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ABSTRACT 
 

 The purposes of this research were to study the effects Constructivist approach and 
Contingency Contraction on Social studies Achievement and Learning Responsibility of 
Prathomsuksa six students.  The subjects were 60 Prathomsuksa Six students who were studying 
in the second semester of the academic year 2006 at Tasban 5 (bantaladkao) School in Maung 
Yala, Yala Province.  They were randomly divided into 2 groups of 30 students each.  The first 
group was taught through the Constructivist approach couple with Contingency Contraction.  The 
second one was taught only through the Constructivist approach. The research instruments were 7 
lesson plans for experimental I and experimental II  for 7 weeks each and for  the test of  Social 
Studies Achievement  consisting of 40 questions having .85 reliability and Learning 
Responsibility  test in Social Studies with .87  reliability.  t-test was used for data analysis.    
 The findings were as follows: 

1.  The students who were taught  through the  Constructivist approach and Contingency 
Contraction had higher score on Social Studies Achievement than before the experiment at the 
significant level of .01 

2.  The students who were taught  through the Constructivist approach had higher Social 
Studies Achievement and Learning Responsibility than before the experiment at the significant 
level of .01 

3.  The students who were taught  through the Constructivist approach and Contingency 
Contraction had higher Social Studies Achievement and Learning Responsibility than those 
taught through the Constructivist approach at the significant level of .05 
 




