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Abstract

The objective of this research was to study
teachers’ understanding of the evaluation principles
and procedures, evaluation practices and problems of
evaluation procedures in cooperative curriculum
development elementary schools in Educational
Region II. The gubjects In this study consisted
of 412 elementary school teachers in Educational
Region I1. The instruments used in the study were
questions and questionnaire on the evaluation
principles and procedures, and the open-ended
questions on the practice problems regarding the
evaluation principles and procedures. Data obtained
were then analyzed using percentage, arithmetic méan,
standard deviation, t-test, correlation coefficient,
and one-way ANOVA. The results of this research

indicated that:
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1. The teachers with evaluation experience
and without it had the overall understanding of the
evaluation principles and procedures differently
at .05 level.

2. The teachers with different evaluation
experience did not have the overall understanding of
the evaluation principles and procedures differently.

3. The teachers with evaluation experience
and without it had the overall practice of the
evaluation procedures differently at .01 level,.

4. The teachers with different evaluation
experience had the overall practice of the evaluation
procedures differently at .01 level.

5. There was a significant relationship
between the understanding of evaluation principles
and procedures and practices of evaluation procedures
differently at .001 level.

6. The teachers in cooperative curriculum
development elementary schools, Educational Region II
had the overall problems in evaulation procedures at
a low level. The most severe ones were the problems
of instrument construction; the instrument validity
came the second. The least of the problems was on
grading.

7.. The teachers with evaluation experience
and without it did not have the overall practice of

the evaluation procedure differently.
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8. The teachers with different evaluation
experience did not have the overall practice problems
of evaluation procedures differently.

9. The teachers with different school size
had the overall practice problems of evaluation
procedures differently at .01 level in the following
areas: checking students’ knowledge and skills,
remedial teaching techniques, understanding of
implementation methods for teaching activities,
selecting an appropriate evaluation procedure of
students’ personality and traits, knowlege and
skilles in planning the semester-end evaluation
methods, determining the baseline for fulfulling
the set objectives, the time allotment for formative
and summative assessment of students’ competence
and for class material and textbook reviews.

In addition, it was found that the overall problenms
of evaluation procedures differently at .05 level
were in the evaluation procedures in response to
the instructional objectives and in the evaluation

procedures for instructional improvement and grading.
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