


conditions. ‘There "was no significant difference among

their mean Bcores in the recall test.

Thg'ﬁtudy theréf&re support$4ﬁﬁe findings whizﬁ’staﬁes
that the rate mf'fﬁfgetting waul&'be the game\‘whether b g
not a: formal - mnemonic .Qeré} uggd in learning

(Britannica, p.B893 and Roedigger, / 1980). This also

}tmntramimted the conviction @fﬂatherfréseafchers (Mendlér,

19673 Raugh, 1975; ‘Béiieéa-’heeémén &*Reddy} 19773 LawSQn,
'1977} Qhas@r’ studaea :emplayed dlfferent syﬁtems raf
mnémmhiﬁ“:davige whmﬁe results unheld 1t5 helmfulness in
retailL %'HawaQér, the results mfsthzs stuﬁy do not intend
toy &abmnk-;ﬁh@$@  mmpm$mngf$%gdie$.siﬁte vthér matur@‘ja&d
.desién mffthe‘mggtiqﬁad:expérimémtiware?ﬁﬁt théi‘game éﬁd

’thi% expétﬁmaﬁt ia.nmt_é mare repliaa&ibm\mfrthe related

studies menticned. .

Alsn, the ‘researchers dq not want ‘tor limit the

interpretation . of the ‘data from the result ‘of the
statistiéal tool alone. The trends of the data which vere

gathered should also be ransidefed.“ It is worth noting

' ,th§t5;alf the part:c:pantﬁ whm belanq tor the third agroup

with “the mnemonic dev1se umt a pavfegt score of 10 ihf:the

'grittan test. thaﬁApéﬁ§g?/that mnaman1u§ dﬁ,aia ws in our

“recall although based on this experiment, its use does not

guarantee us of a superior performance when compared to

those who did not use any mnemonics,




Such result may be due to  the unexpected high

'aérfmrmahce“ of ‘some participants whb belonged to the

.cantrml'gréup,x Twe parti#ipants scored a'perfecf‘LQ;while
one got 9 correct answers.  This is an effect of two

argahismic‘vériablﬁs.whiah‘miéht h&&e confounded the studys. . .
4apprehensimn:b and saphisticatian.-af. thé' pafti;ipants.
-Méjority af- them éxpfeésed ‘the. feelipg ot sel f-
-conscidugngss -upﬁn leérning'ﬁhak the.éxpefiment was about

shart=term memory.  Some even wanted to know their scores

fight after ~they finished answérihg‘.the‘ written test.

Because of being apprehensive and likely to exhibit the

‘best in them, the participants’ use of their own. mniemonics .

for  their own convenience ocecurred.  From. an informal

interview with some of the subjects in the ~cant¥m1

:onditidn, the exparimente%s 'qétheredr_that a -commdn‘

Mmoo i deviaa'emplmyea waslthe"mna mehtimnedjby Mo Connel

(1982 “. W . taking the initial lettér of eath'term and

memorizing the letter théméelves."ﬁgﬁal;ing the ietters at
a later time~§ouldlthen give you a clue as tae the terms.

" themselves" (p.374).

FUrther observation of the-test:scmrea will reveal
that thQVparticipants‘éfrthe mnemanit‘tmnditian per formed
better wthan_thuﬁé;whm belonged to the mnemonic and picture

condition. This may be attributed to the difference. in

the mental picture to which the participant asscciated the

mpeman;ts with T %hé'pictures the esxperimenters made .




(Pezdek, 1577}. Example wa5 blrd in a tree o the blrd mayf‘*\

be an eagle standlnq an & branch whlle the mnemanlc _with

'p1cture 5h wn in the experlment was'aggmall‘bird _nestled

‘at the tap af & tree.
Departlnq frcm trends and, uszna the result gathered

frﬂm the use of ANBVA as a shatlst1cal o 01,‘-wé can see.

that 5uch dlfferenre is n 1A slqn1f1Cant.-a This 1mplv 'that,_ :

i

ire'all whether a1ded or nat thh mnemonzc& wlll functlan on'
the same. perfnrmance level. '

»In-eanclusion; rans:der:ng bath the trend oaf. the data

‘and the result af the ANDVA, the experxmanters be11eve that o

recall an be aldad By miembnics but thls does nut 'entaxl';
supgriﬂr- or better perfurmance G tasks con:erning tha use‘
'qf ghdﬁt*term memory. | o

Thé 'feseafcherg reﬁqﬁﬁéﬁ&f fhat ,thisj‘study;-?uédn o
.fep?icationsl‘ sha@id ”~in§01vé ‘1a\ 1arqer number ",1qf”

‘parﬁicipaﬁts.' Iﬁ is alsn augaested that nart:cmpant% be

‘dfawn?'aut from d:fferent calieae levels and Laurses fnr'.af-

better repvesentatlmn af/tha papulatxun.'




