R.e.8 RRfcy sor (e wor=itng Swizad

objective test items and example)

RS SSFFE 7 (Norm of a test)
Usability )

S RS

sapngastestananauat s a1
I e e e

© DS TR Ei%@i“’f (Approachies of Evaluation) -
= W ALY @ ReffaeyS TeiE= (Formative, Summative and

Diagnostic Evaluation) s .
T 96 qRRIES, Site MRE 93z e e, ar" S PR T
(AT X[F A A2 Tomaser omm Roim w03, e S Saa T 9
TR o e Rrdivn et «ifF © RvE | e 3 &b
T 7, 1 201 R gl R, wifber et R o oS 3 SR TR
SR IR ICE S 2 qﬁeﬁwﬁwmaﬂ%ﬁﬂ?%ﬁm@@mﬁﬂi
S T FIICIF TS (Assessment) I, [FF O ey fAl AT
ST 7 A, A TR ojre(s R w7 A | ey Ao
FTEDTE G% %WW%%@Q?WWWW'@
PRSI GICeT SotArE e Sed siteal [T | TeNEHCE e I
T A 20, O TR e 52 arr JFACAE Bl e Zh— T
Al 1S BRI A ISR Jeyaa (Formative Evaluation), ﬂgﬁ:{ﬁ q
SIfEs [0S (Summative Evaluation)| 1967 it Honer, M. Serivel
FLRAN 15991 (Formative) 8 FHeaeiagdl (Summative) 0T a1 L
T A |

O 5.5 TS A A G FenEs (Formative Evaluation) |

2 .O.0. FHAE @ YAt (Definition & -Concept) : !.
|
Wﬁﬁ@mmﬁﬁﬂmmﬁm%ﬂﬂeﬂ%mm i
@ TEEE AR RO 31 20 O stsger A onts?naﬁﬂfﬁﬂ:m
e Rf2 Frmf N. E. Gronlund (1985) saser® JenECas 7

[T - = " - o [‘dss l,
JCeite"— “Formative evaluation is used to monitor learning plogupi i
during instruction 4nd to provide continuous feedback tO both P
and teacher concerm:ng learning successes and failures.’
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N TR R[fesy g -
AT S a o -

e =% R. L. Ebel @32 D. A. Frisbie (1986)-a9 It — “Forma-
tive evaluation is conducted to monitor the instructional process, to

determine wheather learning is taking place as planned.”

e PrF=AIRw W. Wiersma 932 S. G. Jurs Iz — “Formative
evaluation occurs over a period of time and monitor student

progress.”
< DD W&ﬁrﬁlﬁm =85 (Characteristics of Formative

Evaluation) :

Boftaw xS Rarael FACeT sAgeTs cArerd fFsfets Efeayfer e

I one G| IA—
() I @S Freean s @2 qEnEe ARG A 2= |
() 92 A 5w SR 2w @ RrFAE AP 8 AT Trres
SRS A |
(9) Frwidfa ot @ yeroisfer ol ARSI <L |
(8) waﬁmmmqﬁﬁamﬁ@sﬁmﬁwwwl
(&) (TG TA= (T AU (T ST AU STOIE STy |
() e e opg RoeEee G7 SEEE SFS S S|
() 92 ey -GGl e @ LS FIAT SEPTHC (BRI ez |

(b)) @z ~Afafg 5Hief |
(») vafs f*FFQvg (running or current students) =] ¥ Ty

[ T = .
(30) FeHHaTe sroiie T aue REaafes ST G2l T AR Mowsere

JETIEA |

il A
(3%) 9% e ot entEeTa (day-to-

day evaluation) T=ia sjgg SICA=I 1 £
(39) It 635 =1 ereem endfme 2 B

TS AT ArSTs AT e dFH TOR

SR fatss e = O F FR TP s =

P T S

Scanned with CamScanner



Y e

T | FARF T NS JeNACAD S[FG 2 AT a3
oI IR T AT |

(38) SHTIEE YENACAT FACACE 9 NCGAG ZeT Fr=Iam Dy
Stuffebeam-93 2=iRe CIPP TG | Q2 NCSCE S[ENIHR b
TAMITAR BT 59 A AT JACR |

