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Summary 
The goal of this thesis is to identify the effectiveness of using 

individually-based method of teaching in acquisition and retention of 

information in science curriculum: A Case Study with Year Two 

Intermediate Female Students in Al-Madeenah aI-Munawwarah . 

That is through finding answer to the following major question : 

What is the effectiveness of using individually-based method of 

teaching in acquisition and retention of information in science 

curriculum on year two intermediate school female students in the 

science curriculum at Al-Madeenahal-Munawwarah ? 

The targeted group in this study are all year two intermediate 

female students in all government schools that are affiliated to the 

Ministry of Education in  al-Madeenah region in the academic year 

(7241/7241H). 

An intentional sample was selected that represented the targeted 

group in the study. This sample consists of 17 female students. Then 

the sample was randomly divided into two categories :  

One: Representing experimental group for the study; and it 

consists of 71 female students . 

Two: Representing the regular group; and it consists of 72 female 

students . 

In order to achieve the goal of the study, an obtainment test 

comprising of 73 paragraphs was used, then its correctness and 

constancy were verified . Theverification of the constancy was done 

using the alpha equation of (0.134) . 

The results of test (t) shows the existence of statistical differences 

of (as=,0,3)between female students of the experimental group who 

studied underindividually-based method of teaching and female 

students who studied underthe conventional method of teaching. In 

direct test, the result supports individualmethod of teaching, while in 

delayed examination (test of information retention), it supports the  

controlling group. The study, therefore, recommends the use 

of individual method of teaching in the science subject because; 

the results have established that this method increases students' 

acquisition of knowledge 
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