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ABSTRACT

The purposes of this research were to investigate the effects
of presentation methods and arrangements of instance attributes on
concept learning and the interaction between presentation methods
and arrangements of instance attributes. There were three
presentation methods : giving the best examples, giving the conceptual
rule and giving the best examples together with the conceptual rule

and two arrangements of instance atiributes : organized and unorganized.

The subjects were 192 Pratom IV students in the academic year 1987

from elementary schools in Pattani. The subjects were randomly
assigned into 6 treatments with 32 students in each. Each student
received only one treatment. The instruments were 6 concept lessons
corresponding to 6 different treatments and a concept clsssification
test. The subjects were given the concept lessons and then followed
by the classification test. ©Ecores were given for correct

clagsification of instances, one point per item. The ANQVA 3 x 2



completely randomized factorial design (presentation methods

x arrangements of instance attributes) was applied to analyze ths

data.

The research results were as follows ¢

1. Subjects who studied with the presentation method of the
best examples together with the coneceptual rule and subjects who
studied with the presentation method of the conceptual rule only
classified more correct instances than subjects who studied with
the presentation method of the best examples conly. Subjects who
studied with the presentation method of the best examples together
with the coneceptual rule and subjects who studied with the
presentation method of the conceptual rule only did not differ
significantly.

2, Subjects who studied the concept with the organized
arrangement of iqstance attributes classified more correct instances
than subjects who studied the concept with the unorganized
arrangement of instance attributes.

3. There is no interaction between the presentation methods

and the arrangements of instance attributes.



