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Abstract.

The purposes of this research were to investigate the effects
of presentation methods and prose organization on English reading
comprehension of students with different levels of reading shility.
The researcher also intended to study the interaction_among three
variables : presentation nethods, prose organization and levels of
reading ability. The presentation methods were varied into two
levels : a graphic organizer presented before and after reading and
without the graphic organizer. The prose organization was varied into
two levels ¢ cause and effect prose organization and comparison
prose organizat.ion.The reading ability was varied into two different
levels : high level of reading ability and low level of reading
ability . The subjects were 256 Mathayomsulsa Four students of
acadenic year 1989 from eight secondary schools in Songkhla province.
The subjects were randomrly assigned into eight groups of 32 students
in each group. The experimental materials were two types of prose,
graphic organizers and a reading comprehension test. The subjects

in each group received only one treatment, and they read only one

passage for five minutes. Then the comprehension test was administered



ii

with a 20 item reading comprehension test for 10 minutes. The ANOVA

2 X 2 X 2 randomized factorial design ¢(reading ability X presentation

methods X prose organiiation) was applied to analyze the data.

The results were as follows ¢

; 1. The group of subjects with high level of reading ability

scored on reading comprehension test higher than those with low

level of reading ability .
2. The group of subjects who read the passage with the

graphic organizers présented before and after the reading scored
on the reading comprehension test higher than those who read the

passage without, the graphic organizers.

3. The group of subjects who read the cause and effect
type of prose scored on the reading comprehension test higher
than those who read the comparison type of prose.

4. There was no interaction between the reading ability

and the presentation methods.

5. There was an interaction between the reading ahility
and the prose organization,that is the effect of the reading ability
was dependent. on the prose organization or vice versa.

6. There was no interaction between the presentation

methods and prose organization.

7. There was no interaction among the reading ability,

the presentation methods and the prose organization .



