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ABSTRACT

The purposes of this research were to study and compare the states of E]eaming
measurement and evaluation administration as perceived by teachers in schools underiBuriram
Primary Educational Service Area Office 3 with 5 frameworks: administrative procedure, Ei learning
strands evaluation and assessment, evaluation and leamers’ development activity assliessrm:nt,
evaluation and desired characteristics evaluation and assessment, and evaluation and ass.cs;lsment of
reading, analytical thinking and writing, classified by gender, educational levels, and wnﬂcmg
experiences. The samples were 351 teachers, selected by using the Table of Krejcie & Muigan, and
multi-stage random sampling technique. The research instrument used for collecting the daq:l was
a 3-part questionnaire, including check list, 5-rating scale, and open-ended form with the i
discrimination index between 2:054-6.387 and reliability at .9699. The statistics used to analyze the
collected data were percentage, mean, and standard deviation. The hypotheses were tested 43 t-test,
one-way ANOVA, and Scheffé method was used to compare each pair of the aspects. The sﬂigniﬁcant
difference was set at the level of .05. E

The findings were as follows:

1. The opinions of the teachers towards the states of leaming measuﬂ:mi:m and
evaluation administration in schools under Buriram Primary Educational Service Area Diﬂce 3 both
as a whole and at each aspect were at high level. The rankings from the highest to the ]mi!.fcst mearn

scores were the 8 learning strands evaluation and assessment, desired characteristics evalyation and



assessment, administrative procedure, evaluation and assessment of reading, analytical thinking and
writing, and evaluation and learners’ development activity assessment, respectively.

2. The comparison of the teachers’ opinions, classified by gender and educational levels
towards the states of learning measurement and evaluation administration in schools under Buriram
Primary Educational Service Area Office 3 both as a whole and at each aspect was not different.

3. The comparison of the teachers’ opinions who had difference in working experiences
towards the states of learning measurement and evaluation administration in schools under
Buriram Primary Educational Service Area Office 3 both as a whole and at each aspect was
statistically significant difference at .05 level.

4. The opinions and suggestions of teachers about the states of learning measurement and
evaluation administration in schools under Buriram Primary Educational Service Area Office 3
were: 1) Administrative procedure: the operation was lacked of seriously following up and did not
have acceptable standard; 2) 8 learning strands measurement evaluation : the standard evaluation
and assessment instruments should be built; 3) Evaluation and leamners’ development activity
assessment: the operational assessment should be actual done; 4) Desired characteristics gvaluation
and assessment: it could not test with the actual operation, the assessors lacked of evaluation criteria
understanding; 5) Evaluation and assessment of reading, analytical thinking and writing: the
instruments should be constructed for evaluating and assessing of reading, analytical thinking and

writing.



