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Abstract

The purposes of this study were to diagnose student’s learning
weakness in using English and to construct the diagnostic test in
English for Prathom Suksa 6. The contents included use of "can',
telling day and déte, possessive pronouns, past simple tense, nouns,
parts of body, use of "in, on, at" in telling address and time. The
subjects studied comprised 346 Pratom Suksa 6 students from schools in
Doi Saket District, Chiang Mai Provinoe, academic year 1998. They were
selected by using the multistage random sampling technique.

The construction of the diagnostic test was conducted in the
following steps. It began with analyses of the contents and learning
chjectives W'l'l'll. resulted in subtopics identification, then formed the
relevant behavioral objectives, and wrote up the first dréf‘t of the
test (called the survey test) which was relevant to the behavioral

objectives. Forty students were tested to survey errors and to collect



incorrect answers. The survey test was modified to 41 items of the
multiple-choice diagnostic test (called the selecting and revising
test) and then applied to another group of 100 students for the first
tryout. The test was analyzed and three items selected. The
remaining items were revised and new nineteen items were added to be
60 items. The test was revised by the researcher and rechecked by the
committee for approval. The test was then given to another 100
students for the second tryout. Four of 60 items were selected and
the remaining items of the test were revised by the researcher.
Agaiﬁ, the 60-item test was then rechecked by the committes for
approval before being administered to the 346 sampling students. This
diagnostic test was then analyzed to ensure their quality and to
analyze the student’s learning weakness in use of English.

The findings were as follows :

1. For the causes of fhe weakness concerning the use of English,
27 percent of the students were unskill in looking for cues in sentences,
26 percent of the students answered questions without putting any article
in front of nouns, and 23 percent of the student put the wrong noun
determiners in front of the assigned nouns by guessing the meaning of
the words in the context.

2. The results showed that, ther difficulty power and the
discrimination index in each item of the diagnostic test ranged from

.65 to .86 and from .16 to .65. The reliability computed by the

Livingston formula was .889. The content validity of the test was

relevent, according to the specialists.



