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Abstract

‘The purposes of this research were to study Thai spelling ability achievement of students
learning through Teams-Games-Tournaments and those by the traditional method, to compare the
development of the high, medium and low achievers and to investigate their opinions toward Teams-
Games-Tournaments teaching. The subjects were 70 Prathom Suksa 4 Students at Maung
Sakolnakorn School, Sakolnakorn Province during the first semester of the academic year of 1999.
The students were devided into two groups: an experimental group and a controlled. The researcher
taught the experimental group using the Teams-Games-Tournaments approach, and the controlled
group using the traditional method approach for four weeks (60 periods; 20 minutes a period). The
randomized control group pretest—posttest design was used in the experiment. The instruments used in
this experiment were Thai spelling ability achievement test and opinion on learning through Teams-
Games-Tournaments questionnaires having the reliability at 0.87 and 0.79 respectively.

The students were asked to do the Thai spelling ability pretest and posttest designed by the
researcher. The scores of students from both groups statistically analyzed by using t-test. After the
experimental group was taught through the of the high, the medium and the Teams-Games-
Tournaments approach, the Thai spelling ability of the high, medium and low achievers were analyzed

using one way analysis of variance (ANOVA). The findings were as follows:



1. The Thai spelling ability achievement scores of the students learning through Teams-
Games-Tournaments approach were statistically higher than those of the students learning through
the traditional method approach at the level of .01

2. After the experimental group was taught through the Teams-Games-Tournaments
approach, the Thai spelling ability of the low achievers was significantly higher than that of the high
and medium achievers at the level of .01. The Thai spelling ability of the medium achievers was
significantly higher than that of the high achievers at the level of .01.

3. The students’ opinions on learning through the Teams-Games-Tournaments approach
were ranked good on average. It was found, specifically that the following 5 areas were all ranked
good; teaching techniques, classroom activities, self-adjustments, self-academic competence, and

classroom atmosphere and relationships among group members.




