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The purpose of this study was to examine the process
and problems in achievement test constructionlof grade two
teachers in primary schools under the Jurisdiction of the
Office of Provincial Primary Education, Pichit.

The population consisted of 456 teachers teaching in
the primary schools under the Jurisdiction of the Office of
Provincial Primary Education, Pichit during the academic year
of 1992. The samples were 228 teachers drawn by simple random
sampling teéhnique.

Research Instruments were the gquestionnaire for
collecting personal dapa of the teachers devided into three
barts. The First part was a guestionnaire asking personal
background information. The Second part was a questionnairé
asking the process in achievemgnt test construction.

There were four aspecis in the questionnaire : the planning
in achievement test construction, the constructing in
achievement test, the administering in achievement test and
the utilizing achievement test. The Third part was a
questionnaire asking the problems in achievement test
construection. There were four aspects as in part two.

The statisties used were percentage, mean, standard
deviation and t-test.

The findings were as follows.

1. The process in achievement test construction in
planning, constructing, administering and utilizing the

test was performed correctly by most teachers.



2. There was no significant difference in the process
in achievement test construction in planning, constructing,
administering and utilizing the test among teachers with
different teaching experience background.

3. There was no significant difference in the process
in achievement test constructidn in planning, constructing,
administering and utilizing the test among teachers with and
without evaluation experience background.

4. There was no significant difference in the process
in achievement test construction in planning, constructing,
administering an@ utilizing the test among teachers with
different evaluation experience characteristic background.

5. The problems in achievement test construction were
rated mediﬁm in planning and constructing the achiévement test
and low in administering and utilizing the achievement test.

6. There was no significant difference in the_problems
in achievement test construction in every aspect among the
teachers with different teaching experience background.

7. There was no significant difference in the problems
in achievement test construction in every aspect among the
teachers with and without evaluation experience background.

8. Theré was no significant difference in the problems
in achievement test construction in every aspect except
utility the test. There was statistical difference at the .05
level of significanée in tﬁe problems concerning the

utilization of the achievement test.





