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Analysis on the Middle School Teachers' Level of Interest of Achievement
Standards-based Assessment
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(Pusan National University)

Abstract

The purpose of this study is to analyze the level of interest in the achievement evaluation system, under
the assumption that the teacher is an important element of curriculum. For this study, surveys targeting the
150 middle school teachers from 6 schools in Pusan was conducted. A questionnaire based CBAM model
was used as research tools. For data analysis, mean of relative strength by teacher's level of interest was
calculated. And MANOVA was used to investigate the difference among level of interest according to
teachers' background such as sex, age, career, job position, and the grade they taught. The results of the
analysis are summarized as follows. First, the middle school teachers' overall interest for achievement
evaluation system is low. Teachers showed a typical pattern appeared in the early stages of change. They
have little interest in the achievement evaluation system. And they should try to fix and change the
achievement evaluation system rather than cooperate it. Second, as a result of this analysis of the
difference according to teachers' background, no significant differences were found in most of the variables.
Significant differences were found only in age, career, and job position from step 0. In running the post
hoc, teachers who have less careers, lower positions, and younger ages had less interest in achievement
evaluation system.

Key words : Achievement Evaluation System, Middle School Teacher, Level of Interest
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<Table 1> Standard Setting Based on Percent of the Stand Achievement

General Characteristics

The level of students' understanding
achievement standards for a semester is

and performance for
very excellent.

all

The level of students' understanding
achievement standards for a semester is

and performance for
excellent.

all

The level of students' understanding
achievement standards for a semester is

and performance for
usual.

all

The level of students' understanding
achievement standards for a semester is

and performance for
a little insufficient.

all

Achievement Percent of
Level Achievement
A More than 90%
B 80% ~ 90%
C 70% ~ 80%
D 70% ~ 60%
E Less than 60%

The level of students' understanding
achievement standards for a semester is

and performance for
insufficient.

all

Source: Education of Elementary and Middle Schools' Direction and Task in 2020 Korea By Korea Institute for Curriculum

and Evaluation. p.270
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<Table 2> Stage of Concern: Typical Expressions of Concern about the Innovation

Stage of Concern (SoC) Expressions of Concern
. I have some ideas about something that would work even
6.Refocusing
better.
IMPACT . I am concerned about relating what I am doing with what
5.Collaboration .
my co-workers are doing.
4.Consequence How is my use affecting client?
TASK 3.Management I seem to be spending all
SELF 2.Personal How will using if affect me?
1.Informational I would like to know more about it.
UNRELATED 0.Unconcerned I am not concerned about it.

Source: Measuring Stages of Concern about the Innovation: A Mannual for Use of the SoC Questionnaire(Report No.3032)
By G. E. Hall, A. A. George, and W. L. Rutherford, 1979, Austin: The University of Texas at Austin, Research and
Development Center for Teacher Education(ERIC Document Reproduction Service No. 147 342).

