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ABSTRACT

The purposes of the research werle to 1) deveibp English reading comprehension skills by
using the CIPPA MODEL through the Action Research Process with an efficiency of 80/30,
2) compare the pretest and posttest of learning activities by using the CIPPA MODEL,

3) study the effectiveness index of learning activities by using the CIPPA MODEL, and

4) study the satisfaction of students after learning activities by using the CIPPA MODEL.
The instruments used in the research were 4 lesson plans, a pretest and posttest of English
reading comprehension skills for each chapter, a 5 rating scale questionnaire of students’
satisfaction, a posttest of English reading comprehension skills and a reflection form on the
learning process. The subjects used for this research were 36 Mattayomsuksa 5 students
studying in the 1™ semester of the 2012 academic year at Kosumwittayasan School,
Kosumpisai District, Maha Sarakham Provinee, selected through purposive samp}.ing. The

statistics used for analyzing the data were percentage, mean, standard deviation, and a t-test

(Dependent samples) for hypothesis testing.

The results of the research were as follows:

1. The efficiency of learning activities by using the CIPPA MODEL to develop '
English reading comprehension skills of Mattayomsuksa 5 students was 79.47/82.78, which

met the criteria of 80/80.

2. The posttest achievement in learning English reading comprehension skills by using

the CIPPA MODEL activitics was significantly higher than that of the pretest at the .01 level.

3. The effectiveness index of the leamning activities using the CIPPA MODEL to

develop English reading comprehension skills was .60.




4. The students’ satisfaction with the CIPPA MODEL learning activities was found at
a high level ( 2:4.08, S.D. = 0.14). The highest satisfaction was in instructional media

( X=4.18, S.D.~0.11) and the lowest satisfaction was in the contents ( X=3.94, $.1.=0.04).




