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Abstract -

This research was intended : 1) to construct an evaluation form on moral behavior
of Prathomsuksa six students in Basic Education Level in Accordance with the Standards for
Quality Assurance of the National Education Commission 2) to construct norms of the
moral behavior inventory scores.

The instruments of this study is the moral behavior evaluation form of 5 level
rate, compose of 4 aspect indicators : 1) discipline responsibility 2) honesty 3) kindness
favorableness sacrifice and 4) economization ; totally 73 items and were evaluated by 5
professionals.

The subjects were 700 randomly selected from Prathomsuksa six students ,in the
first semmester 2004 under the supervision of the Office of Pattani Education, obtained by

1. The finding of the construct validity were obtained by the Known - group
Technique o_f_~ §va1uation inventory classified into mattef analysis and ;:opy analysis "by 50
samplers ‘ Y

| 2. searching for item analysis of the .evaiuation ﬁventow with the power value of
the items in each aspect by 50 samplers. |

3. The finding of the reliability using Cronbach * alpha coefficient in the matter
analysis and copy analysis by 100 samplers.

4. construct norms by 500 samplers. The modification of raw scores into
percentile rank was used to search for normalized T - score by classifying the scales into

matter analysis and copy analysis.



» The finding was as belows :

1. For the construct validity , the t-value of matter analysis ranged between 5.415
and 8.651, and 10.234 for copy analysis at a significance level of .01 for all values.

2. In the area of the power of the items in each aspect,73 items were chosen .
The t—value of all items ranged between 2.009 and 8.860 at a significance level of .05

3. Regarding the reliability of the scales, 0.5041 to 0.7780 was the ranged for
matter analysis, while 0.8762 was for copy analysis.

4. Concéming norms , the development was classified into matter analysis and

copy analysis in the form of percentile and norxhalized T - score.



