228475

mﬁﬁ'uﬁﬁﬁ;ﬂﬂﬁ:mﬁl,ﬁa 1) Wisufisuanusmuisalumssiuivleanna
A mmesndinnuresinFeutudseudnnii 2 swivteuuammdiGou Tasld
iafiauandansifin 2) Wisuifisuanusersnlunisérndvleanudragin
mmsanquuasinGoutudseudnumii 2 szwivdeuusznaazou lasldmseu
aund 3)  wWisuifisuanusmusalumsiwivlaanuidgiTammaingsues
inGewilasumssenlaslfinafiaunudsnmfin funsseuandnd 4)  wWisuiisy
Lﬁmm@mamnmummaanqmjammsnm‘lmnmmaﬂﬂal’l."ﬁmﬂummumn‘nwnnu
mIseuaNUn@ ndudlaifa dndouiudsonfnmdi 2 madouil 1 Insdinm
2551 Tsei3uunnaseendszmuasol dunatuls munmmwwuﬂmiﬁnmqmmu
A 2 $1Im% 2 Waalden s2amaan 50 au lasldurunmmasss unmenssuuyaes
ngal Fafinssauiananauusznaaion ngudredaldnniduadniialasisy
FAINTIUIN 2 KBITUH WOITHURY 25 AU TN 50 AU LLé"mmfu'Lﬁ’ﬁ'lmsﬁmaaha;i'm
mﬂm‘muammwaﬂ@}Lﬂunaumamuamaumuw lagngunaaas 'I.mun’n‘ﬂau'[ﬂnhs
afiaunnisnifin uaz znjualuguldiunisauaindnd winsfefildlunsads
dsznavsaay 1)Lmum'j'ﬂﬂm'ﬂ,mug*nLiuuiﬂﬂlmsnﬂuﬂtcwuwonﬁwﬂ 2) WHWNIIIANT
L‘%ﬂ%jﬁL?ﬂuiﬂulﬁ'mmaumuﬂnﬁ 3uvuiaanusunsanisdudvlannuddy
MEBINY M 4)LL'1J1J'3’@1Lfamﬂﬁﬁﬁ@iamn‘%ﬂummé‘hmﬂ ﬂ"lﬁm'a"l:ﬁ“’ffﬂgﬂm!ﬂ"l‘i’w}
fuady (mean) mmﬁmmummgm (standard deviation) UazMINARBUT (t-test)

NANIIUWLIN

1. wanmnlisuifisuanamansalumsuivlaanudidy vaainGou
suisonfnumiiz  AldFunsseulaslfinefiaunudsnniinndaGouganinonion
atnsiiniamIaiiafiszay .05

2. wamaFsufiay anumuisalumssudulaanuddny vaeinioun
Fudspufinuii 2 AldFunissauauynd A IsugIndneuTenadalnaaagy
meshiafisze .05

3. wamsuTsuifisuanusuisalumsdiudulannudrdy veninitou
Tudisoadn i ﬁ'l.@'f%‘um'mau'lﬂﬂ'l’ﬁ'mﬂﬁﬂLmuﬁanﬁi‘i!nganif’lﬁ%’unwaawwﬂnﬁ
aiiinddymIadianiszay .05

4. wan1lIpuifisuiaaafdenisiSauniwidInge 1aIuNLIOY
suisaufnuniiz  Aldsunsseulasldinafiaunudanm@ngsnimsauaand

aglnyfAYMIRNaNIzAY .05



228475

This research aimed to 1) compare pre-study and post-study scores of
Mathayomsuksa 2 students of competence in reading for main idea, when they are
taught using a graphic organizer, 2) compare pre-study and post-study scores of
Mathayomsuksa 2 students of competence in reading for main idea, when they are
taught using a conventional approach, 3) compare the scores of the respective
approaches, and 4) compare the students’ attitudes when they are taught using the
respective approaches. The sample group was 50 students during the first semester of
the 2008 academic year at Nongjokprachanusorn School, Ban Rai District, under Uthai
Thani Educational Service Area Office 2. The sample was divided into 2 equal groups
and selected by simple random sampling. One group was the experimental group
taught using a graphic organizer and the other was the control group taught using a
conventional approach. The instruments used composed of 1) a learning plan using a
graphic organizer, 2) a learning plan using a conventional approach, 3) a competence
test of reading for the main idea, and 4) an attitude test towards learning English. The
data were analyzed in terms of mean, standard deviation, and t-test.

The findings of this résearch were:

- 1. the competence in reading for the main idea of the students taught using a
graphic organizer was higher than before the experiment at a significance level of .05.
2. the competence in reading for the main idea of the students taught using a

conventional approach was higher than before the experiment at a significance level of .05.

3. the competence in reading for the main idea of the students taught using a
graphic organizer was higher than that of the students taught using a conventional
approach at a significance level of .05.

4. the attitude towards learning English of the students taught using a graphic
organizer was higher than that of the students taught using a conventional approach at

a significance level of .05.