(i) Context Evaluation (C) : ﬂ?ﬂ?ﬁﬁlﬁ CFICAT oA EFFETET?-&
AR AAEs ! BT T4 29 @R G2 A6 IS IS Ty
RN THASRUE 777 e <o <=a1 39| '

(i) Input Evaluation (I) : ¥9 S350 1 2iwsl FATATIT &) ﬁmm
SR, TR (T — s, ) @ ARSI o

2= Input evaluation |

(iii) Process Evaluation (P) : rFQfg sifssr ©6a< (Terminal k
haviour) 25 AR TS | i3 Fredfa 2AfEs =mban
(Entry behaviour) gejif*re SifEs Sipaced ARG FAR G
3 affFm, frsd =S, FrE, agfemn @ TFAIRST dEEm |
GisjfeT b1 FREEe] O EUEE R Sore ERid|

(iv) Product Evaluation (P) : FrFEi=F sjelaro=n« TqIG1R 13
TETR TR SO fSTEC® | (AT GFTo FHrFTsIERIm
(period or session) 03 FrEmfE Trifae S ATITITSS T
PRI AT SINIVE 2616 jiRsient oIS ©ts | Fr=R=
P e Triftre SIEReTPR SENHa Sge=iel TeTrwe (Produ
2 Reses =41 =a|

O 2.5.% AL 91 2AifFSF JenE (Summative Evaluation) :

@ 2.5.2.5 A& 8 giget (Definition & Concept) :

CHICA 6 A CFICA I O el Braptysffel Fo = siRwId =m
a2z RErdfar oA Aol Sieq Irarr (7 AP O (@ IEHEE
AR AR FAN ZF OIPL AT Al AfEH Yo qCe |

e f3f<2 =% N. E. Gronlund (1985) JA<F=T=14SIl S[CTITACAT ASE
fare falta ICeTtzd— “Summative evaluation typically comes at (b

2 \h: fedl
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AT S T RS st o e (@
end of a course (or unit) of instruction. It is designed to determine
the extent to which the instructional objectives have been achieved
and is used primarily for assigning course grades or certifying
pupil mastery of the intended learning outcomes.”

e Tr=fdw Ebel W3R Frisbie (1986) It — “Summative evaluation
is conducted at the end of an instructional segment to determine if
learning is sufficiently complete to warrant moving the learner to

the next segment of instruction.”

e =% W. Wiersma & S. G. Jurs (1990) 2f&F JeHACAT FREE

JEad— “Summative evaluation is done at the conclusion of in-
struction and measures the extent to which students have attained
the desired outcomes.”

oD ?Wﬁm taf=® (Characteristics of Summtive

| Evaluation) :

TR AT ReEel S0 AU TN AfERs @FEreefe =i
IR SeT TE | Aq—
(>) FFERLA AR IR T TF @A [OTF Sowmey A= T
P2 RUi=EEs G0 LS FWHT &= |
(R) FATEARGAT JEPEF SRS TH (FCAT GF0 GREFEE (v T SE) 1
MrFRcEE oItE |
(0) IEFS IBIVTS Srw=iyoffet FrFJna Ty Fo61 FAAMBS AT @R
Hrrel-f=e aifem o0 Tees] TEEte S ARFEAIGS TeIEeAS T
Roim =31 =T

(8) AL YU FrFQl @I T TEfox ATy 8 JLST FA=o=F
rF<t feedback @WIH I |

(&) AT Q@6 536 I AT 4RRIRFS IST A I A, AN
CargN 1 TR Gf<{mcn Frre agd FEe=aST enEa ARt I |

(v) A [EHES PrEREE [ResEces S SiEgs sEe Sl [ |

(q) O3 TEEEEF (FeEsffer Fodtaien, IR @I FLSTHADT |

(v) a3 SETEEEE SrE=efeT e |
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mi B CER RG] ,
(3) I FEAAR TG ST Srcw—ciﬁ? Eal f*r‘:ﬁﬁﬁ Stal

