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ABSTRACT

Modular teaching is one of the most widespread and recognized teaching learning techniques in
United States, Australia and many other Western countries including Asian region. Modular teaching
is used in almost all subjects like, natural sciences, especially in social sciences and medical
education and even in social sciences as well as in computer education. All kinds of subjects are
being taught through modules.Modular approach in teaching is a recent development and may be
considered as a modification of an improvement upon the famous concept of programmed
instruction. This approach is based upon the well established and universally recognized
phenomenon of individual differences among the learners which necessitates the planning for
adoption of the most appropriate teaching techniques in order to help the individual growth and

develop at her /his own pace.

INTRODUCTION

An experimental study was conducted to
examine the effects of modular teaching on the
academic achievement of secondary school
students in social science. Social science has
made revolution in the daily life of the humanities.
Hence the social science has been regarded as
an essential part of curricula at secondary level
throughout the world. Social science, on the
learning aspects, involves typical skills and
concepts, which require specific teaching
learning methodologies. The quest of more
favorable teaching technique is equally important
for learners as well as for the teachers, education
planners, managers and administrators. The
objectives of the study included: (I) To determine
the role of modular teaching in the academic
achievement of students of social science at
secondary level. (2) To determine whether the
modular teaching is more effective than
traditional methods. (3) To examine the effects of
modular leaching on the academic achievements
of high achievers and low achievers. (4) To
develop some sample module from the textbook
of social science at secondary level. (5) To
recommend for the improvement and promotion
of suitable method of teaching social science at
secondary level.

The study was conducted in Govt Sr. Sec.School
Charkhi Dadri. The students of 10th class section
A and B served as the sample of the study.
Students were divided into two sections on the
basis of pretest (appendix-Il). Section B served
as the control group and section A served as the
experimental group.

Two social science teachers having
equal qualification, equal experience and
considerably equal teaching potential, were
selected to teach the control and the
experimental groups. Same lesson plans and
worksheets were used along with the direct
teaching strategy for the control and the
experimental groups. The control group was kepi
under control condition by providing traditional
competitive situation in the class while the
experimental group was provided treatment of
modular teaching This experiment lasted for
twelve weeks. After the provision of instruction
and practice three modules having 13 units
covering three chapters, the academic
achievement of both groups was examined
through a posttest. Six weeks after the First
evaluation, the same posttest was administered
surprisingly, to test the retention of the students of
the both experimental and the control group.
Pretest and posttest were used as measuring
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tools in the experiment. The pretest was for the
equal distribution of the students in the control
and the experimental groups. The purpose of the
posttest was the to measure the achievement as
well as retention of the students after treatment.
Actually posttest was a test parallel to pretest.
The equality and similarity of the two tests was
determined by using Spearman-Brown's
prophecy formula. Reliability of posttest was
foundtobe 0.75.

Applying t-test significance of difference
between the mean scores of the experimental
and the control groups on the variables of pretest,
posttest and retention test, was tested To lest the
treatment effects for high and low achievers of
both the experimental and control groups on
posttest and retention tests, the factorial design
(2x2) analysis of variance, was applied

CONCLUSIONS
In the light of the statistical analysis and the
finding of the study, the following conclusions
were drawn.

On the whole, modular teaching is more
effective as teaching learning process for social
science as compared to traditional teaching
method. Because in modular teaching the
students are provided the opportunities of
learning at their own pace, according to their
ability level and needs.

In spite of the fact that, students in the
modular approach outscored the students
working in traditional learning mode have no
priority over students taught by traditional
method in retaining the learnt biological material.
But it could not be generalized. May be it have
some other reasons like family background are
basic knowledge of subject. Overall modular
approach is more effective as compared to
traditional method.

Low achievers in self-learning style have
significant superiority over low achievers learning
social science by traditional method. Thus
modular approach is very effective method for
teaching social science to the low achievers as
compared to traditional method of leaching.
In selflearning style immediate reinforcement

is provided in the form of feedback to practice
task, which motivate the student. High achievers
when they are taught social science by self-
learning mode that is by modular approach retain
more. Because the modular approach is
considered to create interest among the students
as they are free to learn at their own pace.

Low achievers taught social science
through modular approach retain for longer time
as compared to low achievers taught by
traditional method of teaching. Therefore,
modular teaching is very effective teaching
method for low achievers. In modular approach
large contents are divided into small units with
predetermined specific objectives, which create
interest and motivation as well as novelty and
newness in teaching style.

RECOMMENDATIONS

In the light of findings and conclusions of the

study, following recommendations were made.

1. This study proved that modular teaching is
more effective mode of instruction for social
sciences as compared to traditional method
of teaching. This method should be applied to
others subjects as well as other level of
education. Therefore the teachers of social
sciences should use modular teaching to
improve the academic achievements of the
students.

2. Modular teaching is a new technique in
classroom setting, social sciences teachers
should be provided training in module writing
and teaching.

3. The results of single study are insufficient to
decide about the maximum use of modular
approach in our classroom setting. Thus a
series of studies on modular approach in
different situations and mixed genders at
differentlevels should be carried out.
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