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ABSTRACT

The purpose of the research was to compare the
academic achievement and democratic leadership development
of Prathom Suksa V students in "Life Experiences Group"
between two methods of teaching, the group process method
and the conventional method. The sampling group included

60 Prathom Suksa V students of Ban Siew Koklong School,



Nampong District of Changwat Khon Kaen by using simple
random sampling method. Thirty students were randomly
assigned for each teaching method experiment and control
group. The group process method was implement in the
experiment group, while the conventional method in the
control group. Pretest-Posttest Control Group Design was
as the research model. The instruments were composed of
(1) Academic Achievement Test, (2) Democratic Leadership
Evaluative Form, (3) Group Process and Conventional
Lesson Plans, (with 12 lesson plans each) and (4)
Democratic Leadership Evaluative Observation Form. The
earned data were then analysis for finding t-test both
from pretest and posttest between two different teaching

methods.

The Results

1. The academic achievement of the students who
were in the group process teaching method class was
better than in the conventional teaching method class at
the .05 significant level.

2. The students in the group process teaching method
class had better democatic leadership than the students
in the conventional teaching method class at the .05
significant level.

3. The students in the group process teaching method
class received more democratic leadership scores than the

students in the conventional teaching method class.



