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A STUDY OF DIFFERENT LEARNING APPROACHES
ADOPTED BY STUDENTS PERTAINING TO THE

SUBJECTS IN DIFFERENT STREAMS
(Study based on A/L students in the Kandy District, Sri Lanka)

0P (gomsnm Sem) o@asidews
eoes) i Dnews Edeny B3Y ey 9E3sy DD
sdeseenen Basiumny (1994/96)

o). ecdmdam
Jemede nd (1m3)
sdoy ol gAmen Jdecian (BRIL @)
Serres

BIATID cSedeD
@IN3B . 6. ssedd Svnen
edNec H JED TEBIES
eddec &

@ Gt

233971




i

ABSTRACT

Learning approaches used by students in learning have been drawn current attention
in the field of Educational Psychology. It is expected from this research to find out facts
which have not been investigated so far, in this ficld.

The basic idea for this research was taken from the investigations made by
Educational Psychologist, Biggs (1987).

His findings reveal that the three learning approaches deep, surface and achieving are
used by students in the process of learning. In this research, the facts regarding these
learning approaches have been investigated.

The methodology adopted was the use of a standard questionnaire, by which the
1carrfing approaches of students could be investigated. Learning Process Questionnaire
(Biggs, 1987)was used for this purpose.

A sharp analysis of the learning approaches of students was made on the ideology of
an Educational Psychologist, Eley (1992). Using this methodology, learning approaches of
students in learning selected subjects in a particular stream have been investigated.

The Learning Process Questionnaire was adapted to suit Eley’s methodology.

Using this methodology, the influence of subject context, school context as well as
the influence of the personal factor, preference for the subjects on learning approaches were
investigated.

A sample of 1124 G.C.E. (A/L) studests including 561 males and 563 females was

selected from the schools within Kandy Municipal Council Area.
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Data obtained by administering questionnaire to the students have been analyzed.

The following conclusions emerged through this analysis.

1. Learning approaches used by the students in learning selected subjects in a particular

stream were found to be moderately significant.

2. The degree of adaptation shown by students while learning was high as 80%. The
percentage of students that have not shown such adaptations was low.

3 Learning approaches of two groups of schools were compared. Very low amount of
significant differences were found in learning selected subjects from different subject
streams.

4. The significant differences fairly lower than the moderate level were found when

- students were learning the most preferred subject and the corresponding selected:

subject from different streams.

It revealed from this research that both contextual factors as well as personal factors

influence learning approaches of students.
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