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The purpose of this study were to examine the difference of the effect of CAI and students’ atti-
tude to Home Economics Class through CAL

120 girl students of the first year were chosen at B middle school in Daegu. Among them each
30 students were classified into 4 groups ; High Intelligence group/Individual learning pattern,
High Intellizence group/Small group learning pattern, Low Intelligence group/Individual learning
pattern, Low Intelligence group/Small group learning pattern.

The task of learning was “management of washing” Unit of the second grade. The data were
processed with Cronbach’s g, t-test, ANOVA by SPSS/PC*.

The research findings are as follows :

1. In the verification of CAl Learning effect according to student group pattern, there is no dif-
ference between Individual learning pattern and Small group learning pattern in Achivement and
Retention of learning.

2. In the verification of CAI Learning effect according to student intelligence level, there is no
difference between High Intelligence group and Low Intelligence group in Achivement and Reten-
tion of learning.

3. The result of students attitude to Home Economics Class verificated is as follows.

(1) Individual learning paitern is more attensive than Small group learning pattern, but there
is no difference in Intelligence level.

(2) Low Intelligence group is more positive than High Intelligence group, and Small group
learning pattern is more positive than Individual learning pattern in a view of Home Economics
Class after using CAL
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