unaate 1147637

n'ﬁ’m"umaﬁﬁmqﬂs:mﬁtﬁavi’mmuazmﬂsz‘én%mwuﬁnEjmua:'qm‘ﬂnamm‘%"ao
NIIRAUINN BT A SINOwInafiniRan1IRas 1T ua 1w ﬂm:@"";%’u'lﬁﬁ’mﬁngm
ua:'qﬂﬂnaumﬁaﬁﬁu aunITIUMITBINMINRnnangaTuazratinauTalunasasld
tatfumumu IayANUNENMBET UM 4 N§Y < Az 30, 30, 32 uar 27 au PR
17 au 2 nguusninmesas s sniumaluladwssaaundinszuannila s=nineud
16 - 30 qa1AN uaz 2 ndunaYMIMassd o soniumaluladNrsnadingnuatii
ITWIITUR 4 - 19 TurAu 2545 enudey aslunsiduaaitidanuuyienes
(Purposive Sampling) A uQmMaNTALL "wamm"iﬁwuﬂ'ﬁ’lunﬁnqm auzIduldunu
MINARBIUVY One - Group Pretest - Posttest Design rewdunsiinuay AU
W dihiumsfineusuriininesaurioumitineusy (Pretest) uﬁaawnfnﬁaﬁwﬁagaﬁ‘lﬁ

-

nd I lszaninwuevan §HIURTTARNDUTY HEMINaRaIlIINgImangas

o - S, & [ % .l’ [ . -t -~ ‘A t -l - -
dnaum‘nﬂm:ru N Iulstlnausuldagefivszdaninn rarnaysuiilszininw
nMeImanaefvinny 88.36/80.62 warlisrimEnwrsmadjiaindy 89.34/90.03

: - . - ' . - e
gdn’l’\mm‘ﬁ 80/80 ﬂﬁunnﬁﬂuﬂ‘l') I.lR:N&ﬂ’NE:W)"Nﬂ:U.uuLQGUNGNaunaudnmlnl

wazvasHnavsudaNuuandain nazduanuiiiudang 0.01
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The purposes of this study were to develop and validate the efficiency of a
curriculum and training material package for teachers on “Technical English Skill for
Communication in Careers.” There were 4 groups of samples {30, 30, 32 and 27) used
in this study. The first 2 groups were the first tried out at King Mongkut's Institute of
Technolegy North Bandkok. The last 2 Groups were the second tried out at Rajamangkala
Institute of Technoiogy, Nan Campus. A purposive sampling technique was used to
select the samples. A One - Group Pretest - Posttest Design was used in these experi-
ments. The sample were assigned to finish the pretgst before training. Then the posttest
and the training satisfaction evaluation forms were given to the students at the end of
the training. The scores were used to determine the efficiency of the curriculum and the
package. Results indicated that the developed curriculum was effective for training. The
efficiency of the package was at 88.36/80.62 in theoretical achievement and at 89.34/
90.03 in practical achievement which was . higher than the criteria set at 80.00/80.00.

The difference between the means of the pretest and posttest was significant at a

difference leve!l of 0.01.





