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ABSTRACT

This research was conducted to examine effects of wmind mapping teaching
on English achicvement and creativity of Prathomsuksa Six students with different
levels of language as well as the interaction between two variables : two types of
teaching methods including mind mapping teaching and traditional teaching and two
levels of languagc ability consisting of high and low levels.

The samples were 120 Prathomsuksa Six students in the second semesler
of the Academic Year 2004 from Tessabarn Wat Phuphaphimuk
{ Sophonphatthalungkul} School, Muang District, Phatthalung Province. They were
classified mto two groups of 60 students with high level of English ability and
the other 60 in a low level of Fnglish ability group.

The research instruments consisted of 1) ihree Icsson plans for the
preparation of mind mapping instruction for three periods 2) cight mind mapping
lcsson plans for eight periods 8) cight traditional lesson plans for eight periods
4) a 45-item test to classify the students English ability level 5) a 45-item test
on English achievement 6) a creativity test. Only one experiment condition was
assigned to the samples. After the expenment, the samples were tested for English
achievement and creativity. A Complete sampled factorial variable analysis with

2 x 2 model (teaching x language abilities) was uscd to analyze the obtained data.
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The findings were as follows,

1. No interaction hetween teaching and language ability lcvel on English
achievement was found.

2. The students treated with mind mapping tcaching showed different
achievement on English than those trecated with traditional teaching at level of
significant .05.

3. The students with high level of English ability expressed differcnt
achievement than those with low lcvel at level of significant .001.

4. No interaciion between teaching and language ability level on the
stludent’ s creativity was found.

5. The smdents treated with mind mapping teaching showed different
creative ability than those treated with traditional teaching at level of significant
.05.

6. No difference in creativity was found between the students with both

high and low levels of English ability.
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