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Abstract

The purposé of this study was to analyze and compare learning
behaviors of the students with high, average, and low ac;hie{rement
ﬁhile learning individually using programmed texts and ’1eé.rning in
groups using milti—media kits. The a'l;ti‘budes of these three groups
of students were also compared. The samples t;séd for this study
were 90 students in Mattayomsuksa I of Pichai Secondary School at
Amphur Pichai in Uttaradit province. These sgtudents were divided
according to their achievement into three groups, each of which
comprised 30 students, The researcher—constructed instruments for
the study weres five programmed ftexts, five multi-media kits, two
forms of cumulative behaviors records, and two atiitude scales.

The total length of the teaching and learning was five sixty-mimite
periods, learning activities in each period consisted of thirty—

mimite individual learning and thirty-mimte cooperative learning.



Two days later, all students reported their attitudes on the attitude
scales. Data from Behaviors Records were analyzed by using the Chi-~
Squares One—way ANOVA was employed for comparing students' attitudes,
The results were as follows:

I. learning behaviors of the studenmts while employing an
individual style of self=instruction

Most students with high and average achievement paid more
attention to learning activity and adhered to the instruction of
programmed texts. Only a little more than half of the students ﬁi‘b_h
low achievement paid attention to the class activity, and adhered to
the instruction, Students with high achievement raised more questions
in the first few periods and less in later periods. But the students
with average and low achievement raised fewer guestions in all the
periods.

The study indicated that the students with high, average,
and lpw achievement were not different in terms of aitention and
question raising. In regard tc;.instmction adherence behavior, the
three groups were significantly different at .05 level,

II. learning behaviers of the students while using a
cooperative style of self-instruction

Most students with high and average achievement paid
more attention to group activity, adhered o the direction or
instmiction for activities, and discussed among themselves within
each group. On the contrary, the students with low achievement

paid less attention to class aotivity and nearly half of the students



in the group - did not adhere to activity instruction. However, a

little mors than half of these students exchanged their ideas in

their groups.

| The siudy also revealed that the students with high, average,

and low achievement were significantly different in attention and

instruotien adherence at .05 level, Mere students in high and

average greups paid attentien and adhered te the instrugtion.

Ne statistical diffarenoe was feund en greup discussien beﬁaviors._
III. Attitudes towards self-instruction learning styles

using programmed texts and multi-media kits;

No statistical difference was found among the students
with high, average, and low achievement regarding attitudes toward
learning programmed texis, However, their attitudes toward group
learning were different at .05 level of statistical significance,
Llow achievers were found to have attitudes in the lower scale than

the others.



