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The purposes of this research were to compare English reading comprehension ability, English
vocabulary knowledge, and English vocabulary retention of mathayom suksa five students between groups
learning vocabulary through focus oriented method and context oriented method.

The samples were 88 mathayom suksa five students studying at Samsen Wittayalai School. They
were divided into two groups: each with 44 students learning vocabulary through focus oriented method and
context oriented method. The research instruments were 1) English vocabulary learning worksheets 2) English
vocabulary knowledge exercises 3) English vocabulary knowledge test with reliability of 0.86, difficulty levels
of 0.26-0.67 and discrimination levels of 0.22-0.65 4) English reading comprehension test with reliability of
0.86, difficulty levels of 0.31-0.80 and discrimination levels of 0.21-0.525 The obtained data were analyzed by

means of t-test, one-way analysis of variance, and Scheffe” method

The results of this study were as follows :

1 Mathayom suksa five students who learned vocabulary through focus oriented method
and through context oriented method had no significant differences in English reading comprehension ability
at .05 level.

2. Mathayom suksa five students who learned vocabulary through focus oriented method
had English vocabulary knowledge higher than those learned vocabulary through context oriented method at
.05 level of significance.

3. Mathayom suksa five students who learned vocabulary through focus oriented method
had English vocabulary retention higher than those learned vocabulary through context oriented method at

.05 level of significance.
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