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The Effects of Group Therapy Using a Cooperative Learning in Aphasics
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ABSTRACT

This study atternpted to determine the effects of a cooperative and cognitive group therapy
compared to individual therapy in 24 aphasic subjects. Two dependent variables were measured
overall language performance, functional communication skills. 18 subjects with different types
and severity of aphasia participated in the group therapy. 6 aphasic subjects participated in the
individual therapy and they functioned as a control group. The subjects were ranged from 27 to
50 years in age. The group therapy using the cooperative learning utilized the following
procedures. First, 6 aphasics constituted 1 group where each subject peformed a task and they
monitored one another. Second, 2 aphasics consisted 1 group and they cooperated to perform a
task. Third, 3 groups with 2 aphasics in a group competed one another in a task where the 2
aphasics had to cooperated. Finally, the investigator gave the feedback to the group and she
and the subjects discussed the overall procedures of the therapy. The above mentioned 2 tests
were administered pre- and post-treatment. A repeated two-way ANOVA was performed for
analysis. The results showed that the group therapy was more effective in improving overall
language performance as compared to the individual therapy. And, the group therapy was more
effective in increasing functional communication skills as compared to the individual therapy.
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AolZ Bt aFXNEE A 2 A AAYAS AVIZ &9 A7A vFAM AHEEH T gtk 2
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(Kearns & Elman, 2001).

2FXEE MEX R v, Boh A2 F3oA gaLEE 7HedtA Y, 4] bE &
A& 717 dolF AREL YHIET T oI JARF JleH Fo FFES e
(Elman, 1999, A<A4). &, MEX R A4, A5 ML Aols5el 24L& ¢F As5¥TE
AR Aol HE3e dele i oelge] Jdon, I FAPE TFEXNEE T3 BRI F Y
£ ZAolth MaCamey & Johnson(2001)& ZFAR7F Aol &5 Aol @ F(linguistic
errors)E 2371, o8 BAASES & Jlsshd & ¥ oy, 75 AL E R A
2 - A8 A ALY S AAATIE 9 ol & ATt FASHAT £, Avent(1997)= FHEH
& B o]FoiA & AFAE e A3 FEL, V] Mol e HAFAEY AAH, AA
A, 2AAH(metacognitive), R A3H EFES FIAAUYL Ak A= & /HAF, A3 A,
T34, 2 d0jF FEE AU Y& AFAEL Y FFolge FgegUdS FHA AAdA
WAE A B HFH o fEd 4 Qo B oile} gHEG BA folA AoFat
€S A - A A VT S BAd AP - AEA G A6 23S Fol YN Ay
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Az, Bk, 2E#H 2, 27 Fo| 4BHNUL, o) F HAFeY o] v} &ojaPoz 3
A EFY A" AAAES] F97t 7HssIF SHHoen et. al, 1997, Johannsen-Horbach et. al.,, 1993).
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27} Edz & $ Aot Holland & Beeson(1999)% H 1% ZFAEE Hol AFTHez o E7)
AdAME, GUE QojAF FAE G843 AT 715 S AFset dvta FEE v Qo

metA o] Ao X E HolFAEL FYTES FHLE ¢ IFAESY MEXRTGE F N
o AgTE g AAE AolFA AHRE vwstuna gt} oo BE ATEAE FHNES T
Aoz & JFAEI AASAES AN AAFHIA AL FE 715 S FEAII= ol



HYse T HoisAe 2§As &2 29
o. a+ 34

1. et

o] ATE HEFTH AE H &Lz sty dof ol R EF $H EAE Hole 4
FoFA 24 3¢ W22 s g 25 A4 Agd HHE AU YN 2FAF]
EHE Gotir] A3t 18 WolAl ZEFXEE 6 BolA MEXNEE AN A7 HF9 A%
go] FAAEE v *43}‘}15}. E3 o) A7 ARE BT}k ol YutsiAlg)Y] At o
I3 35 HAFAES U E HASAY ol JIEY ATE HojF FHARY +5)9
AolFHREE ez TFAEE T Avent(1997b), Drummonds & Simmons(1995), Marshall
(1993) 59 479 FANES Bgar] Hgeldr

AT g AF V&L &3 2ok

i}

3

AR, B A7 £3E A A,
A, ¥ &4 W 28Tl A,

AR, Nz AR el & 2A} Qe A,

YA, gol F98r) S0 2A £48 .

A, $EFo 54 BUAB) UE A,

AAA, Brhilh 24 kst AEA go AN B ol hsE A
AFA, Y2 Awst YZAaA Fe .

oAEA, Aot 7 9 Hy Aol g .

hEA, YAASS 5 IFAR Al YA 2.

takzbe] B3 e AERE <F 1>3 <E 2>9) AAHo ok



SA T A11A A23 (2004, 6)
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E GANINA BF aFoAE §98 HAE A FHES FAT vpAte s FA Y S
BAEC] F& AR YA i HAEE ANT F o0& AAZ AU
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£7], 287, olo7] 7], vigdd T syl Solth

4. AHH g

o] AFdME EHALEE THeE 3 2FXNE A MEXNE Jg Ul Ho{FAEY At
A dojsd, 71%H dAAE T FNAEE Blusty, s FAY 28R JEH A
WX g $Ae Adog BFSA A - AT FAFEE vndE}y] 8 HEFA o] YA
(a repeated two-way ANOVA)S A Ajalct.

m 2

1L 2842 390 AAAR 199 Ay o5y g4 4=

Aol dHtgS Bl dolFAE ¢ 2F5AE Add AEAE JE 7He A9
NA AEe] PHEANE <F 3>3 <HF 4> AAFH ).

ofr

=]
=

® 3 284 oW AU Pl AE AF AV o5y PYEFA(AT 43 AP
A3)

85 A7) A N g ity
A1 aF 18 53.14 26.16
= 7kl 6 30.60 21.56
A% ag 18 62.89 27.26
A 6 34.27 22.49

® 4. 2§X8 JeH MEXE JdY A8 A - F AR doj5y FFA(K-WAB HA 27)

X B A7) A N o EEHA
A3 ag 18 54.38 13.05
< 7 6 40.80 1355
A% aF 18 61.56 14.41
7 6 45.33 14.88

<E 5>, <X 6> IFXE e NEAR G 3] Ho|TAE] dojwH AN Ax)
N olARAEHE & Foltt o] AFoA AA R uigl o], AT WA EF Aol FA
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A 3o AukARl doj5Eo] {7 Xo|(F=57.769, F=54.846, p<.00)2 MAHAdE RS &
F Aok 2u, F A Aolsd HAAFAE Rolrt Aot FHEASE FH FAY 2FANE F
g3 dAE FD 3] Qo5 He] FHAAEE S W, <E 5> AL AT doF I
AA B S F AD ol {2 Ao (F=5888.004, p<.05)7F UEI oW, <& 6> A€
K-WAB®] A AaelXe F A el F48 o]zt ok

E5 2§AE AU% AEAR QY ¢ dolsde] AMHE] BE oARARA AT A
o)z AwAA A

g AMAE A5 ARrE B A5 3t F P
X EA 7| 404.010 1 404.010 57.769 .000*
Agyd#d 5888.004 1 5888.004 4474 .046*
A gA 7 xA 2S¢ E 82.810 1 82.810 11.841 .00z*
L =} 153.857 22 6.993

* p<05 FEAA FAF
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