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ABSTRACT

This research aimed to develop a learning assessment package of the Boy Scouts

Course on "Knotting" for Prathomsueksa VI students, and to assess the qualities of the

learning assessment package. The sample group consisted of 20 boy scouts troop leaders
in the second semester of the 2011 academic year from schools under Roi-et Office
of Elementary Education Service Area L. These subjects were obtained by voluntary
sampling. The instruments used in this study were a structured interview form, a test
assessment form for assessing the learning assessment package for its propricty and
feasibiuty, and an assessment form for evaluating its accuracy and utility. The qualities
of the learning assessment package were determined by analyzing its content validity:
considering its index of congruence ; IOC and finding the rater- agreement-index (RAI);
while mean (X)and standard deviation (8.D) were used to determine its propriety,
feasibility, accuracy and utility.

Findings of the study are the follow;

{. The learning assessment package of the boy scouts course on "Knotting"
consists of 4 assessment frames: Frame 1(preparation) with 1 behavioral indicator: selection
of knotting materials and equipment; Frame 2 (performing) with 2 behavioral indicators:
steps in knotting, and skillfulness or proficiency in knotting; Frame 3 (work outcome)

with 1 indicator : neatness of the knots; and Frame 4 (work habits) with 1 indicator : paying




attention in knotting. Bach behavioral indicator is evaluated against the 3-scale criterion:
2 points = Good, 1 point = Pass, and 0 point == Fail,

2. The congruence index(IOC) between the behavioral indicators and the
assesstnent criterion is within the range of 0.67- 1.00, showing that all the behavioral
indicators ate in congruence with the assessment criterion.

3. The rater-agreement index (RAI) of the two raters is 0.90, indicating that the
reliability of the learning assessment package has a high level of objectivity and reliability.

4. Fvaluation of the learing assessment package has revealed the highest level
of its propriety (X= 470, S.D.=042) » feasibility (E =4.62, 8.D. = 0.46) , accuracy

(X = 4.66, S.D. = 0.39), and utility (X = 4,71, 8.D. = 0.35) -




