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Review of Research Literature on Effectiveness of CAl and Attitudes toward Computers
— Conditions of Diffusion of Computer in Schools —

Kuniharu IMAE

Center for Educational Technology
Aichi University of Education
Igaya-cho, Kariya, Aichi 448 JAPAN

In order to diffuse computers into elementary and secondary schools, it is important
for the students and teachers to recognize the effectiveness of computers in school
activities. Several papers on effectiveness of computer uses in education were showed.
It was also showed that there were many students and teachers who were indifferent/
avoidant to computers. The importance of effective uses of CAl for underachievers
were discussed.
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