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The purposes of this study were to study studio art learning styles of undergraduate
students art educaticn major faculty of education Chulalongkorn University and tc compare
studio art learning styles by using background such as sex, level, type of University
entrance, and academic achievement.

The methodology was descriptive research. The instruments were questionnaires
with § rating scales and semi-structure checklist interview about 4 studio art learning styles
as follow: 1) mechanical orientation 2) primitive orientation 3) intellectual orientation and
4) intuition—emotion orientation. The questionnaires covered the following issues: perscnnal,
attitude in work, process of work, and product. The population of this study were
undergraduated art education students major facuity of education Chulalongkorn University
and colleted data from 142 students who enrolled in the second semester of academic year
2003. The data were analysis Ly using percentage, mean, standard deviation. The studio
art learning styles were compared by sex and type of University entrance with t-test, and

level and academic achievement with F-test.

The results showed that:

1. The most student had study studio art learning styles in mechanical orientation
(If =3.72). The later had study studio ari learning styles in intellectual orientation (j(=3.67),
intuition — emotion orientation (;‘-( =3.60). The last had study studio art learning styles in
priniitive orientation ( }=3.58).

2. Comparing learning styles by sex, level, type of Univér‘sity entrance, and

academic achievement. There were no signiticant difference in learning style at .05 level.



