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ading interest and ‘eading comprehension

ability of Mathayom Suksa One students. The’sub;ects comprised of 84
students in Mathayom suksa One of Rajavinit Bangkhen School, academic
year 1993, “Out "of a total of 14 classes, 2% 1dsses ‘were chosen a& samples
based on the close scores, in teading interest‘and reading comprehension
that the students achieved One of the classes\was the randomly ‘assigned
as the experimental group ‘and the other as the control group. Each group
consisted of 42 students. The students in the experimental group were
participated in supportivelreading programme as”set dp‘by the researcher.
The reading programme was constructed based on Bloom and Associates'
procedure of developing interest,rand Barrett's guidlines of developing
interest, and Barrett's guidlines of developing reading comprehens1on
ability. The PANORAMA'S reading technique was also included in the reading
programme. All subJects in the experimental group participated in the
reading programme for 14 sessions within 7 weeks. Each session lasted

50 minutes, and conducted by the researcher. The subject in the control
group part1c1pated in the guidance activities as specified by school

for ‘eguivalent periods. ‘All subJects were tested by researcher in their
interest of reading and capbilities of reading comprehension before and

after the experiment. The testing scores were analyzed by using the t-test

The findings revealed that s”“‘

1. The students in the experimental group obtained higher
posttest scores than pretest scores, and the difference was statistically
significantly at the .01 level. '

2. ' The students in the experimental group obtained higher
reading interest scores and reading comprehension scores for the posttest

than those in the control groups, and were different at the .01 level.



