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ABSTACT

The purpose of this study was to compare the learning
achievement in Life Experiences of Prathom Suksa IV students by
cooperative learning and the guidance of Teacher’ manual in
Udonthanee Provincial Primary Education Office.

The data were collected in the first semester of the academic
year 1995. The subjects were Prathom Suksa IV students of Bawriban-
poommikhet, Shcool, Amphoe Banphue, Udonthanee province. The subjects
were selected by Purposive Sampling, and the Randonm Assignment
Technigue was used to assign 32 subjects to the experimental group

and 32 subjects to the control group.



The experimental group was taught by cooperative learning
meanwhile the control group was taught by the guidance of Teacher’s
manual in Udonthanee Provincial Primary Education Office. The
Pretest - Posttest Control Group Design was used in this study.

The instruments used for data collection were cooperative plans,
guidance of Teacher’s manual in Udonthanee Provincial Primary
Education Office plans, achievement test. The data were statistically
analyzed by the t - test and one way analysis of variance.

The results indicated that :

1. The achievement in learning Life Experiences of experimental
group was better than the control at .01 1level of statistical
significance.

2. The achievement in learning Life Experiences of experimental
group among students with high,middle and 1low levels was not

statistically different at the .01 level of significance.



