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The Impact of Computerized Learning Software in Learning: Some Types Skills of Service,
Referring Signs, and Investing Academic Learning Time in Volleyball Lessons

Abdelsalam Jaber Hussein *

ABSTRACT

The purpose of this study was to determine the impact of a computerized learning software in learning
such as some types skills of service, referring signs, and investing academic learning time in volleyball
lessons. The experimental approach was used. The sample consisted of (34) students form the 8" grade at
Anwar Al-sabah private school in Amman. The sample was divided into two groups experimental 17
students, using the computerized learning software 17 students control which used the ordinary program.

The results showed that the computerized learning software had appositive impact on learning some types
of service, refereeing sighs in volley ball lessons for the experimental group (differences were in favor of
the post test), In addition, the results showed in the control group was appositive impact for the ordinary
program on learning some types of service (differences were significant in favor of the post test,)no
significant differences were monitored concerning the refereeing signs in the control group significant
differences between the two groups in the post test were in favor of the experimental group in bothe some
types of service and investing the academic leering time in volley ball lessons. It was recommended to use
the computerized learning software in learning volley ball skills and to realize its importance in investing

the academic learning time.
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