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Abstract

The purpose of this study was 1) to develop a Performance Test on Microsoft
Word Processing 2) to develop the scoring criteria of the Performance Test 3) to examine
the quality of the Performance Test constructed by the researcher.

The subjects of the study were 60 Mathayomsuksa Four students of
Demonstration School, Prince of Songkla University, who studied in the first semester of
the academic year 2002. They were selected by means of simple random sampling.

The researcher divided them into two groups consisting of 30 students in each group.

The first testing group was used to examine the time that the students used in doing the
Performance Test and the accuracy of the handouts. The second testing group was used to
examine the reliability of the Performance Test and the reliability of two raters.

The research instrument was the Performance Test on Microsoft Word
Processing which consisted of handouts, assessment forms and scoring criteria. The basic
quality was evaluated by five professionals of which the IC was 0.80 — 1.00.

This research has gained the Performance Test as follows :

1. The Performance Test in this study was the Proformancr Test on
Microsoft Word Processing which consisted of three subtests as follows : 1) the
Performance Test on Data Management 2) the Performance Test on Constructing Table
and 3) the Performance Test on Making Circular Letters, Envelope and Label.

The Performance Test on Data Management consisted of two subtests which

were the Performance Test on Data Management 1 and the Performance Test on Data

Management 2.
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The Performance Test on Making Circular Letters, Envelope and Label
consisted of three minor subtests which were the Performance Test on Making
circular Letters, the Performance Test on Making Envelope and the Performance Test on
Making Label.

2. The researcher constructed the scoring criteria on the Performance Test which
was a four-level evaluation form; (0, 1,2 and 3) and it was approved by the professionals
of which the IC was 0.80 - 1.00. The cut-off score of each Performance Test judged by
the professionals was at 80%.

3. The findings of the quality of the Performance Test was examined from the
reliability which was calculated by Generalizability Coefficient and the reliability between
the two raters which was calculated by Pearson Product Moment were as follows :

3.1 The findings of the reliability of the Performance Test were as follows :
The reliability of the Performance Teston Data Management 1, Data Management 2,
Constructing Table, Making Circular, Making Envelope and Making Label were 0.928,
0.987, 0.987, 0.952, 0.941 and 0.931 respectively.

3.2 The findings of the reliability between the two raters were as follows :
The reliability of the Performance Test on Data Management 1, Data Management 2,
Constructing Table, Making Circular Letters, Making Envelope and Making Label were
0.928, 0.987, 0.987, 0.988, 0.952 and 0.937 respectively.
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