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ABSTRACT

Abstract of special problem submitted to the Graduate School Project of Maejo
University in partial fulfillment of the requirements for the degree of Master of Arts in

Communications

EFFECTS OF PRESENTATION TECHNIQUES IN COMPUTER ASSISTED
INSTRUCTION ON HIGHER EDUCATION STUDENTS’ LEARNING
By
EAKKAPONG SURIYONG
OCTOBER 2001

Chairman: Associate Professor Dr. Wittaya Damrongkiattisak

Department / Faculty: Department of Agricultural , Faculty of Agricultural Business

The purpose of this study was to compare the students level of
conception through computer assisted instruction produced by using three different
presentation techniques:

1. Two different pictures comparing the differences of correct and
incorrect method all at once.

2. Two different pictures comparing the differences of correct and
incorrect method shown one by one.

3. Two different pictures comparing the differences of correct and
incorrect method shown in order.

The study was conducted in Randomized Pretest—Posttest Control Group
Design. The samples used in the study were 120 Maejo University, four years course
students randomly selected by multistage sampling. The samples were divided into 3
groups, each of which consisted of 40 students. The first group was exposed to the

computer assisted instruction with two different pictures comparing the differences of
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correct and incorrect method all at once; the second group was exposed to the
computer assisted instruction with two different pictures comparing the differences of
with two different pictures comparing the differences of correct and incorrect method
shown one by one and the third group was exposed to the computer assisted
instruction with two different pictures comparing the differences of correct and
incorrect method shown in order. The topic of the computer assisted instruction was
“How to take Portraits photo.” The data were collected by means of questionnaires
and tested forms. Analyzed data was presented as a percentage, mean, standard
deviation, and tested for critical value of Chi-square, t-test, F-test, and Least

Significant Difference (LSD).

The findings were as follows:

Knowledge gained after perceiving computer assisted instruction was
significantly different (p<0.01) among the three groups. The student exposed to the
computer assisted instruction with two different pictures comparing the differences of
correct and incorrect method shown in order had the highest learning. The difference
of pretest and posttest points were 9.82, followed by those exposed to the computer
assisted instruction with two different pictures comparing the differences of correct and
incorrect method all at once. The difference of pretest and posttest points were 9.07,
and those exposed to the computer assisted instruction with two different pictures
comparing the differences of correct and incorrect method shown one by one, had the

pretest and posttest points were 7.82, which was the lowest learning outcome.
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