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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this research was to compare the English learning
achievement of Matthayom Suksa I students who studied with computer
assisted instruction (CAI) using static and dynamic visuals. The
research design of this experiment was the Pretest-Posttest
Equivalent—-Groups Design.

The sample group for this research was Matthayom Suksa I students,
during[the second semester of the 1994 academic year, in Kamkaen Nakorn
School, Khon Kaen Province. They were selected by using the cluster
random sampling technique for 2 classes of 90 students. Next 40 students
were selected by the simple random sampling technique, and then they were

randomly assigned to two groups, 20 in each. Finally, the researcher



randomly assigned a treatment for each group. The control group
studied with the CAI using static visuals. The experimental group
studied with the CAI using dynamic visuals.

The experimental instruments were the CAI constructed by the
researcher. The efficiency was 83.17/81.00 and the effectiveness
index .61. The difficulty level of the test ranged from .29-.683
the discrimination power ranged from .21-.54; and the reliability
was .73.

The t-test in the SPSS/PC+ was applied to analyze the data.
The result of this research showed that there was a significant
difference between the learning achievement in English of Matthayom
Suksa I students who studied with CAI using static and dynamic
visuals at the .05 level. The learning achievement of students
who studied with CAI using dynamic visuals was higher than students

who studied with CAI using static visuals.





