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The purpose of this research were to study the state and to
compare the problems in measurement and evaluation of the secondary
schools in Bangkok zone 2 under the basic education curriculom (B.E.
2544). The samples comprised of 384 teachers were selected by a multi
stage random sampling. Questionnaire was used for collecting the data.
Statistics used in the analysis were percentage, means, standard

deviation, t-test and one-way analysis of variance.
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The results indicated that:

1. Most of the teachers used multiple choice test for theoretical
evaluation ; recording activities and quality of tasks for performance
where students’ expected characteristics were assessed by using
observation form. Students’ knowledge and ability were mostly
measured at the applied level. The test was done at the end of teaching
course for both developing the teaching process and evaluating students’
achievement.

2. Teachers’ problems of measurement and evaluation, in general,
was at a moderate level. There were no significant differences in
teachers” problems in measurement and evaluation where classified by
gender, age, education level, teaching experiences and major subjects at
0.05 level.

3. The teachers who differed in gender and major had different
problem in applying measurement and evaluation at the statistical lever
of 0.05, but could not find the difference in knowledge of instruments

and services.





