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ABSTRACT

This research aims to 1) learning achievement comparison on prefix in Thai
language study between pre- and post leamed by CIPPA model instruction, 2) pre- and
post - learned achievement in traditional instruction method, 3) Learning achievement
comparison on prefix, Thai language study, between CIPPA and traditional instruction,
and 4) study students satisfaction toward learning in CIPPA model form and
traditional instruction form.

The sample group consisting of 32 students of primary pratomsuksa 4, first
semester of the 2010 academic year, Nagowittaya School, 2 classes, under Kalasin
Basic Education Office, Area 1, which divided into control groups 16 students,

1 classroom, and the other 16 students, 1 classroom, (total 2 classroom, 32 students).
For experimental group. The control group was instructed in traditional instruction
wheres experiment group use CIPPA model method. The tools used were : 1)

6 learning plans, Thai Language Study subject in CIPPA model form, each plan last
3 hrs,, total 18 hrs; 2) 9 normal leaming plans, Thai Language study subject, each
plan last 2 hrs., total 18 hrs; 3) pre- and post - learned achievement tests were

4 chioces, 30 items, and 4) Student satisfaction questionnaire of primary 4 grade




students was in 5 levels rating scale, 15 items. Statistics used for data analysis were

percentage, standard deviation, means, and t- test.
The results of the research were as follows:

1. Students learned in CIPPA model form have post - learn achievement
higher than pre - learned scores with statistically significant at 0.01.

2. Students leamned by traditional instruction have higher post - learned
achicvement scores Than pre - learned significant at 0.01.

3. Students learned by CIPPA model instruction and traditional instruction
have different learning achievement with statistically significant at 0.01. |

4. Students learned by CIPPA model form and these of traditional
instruction satisfied In high level with mean score of 438 for CIPPA model learning

form whereas mean score of 3.80 for Those learned by traditional instruction.




