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ABSTRACT

(These objective were 1) ToConstruc the test ofreadiness the language, quality
forzndearly childhood 2) to build the norm of the readinesslanguage forZ"dearlychiIdhood
fromthe Roi - Bt Primary Educational Service Area Office 2.The sample of this research
waszndearlychﬂdhood inthe first semester of the academic year 2554 selected with 357 for
17 schools affiliated with the Roi - Et Primary Educational Service Arca Office 2.

multi — stage Random Sample. Sized groups of samples Ready - made tables by Krejcie
and Morgan. Instruments used in this research werethe test of the readiness language, quality
for early childhood. The testwas orientedimage Choicethe typeoption 3and4thetotalamount
of41020 items. to find a quality of the test, Index of Item- Objective Congruence (0C),
difficulty (p), discrimination by B - index (B) and reliability by Livingston, confirmatory

factor analysis used LISREL program.To construct normalized T - score by percentile (PR)
The Resulis of research were as follows :

1. Result Construction the test of the readiness language, quality for 2"dear1y
childhood
1.1 ResultConstruction the test of the readiness ianguagefoﬂndearly
childhood, thetest was orientedimage Choicethe typeoption 3and4thetotalamount 0f4t020
items: knowledge meaning of the word 5 items, vocabulary 5 items, : understanding

ofsentences 5 items and answering questions 5 items



1.2 Result of find the quality oftest was Index of Item - Objective
Congruence (I0C) from 0.6 — 1.00 value difficulty and discrimination was 0.20 to 0.79 and
0.35 00.78. Confident and inexactitude the quality of test 0.62 to 0.94. All of confidence of
thetestandvalueto0.95, analysis of accurate structural analysis to confirm each component
found theComponent model of readiness languageconsistent with empirical data. This was
chi —square (xz) was at 60.62 a chi- square relationship » )(2 /df was at1.26 Goodness of Fit
Index(GFI ) at 0.99 , Adjusted Goodness of fit Index A(GFI) was at 0.97, RMSEA was
0.03.

2. Results of the construction normalized T — score showed that normal of
the readiness languagefor 2°dear!y childhood from the Roi - Et Primary Educational Service
Area Office was T22 to T62. The readiness language level is low to very high, the Most of
2™ early childhood with the readinessof a relatively high number of 120 people,
representing 33.61 per centthe readinessof languageat a moderate levelof 174people,
representing 48.73 per cent.thereadiness of a relatively low number of 46 people,
representing 12.88 per cent. And the readiness of a minimum of 17 people, representing

4.76per cent.



