& A a 1 s o g A

FoSes  mylszdiveruuanainlsyaumssluazransioud See usson
souinBeusnnisoudnuili 1 AsudrensdanmsGoudauuin
ﬂaumﬂ%’ﬂﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁ’umi%ﬁmiﬁﬂui’ﬂnﬁ

ey o oy s =y =5

f3%u  mgnn g Waan s (feuazlszdunansing)

pssumsnfine  weeaslvwena 23 1IndsnuIneiinusvan

o = e a ) o 1
219158 3. o251 ﬂi}jiy'] EB't’lﬂiﬂTlﬂ%?ﬂH'l’JﬂU'luwu‘ﬁi'Jﬂl

UM TINGBYIFAGUINA 1IN 2557

o 1 -
HNAAEHD
L3 ¥ 1 3 ]
msIsensailiidagilszaeiiie 1) Wellsuduniuanilszaumseinisifoud
¥ [~ ar o et s’:’t 2 = oty =t o ey Y ar = Y
mudizeuiludiay veainGouruiseudouilan 1 WGsudronstansBeuimuunoy
@ Ay o ar ar =) 3 =Y c‘i =1 @ cg' ~ = s o
andaadaanumsdamsitouiing 2) menFsusunadugninumsouuaziainnmans
] =l Qr =y LYY= | ¥ Y e A ot 3/ ar = 3
AeuFouuazndiGruveninGoudinisoudnwili 1 AfoudiensdamsGouianuuinou
Ay & @ = 9 F=y d‘l = % Ey = aoa I's
anFamaanumMIIanIGeuzlng 3) monSeumeuradugninemsioutayiadinmmaas

L/ =1 $ i as a9t
509 vssnme veulnGeurulsoudnuli 1 ABoudrsmssamsSeuianninoudass

&

1 3 ¥ o
AiaadumsdansBouiund lasagudtedtanldlumiiteaselidhninfouninisoudnyil
i = =1 at s a/ o ol 4—-}; i
i1 1 Tsafeuthuudslumay Tsaouimueanaiudlsznassd dadadninnumaiui
- = . ° A A A =] £
msfinyszaufnymmIn wa 3 19U 34 au wiosde I lumsiuriurudeya

Wy a -3 g7 o aa o o =4 3 “
ldun D urumstamsisuimuunneuaainadan 2) unumstanisBeudng 3) uuy

S AFZ s AUN 1IN 313 01 AT ORI 105 91191 40 90 NA1D 1198 ILLNIENIN
0.31-0.97 wazlimaamuTeliuyinny 0.98 4) unuiaradugninunisizou 1l 30 4o

FalANIINOINTEIHII 0.38 — 0.68 HATTIMUIINUUATENIN 0.59 — 0.94 HaZiaaTuEeNy

w1y 0.93 5) wundaiednnieneas S 60 Jo Tiadmaduunsendne0.76 - 097 uaz
ey 091 adaildlumsdiaseideya fe amd dunfe drulivauuu
waage manameuivuy hifaszasdy nsmagougueusm — Inild uagmsnarey

Tsmmansfiauads




<3 e ‘:i’
Ham3Iedingasll

'
@ A (5

=4 g s = 9 W aan (2=} &
L uﬂkiﬂu'ﬂt‘iﬂuﬂ’JUﬂTﬁ]ﬂﬂ'liliﬂugFl']mlu’lﬂ'fmﬁﬂ‘iﬂﬂ?ﬁﬂﬂlliﬁiﬁ"ljﬂ'l‘iiu

¥ gl

mstouinniudFoududdygenininGoudldfumsiamsFouilndeduihivdiy
NNEDANSEAD .05 T1uu 23 T uaz liunadiedy S 17 9o
@ =t d'.ci 8 ot =5 ) Aoy 4 [ =1 o
2. iniFounBeudiomsdanmsBouianuneureiafiaduasmasamaions
a 2 £ a o o 4 2 1 1 @ o w
Undl fimaduguiniamafouiaziadnnmaasndaoudiviunindouGoustisihind sy
nadANIZAY .01
- @ o P o aa a oy
3. unisguRFeuREmMsiamsiouiauanaeuaainaiad uazmstansGoud

£ o £ =y ae ol 1 t a
Uné Nﬂﬁﬁﬂf}ﬂﬁ‘ﬂ'l\‘lﬂ'l‘il‘iilmm&ﬁ]@]?ﬂEi’lm’dﬁiblmmﬂ@’lNﬂ‘u




TITLE : Assessing of the Difference in Learning Experience and Leaming Outcome in Entitle
“Atmosphere” of Matthayom Sueksa 1 Students who Learned by Using the
Constructivist Learning Approach and Traditional Instruction Approach

AUTHOR : Kanchana Noopasuk DEGREE : M.Ed. (Educational research and evaluation)

ADVISORS : Asst. Prof. Dr.Paisarn Worakham ' Chairman

Dr.Piyatida Panya Committee

RAJABHAT MAHA SARAKHAM UNIVERSITY, 2014

ABSTRACT

The purposes of this research were 1) to assess the leaming experience based on student
centre between Constructivist learning approach and traditional instruction approach for
Matthayom Sueksa 1 students, 2) to compare learning achievement and scientific mind between
before and after learning through constructivist learning approach and traditional instruction
approach, 3) to compare learning achievement and scientific mind in entitle “Atmosphere”
between constructivist learning approach and traditional instruction approach. The samples
were 34 Matthayom Sueksa 1 students at Ban Kaeng Khing Khang school and Ban Nong Khung
Wandee Prachasan school under the office of Maha Sarakham Educational Service Area Zone 3.
The instruments for this study were : 1) Constructivist lesson plans in entitle “Atmosphere”;

2) Traditional lesson plans in entitle “Atmosphere”; 3) the assessment form in learning experience

0.97 and reliability 0.98; 4) the achievement test that corrlgist of 30 ftems with difficultly value
ranging from 0.38 to 0.68, discrimination power ranging from 0.59 to 0.94 and reliability 0.93;
5) the scientific mind inventory that consist of 60 ifems with discrimination power ranging - from
0.76 to 0.97 and reliability 0.91. The statistics which used to data analysis were fiequency, mean,
standard deviation, t-test (Dependent Samples), Mann — Whitney U — test, and Hotelling’s T,
The results of this research were followed :
1. The Matthayom Sueksa I students who learned by constructivist lesson plans had

learning experience based on student centre in entitle “Atmosphere” higher than students who




learned by traditional lesson plans at the .05 level of significant in 23 items but did not difference in
17 items.

2. The Matthayom Sueksa 1 students who learned by constructivist lesson plans and
traditional lesson plans showed learning achievement and scientific mind higher than before
learning at the .01 level of significance.

3. The Matthayom Sueksa 1 students who learned by constructivist lesson plans and

traditional lesson plans did not show differences in learning achievement and scientific mind.




