N A = a, Fy
AL IR ME LS :

4 =
AL aen:
al
N AR IR 2

) =y r4
AU NTTUNVIFALING WS 2

a
<

AAANEISEA T L

4
EN & ' ' o o z
ML ATIERANEI e 1T MLaE AT L TeuA s U
v B < P v =
A ing sefufudszoufnentn 1 aneliniSeaudaL e

CNELETEY TanTeusdneay

UIHUTTL R §ﬁ

#1273 115 nuAn

i < o & <

B IEA AR ANTE YD UsesunIsunis
. & =t a

TDIATEATINTE WD Flsawriey pITUNNT
s R f

219758 @, 35l Taena NI

UhAgEn

TIRonTEEIA L WA NNIA NSNS TUnT T LAY AT L TE

Cl

3 . Y & i - ‘ . 4w
Aiugunn oy sefvduissondnin 1 sasdiniFeurnainidinzindae Sewda

€ - 4 qod e : v o .
wsdBaEau nAtug I ngmmdngnaamue 133 woudszann 450 A

o dud, 1 a} [l 1 |‘ Ei
NANFIBEIS L UUUNL TEUEIILE TLENELHTEI LAWTELEN Clusae s fulsyay

Ao 1 uTsai Teudten@nwnFefagine wosdszaudnendondacidaagan | s

ar ' ' o a 2 <t
ﬁﬂﬁj 2534 uﬂL?ﬂun@yﬂaaaﬂd U 100 Al DLﬂﬁﬂzwﬁagaimﬂﬂﬂiuaﬂuﬂdﬂaﬂuﬂ

CwAdoEar ANLAAE WasnIAIRdNENd EnasnnTETuarmTL sy Felnisuaugy

A9 N USENALA AT


Administrator


NRATTANE
o & @ r =f nz wg
ﬂvsaLﬂiﬁzwﬂaﬂmﬂﬁﬂdﬁﬂluﬂﬁiaﬁuuazﬂWiLaauﬂiwugﬂunwyﬁiﬂﬁ TreuTuYTEny

' i ar = - . : as ar [ Y . ]
aﬂﬁﬂﬁﬁ 1 ﬁﬂduﬂLiﬂuﬁﬁiLﬁﬂLmﬂﬂgLﬁ?ﬂd WINWULNADIFDU Lﬁﬂﬁ?ﬂ?ﬂl?ﬂﬂ?ﬂd?ﬂﬁad

e

2 : ¥ X
Arius il gayuaTol 3w 324 A1 sngdon
1. ArTEduginuan
. < a s A & 2
1.1 an§am 39w 32 A1 ARLdu Joear 9.87
= <o & - [ 2
1.2 mTideu 39uon 8 41 antdu awar 2.48

A . = v @ o e . a <
1.3 YRNMSAMULASTTLASUTZAULASI AL U973 1 A1 AfALu

2. ANTEAUEIN
' ° o o &
2.1 ASATM 197U 141 A1 ALt <esey 43.51

] = o ° a @ 2
ITLEeEd YR 66 A1 Aaidu Jauar 20.37

[we]
[x]

'-\1: ) s ar o o = -1
PINTTEIULALNNT LIS ZFUL AL T3 368 A7 AfL Ly

[xv]
4]

2r
Teeme 11.11
3. ATSEeLN
v oo a o -4 Er
3.1 M9 ARUIU 7O A0 esLUl Sasar 24.38
o = o a E o 2
2.2 TioEn AR 163 AN AsLYy Samas 50.30
. 2z . = v N o =Na e a o
3.2 NIMTDTULREAITLEEUSTEAULESIAY AU 29 a0 faL YL
Sawar 8.95
4. AVIEEUNENIN
[ = a a - d 2
4.1 N1F2U WU T2 @0 AfLUY Samar 22.22
< <l o o < < L
4.2 ATLAEY UUIU BT AT ARLYU SaRaE 26.85
qz’.f ' < ar < ar =i a o <y 4
4.3 YNATITBTULASN YT LISUTEAULAYINY WI7UIU 28 @1 ALy

%aﬂas 8.64




Thesis Title: -An Analysis of Difficulty in Reading and Writing
Basic Thai Words at Prathom Suksa 1 Level of

mﬁgééﬁmsﬁudents, Mae Hong Son Province

Author: Mr. Banleng Supee

M.Ed. : Elementary Education

Examining Committee:

Assist. Prof. Supawat Cheunchob Chairman

Assoc. Prof. Weena Warotamawit  Member

Lecturer Dr.Wirat . Waiyalnil Member
Abstract

. This study wés designed to examine diffiéulties involved in
reading and writing basic Thai words of Prathom Suksa 1 Karen
students in Mae Hong Son Province. The words studied were among the
450 words prescribed in the curriculum.

The studied samples comprised 100 Prathom Suksa 1 students,
academic year 1991. The reading and writing tests of 324 hasic Thail
words were applied to the students to find out the difficulties of
the basic words, and then the words were classified into 4 levels of
difficulties. The frequency, percentage and average of phe words in
each level were computed. Then, reading and writing difficulties

values were established and presented in tables with explanation.



The major findings were as follows:

1. Very Difficult words Level
1.1 "AS Tegards reading, 32 words or 9.87% were identified.
1.2 As régards writing, 8 words or 2.46% were identified.
1.3 As regards both reading and writing, 1 words or 0.30%

was identified.

2. Difficult Words Level

2.1 As redards reading, 141 words or 432.51% were identified.

2. As regards writing, 66 words or 30.37% were identified.
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As regards beth reading and writing, 36 words or 11.11%

L

were identified.
3. Simple words Level

3.1 As regards reading, 79 words or 24.38% were identified.

[wv]

3. As regards writing, 163 words or 50.30% were identified.
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_As regards both reading and writing, 29 werds or 8.95%

were identified.

4. Very Simple Words Level
4.1 As regards reading, 72 words or 22.22% were identified.
4.2 As regards writing, 87 words or 26.85% were identified.
4.3 As regards both reéding and writing, 28 words or B8.54%

were identified.




