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ABSTRACT

This study, different from the previous researches done in the conventional school
situation, is aimed at examining how student academic achievement and population
characteristics influence their effort attribution under the Sandwich Style Instruction.
Using a self-administered questionnaire, 455 valid samples were acquired form 650
students in the Department of Food & Beverage Management from the 2-year colleges
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implementing Sandwich Style Instruction. Results reveal that the Effort Attribution Scale,
adopted from the Trait Effort Scale by O’'Neil & Snow, is fit for students in the
Department of Food & Beverage Management from these 2-year colleges, and support the
view that effort has multiple dimensions. Results also show that students’ effort attribution
exhibits no sex, age or license difference; the only factor that makes a significant
difference is the student grade point average. Moreover, the school year has an interaction
effect with the grade point average upon students’ tendency on effort attribution.
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