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Abstract

The purposes of this research were to construct the question-
naire of the Evaluation of Teaching Effectiveness in Mathematics at
Mathayomsuksa III used by teachers, colleagues and students and
study the construct validity of the evaluation of teaching effective-
ness of the three sample groups. The samples were consisted of 41
teachers, their colleagues and 1,594 students numbers in 41 groups
evaluating in the first semester of academic year 1996, Changwat
Chaiyaphum, Department of General Education of Ministry of Education.
The instrument was a set of questionnaire of 58 items with Likert
rating scale assigned to evaluate on teaching effectiveness by
teachers, colleagues and students in 7 traits, those were teachers’

characteristics, academic capacity, techniques and skill of teaching,



relationship between teachers and students, instruction, teacher’s
attitude for teaching, and measurement and evaluation. The data were
analyzed to calculate the frequency, percentage, average, standard
deviation, reliabilities and Multitrait-Multimethod Matrices.

The research findings were as follows :

1. The questionnaire of the Evaluation of Teaching Effective-
ness was satisfied by experts on the Constructive validity, and the
instrument reliability used by teachers, colleagues and students were
0.9684, 0.9579 and 0.9631.

2. The Construct Validity of an Evaluation of Teaching
Effectiveness by teachers, colleagues and students were found that
only colleagues and students had the convergent validity in 2 traits
out of 7 traits in the academic capacity and the techniques and skill
of teaching which were 0.5844 and 0.3144 of the statistical signifi-
cance at .05 level. For the other finding of teaching effectiveness
evaluated by teachers and students had the discriminant validity
only in the academic capacity of the statistical significance at .05

level.



