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Abstract

The purposes of this research were to investigate the
effects of different presentation methods and study strategies on
English reading comprehension and the interaction between the
two involved wvariables : presentation methods and study
strategies,

The presentation methods were categorized into three
levels : a graphic organizer preceding reading, a graphic
organizer following reading, and no graphic organizer., The study
strategies were categorized into two levels : reading with mental
image and note-taking reinforcements.

The subjects were 360 Matthayvomsuksa 11 students of the
academic year 1993 from two secondary schools in Changwat
Phang-nga. The suvbjects were randomly assigned into 6 groups of
60 students in each. The instruments consisted of (i) sets of
graphic organizers, {ii) reading passages, and (iii) a reading
comprehension test. Under the treatment, each group of the
subjects was asked to read a passage by using each Qf the two
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study sirategies for 20 minutes, Then, the reading comprehension
test comprising four 10-minute reading passages was administered
to all subjects, Scores obtained were analyzed using the ANOVA
3x2 completely randomized factorial fixed effect model
{presentation method x study strategy)., The Tukey's HSD test
was also used for multiple comparisons.

The results were as follows :

1. There was a significant difference in reading
comprehension between the subjects treated with varying methods
of graphic organizer preceding reading, graphic organizer
following reading, and no graphic organizer, at .0l level.

2. There was no significant difference in reading
comprehension between the subjects treated with mental image
reinforcement and those treated with note-taking reinforcement.

3, There were interaction effects between presentation
methods and study strategies as the followings :

3.1 Under the post-treatment of mental image
reinforcement, the subjects treated with graphic organizer
preceding reading gained higher reading comprehension scores than
both of these treated with graphic organizer following reading
and those treated with no graphic organjzer.

3.2 Under the post-treatment of mental image
reinforcement, there was no significant difference in reading
comprehension between subjects treated with graphic_organizer

following reading and those treated with no graphic organizer,
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3.3 Under the post-treatment of note-taking
reinforcement, there was no significant différence in reading
comprehension between the subjects treated with graphic
organizer preceding reading, those treated with graphic organizer
following reading, and those treated with no graphic organizer,

3.4 There was no significant difference in reading
comprehension between the subjects ireated with graphic
organizer coupled with mental image reinforcement and those
treated with graphic organizer coupled with note-taking
reinforcement,

3,5 Under the treatment of graphic organizer
following reading, there was no significant difference in reading
comprehension between the subjects treated with mental image
reinforcement and those treated with note-taking reinforcement,

3.6 Under the treatment of reading with no graphic
organizer, the subjects treated with mental image reinforcement
gained higher reading comprehension scores than those treated

with note-taking reinforcement.
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