an o w J v v a
AWe1 gIzAmius. (2558). wamsdamseuilaglimsaeugum¥IdIngEMNIUIAA
4 a v A :’J v =] dd' a a J @
voauIAaNazINIES Vo IHnBaUFUNTaNANHILN 1. IMntinus a.u. (Hangas
HAZMITOU). IUNYT : WHINOHET AR INnT 50,

a a a d
ﬂmznisumsﬂﬂ?nm’mﬂmwuﬁ

< a o2
LT A Gl‘i]LEJ‘L! 1l5.9. nemaasanyl) Uses1unssums
% Y 4 @ a
WANTY WA ﬂ.ﬂ.(ﬂﬁ’)ﬂl!ﬁ$ﬂ5$LiJuWﬁﬂﬁﬁﬂ‘]eﬂ) NITUNII
Y
unneee

Y

a v g’; dy =\ s A A = ] )=\ Y1 [
MIINATIN  WINQUTEAIAIND 1) NDANHINANITIANITLIIYUINDULASHAINIG

Q

Y a ¥ ] = v a o a A =
Iamsizeu] lasldmsdousun¥IoInguauIuIAAYeILIAdIaz N 153 2) thofnkINa
1% ~ 9 1 % @ ~ 9 Y = A A
MITANIHgUINoULATHAINITTANISous laslenisaouveunivunenIsdoas
3) efFeuisuanuausalumsloun18109NgEILHINMITOUAIIUATHIDING Y
a 24 a @ = A A A = =
MULUIAAYDIVIATUAZIN IFINUMTADUAUGUNHUNDNMIAOAT  4) NDANMIANNNIND 19

1 [ [ a [ a 1 [ 1
Aomssamsisous lagldmsaeulounusingumuuuinavesuinauazinIss ngualog1s

Y
=3 % % (% v v =)

I @ = A ~ (% ) A Y ~
WudnBauFUNsaNAnEIN 1 Timﬂuwmaﬂumus DUNDINDIIUNYT INNINIUNIY

v
=

~ a = & 9y 1 ' ! .
MASeUN 1 Umsanun 2557 G]Nllﬂ?J"liﬂﬂﬂWifjiJlLlliJl!lNﬂQiJ (Cluster Random Sampling)
o Y = = 1 Y I = Ao @
TN 2 HedTeU UniSeuLaas e Ul ulnEauntauuuAasAINaINITo Iﬂﬂﬁ]‘]_lﬂﬂ”lﬂ
9 1 1 1 v A 3}./ Y] = =) d‘ o
INQUNAABDAULATNYUAIVUAN waﬂsmg’n UNTOUFUNTINANYIUN /3 UIU 40 AU
I VoA U = o a 94 a =
Lﬂuﬂ'qu“lflﬁl‘]fﬂ15?(?]14!,Gllﬁluﬂﬁeﬂ@\‘lﬂi]‘]el@nullu’]ﬂﬂﬂl@ﬂﬂgﬂﬁlla$3ﬂ1‘ﬁi Hasuntsgu
yZ 3 = A o I 1oAY Yo = A A
FUNsONANEIYN 1/1 TUIU 40 AU Lﬂuﬂﬁjuﬂvlﬂiﬂﬂ1iﬁflulﬂlﬁluﬂ1y1lw9ﬂ1§ﬁ@ﬁ1i

4 a4 dquy aw & Ay o ~ v v = o
Lﬂi@ﬂu@ﬂi‘ﬁiuﬂWi’)“ﬂﬂﬂi\iu Ulﬂtlﬂ LLW‘L!fﬂifﬂﬂﬂ15Liﬁlugjﬂﬁlﬁl“ﬁﬂ1iﬁﬂuﬂlﬂuﬂ1‘ﬁTENﬂE]‘H

a () a [ = 9 9 = d’ d’
@IﬁJL!H’JﬂWU@\‘]‘Ugﬂﬁl!ag’lcﬂi‘ﬁi L!WHﬂ'liilﬂﬂTﬁLiElugIﬂEJGl“Ifﬂ1i’c’f@uLGUEluﬂTHWLWfJﬂWiﬁfJﬁTi

