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Abstract
TE 142817

The purpose of this research was to construct and search for quality of Decision
Making Test on Natural Environment of Prathomsuksa VI, and to survey the decision
making ability of Prathomsuksa VI student. The sample were divided into two groups : the
firth group, the number of 260 students were asministered to construct and search for
quality of decision making test, the second group, the number of 384 students were
asministered to survey the decision making and search for quality of the test by using
Stratified Random Sampling.

The instruments were an essay test in the form of situation reqarding to the
environment such as soil, water, air and forest, the totai of & items. In each item, it
consisted of 4 quations base on four steps of decision making : identify the problem,
alternative development, alternative evaluation, and decision making.

Data were analyzed : 1. For searching the quality of the test composed of content
validity of the test by the experts, item discrimination and item difficult by using Noll’s
formula, reliability of test by using alfa coefficient, and standard error of measurement,
reliability of assigning score of two rater by using Pearson’s correlation coefficient. 2. For
the survey of decision making ability, it was measured by frequency, percentage, and
descriptive data.

The research findings were as follow

1. The researcher constructed decision making test on natural environment,
the number of 8 items : composed of environment regarding to soil 2 items , water 2
items, air 2 items and forest 2 items. For the type of test, it was an essay test with limit
answer in simulation situation . Answering model was obtained with criterion of scoreing
and interpretation of score. For the decision test of the natural environment of the test

quality : the test obtained content validity, item discrimination indices ranged from 0.45 to
0.71 , item difficult indices ranged from 0.30 to 0.50 , the reliability of test was 0.98,

standard error of measurement was 4.36. and the reliability of scoring by two rater was
0.95.

2. For the survey of decision making ability , the findings revealed that,
in problem identify step, most students had “ high” level of ability about 55.47%, but in
alternative development, alternative evaluation, and decision making step found that most
students had “low” level of ability, 52.46%, 66.25%, and 50.98% respectively. For the

total steps of decision making ability , found that, most students had “low” level of

decision making ability, 45.90%.



