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ABSTRACT

The purposes of this research was to study the process of measurement and evaluation 

of learning outcomes for upper secondary level teachers of Chiang Mai Education Area 3. The 

study investigates the problems and methods needed to solve the measurement and evaluation of 

learning outcomes for these teachers. The sample groups for this research were 196 teachers of 

upper secondary levels who are affiliated with Chiang Mai Education Area 3, in the academic 

year of 2009. The research was conducted using open questions, and the rating scales. There were 

5 levels of rating scales. These were frequency, percentage, average of the sample group, mean 

deviation and descriptive criterion depending on the questions. 

 1.  The results of the process of measurement and evaluation of learning outcomes 

comprise of 5 aspects ; 

                    1.1 The evaluation of the 8 subject areas of learning outcomes, found that teachers 

had been critique the curriculum, and strands and learning standards every time before stipulation 

of learning outcomes, the implement of students performance assessment tasks was general 

scoring rubrics. Students were evaluated pre-test and during studying each module, and had tests 

after finishing each module and a final examination.  Students’ results of learning were judged 

against grading guidelines. 



    1.2  The evaluation of learners’ development activities. Schools assigned committees 

to evaluate learners development in activities.  This emphasized the upper secondary level of school 

was consulting activity and consideration should be given to the relevance of each group of 

learners’ potential, aptitude and interest.  Teachers assessed the students following the objectives 

of each activity, then reported the results of the evaluations to the academic department. Students 

who did not pass were helped by teachers that had freetime. 

  1.3   The evaluation students’ attributes. The schools assigned committees to evaluate

students’ attributes as stipulated by the Basic Education Curriculum, and the implementation 

was recorded by an observation model. Teachers reported the results of the evaluation of students’ 

attributes to the academic department and handled activities for students who did not pass their 

activities. Development activities included social welfare service, beneficial, work experience for 

themselves and society. 

  1.4  The evaluation of reading, critical thinking and writing. The school curriculum 

committee assigned a standard for reading, critical thinking and writing and also established 

indicators of each capacity level. The implementation of reading, critical thinking and writing 

evaluation was recorded using an observation model, then teachers reported the results to the 

academic department. Students who did not pass the activities were give further activities to do. 

  1.5   The evaluation of national education achievement. Every school ensured the 

students are on the national test, and that teachers have conducted suitable preparation lessons for 

the students. The school must follow the national test schedule and provide suitable rooms for the 

test. The result for each student must be taken to correct the deficiencies of the learner school level. 

 2.   The results of studying problems and the method for solving the measurement and 

learning outcomes evaluation for upper secondary level teachers of Chiang Mai Education Area 3.

The 5 results are staked below ; 

  2.1   The evaluation of the 8 subject areas of learning outcomes, found that the most 

of problems were in the moderation. Teachers had too much work to do, and did not have time to 

critique the curriculum, learning standards and standards for each grade level. The method of 

problem solving was by doing and sharing it with the same subject area teachers during pre-test, 

before studying, during studying, post-test and the final test. The problems were that students who 

did not intend to take a test got the low score. The method of problems solving was related to 

teachers explaining how important evaluations.



  2.2   The evaluation of learners’ development activities, found that the most of 

problems were in moderation.  The problem of assigning the committee of learners development 

activities, was that some teachers had so many duties, that overlapped. The method of problem 

solving is to spread work around and report the result of learner development activities evaluation 

at the end of semester. However, teachers had too much work to do, so it was too late to carry out 

the evaluation. The method of problem solving was to fix a time to send the result for evaluation. 

  2.3  The evaluation students’ attributes. The majority of the problem was in the 

moderation, stipulation grading guidelines and methods of evaluating of school attribution.  The 

problem was that the grading guidelines and the method of evaluation were not clear. The method 

for solving this was questioning those involved, from the responsible departments. That have 

taken the result of evaluating attribution to be the conclusion. The problem was that the people 

sent their evaluation results in very late and the method for solving this was to give the school 

operation schedule to the teachers so they knew when they had to do their work. 

  2.4  The evaluation of reading, critical thinking and writing, found that every problem 

was encountered the moderation, stipulation grading guidelines of reading, critical thinking and 

writing standards and established the capable indicators of each grade. The problem was that the 

grading guidelines and indicators were not clear. The method of solving this was through brainstorming 

of reading, critical thinking and writing experts in order to ensure grading guidelines and indicators 

were clearer. 

  2.5   The evaluation of national education achievement, found that the most of the 

problems were in the moderation.  Preparation of students must be conducted for national education 

achievements. The problem was that the students did not pay enough attention to do it well and 

they were not enthusiastic. To solve this the objective of evaluation was explained to the student. 


