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ABSTRACT

The purposes of this study were to investigate whether the pre-, while-, and post-
reading questioning strategies enhance the English reading comprehension ability of
Prathomsuksa 6 students (Grade 6), whether they affect the students’ ability in
responding to the literal and the reinterpretation questions, and whether they affect the
high and the low proficiency students differently. The study was conducted in the first
semester of the 2005 academic year at Pattani Municipality School 4 in two classes with
the total of eighty-six Prathomsuksa.6 students (forty-three in each) who had similar level
of English proficiency. They were randomly divided into the control and the
experimental groups. The experimental group was trained with the pre-, while-, and post-
reading questioning strategies; whereas, the control group was taught by using the
reading procedures as recommended in the Teacher’s manual of Say Hello 6 forlO
periods.

The results of the test after the training showed that the pre-, while-, and post-
reading questioning strategies could help students improve their reading comprehension
ability in two aspects: overall comprehension and abilities to respond to questions of
different levels.

1. The English reading comprehension ability of the experimental group was
significantly greater than that of the control (p<0.01). Moreover, there were also
significant differences between the experimental and the control groups’ levels of
improvement in both types of questions: literal questions at p<0.01 and reinterpretation

questions at p<0.05



2. The English reading comprehension ability of both high and low proficiency
students in the experimental groups improved significantly (p<0.01). The high and the
low proficiency students’ responding abilities to both literal and reinterpretation
questions also significantly improved (p<0.01). In addition, it is apparently noticeable
that the pre-, while-, and post-reading questioning strategies are more beneficial to the

low proficiency students, especially in their responding ability to literal questions.
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