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Abstract

This study focused on exploring the current development
of dance clubs in elementary schools and the relationships
between students’ participating motivations, learning
satisfaction, and learning achievement. A questionnaire
survey was used, and those public elementary schools in
Taichung County, Taiwan that set up dance clubs
were included as our study ranges. Subjects were that the
middle and high grade students chosen from dance clubs.
Totally 286 copies of effective samples were acquired. Then
the acquired data was run by SPSS Windows software 15.0.
The researcher used the descriptive statistics, One-Way
MANOVA, Post HOC, and multi regression performing
statistical analysis, and came up with the following
propositions:
1) The participating motivations for middle and high grade
students from dance clubs in elementary schools are having
significant differences on gender, school size, school location,
teacher educational background, teacher’s fee, practice time,
and practice hours.
2) There are significant differences on grade, school size,
school location, teacher educational background, teacher’s
fee, length of participation, practice time, and practice hours
for Student’s learning achievement.
3) For Student’s learning achievement, it shows significant
differences on gender, school size, school location, teacher
educational background, teacher’s fee, and practice schedule,
and
4) There exists a positive relationship between participating
motivation, learning satisfaction, and learning achievement.

Keywords: dance club; participation motivations; learning
satisfaction; learning achievement
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