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This research has been conducted by using the Randomized Control
Group Pretest-Posttest Design. The objectives of this research were to: (1)
create a tourism videodisc, on the topic “Biking Around Rattanakosin” with
and without descriptive characters cueing, and (2) compare the students’ learning
achievements resulting thereof.

The sample selected for the study was 2 classes Matthayom Suksa 6
students of Surasakmontri School, enrolled in the first semester/year 2004.

They were divided into 2 experimental groups of 27 students each.
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The students who learned with the tourism videodisc with descriptive
characters cueing constituted experimental group 1, while the students who
learned with the tourism videodisc without cueing constituted experimental
group 2.

The resuits of study were: (1) the efficiency ratio of the tourism videodisc
with descriptive characters cueing was 81.13/88.00 and that without cueing
was 80.13/80.25, and (2) the students’ learning achievements in either group

were significant difference at the .05 level.
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