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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this research was to compare learning
achievement and retention performances in Life Experiences
Subject of Prathom Suksa III students by using two different
instructional approaches: instructional packages and conventional
teaching methods.

The population comprised 8 classes of Prathom Suksa III
students of Suansanuk School, Amphur Muang, Khen Kaen Province.
This research was conducted during the first semester of 1994.
The subjects were randomed on the basis of their grade point
average (G.P.A) in the previous academic year. The students in
the eight classes were then reduced to only six classes by

screening out the first 2 top classes. These students of



a similar academic standing classified by One-way ANOVA were
randomly selected to form experimental and controlled groups
having 48 and 45 members respectively.

The instruments used in this research were developed by the
author herself. They were a set of instructional packages with
the efficient index of 80.1/80.4 and an achievement test containing
35 questions having a reliability of .72. The Pretest-Posttest
control Group Design method was used in the experiment. The t-test
method was used to compare the results.

The results showed that there were no statistically
significant differences of students’ scores in learning

achievement and retention between the two groups.



