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Abstract
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The study’s purposes were to develop instructional model to promote
student teachers’ analyzing ability in Nakhonsithammarat Rajabhat University and to
analyze the implemented results of the model in terms of the discrepancies
between students’ analyzing ability prior to and after the implementation of the
model, the differences of students’ analyzing ability between groups, and students’
satisfactory level toward the implemented model.

The research employed a research and development research design to
develop the instructional model. Quasi experimental design was applied to try out
the model.There were four research steps (R1, D1, R2, and D2). These steps were
conducted in two phases. The first phase included two steps (R1 and D1). During R1,
the researchers gathered information on the teaching and learning context in faculty
of Education, including reviewing related theories and concepts of instructional
model development aiming to promote student teachers’ analyzingability. At D1
step, the researchers developed the instructional model to promote student
teachers’ analyzingability. Phase two of the research, in the R2 step, the developed
model was sampled and evaluated. Then, at the D2 step, the developed
instructional modelwas revised and created the model manual.

The study samples were two groups of second year student teachers who
studied in the Faculty of Education, Nakhonsithammarat Rajabhat University. The
study was conducted during the first semester of the 2015 academic year.The
research instruments were 1) expert evaluation forms 2) two lesson plans of 16 hours
using the developed instructional model processes and the conventional approach
in the curriculum development (1021207) course 3) analyzing ability tests, and 4)
satisfactory questionnaires. Data were analyzed using arithmetic mean, standard
deviation, 10C indexes. The research hypotheses were tested using t-test. Content

analysis was also utilized for qualitative data analysis.



The findings are:

1. The instructional model to promote student teachers’ analyzing ability
was developed based on constuctivist theory and the use of graphic organizer
concept. The model instructional process composes of four steps 1) engaging, 2)
searching, 3) constructing, and 4) applying. Graphic organizer is integrated into
searching and constructing steps. The quality of the model was carefully evaluated
and proved by experts in an education curriculum development field. The 10C
indexes were between 0.67-1.00. The arithmetic mean of other quality items was at
the highest level.

2. Student teachers improved their analyzing ability after the developed
instructional model was administered. The analyzing ability score of the treatment
group had significantly shown a greater improvement than the control group. For
each components of analyzing ability, student teachers in the treatment group
scored higher than the control group in connecting, conclusion, and prediction
aspects.

3. The overall result of student teachers’ satisfaction towards the teaching
and learning via the developed instructional model was at a highest level. Al
aspects of the satisfactory questionnaire, students’ learning outcomes, student’s
learning behavior, and instructional activities were rated at a highest level. Students
were highly satisfied with their learning outcomes after being instructed by the

analyzing ability instructional model.



