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Abstract

The purposes of this research were to analyze teaching skills
needed for teaching by learning cont.raéts, to study about students’
time-on~tasks and learning progress, and to compare students’
attitudes toward this learning method. The subjects for this study
were twenty-nine Pratom Suksa 5 students of Wat Daiyae School,
Wat Buaw School and Wat Pholoy School, Mueng District, Lopburi
Province. Three instructors, including the researcher, separately
taught in each school. Research instruments were (1) one over-all
instructional plan and its five subplans {(2) Record Form of
Learning Charact.e_ristics and Problems (for students) (3) Learning
progress and Instructional Condit.ioﬁs Record Form <(for teachers)
(4) Learning Progress Record Form (for students) (5) Achievenent

Test and (6) Attitude Scale. The researcher constructed the



instructional guide and the questionnaire used before beginning the
lessons to find out stﬁdents’interests in ways of learning, ' Besides,
the researcher also prepared different learning resources and
contract forms. The two other instructors were orientated about
learning contracts and so were the students. After the four-week
teaching experiment, the_students took the achievement test. Two days
later, They were asked to report their attitudes. The data were
categorized and presented descriptively through mean, S.D. and t-test.
The findings were as follows :

1. Teaching skills needed were : explanation skills, observing
and monitoring skills, feedback ékills, motivation skills,
reinforcement skills, facilitating skills, problem-solving skills,
and supporting skills.

Instructors felt this method consumed a great deal of time
especially in the beginning. The provided resoﬁrces were inadequate
since students sometimes selected the saﬁe tasks. The students were
unable to learn essential concepts from the resources and could not
apply the knowledge attained from these resources to their task
activities. Some students always chose the same types of activities.
Often, their work didn’t meet the contract requirements. Student.s
with reading and writing problems needed more learning time.
Students worked for their contracts at various times of the day.
Most of themr used class hours and holidays. The average time used -
fof each working period was 49 minuﬂes. During the four weeks of
independent. study, students spent. time differently on their tasks.

Most spent, consistent - time-on-tasks only at the beginning and at the



end of the contract. Student.s’ allocated time for each task was
different. For their first few contracts, most students set longer
periods of time for contract completion. Shorter periods were used
for the rest. Most students completed their tasks on time.

3. As for students’ learning progress, those who illustrated
more progress in learning were found o be highly responsible. They
worked on their tasks consistently; met with the instructor more
frequently; completed their tasks on time and the tasks were of
better quality. In contrast, students who illustrated less progress
in Jlearning were less responsible in their studies— and little
interaction with their instructors were found. These students were
inconsistent in working on their tasks and often completed the tasks
_ beyond their contract time. Their learning tasks were of moderate
quality. The more progreésed students received higher achievement
scores than the less progressed ones, significantly at the .05
level. Students’ average scores, however, were more than 50% of the
total test scores. |

4. The at.t;it.udes of both high and low achievers toward

learning contracts were positive and were not different.



