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Summary

The purpose of this study is to further investigate, in university students, the two-factor model of learning motivation
in high school students (Ichikawa, 1998). 144 female university students completed a questionnaire at the beginning of
the semester. The questionnaire consisted of 36 items of Ichikawa (1998)’s scale. Learning behaviors were a_ssessed by;
(a) the number of attendance, (b) the number of tasks that were handed in, and (c) the proportion of the actual
participation. And as learning performance, the score of the semester examination was measured. The results were as

follows. There are two kinds of motivations, one is supposed to regard learning contents as important (LCI), the other
is supposed to regard learning contents as not so important (LCN). LCI scales correlated wi&\ learning behaviors, but
LCN scales negatively correlated with the score of examination. These tendencies provide general support for the
two-factor model of leaming motivation in university students. And the applicability of the model to university students

is discussed.
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