#3f$S ‘Countenance Evaluation’ 91 ‘Responsive Evaluatiop,
Stake-93 S —

Teui@s (Evaluation) = #f&s% (Measurement) + fR61ea9 (Judgemen)
31 Je1da (Evaluation) = 339 (Description) + f5/@@a« (Judgemen)

‘Countenance Evaluation-@ FIta1 {eeg taf® gy 5=t A AR
FIRCFI (AT A0S € jeiete Reqel oreat za | @3 Ragasfer @i i
A AGA 2 | G 39 WEH” (Description Matrix) JCET | G2 ey
“@ ZCArE” (What is) OF 99 a1 @3 wyifeem Radsfe < Roms;
BEA” (Judgement Matrix) “H 267 Bbw &= (What should b

fyfoqfea AN g =1 =3 |

J " ' ze7 TSow foa
(What is) (What should be)
(1.
2.
x T
4.
KS' .
IEEEG R fasraasad smiGH
(Description Matrix) (Judgement Matrix)

(s0) (G T A tem i wdfica
ALFEANLA JNACHS T I AFEAE TS
T ATCCS ANE T, 255 793 Aoz

A

A

T ST 29 99 ¥ TOR IS AT | -

ST AT AT TR 97w 9 [ 2

2= 6@ 2= 2 31 T A | e IR~
a2
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e RAfSs gioeiest « ISy é ;

2 DO NITEAT 8 AFEALIN EECAa At (Differences between

Formative and Summative Evaluation) 2

(Formative Ev alualmn)

W’Wﬁ Wﬁn

(Summalwe Ew aluatlon)

(>)

(

(©)

(8) 4

(@)

(v)

()

mmmarﬁ%samﬁﬁ

oyl Sar FrE o s eifs
Zroz A1 ©f G2 SEITEEd ARG
[AGIZ T4 T |

I a6 Rt @R Fe T
“feTe= = 27 |

a% JeE Frwe adfFaE eronfrs
<1 15TS == IS AT 2o 11 a<R
fafvg s=ca oo =41 A = A
e gz —wEE @ feed-
back 2T AL <FCd |

T IETACE MHEATS FrEsee
WE’tT:ﬂ e owfifTrs srsr=t
(@TA— 2AT=F, ©A] FLZ
BT 2Ptz Tow) AT [0
£
GZ SETECS REasfel ST
AT 8 [ReEFs |
W2 IEITACS [JIZS AJICGTH
o= e s B (A 1 A |
Stuffebeam-99 CIPP 0%« |
Belfe FErFacda o= O3 JeTacsa
IR FA 2 |

(>)

()

(©)

(8)

(@)

()

()

CFICAL 2FH a1 1369 C‘TC‘TFT"“F
B oifeT FraEas sy ==
FHeaiow ZCACE 9aR OEl oI
Aol &+ FCACE O 9%
Q% AN SEOS ZH Rl 9
GARESE (v S 9Ed) A G930
frFRcaga et |

GZ TEECE TG T AT =036
[l AT AT @ XS] F=2AE
TRz TEAT ATA | UFHIOI
HEARIZES] Io™ A 2D TS
Haif & carge <Al =R @ [aa =g
= Q% JTTE AR =0T |

G% EOTEC FIG, fSatarey
e "M FIHE AIZS =4 |
(R -— =S =90+,
A TIIIW)

O SENECT [[ERsie SieerFTe
T @ TR |

aZ IJIETETAH [IZS HAATGTH
TCTAT9T ACSA6 261 Stake-9F
*Countenance Evaluation™ JIC&& |
~TETS FrFRcEa e 9% JEuTaEd
J[IARA TA =TT
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(v) It Fqfon enafiee sifitg @2 | (v) CPICAT F=HYfox 2N =gy o

TR oJF% W& 28 AFH WWWW\GM
Tog FNfee fate wese 2@ a9 T2 AT e sy =y =
RELIEACII (R 2[R TS AT |

A
A

A
EE?

