d'l. y = ] = ' =3 Tar o = = Ry
FAINHTUNWUE Nﬁﬂ}ﬂ\‘lﬂ'ﬁﬁﬂuuvﬂ‘5]1111ﬂﬂ?ﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂ’ll!ﬂﬂiu’ﬂﬂqmﬂﬂﬁ1 piptlan

o o e LA = 4y
ﬂ?’iﬂﬂﬁqﬁﬂ'ﬁﬂ]ﬁuﬂlﬂﬂﬂuﬂﬁﬂuﬂfuﬂﬁﬂuﬁﬂﬂ1ﬁm 3

qile W1 13
2191391 A INNATANH
Snrsinmn 2547

W1
UNAAL

gy ; ; e
a3 idansaiili Tagilsyaenmeinnamsisounuuudonsvgfudmnilda
o e n’j L] =5 g oy oy . d ¥ o qy E
anuamanueIsHtlseninGauaisoudny i 3 Tavildagiseasddesdadl 1) o
=] = o LI} g o = Tt T L] !
@ipuiisuanumalanianiual ynstinSoususiseudne it 3vosnguisounuyuswiie
oo o T ld' = ] [~} 1 C{ =4 =y li! -
asugiudiuuy ngufiGaunuusmiie taznduiiteunuudng 2) MenSoufivuanunain
o . R :
meosual veulnSonduisoudnuilf 3 Aownrndmisnaaswosnguis suuuyd udle
Arugiud iy aquitdousuuiuilionas nguiifousuuilnd nqudtesianldliunisive
» 1 ]
duinSouseduFuisondnyiiii 3 maGoui 1 nsfne 2547 ealsaSouugausighs
2 2 as LY A o A A P gﬂ d’; =t = e ar
Sunatile dandatlaniil S g6au mieuleNad19diud 3 ¥iia Ao 1) uwuntsdams
=t .91' = ] 2 1 e A =1 T A =i =
Gouindowausuisaugiuduwy msSouuuusmieuaznisFewning
2 Wearnmwnaduihunlfiludaans 3 ) wuvieanwnawmeetsuel Taefiseidiwu
o L4 . o= ar & 1 § o
FAAIMNAIANID1INE YU N ETIGAINT RAgIdaLe $1uu 150 Fo wwsaudesu
3 é t i e‘.r ! oor aQ = o ¥ ar L] 3 L
dnasanits lasmamuidedunii 952 dnliumsnaassiungudlsdiais 3 ngu Tagldom
T at P 5 o e ]
Tunisnaaes 2 mwdedilend au 5 dile diofuganminaneuas ThinGsulungu
-
or 1 . 1 @ T o ]
#3061 AANGUNANDULALOTUAIUALNI 3 NG ABVUUUNATOLANNRDIANTB 1IN Tnald
wmmaEaURsIRLmMeReunauis oy shveyant ldvinmsnareumimiingey lna
= o 1 . . a . =
Tz ianuel 1l udu { Analysis of Cavariance ) HAZVNAITNAFIUAA (L —test )
wuu dudasedadu { Dependent Samples )
HAR1I VYN
A 2t e v = Far o wooA = T p ar A =
1. dnSsunSouuusiuieaugiuduuy dnFeuiGsunnTuiiseanin oud
Frunuund dnrwmawmnisersusiuandefuedesldsd iymenddnazdu o1 s
pagalANUUANA IS WALA LA TR AR e suslve AT RS sUveInguM TG o

v i AugiudLLsas mMaE susyus e hivand Wiy yuziiAwmaoyesnguns

(3}



SeuunysndisaiugiudmunrayngumsGsuumnninfuanduiuamnainisdwigmaada
fiszdy osnarRenSruiiFounuudemudfudumidiamaemensualgeni
B auiGnunnnled sazsmbsvangunsimanmsaudesazaguiinfuand afuedial
Hadagnuasaiszau 05 narsatindaufiteunnisndelinnumaanerusiganh
AquiiGeutanning

2. tinfeuiiounsndisangiudunufianmmaneeusiginhieums
naaosediitedifynisadinssdu 001

3. vnSeufidouusuielanunaaneosualginhideunsnaaes
adeiituddymeadniszdy 001

or o J;i <4 L Y= 1 T 1
4, uﬂl‘ifJ'L[‘mSUHLL‘U‘U‘L’ﬂﬁNﬂ'l'i?dﬂ’d"lﬂﬂ'i&ﬂ'ﬁNiﬂhgﬁﬂ']]ﬂﬂuﬂﬁ VIR

{4)



Thesis Title Eftects of the Simullaneous Application of Cooperative
T.eaming with Modeling in Health Education on Emotional Intelligence

of Maltayomsuksa Three Students

Auther Miss Suffeesa Baru
Major Program Educational Psychology
Academic Year 2004

Abstract

This research was conducted to examine effects of the simultaneous application of
cooperative learning with modeling in health cducation on cmotional intclligence of
Mattavomsuksa Three students with the following sub-objectives: 1} to compare emotional
intelligence of Mattayomsulksa Three students treated with cooperative learning with modeling,
cooperative learning and traditional learning, 2) to compare emotional intelligence of
Mattayomsuksa Three students before and after treated with cooperative leaming with modeling,
coaperative learming and {raditional learning. The samples were 96 Mattayomsuksa Three
students in the [irst semester of Academic Year 2005 from Benjamarachutit School, Muang
District, Pattani Province. The invented instruments were 1) plans in organizing cooperative
learning with modeling, cooperative learning and tradifional leaming, 2) short messages used as
models and 3) emotional intelligence measurement test. The use of Miss Supaporn Pisitpattana’s
150-item test found at 952 reliability. The experiment was done with the three groups of samples
for two periods a week within five weeks. Afterwards, the samples from the three experimented
and controlled groups responded to the emotional intelligence test, the same one employed before
the experiment. The obtained data were analyzed [or covariance and exammed lor t-test with

dependent samples.



The findings were as followed:

1. Treated with cooperative learning with modeling, cooperative learning and
traditionz] learning, the students showed different emotional intelligence at a confidence level
of .01. Tested in pair, no difference in emotional intelligence of students treated with cooperative
learning with imodeling and cooperative learning was found. On the other hand, mecan of
cooperative learning with modeling and traditional learning groups was different at a confidence
level of .05; in that, the students freated with cooperative learning with modeling showed higher
emotional intelligence than those treated with traditional leaming, Mean of the cooperative
learning and traditional learning groups signified difference at a confidence of 05; in that, the
students treated with cooperative learning expressed higher cmotional intelligence than those
treated traditional learning.

2. The students treated with cooperative learning with modeling had higher emotional _
intelligence before the experiment at a confidence lavel of .001.

3. The students ireated with cooperative learming had higher emotional intclligence
before the experiment at a confidence level of 001,

4, Emotional intelligence of the siudents treated with traditional learning was not

higher than before the experiment.
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