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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this research was to compare English vocabulary knowledge, retention
and opinion of the students through Direct approach and Indirect approach. The subjects
comprised 42 Matthayom Suksa 2 students who enrolled in Fundamental English II (E 21102) at
Panpalan School, Maehongson in the second semester of the academic year 2010. The subjects
were simple random sampled into two groups: a controlled group and an experimental group.
Each group consisted of 21 students. The controlled group was taught through Direct approach
while the experimental group was taught through Indirect approach. The research instruments
were 10 lesson plans using Direct approach and 10 lesson plans using Indirect approach,
achievement test, retention test and opinion questionnaire. The data obtained were analyzed by

using mean, standard deviation and t-test.



The findings of this research were as follows:

1. The achievement mean scores of the students taught through indirect approach were
higher than those taught through direct approach at the 0.01 level of significance.

2. The retention mean scores of the students taught through indirect approach were
higher than those taught through direct approach at the 0.01 level of significance.

3. The opinion mean scores of the students taught through direct approach and indirect

approach were equally at moderate level.



