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Strategies

Teachers

Students

Mean

St.dev

Mean

St.dev

Memory

2.90

453

2.70

488

1.98

Cognitive

313

371

2.65

509

4.71

000

Compensation

312

638

2.64

695

3.4

001

Metacognitive

3.44

927

3.19

.647

1.38

A75

Affective

2,58

799

2.67

.698

610

343

Social

3.02

818

243

538

387

000

Table 3, The comparison of the strategies advised by the

teachers and strategies used
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. Upper. Intermediate |, Luwel.‘
P [ | intermediate intermediate |oTr ATEGIES

Stdv | Mean | Stdv | Mean | St.dv|Mean
85 | 346 [ 291 | 368 | 2.74 | 625 ) 2.44] Memory
194 | 47 | 3.0 | 391 | 266 | 501 | 2.30| Cognitive
2059 7.8 | 318 1 499 | 2.53 | .566 | 2.23 |Compensation
642 | 628 | 348 | 609 | 3.18 | .572 | 2.92 |Metacognitive
285 | 796 | 289 | 628 | 2.6 | 638 | 247 Affective
626 | 471 | 430 | 233 [ 577§ 24 | 589 246 Social

HEEEE

" Lower
| R infermadiae
i} upper

s::‘ Table 1. { ANOVA) A comparisan of the mean scores of the strategies used by -
‘ three groups of students

Strategies |Mean|StDv| T N
Metacognitive { 3.49 | 927 | 2.64 | 30
Cognitive 3,131 .371 {193 | 30
Compensation | 3.13 | .638 | 1.90 1 30
Memory 2.90 ] .451 |-1.16| 30
Affective 258 | .769 |-2.86] 30
Social 248 | 818 | .186 | 30
Table 2. The mean of the strategies for

each category advised by the teachers
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