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This study aims to 1) develop a program for enhancing analytical thinking
capabilities for Prathomsuksa 4 students, 2) compare their analytical thinking capability
between the pre-test and the post-test, 3) compare their analytical thinking capability
between the post-test score and the evaluation criterion score, and 4) study their
attitude toward the program. The samples were 25 Prathomsuksa 4 students during the
2006 academic year of Watwangsampaolom School under the Office of Suphan Buri
Educational Service Area 3. The instruments used were 1) a program for enhancing
analytical thinking capability, 2) an analytical thinking capability test and 3) an attitude
test toward the program. The data was analyzed to calculate mean (2 ), standard
deviation (S.D.) and t-test.

The findings were as follows:

1. the students’ analytical thinking capability posttest score after participating
in the program was higher than that of the pre-test at a .01 level of significance.

2. the students’ analytical thinking capability posttest score after participating
in the program was higher than that of the evaluation criterion score at a .01 level of
significance.

3. the students’ attitude score toward the program overall was appropriate at

a high level (X = 2.63, S.D. = 0.35)





