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ABSTRACT

This study aimed to investigate the impacts of attending the Mathematics cram school on the attitudes and strategies for learning

math for junior high school students in Changhua County. Based on the survey-questionnaire method, students from 12 schools

were selected as samples, and a total of 589 valid samples were received. The questionnaires used in this study include personal

information of students, experiences of students’ math cramming after school, Math Learning Attitudes Scales and Math Learning

Strategies Scales. All the data were computed and analyzed by descriptive statistic, t-test, one-way ANOVA and Pearson

product-moment correlation. On the basis of the data analysis, the major findings of this study are summarized as follows: 1. The

junior high school students who attend the Mathematics cram school had significantly better attitudes and strategies for learning

math than those who do not attend the Mathematics cram school. 2. For the subjects of this study, the gender of the students and the

education of the students’ parents had an impact on the attitudes and strategies for learning math. Female students had better

attitudes and strategies for learning math than male students. Students whose parents were masters or doctors had better attitudes

and strategies for learning math than students whose parents did not graduate from universities. 3. Taking math lessons in cram

school for two to four hours a week significantly promotes students’ attitudes and strategies for learning math. 4. Attending the

Mathematics cram school where the number of students is between eleven and fifty had a significant impact on students’ attitudes

for learning math. 5. Students’ motivates of attending the Mathematics cram school also had a significant difference on students’

attitudes and strategies for learning math. Students volunteering to attend the Mathematics cram school had better attitudes and

strategies for learning math. 6. There is a correlation between students’ attitudes and strategies for learning math.
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