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This research aimed to compare the writing ability and the writing satisfaction of the
Prathomsuksa two students by using the literature — based leamning and the tradition learning.
The sample group consisted of the Prathomsuksa two students selected from those being in the
same achievement and environmental classrooms of schools in  Bangsai district under
Phranakhon Si Ayutthaya Educational Service Area 2 Office during the 1" semester in 2007
academic year. The first experimental group studying with the literature — based learning was
included 22 students from Wat Kaew School (Prachotti Wittaya), and the second controlled
group studying with the traditional learning was 22 students from Wat Thangyaow School.
The instruments used to collect the data were the writing plans with the literature — based
learning, traditional learning plans, tests of writing ability, and tests of writing satisfaction. The
duration of the experiment was twenty hours by using Pretest — Posttest Design with
nonequivalent groups. The data were analyzed by MANCOVA with the Emotional Quotient
as a covariate.

The results revealed the following :

1. The writing ability of the experimental group studying with the literature - based
and the group studying with the traditional learning was significantly different at .01 level.
The mean of the group studying with the literature — based learning was higher than the one
studying with the traditional learning.

2. The writing satisfaction of the group studying with the literature — based learning and
the group studying with the traditional learning was significantly different at .01 level. The mean
of the group studying with the literature - based learning was higher than the group studying

with the traditional learning.





