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ABSTRACT

The purpases of this research were to investigate the
influences of tha response strength on attributes and concapt types
in concept learning of the students with different creativity and
the interactions among three veriables : creativity, concept typecs
and ths responze atnangﬁhqn attributes. The subjects were 408 Pratom
6 gtudents of the academic year 1986 in Pitsanulcke province; the
students were divided into 204 atudonts of high creativity and 204
students of low creativity. The students were randomized amsignment
to twelve experimental groupawith 34 students esach. There werce three
voncept types in this study @ affirmmative . conjunctive and disjunctive
There were two levels of the respohse strength on attributes : high.and
low, The trecatments wers givon individually; each subject went through
only ocne treatment.  The gtimulpg materials in concept learning uszsed
by Swai Liamkaew (1982). The scores were the number of responses

counting from the first responsa through the last arror before the




concept was learned : that is each subject responsed carrectly ten
trials after the last error. The response method was used in
prosenting the stimuli. The ANOVA 2 x 3 x 2 completely randomized
facteorial experiment (creativity x concept types x the response

strength on attributes! was applied to analyze the data.

The results ware as follows:
q

1. Tha student group who learned the concept with the high
response strength on attributes went through fewer trials than the
one who lzarned the concept with the low response strength on
attrimutes.

2. The student group who learned the affirmative concept went
through fewer trials than those who learned the other two concept.
The studant group who learned the conjunctive concept went through
fewer trials than the one who learned the disjunctive concept.

3. The student group with high creativity went through fewer
trials than those with low creativity.

4, There was an interaction between concept types and the
regponse strength on attributes; the influence of concept types was
dependent on the response strength; and vice versa.

5. Thare was an interaction between crszativity and concept
types; the influence of creativity was dependent on concept types;
and vice versa.

6. There was no interaction between creativity and the
response strength on attributes; the influence of creativitg was not

dependent onthe rasponse strength on attributes; and vice versa.




7. There were interactions among creativity, concept types
and the response strength cn attributes; the two-factor interactions

ware dependent on the level of the third factor,



