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A COMPARATIVE STUDY OF LEARNING ACHIEVEMENT AND RETENTION OF WORD

RECOGNTITION IN READING IN THAT OF CCLLEGE STUDENTS. THE STUDY Was

VONF AMOMG THREE GROUPS STUDENTS: ONE GROUP WAS TAUGHT BY ASKING

STUDENTS  TO READ WORDS TN VARTED SENTENCE CONTEXTS: ONE HAD TO READ

WORDS IN CONDITIONS OF ISOLATION AlD THE THIRD WAS ASKED TO PRACTISE

READING ISCLATED WORDS BY THEMSELVES.

THAT DEPART

SOMGKHLA TEACHERS

ABSTRACT
BY

SWANGIIT PONGSRIWAT

MENT, HIMANITY ANE SOCTAL SCIENCE FACULTY.

COLLEGE, THE UNITED COLLEGES OF TAKSIN, SONGKHLA.



Abstract

The purpose of this study was to compare 1earﬁing achievement
ardd retention of word recognition in reading in Thai of college
students. The study was done among three groups of students. OCne
group was taught to read words in condition of isolation, another to
read words in varied sentence contexts and the third was asked to
practice reading isolated words by themselves.

Three groups out of & groups of first year students majpringv
in different subjects were randomly chosen by drawing lots. These
students are working for a Bﬁﬁd degree in Himanity and Social Science
Faculty. Songkhla Teacher College, the United colleges of Taksin,
Zongkhla, s-holastic year 199G, The three chosen groups of 30 each
majored in History, Geography and Music Education. Each droup was
labelled experimental group 1, 2 and 2 respectively.

The study was a kind of experimental research based on pretest,
posttest and control droup disign. Before teaching all experimental
groups were tested for their abilities in reading in Thai. Then the
experimental group ! was htaught to read words in varied sentence
contexts: group 2 read words in conditions of isolations and group 3
was asked to practise readéng iéclated words by themselves. Immedis-
tely after the end of teaching, a reading achievement test was given
to the three experimental groups. About two weeks after the teaéhing,
the first tested for retention of word recognition was done, and the
second test was after two months.

The analysis of experimental data has been provided by the



statistical calculation of the sidnificant value of the data, one way

analysis of variance, pair comparison of the differences of t-test

and the analysis of the relationship between experimental data scores

from learning achievement in reading words in Thai and retention

scores of word recognition by calculation of data by Pearson Froduck-

moment. Correlabion Coefficient.

The result of this study found that

1.

[AN]

Learning achievement in reading in Thai of the three groups
was statistically significant at differences at the .01
level.

Retention of word recognition in reading the Thai of the
three groups was stabistically significant, differing at
the .01 level.

The relationship hetween learning achievement in reading in
Thai and retention of word recognition of ﬁhe students in
éach experimental group was statistically significant at

the relationship of the .01 level.



