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Abstract

The purposes of this research were to design upper-secondary
English Language instructiona! activities using a cooperative learning
" method called Student Teams-Achievement Devision (STAD) ; to study
achievements in listening and speaking skills of high, moderate and
low achievers ; to compare the students’ views on interaction before
and after using the instructional plans ; and to compare students’
changed views and opinions concerning the method. Three classes of
eighty-two Mathayom Suksa 4 students were classified into three groups
of 30 high achievers, 24 moderate achievers and 28 low achievers.

The researcher taught all classes herself and spent 20 periods
(50 minutes/period) for each class. The teaching lasted altogether
five weeks. Instructional plans were composed of three units. Before

teaching, students’ views on interaction were measured using the



questionnaire constructed by the researcher. After teaching, students
were given the listening and speaking test, the same questionnaire on
interaction and the opinionnaire on the STAD approach which was also
constructed by the researcher. Percentage was computed to analyze
students’ listening and speaking test scores. Differences between
pre-teaching and post-teaching views on interaction of each group were
compared using t-test, changed views and opinions concerning STAD
approach of the three groups were compared by One-way ANOVA. Scheffe
procedure was used to determine the difference between pairs.

Research findings indicated that all students’ listening and
speaking achievements were satisfactory. The lowest percentage
received by only a few students was 60. No difference was found between
pre-teaching and post-teaching views on interactions of high achievers
and low achievers. Moderate achievers’ views in general decreased
significantly af'ter teaching (p <.05). When considering in terms of
each aspect- and item, the three groups’ interaction views 1in some
aspects and items increased significantly (p <.01 and p <.05). For
instance, students felt they shéuld not. do things only the ways they
preferred ; they felt more comfortable to be with others in groups ;
they understood their friends more, and were more willing to follow
group agreements. Students’ changed views were not significantly
different. Their opinions concerning STAD approach were. at the
satisfactory level but no significant difference was found among the

three groups.



