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Abstract

This study aimed at examining mathematics instructional
activities organized by Prathom .Suksa 6 mathematics teachers’
students’ understanding and interest in Mathematics and  their
relationships. Samples studied comprised of 3 mathematics teachers and
200 Prathom Suksa 8 students during the 1993 academic year at Prince’s
Royal College. The instruments used for gathering data included a
questionnaire to identify student interest, a test designed to measure
student learning objectives, and an observation form to observe
teachers’ in structional activities.

Findings were as follows :

1. Teacher_instructional activities. Teachers introduced lessons
via question-and-answer methods accompanied by some pictures. They

reviewed previous lessons and knowledge before linking to new. ones.

A




The most often used activities were questions and answers, discussions,
demonstration and example. After presenting these activities, students
were asked to summarize and generalize their understanding.
Instructional materials were. always used by teachers whilt homework was
occasionally assigned using lessons given in the textbook, work books
as well as teacher-constructed lessons. Measurement and evaluation
were applied before, during and after content instruction via
questions and answers, lesson checking and léarning objectives testing.

Classroom atmosphere was informal and friendly and the room
decorated in such a way that it was conducive to mathematics learning
and teaching.

2. Student’s interest.Instructional activites students found most
interesting were : hands-on experience, discussing problematic contents
and teacher demonstration in iddentifying and solving varicus
mathematical formular. Activities found highly interesting included
drawing illustrations accompanying mathematical word problems, student-
self mathematical problems solving and composing mathematical problems.
On the other hand, were activities which students expressed low level
of interest were organizing mathematics corner, teacher-assigned or
student-initiated independent study, games play and compebition,
constructing mathematical materials, telling life biographies of key
mathematicians, video tape shows with mathematics contents, etc.
Finally, those activities students found least interest were singing
sSoNgs concerning mathematics, learning center-based instruction and

instructional module-based study.




As regards homework sssignment it was found that students were
most interested in doing 5-8 problems items and do-it-yourself type of
homework. Highly interesting activities included 8-10 problems items
homework while less interesting ones turned out to be 3-5 problems
items homework and extra or remedial learning-based homework. Homework
with between 1-3 problems/items was found least interested by students.

3. Mathematics understanding was tested through learning
objectives testing. Administered on 200 students the testing resulted
in 175 or 87.50% passing the 60% set criterion.

4. The correlation coefficient between mathematics understanding

and students’® interest was found to be 0.26




