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Abstract

The purposes of this research were to study the

; r$%ns of context (title with picture, only title), textual

- explicitness in familiar and unfamiliar contents on English
reading comprehension; and also to study the interactions

between these two variables. The subjects were 80 first-year

ts of Qeytificate in Vocational Educatioh, academic year

stdon schools at lower undergraduaﬁé

» ?ﬁﬁﬁiﬁxiﬁistry of Education, by means of
jultistage iandom sampling into 8 treatment groups with 10

- . students in each. The instruments for the data collection

consisted of questionnaire about .5 Thai and 5 American

;bﬂi&nres, one familiar passage, one unfaniliar passage and 8§
‘Lypes of English reading comprehension test. The two-way
. ANOVA  for completely ramdomized factorial design (CRF-22:

- fixed model was applied to analyzing the data in terms of the



\

.roles and interactions of context and textual explicitness in
~familiar and unfamiliar contents.

yThe results of the research were as follows:

1. For the familiar content :

There was no statistically significant difference

wrehension
FEIR L e

 §i¢tﬁrg coptext and only title context in

between the students treated

ontent. -
S 1;2 There wés no significant differencé in English
irééding cgmprehension between the students treated with textual
Qﬁgiiéiiness and textual implicitness in familiar content.
-~ 1.3 There were no interactions between context and
te&tual explicitness in familiar content.

2. For the unfamiliar content :

2.1 There was no statistically significant difference

:i‘ringlish reading comprehension between the students treated
with title with picture context and only title context in
unfamiliar content.

2.2 There was no significant difference in English

"reading comprehension between the students treated with

" textual explicitness and textual implicitness in unfamiliar

-

content..
2.3 There were no interactions between context and

textual explicitness in unfamiliar content.
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