222549

v 2 '
e o ot

AR HR TR Uerasd 3 Usznis fie 1) edinmziuuuBauiadl ‘lmmumwuw 4
419U 5 AN TeanTududTunraatdnenAdnfuazinalulad (Mfm) FIUAITNADAARES

geqileviunAsguudngn? uaraHTanlaeilamszndNEy 2) ieRiazian g

o | P = o Y o o ] -
LL@Zﬁi‘iﬁﬂ‘l]ﬁ'l']ﬂﬂ’mluﬂ'ﬁ"ﬂquuﬂﬂL?ElULﬂN TUsZAUTITUN 4 ATUIU 5 LN LAY 3) LW‘ﬂﬁﬂHW
- =1 we ¥ ) 3 ¥l ‘ﬂld 1 =t = ?:J 1 1 o 1] =4
ﬂ'JWNﬁﬁLVU’ﬂ@QQl“ﬁLLUUL?Hu (@Jﬂ@uLL@:ﬁQL?ﬂu) NHADLLUULTHULANNT 5 AN NANAIBNEN AR
or =4 = = o = =y I = ° )
NUNADLLULLTEULAN ﬂlﬂﬂ@ﬂ'ﬁ.lu?ﬁL@Tllﬂ']ﬁ"&@u')‘ﬂﬁl’\ﬂ’\ﬂﬁ]ﬂmzmﬂiutﬂﬂ (A49N.) 71U 5 LA

T wiledeBFuwadl @ 1 Daan 5 uay tﬂmmmmumu Usznausnangdaan 30 AU uazfBeu

¥ 1
g 14

30 Au AtedileRlilunidanisil Ae BT IGEREA TR Aaa¥aiuiedinsed
davnlusuyFauuazuuugaunuanuAaiunaaiuuun G Aneuzrasiasinuduiu
WATLsENOUAN (rating scale) 5 7o Aimsvidayalaaldnidsziiilen uazadffiugau

Fudiinnuingu (Readability Index) uazAaiiaainenlunisenu (Reading Difficulty Index)

’

14

e

nan1sadeag IAsadl
& a = = PP v o o =
1. iWavuazfanssailong uuuu Fauaifinnnaanndesiuuinsgrunangns uazil
= . : = P & = % =t 9

AradanTeNseud nan anuuuFewail 1an 1 faan 5 nasiaenfuuuFauliivunzan
arunsnidend 2 gulunn Ae pluuud 1 Tan 1, 180 2, 188 3, 148 4 waT 18N 5 uaz gUuuun 2
THAN 1, 1aN 5, L1aN 2, 16N 3 UAT LN 4

2. Anatheu aglugag 13 - 22 aanuuuFauvianus 13 un wansdruuuBaulacnuly
1 I o = 1 o T ] IS Ad' ] ar =l
unduge uazdafianuenluniseu Hanaglutes 4 - 8 uazliAnadawindy 5 anuuuEeu

= ! ! = e U 2 1

1afl 5 1@ uansd U swaiidacneanlunisguies (aan)

3. AgfaeuuasdFuwiuduuuFauefidanmlunisirld il ssnaunisFaunseu



222549

The purposes of this study were: 1) to analyze the upper secondary chemistry
textbooks which were produced by the Institute for the Promotion of Teaching Science and
) Technology (IPST) in convenience and concern between the national curriculum and the
chemistry textbook 2) to analyze the Readability Index and Reading Difficulty index, and
3) to study the opinions of teachers and students about the chemistry textbooks. The
samples were chemistry textbooks which were produced by the Institute for the Promotion
of Teaching Science and Technology (IPST) 30 chemistry teachers and 30 students. The
research instrument employed was the questionnaire. The data were analyzed via content

analysis and descriptive statistics.

The results were summarized as follows:

1.The substances and activities in chemistry textbooks are in line with the
curriculum standards because the whole substances of the curriculum standard was
presented in every topic in the chemistry textbooks. In addition, the substance of each
textbooks is integrated from textbook 1 to textbook 5. The users have to consider how to
arrange theme in an appropriate. There are two types of possible order: 1) textbook 1, 2,
3,4 and 5 2) textbook 1, 5, 2, 3 and 4.

2. The most interesting is in section 13 - 22 from textbooks all of 13 units that

mean these are high uninteresting and index of hard to read in section 12 — 16 from 5

textbooks that mean these afe hard to read.
3. Teachers and students have agreed on chemistry textbooks are quality into

learning and teaching.





