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Abstract

The purpose of this research was to study the
levels of problems primary school teachers under the
Office of Songkhla Provincial Primary Education found
in using the Ministry of Education regulation of
learning evaluation according te Primary Education
Curriculum 1978 {(Revised Edition 1980)., The samples
were 310 primary school teachers in Changwat Songkhla.
Data were collected through the administration of
questionnaire comprising two parts: part one was a
checklist on the respondents’ background information,
and part two was a rating scale questionnaire measuring
the teachers”™ problems in using the Ministry of
Education regulation of {earning evaluation according
to Primary Education Curriculum 1978 (Revised Edition
1990}, which are classifled inte fTive categories:
principles of the learning evaluation, methods of the
learning evaluation, decision of the learning evaluation,
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school transfer and school functions, with the reliability
coefficients ranging between .8921 and .9624. Data were
analyzed using percentage, arithmatic mean, standard

deviatlon, t-test and F-test.

The Tindings were as follows:

1. The teacher’s overall problems in using the
learning evaluation requlation were at a low level. When
gach individual category was considered separately, it
was found that teachers had a moderate level of problems
in using the regulation on principles of the learning
evaluation and a low level of problems in using the
remaining regulations in other categories.

2. The overall problems in using the Iearnjng
evaluation regulation of the teachers whose schools were
situated in the smal!l and medium size offices of the
primary education in both district and sub-district
were at a low level; whereas the overall problems of the
teachers whose schools were situated Iin the large size
offices of the primary education were at a moderate level.

3. The overall problems in using the learning
evaluation requlation of the teachers whose schools were
situated in the schoo! ctusters of all sizes were at a
low level.

4. The overall problems in using the learning

evaluation regulation of the teachers In small schools
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were at a moderate level: while those in medium and
large schools were at a low level,

5., The overall problems in using the learning
evalugtion regulétion of the teachers of Prathomsuksa |
and |} were at a low level.

6. There was no difference in the problems in
using the learning evatuation regulation concerning the
overall and separate categories of teachers whose schools
were situated in different offices of district or sub-
district, school clusters, schoo! sizes, and Prathomsuksa
I and !l teachers, except that in category 5 concerning
the schoo! functions. It was found that the teachers in
the small and large schoals had different problems in using
the learning evaluation regulation concerning school
functions at .05 level. That is, the teachers Iin small
schools had more l|evels of problems concerning school

functions than those in large schools.
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