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- Abstract

The ohiective of this research wus to study the effects df storyline teaching method and
traditional teaching method on English reading_ comprehénsion of Mattayoméuksa Two studenis
with différent learning styles. Tt stlidied the effects of 2 different teaching methods which are
. storyline teaching method and traditional teaching method and 2 levels of learning styles which
ﬁm Divérger leaming style and Converger learning style.
Tile subjccts. of this research were 120 Mattayomsuksa Two students who were
“enrolled in the first semester of the academic year 2004 at Muang Suratthani School, which is
under the jurisdiction of Suratthani ?rqviﬁcial Educa_tion. Office, Area 1. They were selected
through Multiple Stage Random Sampling and divided into 2 experiment’ groﬁps and 2 comtrolled
groups with 30 students in each. The research instrumént consisted of 3 components. The first
was one Kolb’s Learning Styles [nventory. The second had 5 lesson plans of storyline teaching
method and 5 lesson plans of traditional teaching method. The third was one objective test of
four aiternatives to measure the students’ reading comprehension. The experiment covered 5
weeks of 2 periods each. The controlled groups took only one posttest of English reading
compreliension. For data analysis, t-test was used to compare English réading comprehension of
the experiment groups and the controlled groups. Block Randomized Factorial Design at Fixed
Model of 2 x 2 (teaching methods X learning styles.) was used to analyze the variances. F-test

was used to verify the research hypothesis.
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The findings were as follows: .

1. The levels of English reading comprehension of the students who learned through
storyline teaching method and traditional teaching method differed at the significant level of .001.

2. There was no difference in English reading comprehension of the students with

Diverger learning style and with Converger leaming style.
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