9

HUUNAFIUANNEINNT IUMIRIUNIEI0INgY  tazuuuIanNuNIne lanensIansiEous

U

4

[ a [ a aad a
Tagldmsaowdounivisinguainuuifnvesuiaduazinlss ananlglunsins iz

9 F) 1o ~ [ ~ = 13 a [
RIS Vlﬂllﬂ AURAY AIUVYUVUNINTITU ﬂﬁ“ﬂﬂﬁﬂ‘ﬂﬂTﬂlL‘U‘UVlmﬂu@ﬁi%%Wﬂﬂu tastiyy

I A [
Hudeaszannu
Han1539eMu 1) Anuaiwsalunsleuniuisengy nguinldsunisia

v a (] a @ 1 '
ﬂ15ﬁi’]‘l!ﬁ]81!ﬂ”l‘]&l”l’f)ﬂﬂi]‘]&lG]Tlllli!?ﬂﬂﬂlﬂﬂﬂgﬂﬁl!a3’31/]1‘55 wmﬁauqqmmauﬁau

A o

pgntiedAynananszay .05 2) Anuansalumsdeunisangy nquin lasuns



[

IaMIaeuIUMBUNoMITOAITHAIGsUgININOUTeY pelisd Ay MeaaNTzaAY
= o 1Ay Yo o d ¥ ) =
05 3) AnwasalumsFeunsingy ngui lasunmsvanmaizous Tasldmsaoudou
] a (4] a 1 1 ~ Yo @ = 9 9
MEIBINEAIILIAAYeIUTAdnazIn TssgandinguildsunisdanisGous Tasls
a2 A A 1 A v o W A v =3 ! (2
MIAOUVBUN B UNBNIADAS BENUHEAAYNTEAY .05 4) Anuianelinensda

=) 9 9 =S @ a [ a 1 Y]
ﬂ1i!5augha%mmaumaummmﬂqymmgmﬂmamgﬂﬁuaxaﬂfﬁi agimmumn



Wichitra Surakampan. (2015). Learning Outcomes of Using Brookes and Withrow Writing
Approach in Matthayomsuksa One Students. Thesis. M.Ed. (Curriculum and
Instruction). Chanthaburi : Rambhai Barni Rajabhat University.

Thesis Advisors

Yaowares Jaiyen Ph.D. (Science Education) Chairman
Padungchai Poopat Ph.D. (Educational Measurement and Evaluation) Member
Abstract

The purposes of this research were : 1) to study the learning outcomes in English
writing before and after studying in the experimental class based on the Brookes and Withrow
Approach, 2) to compare the English writing ability shown in the experimental group taught by the
Brookes and Withrow Writing Approach and in the control group taught by the Communicative
Approach, and 3) to examine the satisfaction level of Mattahyomsuksa One students taught by the
Brookes and Withrow Writing Approach. The research sample group consisted of students who
studied in Mattahyomsuksa One in the first semester of the 2014 academic year at Anuban
Chanthaburi School, Muang District, Chanthaburi. They were selected by using the cluster random
sampling and were divided into two groups, 40 students each. The students in both 2 groups were
arranged to study in the mixed ability groups and they were selected into the experimental group
and the control group by drawing lots. The result was the students in Matthayomsuksa 1/3 were
taught by the Brookes and Withrow Writing Approach and the students in Matthayomsuksa 1/1
were taught by the Communicative Writing Approach. The research instruments were the lesson
plans based on the Brookes and Withrow Writing Approach, the other lesson plans based on the
Communicative Writing Approach, the English writing ability test, and the satisfaction
questionnaire. The data were analyzed by mean, standard deviation, and t-test.

The research results were as follows : 1) The English writing ability of the experimental
group after studying in the Brookes and Withrow Writing Approach class was significantly higher
than before studying, showing the statistical significance level of .05, 2) the English writing ability
of the experimental group after studying in the Communicative Writing Approach was significantly

higher than before studying at statistical significance level of .05, 3) the English writing ability of



the experimental group taught by the Brookes and Withrow Writing Approach was significantly
higher than the control group taught by the Communicative Writing Approach, showing the
statistical significance level of .05, and 4) the satisfaction level of the students in the Brookes and

Withrow Writing Approach class was at the high level.





