q oy - I =l o alci = u g_ -u' a
ﬁmwmuwuﬁ Nﬂﬂﬂd?ﬁtﬁuﬂﬂ'mi‘i?:l’l&l?lli‘ﬂ’r_.‘ﬂ’]’iLiﬂu‘gli,uﬂﬁﬂ\m*lﬁfﬂﬂu N1 U8

[ ‘d w , ] o
NS pu T e fUA T IR N SOV IR AL

fLaeu uee) e
“de13e InTmsn 15
Jnsfnun 2532

UUfInLE

v

ay P Ha ¢ o - a P = X
ﬂ']‘i']?}ﬂﬂ?\}ll“‘\]ﬂﬁ?ﬁﬂdﬂLWﬂaﬂHqNaﬁﬂ‘lﬂlﬁlﬁuaﬂWUTﬁﬂﬁﬂMNﬁﬂﬂq‘iLiﬂu%‘luﬂtiﬂﬂ

VEANANET 280N L THURNT 2L A AN TONAIN RN ARANIUANEINS U1 INT IN I

Y i 1 ==l 0 o= &4 q-aq:qa ° ' o
WHAIPY 9 DalsznaudiuIt EUBAMUITHAY & 1D AR TEMLANNIM T LNOLRDRATL 5§ THE

aaaa =

ARALAAR BT ENAUMEIANUTSEAY  IOVNIATOLI NI ENBUAAUANLITENY  URSITILAD

A_

US5HTHLRENAHI LAY ﬁqmjiﬁnaﬁwqmuqﬁaixﬁUﬂu1uﬁ1u13ﬂw1@ﬂ1ﬂ1ﬁﬂq§t?au Wi4aan

G 2 98U AR SEUAINE IR TION TN MRS uﬂxizﬁUﬂiﬁhﬁWNﬂiﬂﬂﬂdﬂﬁwﬁﬁd

LI YRR LY yu ;

nangtatalunsfney dhaling S utulisusdned? 3 dansdnen 2531 an
o wr [ ¥ IP a ) = L]
Tt Tudtatian sudafigfnen viedluioma’una ia s minunsHios suse 9w 256 &uU
P P e Y o @ Ad
w9 SEUTRA NI TN 1IN EIRA 128 AU AN L SRR NN IR TG 4

128 mu dniliangmesny 8 nan 9 8y 32 Au WSunavaaz g 9 fiy

va3sailafl¥lun1svaaawssnauiiay TulineusspieniEeaniinus 4 ¢a fa
< e T = 4
gait 1 NIIUITHIEARANN BUTINELNBUATL TN  BFT 2 NITUITERVRAAn M TEnEY
- . dI ] 1 . 1
WARRUTIHIE B 3 nsussuemiias st TawssnaundeeiusIEne UM & nlsus e

o o = | P oo o= - = .
VIHA T T AWEIBEIN L AR uﬂﬂQWﬂUUEI\'JNLLUUWﬂﬁEU”N]Nﬁﬂ'l'iL‘J'HT..I?J 2 auy

Tunavases TN GSouernussanengae: 2 L3a LiaflentnssroTaslnieda

. <l ' ¥ . o v a i
SqWﬂﬁauaﬂwan15LiﬂuﬁiuL?aquuiﬁaiﬁuuummﬁau1ﬂwan1iL§uu§ Nt L
AT IATAERNT T L ATIEWATINUL U T TUULLURIMUAREA WU TENEY 4x2  (IBLRUDATLITEAR

x FYAUATINGINTIONINN )



pll

HEN 535 Bvu 37

=y a E -y = Y
1. ABduprtusseevi b 35 Weani TeuiEa

]
Ll e |

ﬁd*;d ] + a o 3
1.1 ATVHADMTENAUNAUA LT TN ITVN HWOWNUitﬂBUﬂﬁdﬂTUiiﬂ?B

iy 4 g wo A - o 1 ecyeq
ke IITAT YL T sEnaunauAtY s sEne Haelifiin, Teu TouTRAN I3 VAR Ste L 4

' =
puANIRED

'
= o = =i

1.2 ATINANN T ENOLNAYATL $ T U DMAR AN 1N T NEUM IRt 59818
Wiwan 74 Fuulsluansin offu
addd
1.3 1oVNFIRINISE ﬂauwﬁQﬂwuﬁiﬂwuuavaﬁquﬂiqtiﬂqﬂiunaunauﬂ1u7iﬂwu
1ﬁmaﬂwiL?ﬂu§1ﬂuﬂnﬁwoﬁu
1.4 AEaNTAIe e senaunausu s Teny dalifing Teu St lin 3235
NNATD ML T EABLNDURTY T THAH

v_ 9 as o Y 4 a 9
2. unLTHHﬂNiSﬁUﬂ?WNﬁWNWiﬂ%?dﬂﬁH?ﬁG liHUELuﬂLiﬂﬂﬂﬂiﬁﬂWﬂﬂﬁﬂﬂ?ﬂ

1
T

WAL THUVN 5”ﬁUﬂ11Nﬁ1N1iFW14ﬂWHWﬂ1

3. 1uuniHWiiui:n11qiﬁtﬁuaﬂﬁuiiﬂﬂﬂﬁU?zﬁUﬂa1uﬂwuﬂsnw1anwuw



Thesis Title : Effects of The Methods of Lecture Presentation upon
Content Learning in Social Studies among the Students
with Different Levels of Verbal Ahilirty

Name : Mr. Witthaya Deethong

Major : Educational Psychology
Academic Year : 1989
ABSTRACT

The purposes of this research were to investigate the effects of
the methods of lecture presentation upon content learning in social
studies among the students with different levels of verbal ability, as
well as interaction between variables. The independent variashles were
students' verbal abilities : high and low; and four methods of lecture

pregentation : pre-lecture guestions, post-lecture questions, pre-lecture

outline and the lecture only.

The subjects were the 19288 Matayom Suksa-Three students in the
secondary schocls in Mueng district, Nakhonsrithammarat. The total
number of students was 256, d;g;ded into two groups of 128 each, with
higher and lower verbal ahilities, They were assigned to eight experimental

groyps with 32 students in each. Each group received different treatments.

The instruments ware four sets of lecture in social studies
presented in four different ways, recorded con cassette tapes. The methods
of lecture presentation were : (1) pre-lecture gquestions {2} post-lecture

questions (3} pre-lecture outline and (4) lecture only. Besides, there
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were also two tests for the content learning.

In each experimental group, the subjects listened to two
sessions of lecture. The content was tested after the lecture.
Then, the scores were analvzed by the two-ways ANOVA 4x2 (methods

of lecture presentation x levels of verbal ability)

The research results were as follow
1. The four methods of lecture presentation yielded the
following findings :-

1.1 The three methods of lecture presentation : pre-lecture
questions, post-lecture questions, and pre~lecture outline enabledlthe
students to lecarn the content better than the lecture only.

1.2 There was no difference in the result of content
learning between the pre-lacture questicons and post-iecture guestions
methods.

1.3 There was no difference in the result of content
learning between the post-leciure questions and pre-lecture outline
rmethods,

1.4 The pre-lecture guestions method enabled the students
to learn better than the lecture only metheod.

2. The studenls with higher level cf verbal ability learnsd
the content better than the students with lower level of verbal ability.
3. There was no interaction betwsen the methods of lecture

presentation and the levels of verbal ability.



