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Students

Author Miss Sirion Sangpradub

Major Program Elementary Lducation

Academic Year 1993

Abslract

This research was irtended to investigate the
effects of remedial teaching by peers on mathematics
achievement of Prathomsuksa VI studenta. The remedial
teaching was subdivided iﬁto 4 grc_;ups 1 one-to-ore
tutor—tutee peers, one-to-three tutor—tut@e peers,
one-to-six tutor-tutee pesrs, and 'mnf:diél teaching hy
teacher. The samples in this expsrimental study were
72 Prathomnsulksa VI students of Wichianchom School under
the Office of the Songkhla Provincial Frimary Education
in the academic year 1093. Following a mathematics
achisvenent pretest se_ésion, the subjects were ramdomly
azsigned into 4 experimental groups, 18 students in each.
The instruments comwprised a 30-item mathematics achievement
test, nine sets of remedial teaching lesson plans, and nine
sets of remedial exsrcises. Fach of the experimental
groups was treated in nine 40-minute segsions, with one
lesson plan in each sessions. The experinents were
conducted three times in a wesk. Immediately following
the experiment, all subjects were asked to do a mathematics

‘achivement test. Scores obtained from the achievement
test were analyzed using the ore—way ANOVA.
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The results werce as follows :
1.  There was a éignificant difference in mathematics
achievement between four groups of the subjects (le,
remedial teaching by ore-to-one tutor-tutee peers,by
ores—~to—three tutor-tutee pesrs, by one-to-six
tutor-tutee peers and by teacher) as- the following:

1.1 The subjects treated with remedial teaching by
orle-tq¥orae3 tutor-tutee peers had higher mathematics
achievement than those treated with remedial teaching by
" one-to-six tutor-tutce peers at the .01 level of
signilicance,

1.2 The subjects treated with remedial teaching by
one—to-three tutor-tutes pesrs had higher mathemstics
achievenent than those treated with remedial teaching by
ocne-to-six lator-tutse peers at the .05 level of
significance.

1.3 The subjects treated with remdial teaching by
teacher had higher mathematics achievement than those
treated with remedial teaching by one—to-six tator-tutee
ceers at the .05 level of significance.

1.4 There was no significant difference in mathematics
achievement between the subjects treated with remedial
teaching by one—-to-one twtor-utlee pesrs, of one—to-three
tutor-tutesg peers and by teacher.

2. The mathemalics achievenent betwesen the subjects prior
to the treatment of all four remedial tesching methods
(ie, remedial teaching by ore—to-one tutor-tutee peers, of
one-to-three tutor-tutee peers, of ane-to-six tutor-tutee
peers, and by teacher) was higher than that following the
treatment of the remedial teaching at the .01 level of

" significance.
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