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Abstract

The purposes of this research were to study the effect of STAD
review instruction on mathematics final achievenent test and opinions
about student interaction of wupper secondary school students.
The subjects were 81 Mathayom Suksa 4 students in the second semester
of 1994 acadenic year of Benjamamaharaj School. Two intact classes
were chosen and randomly assigned as the experimental and the control
group. The control group consisted of 41 students while the
expermental group consisted of 40 wmembers. The research instrucments
were as follows : (1) The STAD review instructional plans ;3 (2) The
normal review ipstructional plans (3) The mathematics final achievement
test (math 012) (4) The questionnaire regarding opinions about studentr

interaction.




As for data collection, all subjects took the mathematics final
achievement test (math 012), but the experimental group had to answer
the questionnaire concerning opinions about student interaction before
and after the instruction. The data were statistically analysed. The
ANCOVA was used to conpare Lhe final achievement test scores and the
nidterm scores were employed as the covariate. The opinions about
student interaction before and af fer the instructions wefe ahalysed hy
means of t-test.

The findings of this research were as follows :

1. The final achievement test of the students taught by STAD
review instruction approach were mnot significantly different from these
of the students taught by the normal review instruction approach at the
level of .05 ; and

2. The opinious about student interaction of the students after
the experiment were significantly higher than the opinions before the

experiment at the level of .01.




