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Abstract

The purpose of this study is to Survey thé opintons and
performance of teschers on measurement and evaluation of education
in primary schools in the Mae Jaraw school cluster, Mase Ramat
District, Tak Province. The study focused on schools of different
sizes and acgdemic levels using objective population and sample
groups as teachers in primary school of the Mae Jaraw cluster of
the 1987 academic year. The stuﬁy includes analysis on opinions
of 84 persons and on activities with sample sgroups of 30 persons.
The methods and instruments used in this study are questionneire
of b&ting scale type, and of activity observation record which
rating scale and field interview or recorded interview. The
enalysis of data was conducted by using mean, standard devistion,

percentage and testing of the difference of practice by the

Kruskal-Wallis Test compsrision.



The findings of this study were as follows @

1. Teachers are of the opinion that the measurement of
basic knowledge and formstive evalustion are highly important.

2+ On measurement of basic knowledge, teachers aopine that
time is moderately enough, while time for formative evaluation
which veries according to types of evaluation, 1i.c. oral
questioning, observation and work-checking, the teachers view
that time is highly enough. By testing the teachers view that
time is moderately enough.

3. Majority of the teachers view that testing ohserving,
interview, work-checking and other methods for evaluation are
highly importaﬂt.

4. Teachers are of the opinion that the principle for
tests construction are highly impertant.

5. Teacﬁers ere of the opinion that the suitability of the
grading stendard is vary suitable.

6. On the need to stddy techniques of measurement and
evaluation, teachers expressed great need to study

7. For the methods that teachers want to use for studying
techniques of measurement and evaluation, majority of the teachers

want to be provided with training programme.

Activities of teachers in measurement
In comparing teachers' activities in the measurement of
basic knowledde, formative evaluation, evaluation at the end of

academic term, making and applying methods for measurement by



separating vartants of both academic background and size of school

appears that the practices of teachers are not differed from each

ot.her

Data derived from interview

1. In the measurement of basic knowledge teachers moderately
use oral questioning. In formative evaluation, teachers generally
use oral questioning and exercise testing means while observation,
testing and work-checking are used at a lesser degree. For
evaluation &at the end of acdemic term, teachers use & lot of
tests while observation is used in a lesser degree.

2. For random questioning of individual student measure-
ments, it appears that teachers seldom use the method.

3. Teachers moderately use completion type exercise and
rarely use other type exercise are rarely used.

4. Teachers meinly use multiple choice type of test and
rarely use other type of test are rarely used.

5. Cognitive domain at the teachers measurement, teachers
moderately focus on knowledge and memory st the least degree, on
comprehension and application at a lesser degree and rarely focus
on analysis and synthesis,

6. Affective domein at the teachers measurement, teachers
seldom evaluste students on receiving and responding. especially
on willingness to response and sagisfecti_n in response at the

least degree.




7. Péychomotor domain at the teachers measurement ,
teachers seldom evaluste on imitating, patterning and mastering.

8. Teachers use questions in agreement with new substance
at 8 high degree while the methods used by teachers are moderately
in agreement. with objective of learning.

9. Methods wused by teachers to improve learning and
teaching, teachers used mainly teaching the whole class, teaching

individual and teaching small group at s lesser degree,

‘Data derived from interview

1. Majority of the teachers use test from school cluster
‘and from hand-book.

2. In constructing test, majority of the teachers consider
objectives of learning rather than other standards.

3. The main purpose of the teachers in testing is for
grading the result of learning rather than for the use of
improving teaching.

4. Teachers never do item analysis

5. Only minority of the temcher pay attention to sociometry

and apply the result in organising working groups of student.




