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f[he purposes of this study were to investigate 1} the effect of communication strategy instruction on £nglish

oral commu?icative proficiency, 2} the retention of English oral communicative proficiency of students taught by using

communication strategy, 3) the effect of communication strategy instruction on using communication strategy and 4) the

retention of using communication strategy of students taught by using communication strategy. The samples of
|

this study v\%ere two groups, 20 students each of mathayorn suksa three students purposively selected from

x
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|
Thonburi WQrathephiphalarak School, Bangkok Metropolis, in the academic year 1996. They were randomly assigned as

the experim%ntal group taught by using communication strategy and the control group taught by usmg conventional
|

method. Thb researcher taught each group by himseif for 6 weeks. The research instruments were 12 lesson plans

per group, leparallel sets of speaking proficiency test and a set of communication strategy ohservation form constructed

|
by the resea?rcher. The first speaking proficiency test was administered to both groups at the end of the experment,

1

Three w«\reekﬂI after the experiment, the second speaking proficiency test was administered to the experimental group. The
t ' '

cnmmunicati}m strategy observation form was used to collect communication strategy of the experimental group before

o :
the experiment, at the end of and three weeks after the experiment. The collected data were analyzed by means of
|

arithmetic m,'earu, standard deviation, t- test and percentage.
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j|Fhe results of the study were as follows:
!

Jg. The students taught by using communication stfategy gained higher English oral comunicative proficiency
|
than those :taught by using conventional method at the .01 level of significance.

|
lE. The students taught by using communication strategy gained no retention of English  oral

cnmmunicati%e proficiency at the .05 level of significance.

| : . L
8. The samples taught by using communication strategy used more communication strategy after the
l

experiment tlwan before the experiment.
|

%1. The samples taught by using communication strategy gained no retention of using communication

strategy. |
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