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Abstract

The purposes of this research were : to design instructional
activities by using a technique of cooperative learning, called
Teams-Games-Tournament.s (TGT) which was used for teaching English
listening and speaking for Prathom Suksa 5 students ; to compare the
listening and speaking pretest and posttest scores of the high;
medium, and low achievers taught through TGT ;3 and to compare the
interaction between pretest and posttest of those achievers. The
subjects studied were 25 Prathom Suksa 5 students in the third quater
of 19982 academic year of Ban Non Muang School, Si That District, Udon
Thani Province. They were divided into 3 categories ;5 5 high, 15

mediwm, and 5 low achievers.



The findings of this research were as follows :

1. The English listening and speaking posttest scores of the
high, medium, and low achievers taught through TGT were significantly
higher than those of pretest scores at the level of .01.

2. The English listening and speaking posttest scores of the
high, medium, and low achievers taught throush TGT were significantly
different from one another at the level of .0i. The mean scores of
the high achievers was significantly higher than those of the low and
medium achievers at the level of .01, whereas the mean scores of the
low and medium achievers were not significantly different.

3. The interaction between pretest and posttest scores of the
high and low achievers were not significantly different, but theose of
the medium achievers were significantly higher at the level of .05.

4. The pretest mean scores of the overall interaction of +the
high achievers were significantly higher than those of the 1low and
medium achievers at the level of .05. The mean scores of interaction
of the medium and 1low achievers were not significantly different.
The mean scores of sympathy and the feelings toward themselves and
friends aspects of the high achievers were significantly higher than
those of .the medium achievers. The interaction mean scores of the
high and low achievers 3 the medium and the low achievers were not
significantly different.

5. The posttest mean scores of the overall interaction and
sympathy of the high achiévers were significantly higher than those of

the low and medium achievers at the level of .05, but the interaction




mean scores of the medium and low achievers were not significantly
different. The cooperation mean scores of the high achievers were
significantly higher than those of the medium achievers at the level
of .05. The interaction mean scores of the high, medium and low

achievers were not significantly different.



