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The purposes 'of this study were to compare English grammar,
listening, speaking and listening-speaking gained scores of students
taught through the_communicétive approach incorporated with audio-
lingual practices and the communicative approach. The sample comprised
42 Mathayom Suksa 4 students from Ayutthayawittayalai School. The
students were divided into 2 groups - experimental group 1 and experi-
mental group 2. Each group had comparable ability in English, Judsed
from the result of the pretest scores of the standard achievement
English Test. The experimental group 1 was taught by the communicative
approach incorporated with audio-lingual practices. The experimental
group 2 was taught by the communicative approach. The tests of
grammar, listening, speaking and listening-speaking were given to the
subject as both the pretest and posttest for the experiment. The data
were analized and the t-test was used to test the difference between

means of the scores.



The findings of ﬁhis study were as follows :

1. The English grammar gained score of the groups taught by the
communicative approach incorporated with audio-lingual practices and
those taught by the communicative approach were not significantly
different. [

2. The English listening gained score of the groups taught by
the communicative approach incorporated with audio-lingual practices
and those taught by the communicative approach were not significantly
different.

3. The English speaking gained score of the groups taught by
the communicative approach incorporated with audio-lingual practices
and those taught by the communicative approach were not significantly
different.

4. The English listening-speaking sgained score of the groups
taught by the communicative approach incorporated with audio~lingual
practices was significantly higher than that taught by the communica-

tive approach.



