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In this inquiry, the researcher was concerned to construct a diagnostic
test and to establish diagnostic criteria for determining deficiency in Thai
reading comprehension of Mathayom Sueksa 2 students. The aspects of
reading with which the researcher was concerned were: (1) obtaining
information from short reading passages; (2) article reading comprehension;
(3) story reading comprehension; (4) tale rcading comprehension; and (3)
word recognition and word reading.

Using the stratified random sampling method, the researcher selected a
sample population of 380 Mathayom Sueksa 2 students enrolled in the

academic year 2007 at Sao Hai Wimon Wittaya Nukun School, Saraburi.
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The research tools were five diagnostic tests for Thai reading
comprehension at the Mathayom Sueksa 2 level: (1) a ten-item test on
obtaining information from reading short passages; (2) a ten-item test on
article reading comprehension; (3) a ten-item test on story reading
comprehension; (4) a ten-item test for on reading comprehension; and 5) a
ten-item test on word recognition and word reading.

Findings are as follows:

1. The level of difficulty for all five tests ranged from 0.74 to 0.83.
Moreover, the discriminatory power for all five tests ranged from 0.37 to 0.54

2. For all five tests, the content validity was established, inasmuch as
the item-objective congruence (I0C) score was 1.

3. The reliability levels of all five tests were shown as follows: the
level of difficulty ranged from 0.69 to 0.83; the discriminatory powér ranged
from 0.37 to 0.61; and the reliability level ranged from 0.875 to 0.894. Each
test could be classified as follows:

Test 1: With difficulty (p) from 0.74 to .81; discriminatory power (r)
from 0.37 to .049; and a reliability level of 0.893.

Test 2: With difficulty (p) from 0.73 to 0.80; discriminatory power (1)
from 0.40 to 0.49; and reliability level of 0.889.

Test 3: With difficulty (p) from 0.73 to .079; discriminatory power (r)
from 0.38 to 0.51; and reliability level of 0.889.

Test 4: With difficulty (p) from 0.73 to 0.80; discriminatory power (r)
from 0.38 to 0.52; and reliability level of 0.894.
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Test 5: With difficulty (p) from 0.74 to 0.83; discriminatory power (r)

from 0.37 to 0.54; and reliability level of 0.894.

4. The results of the analysis of reading comprehension deficiency in
Thai for the Mathayom Sueksa 2 examined in descending order were as
follows: Test 5, Test 2, Test 1, Test 4, and Test 3.

4.1 Test 5: Word recognition and word reading. The deficiency most
frequently found was an inability to grasp how words are spelled. The
deficiency least frequently found was not being able to understand words with
consonant clusters. |

4.2 Test 2 on article reading comprehension: The deficiency most
frequently found was being able to grasp what were the main ideas. The
deficiency least frequently found was not being able to interpret the meaning
of articles.

4.3 Test 1 on obtaining information from reading short passages. The
deficiency most frequently found was an inability to interpret the meaning of
the passages read and the least frequently found deficiency was not being able
to grasp comparisons. |

4.4 Test 4 on tale reading comprehension: The deficiency most
frequently found was not Being able to understand the content and the
deficiency least frequently found was not being able to analyze the meaning
of what was being said.

4.5 Test 3 on story reading comprehension: The deficiency most

frequently found was not being able to grasp the main ideas and the

deficiency least frequently found not being able to under the meanings of

nouns.





