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ABSTRACT

The purposes of this research were to compare students’
English learning achievement of Mathayom Suksa I who were taught
by the Cooperative Integrated Reading and Composition (CIRC) and
the conventional method, to compare the learning achievement of
the pretested and unpretested students and to study the main
effects of interactions between the method of teaching and the
pretesting upon English learning achievement. The samples consisted
of 120 Mathayom Suksa I students in the second semester of academic
year 1995 from NakhornkKhonkaen School, Muang District, Khon Kaen

Province. The subjects were selected by cluster sampling



technique and then assigned into two experimental groups and two
control groups by simple random sampling technique. There were
30 subjects in each groups.The Solomon Four-Group Design was
utilized in this study. The instruments used for the experiment
and collecting data were the lesson plans of the Cooperative
Integrated Reading and Composition method, the lesson plans of the
conventional method and the four-choice English achievement tests.
There were 30 items in each of the two tests which were used for the
pretesting and the posttesting. The item difficulty was between .20 -
.80, the discrimination index between .20 - .72, the reliability
coefficients at .82 and .83 respectively. The data were then
analyzed by using the arithmetic mean (i), standard deviation (S.D.),
t-test and analysis of covariance for 2 x 2 Factofial Design. The
results from this research were as follows :

1. The English learning achievement of the experimental group
was higher than that of the control group at .05 level of statistical
significance.

2. The English learning achievement between pretested groups
and unpretested groups were different at .05 level of statistical
significance.

3. There was no difference of statistical significance at .05
level in the interactions between the teaching method and the pretesting

on the English learning achievement.



