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SAKSIT WATCHARARAT.2007.A COMPARISON OF THE LEARNING ACHIEVEMENT ON
“MS-WINDOWS, MS-WORD, MS-EXCEL PROGRAMS” OF THE SHORT COURSE
CURRICULUM STUDENTS AT PHITSANULOK POLYTECHNIC COLLEGE BY SELECTED

TEACHING STRATEGIES AND REGULAR TEACHING

ABSTRACT

The object of this research was to compare learning achievement on
“MS-WINDOWS, MS-WORD, MS-EXCEL PROGRAMS” of short course curriculum students at

Phitsanulok Polytechnic College by selected teaching strategies and regular teaching.

The samples were 72 short course curriculum students from 4 classes, who studying on MS-
WINDOWS, MS-WORD and MS-EXCEL programs. The samples were composed by 2 groups. The
first group was 31 regular-teaching students from 2 classes, who studying in the 1" semester of
academic year 2006. Another group was 41 selected strategies-teaching students from 2 classes, who
studying in the 2™ semester of academic year 2006. Those groups were selected by specific purpose
sampling. The research instruments were teaching plans by selected strategies-teaching within 150
hours for MS-WINDOWS, MS-WORD and MS-EXCEL programs of short course curriculum, three
programs of computer learning achievement test and authentic learning assessment of MS-
WINDOWS, MS-WORD and MS-EXCEL programs. The data were analyzed by SPSS for Windows
to achieve those frequency, mean, standard deviation (S.D.), percent, one group t-test, match-paired

t-test and independent group t-test.

The results showed that 1) the posttest score was higher than pretest in each teaching groups.
2) The pretest score of selected strategies-teaching group was higher than the score of pretest by
regular-teaching group. 3) The posttest score of selected strategies-teaching group was higher than the
posttest score of regular-teaching group. 4) The developed score (the posttest - pretest score) of
selected strategies-teaching group was higher than the developed score of regular-teaching group. 5)
The computer program learning achievement of selected strategies-teaching group was higher than
regular-teaching group, and it was higher than standard level at 65%. Every result was significantly

difference at .05 levels.



