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ABSTRACT

This study attempts to find out the effectiveness of the cooperative learning method on
writing skill in grade ten students over traditional method. For the study, 60 students from
class X of Shree Janata Higher Secondary School were taken as sample. Since it was an
experimental study, the population was divided into two groups as Control Group and
Experimental Group having equal number of boys and girls. They were divided into
groups on the basis of odd-even ranking of the pre-test result. All odd ranks were kept in
Control Group and even ranks were kept in Experimental Group. Each group consisted
30 students, 15 boys and 15 girls. The Control Group was taught to write essay through
the current (traditional) method and the Experimental Group was taught through
cooperative learning method. In order to carry out the study writing essay was taught
based on the S.L.C. model. Two tests namely pre-test and post test were administered for
the collection of primary data. The pre-test was conducted at the beginning to find out the
level of their writing proficiency. The experiment continued for whole 24 consecutive
days. At the end of experimental teaching the same set of the test item, which was used in
pre-test, was administered to the population as post test. However, the subjects were not
prior- informed. The answer sheets were collected checked and scores were tabulated,
compared and analyzed. For the analysis of tabulated data two measurement tools mean
(average) score and percentage were used. The analysis showed that cooperative learning
method ensured better writing proficiency than that of the current methods of the students

of government school of rural area.

This study consists of four chapters. Chapters-one consists of Introduction of the Study
in terms of General Background, Definition and I mportance of Cooperative Learning,
Importance of Writing, Stages of Writing, Characteristics of Good Writing, Objectives of
the Study, Review of the Related Literature etc. Chapter two deals with Methodol ogy
applied to carry out the research work. Both sources of data: primary and secondary were

used in preparation for the research. For the primary data the researcher sampled 60



students of grade 'X' of Shree Janata Higher Secondary School, Gadariya-4, Kailali. For
the secondary sources of data the researcher consulted books, journals, articles and theses
earlier done by other researchers under the faculty of Education related to cooperative
learning and writing skill. Chapter — three presents the Analysis and | nterpretation of the
Data. The researcher employed the statistical and descriptive measures to analyze and
interpret the data. The performance of the students was analyzed on the basis of marks
they obtained in the pre-test and the post test. Chapter-four deals with the Findings of the
Study and Recommendations on the basis of the findings.

Sita Ram Chaudhary
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