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ABSTRACT

176395

This research is targeted to study and compare students’ satisfaction
towards teaching and learning science by means of learner-centered approach in 3
dimensions: teachers, teaching and learning activities, and evaluations as classified
by sex, grade levels, career expectation, science characteristic, grade overage,
learning program, family status, and the parents’ expectation towards the learners’
careers.

The 294 samples wused in this research were students of
Bangrachanvittaya School, 204 students were third level-secondary education,
grades 1-3, and 90 students were fourth level-secondary education, grades 4-6. The
instrument was a questionnaire, constructed by the researcher, and approved by 5
experts with reliability of 0.86. A hundred percent of questionnaires was returned and
analyzed by mean ()_(), standard deviation (S.D.), t-test, and one-way ANOVA.

The findings were as follows:

1. the students of Bangrachanvittaya School were satisfied with teaching
and learning science by means of learner-centered approach at a high level in 3
dimensions.

2. the comparison result of the students’ satisfaction in 3 dimentions were:

2.1 teacher aspect: the students’ satisfaction was found to have no
statistical difference at the level of .05, the variable affecting satisfaction was
different. That is the science characteristic of the students who are fond of discovery
and the students who dislike discovery was statistically significant different at the
level of .05. The science-mathematics program students and the general science
program students had differing satisfaction at .001 level of statistical significance.
The computer mathematics program students and the general science program
students had differing satisfaction at .01 level of statistical significance.

2.2 teaching and learning aspect: the students’ satisfaction had no
difference at .05 level of statistical significance; the variable affecting satisfaction was
different. That is, the science-mathematics program students and general science
program students had differing satisfaction at .001 level of statistical significance.
The computer mathematics program students and the general science students had
differing satisfaction at .01 level of statistical significance.

2.3 evaluation aspect: the students’ satisfaction showed difference at
.05 level of statistical significance.; the variable affecting satisfaction was different.
That is, the science-mathematics program students and the general science program
students had differing satisfaction at .001 level of statistical significance. The
computer-mathematics program students and the general science students had

differing satisfaction at .01 level of statistical significance.





