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ABSTRACT

The purposes of this research were to: 1) compare the critical reading of the
Prathomsuksa 4 students learning using KWL plus teaching and traditional teaching
2) compare the students’ writing for communication using KWL plus and traditional
teaching, and 3) Compare the students’ satisfaction on learning Thai language using
KWL plus and ftraditional teaching. The samples used in this study were 64
Prathomsuksa 4 students from Anuban Doem Bang Nang Buat (Wat Thachang) School
in the 2nd Semester, 2013 academic year selected by multistage random sampling and
equally divided into two classes. The research instruments used in this research were
1) a learning plan using KWL plus, 2) a learning plan using traditional teaching, 3) a
critical reading test with reliability of 0.739, 4) a writing for communication test with
reliability of 0.772, and 5) a satisfaction evaluation form on learning Thai leanguage.
The data were analyzed by standard deviation and t-test (t-test independent).

The findings were as follows:

1. The students’ ability on critical reading using KWL plus was higher than using
traditional teaching with the statistical significance at the .05 level.

2. The students’ ability on writing for communication using KWL plus was higher
than using traditional teaching with the statistical significance at the .05 level.

3. The students’ satisfaction on critical reading Thai language using KWL plus was

higher than using traditional teaching with the statistical significance at the .05 level.



