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ABSTRACT

The study was conducted with these purposes: 1) to investigate the
effectiveness Index of the learning activities based on Cooperative Learning and
Concept Mapping which affected Mathayom Suksa 1 students’ concept, attitude and
learning achievement of English 2) to compare Mathayom Suksa 1 students’ concept
possessed before and after Learning through the learning activities based on
Cooperative Learning and Concept Mapping, 3) to compare Mathayom Suksa 1
students’ attitudes embodied before and after learning through to the learning
activities based on Cooperative Learning and Concept Mapping, 4) to compare
Mathayom Suksa 1 students’ learning achievements obtained before and after learning
through the learning activities based on Cooperative Learning and Concept Mapping,
5) to compare the concepts, attitudes and English learning achievements of Mathayom
Suksa 1 students’ whose emotional intelligences varied (high, moderate, low) before
and after learning through the learning activities on Cooperative Learning and Concept
Mapping. The subjects were 36 Mathayom Suksa 1 students who were studying in
the second semester of 2015 academic year at Khamtoei Uppatham School. they
were gained by cluster random sampling technique. The instruments used in this study

included 1) the learning activities based on Cooperative Learning and Concept



Mapping, 2) the test to examine the students’ concepts, 3) a questionnaire to survey
the students’ attitude, 4) an achievement test. The statistics adopted for data analysis
were mean, standard deviation, effectiveness index (E.I.), t — test (dependent
samples), One-way MANCOVA, and One-way ANOVA.

The study unveiled these results:

1. The learning activities based on Cooperative Learning and Concept
Mapping had their effectiveness Index (E.I) of 0.55

2. After the students had learnt through the learning activities based on
Cooperative Learning and Concept Mapping, their concept was statistically higher than
that of before at .05 level of significance.

3. After the students had learnt through the learning activities based on
Cooperative Learning and Concept Mapping, their attitude was statistically higher than
that of before at .05 level of significance.

4. After the students had learnt through the learning activities based on
Cooperative Learning and Concept Mapping, their learning achievements of English
was statistically higher than that of before at .05 level of significance.

5. After the students whose emotional intelligences varied had learnt
through the learning activities based on Cooperative Learning and Concept Mapping,
their concept, attitude, and learning achievement of English were statistically different

from each other at the .05 level of significance.

Keywords  Learning activities based on Cooperative Learning and Concept Mapping,
emotional intelligence, concept, attitude toward English, learing

achievement








