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The purposes of the study were to develop spelling exerciseslfga8 Igagloom 3
student with borderline intellectual functioning and to compare his spelling pretest
and posttest scores. The subject for the study was a Prathom Suksa 3 student with
borderline intellectual functioning who was studying inthe second semester of 2006
academic year at Banrimtai school, Maerim district Chingmai province. The research
instruments were 16 spelling exercises and 16 teaching plans. In addition, there were
16 tests administered after each lesson and a spelling test administered before and
after the implementation of the exercises.

The findings were as follows :

1. The constructed spelling exercises were suitable to time and the student’s
interest. There were many types of activities provided in the exercises and each
activity was used several times for practicing in order to improve the student’s word
spelling skills.

2. As for the spelling ability, the spelling posttest scores of the students were
higher than those of the pretest. The mean of the pretest, being 42.50%, was lower

than the set criteria of 80%; meanwhile, the mean of the posttest was 85.00.





