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Abstract

This research was conducted to examine effects of the simultaneous application of
cooperative learning and conditioned contract on self-discipline in responsibility of Prathomsuksa
Tive students: 1) before and after the application of cooperative learning and conditioned contract
2) before and after the application of cooperative learning 3) before and after the upplication of
conventiomal Jearning 4) after the application of cooperative learning with conditioned cantract,
the cooperative learning and conventional learning. The samples were 92 Prathomsuksa Five
students in the first semester of 2004 academic year from Ban Sabarang School, Amphoe Muang,
Changwal Pattami. They were randomly classified into 3 groups of 24 students sach, The research
instruments consisted of 1) cooperative leaming and conditioned contract plan 2) cooperative
learning plan 3) conventional learning plan 4) 40-ilem self-discipline in responsibility test at a
confidence level of .83. Mean, stundard deviation, t-test, ANCOVA and Turkey test were used for

statistically result.

The fndings were as followed:

1. After treated with cooperative learning and conditioned contract, Prathomsuksa
Five students had higher self»discipljne in responsibility at a confidence level of .001 than before
being treated.
2. Before treated witﬁ cooperative learning, the students had lower self-discipline in
responsibility than the afterwards at a confidence ievel of .001.
3. Conveational learning allowed higher self~discipline in responsibility of the

students at a confidence level of .05,
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4. After the application of cooperative lcarrﬁng and conditioned contract and the
cooperative learning and conventional learning, differences in self-discipline of the three
experimentad groups were found at a confidence level of 001, After that, the differences were
cxamined in pait. The research discovered that sludents treated with cooperative leamning and
conditioned contract had higher seif-discipline Iﬁ resporisibility thzm those treated with
conventional learning, while students {reated with coobérative learning maintained higher self-
;iiscipline in responsibility than those treated with conventional learning. Self-discipline in
responsibility of students {reated with cooperative learning and conditioned coniract was not

different from those treated with cooperative learning.
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