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This experimental research was of a randomized control group
pretest-posttest design with the aim of constructing a Human skull plastic
model and to comparing learning achievement in anatomy for Student of
Higher Vocational Certificate of Fine Arts taught with and without the human
skull plastic model.

The sample group consisted of 40 students of Higher Vocational
Certificate of Fine Arts in the first semester of the 2005 school year. The
students were equally divided into two groups, an experimental and a control
group, 20 students for each group. The former was taught with the human

skull plastic model constructed by the researcher and the latter without.

The instruments used in this research were a human skull plastic model,
an achievement test and evaluation form of human skull plastic model. Before
the experiment both groups took the pretest and the achievement test
thereafter. The difference of the students’ learning achievement by compared

was using t-test.

It was found that the human skull plastic model contained the
efficiency of 87.67/81.17 which was higher than the standard efficiency level,
and the research result indicated that there were significant differences
between the students’ learning achievement taught with and without the

human skull plastic model at the level of .05.





