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ABSTRACT

This research is inlended (1) to investipate levels of behavior in instructional
measurement and evalualtion of elementary school teachers in Changwat Songkhla in 4 areas;
use of simple slalistics, material preparation as well as measurement and evaluation instrument
design, application of such instruments, and criterion setting and result interpretation, and (2) to
compare those teachers behavior in measurement and evaluation with respect to school size,
experience in mecasurement and evaluation, and classroom level. The samples are 344 school
teachers tcaching in Prathomsuksa [-IV of the 1995 academic year in Changwat Songkhla. In
collecting the data, a 6-scale questionnaire, the reliability of which is 9657, is devised and
administered to the samples. The reliability of the section on use of simple statistics is .8179;
that on material preparation and measurcment and cvalvation instrument design is .9050; that
on application of instruments is .9596; and that on criterion setting and result interpretation is
.BOBH. The data are analyzed using percentage, arithmetic mean, standard deviation, t-test and
F-lost.

The research findings are as follows:

1. Overall, the samplf:s’ behavior in instructional measurement and evaluation is at a
moderate level. When each area is considered, it is found that their behavior 15 at a high level
in material preparation and measurement and evalvation instruments design, application of
instruments, and criterion setting and result interpretation. However, their use of simple
statistics is found to be at a moderate level.

2, With respect to school size, experience in measurement and evaluation, and
classroom level, it is found that the overall behavior as well as their behavior in the use of
simple statistics are at a moderate level while the behavior in cach of the remaining areas is at

a high level.



3. With respect to school size, the overall behavior of teachers in large schools is at a
higher level than the behavior of those in medium and small schools, at the significant level of
01. With respect to matertal preparation and mcasurement and evaluation instrument design,
and application of instruments, the behavior of teachers in large schools is al a higher levcl
than those in medium schools, at the signiticant level of .05. With respect to crilerion setiing
and result interpretation, the behavior of leachers in larger schools is at a higher level than
those i smaller schools, at the significant level uf .01. However, with respect to use ol simple
statistics, no significant diffcrences are found.

4. With respect to experience in measurement and evaluation, and classroom level,

there are no significant differences in the overall behavior as well as in each area.
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