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ABSTRAK 

Kajian ini bertujuan untuk meninjau tahap kecenderungan gaya pembelajaran dalam proses pembelajaran komputer di kalangan guru pelatih Kursus Perguruan Lepas Ijazah (KPLI), maktab-maktab perguruan di Lembah Klang dengan menggunakan kaedah tinjauan. Tumpuan kajian ialah terhadap enam kecenderungan gaya pembelajaran iaitu audio, visual, tactile, kinestatik, berkumpulan dan individu serta hubungannya dengan jantina dan opsyen. Kajian ini dijalankan terhadap 338 orang guru pelatih yang dipilih secara rawak berstrata dan satu set soal selidik digunakan sebagai instrumen kajian bagi memungut data. Data yang diperolehi dianalisis menggunakan statistik deskriptif dan inferensi bagi mentafsir data dan untuk menjawab soalan-soalan kajian. Dapatan kajian menunjukkan bahawa tahap aspek kecenderungan gaya pembelajaran adalah tinggi bagi gaya berkumpulan dan gaya kinestatik, manakala gaya pembelajaran audio, visual, tactile, dan individu adalah sederhana. Terdapat juga hubungan yang signifikan antara tahap gaya pembelajaran berkumpulan dengan jantina. Lain-lain gaya pembelajaran tidak menunjukkan perbezaan disebabkan faktor jantina dan opsyen dalam proses pembelajaran komputer. 
ABSTRACT 

The purpose of this study was to determine the level of the preferred learning styles in the process of learning the applications of computer among post graduate teacher trainees in the Klang Valley as a case study. The main focus of the study was to determine the level of six preferred learning styles, which are audio, visual, tactile, kinestatic, group and individual in the process of learning the applications of computer. This study also focuses on the relationships between preferred learning styles with gender and options. This study was conducted upon 338 post graduate teacher trainees in colleges situated in the Klang Valley by using stratified sampling technique. A set of questionnaires was used to collect data and then analyzed by using descriptive and inferential statistics. In general, the study has shown that the level of the preferred learning styles in groups and kinestatic were high, and others were average. There was statistically significant relationship between the preferred learning styles in groups  with gender. Other aspects of the preferred learning styles did not show any difference with respect to gender and options. 
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