(3574
AWAE S48 slsel ANE A%
(Open-Ended Concerns Statements)®} FHHTHAl A

4| (Stage of Concern Questionnaire, SoCQ)”7} 7l
E Gk JNE AES e AEs o8
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A= 5 GAZE oty 8 Tl Likert HX=(0~7)5
<Table 3> Composition of Object
Classification N %
Sex Male 43 28.7
Female 107 71.3
Twenty 15 10.0
Thirty 45 30.0
A,
g Forty 48 32.0
More than fifty 42 28.0
Less Than 4 Years 24 16.0
Career 5~9 Years 25 16.7
10~19 Years 39 26.0
More Than 20 Years 62 41.3
Job position Head Teacher 28 253
P Regular Teacher 112 74.7
First Grade 50 333
Responsible Grade Second Grade 64 42.7
Third Grade 36 24.0
Total 150 100
g AT =T 2 Agsgon, ol il 25 U wdHy
FAF ETE T2 Hall(1987)0] 7Wst ale]l  #d Fok] dErHF9 uhARERe HEAH 9
e Aol BAES A9 el Yd ARA  dd wlEve WY Fal 53-uagh o
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Ay of#fe] <Table 4>5 F3ll 72 o] #FATA o] FES IARE 2AE0] S
a3l WAEAE 1T+ Ak 2Rl AL ofetar ¥slar Q7] wiEolth
2 d9e Y ARE A flste]
<Table 4> Composed of Questionnaire = }
P SPSS 18.0 L= 7L AMg-alAT}.
SoC Number N
0 1, 6,7, 22, 30 5
1 2, 4, 18, 28, 35 5 V. o1+ d1}
2 8, 13, 14, 16, 33 5
3 3,23, 24,27, 34 5 NagIIHol cfs Fstm WAISe| X
4 5, 11, 12, 20, 25 5 HIXMO| DAl &=
el YEa T
5 10, 15, 17, 19, 29 5
6 9, 21, 26, 31, 32 5 T WARES] AFHB IO dig B
o] AHFE ot olF TR kst
= H}
o A5 A e AOA AR Uk Rol<Table s>olH, A3}
= = 3] =& 57 =
/g?‘}xl:é 3 g5 711'\ A EAE F 35 =2 ylgow AHF A st Eem wAL
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5] 2 =1 =
S Griffino] /P4eh gto] AYILE M BAHall & 9oy sz stels) wmatel e 2ol [Fig
Hord, 2006) 44 = %2 Agste] 43} 1ol
ATk
<Table 5> Mean of Raw Score and Relative Strength for SoC
Unrelated Self Task Impact
So€ 0 1 2 3 4 5 6
Meag of raw 20.76 20.89 20.47 20.75 22.19 20.91 22.10
core
Relative A)S)trength 99 75 7 80 38 52 73
<Table 5>°A4 Hi= uie} o], AFF7 Al wrh 5oz 3dARG4 ) 80%, 177
st T WA IlFEe Adod AR ol (BEA ) 75%, 6A(HEA EA) 73%, 29
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<Table 6> Result of MANOVA by SoC according to sex (N=150)

Sex Univariate
Male (N=43) Female (N=107) Wilks' A df
SoC M SD M SD F
0 93 5.66 99 5.30 1/148 39
1 69 6.41 84 4.76 1/148 7.56
2 70 6.33 76 4.49 1/148 6.08
3 77 5.95 80 4.46 939 1/148 5.18
4 30 7.07 43 6.04 1/148 5.61
5 44 6.89 55 5.93 1/148 7.45
6 65 6.24 77 5.93 1/148 5.38
*p<.05
2 AEA $ed A wARe #AeFl & Hlgoly 1 o] oo ke E A 3 Ab
ek A Aol Fet2 0997 Mg w ol Atk e dvleth g ke d
A Vo, thy oz 39A(77), 29AI(70), 1Y T}, <Table 6>°|A Hi= ulel o] Wilks' A %k

A69), 6TAI(65), SHA44) w2 FAL,
4GA(30)7F 7HE WA vhgkeh oA} wARe] At
A BT B FA wAke v R 0%k
A99)et 4etAI43) 22 7P Ea W FAE
BRI 1 Abol= 1974(84), 39HAI(80), 697
(77), 29A1(76), 5EA(55) =2 A vEbth
Wilks' A > T = A o FAto]l xkA] st

o] 939 u)$ o} Aol wWE Wwtk 7+ 7
Mo folulg Aol 7k LA ek,

CEE T

ot ST A

Aol wE Few wALY] AFHH kAo B3
AT AolE A AI= <Table 7>
Eay=

<Table 7> Result of MANOVA by SoC according to age (N=150)

