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Abstract

-

This research wa; conducted to investigate the effects of modeling on abilities in Thai
pronunciation of the bilingual students with different levels of Thai achievement as well as the
interaction between the two involveg variables. The two methods of modeling are :
teacher - modeling method and VDO - modeling method. Levels of Thai achievement are
classified into three levels : high, medium and low.

The subjects were sixty Prathomsuksa four students, who spoke Malayu as their
mother language and Thai as the second, in the first semester of 2003 at Ruatawan school
and Junurae school, under the Office of Primary Education, Muang district, Yala province.
The subjects were assigned into two experimental groups. Each group had three sup - groups
The first group included three groups of ten students each whose levels of Thai achievement
are high, medium and low and were treated with teacher - modeling method. Another belonged
to other thirty students who were treated with VDO - modeling method. The research
instruments were ten teacher - modeling lesson plans, ten VDO - modeling lesson plans,
thirty - item tests on Thai achievement and thirty - item test on abilities in Thai pronunciation.
Each group had been treated for two weeks before they completed tests on abilities in Thai

pronunciation. The obtained scores then were analyzed by the variance analysis of GRB — 2

and Mixed — Model.
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The research findings were as follows :
1. The bilingual students who were treated with teacher - modeling method and
VDO - modeling method did not show any significance different in That pronunciation.
2. The abilities in Thai pronunciation of the bilingual students with high, medium
and low levels of Thai achievement were different at a significance level of .01.
2.1 The abilities in Thai pronunciation of the students with high and medium
levels of Thai achievement were not different.
2.2 The abilities in Thai pronunciation of the students with high level of
Thai achievement were higher than.those with low level of Thai achievement at a
significance level of oL
2.3 The abilities in Thai pronunciation of the students with medium and low
levels of Thai achievement were not different.
3. There was no interac;on between the modeling methods and the levels of

achievement.
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