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The research aimed to compare the reading and writing competence and reading habit
of Prathomsuksa I students learning with Concentrated Tanguage Encounters and Teacher
Manuals. The sample group consisted of 58 Prathomsuksa I students of Thairatwittaya I School
during the first semester of 2006 academic year. They were divided into two experimental
groups. The first group was taught by Concentrated Language Encounters. The second group
was taught by Teacher Manuals. The tools were teaching plans related to Concentrated Language
Encounters, teaching plans in relation to Teacher Manuals, reading competence tests, writing
competence fests, questionnaires on reading habit. The experiment took 25 hours by using
Pretest-Posttest Control Group Design. The data were analyzed By using ANCOA and reading
competence and reading habit before the experiment as a variable.

The findings revealed that :

1. The reading competence of basic words after the experiment of Prathomsuksa
I students learning with Concentrated Language Encounters was higher than the students learning
with Teacher Manuals at a significant level of .05.

2. The writing competence of basic words after the experiment of Prathomsuksa
I students learning with Concentrated Language Encounters was not higher than the students
learning with Teacher Manuals.

3. The reading habit after the experiment of Prathomsuksa I students learning with
Concentrated Language Encounters was higher than the students learning with Teacher Manuals

at a significant level of .05.