Age
Twenty Thirty Forty More than Fifty Wilks' Univariate
(N=15) (N=45) (N=483) (N=42) 1 df P
SoC M SD M SD M SD M SD
0 99 | 323 | 99| 5.10 | 99 5.71 97 5.44 3/146 3.63
1 75 | 6.11 75 | 5.47 80 5.64 75 4.81 3/146 .60
2 72 | 6.07 76 | 5.40 72 5.45 76 4.12 3/146 1.03
3 77 | 4.81 80 | 4.81 80 5.78 80 4.44 764 3/146 .03
4 38 | 725 | 38| 7.07 | 38 6.06 38 6.12 3/146 .05
5 52| 7.64 | 48 | 6.74 | 52 6.46 55 5.38 3/146 40
6 69 | 606 | 73| 6.60 | 73 6.01 73 5.87 3/146 11
*p<.05
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<Table 8> Result of MANOVA by SoC according to Career (N=150)
Career
Les\s{ than 4 5~9 Years 10~19 Years | More than 20 | Wilks' d Univariate
ears
(N=24) (N=25) (N=39) Years (N=62) | A F
SoC M SD M SD M SD M SD
0 99 3.04 99 3.88 99 5.94 97 5.55 3/146 5.62
1 69 6.30 75 6.02 75 5.50 80 4.44 3/146 95
2 72 6.30 72 5.83 76 541 76 4.03 3/146 33
3 73 | 501 | 77 | 452 | 83 | 560 | 80 | 436 | .780 3/146 2.19
4 33 | 734 | 43 | 721 | 38 | 661 | 43 | 5.40 3/146 .70
5 44 | 712 | 48 | 666 | 52 | 697 | 55 | 5.19 3/146 1.04
6 60 | 632 | 73 | 636 | 73 | 650 | 73 | 528 3/146 1.95
*p<.05
gh. Ao M Fstw wARe] JHH M ol AR FaS Bus W FRuAbe HuAb B
sk HATE A T 0eA(94, 99)lA 7HE =2 FAE Bl
21380 W Fehw wAke]l AFHFIA o B 4dAI43, 38)9F SEAS5, 48), 1] 2%kA|(76,

72)7} 71 w2 9 F HWH
FAE KB skA

Al AR e
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<Table 9> Result of MANOVA by SoC according to job position (N=150)

Job Position
Wilks'
Hefﬂ‘(‘}\lgg g)c her Regl(lll\?i {E%Cher 1 df Univariate F
SoC M SD M SD
0 94 6.00 99 4.18 1/148 48.23
1 80 4.59 72 5.58 1/148 3.60
2 76 4.43 72 5.40 1/148 .38
3 83 4.35 77 5.10 .693 1/148 5.52
4 43 5.25 38 6.79 1/148 1.40
5 55 5.60 48 6.55 1/148 2.34
6 77 5.38 73 6.31 1/148 1.77
#p<.05

ofog@ shdel wE Fhw wAke] AFHE7E B

9

@

A5Ee) Aole BAT Aike thel

of st HHTFE A <Table 10>9} ¥t}
g shde] we Fota wAke] AHH A
<Table 10> Result of MANOVA by SoC according to grade they taught (N=150)
Responsible Grade
1 ) 3 Wilks' Univariate
(N=24) (N=25) (N=39) 1 df F
SoC M SD M SD M SD
0 99 4.90 99 5.15 97 6.34 2/147 1.45
1 75 5.71 72 5.83 80 4.00 2/147 65
2 72 5.19 72 5.50 78 4.29 2/147 1.95
3 80 4.69 77 5.64 83 4.70 .881 2/147 1.44
4 38 7.19 38 6.76 43 4.64 2/147 40
5 55 6.29 48 7.07 55 4.67 2/147 1.99
6 77 6.41 73 6.55 73 4.76 2/147 .57
#p<.05
29 oshde] me gAsEd Add 2R ¥ #AE Rt ddsEd Ay 3R 9ds
S BE Ay Aol owA(99, 99, 99)9F 3 AW EFS w 18hdy} 28hde] H]sle] 38hd 9]
% ]

Eis A

GA80, 77, 83)7F 7 e A F AR AdE A
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