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Abstract

The Purposes of this study were to (1) compare students’pretest
scores taught by Pizzini’s Model of Problem Solving and those tausht
by conventicnal (IPST) methed 5 (2) compare student’s pretest and
posttest scores taught by Pizzini’s Model of Problem Solving and
those taught by conventional (IPST) method ; (3) compare student’s
posttest scores between the two teaching methods ;3 and (4) examine
students’ achievement levels in high-medium-and low groups which may
change as a result of the Pizzini’s Model of Problem Solving instruction.
Samples in bot.h experimental and control groups were Mathayom Suksa 3
students of Hangdongrutratuppatum School, Chiang Mai Province during
the 1991 academic year. The experimental group received instruction

using Pizzini’s Model of Problem Sclving while the control group was



taught by the conventional (IPST) method on the topic "Energy and Life".
They were taught by 6 weeks. Data collection instruments were Science
Learning Achievement, Test. and Behavior Record. Statistics used in data
analysis included t-fest comparing the two groups scores and sign-test
testing the possibly changed of the student’s achievement level
in high-, medium-and low groups.

Findings were as follows :

1. There was no significant difference at the .05 level as
students’ regards pretest scores of students in both groups.

2. Students’ posttest scores in both experimental and control
groups were significantly higher than pretest ones at the .01 level.

3. Posttest score of students in the experimental group was
significant.ly different from that of the control group at the .01 level
with that of the former group was higher than that of the latter. aAnd

4. Following the Pizzini’s Model of Problem Solving instruction
there were very few student moved up from the meduim achievement to
hight category while very few students medium level moved down to low
category. However, the changes were not statistically signi_f.ican_t at

the .05 level.

#k IPST = Institute for the Promotion of Teaching Science and

Technology





