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Abstract

The research objective was to compare learning achievement in social
studies and group working behavior of Mathayom Suksa 2 students participating
in cooperative learning versus traditional learning at Pracharat Thammakun
School, Ngao District, Lampang Province. The sample consisted of 40 students in
Muthayom Suksa 2 who were studying during the 2nd semester of the 2001
academic year. The samples were obtained by Cluster Random Sampling of two
classrooms as the experimental group and the control group. The experimental
group used the cooperative iearning while the control group used the traditional
leaning method.

The research instruments used were : (1) series of four lesson plans for
teaching Cooperative Learning, (2) a set of 40-item learning achievement tests,
and (3) a set of 20-item group working observation form. The statistics used in

data analysis included mean, standard deviation, and the t-test (independent).



The research resuits were as follows :

1. The comparison of leaming achievement revealed that there were
distinct changes in both the experimental group and control group after the
feaming process. The statistical significance level was .01. Leaming achievement
of students in the experimental group who leamed by cooperative method was
higher than students in the control group who leamed by traditional method.

2. The comparison of students’ group work behaviors participating in
cooperative leaming versus traditional leaming were as follows :

2.1 The comparison of students group work behaviors conceming
group leadership showed that there was statistical significance difference at .01
level between the experimental and control group. Students who leamed by
cooperative leaming method had a higher group working behavior than these in
the control group who leamed by traditional learmning method.

2.2 The comparative data of students’ group work behavior conceming
group membership indicated that the membership role of the experimental group
was higher than that of the control group. The statistical significance difference
was at .01 level.

2.3 The comparison of data results of students’ group work behavior
concerning group working process revealed that the experimental group
cooperated more during the working process than the control group and had a
statistical significance difference of .01 level.

2.4 The comparative resulis of the students’ desirable leaming
characteristics showed that control group with the experimental group exhibited a
more desirable leaming behavior than the and that of the control group both
before and after leaning has statistical significance difference of .01 level.

2.5 Overall the research data indicated that students in the experimental
group who iearmned by cooperative learning method exhibited a higher group
working behavior than students in the control group who leamed by traditional

learming method. The statistical significance difference of .01 level.



