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Thesis Title Effects of Multiple Types of Presentation
Method on Prose Learning of Students with

Different Levels of Academic Achievement

Author Suwan Masmmek
Major Program Educational Psychology
Academic Year 1988

ABSTRACT

This research investigated multiple-type metheds of
presentation in prose learning of students with different levels
of academic achievement. This research also studied the interaction
effects of these two variables. The subjecte of the study were
Prathomsuksa IIT students from Kurumitr School Cluster under the
OCffice of Yala Province Primary Education of 1988 academic year.
The 240 subjects were randomly assigned into 4 treatment groups;
each group concisted of 60 subjects. The two independent variables
were levels of academic achievement and methods of presentation. The
dependent variable was the score of correctly answered questions on
the two stories through the following methods : segments of prose
with illustration, segments of prose with accompanying reading,
segments of prose with reading and imagery instruction and the
whele prose. The two stories used were "Kasatakornnoi" and

"Dekchai Somwang”. Each group was presented with each different



prose presentation methed. After the presentation of each story,

the subjects were asked to answer multiple-choice questions about

the story. The scores obtained were analyzed through the statistical
procedure of ANOVA 2 x 4 completely randomized factorial design
{academic achievement * methed of presentation).

The findings revealed that there were significant differences
among the four presentation methods (p < .001}. The group who were
presented with segments of prose with reading and imagery instruction
received higher scores than the group who were presented with segments
of prose accompanying reading and the whele prose. The subjects in the
high academic achievement group received significantly higher scores
than the subjects in the lower group (p < .001). There were
significant interaction effects among the levels of academic achievement
and the four presentation methods (p < .01). The multiple comparisons
indicated that the high academic achievement group who were presented
with segmenis of prose with reading and imagery instruction received
higher scores than the same group who were presented with segments of
prose with illustration and the whole prose. The low academic achievement
group who were presented with segments of prose with illustration
received higher scores than the same group who were presented with
segments of prose with accompaﬁying reading and the whole prose.

The findings were discussed relative to thier implications
for the selection of appropriate techniques used in prose teaching.

The results suggested that the best presentation method for the high
academic achievement group was segments of prose with reading and
imagery instruction while segments of prose with illustration was the

best presentation method for the low academic achievement Qroup.



