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Abstract

The purpose of this research was to compare reading comprehension ability in Thai
literature for Mathayomsuksa 4 students between using instructional reading process of practice
model and traditional reading. The samples consisted of Mathayomsuksa 4 students in the first
semester of academic year 2011 at Benjamarachoothit School Chantaburi province which were
selected by random sampling of two classrooms. They were 30 students in experimental group
and 30 students in control group. The experimental group was taught by instructional reading
process of practice model and the control group was taught by traditional reading. The
instruments used in this research were 8 lesson plans and the achievement test of reading
comprehension ability in Thai literature. The statistics used for data analysis were percentage
mean standard deviation and t-test (Independent)

The results was found that the achievement of reading comprehension ability in Thai
literature of experimental group which was taught by instructional reading process of practice
model was higher than the control group which was taught by traditional reading. There was

statistical significance difference at .05 level.





