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Abstract

The purposes of this research were 1.comparing pre-reading comprehension test
story summary students group one with post-reading comprehension test which was given
continuous reinforcement activities 2. comparing pre-reading comprehension test story
summary students group two with post-reading comprehension test which was given
intermittent reinforcement activities 3. comparing pre-reading comprehension test story
summary students group three with post-reading comprehension test which was not given
reinforcement activities 4. comparing reading ability of the students in each group after
having done post - reading comprehension test. The instruments for the research consisted of
" forty telling stories, a guide book on method of reading with summary, teaching plan and a
set of paper test.The test showed the validity .79. Statistics values used in this research are
mean, standard deviation, t-test, F-test and Scheffe’ individual test.

The results of researching ;

1. The post-reading comprehension test marks of students who were given
continuous reinforcement activities scored higher than the pre-reading comprehension test
marks at the significant level .001

2. The post-reading comprehension test marks of students who were given
intermittent reinforcement activities scored higher than the pre-reading comprehension test
marks at the significant level .01

3. There is no any significant difference on the marks between pre-reading
comprehension test and post-reading comprehension test of students who were not given any

reinforcement activities.



4. The analysis results of the reading comprehension of the three groups of students
above was found out significantly different at level .001. Group of students who were given
continuous reinforcement activities on reading comprehension scored higher than the group
of students who were given intermittent reinforcement activities and group of students who
were not given any reinforcement activities. Group of students who were given intermittent
reinforcement activities on reading comprehension scored higher than the group of students

who were not given any reinforcement activities.





