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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this research was to compare writing ability of Mathayom Suksa 3
students leaming through Feedback Process and not learning through Feedback Process.

The subjects were Mathayom Suksa 3 students in the second semester of the academic
year 2003 at Yupparaj Wittayalai School, Amphur Muecang, Chiang Mai. They were devided into
two equal groups; 40 of the experimental group and 40 of the control group through the use of
a lottery method. The research instruments included 2 sets of lesson plans; one was based on
the Process Approach with feedbacks, the other with the same approach but no feedbacks,
The former was applied in the experimental group, and the latier in the control group. These two
groups were taught 4 periods. The writing ability test was administered to both groups before and
after being taught through those lessont plans. The data obtained were analyzed by means of
t-test.

The research findings showed that the students in the experimental group taught through
the Process Approach with feedbacks had statistically higher writing ability than that in

the control group taught through the Process Approach without feedbacks,



