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Abstract

The pﬁrpose of this study was to investigate the Prathom
Suksé & Students’ read}ng comprehension and writing ability as outcomes
of Top-Level Structure abplication.

The subjects of this study consisted of 18 Prathom Suksa 6
students In the third term of 1992 academic year from Wad
Prénon—Nongphung- School, and 18 Prathom Suksa 6 students from Wad
Kong-Sai School. Through the matched-pair technique, students in each
school were di&ided into an experiment and a control group comprising 9
subJects each. The randomized contreol Eroup bretest—posttest design
was used in the experiment. The 18 students In experimental groups were
taught through Top-level Structure; while the 18 students in control
group . were taught through the acti%ihies-as stated in the teacher's
- manual. Each group wasrtaught with lessbns contaihing éame contents for

60 minute periods.



The reading comprehens!on test -and writing ability test
developed by the researcher were used in the stud& for both the pretest
énd ﬁosttest. The t?tesb was used to combare the different mean scores.
betwéén Eroups.

The results were as follow 1

1. The réading comprehension scores of the experimental and
control groups werevsignificantly different at the .01 level. The mean
score of the experimental group was higher than that pF the control
group at the .01 level.

2. The writipg ability scores of the experimental and control
group were significantly different at the .05 level. The mean score of

‘the experimentai group was higher than that of the control gfoup at

the .05 level.



