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ABSTRACT

The purposes of this research were (1) to compare the achievement of two groups of students
. the first group used the peertutoring strategy ; and the second group studied under the Conventional
Approaches. and (2) to compare the leaming achievemment of the first group, which was divided into
three sub-groups according to their previous leaming achieverment : high achievement, medium
achievemnent, and low achievernent. The content leamed and tested was the structures of atorns. The
total number of subjects was 64 and they were selested by Random Sampliné. All the subjects were
seience-mathematics orented 12Lh graders of Kuddoopithayakom School, Kuddoo Sub-District,
Nonsang District, Nongboalamphu Province, second semester of the 1995 academic year. A pre-test
and post-test were employed. The mserch tools used were an achievemnent test, a peertutoring lesson
plan, and a nomnal lesson plan. As for statistical analysis, the t-test and Cne Way ANOVA were
employed.

The results were :

1. The achievement of the students who studied by using peer-tutoring was statistically-

significanty higher than the control group (p < 0.05).



2. The former high - achievement students scored statistically - significanty higher than the
former medium and low groups (p < 0.05), but there was no difference between the former medium

and the former low groups.



