far outweigh its drawbacks. Therefore, Reading course 1, with a little adaptation as suggested in the Implication part, can be nominated to be the official reading course for first year fast track students at ULIS- VNU.
It should also be noted that although efforts have been made, some limitations are unavoidable during the process of doing the research.
First of all, the objectivity of the research may be questioned as the researcher is also the designer of the course and the teacher teaching the course. However, as stated by Hoyle (1972, p. 24, quoted in Stenhouse 1988, p. 144, cited in Rea-Dickins and Germaine, 1992:66), “Ultimately, it is the teacher who has to operationalize on innovation at the classroom level”. As an insider, the researcher has a thorough look at the course as it proceeds. She also uses questionnaires, students’ diaries to ask for ideas of students studying the course; exploits teacher interview for more objective assessment and utilizes her self-report to record features of the course while it was on the go. The researcher had her belief that the combination of quantitative method and qualitative method would generate good results in her research. 

Secondly, the validity of the research would be better guaranteed if more participants were involved in the evaluation. Nevertheless, due to characteristics of a Fast track groups, that chance would not happen. In place, the researcher uses data triangulation and methodological triangulation to make up for it. Hopefully, the various sources of information and different ways of collecting it can be a good substitution for the limited number of participants in the research.  

Thirdly, questions may be made when there is no presence of SPSS, the world’s leading statistical software, in the research.  Nonetheless, since the data serving the research did not base itself on a sample, but from all the population, SPSS does not seem the right choice. Additionally, the use of SPSS can be counter-effective when the sample size is too small because important research findings may be missed in such a case. Last but not least, as mentioned before, the research does not aim at generalizing things, but to figure out the phenomena of the course, therefore, SPSS does not appear the suitable choice. 
Doing course evaluation means more than evaluating just the materials and the goals or the approach of the course. Other aspects could offer for room for evaluation, like evaluating the teaching and learning activities, evaluating the teachers, and such. However, since this is the first evaluation of the course to be done, and due to the time matter, the researcher only focuses on the mentioned issues. She strongly recommended further study on the issue raised to create a more perfect picture of the situation, should it be given more time.
