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Abstract
Introduction:

Students failure has drown the interest of many researchers as it
has a lot of material psychological negative effects, The researcher has
noticed that the ratio of the failure student is great so the present study
discuss some factors that may affect in the students' failure , these factors
are: attribution of success and failure, thinking styles and learning
strategies.

Study Problem:

The present study tries to determine the differences between the
successful and failure faculty of engineering students in attribution of
success and failure, thinking styles, and learning Ii strategies
from this problem the following questions arise: ,

1- Are there differences between the successful and failure students in
their attribution of success and failure?

2- Are there differences between the successful and failure students
in their thinking styles?

3- Are there differences between the successful and failure students in
their learning strategies?

Study Hypotheses:

1- There are differences between the successful and failure students in
their attribution of success and failure.
2 - There are differences between the successful and failure students
in their thinking styles.
3- There are differences between the successful and failure students in

their learning strategies.

Study Sample:

The present study sample includes 214 participants were classified
into two groups, the failures group were 107 students who couldn't pass
in pre-engineering grade in faculties of Engineering in (Ain shams 36 ­
Zagazig 31 - port said 40) Universities, and t~ successful students group
were 107 students who passed in pre-engineering grade with grade good
at least in faculties of Engineering in (Ain shams 35 - Zagazig 29 - port
said 43) Universities.

Study Tools and Procedures:

The participants were asked to respond to:
1- Otis - Lennon mental ability test - advanced level - that translated

by Abd-Elfattah Alkorashy (1996) to control the IQ. Factor.
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:- Socio-economic questionnaire that prepared by Mostafa Abd­
Elrahman and Abd- Eltawab Abd-Allah (1989) to control socio-
economic factor. ,

3- Harrison and Bramson thinking styles questionnaire that translated
by Magdy Habeeb (1996). J

4- Learning strategies questionnaire that modified by the researcher
from Ezzat Abd-Alhmeeds' learning strategies questionnaire
(1999) and Kamal Ismails' learning strategies questionnaire (2000)

5- Attribution of success and failure questionnaire that prepared by
Adel Saad (1994) and modified by the researcher.

Statistical Analyses:
Data were analyzed by using Mean, Standard Deviation, T-test to

determine the differences between the successful and the failure students
in success and failure, thinking style and learning strategies.

Results of the Study:

1- Results related to the first main hypothesis:
a- There are significant differences for the successful students in the

success and failure attribution factors (ability-effort- motivation­
mode) .

b- There are significant differences for the failure students in the
success and failure attribution factors (difficulty of curriculums
and exams -luck - seeking for help).

c- There are no significant differences between the successful and
failure students in the success and failure attribution factors
(family - unfairness of teachers).

d- There is a difference between the two groups in the internal
attribution for the successful students.

e- There is a difference between the two groups in the external
attribution for the failure students.

2- Results related to the second main hypothesis:
a- There are significant differences for the successful students in the

( self-organization - metacognitive - management - study
environment - effort regulation '- elaboration - motivation
control - seeking for oral help - subject organization - critical
thinking )leaming strategies.

b- There are significant differences for the failure students in the
(seeking for written help - rehearsal) learning strategies.

c- There are no significant differences between the successful and
failure students in the (peer learning - practical applications ­
emotion control) learning strategies.
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d- There is a significant difference between the two groups in the
quantity usage of the learning strategies for the successful
students.

3- Results related to the third main hypothesis:
a- There are significant differences for the successful students in

(synthesistic - analytic) thinking styles.
b- There are significant differences for the failure students in

(idealistic - realistic) thinking styles.
c- There are no significant differences between the successful and

failure students in pragmatic style.
d- There are no significant differences between the successful and

failure students in thinking profile.




