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The purpose of this study was to compare the statistics of

a rating scele that presente five different response formats

in self evaluating of gary level school students.

They were 3 (1) graplyg labeled, (2) a graphic
format with every po _ﬂ;eacriptlva format with
simple labeled, - ~ith hamonious behavior
labeled, and (5) a 1 g ‘ L -jiﬂ_x-rcantage of behavior.
The context of . . » the study-habit of
upper secondary data were collected
from 481 Mathayor g W%n Mahasarakam. Five
random samples j ; i\ ug,;% f the rating scale.
The data were & g e vy \-"N.he values and the
differences of F
validity coefficien

The findings were as fj

§rrbutions, concurrent
'ahility coefficients.

erences amonyg the five
_{gluating of upper
iY') to the means, the

1. There were
response ratin .;‘
secondary level ‘{
variances, and théﬂ i

2. There

response ra tl formats self evalusting of upper

secondary ﬁn nﬂﬂﬁ ﬂﬂfjﬂ? the concurrent
validity coeffgiclients an - abi coefficients.

in the ln‘ﬁstignted mples, thegfive response

g, & RN AN

ralinhllity. However, the descriptive format with simple labeled,

LI' -
=2 Mo signiftcant differd®:es among the five

the descriptive format with hamonious behavior labeled, and the
numerical format with percentage of behavior were better than
the ¢graphic format with ends labeled and the graphic format
with every scale labeled, with respect to the validity.
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