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Effect of Using Computerized Multimedia Shows in Teaching on the Jump-Shot
Performance Skill Level in Basketball

Khalil H. Al Balawi*

ABSTRACT

This study aimed at examining the "effect of using computerized multimedia shows in teaching on the jump-
shot performance skill level in basketball. The study samples consisted of (226) male and female students,
distributed over six sections, i.e. (3) females and (3) males of the 8th graders. The grade sections were
randomly distributed over three groups: first experimental comprised (39) male students and (38) female
students, and learnt through the use of text, pictures, audio and video package; second experimental group
comprised (37) male students and (36) female students, learnt through the text and fixed pictures package; and
a control group comprised (39) male students and (37) female students, learnt through the regular method.

In order to achieve the study objectives, the researcher designed computerized multimedia shows to teach the
scoring skill during jumping in the basketball. In addition, the researcher employed the computerized slides
(text and fixed pictures). A test was developed to measure the skillful performance level. Following to the data
collection, the statistical analysis process results were as follows:

- There are statistically significant differences in favor of the experimental group which learnt using the
text, pictures, audio and video, as compared with the text and fixed pictures group and the regular group,
on the level of the skillful performance test.

- There are statistically significant differences in favor of the experimental group which learnt using the text
and fixed pictures as compared with the regular method group, on the level of the skillful performance
test.

- There are statistically significant differences in the skillful performance level with the 8" graders due to
gender in favor of males.

- There are no statistically significant differences in the skillful performance level with the 8" graders due to
the interaction between the method and gender.

Keywords: Computerized Multimedia Shows, Jump-Shot Skill in Basketball.

* Ministry of Education, Jordan. Received on 12/2/2008 and Accepted for Publication on 30/5/2008.

- 487 -



