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ABSTRACT

The purposes of this study were 1) to construct and find the efficiency
of project instructional package on the Craft of local Wisdom topic of learning
area of occupations and technology of Mathayomsuksa 5 students,

2) to experiment with the project instructional package and then compare
students’ posttest scores with the criterion percentages of 80 and evaluate
students’ craft skills, project and desirable features. 3) to study students’
satisfaction on the project instructional package. The subjects were 25
Mathayomsuksa 5 students at Bopho Wittaya School under constructed of
Phitsanulok Educational Area 3. They were selected purposively. The subjects
studied in the second semester of academic year 2009. The research instruments
were 6 project instructional package, an achievement test, a craft skills evaluation
form, a project evaluation form, a desirable features form and a student’s

satisfaction questionnaire. After 18 hours, the subjects were tested.



The researchers found that the efficiency of the project instructional package was
85.84/85.56 which higher than the criterion 80/80 The students’ posttest scores
were higher than the criterion significantly at .01 level. Moreover, the students

highly satisfied learning by using the project instructional package.



