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ABSTRACT
 The purposes of the research were 1) to develop English reading for comprehension 

lesson plans by using the group cooperative STAD technique with exercises to develop reading 

skills in Mathayomsuksa 3 students 2 ) to compare the reading achievement before and after 

employing the cooperative learning groups STAD technique with exercises in learning activities     

3) to study the satisfaction of the students in the learning activities that used the  group               

collaboration STAD technique with exercises to develop reading skills.

 The samples consisted of 30 Mathayomsuksa 3/1 students at Naphoopittayakhom 

School. The research instruments were an achievement test, 10 lesson plans, 10 reading             

comprehension exercises, 30 items of reading achievement test, and student satisfaction               

assessment form. The data were analyzed by the average percent standard deviation and tested 

hypotheses with t-test (Dependent).

 The results of the study were as follows:

  1.  The lesson plans which included the collaborated group STAD technique with 

exercises to develop reading skills had ef ciency of 88.90/88.78

  2.  Reading achievement scores increased statistically signi cant at the .01               

level, and

  3. Level of students’ satisfaction toward cooperative learning activities by STAD 

technique with exercises were at the highest level (     = 4.67, SD = 0.45).
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