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ABSTRACT

The objectives oF this research were to compare test results
/ between brainrlesioned patients and normal subjects using the Speech—
Sound Perception‘test and the Seashore Rhythm test and,to estimate
'.the interval mean errors on the Speech-Sound test and the Seashore -
fthythm test for normal subjects. The samples were 14 brain—lesioned
f patients admitted to Chulalongkorn hospital and 30 normal comparlson.

',subjects. The test results on the Speech—Sound Perception test end

-;}he Seashore Rhythm test =obtained from brain—lesionedApatients and
normal subjects were'fsignificantly different st .05 level. The
iiinterval estimation oP mean error scores oP:normai subjects Was'

ibetween 3-5 errors on- the Speech—Sound Perception test and between

g -4 errors on the Seashore Rhythm test. Problems in using these tests.

"in the Thais were. Pound to\be very rare.



