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ABSTRACT

204278

This research aims to 1) compare the learning outcomes titled final pronounced
letter of words of the Thai learning substance group of Prathomsuksa 3 students taught
using the CIPPA model and the teachers’ manual, 2) compare the learning attitude of
Thai learning substance group of Prathomsuksa 3 students taught using the CIPPA
model and the teachers’ manual, and 3) compare the writing skills of the Thai learning
substance group of Prathomsuksa 3 students taught using the CIPPA model and the
teachers’ manual.

The 64 samples were Prathomsuksa 3 students during the first semester of
the 2007 academic year, Anubanlamnalai School under the Lop Buri Educational Service
Area Office 2. They were divided into 2 groups equally. 32 students for the experimental
group taught using the CIPPA Model and the other 32 students for the control group
taught using the teachers’ manual. The instrument for this research consisted of 1) a
CIPPA model learning plan, 2) a teachers’ manual learning plan, 3) a learning outcome
test, 4) an attitude questionnaire towards study of the Thai learning substance group,
and 5) a writing skill test. The data was analyzed to calculate mean (_)Z), standard
deviation (S.D.) and t-test.

The findings were as follows:

1. the leaming outcomes titled as mentioned before of Prathomsuksa 3
students taught using the CIPPA model and using the teacher's manual differed at a

rate of .05 statistical significance.

2. the Prathomsuksa 3 students’ learning attitude towards the title as mentioned
before taught using the CIPPA model and using the teachers’ manual differed at a rate
of .01 statistical significance.

3. the Prathomsuksa 3 students’ writing skills taught using the CIPPA model

and using the teacher’'s manual differed at a rate of .05 statistical significance.