O .9 Fifaiafefes serst (Norm referenced test/NRT) :
A TS (Test) : ' |
féral-fRrem rfiaferm Mg Rredia @ R Sfows! wifers 23 ofF st
T gt o Free (@ A9S SO JIRF IR CIefferd T Sraien)|
ze a%-fofeg wers (Norm-Reference Test JACFC? NRT) @R ﬁ‘ﬁ’ﬁ'

E

AFEYA TJATACTA
9

Y

.
—

T > T >

——

&% SRS (Criterion Reference Test JSTFC? CRT) | N6 «ig ¥io ‘\'rr:i':ﬂ

WﬂWﬁWWﬁ

> | T-fSfew It wmfaafefes w&r# (Norm-referenced Test) :

I SorER Fradiom did TRt Sikeiefern I FAF 9
ot za @ RorE Fradia Teae S RERRieE efe SRS A 9
W= AT ol 41 | 2 #0257 G3fb eAfSTHifarerET< TR yiesfes,
T AT FE G3% GIR SIPTTR O eI G | Read FrR it «iroy-Raass
TR oI AAETIRIE! TS PR (AT0E A i [FifFe Srwra ~ifHeei=ree oF
Mol Fo= Tifeis TArE o) [ A1 27 [ | 7@ QB0 TFI0 7435 4
A4 A 4T T A T | 7 IS @R @A GFEH R diE weers N
O EgeTd SRR | % &t Gronlund (1985) ez © ““NRTs are

¢onstructed with a view to determine the serial position of an individual in

his group so as to help expression of that position in descriptive languages
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like high, low or average.” 3912 NRT-GF 24« Sra=lj2 T (AT #fF [Adiae
TG JITF 7 I @I Frmdia o veam sy Five SRimcs Biresad |
vz a2 ofssarda cFta @ <57 (norm) IJIIZF FA A, ©f =7 a1 =7
RCTSII—AE waR S Fradicnid il F9E@3 5160, IACN Sror=F1g
SIS | SAFSATTF @3 A8 37 (norm) FIF T3 (31 TibaT @R Wi 2
Reax

G YA AT AT FeTtF AIZF B Fredions vieel fFes s
M rank (T 2, TS, TOIT TojT Bfrs 31 =7 WA OC0F (2T A T
Ao =9 211 SgE SR ool Bl FrEdione 2SIt ARSI
I 29 | 3o I 2ta= =IFrFm 9 Fe0eFcad Atmaiers g2 4aad
EHIEACAR IR AT |

HIChE (ST ANEIFT A5, A] IBCIF public examination @3k
Se(ifies SorFfer 70 @@IEE EOReE DS [IZS JF | I AT
(.‘&IfErCG 2 Al 24— CF AQCHTEH OICEAT RIE ? (R Y ICHACR ? P A]COTEH <49
T CPlCAtR 2 BF (g wvaa Seasjfel fite ity w-fSfes Jemas =ar =
GRS [FF 2SS T S o ~iRvior fSiers ga =71

Q .>.8 Ffoglelesd o= (Criterion referenced test/CRT) :

TETRCHR CFCE FICH Sror=1 eild FrRJicng ST39)feics S~ s
T fEoEm S @6 T == @Al [Adms (criterion) & ==F @ ©=F
“iffcafrre Fradionn aie 9909 oo 91 | G2+t 9 =T criterion
referencing | SIEGI2<¢ 6 cHAIE (Robert Glasser) 2 JACT AT
SCEAPTS A | Ol I8 f&a1 siosiics Norm Reference =if&sic==
BT 2ene, FrAitng ANEE sjders W= qBiE <[ AT ¥9 @ GiowE
Criterion Reference Test-aF WC €3 f[Ame Fradifty ~awifeom =iz
9j€I5iS W= AIGI2 [ ABF | Criterion Reference Test-a “Aw=ford a6 74
e I Mt @R a9 Tofers Fradin avior Amds s@==i sl 96 |

g2 2FCeEs] Nitko-99 IFT(CT “AF9 T4 (ACS AR : “Criterion referenced
test is one that is deliberately constructed to yield measurements that are
directly interpretable in terms of specified performance standard.”
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