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The purpose of this study was to compare the Ping River Watershed Recovery
Project officals of The Effect of Different Presentation Techniques on Topographic Map Leaning
through 3 different techniques: (1) Presentation Techniques on Topographic Map Leaning with
ACDSee computer program, (2) Presentation Techniques on Topographic Map Leaning with
Power Point computer program, (3) Presentation Techniques on Topographic Map Leaning with

Arc View computer program.

The study was conducted in the randomized pretest-posttest control group
design. The samples were the Ping River Watershed Recovery Project officals selected by
systematic simple random sampling from the total of 154 officals and divided into 3 groups, each
of which consisted of 30 officials. The first group was the control group, exposed to presentation
techniques on topographic map leaning with ACDSee computer program; the second,
presentation techniques on topographic map leaning with Power Point computer program; and
the third, presentation techniques on topographic map leaning with Arc View computer program.
The data were collected by means of scheduled interview and test forms, and analyzed for
percentage mean standard deviation and tested for critical values of chi-square (x2) t-test f-test

and least significant difference (LSD).
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The results were as follows :

The officials knowledge gained was significantly different among the three
groups. The officials exposed to presentation techniques on topographic map leaning with
Arc View computer program gained the highest level of knowledge, followed by those exposed
to presentation techniques on topographic map leaning with Power Point computer program and
those exposed to presentation techniques on topographic map leaning with ACDSee computer
program gained the lowest level of knowledge. When the knowledge gained of each pair was

compared, the followings were found:

1. The knowledge gained of the group exposed to presentation techniques on
topographic map leaning with Arc View computer program significantly higher (P<0.05) than
that of the group exposed to presentation techniques on topographic map leaning with ACDSee
computer program.

2. The knowledge gained of the group exposed to presentation techniques on
topographic map leaning with Power Point computer program significantly higher (P<0.05) than
that of the group exposed to presentation techniques on topographic map leaning with ACDSee
computer program.

3. The knowledge gained of the group exposed to presentation techniques on
topographic map leaning with Arc View computer program was non- significantly higher than
that of the group exposed to presentation techniques on topographic map leaning with Power

Point computer program.





