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:comprehensibn instructional médel'consisted of 3 affecting components on .
Ereading comprehension; learning strategies training, prior knowledge and text

?characteristics. The model testing was tried with 72 prathom suksa four
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The purposes of this research were to develop.an interactive reading |

compreheﬁsion instructional model and to test the developed model./

EThe result of the résearch derived the interactive reading

- H

bilingual students i(dialedt Maléyﬁ and :ﬁéil language) , These

jsubjects“were classified into_experiﬁental and control groups. Four learning"

_strategies; selective attention, note taking; organizational planning .and

summarization were used as treatment variables for trainging the experimental

group while the control group was taught by conwentional method. In each

group, the prior knowledge component was assigned to be'a cphtrol variap}é td
devide students into groups with high and low prior knowledge. The last

component, text characteristicswere tsed .inareading comprehension test which

classified into 3 different types of content; familiar, unfamiliar and general.

Three féctors experiment (2x2x3) with repeated measures on the last factor
(text characteristics) was designed for this experiment. Moreover, pretest
and posttest of Thai language‘proficiency.ware taken into account. It took
4;weéks for training learning strategies. The results confirmed that the
three components affected on reading comprehension and there was an
interaction among these 3 components. But, the interaction between 2
components was found only an interaction between learning strategies training
and prior knowledge. Besides it was found that the experimental group had
higher Thai Language proficiency score than the control group and the posttest
score of the experimental group was significantly higher than the pretest

score.



