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Abstract

This rescarch is intended to investigate reading comprehension errors of
Prathomsuksa six students from schools under the Office of Phangnga Primary
Education. The comprehension levels studied arc literal level, interpretive level, and
evaluative level. The samples arc 360 students in Prathomsuksa six during the
academic year 1996 randomly sclected from schools under the Office of Phang-nga
Primary Education. The instrument is a diagnostic test consisted of 56 four-multiple-
choice items, of which the item difficulty levels range from .27 to .91 and the
discrimination power spreads between .00-.66. The reliability of the whole test is
.847. The analysis of data 1s done by percentage.

The findings are as follows:

The students’ reading comprehension levels :

1. At the literal level, the mean of the students’ comprehension is 49.92% .
Their errors range from incorrect translation, inadequate understanding, of word
meanings, incorrect key ideas, to incomplete key -ideas, successively.

2. At the interpretive level of comprehension,

2.1 The mean ;:uurt; of interpretation by conclusion and justification is
60.94 %. The studenls’ crrors range successively from incomplete key 1deas,
inadequate understanding of word meanings, incorrect translation, to incorrect key
ideas. :

2.2 The mean score of interpretation by prediction is- 62.54 %. The
students’ errors range successively from incomplete key ideas, incorrect translation,

incorrect key ideas, to incomplete translation.
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3. At the evaluative level, the mean of the students” reading comprehension
is 54.21% . Their errors range from incorrect translation, incomplete key ideas, to

incorrect key ideas, successively.
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