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ABSTRACT

The purposes of this classroom action research were to study and follow-up
the output of using pairework activities and the alternatives in ptace of individual
formative tests. It was accordance with the needs of the undergraduate students in
inferential statistics course {055324), to find out the strong and weak points of
pairwork activities, and to find out the information related to learning and teaching as
well as students’ opinions towards the use of pairwork activities and the altematives.
This study was conducted under the three continually semesters. The target subjects
were the undergraduates who registered in the course of education statistics |,
Inferential Statistics (055324), provided by the Faculty of Education, Chiang Mai
University. The total of 72 students from the three following semesters: 22 students
studied in the second semester of 2001 academic year, 40 and 10 students studied
in the first and second semester of 2002 academic year respectively. The instruments
used for data collection were student's journal writing, exercises, products indicating
learning by using activity, examination paper, questionnaire and lecturer's observation
records. In addition, focus group interview and observation while teaching were used
for collecting data. Data were analyzed by using frequency count, percentage, mean

of percentage, and content analysis. The research results were as follows:
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1. The numbers of pairework activities used in 3 semesters were 7,7,and 5
respectively. The alternatives were singlework (individual testing) and groupwork.
There were equally 3 times of singlework activities used in the first and second
semester of 2002 academic year respectivety, and the groupwork activity was used
once in the second semester of 2002 academic year. It was found that the outcomes
of the pairework and groupwork activities involved number of students who received
score less than half were less than numbers of students in the singlework activity.

2. The students’ mean percentage of the overall achievement score were
ranged from 69.90 to 78.44 which was considered as satisfactory. The main causes
of receiving very low scores of some students were due to class absence and
undelivered homework, and insufficient of background knowledge on mathematics
used for leaming statistics. The result of the teaching evaluation from the three
semester rated by students was 4.15 which was considered as good level.

3. There were 6 and 7 items of the strong and weak points on pairework
activities listed.

4. The majority of students rariged from 50 to 60 percentage did homework
by studying from textbooks and consulting friends. There was 12.5% of students who
could not do homework by their own but copied it from their friends or consulted their
friends.

5. The majority of students (65% up) agreed with the way of remedial
teaching used by the lecturer based on certain circumstances.

6. Th majority (8 out of 10) wanted to be tested by individual subject matter
instead of testing the whole lesson or group of subject matters.

7. The needs of choosing types of activity depending on task experiences
gained from the second semester of 2002 academic year. There was equally 30
percent of siudents selecting to use pairework activities as well as the combination

of pair, individual, and groupwaork activity. A list of reasons was shown in the report.



