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Abstract

The purpose of this research was to study the ef‘fects of pictures
presentations on Mathayom suksa 3 students’ memofy. Subjects were 90
students from Jakamkhanatorn School Lamphoon Province. The subjects were
devided into high, medium and low learning ability, and were randomly
assigned to one of two experimental groups receiving either type of picture
presentation: 1) listening to sentence — looking at picture - generating
imagery. 2) listening to sentence - generating imagery - looking at picture
The instruments used in the research were set of 30 sentences, slides

presenting content-related drawing and cassette tape presenting sentences.



The memory test scores were analyzed by two-way analysis of variance,
one-way analysis of variance, and Tukey method.

The results of this research were:

1. There was no interaction among different learning ability
students and different types of picture presentations at the .05 level
of significance.

2. There was no significant difference between memory test score
of the two types of picture presentations at the .05 level.

3. There was a significant difference amomg memory test scores of
the high, medium and low learning ability students at the .01 level.

4. There was a significant difference among memory test scores of
the high, medium and low learning ability students receiving the
listening to sentence - looking at picture - genérating imagery
presentation at the .05 level. That is, there was a significant difference
between memory test scores of the high and medium learning ability
students ; and also between the high and low learning ability students

9. There was a significent difference among memory test scores of
the high, medium and low learning ability students receiving the
listening to sentence - generating imagery - looking at picture

presentation at the .05 level. That is, there was a significant difference



between memory test scores of the high and low learning ability

students ; and also between the medium and low learning ability students



