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The objectives of this research were to 1) study science teacher’s
competency of instructional activities and science process skills in key stage levels 1-2,
Saraburi Educational Service Area Office 1, and 2) to compare science teacher’s
competency of instructional activities and science process skills in key stage levels 1-2,
Saraburi Educational Service Area Office 1. The samples were classified by training
experience, teaching experience, education major, school size, and level of students.
Using stratified random-sampling, the samples were 256 science teachers in key stage
levels 1-2 of academic year 2007, Saraburi Educational Service Area Office 1. This
research instruments were questionnaires with a reliable value of 0.85. The
questionnaires asked about opinions towards science teacher's competency of
instructional activities by using science process skills. Mean (i), standard deviation
(S.D.), ttest, one-way ANOVA, and Scheffe’s method were used to analyze the data.

The results were as follows:

1. Science teachers who graduated from science major had the different
competency from science teachers who didn't graduate from science major. The overall
different competency was statistically significant at level 0.05. Each different
competency was also statistically significant at level 0.05.

2. Science teachers, who had training experiences, had the different
competency from science teachers who didn’t have a training experience at statistically
significant level 0.0g, both in overall and each aspect.

3. Science teachers in the first key stage student (Prathomsuksa 1-3) had the
different competency from science teachers in the second key stage students

(Prathomsuksa 4-6) at statistically significant level 0.05 both in overall and each aspect.

- 4. Science teachers who had teaching experience and who didn't have
teaching experience had no the different competency of instructional activities and
science process skills.

5. Science teachers from different school sizes had no the different

competency of instructional activities and science process skills.





