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COURSEWARE/ ENGLISH FOR COMMUNICATION

The purposes of this study were 1) to developahglish for Communication
courseware for students at Chaiyaphum Rajabhat dikity, 2) to determine the
efficiency of the English for Communication coursees for students at Chaiyaphum
Rajabhat University based on the 80/80 standardp 3)ompare English learning
achievement of students who studied by using th&seware and students who
studied by using traditional classroom method, @&)dp explore students’ opinions
toward learning by using tlm®urseware.

This study was a quasi-experiment which was agsteand post-test design. The
sample for this study was 60 students who were lledran the English for
Communication course in the second semester ofeatadyear 2008 at Chaiyaphum
Rajabhat University. They were randomly assignéd two groups: experimental and
control. Both groups took a pre-test before legynifhe experimental group learned
through the courseware whereas the control groamée through the traditional
classroom method. After that, both groups weredagkelo a post-test. The questionnaire
was used to ask students’ opinions in the expetahegroup. The semi-structured
interview was administered in the experimental gras well. The statistics used to
analyze the data were arithmetic means, standavditioe, percentage, t-test and

ANCOVA.



The findings of this research were as follows:

1. The development of English for Communicationrseware for students at
Chaiyaphum Rajabhat University was rated by theedgpin English Language
Teaching field as “Very appropriate’X( = 4.57).

2. The efficiency of English for Communication ceeware for students at
Chaiyaphum Rajabhat University was 83.22/85.67 kwhiget the criteria 80/80
standard.

3. The English learning achievement of students Vdaoned by using the
courseware and students who learned by using itvadit classroom method were
highly significant different at 0.05.

4. The students had good opinions toward learnyngsing thecourseware in

English for Communication cours&( = 4.09).

School of English Student’s signature

Academic Year 2008 Advisor’s signature




