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Abstract

The purposes of this research were to compare the
problem-solving thinking levels of the students learning by the
team learning and the teacher-directed discussion method. - Sixty
students of Khowang Wittayakhom School, Khowang district, Yasothorn
were sampled to be the research subjects dnring the second semester
of the academic year 1989. The students were assigned to be in two
groups, 30 students for each, by using stratified random sampling
technique. The researcher taught each group for 9 teaching periods.
Each period lasted 50 minutes. Research tools, constructed by the
researcher, were (1) two sets of lesson plans~-one for £eam

learning and the other for teacher-directed discussion lessons., (2)



a test of social studies problem-solving thinking levels. Both were
examined by specialists, tried—out,‘and revised as needed. The
reliability of the test was .835.

The test was given to the students at the end of the leséons.
The sum and the mean scores were calculated and the t-test was used
to compare students’ thinking both at all levels in general and at
each level individually.

The research findings showed that both groups reached the
satisfactory critiria at all levels in general. At each level
individually, all, except the group using teacher - directed
discussion method in the high level of thinking, scored
satisfactorily. The unsatisfactory mean score almost reached the
sat.isfactory level, however. When tested of statistics
significance, it found that there was no significant difference in
the problem-solving thinking level, both at all thinking levels in
general and at each level. This means that both teaching methods
could almost equally be used to train students in social studies
problem-solving skills. Besides, other outcomes were apparently
distinctive. . Students in both groups showed much enthusiam in
class activities. There was good learning atmosphere in most
classes. Many important social studies skills were encouraged, for
example, reading skill, data interpretation, data collection and
analysis, discussion skill, problem-solving skill, and democratic

way of living.



