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ABSTRACT

The purposes of this research were: 1) to develop and evaluate the suitability
of the instructional model for teaching creative writing course for Thai language teachers
based on brain-based learning integrated with Synectics strategy for undergraduate
students in Thai Program, 2) to study the effects after the implementation of the
developed instructional model, and 3) to examine the student satisfaction toward learning
through the developed instructional model. The sample group, obtained through
purposive sampling, consisted of 37 first year students studying the Bachelor of
Education Curriculum in Thai Language Program at Sakon Nakhon Rajabhat University
in the first semester of the academic year 2019. This research employed Research
and Development (R&D). The research instruments were: 1) a test of creative writing
knowledge and understanding, 2) a creative writing ability test, and 3) an assessment
form of student satisfaction toward learning through the developed instructional model.
The statistics for quantitative data analysis were percentage, mean, standard deviation,
one sample t-test, and Dependent Samples t-test. The content analysis were employed

to analyze the qualitative data.



The findings were as follows:
1. The developed instructional model comprised six elements:
1) Background and significance, 2) Principles, 3) Objectives, 4) Contents, 5) Learning
management process consisting of six steps: Step |- Building mind-body connection,
Step IlI- Receiving, recoding and reviewing, Step Ill- Comparing and making connections,
Step IV- Utilizing imagination, Step V- Sharing Knowledge, and Step VI- Assessing,
and 6) Measurement and evaluation. The developed instructional model was at the
highest level for applicability.
2. The effects after the implementation of the developed instructional
model could be concluded that:
2.1 After learning through the developed instructional model,
the students’ knowledge and understanding about creative writing were assessed
and rated higher than before the intervention, and the preset criteria of 75 percent,
with a statistically significant level of .01.
2.2 After learning through the developed instructional model,
the students’ creative writing ability was assessed and rated higher than before
the intervention, and the preset criteria of 75 percent, with a statistically significant
level of .01.
3. The student satisfaction toward learning through the developed

instructional model was at the highest level (i: 4.87,S.D. = 0.54).
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