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Thesis Title Effects of Reading Strategies on Reading Comaprehension
of Thai Muslim Students wilh Different Levels of Reading
Comprehension Ability

Author Miss Kho&eeyoh Schoh

Major Program Fducational Psychology

Acadenic Year 1993
ABSTRACT

The purposes of +this research were to investigate the effeéts
of reading strategies on reading comprehension of Thai Nuslim students
vith different levels of reading éomprehension ahilities and the
interaction bhetween Lhe two involved wvariables. Through a placement
test for reading comprehension abi]itiés, students were divided into
two groups of high and low reading comprehension abilities. The reading
strategies were @ self-questioning, repetition and underlining, and
sentence outlining. The subjects were 180 Prathomsuksa VI students of
the academic year 1%%3 in 8 primary schools under the Office of
Pattani Provincial Primary Fducation. The subjects were randomly
assigned 1inte 6 treatwent groups. with 30 students in each. The
instruments were composed of «1) instructions and 3 reading exercise
books, (2) content-Lext reading with 2 reading strategies, (3) a
placement test of reading comprehension, and (4) two sets of a
reading comprehension tesh, each set administered immediately after
the conpleﬁion of each r;ading exmperiment session. Two sessions
of the reading strategy drills were conducted on the first day and

that of the reading experiments on the following day ; and then
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jmmedialely after each experiment session completed, all subijects
wvere to take a reading comprehension test. Scored obtained were
analyzed wusing the ANOVA 2 x 3 Completely Randomized Factorial Fixed
Model (reading coamprehension ability x reading skrategy).

The results were as follows:

1. There was a significant difference in reading comprehension
between the subjects using the reading strategy of self—questioning;
repet.ition and underlining and sentence outlining at .01 level. The
subjects using the reading strategy of self-guestioning scored
higher on reading comprehension than those using repetition and
underlining strategy, and so did than those using sentence outlining
strategy at .01 level of significance. However, there was no
difference on reading comprehension between those using repetition
and underlining and sentence outlining.

2. The students with high reading comprehension ability scored
higher vn the reading comprehension than those of low -reading
comprehension ability at the .01 level of significance.

3. The interaction between reading comprehension abililies

and reading strategies was not significant.
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