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ABSTRACT

The purposes of this experimental research were to compare the
Pratomsuksa v students’ learning achievement and retention in English
through the communicative activity practices and the teacher’s manual.

The samples were 86 Pratomsaksa v students of Anubanchaiyaphum
school, Amphoe Muangchaiyaphum, Changwat Chaiyaphum which was selected
through two-stage sampling during the second semester of the academic
year 1996. Forty-three students were designated experimental group and

the rest control group. The experimental group was taught through



the communicative activity practices and the control group was taught
through the teacher’s manual. A total of 16 periods were given to each
group. Pretest - Posttest Control Group Design was used.

The researcher instruments used in this study consisted of
lesson plans and a test based on the function of language. There were
100 and the test was divided into two parts : Part one was a written
test based on Listening, Reading and Writing skill. Part two was an
oral test for speaking skill. The tests were constructed by the
researcher.

The data were analyzed by applying a t-test to find the
difference of learning achievement means and retention means of both
group by SPSS/PC+. The results of the research indicated that :

1) The students in the experimental group performed better than
those in the control group on the learning achievement in English at
.05 level of statistical significance.

2) The students in the experimental group performed better than
those in the control group on the learning retention in English at .05

level of statistical significance.



