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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this study was to compare the Mattayom Suksa I
students’ achievement using English Learning Activities for
Communication with Classroom Management and the Teacher’s Manual.

The samples were 61 Mattayom Suksa I students in the first
semester of the 1996 academic year at Na-ngiw Wittayasan School
in Khon Kean Province. They were purposively selected from two
classes and divided into two groups: experimental and control groups.
Quasi-Experimental Design was used in the study.

The instruments used in the study consisted of 20 Lesson Plans
for the experimental group and an English Achievement Test. This test

was divided into two parts: part one was a written test for listening,



reéding and writing skills; part two was an oral test for speaking
skills. The test was created by the researcher.

Both groups were taught by the researcher. The experimental
group was taught by English learning activities for communication
method with classroom management whereas the control group was taught
by the teacher manual approach.

Pre-test and post-test were administered to both groups. After
the experiment, the i, S.D. and gain scores were compared, The scores
were treated through the application of a t-test. !

It was revealed from this study that the mean scores of the two
groups 1in listening skills were significantly different at .05 level

but there was no significant difference in speaking, reading and

writing skills.



