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This current research aimed to develop Computer Assisted Instruction (CAl) on interval
to match effective criteria at 85/85 and compare achievement of students who used CAl and
studied with a traditional method. The sampling group of this research was derived from short
course students at Thonburi Polytechnic who were studying at the fourth batch in 2005. The
total sample size for this study consisted of 16 students. The students were organized into
experimental and control groups with each having 8 participants. The instruments used in the
experimental stage included 1) CAl on Interval 2) a 4-choice achievement test included 20-
item that prescribed with difficulty levels ranging from 0.20 to 0.80, discriminating power ranging
over 0.20 and reliability was 0.81, and 3) a CAl usability appraisal.

The results of the study were following. The CAl of this current study was developed
to reach the effective criteria at 87.82/89.00 which was higher than the established requirement.
Data were analyzed through a t-test. The students who used CAl were gather higher achievement

rather than students who studies in traditional method significant statistically at 0.05 levels.





