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ABSTRACT
TE158323

The purposes of this research were to compare students' English reading
comprehension and summary writing before and after the students were being taught through
GSK strategies. The target group was 27 second-year-students, taking English for
Commurication and Study Skills course (1500103) in the first semester of academic year
2003 at Rajabhat Institute Chiangmai, Chiang Mai. The experiment followed the one group
pretest posttest design. The experimental instruments consisted of 9 GSK Strategies lesson
plans, the reading comprehension test, the summary writing test which were administered to
the students before and after the experimcnt, and the rubric scale for assessment of the
summary writing. The data were analyzed by using mean, standard deviation, and percentage.

The findings were as follows:

1. After the students were taught through GSK Strategies, their English reading
comprehension scores were higher than those of the pretest.

2. After the students were taught through GSK Strategies, their English summary

writing scores were higher than those of the pretest.





