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The purposes of the research were 1) to develop the English grammar courseware on
three topics: Active and Passive Voice, Question Tags, and Conditional Sentences; 2) to compare
the performance of the students who study the three grammatical topics before a test by using the
courseware with those who study themselves; and 3) to investigate the satisfaction level of the
students toward the courseware.

The research samples were 40 first-year students of King Mongkut’s Institute of
Technology North Bangkok who were enrolling the English course (393352 Communicative
English and Report Writing) in the first semester of the academic year 2003.

The instruments were the English grammar courseware, a rating-scale questionnaire for
investigating whether or not the students were satisfied with the courseware, and an achievement
test aiming at assessing the students’ learning performance relating the three grammatical topics.

Mean, standard deviation, and t-test were used to test the hypothesis and to analyse the
collected data.

The findings indicated the students who studied with the courseware performed
significantly higher achievement than those with self-study method at the 0.05 level. In addition,
they have a high satisfaction toward the courseware in terms of content, graphic and design, as
well as technique.

The research findings pointed out that the courseware could be effectively used as a

supplementary English teaching and learning material. It was also applicable for the use inside





