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ABSTRACT 
The purposes of the study were: 1) to investigate the motivation and 

language learning strategies to improve critical reading employed by high and low 
English ability students and 2) to determine whether any difference exists between 
high and low English ability students in motivation, language learning strategies, 
and critical reading. 

The sample group of this study consisted of 337 first year students (290 
low and 47 high English ability students) at Mahidol University. The purposive 
sampling and simple random sampling techniques were used to select the samples. 
They were divided into two groups (low and high English ability students) 
according to their entrance examination scores and university criterion. The 
Attitude/Motivation Test Battery (AMTB), the Strategy Inventory for Language 
Learning questionnaire (SILL), and a critical reading test were used as the 
instruments to collect quantitative data while semi-structured interviews were used 
to collect qualitative data. Quantitative data were analyzed by using statistical 
techniques such as percentage, mean, standard deviation, and t-test. The Cronbach 
alpha reliability coefficient of the SILL and AMTB were 0.92 and 0.95, 
respectively. Semi-structured interviews were audio-recorded and then transcribed 
by using open and axial coding techniques (Strauss & Corbin, 1990), and data 
were then analyzed by content analysis. 

The major results of this study were as follows: 1) There were 
significant differences (p < .05) in language learning strategies employed by high 
and low English ability students. Students with high English ability employed 
more kinds of language learning strategies more frequently than low English 
ability students. 2) High English ability students attained higher scores in a critical 
reading test than low ability students. 3) Motivation employed by both groups of 
students was not statistically significantly different (p > .05). 
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