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ABSTRACT 189791

This experimental research aimed to 1) compare the learning achievement of
mathematics leaming substance group as related to currency, income, and expense
record of Prathomsuksa 3 students taught by cooperative learning method between
jigsaw activity and T.A.l activity, 2) compare their learning cooperative behavior by
using jigsaw activity and T.A.l activity, and 3) compare their attitude toward
mathematics learning substance group of Prathomsuksa 3 students taught by
cooperative learning method between jigsaw activity and T.A.l activity.

The sample group was 64 Prathomsuksa 3 students during the second
semester of 2006 academic year of Thairathwittaya 1 School, Pranarai educational
quality development network center. The samples were divided into 2 equal groups,
each group consisted of 32 students, selected by simple random sampling; one group
was the first experimental group and the other was the second experimental group. The
former group learnt by cooperative learning method using jigsaw activity. The latter
group leamt by cooperative learning method using T.A.l activity. The instruments used
composed of 1) a cooperative learning method management plan using jigsaw activity,
2) a cooperative learning method management plan using T.A.l activity, 3) an
achievement test of mathematics iearning substance group, 4) a learning cooperative
behavior observation form, and 5) an attitude test toward mathematics leaming
substance group. The data was analyzed by a ready-made computer program to

calculate mean (i), standard deviation (S.D.), and t-test.

The findings were as follows:

1. the learning achievement of the mathematics learning substance group as
related to currency, income and expense record of Prathomsuksa 3 students taught by
cooperative leaming method using the jigsaw activity and the T.A.l activity had a
statistically insignificant difference at a level of .05.

2. the Prathomsuksa 3 students’ cooperative behavior taught by cooperative
leaming method using the jigsaw activity and the T.A.l activity had a statistically
insignificant difference at a level of .05.

3. the Prathomsuksa 3 students’ attitude toward the mathematics learning
substance group taught by cooperative leaming method using the jigsaw activity and

the T.A.l activity had a statistically insignificant difference at a level of .05.





