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L eorrect1on -key were prepared to ‘test the Q stndent'e
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'scale‘from one’ to flve was used

glven

'uho had been teaohlng mathematlce both in hlgh
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;?thef use of the Flesch Formula and the
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Slmultaneously wh1le the students -were‘~etudyidg

'1and evaluatlng the modules,vthese modules were 11kew1se -

to 51x mathematlcs teaohers of San Beda

and oollege for the last many years

questlonnalres were also glven to them to

ln terms of scope and subJeot matter
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i ‘81nce thlS sﬁudy was- two phased the dlscusslon of
e g the flndlngs w1ll be 1n terms of these ‘two: parts. |
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