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ABSTRACT

The purposes of this study are to investicgate the methodologies for
assessing students’ desirable characteristics with the Delphi Technique, and teachers’
perceptions of suitability and possibility for students’ working determinations onto
the lower secondary educational students at Grade level 9 in a sample of 208
teachers in the Secondary Educational Service Area Office 27 with the stratified
random sampling were selected. The research procedures were to administer with
the 3 sample phases, firstly, an interview technique was selected from a educational
supervisor, and school administrators with the purposive sampling. Secondary, the
questionnaire in the samples of 3 educational supervisors, 5 school administrators,
and 10 senior professional teachers with the purposive sampling were used. Using
the documents and contexts detailed in this study, an interview for survey and
synthesis, performance indicator, behavioral indicator, assessing criterion, open-ended
questionnaire form for specify point (first round), and structural questionnaire in 5
ranking scores (second and third rounds) were used. V

The results of this study have found that there are 3 performance indicators
and 29 behavioral indicators are to indicate of the highest suitability and assessing
criterion average, working attention of student is the first with the 14-behavioral
indicators, student’s attempt and component with the 9-behaviral indicators are the
second indicator, and student’s efficiency of their work with the 6-behavioral
indicators is the third indicator. In terms of the suitability and possibitity of student’s
administration of their work which follows as performance and behavioral indicators,
it has found that Most of teachers who were teaching at the lower secondary




educational at Grade level 9 are agreed with the highest suitability and possibility of
performance and behavioral indicators, and assessing criterion.




