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ABSTRACT

This research was aimed to 1) study the effectiveness of cooperative
learning of the management and leadership techniques subjects for undergraduate
students in 3° year, the Bachelor of Public Administration program, 2) to compare the
learning achievement of the undergraduate students in A< year, Bachelor of Public
Administration program between before and after learning by the cooperative tearning,
3) to study the undergraduate student’s attitude after learning by cooperative learning.
The target population was 30 of undergraduate students in 3" year, group 3(d, the

== Bachetor-of-PublicAdministration-prograrm=Thesinstruments-used-for cottecting-data
were (1) the set of cooperative learning, (2) the 60 items of the learning achievement
test before and after, (3) the attitude test. The statistics used for analysis were

Frequency, Percentage, Mean, Standard Deviation, the formula to find efficiency 80/80

(Ey/E») and to find the index of effectiveness of the learning according to the hovland

method.

The research results were found as follows;

1. The teamning achievement of the leadership and management technique
subject of the undergraduate students in 3" year, Bachelor of Public Administration
program before learning was 40.43 from 60 scores {67.39%) and after learning

was 50.80 from 60 scores (84.67%), it’s shown the undereraduate students had

knowledge increasinely.

2. The undergraduate students learned each set of the cooperative
learning for 11 sets; average’s score was 89.17 from 110 (81.06%) and the score after
learning was 50.80 from 60 (84.67%), therefore, the cooperative learning of the
leadership and management technique subject was effectiveness higher than 80/80.




3. The learning achievement after learning by the cooperative learning of
the leadership and management technique subject was higher than before by
significant statistic different at .01 levels.

4. The undergraduate student’s attitude towards the cooperative learning
in subject of leadership and management technique as overall was at good level,

considering each item; it’s shown at good level all.




