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The purposes of this study were to compare the learning achievement of students
between the use of a computer-assisted instruction (CAl) program on the Internet and
usual instruction, and to compare the pretest and posttest scores of students who .
studied with the CAl program. The samples were grade 6 students who studied in the
second semester of academic year 2002 at Benjamarachalai Schoo! Bangkok.. The
samples were selected by a purposive sampling method and divided into two groups,
an experimental group and a control group. Each group comprised of 30 students. The
instrument used in this study was an achievement test developed by the researcher.
The efficiency of the CAl program was determined by a method of E-CAl. The learning
achievement was compared by using a t-test (Independent Sample) statistic. The
pretest and posttest séores were also compared by using a t-test (Dependent Sample)
statistic. The results indicated that the efficiency of the CAl program was at 80.03

' percent. There was no statistical significant difference between the learning
achievement of students who studied with the CAl program and the usual instruction.
There was a significant difference at the level of .01 between the pretest and posttest
scores of students who studied with the CAl program. The mean of posttest scores was

higher than the mean of pretest scores.





